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To the House of Representatives: | 


I return without approval House bill No. 7877, entitled “An act to place Mary 
Karstetter on the pension-roll.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Jacob Karstetter, who en- 
listed in June, 1854, and was discharged in June, 1865, on account of a wound in 

- his left hand received in action. He died in August, 1874, of gastritis or inflam- 
mation of the stomach and congestion of the liver. He was granted a pension 
ed Da gaon wound, and was in receipt of such pension at the time of his 

eath. 

I was constrained to return without approval a bill identical with the one here- 
with returned, and which was passed by the last Con; and stated my ob- 
jection to the same in a communication addressed to the House of Representa- 
tives, dated July 6, 1886. 

It seemed to me at that time that the soldier's death could not be held to be 
the result of his wound or any other cause cha le to his military service. 

Upon re-examination I am still of the same opinion, which leads me to again 
return the bili under consideration without approval. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1889, 
CHARLES W. GEDDES, 


The following message from the President was laid before the House, 
read, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 9791, entitled “An act for the reltef 
of Charles W. Geddes.” 

This bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to include the name of the bene- 
ficiary mentioned, late assistant engineer in the United States Navy, among 
those who served in the Mexican war, and issue to him a land warrant for his 
services as t engineer on the United States steamer Gencral Taylor 
during said war. 

On an application made by this beneficiary for bounty land under general 
laws, the Secretary of the Navy reported that the vessel to which he was at- 
tached was not considered as having been engaged in the war with Mexico, and 
thereupon his application was rejected. Upon appeal to the Secretary of the 
Interior, he states that the settled doctrine of such cases to be that ™ service 
must have been in, not simply during, a war, to give title to bounty land,” 

The only claim made by the beneficiary is that the vessel upon which he was 
employed was engaged for a time in transporting seamen from New Orleans, 
where they were enlisted, to Pensacola, and that he was informed and be- 
lieved that they were enlisted to serve on board vessels composing the Gulf 
aig then co-operating with the land forces in the Mexican war. 

t seems to me that itis establishing a bad precedent, tending to the breaking 
down of all distinctions between civil and military employment and service, to 
hold that aman engaged ona vessel transporting recruits to a rendezvous from 
which they may be sent to the scene of hostilities should be allowed the same 
wench gn, ge which are bestowed upon those actually engaged in or more di- 
rectly related to the dangers and chances of military operations. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1889. 


MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of an 
appropriation for buildings for the militia of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Architect 
of an appropriation for an iron fence, elevator, ete., at the public build- 
ing at Fort Smith, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


TOTAL ECLIPSE OF THE SUN IN 1839, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Navy of an appropriation to pay the expenses of observing the total 
eclipse of the sun on December 21, 1889; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BRITISH VESSEL CITY OF ALABAMA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, papers and correspondence relating to the contract with the 
owners of the British vessel State of Alabama for removing material 
from the channel of New York Harbor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of claims allowed by account- 
ing officers, with the papers in each case, since January 17, 1888, under 
the act of July 4, 1864; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORAGE AND WAGON MASTER AT FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, submitting an estimate of an appropriation for one forage 
and wagon master at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OHIO RIVER NEAR PITTSBURGH, PA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a provision of the river 
and harbor act of August 11, 1888, report of the Board of Engineers 
on the practicability of improving the Ohio River below Pittsburgh 
by means of movable dams; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALASKA SEAL AND FUR COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting the report of the Alaska Seal and 
Fur Company; which was referred to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY PIPER VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the 
ease of Henry Piper against the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF CIRCUIT-COURT POWERS IN CERTAIN DISTRICT CjIURTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3733) to abol- 
ish circuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, 
and to provide for writs of error in capital cases, and for other pur- 


poses, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that bill is in exactly the same terms, 
except as to the date that it shall go into effect, with a bill that was 
passed by both Houses of Congress at the last session, but too late to 
receive the signature of the President. It has again passed the Senate, 
has been reported by the Committee on the Judiciary to the House, 
and is now upon the Calendar. It will perhaps take three minutes to 
read the bill and put it upon its , and inasmuch as it is in the 
interest of humanity to grant these writs of error throughout the Union, 
I ask unanimous consent that it may be put upon its passage at this 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That there shall be, and is hereby, established a circuit court of 
the United States in and for the western district of Arkansas, for the northern 
district of Mississippi, and for the western district of South Carolina, respect- 
ively, as the said districts are now constituted by law. And terms of said cir- 
cuit courts, respectively, shall be held at the times and places now provided by 
law for the holding of the district courts in said districts respectively, and terms 
of the circuit court shall be heldalso at Helena, in the eastern district of Arkansas, 
at the same times the district court is now required by Jaw to be held; and also 
at the times and places in West Virginia, where the district court is now pro- 
vided by law to be held. 

Sec. 2. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have and exercise, within 
their respective districts, the same original and appellate jurisdiction asiz ormay 
be conferred by law upon the other circuit courts of the United States; and all 
suits, causes, and proceedings now pe: in the said several respective dis- 
trict courts, and also in the district court of the district of West Virginia, and 
also in the district court of the eastern district of Arkansas, held at Helena, in 
and concerning which the said district courts exercise cireuit-court powers, shall 
be transferred to and belong to the jurisdiction of said circuit courts, respect- 
ively, and shall be proceeded with accordingly. . 

Sec. 3. That there shall be appointed for each of said circuit courts in this act 
mentioned, by the circuit-court judge of the circuit in which said districts are 
respectively embraced, a clerk, who shall take the oath and give the bond re- 
quired by law for clerks of circuit courts, who shall dischargeall the duties and 
be entitled to all the fees and emoluments prescribed by generallaw. And the 
marshals of the United States in and for said respective districts shall act as 
marshals of said circuit courts, and the district attorneys of the United Statesin 
and for said respective districts shall discharge the duties of district attorneys 
in said circuit courts. Hereafter all appointments of clerks of circuit courts of 
the United States shall be made by the circuit judges of the tive circuits 
in which such circuit courts are or may be hereafter established; and all pro- 
visions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby perenes: 

Sec. 4. That said circuit courts, respectively, shall have power to make such 
orders and directions as shal] be proper for the transfer from said district courts 
of all causes, proceedings, matters, records, files, and papers as by force of this 
act should belong to the said circuit courts. 

Sec, 5, That the provisions of the act entitled ‘* An act to amend sections 533, 
556, 571, and 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to courts 
in Arkansas and other States,” approved January 31, 1877, conferring upon the 
district courts named therein circuit-court powers; and section 571 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, as amended by said last-mentioned act, and 
all provisions of law inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 6, That hereafter in all cases of conviction of crime the punishment of 
which provided by law is death, tried before any court of the United States, the 
final judgment of such court against the cbs (pase shall, upon the application 
of the respondent, be re-examined, reversed, or aftirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States upas a writ of error, under such rules and regulations as 
said court Spri prescribe. Every such writ of errorshall be allowed as of right 
and without the requirement of any security for the prosecution of the same or 
for costs. Upon the allowance of every such writ of error, it shall be the dut: 
of the clerk of the court to which the writ of errorshall be directed toforthwith 
transmit to the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States a certified tran- 
script of the record in such case, and it shall be the duty of the clerk of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to receive, file, and docket the same. Ev 
such writof error shall during its pendency operate asa stay of proceedings 
upon the judgment in respect of which it is sued out, Any such writ of error 
may be filed and docketed in said Supreme Court at any time in a term held 
prior to the term named in the citation as well as at the time so named ; and all 
such writs oferror shall be advanced to a speedy hearing on motion of either 
party. Whenany such judgment shall be either reve: or affirmed the cause 
shall be remanded to the court from whence it came for further proceedings in 
accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court, and the court to whichsuch 
cause isso remanded shall have power to cause such judgment of the Supreme 
Court to be carried into execution. No such writ of error shall be sned out or 
granted unless a petition therefor shall be filed with the clerk of the courtin 
which the trial shall have been had during the same time or within such time, 
notexceeding sixty days next after the expiration of the term of the court which 
i shee! pea have been had, as the court may for cause allow by order entered 
of record. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the lst 
day of May, A. D. 1889. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bill seems to be much broader in its 
seope than was indicated by the remarks of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. It appears not only to relate to the proceedings of the United 
States courts, but to create new courts, Before determining whether 
I desire to object, I would like to hear from the gentleman some ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I can make a very brief explanation which I think 
will satisfy the gentleman. There are only five United States district 
courts which have circuit-court power. By this bill those district 
courts are so arranged that there shall be circuit and district courts in 
those five places, thus rendering uniform throughout the United States 
the Federal judiciary system, and compelling the present cireuit judges 
to go to those districts to hold their courts, as they do at other places. 
So far as concerns the regulation of procedure, the last section of the 
bill provides for granting writs of error in capital cases only, and the 
por ei for carrying into effect this right is provided by the bill. 

This explanation, I think, meets both points suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois. I will state in addition that the machinery here 
provided is made to conform as nearly as may be to the present practice 
with reference to granting writs of error by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. The measure has been patiently and carefully pre- 
pared, mainly by the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS], and it met the full approbation of the conference committee 

' composed of that Senator, Senator WILSON, and Senator VEST, as well 
as the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary, of which sub- 
committee I have the honor to be chairman. I have never heard a 
dissenting voice in regard to this measure in either House of Congress. 
As I have already stated, a bill in similar terms passed both Houses in 
the last Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand, this bill proposes to give to per- 
sons condemned to death an additional chance of life. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatappears to me not unreasonable or improper. 

Mr. ROGERS. It simply proposes to grantto a party who may have 
been condemned to death in a Federal court, the right to have the law 
of his case reviewed upon the record by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. FORD. Which right he does not now possess. 

Mr. ROGERS. A right which he does not now possess and never 
has possessed in this country, although in every State of the Union a 
corresponding right exists with reference to cases arising under the 
State law. It is a right which ought to exist in every civilized govern- 
ment on earth. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will notobject; for the gentleman’s explana- 
tion issatisfactory. I hope, however, thatthe Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will take into consideration the fact it would be much better for 
the interests of the people if they would seek not to extend, but to 
diminish the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. The tendency of this 
bill appears to be in the opposite direction. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House billon the same 
subject, House bill No, 11793, will be laid on the table. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. McCormick, for four days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business, r; 
To Mr. LEHLBACH, for one week, on account of important business. 
PRINTING OF BILL FOR ADMISSION OF NEW STATES. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission 
of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization 
of the Territory of North Dakota, be printed in the Recorp for the 
information of members, as amended and by the House. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 185) as amended by the House retains only the enacting 
clause of the Senate bill, the title, preamble, and body of the bill hav- 
ing been amended or stricken out. As passed by the House the billis 
as follows: 

[Enabling act for Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico. ] 
A bill to enable the people of Dakota, Montana, Washington, and 

New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and to be 

aqmitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, 

to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, and to make 
donations of public lands to such States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 


States of America in Congress assembled: SECTION 1. That the inhabit- 
ants of all that part of the area of the United States now constitut- 
ing the Territories of Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mex- 
ico, as at present described, may become the States of Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Washington, and New Mexico, respectively, or in lieu of the State 
of sar the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, as hereinafter 
provi: 

SEC. 2. That all persons who shall have resided within the limits of 
said proposed States for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the 
lawsof said Territories to vote for representatives to the Legislative As- 
semblies thereof, are hereby authorized to vote for and choose dele- 
gates to form conventions in said Territories; and the qualifications for 
delegates to such conventions shall be such as by the laws of said Ter- 
ritories respectively persons are required to possess to be eligible to the 
Legislative Assemblies thereof; and the aforesaid delegates to form said 
conventions shall be apportioned among the several. counties within 
the limits of the proposed States, in such districts as may be established 
as herein proviđed, in proportion to the population in each of said coun- 
ties and districts, as near as may be, to be ascertained at the time of 
maing ANd apportionments by the persons hereinafter authorized to 
make the same, from the best information obtainable, in each of which 
districts three delegates shall be elected, but no elector shall vote for 
more than two persons for delegates to such conventions; that said ap- 
portionments shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the 
United States attorney of said Territories; and the governors of said 
Territories shall, by proclamation, order an election of the delegates 
aforesaid in each of said Territories, to be held on the Tuesday after 
the second Monday in May, 1889, which proclafmation shall be issued 
at least thirty days prior to the time of said election; and such election 
shall be conducted, the returns made, the result ascertained, and the 
certificates to persons elected to such convention issued in the same 
manner as is prescribed by the laws of the said Territories regulating 
elections therein for Delegates to Congress. The number of delegates 
to said. conventions, respectively, shall be seventy-five, except in the 
Territory of Dakota, in which the number of delegates shall be one 
hundred and fifty; and all persons resident in said proposed States, who 
are qualified voters of said Territories as herein provided, shall be en- 
titled to vote upon the election of delegates and upon the ratification 
or rejection of the constitutions, under such rules and regulations as 
said conventions may prescribe, not in conflict with this act: Provided, 
That in the apportionment of delegates to the convention in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota the districts shall be so constituted that one-half of the 
delegates to be elected in said Territory shall be elected in districts 
north of the seventh standard parallel produced due west to the west- 
ern ee: of said Territory and one-half in districts south of said 


e 

Provided, That at the time of the election of delegates as provided 
in section 2 of this act, the constitution framed and adopted by the 
constitutional convention at the session thereof begun Monday, Jan- 
uary 14, 1834, and concluded February 9, 1884, at Helena, Mont., shall 
be submitted to the people of said Territory for their ratification or re- 
jection, and all persons entitled to vote for delegates under the provis- 
ions of this act shall be entitled to vote upon the ratification or rejec- 
tion of said constitution. Each elector voting at such election for del- 
egates shall have written or printed upon his ticket the words ‘‘ For 
the old constitution ™ or ‘‘Against the old constitution;’? which said 
vote shall be canvassed as provided herein for the canvass of votes for 
the election of delegates, and if, when all the votes for or against the 
adoption of said constitution have been canvassed in the manner afore- 
said, it shall appear that the constitution has been ratified by a major- 
ity of all the votes cast, then and in that event the constitutional con- 
vention which may assemble in said Territory of Montana as provided 
in subsequent sections of this act shall resubmit to the people of Mon- 
tana at the election provided for in this act, for ratification or rejection, 
the constitution so adopted as aforesaid, with such changes only as re- 
late to defining the judicial districts, the salaries of county officers in 
counties organized since the adoption of said constitution, and such 
other changes as may be necessary in order to comply with the provis- 
ions of this act; and thereupon if said constitution so amended be 
ratified by a majority of all the votes cast at said election, the Presi- 
dent of the United States may issue his ponnani declaring the 
State of Montana admitted as a State in the Union from and after the 
date of such proclamation. 

Src. 3. That at the election for delegates to the constitutional con- 
vention in the Territory of Dakota provided for in the foregoing section 
of this act, each qualified elector may have written or Se on his 
ballot the words ‘‘ For division ” or the words ‘‘Againstdivision:””? The 
returns on this question shall be made and the result ascertained in the 
same manner as provided in said section. And if a majority of the 
votes cast in that part of the Territory south of the seventh standard 
parallel produced due west to the western boundary of said Territory 
shall be ‘‘ For division,” and also if a majority of the votes cast in that 
part of the Territory north of said parallel l be ‘* For division,” 
then in both those events the following isions in this section set 
forth shall take effect and be in force and all subsequent sections of this 
act shall be changed and modified accordingly, namely: 

First. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for tho 
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purposes of this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard 
parallel produced due west to the western boundary of said Territory; 
and the delegates elected to the constitutional convention in districts 
north of said parallel shall assemble in convention, at the time pre- 
scribed in this act, at the city of Bismarck; and the delegates elected 
in districts south of said parallel shall, at the same time, assemble in 
convention at the city of Sioux Falls. The convention which shall 
assemble at Bismarck shall form a constitution and State government 
for a State to be known as North Dakota, or as Dakota, if said conven- 
tion shall so determine, and the convention which shall assemble at 
Sioux Falls shal] form aconstitution and State government for a State 
to be known as South Dakota, or by any other name than that of Da- 
kota which said convention may determine. Each of said conven- 
tions shall form such constitution and State government in accordance 
with and subject to all the provisions of this act the same as if the 
States of North Dakota and South Dakota had been provided for in 
the first section of this act, and mentioned instead of the State of Da- 
kota in all the subsequent sections of this act. 

Second. The State of North Dakota shall be entitled to one Repre- 
sentative in Congress and South Dakota shall be entitled to two Rep- 
resentatives in Congress until the apportionment under the eleventh 
census of the United States. 

Third. The donations of public lands provided for in this act to be 
granted to the State of Dakota shall apply to and be granted to each of 
the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, as far as applicable, and 
Congress will, in the act or acts admitting said States into the Union, 
equalize and adjust the donations of publiclands therein so that each of 
said States shall receivesubstantially the same amountof public lands, 
according to their respective areas, as are granted to the States or 
Montana, Washington, and New Mexico. 

Fourth. The appropriation for paying the expenses of constitutional 
conventions and the eompensation of the members thereof, authorized 
by section 18 of this act, shall be increased so as to appropriate the 
sum of $20,000 for each of the conventions in North Dakota and South 
Dakota. 

Fifth. It shall be the duty of the constitutional conventions of North 
Dakota and South Dakota to appoint a joint commission, to be com- 
posed of not less than three members of each convention, whose duty 
it shall be to assemble at the present seat of government of said Ter- 
ritory and agree on an equitable division of all property belonging to the 
Territory of Dakota, the disposition of all public records, and also ad- 
just and agree apon the amount of the debts and liabilities of the Ter- 
ritory, which shall be assumed and paid by each of the proposed States; 
and the ment reached respecting the Territorial debts aud liabil- 
ities be incorporated in the respective constitutions, and each 
State shall obligate itself to pay its proportion of such debts and lia- 
bilities the same asif they had been created by such States respectively. 

Sixth. If the constitutions formed for both North Dakota and South 
Dakota shall be rejected by the people at the election provided for in 
this act, the Territorial government of Dakota shall continue in exist- 
ence the same as if this act had not been passed. But if the constitu- 
tion formed for either North Dakota or South Dakota shall be rejected 
by the people, that part of the Territory so rejecting its proposed con- 
stitution shall continue under the Territorial government of the pres- 
ent Territory of Dakota, but shall, after the State adopting its consti- 
tution is admitted into the Union, be called by the name of the Ter- 
ritory of Nortir Dakota or South Dakota, as the case may be. 

Seventh. That at the election for delegates to the constitutional 
convention.in South Dakotaeach elector may also have written or printed 
on his ballot the words ‘‘ For the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885,” or 
the words ‘‘Against the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885;” and if a 
majority of all votes cast on this question shall be ‘‘ For the Sioux Falls 
constitution of 1885,” and if a division of the Territory is authorized 
as provided in this section, then it shall be the duty of the convention 
which may assemble at Sioux Falls, as herein provided, to resubmit 
to the people of South Dakota for ratification or rejection at the elec- 
tion provided for in this act the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and 
adopted November 3, 1885, and also the articles and propositions sep- 
arately submitted, at that election, including the question of locating 
the temporary seat of government, with such changes cnly as relate 
to the name and boundary of the proposed State, to the reapportion- 
ment of the judicial and legislative districts, and such amendments 
as may be necessary in order to comply with the provisions of this act; 
and if a majority of the votes cast on the ratification or rejection of 
the constitution shall be for the constitution irrespective of the articles 
separately submitted, then the President of the United States may is- 
sue his proclamation declaring the State of South Dakota admitted as 
a State in the Union from and after the date of such proclamation. 
And the Territorial government of the Territory of Dakota shall con- 
tinue in existence thereafter and apply to that portion of the Terri 
not émbraced in the State of South Dakota until the State of No: 
Dakota is admitted into the Union; but the archives, records, and 
books of the Territory of Dakota shall remain at the capitol of North 
—— until an agreement in reference thereto is reached by said 

tates. 

SEC. 4, Thatthe delegates to the conventions elected as provided in 


this act shall meetat the seat of government of each of said Territories 
on the 4th day of July, 1889, and, after organization, shall declare, on 
behalf of the Fag of said proposed States, that they adopt the Con- 
stitution of the United States; whereupon the said conventions shall 
be, and are hereby, authorized to form constitutions and State govern- 
ments for said pro States, respectively. The constitutions shall 
be republican in form, and make no distinction in civil or political 
rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians not taxed, and 
not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the prin- 
ciples of the Declaration of Independence. And said conventions shall 
provide, by ordinances irrevocable without the consent of the United 
States and the people of said States: 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, 
and that no inhabitant of said States shall ever be molested in person 
or property on account of his or her mode of religious worship. 

nd. That the people inhabiting said proposed States do agree 
and declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unap- 
propriated public lands lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all 
lands lying within said limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian 
tribes; and that until the title thereto shall have been extinguished 
by the United States, the same shall be and remain subject to the dis- 
position of the United States, and said Indian lands shall remain under 
the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the United 
States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States resid- 
ing without the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than 
the lands belonging to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be im- 
posed by the States on lands or property therein belonging to or which 
may hereafter be purchased by the United States or reserved for its 
use. But nothing herein, or in the ordinances herein provided for, 
shall preclude the said States from taxing as other lands are taxed any 
lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his tribal relations, 
and has obtained from the United States or from any person a title 
thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have 
been or may be granted to any Indian or Indians under any act of Con- 
gress containing a provision Sp, ire the lands thus granted from 
taxation; but said ordinances shall providethat all such lands shall be 
exempt from taxation by said State so long and to such extent as such 
act of Congress may prescribe. 

Third. That the debts and liabilities of said Territories shall be as- 
sumed and paid by the said States, respectively. 

Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establishment and 
maintenance of systems of public schools, which shall be open to all 
the children of said States, and free from sectarian control. 

Src. 5. That in case constitutions and State governments shall be 
formed in compliance with the provisions of this act, said conventions 
forming the same shall provide by ordinances for submitting said con- 
stitutions to the people of said States for their ratification or rejection, 
at an election to be held in each of said Territories on the Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, 1889, at which election the quali- _ 
fied voters of said proposed States shall vote directly for or against the 
proposed constitutions, and for or against any provisions separately 
submitted. The returns of said elections shall be made to the secre- 
tary of each of said Territories, who, with the governor and chief-jus- 
tice thereof, or any two of them, shall canvass the same; and if a ma- 
jority of the legal votes cast shall be for the constitution, the governor 
shall certify the result to the President of the United States, together 
with a statement of the votes cast thereon and upon separate proposi- 
tions, and a copy of said declaration, constitution, and ordinances. 

Sec. 6. That until the mext general census, or until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the 
House of Representatives of the United States, except Dakota, which, 
if admitted as one State, shall be entitled to two, but if admitted as 
two States such number as may be provided in the third section of this 
act; and such Representatives, together with the governors and other 
officers provided for in said constitutions, may be elected on the same 
day of the election for the adoption of the constitution; and until said 
State officers are elected and qualified under the provisions of each con- 
stitution, respectively, and the States, respectively, are admitted into 
the Union, the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the du- 
ties of their respective offices in each of said Territories. 

Src. 7. That sections numbered 16 and 36 in every township of said 
a States, and where such sections, or any parts thereof, have 

sold or otherwise disposed of by or under the authority of any 
act of Congress, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of 
not less than one quarter-section, and as contiguous as may be to the 
section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby granted to said 
States for the support of common schools: Provided, That the sixteenth 
thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for na- 
tional purposes shall not, at any time, be subject to the grants nor to 
the indemnity provisions of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in 
Indian, military, or other reservations of any character, be subject to 
the grants or to the indemnity provisions of this act until the reserva- - 
tion shall have been extinguished and such lands be restored to, and 
become a of, the public domain. 

Provided, That the rights of all settlers on unsurveyed lands under 

the general land laws, upon lands found upon survey to be within either 
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thesixteenth or thirty-sixth section, where their settlements were made 
before survey or the approval of this act, shall be preserved, and where 
payment shall be required it shall be at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

Sec. & That when either or any of the proposed States shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union in accordance with the provisions of this act, 
50 sections of the unappropriated public lands within said State, to 
be selected and located in legal subdivisions by direction of the i 
lature thereof, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, on or 
before the ist day of January, 1892, shall be, and are hereby, granted 
to said State for the purpose of erecting public buildings at the capital 
of said State for legislative, executive, and judicial separ 

Src. 9. That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as 
has been acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in ‘‘An act 
appropriating money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory 
of Dakota,” approved March 2, 1881, together with the buildings 
thereon, be, and the same is hereby, granted, together with any unex- 
pended balances of the moneys appropriated therefor by said act, to 
said State of Dakota or tothe State of South Dakota, if said State should 
be divided, as provided in this act, for the purposes therein designated; 
and the States of New Mexicoand Washington shall, respectively, have 
like grants for the same p and subject to like terms and condi- 
tions as provided in said act of March 2, 1881, forthe Territory of Da- 
kota. The penitentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands 
connected therewith and set apart and reserved therefor, are hereby 
granted to the State of Montana. 

Src. 10. That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as pro- 
vided in section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States 
for the use and support of agricultural colleges in said States, as pro- 
vided in the acts of Congress making donations of land for such pur- 


Sec. 11. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
lying within said States which shall be sold by the United States sub- 
sequent to the admission of said States into the Union, after deducting 
all the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to the said States, 
to be as a permanent fund, the interest of which only shall be ex- 
pended for the support of the common schools within said States re- 
spectively. 

Sec. 12. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes, ex- 
copras hereinafter otherwise provided, shall be disposed of only at public 
sale, and at a pricenotless than $10 per acre, the proceeds to constitute 
a permanentschool fund, the interestof which only shall be expended in 
the support of said schools. But said lands may, under such regula- 
tions as the Legislatures shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not 
more than five years, in quantities notexceeding one section to any one 
person or company. In all cases where actual settlers have located, re- 
sided upon, and made valuable improvements on section 16 or 36, prior 
to the survey of said section, or the passage of this act, with theintention 
in good faith of purchasing such lands from the State upon its admis- 
sion, the réSpective Legislatures may provide for disposing of so much 
of the lands so settled upon, to such settlers, their heirs or legal rep- 
resentatives, at a price not less than $6 per acre, to be fixed by appraise- 
ment of the value of the lands exclusive of improvements. 

i The appraisement of such lands shall be made in the manner follow- 
ng: 

The actual settler shall, within cne year after the admission of such 
State into the Union, apply to the court in thecounty or district where 
the land is situated, having general common law and chancery juris- 
diction, setting forth the facts of settlement and cultivation in good 
faith and praying for appraisement and sale of such land, making the 
county superintendent of schools of the county in which the land is 
situated, or if there be no such officer, the county treasurer, the party 
defendant. The court shall thereupon appoint three commissioners, 
who shall be freeholders and wholly disinterested, whose duty it shall 
be to appraise such land at the actual cash value at the time of such 
appraisement and the improvements thereon, separately, under oath, 
and make report thereof tothecourt. Thecourt shall thereupon make 
an order for the sale of such land either to the settler at the appraised 
value thereof or at public sale to the highest bidder, in such manner 
as the court may deem just to the public and the settler. 

SEC. 13. That the lands granted to the Territories of Dakota and 
Montana by the act of February 18, 1881, entitled “An act to grant 
lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for univer- 
sity purposes,” are hereby vested in the States of Dakota and Montana, 
respectively, or in the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, if 
such States are formed as provided in this act, to the extent of the full 
quantity of seventy-two sections to each of said States, and any por- 
tion of said Jands that may not have been selected by either of said 
Territories of Dakota or Montana may be selected by the respective 
States; but said act of February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to 
provide that none of said lands shall be sold for Jess than $10 per acre, 
and the proceeds shall constitute a permanent fund to be safely in- 
vested and held by said States severally, and the income thereof be 
used exclusively for university purposes. And the lands, to the ex- 
tent of two townships in quantity, authorized by the sixth section of 
the act of July 22, 1854, to be reserved for the establishment of a uni- 
versity in New Mexico, are hereby granted to the State of New Mexico 


for university p to be held and used in accordance with the 
pomena of this section. And such quantity of the lands authorized 
y the fourth section of the act of J ek 1854, to be reserved for 
university p in the Territory of Washington, as together with 
the lands confirmed tothe vendees of the Territory by the act of March 
14, 1864, will make the full quantity of seventy-two entire sections, are 
hereby granted in like manner to the State of Washington for the pur- 
poses of a university in said State. None of the lands granted in this 
section shall be sold at less than $10 per acre; but said lands may be 
leased in the same manner as provided in section 12 of this act. The 
schools, colleges, and universities provided in this act shall forever re- 
main under the exclusive control of the said States, respectively, and 
no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands 
herein granted for educational pu 
of any sectarian or denominational school, college, or university. The 
section of land granted by the act of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of 
Dakota, for an asylum for the insane, shall, upon the admission of said 
State of Dakota into the Union, become the property of said State, or 
of the State of North Dakota or South Dakota, as the case may be. 
Sec. 14. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants 
made by this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or por- 
tion of any smallestsubdivision thereof in any township, shall be found 
by the Department of the Interior to be mineral lands, said States are 
hereby authorized and empowered to select, in legal subdivisions, an 
equal quantity of other unappropriated lands in said States, in lieu 
thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools of said States. 
Src. 15. That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal im- 
provement made to new States by the eighth section of the act of Sep- 
tember 4, 1841, which act is hereby repealed as to the States provided 
for by this act, and in lieu of any claim or demand by the said States, 
or either of them, under the act of September 28, 1850, and section 
2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of swamp and overflowed 
land to certain States, which grant is hereby declared is not extended 
to the States provided for in this act, and in lieu of any grant of saline 
lands to said States, the following grants of land are hereby made, to 


wit: 

To the State of Dakota: For the maintenance of a school of mines 
at Rapid City, 50,000 acres; for the reform school at Plankington, 
50,000 acres; for the deaf and dumb asylum at Sioux Falls, 50,000 acres; 
for agricultural colleges at Fargo and Brookings, 50,000 acres each; 
for the State normal schools at Madison, S ; Springfield, and 
Minto, 25,000 acres each; for public buildings at the capital of the 
State, 150,000 acres, in addition to the fifty sections hereinbefore granted 
for that purpose. If the States of North Dakota and South Dakota are 
formed as provided in this act, the donations shall be made to the 
States in which said places are located, and other donations shall be 
made to each of said proposed States as provided in section 3 of this act. 

To the State of Montana: For the establishment and maintenance of 
a school of mines, 100,000 acres; forState normal schools, 100,000 acres; 
for agticultural colleges, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made 
for that purpose, 50,000 acres: for the establishment of a State reform 
school, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of a deaf and dumb asylum, 
50,000 acres; for public buildings at the capital of the State, in addition 
to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 150,000 acres. 

To the State of New Mexico: For the establishment of permanent 
water reservoirs for irrigating purposes, 250,000 acres; for the estab- 
lishment of an insane asylum, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of 
State normal schools, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of a school of 
mines, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of a deafand dumb asylum, 
50,000 acres; for the establishment of a reform school, 50,000 acres. 

To the State of Washington: For the establishmentand maintenance 
of a scientific school, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 
acres; for public buildings at the State capital, in addition to the grant 
hereinbefore made for that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable 
educational, penal, and reformatory institutions, 200,000 acres. 

That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any 
farther or other grants of land for any purpose than as expressly pro- 
vided in this act. And the Jands granted by this section shall be held, 
appropriated, and disposed of exclusively for the purposes herein men- 
tioned, in such manner as the Legislatures of the respective States may 
severally provide. 

Sec. 16. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this 
act shall be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
from the surveyed, unreseryed, and unappropriated public lands of the 
United States within the limits of the respective States entitled thereto. 
And there shall be deducted from the number of acres of land donated 
by this act for specific objects of said States the number of acres in each 
heretofore donated by Congress to said Territories for similar objects. 

Sec. 17. That the conventions herein provided forshall have the power 
to provide, by ordinance, for the transfer of actions, cases, proceedings, 
and matters pendingin the supreme or district courts of the Territories 
of Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico at the time of the 
admission of the said States into the Union, arising within said Terri- 
tories, respectively, to such courts as shall be established under the 
constitutions to be formed as provided in this act; and no indictment, 
action, or proceeding shall abate by reason of any change in the courts, 


shall be used for the support ` 
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but shall be proceeded with in the State courts according to the laws 
thereof. 

Seo, 18, That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to each of said Territories for defraying the ex- 
penses of the said conventions, except to Dakota, for which the sum of 
$35,000 is so appropriated, and for the payment of the members thereof, 
under the same rules and ions and at the same rates as are now 
provided by law for the payment of the Territorial Legislatures. Any 
money hereby appropriated not necessary for such purpose shall be 
covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Sxc. 19. That the constitutional conventions may, by ordinance, pro- 
vide for the election of full State governments, including members of 
the Legislatures and Representatives in Congress; but said State gov- 
ernments shall remain in abeyance until the constitutions framed by 
said conventions shall have been approved by Congress. In case the 
constitution of any of said proposed States shall be ratified by the peo- 
ple, but not otherwise, the Legislature thereof may assemble, organize, 
and elect two Senators of the United States; and the governor and 
secretary of state of such proposed State shall certify the election to 
Congress; and when the constitution so framed is approved by Con- 
gress, and such State admitted into the Union by special act of Congress 
therefor, the Senators and Representatives shall be admitted to seats in 
Congress, and to all the rights and privileges of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of other States in the Congress of the United States; and the 
State governments formed in pursuance of said constitutions, as pro- 
vided by the constitutional conventions, shall proceed to exercise all 
the functions of State officers: and all laws in force made by said Ter- 
ritories at the time of their admission into the Union shall bein force 
in said States, except as modified or changed by this act or by the con- 
stitutions of the States, respectively. 

Sec. 20, That the constitutional convention to assemble in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, as hereinbefore provided, shall submit to the 
people, as a separate proposition to be voted upon at the same time 
that the vote upon the constitution is taken, the question of changing 
the name of the State from that of the State of New Mexico to that of 
the State of Montezuma, and if a majority of voters shall be in the 
affirmative the name of the State shall, upon its admission, be Monte- 
zuma; and all the powers, rights, privileges, grants, and obligations 

ing under this act to the State of New Mexico shall attach to, 
be vested in, and imposed upon the State of Montezuma; and the con- 
stitutional convention of Washington Territory shall, in like manner 
and with like effect, submit to the people the question of changing the 
name of that State from Washington to Tacoma. 

Sec. 21. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions 
of this act, whether passed by the Legislatures of saidTerritories or by 
Congress, are hereby repealed. 


PROTECTION OF GIRLS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, I rise to present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the to the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the 
punishment of the crime of rape, having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its nt to the amendment of the Senate, 
and to the same with amendments as follows: 

Strike out, before the word “‘ District,” in line 4, the words “any Territory,” 
and insert the word “‘the;”’ in line 5, r the word “ place,” insert “ except the 
Territories ;” in line 11, before the word “years,” strike out “five” and insert 
" fifteen; ” in same line, after the word “and,” strike out the words "second or 
other” and insert “each su uent,” and in line 13, before the word “ years,” 
strike out “ten” and insert " thirty; ” so as to 3 

“That eve rson who shall ny, and unlawfully know any female un- 
der the of sixteen years, or whoshall be accessory to such carnal and unlaw- 
ful knowledge before the fact in the District of Columbia, or other place, except 
the Territories, over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, or on any 
vessel within the admiralty or maritime jurisdiction ofthe United States and out 
of the jurisdiction of any State or Territory, shall be guilty ofa felony, and when 
convicted thereof shall be punished by imprisonment at hard labor, for the first 
offense for not more than fifteen years, and for each subsequent offense not 
more than thirty years.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee further recommend that the title of the bill be amended so 
as to read: “A bill to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful knowledge 
of any female under the age of sixteen years,” 

JOHN S. HEMPHILL, 

BARNES COMPTON, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives. 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 

C. B. FARWELL, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees, submitted in accordance with 
the rule, was read, as follows: - 


The managers on the part of the House on the conference on the Viigo 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. 3870) 
to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the pro- 
tection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape, respectfully sub- 
mit the following statement: 

The Senate amendments raised the age of consent to sixteen years from four- 
teen, as fixed by the House, This amendment the conferees agreed to recom- 
mend to the House, 


The Senate amendments extended the operation of this act to the Territories 
and other places over which the United States have exclusive jurisdiction. The 
ae of e conference report is to exclude the Territories from the operation 

a è 

The effect of the conference report is to change to some extent the punish- 
ment fixed by the House for the violation of this law. The conference report 
changes the title of the bill to conform to the changes made in the bill. 

The conference report contains the bill as amended in conference in full, and 
for this reason a more extended explanation of the changes agreed in confer- 


ence seems unnecessary. 
JNO, J. HEMPHILL, 
For Managers. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


C. F. HOLBROOK. 


‘ 
Mr. FLOOD. I rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 16, 1888, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, submitted the following; which was referred to 
the Committee on Accounts: 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, to 
C. F. Holbrook the sum of $76, being the sum due him for services rendered as 
ern of the House of Representatives from December 5, 1887, to January 11, 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 


lution for the relief of C. i Holbrook, have examined the same, and respect- - 


fully report: 

The paranan this case has been engaged as laborer in the Press Gallery 
since the ning of the Forty-ninth Congress. For his services during the 
sessions of that Con he was provided for in the deficiency bills, Upon the 
assembling of the ieth Congress he resumed his duties, but was not put upon 
the roll until January 12, 1888, and your committee find that he is entitled to pay 
for thirty-seven days’ labor at $2 per day, his usual compensation, making $74 
instead of $76, as called for in the resolution. Your committee would therefore 
recommend that ‘‘$74"’ be substituted for ‘ $76,” in line 5, and as so amended 
the resolution be adopted. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Accounts, it was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. FLOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the morning hour; and I 
give notice that if this motion prevails I shall ask unanimous consent 
that gentlemen desiring to present reports from committees may be 
allowed to hand them to the Clerk. 

Mr. FORD. Before that question is put, I would like to present a 
re 


port, 
The motion of Mr. RANDALL to dispense with the morning hour was 


to. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen having reports to submit may hand them to 
the Clerk. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to reserve the right to object. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. FORD], the chairman of the select commit- 
tee to inquire into the importation of contract laborers, etc., wishes to 
make a report, and I desire leave to present the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp] is rec- 
ognized to present his report. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABORERS, ETC. 


Mr. FORD, from the select committee to inquire into the importa- 
tion of contract laborers, convicts, paupers, etc., to which committee 
were also referred House bills 11633 and 11685, relating to that subject, 
submitted in writing a report of such investigation, and also reported, 
as a substitute for the bills referred to, a bill (H. R. 12291) to regula 
immigration; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, unanimous consent will 
be given to the minority of the committee to present their views. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the report with the accompanying 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the report very long? 

Mr. FORD. About six pages in document form. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill and report will 
be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. The following are the bill and report: 


A bill to regulate immigration. 

Be it enacted, eic., That no alien shall be admitted into the United States of 
America who is an idiot, insane,a pauper,or liable to become a public charge, 
or who has been legally convicted of a felony, other infamous me, or le- 
meanor involving moral turpitude, or who is a polygamist, anarchist, or social- 
ist, or who is afflicted with any loathsome or contagious disease, or who has en- 
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tered into contract,express or implied, oral or belay to perform labor or 
service for wey person, firm, company, or corporation in the United ordo- 
ing business therein, or who comes or undertakes to come on s prepaid tieket, 
or who receives the money with which to pay his papage; on a promise, under- 
poe tie agreement to labdr for any LB ges mpany,or corporation 
within the United States, except as provided in te: act to prohibit the pa 
tation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 


perform laborin the United ee its a and the District of acing pon Fi 
approved February 26,1885, nor other laborers than thosein said 
act excepted be admitted into the ego ferent to labor for a limited time with 


the intention of returning: Provided, That this o shall not apply to pro- 
gre in universities or ministers of the gos! 

Sec. 2. That any alien (except idiots and unatics) who shall come into the 
United States in violation of any of the provisions of this act or other laws of the 
United States, or who shall bring, aid, or assist in bringing into the United States 
any nn; including idiots and lunatics, contrary to the provisions of this act, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and if prosecuted within two years thereafter 
shall, upon conviction, be fined for each person who com: moed to ba bro or or assisted 
not exceeding $1,000, and may be phe rhe or —— ete for a 
more than three years, one or both, at phe Hep ata end 
ease; and any alien who shall come into the United S States in Silanes of law 
may be returned at any time within two years thereafter at the expense of the 
vessel or transportation comer whether by land or water, by whose line such 
person was brought into the United States, pte if that can not be done, then at 
the re of the United States 

Sec. 3. That no vessel which ‘brings passengers to any of the ports of the 
United States from any foreign port shall transport at one voyage more than in 
the proportion of one passenger to every 5 registered tons of such vessel, not 
inclu children under the age of one year in the mor rina tpacny and comput- 
ing two children over one year and aden aig eight years of age as passenger; 
and any vessel which violates this section shall be fined by the pepa aa of cus- 
pea or by any United States court hav jurisdiction not exceeding $500 for 

ery passenger brought in excess of the it herein 

To. 4. That upon nor alien who comes into the United States there shall be 
levied and collected a place or tax of $5, which shall be paid to the collector of 
customs atthe port or om which such alien enters the United States, or the 
collector nearest th there be no collector at the port or place of entry, by 
the master, owner, or saae of the vessel, railroad, or other carrier, by and upou 
which such alien is Seoeechs to or into the United’ States, and there shall be 
lien in favor of the United States on the vessels, be rei roperty of the pitts 
rier company which brings any alien to or into the U; States for the pay- 
ment of such tax or ant, and the payment of the same sie enforced in any 

the courts of the United States ha: furisdictic 


or: 
consuls, or agents accredited by any 
Sec. 5. That any alien who desires to emi 
therein or to become a resident thereof 
barkation, apply to a consul or diplomatic representative of the United 
ereton pce pets the place of residence of the a t for a certificate 
of emigration, and thereupon such consul or representative shall 
inquire into the character of such applicant aaa may require to be made 
his ion that such applicaut is not excluded by any law of the United 
m emigrating thereto, and if so, such consul o! be form prescribed by the 
rescri by the 
certificate shall 


not y 


or other r from any of the requirements of act. or any 
Citar law bs respeet tothe of persons to the United States from 
other countries; and no such person shall landed anywhere within the 
United States who has not o ed such certificate: Provided, That no such 


consul or diplomatic representative shall receive aay tee, or accept any gift or 
com: ion from any such applicant or any other person for the services 
he! provided, 

Sec. 6. That u pinieanpir ccm the arrival at any pon of entry or other place pys ve 
United States citizens or subjects of any fi government it shall be 
the duty ofall eomesanders, officers, 
train, or other vehicle of transportation to re) 
ity, and condition of wend wp pene 


that during such omia after panapos Tadine rea collector shall cause 
such foreign persons to be properly housed, fed, and cared for; and all decisions 
pepo by inspectors, agents, or persons au’ orized to touching the right 

soy Penne tai nea shall be submitted to the collector for hisapproval, and 
hisd be final unless appeal be taken to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 


ee 7. That = gration to E the Treasury is Slates and of ene af a the duty 
all matters 
cal the power to make all 


co: 
fort, protection, and roper landing of immigrants, and to a; int inspecto 
herever n tion, and pr exceed three at poids int, i be k dd 


and with of the President, epen sous any pro; or reseryation be- 
pose 


Jeng retary sha) annual 
e President of of his Lose gor! terra this ac Perham aay ee 
giri Secretary of 


That the the Treasury is orra Taar to establish such rules 
and regulationsas he may deem proper for the Tanding ngers and to pro- 
tect them from imposition, and for executing the paset ons of this act all 
oiner laws pan the en im: on. These rulesand regulations shall 

serene ay a gs sarin the place or places for landing and shall 


passengers, 
vessels, fort for tha inamika ra Si Se Re at Rene SS 
The circuit and district courts of the United Statesare hereby invested 
Poot of in ac aaa Soc iad Gea te trea 
er 
Aola X, ed be e Un States on the subject of 


this 
fect on the Ist day of July, act, and this act shall go into 


Mr. Forp, from the Select Committee on Investigation of Foree Immigra- 
tion, ete., submitted the following report: 
[To accompany bill H. R.12291.1 
The Select Committee to Inquire into the Ear gions of Contract Laborers, 
Convicts, Paupers, etc., having completed their investigation, y re- 
port as follows: 


The two principal acts regulating immigration are those of 1882 and 1885. By 
the terms of the act sorori yest dor 8, 1582, it is made unlawful for Bere Ero 
vict, Iunatic, idiot, or any person unable to take care of himself or herself, wi! 
out becoming a public charge,” toland in the United Seg nat same act hoor 
vides that there shall be a tax of 50-oonts levied on eve grant coming to 
the United States, and that the sum thus collected ocean a fund ing be 
used to defray the ie Treasury shall be immi eg It isalso provided that 
the Secretary of the with the duty of executing the 
act, and it empowers him to yoga Legace *such State commission, Slate = 

aD 


PAUPERS, ETC. 


governor of an 


Secretary of the Treasury has 

the local affairs of immigration at at the hanna seaports. 
The committee have held sessions in New York, N. Y., Boston, Mass., Pitts- 

burgh, Pa., and Detroit, Mich. A great many witnesses have been sworn 


alarge amount pen y has been taken, Y hich i is submitted herewith. 
The great majority of immigrants landing in the United States are received 
= the of New York; ; therefore the in n of ttee was more 


ury on the 27th da: bene a ospep 1383. During the year 1888 the number 
of immigrants e different seaports of the Ur United States was 546,- 
889. 


Of this number, a eae yee about 76 per cent.) came via the port of New 
York, and the greater portion of them arrived between the months of April 
and September; and a the ani aastval of immigrants is ex- 
eeedingly large, sometim: [ning them fas been moored to, 
When the vessel containing them been moored to her dock, the immi- 
poche ts mee teaings Mie throeeh hr n. there they 
passinsingle ugh narrow 
separated from each other by wooden caine In about the ny passage Was 
these passage-ways there is a desk at which sits a registry clerk, who interro- 
gates the immigrant as to his nationality, occupation, page: ete.—ques- 
Esoe calculated to elicit naoa or not he is disqualified by law from landing: 
Owing to the large n of immigrants rece each day during the spring 
and summer months these questions must be pone: Ned AA and the inspection 
is necessarily done in a very hurried manner, in order that there may be no 
undue delay in landing them. 
The committee visited Castle Garden on several occasions and witnessed the 
arrival and eo of paper and it oe very obvious to them that it 


was almost im to properly the large number of who ar- 
rive daily dw the, im: season with the facilities ed; and the 
testimony taken putsit ae. question that large numbers of not law- 
fully entitled to land i in the United States areannually received at this salad In 
fact, one of the co’ joners of immi; n himself testified that the local ad- 


ministration ofaffairsat Castle Garden, by the method and system now followed, 
was a perfect farce. 

Upon this subject the committee invite attention to the testimony of Dr. Hoyt, 
for twenty years connected with the board of charities and corrections, who tes- 
tified that every charitable institution in the State of New York is now notonly 
filled with occupants, but overflowing, and that the State annually expends in 
pegs a. of paupers, insane Romean S ete., $20,000,000, and that this condition 


affairs due to im; 

The investigation at Pittsburgi ars Pa., elicited the fact that over five hundred 
immigrant paupers and theme persons were received at that city within the last 
six years, the great majority of whom were admitted through the port of New 
York, and that many of these pauper imm ho: n their clothing the 

inmates in 


mangaa name of the work-house of which they had aeea been 


Jand. 
The investigation at Boston disclosed that afew 


an organized effort 
was made by the officials of Great Britain and pr cc 


and by means 


country, by fu 
„and that the ener AT 


im: 
between April 3, 1882, and July 8 1888, was 4, T epee 
uently became inmates of charitable institutions in is country. 
‘ish statutes guardians of the rebel rized to 
propriate funds at their disposal for the p: gto other id 
persons who have become public cha ‘hat fe vbw’ oelah Teise rri have 

uae liberal use of these laws is abso! woe agra pew by the number of aliens 
who are inmates of charitable ineiitations n this roc des, In Ses the testi- 

eran Cha rapa rep pry stellen Sed ion conclusively shows that there 
usands of ation paupers, insane persons, and idiots westonliy landed in 
fhis country, who become a burden and a gent upon the States where they 
n a a settlement, many of whom are aided and assisted to emigrate 

The offi ls of the country from whence they came. 
IMMIGRATION ALONG THE CANADIAN BORDER. 


the points 
along the border sat no account Sogam is kept of the number of ape ar- 
riving, so that it would be a dificult matter to state with exactness the number 
arriving in the United States whose landing on this continent was first effected 
in Canada; but from information submitted to them the committee believe 
that for the six months en zuy 30, 1888, there were about 50, hae such immi- 
grants who arrived geet e way of Canada, many of whom, by reason of 
being peepee, idi persons, were not lawfull entitle to land. 
The charitable eh the county of Wayne, Michigan, of which De- 
troit is the principal port, are filled to overflowing, and the county has now in 
process oferection an almshouse at dooce. expense, 
Sigmond Simon, president of the of county poor commissioners, testi- 
fied before the committee that this state of affairs was owing entirely tothe alien 
set ag a | 4 ie operon gin whom me county is lash on tes care of, 
an al coef not for the alien paupers who are su, rted t county no 
increased facilities would be demanded. nae 5 ! 
CONVICTS, | 
It was also shown that many persons bel to the criminal class have 
been sent to the United States? by officials of pean Governments, In 


1889. 
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Germany there exists an association whose object is the exportation of their in- 
corrigible convicts and their vicious and lawless members of society. Quite a 
number of this class of persons have been assisted by this society to immigrate 
here, and they have succeeded in affecting a landing. According to the testi- 
mony, this ctice bas also been carried on by officials of Great Britain and of 
the Swiss Republic, and in this manner this country has been made the refuge 
for a great many criminals whose character was such that they were deemed 
to be irreclaimable; and therefore the officials of ray Sapeeronep er from whence 
they came have purchased tickets for them, opened the prison doors, conducted 
them on board a steamer, and shipped them to the United States, some of them 
being sentas cabin passengers, in order thereby to render detection more difficult. 
And they have persisted in this course even after having been requested by of- 
ficials of our Government to discontinue it. 

‘The result of the investigation into the enforcement of the law of 1882 demon- 
strates beyond a doubt that it has been and is being repeatedly violated, and to 
such an extent, in fact, that it has become a matter of grave concern and de- 
mands immediate remedial legislation. 


CONTRACT LABORERS, 


26, 1885, if is made unlawful to prepay the transpor- 
tation or in anywise ass! Fidar imiia mented importation of aliens into the United 
States under a contract to perform or service of any kind, except skilled 
workmen in a new industry when such workmen ean not be otherwise ob- 
tained. The Secretary of the Treasury is given the same power in this act as 
is conferred by the act of 1882, to contract with such State commission or board 
as may be by the governor to examine rs arriving at ports 
within such State, in reference to detecting violations of this law, 

The enforcement of this act is not easily accomplished, Evasions of the law 
are much more numerous than convictions, for the reason that it is a difficult 


By the act of Febru 


obey 
the letter of the law have been, stem compe speaking, few, yet the proof dis- 
closed that the spirit of the law has violated with impunity, A reference 
to the testimony will show that it is constantly toa large extent, and 
also the manner in which it is done. 

In the opinion of the eommittee the non-enforeement of these acts of 1882 and 
1885 is not so much due to a want of diligence on the part of the officlals having 
their administration in charge as it is to a lack of proper machinery to carry 
them into effect. The committee believe that the enforcement of all acts de- 
signed to regulate immigration should be intrusted to the Federal Government 
and not to the States. The regulation of imm tion is a matter affecting the 
whole Union, and is pre-eminently a proper su for Federal control. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


In view of the limited time at the disposal of the committee no effort has been 
made to investigate Chinese immigration. 


IMMIGRATION GENERALLY, 


The resolution under which the committee was ted directs the investi- 
on of violations of ovr laws lating immigration. In the outset 
t became t to the committee that this question was so interwoven with 
the general subject of immigration that it would be dificult to separate them; 
consequently the committee have taken considerable testimony upon the ques- 
tion of the class and character of immigrants arriving in the United States within 
the pant six or eight years, and also the object and motive inducing them to 
come here. 
It can not be gainsaid that immigration in the ps has been an important 
in the growth and development of this Republie. The persons, generally 
speaking, who have ht homes in America have been largely composed of 
honest, industrious people, who, by reason of a wish to benefit condition 
and being in sympathy with our form of government, have come among usand 
proved a most desirable addition to our population. They have gone Tato the 
+ West and, by their industry, frugality, and have aided in turning 
the wilderness into prosperous and thriving States and Territories ; and having 
become thoroughly imbued with the spirit and genius of our institutions, they 
aes harmonized with our population and ripened imolaw-abiding and worthy 


parent that thiscountry can 
not properly assimilate the immigration now com ne to our shores, 


an unpleasant a! 
large numbers, 
they came to the United States. Here they have proven a lawless, turbulent 
class, and the whole country is familiar with their recent acts of violence, 

‘These disorderly ns do not come here to uphold and maintain our form 
of government, Their object and is to destroy and tear itto pieces. 
They hold any law in contempt which does not meet with their individual ap- 
probation, and believe disobedience to it is perfectly justifiable. This class of 
persons, in the judgment of the committee, ought to be rigidly excluded from 
entering this country. : 

Generally king, the elass of immigrants who have wey been imported 
and employed in the coal ions of this country are not such, in the opinion of 
the committee, as would e desirable inhabitants of the United States. They 
are of a very low order of inteli: They do not come here with the inten- 
tion of becoming citizens; their whole purpose being to accumulate by parsi- 
monious, rigid, and Maram roo Seada # a sum of money and then return to 

land, They live in miserable sheds like beasts; the food they eat 
is so meager, scant, unwholesome, and revolting, that it would nauseate and 
gust an American workman, and he would find it difficult to sustain life upon 
it. Their habits are vicious, their ostora ae pio and the effect of their 
here upon our social condition is to be deplored. They have not the 
Timana as we understand them, of a home; they do not know what the word 
means; and, in the opinion of the committee, noamount of effort would improve 
their morals or ‘‘Americanize” this class of inm nts. They have been brought 
here in such numbers, and baye been employed at such low wages, that it Ras 
resulted in their replacing the American citizen who formerly performed this 
class of labor, until now there are comparatively few Americans engaged in 
mining coal in Pennsylvania, 

The agents of steam-ship companies in portions of Europe have been active 
in inducing, onai and stimulating immigration to thiscountry through 
false representations. For the | cai? em of greed these men have ‘erated 
the advantages and benefits to jerived by persons immigrating to coun- 
ey: and have been guilty of erroneous statements in order to secure their com- 

upon the price of a passage ticket to such an extent thatsome localities 
in Europe have been near! and the poor deluded immigrant has 
come to the United States, arriving here absolutely penniless, to find ont that 
the statements made by the steam-shi: 


p nts were absolutely fi and, in 
after a short time, he has me & publie charge. num- 


ber of immigrants who have thus been induced to come to the United States 
can not be exactly stated, but it amounts to many thousands, 

A practice has prevailed among certain foreigners residing in this country of 
importing men for the purpose of contracting them to perform service chiefly 
in the construction of railroads. The principal is connected with numerous 
agents in er who scour the country, picking up laborers. The agent pays 
the expense of sinc, becker to the United States, but takes an agreement from 
each one to repay to the principal, within a certain time, a sum usually more 
than twice as large as the actual cost of the transportation. Upon their arrival 
they are entirely under the control of the principal, and are subject to many 
impositions and frauds at his hands, andin some instances are kept in almost 
a state of slavery. They come here witb nointention of becoming citizens, but 
merely for the purpose of accumulating a small sum of money, with which to 
return to their homes, If sickness or distress overtakes them in this country, 
they become public charges. Many thousands have been brought here in this 


manner. 

Along the frontier bordering upon Canada it is the practice for aliens to per- 
form labor in the United States, coming over in the morning and returning to 
Canada in the evening. At Detroit, in the State of ,it was ascertained 
that a great many aliens are so employed, notably in the buildingtrades. The 
testimony shows that about eight hundred carpenters and joiners, subjects of 
Great Britain, perform labor in that city, and that about the same number of 
American citizens of that occupation are lying idle because they can not obtain 


The committee will not particularize further, but ask that the testimony be 
carefully 
— 


that the time 
that persons who imm 
of those who in good faith desire to become its citizens and are worthy to be 


REPORTS OF CONSULS. 


Soon after the appointment of the committee certain inquiries were pro- 
pounded and submitted through the Department of State to our ministers and 
consuls in Europe. The replies to these inquires will be printed in a separate 
document, Attention is called to these reports. They corroborate the views 
of the committee as gleaned from the investigation in the United States, and 
show added reasons why immigration should be further regulated. 

CONCLUSION, 


The committee report back H. R.11633 with an amendment striking out all 
after the enacting clause and substituting the bill reported herewith. ecom- 
mittee believe that if the substitute bill should become a law it would effect- 
ually remedy the evils with which this subject is now surrounded; and there- 
fore recommend that the substitute billdo pass. The committee report back 
H. R. 11685 and recommend that it do lie upon the table. 

Mr. FORD. I move that the two bills just reported back, and for 
which the committee has reported a substitute, be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, bills of the following titles were laid on the 
table: 

A bill he R. 11633) to regulate immigration; and 

A bill (H. R. 11685) to amend chapter 184 of the laws of 1885, en- 
titled ‘* An act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners 
and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United 
States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ as the same was 
amended by chapter 22 of the laws of 1887, approved February 23, 1887. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, has consent been given to the mi- 
nority to file its report later? 

The SPEAKER. That consent has been given. 

Mr. GUENTHER. And also to be printed in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that request had better be made 
when the report is presented. The report of the committee will be 
printed in the RECORD to-morrow morning, but the views of the mi- 
nority may not be ready for submission. 

Mr, GUENTHER. Then I would ask unanimous consent now that 
when the views of the minority are prepared they may have leave to 
print them in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. SPIxoLA, from the Special Committee on Immigration, submitted the fol- 


lowing report: 
That he disagrees with the report of or majority of the committee both in 
an 


regard to the report of the committee the bill reported for the considera- 
tion of the House. 
The undersigned is opposed to a head-money tax of more than $1 for each 


immigrant, believing this sum sufficient to meet all the required expenses nec- 
essary to conduct the ty, bee of Immigration. 

The undersigned also disagrees with the majority of the committee in regard 
to any change of existing law dyis J the number of passengers to each 100 
tons of the vessel conveying the i grant, as the safeguards of the present 
law are sufficient pro on to the immigrant, and therefore require no c! 

The undersigned is of the opinion that the committee was only charged h 
the duty of making a thorough and full investigation, and to report a bill to 
effectually protect the country from a flood of paupers, lunatics, idiots, and 


cripples entirely incapable of self-support, thereby ming a charge upon 
the country, adding greatly to the burthens of the people. < 
Another subject of investigation uiring consideration by the committee 


was not only to check but to prevent 
as well as to thoroughly wipe out the unjust and injurious system 
portation of laborers and mechanics under contracts made abroad at a very 
much less rate of compensation than the wages paid in this country, to the 
reat injury of our own mechanics and workingmen. So far asthe report and 
ill of the majority of the committee deal with the three propositions last above 
referred to, the undersigned is prepared to go any length in advocacy of the 
passage of a proper measure to furnish absolute protection, in order to shut out 
paupers, Innatics, idiots, cripples, and th . as well as all other oers, 
Baira come here to practice their wickedness and fll our poor-houses and 
p! 


ns. 
I am unqualifiedly opposed to the passage of any law that will in any wa 
check or stop the influx of honest pi arno, pie believing that our happy hes A 
prosperous country will in the future as in the past continue to ve with 
open arms every honest, us man who may scela home among us for 


influx of criminals into this Soins 
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the purpose of improving and benefiting his condition in life, whether such 
comer may be worth one dollar or one million of dollars. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
F. B. SPINOLA. 
The request of Mr. RANDALL that committees should have leave to 
file reports at the desk was agreed to. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


ALLEY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11099) toclose, condemn, and sell 
part of the alley in square 288; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JURY LAW IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 11587) to amend sections 851, 857, 858, 
861, and 862 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ATKINSON also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported, in the nature of asubstitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. 
R. 12291) toamend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to 
the jury law in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering ap- 
propriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a bill 
the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
for the armament areol. for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will also report the provision of the 
bill against which the point of order made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine mines and 
necessary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our 
ponpa: seaports; for needful casements and cable galleries to render it possi- 

le to o submarine mines; for continuing torpedo experiments, and for 
practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of the service, $330,000, 


Mr. SAYERS. As this matter has been discussed, if no other gen- 
ileman desires to speak on the point of order I will ask a decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS, Permit me to occupy a few moments. If the Chair 
is disposed to sustain the point of order I ask to call the attention of 
the Chair to the language of line 12 on page 1, and line1 on page 2, 
which provides : : 

For needful casements and cable galleries to render it possible to operate sub- 
marine mines, 2 


I simply ask the attention of the Chair to this provision, because 
even if the point of order should be sustained as a whole, it can not 
be sustained as to these two lines, the argument being as to the rest 
of it that a torpedo was a weapon, but thisis nota weapon but a fortifi- 
cation or a part of a fortification, where the guns can be used or dis- 
charged, or properly managed. 

Mr. CUTC. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas does not wish to proceed. In the confusion prevailing I 
could not hear his statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. As the gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman 
from Illinois have already spoken upon the point of order, I suggested 
that if no further discussion be desired 1 would have nothing addi- 
tional to say, but would ask a decision of the Chair. 


‘ Mr. CUTCHEON. I should be glad to be heard for a few moments 
longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Whenever the Chair is ready to give attention 
I will proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the gentleman proceeds the Chair will 
give attention. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The question to which I desire particularly now 
to call the attention of the Chair is the limitation of the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Appropriations as relating to fortifications. As I 
remarked to the Chair when this question was last before the House, 
the question of the jurisdiction of all matters of public defense and of 
the military establishment is confided to the Military Committee. I 
also stated that out of that general jurisdiction there was a lesser juris- 
diction carved which is confided to the Committee on Appropriations, 


and that lesser jurisdiction is conferred simply by the words used in 
the rule, ‘‘ for torpedoes,” 

On a former day I submitted some observations in regard to the lim- 
itations on the words ‘‘ for; fortifications.’’ Now I desire to call the 
attention of the Chair to the entitling of the bill submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. It is a bill— 

Making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 


armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes. 


And he proposes to bring all of that caption, with all that it embraces, 
in under the two words ‘' for fortifications. ”? 

Now I turn to the Book of Estimates. It will be remembered that 
this bill is based upon the estimates for public works, which are to be 
found on page 170 of the Book of Estimates. I submit, sir, that ‘‘other 
works of defense ™ are not necessarily fortifications. The point I at- 
tempted to make the other day is this, and I think it is an irrefragable 
position in law, that where a general jurisdiction is conferred upon one 
tribunal or upon one body, and out of that jurisdiction a lesser juris- 
diction is carved, the words defining the lesser jurisdiction must be 
strictly construed. 

I repeat that position to-day. I claim that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations must confine itself in the preparation of its bill to works 
of fortifications, and that they are not at liberty under the jurisdiction 
conferred upon them by the rule, without any reference whatever to 
the order made by the House itself—that they are not at liberty to bring 
in a bill for other works of defense, like torpedoes, for instance, for the 
armament of fortifications, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, etc. Even if after the order made by the House upon 
the resolution passed by the House reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, the Committee on Appropriations should, under the 
general term ‘‘fortifications,’’ have had jurisdiction of thismatier, under 
this resolution which provides that ‘‘so much of the annual message 
of the President of the United States to Congress at the present session 
as relates to the Army of the United States, including the appropria- 
tions therefor, and to providing an armament for defense on the sea- 
coast be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,” it is absolutely 
impossible for that committee to take jurisdiction of this subject, be- 
cause the whole matter of seacoast defenses outside of the mere ques- 
tion of the establishment of fortifications is confided to the Military 
Committee. 

The terms used in this bill, ‘torpedoes for harbor defense, for the 
purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to operate them, 
for closing the channels leading to our principal seaports, for needful 
casements,’’ I suppose it means casemates, ‘‘and cable galleries to ren- 
der it possible to operate submarine lines,” ete., do not come under the 
head of fortifications in any proper acceptation of the word, but are a 
part of the military establishment, a part of the defense of the 
and have been by the rules, as well as the late order of the House, con- 
fided to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I understand that this House has in no way committed this matter 
to the Committee on Appropriations. They must take it under their 
general jurisdiction or under aspecial order of this House, or they can 
not take it at all. 

Now, the gentlemen upon the other side, the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, the other day in discussing this matter referred to the fact that 
a like order was in existence in the Forty-ninth Congress; that at the 
first session of that Congress, notwithstanding that order, the Appropri- 
ations Committee did bring ina bill somewhat similar to the present 
bill, and the House entertained it. 

Mr. Chairman, if you will examine the RECORD of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, as I think you have no doubt done, because I believe you 
participated in that debate, no point of order was ever made upon the 
bill; no question was ever raised in regard to it in the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress. In the second session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress no fortification bill was brought in, and no fortification bill 
became a law at either session of the Forty-ninth Congress. Now, in 
the absence of a point of order ever having been made, the other side 
can take nothing from the simple absence of a point of order being 
made. There was no decision of the Chair whatever. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
a question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does not the uniform practice of the House 
operate as a construction of the rules—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will come to that directly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the gentleman will admit that the 
bill, as reported by the Committee on Appropriations, conforms to uni- 
form practice ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My distinguished friend from Ohio asks if the 
uniform practice of the House does not settle the jurisdiction of the 
committee in this matter. I notited this in reply to the gentleman 
from Texas when he raised that point here, and said that for more than 
fifty years similar appropriation bills for fortifications had been brought 
in, and that in the Forty-ninth Congress the Committee on Appropri- 
ations had unquestioned jurisdiction of this entire bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ButwhentheCommittee on Appropriations 
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‘bad jurisdiction of both bills the line was as sharply drawn in defining 
the jurisdiction of each bill as it is now. 
, Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman says that there was no question made 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. Now, so that he may answer, I desire to 
call his attention to the proceedings of the House as bg aN ter in 
volume 85, page 1546, of the RECORD, when a bill was introduced to 
encourage the manufacture of steel for modern ordnance, armor, and 
other army purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to 
modern warfare, and for other purposes, and the question was raised in 
the House as to which committee this bill should be referred, The 
Speaker decided that it should go tothe Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. That was the naval bill, as I understand the 
gentleman. 


Mr. SAYERS. I think that the gentleman himself took part in the, 


‘debate upon the proposition to refer it to the Committee on Appro- 
Boatos, and insisted that it should go to the Committee on Military 
‘airs, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That was in the first session of this Congress, 
Mr. SAYERS. It was in the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman will find that it was in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was on the 9th day of February, 1887. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no recollection of anything of the kind. 

Mr. SAYERS. I willsend the book to the gentleman so that he may 
refresh his memory. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire unnecessarily to prolong this de- 
bate. I desire to state my position, and leave it to the Chair. Sup- 
pose that I am correct that no point of order was made in the Forty- 
ninth Congress against the Committee on Appropriations having juris- 

“diction of this so-called fortification bill. In the Fiftieth Congress, at 
the first session, there was but one subject embraced in the President’s 
message, and therefore there was no apportionment of the subject 
of fortifications to any committee, and no resolution was passed or or- 
der made. Therefore, in the first session of the Congress that ques- 
tion rested solely upon the rule, without reference to any resolution, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend allow me to call his attention 
to the fact that the Committee on Appropriations did not take juris- 
diction of this appropriation in the Forty-ninth Congress. There was 
no fortification bill in that Congress. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, at the second session, did take jurisdiction of the en- 
tire subject of armament. It also reported a bill from that committee 
unanimously for armament, through General Bragg, its chairman, and 
was put by him on the Calendar, but was never reached for action. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me, as he seems to have 
forgotten what transpired in the early part of the second session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, to have read the RECORD of the 9th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1887, in reference to the fortification bill which came over from 
the Senate? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker also laid before the House the bill (S, 662) to encourage the 
manufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor and other army 
poses, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, and for 


other pu es. 

Mr. OA DOO, Mr. Speaker, I make the same point of order with referenceto 
this bill that the gentleman from Michigan made with rd to the preceding 
bill, that under clause 2 of the eleventh rule, which provides that all proposed 
legislation relating to the military establishment and pa defense, includ- 
ing the appropriations for its support and for that of the Military Academy, 
aS a ‘erred to the Committee on{Military Affairs, this bill should be so re- 
ferred, 

Mr. REED. I ask that the bill be read for the information of the House, 

The bill was read at length. . 

Mr, REED. I make the same parliamentary 9p 7g as to this bill that was 
made with reference to the other—that is to say, if it goes to the Committee on 
APRES! riations will that committee be at liberty to report at any time? 

he SPEAKER, The Chair will state that so much of this bill as relates to the 
rocurement of ordnance, guns, has usually, the Chair thinks, been included 
the sundry civil appropriation bill when any appropriation was made for 
that purpose at all, and the remainder of the bill, providing armor for fortifica- 
tions, isa subject over which the Committee on Appropriations has jurisdic- 
tion by the express terms of the rule of the House. The Chair thinks, there- 
fore, this bill propan belongs to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. REED. And they can report at any time for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair already stated its opinion upon a bill on a 
somewhat similar subject; but the Chair has also stated that if convinced here- 
after, upon a re-examination, that the ruling was incorrect, the Chair will not 
hesitate to retract it and correct the reference. 

Mr. REED. A parlimentary inquiry. Will the Chair inform the House to what 
committee it can be referred, so that it can be immediately acted upon in com- 
mittee and presented for consideration to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksit should be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
a ake peg under the rules of the House. 

Mr. REED. That committee, as I understand the Chair, will have the right to 
report it immediately for consideration. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated, 

Mr. REED. The Chair will pardon me for my persistence in this matter, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair already stated that in his opinion the bill will 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr.SAYERS. Iwill state for the information of the gentleman that 
the Speaker has never withdrawn or modified the opinion which he 
gave in reference to the bill which was referred by him to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The reading of that extract from the RECORD 


brings distinctly to my mind the occurrences of that day. Two bills, 
known as the twin bills for the procurement of steel forgings for heavy , 
ordnance came over from the Senate. The first related to army forg- 
ings. Upon that I made the point of order that the bill should go to’ 
the Committee on Military Affairs under their general jurisdiction with 
reference to matters of public defense, the matter not being one per- 
taining to fortifications. Upon the request of the gentleman from! 
Maine [Mr. REED] I withdrew the point of order for this reason: that 
the subject not being a part of a general appropriation bill, the Mili- 
tary Committee would have no privilege to report a bill and have it 
considered at any particular time, while the Committee on Appropria- 
tions would have that privilege upon their bill. Therefore the point 
of order was withdrawn. It however, renewed by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]; and the colloquy which has been 
read between the Chair and the gentleman from Maine then took place. 

re SAYERS. Does the gentleman state that he withdrew the point 
of order? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. IthinkI withdrew the point of order; that ismy 
recollection; I have not looked into the matter recently. + 

Mr. SAYERS. There is a ruling by the Speaker upon the point. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That was upon the Navy bill, the point having 
been made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] after my 
point had been withdrawn. But that question is not material. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was the same point. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘The same point precisely. 

Mr. SAYERS, Let me correct the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON]. It was u the Army*bill, or the ‘* Hawley bill,” as 
it was called, that this decision just read was made, and the point was 
raised by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. The proposition I stated was that no point was 
made upon the fortification bill brought in by the House committee in 
the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress. I had forgotten about 
these two Senate bills. I now, of course, remember the ruling of the 
Chair in that instance. 

But it will be observed that at that time the order of the House 
read the other day by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
conferring this jurisdiction on the Committee on Military Affairs was 
not referred to. In fact, I may say that at the time its existence was 
not known to me; and the then chairman of the Military Committee, 
Mr. Bragg, did not take part, I believe, in that debate. 

Now, the question may be asked, if we take away from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or its subcommittee on fortifications this ju- 
risdiction, what jurisdiction will remain to them? If we look into the 
Book of Estimates we shall see very plainly what jurisdiction will re- 
main. The first item under the head of ‘Fortifications and other 
works of defense” is the following: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of gun and mortar batteries for 
defense of our chief seaports: For Portland Harbor, $290,000; Boston Harbor, 
$230,000; Narragansett Bay, $290,000; New York, $690,000; Philadelphia, $210,000; 
Baltimore, $90,000; Washington, D. O., $80,000; Hampton Roads, $250,000; New 
Orleans; $210,000; San Francisco, $460,000, 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman will allow me this remark, The esti- 
mates to which he has just called attention are for works to be com- 
menced at some time when ordnance shall be ready to be placed upon 
them; but for the last twenty-five years what would have remained in 
the fortification bill under the gentleman’s interpretation of the rules 
as changed? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is not very material, because at the time 
the rule was changed there was jurisdiction committed to that subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations in regard to fortifications 
proper. In the Forty-eighth Congress we had authorized the appoint- 
ment of a committee on seacoast defenses and other works of defense, 
and they had made a report recommending the expenditure of $126,- 
000,000 for fortifications and their armament. That matter was, by 
the reference of the President’s message, committed undoubtedly to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. RYAN. That was for guns and their manufacture; but accord- 
ing to the gentleman’s interpretation of the rule there would be left 
nothing whatever in the fortification bill except the little appropriation 
of $100,000, orsome such matter, for the annual repairs of fortifications. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the gentleman can not make any such com- 
plaint at the present time. Here is an item of $2,840,000 for the con- 
struction of fortifications, which the committee has utterly ignored in 
the face of the report of the Secretary of War and in the face of the re- 
port of the Board upon Fortificationsand other Works of Defense. They 
have simply taken up a little item here for repairs of fortifications, the 
second item, recommending an expenditure of $200,000, and even this 
they have cut down to $100,000. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I admire the intellectualadroitness of the gentle- 
man; but I submit that is not the issue. I am afraid he wants to 
arouse prejudice on this subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Notatall. I want to discuss this matter fairly. 
Congress has committed to the subcommittee on fortifications of the 
Committee on Appropriations one of the most momentous questions 
of this generation, the fortification of our seaports, the determination 
of the question where forts shall be built, and what shall be their char- 
acter; and it has committed, under the rules and by the order of the 
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House, to the Committee on Military Affairs, a committee created for 
the express purpose of considering military matters, the proper arma- 
ment of those works. And your Secretary of War and Secretary of the 
‘Treasury have sent to you at this very session an estimate for works of 
fortification proper, calling for the expenditure of more than $3,000,000 
in the construction of new works and the repairs of old works. Yet 
you utterly ignore that jurisdiction except to report an appropriation 
for repairs amounting to $100,000; and then you come here and ask 
this House to give you jurisdiction of a matter which the House, by 
its order, has taken away from you. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to my friend from Michigan that he 
ought not to make a false impression upon the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not intend to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman whether the Military Com- 
mittee have nat taken the recommendations of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; whether they have not taken them up entirely as they 
are recommended in this bill, and whether they do not still seek to 
place them on the Army bill in amount as well as in items? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Military Committee, in obedience to the 
order of the Honse, has taken jurisdiction of the question of arma- 
ment of coast defense. They have placed in the draught reported to 
the full committee appropriation for works of armament, the subject 
committed to us, although the bill is not yet reported to this House; 
but I have no doubt when the Army appropriation bill is reported to 
the House there will be appropriation made therein for armament. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has it not been confined to items and amounts as 
represented in this fortification pill which comes from the Committee 
on Appropriations? That being so, then why attempt to arouse a sen- 
timent against the Committee on Appropriations because they have not 
given a larger sum than you believe the Committee on Military i 
will give? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, for 
whom I have a most ponu respect, misapprehends me. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not misapprehend you. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We do not seek to take from you your jurisdic- 
tion over fortifications proper. We only take that which the House 
has ordered us to take, and that is to provide appropriations for the con- 
struction ofarms, whether small or heavy arms. The House has com- 
mitted to us the entire subject of armament and seacoast defenses. Of 
course we have the arming of the three branches of the military service, 
the artillery, the cavalry, and the infantry. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand the gentleman from Michigan 
to contend that the Committee on Military Affairs gets jurisdiction ot 
this matter by reference of a portion of the President’s message to that 
committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You do not oust a general jurisdiction by 
a special reference. The other day the revenue bill, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations by a vote of the House, by no means 
ousts the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and Means under the 
rules of the House. General jurisdiction is not ousted by special £c- 
tion. I do not think the gentleman will claim it is usual to do any 
such thing. If a certain particular matter is referred to a committee, 
how does that oust the general jurisdiction of another committee un- 
der a standing rule of the House? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My frend from Ohio is too astute a lawyer to 
make such an argument as that. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. The astuteness will be found in giving a 
successful answer to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill give you a successful answer. The other 
day we committed to the Committee on Appropriations a single bill. 
Of course that does not take away from the Committee on Ways and 
Means the general jurisdiction of the subject of revenue. But in this 
case the House bas committed to the Committee on Military Affairs 
universal jurisdiction of matters of public defense, except the single 
subject of fortifications. It has committed to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs the entire jurisdiction of the subject of armament and 
seacoast defense. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will my friend say—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It leaves you nothing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend say, for one moment, he 
understood it to be the purpose of this House by the ial reference 
to abrogate or rescind one of its standing rules? He will not say so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In order to rescind or totally abrogate the 
standing rule of the House conferring general jurisdiction it must be 
done in a different way from that suggested by the special rule relied 
upon by my friend. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I do understand this, that when the House 
made this order confiding to the Military Committee, in the language 
of the resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and Means— 

So much of the annual message of the President of the United States to Con- 
pms eee session as relates to the Army of the United States, includ- 


g approp: therefor, and to providing an armament for defense on the 
seacoast— 


that it did oust. your committee from all jurisdiction of armament 


for seacoast defenses, You were left the jurisdiction of the construc- 
tion of the seacoast defenses, but the armament of the defenses was 
taken away from you and conferred upon the Military Committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave too much respect for the intelligence 
of my friend from Michigan to believe that he supposes for a moment 
that the House intended to oust the conceded jurisdiction of any com- 
mittee by any such reference as that. If any man on this floor so un- 
derstood it, or if he asked for that reference for the purpose of ousting 
the jurisdiction of any committee, or for the purpose of abrogating a 
rule of the House in force for twenty-five years, the House did not 
know if, its attention not being called to the matter that any such ju- 
risdiction was being conferred, for everybody knows that we do not re- 
scind or abrogate our rules in that way, but that we doit after careful 
consideration. Nor do we oust a standing committee of the jurisdic- 
tion which it has exercised for twenty-five years under the established 
rules of the House by a pro forma reference made as in the case of the 
President’s message. Very far from it, and my friend, I think, will 
not so insist. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As the gentleman from Ohio has now finished 
his remarks—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say in response to him that the Committee 
on Appropriations and its subcommittee on fortifications must get juris- 
diction from one of three sources, either from the rules of the House as 
interpreted by the House itself, or it must get it by the reference of 
that portion of the President’s message, or by the reference of a ~ 
rate bill or resolution. Now, the House interpreted its own wale te 
referring to the Military Committee the armament of seacoast defenses. 
You can not haveit, then, in the Committee on Appropriations by any 
interpretation of the rules of the House given to them by the House it- 
self; you do not get yourjurisdiction by the reference of any bill or reso- 
lution, and you do not get it at all, because you have not got it. 

i Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now let me ask my friend, in real good 
umor—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, yes; we are all good-natured. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly, we are all lovable in our dis- 
position and nature. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And there is nobody whom I love better than 
my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; but I want to ask my friend 
from Michigan if on the occasion to which he refers the attention of 
the House was called to the fact that we were vacating or rescinding 
a rule or order of the House of long standing? Did the gentleman 
himself call attention to that fact? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When this reference was made? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What has that got to do with it? 
man is trying to beg the question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; Iam only trying to get a candid 
answer from you. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You are assuming that it was a rescinding or 
abrogation of the rule to make that reference; while, on the contrary, 
I hold that it was a reaffirmation of a rule of long standing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will not find any comfort for 
himself in that position. Under the settled practice of the House—and 
this I take it for granted the gentleman will not deny—the items under 
consideration have uniformly gone to the Committee on Appropria~ 
tions. Now, the gentleman speaks of the reaffirmation of a rule. T 
have referred to the settled practice which confessedly has been to refer, 
the items covered by this clause to the Appropriation Committee. 
Now, that being the well-settled practice, if the reference of a clause 
in the President’s message ousts completely the jurisdiction of the Ap- 
propriation Committee, does it not result that that pro forma reference 
rescinds and abrogates utterly one of the standing rules of this body. 
And I ask if the gentleman from or any one else called at- 
tention to the fact that such a result was proposed or attained? And, 
in view of what is admitted, will my friend still claim that the stand- 
ing rule is rescinded by the reference mentioned? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the rules were changed inthe last Congress. 
We do not operate under that old rule. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, that is not the point. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But we are operating under a new system, and 
the question of order is for the first time presented here now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask my friend, in all candor, this question: I 
find under another provision of this bill, for I have not yet examined 
it very fully, I find a provision perusing for steel forgings for field and 
siege guns. Now, I want to ask my friend, I say, in all candor, if he 
proposes to take jurisdiction of the armamentof the field batteries under 
the head of fortifications? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, my friend, we will discuss that ques- 
tion when we reach it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iapprehend that the gentleman is scarcely likely 
to discuss that question now or at any other time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ob, yes. Iam very glad to meet the gen- 


Oh, no; I will make another speech in a few 


The gentle- 
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tleman in discussion of this point. Iwill call his attention to the fact 
that these guns, to which reference is made, are used in the fortifica- 
tions of the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio to the fact that hedoes not know of the 3.2-inch guns being used 
in any fortification in this country, except it be in field works. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope my friend will confine himself to 
one point ata time. He is skipping all around and exhibiting such 
dexterity in his movements that I ean scarcely follow him. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam only trying to follow you. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And I hope tbe gentleman will stick to the 
real point at issue until it is disposed of. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Ohio wants to state his 

ition correctly upon this question, because if I have notstated it for 
him I have misunderstood him, I am perfectly willing to yield. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
the proposition in full. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will state the position as I understand it, 
and my friend can correct me if Iam wrong. When the Presideut’s 
message was reported to the House the usual order of reference was 
made, and in that reference a certain part of the message alleged to 
cover the items in question was referred to the Military Committee. 
Upon a careful scrutiny of thelan, contained in the order of refer- 
ence my friend finds that it gives to the Committee on Military Affairs 
jurisdiction of matters which for twenty-five years before, in the prac- 
tice of the House, belonged to the Committee on Appiopriations. Now, 
Isay that if that be the gentleman’s understanding, and he is correct 
in that understanding, the attention of the House was not called tothe 
matter; nor did the House by the pro forma reference intend to doany 
such thing. The gentleman himself, if he knew that to be the pur- 
pose or result, did not call the attention of the House to it. 

There was no proposition, therefore, to vacate or rescind a standing 
rule of the House. Nobody’s attention was specially challenged to 
the matter, and now, when in the exercise of the recognized jurisdic- 
tion of the Appropriations Committee, it offers a bill making appropria- 
tion for the items now under consideration, my friend claims that by 
that reference—inadvertence, if you please, to which nobody’s atten- 
tion was called—of a part of the President’s message, the rule of the 
House was rescinded, was abrogated, was wiped out. I submit to him 
in view of these facts that he will not adhere to his position that 
this House intended to do any such thing as he suggests, or that this 
body consciously ousted any committee from its rightful jurisdiction, 
a jurisdiction conferred by its rules as construed by uniform practice 
for years, and conferred it upon another committee. 

As my friend sitting near me here suggests, the most that can be claimed 
is that temporarily the committees may have concurrent jurisdiction of 
the same subject-matter; but I hold that it would require a great deal 
of misdirected energy and courage to say that the House in that refer- 
ence deliberately and knowingly abrogated one of its rules and ousted 
the settled jurisdiction of one committee and conferred that jurisdic- 
tion upon the other. 

Now, if my friend says that this was done consciously, I would like 
him to say so plainly; otherwise, if it was not done consciously, I think 
he will not insist it was done atall. Ido not believe that the 
House so intended, and to insist upon it is to practice an imposition 
upon the House, If for any reason the subject-matter should be taken 
from the jurisdiction of the Appropriations Committee and conferred 
upon the Military Committee, let it be done by an appeal to the House, 
so action may be taken with a full knowledge of what is proposed, to 

5 = that we are abrogating, rescinding, or changing one of its standing 
es. 
z Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman is through I will resume the 
oor. ` 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It wasnotmy desire to interrupt my friend 
except with his permission. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iregret, Mr. Chairman, that I have spoken with 
so poor effect as to leave upon the mind of the gentleman from Ohio 
the impression that I supposed in the making of the special order on 
the recommendation of the Ways and Means Committee, the House 
was abrogating a fixed and settled rule. On the contrary, I have said, 
and said repeatedly, that the House was simply reaffirming a construc- 
tion of a permanent rule which conferred upon the Military Commit- 
tee jurisdiction of matters pertaining to the public defense, such as 

„are embodied in the provisions of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend insist that the House un- 
derstood that it was construing a rule or affirming a construction here- 
tofore given to a rule by conferring upon the Military Committee 
jurisdiction of any such matter? Will he insist that the House was 
consciously construing arule in that reference? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam one of the best-natured men in the world. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And I have given away fully one-half of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will you answer a good-natured question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 


If the gentleman will yield I will state 


Mr. SAYERS. How soon will we get through this discussion ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In about two minutes. I realize that this has 
gone far enough. I remember the fact that the present presiding offi- 
cer took part in this debate. I know, of course, what the opinion of 
the gentleman was—the chairman at that time—with reference to this 
special order of the House. I now insist, Mr. Chairman, that the whole 
status of the case is changed since then. In the face of the standing 
rule of the House we have taken the President’s message and we have 
referred it to the Committee on Ways and Means, the leading com- 
mittee of this House, the committee which has the premiership of the 
House. 

Having in view the discussion of the law, rules, and practice of the 
House in the last session as to where these matters of armament and 
fortification go, they have deliberately reported to this House that it 
should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. The House has con- 
firmed that. The Committee on Military Affairs has taken jurisdiction 
and prepared a bill, and I insist that that jurisdiction shall not be taken 
away upon a point of order by the chairman. The House may do it 
if it sees fit forsufficient reason; but I submit, may it please the Chair- 
man, that it does not rest upon the Chairman of this committee upon 
a point of order to say that this jurisdiction has not been conferred 
upon this question. 

Mr. RYAN. If the gentleman will permit me, L would like to ask 
him a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. RYAN. A few days ago this House referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations a bill removing the tax from tobacco. Does the 
gentleman maintain that the House by that action took away jurisdic- 
tion on that subject from the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; not for a moment, except as to that spec- 
ial bill. But there is no parallel between this case and that. 

Mr. RYAN. 1 think there is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That was a special bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask a ruling on the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not cut off dis- 
cussion of this question. It is a question to be regulated not by a 
member of the Honse, but it isa question for the Chair to determine 
whether he wants the discussion to continue or not. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time do you want? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I do not know. 

Mr, Chairman, there seems to be a misapprehension in the mind of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] as to the decision of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] who was in the chair at 
the last session when a similar point was made upon the Senate amend- 
ments to the Amny appropriation bill. One of the controlling reasons 
that induced the Chair to hold that the Committee on Appropriations 
had jurisdiction over appropriations of this kind was that the estimates 
having been referred to the Committee on Appropriations, he held —— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There was no resolution of reference toany 
committec last session, was there? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There wasnoresolution of reference last session, 
Mr. Chairman, for the reason that the President’s message was devoted 
to one subject. That message did not discuss anything pertaining to 
the military establishment or to any of the various Departments of the 
Government; and therefore at that time we had no such ground to 
stand upon as we have to-day. The Committee on Ways and Means 
did not distribute the message at the last session as it related solely 
to the subject of revenue. There was nothing in it a year ago which 
related to fortifications. We come to-day standing upon a different 
ground from that upon which we stood when the gentleman from 
Illinois passed upon the question last session. I call attention to the 
fact that jurisdiction over all these various questions that specifically 
relate to the coast defense has by a unanimous vote of the House been 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend allow me to eall his atten- 
tion to a fact? Your committee is authorized to legislate, to report a 
bill changing existing law. We can not do that upon our appropria- 
tion bills, and hence the reference to your committee might be very 
proper in view of your having charge of legislative matters. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not on the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Noton theappropriation bill, but you have 
charge of legislative matters strictly. We can not legislate on the 
bills, but can only make appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isimply wanted to emphasize this point: That 
at the Iast session of Congress there was no reference of that por- 
tion of the President’s message relating to the military establishment 
or public defense specifically to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
We stood in a different attitude at that time. Since then there has 
been action on the part of the House by a vote of the House. Bya 
unanimous vote of this House all that portion of the President’s mes- 
sage discussing the seacoast defenses (and I have the mes: here 
before me) are referred to that committee. Underit are included the 
appropriations in reference to the purchase of steel forgings, the estab- 
sh ent of a gun factory, and the manufacture of heavy ordnance, as 
well as all other appropriations that have been asked for by the Secre- 
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tary of War (these very estimates in regard to torpedoes and subma- 
rine mines); and the Committee on Ways and Means, having the right 
to distribute that message, brought in a resolution which I have in 
my hand here specifically authorizing the Committee on Military Affairs 
to take jurisdiction of these different items and to make such report as 
they might deem proper. - 

That resolution I will read. It is the resolution adopted by the 
House on the 6th of December. The resolution reads in this way: 

That so much of the annual message of the President of the United States 
to the Congress at the present session * * * asrelates to the Army of the 
United States, including the appropriation therefor— : 

Mark the language— 
and to provide an armament for defense on the seacoast, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

That is the last time this House took action in relation to these ap- 
propriations. Now, Mr. Chairman, it stands just in this way: The 
House, by a unanimous vote, has authorized and directed the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to take jurisdiction of these appropriations. 
The Committee on Appropriations now seek to overturn the unani- 
mous vote of this House by a ruling of the Chair, Thus the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is asking the Chair to violate the express and 
specific direction of this House. The Committee on Appropriations, 
sir, it seems to me, is asking the Chair to ignore a command of this 
House. 

If these gentlemen wanted to test the question of jurisdiction over 
this question why did they not do it in this House when that resolu- 
tion was pending? Why did they sit here and allow the jurisdiction 
to be conferred upon the Committee on Military Affairs, and then wait 
a month or more? The right way to test a question of jurisdiction is 
by taking the sense of the House. I feel, sir, that gentlemen are 
to-day asking of the Chairman of*the Committee of the Whole too 
much, They are assuming that he will ignore the action of the House, 
the unanimous will of the House, in order that they may have the 
privilege of ingrafting on their bill appropriations over which properly 
they have no jurisdiction, either under the rules or under the resolu- 
tion to which I have referred, or, as I maintain, under the practice of 
the House since these rules were formed. These rules were changed 
in the last Congress. No test on this question was made in that Con- 

In fact, no fortification bill was disposed of in that Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. A fortification bill was passed by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But it did not become a law. 

Mr. RANDALL. Jurisdiction of the subject was taken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not upon these items. I defy gentlemen to 
examine the fortification bill prepared by the Committee on Appro- 
peiations in the last Co: and show me a single item pertaining to 
the manufacture of heavy ordnance, the establishment of a gun factory, 
or any of these appropriations against which we make the point of order 
on another bill. In thelast session that committee took no jurisdiction 
over these subjects; they did not assume to do so until they saw that 
the Military Committee was about to exercise its jurisdiction, and then 
they hurriedly brought in a fortification bill. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations did not attempt to bring in, or even to mature, a fortifica- 
tion bill until the fact was known that the Senate had placed upon the 
army bill an appropriation for the establishment of a gun factory and 
the purchase of steel forgings for heavy ordnance. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was there anything of this kind in the army bill 
which you reported and passed, and which was sent to the Senate? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs did not 
on that bill determine to make appropriations for seacost defenses until 
the Senate had made such amendments to the bill. 

Mr, MAISH. They had another bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I may say in reply to my friend from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] that the Committee on Military Affairs did take juris- 
diction. A bill covering this very purpose was introduced and referred 
to that committee, reported back, and is on the Calendar to-day. The 
Committee on Military Affairs asserted its jurisdiction. 

Now, this is a plain and simple question for the Chair to determine. 
In my honest judgment the Chair, in order to sustain the appropriation 
against which I made the point of order, would be forced to ignore the 
rules, to ignore the resolution of the House, and to ignore its practice. 
I leave that responsibility entirely with the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, a direct mind will go naturally to 

- the issue involved in the question, and I beg that you will not become 
confused by too much “gab.” [Laughter.] What is the issue here? 
Simply one of jurisdiction. As all concede, the Committee on Appro- 
priations, up to the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress, possessed 
this jurisdiction. Has the House taken from that committee the juris- 
diction which without dispute it had up to that time? No; on the 
contrary, at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, when this issue 
was practically raised, the House decided that the jurisdiction which 
the Committee on Appropriations have exercised was justified by a 
proper construction of the rule. 

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs, if they seek this jurisdic- 


ranted by the literal language of the rule, but because of the construc- 
tion which has been placed upon that rule by the House. If this House 
wants to take from the Committee on Appropriations another bill, and 
add it to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, let it do 
so in an open way, not by indirection, not by any struggle of this kind. 
The open path is a change of the rule. To prove that there is nothing 
involved in this matter to-day except the question of jurisdiction, I 
think I am warranted in saying that there is no diversity of opinion 
between the membership of the Military Committee and that of the 
Appropriations Committee as to the merits of the items here reported 
or the amounts which should be given at this session. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that this question 
was decided during the last session of Congress. The gentleman from 
Texas submitted a resolution, but before the Chair passed upon the ques- 
tion he withdrew it. Thenafter the amendments were ingrafted on the 
military appropriation bill by the Senate the members of the confer- 
ence committee on the part of the House finally yielded to the conferees 
of the Senate, and the amendments were omitted. Somewhat similar 
provisions were finally passed as having come from the Appropriations 
Committee. t 

Now, I maintain that the straight path on the part of both commit- 
tees would be to appropriate nothing beyond what is provided by the 
rules of the House. I would also commend to gentlemen on the Ap- 
propriations Committee fo do only that which is plainly provided by 
the rules, and not come in here and usurp what clearly does not belong 
to them. I think they are guilty of indirection. They have embraced 
in this bill appropriations for field artillery—appropriations for the 
construction of field guns. Will those gentlemen contend that under 
the general term ‘‘ fortifications’? they have authority under the rules 
of the House to make appropriations for field guns? Yet the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has proposed thus to usurp the jurisdict‘on of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to the estimates as they come from the War Depart- 
ment. Ido not think he would have the i to put his own 
opinion on military subjects in conflict with the views of the War De- 
partment, and especially of the Ordnance Bureau, in matters of this 
kind. By examination he will find that the estimates for these very 
guns, which he calls ‘‘ field guns,’’ come under the head of ‘‘arma- 
ment of fortifications.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘‘And other works of defense.’’ 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; ‘‘armament of fortifications;’’ there is noth- 
ing there about ‘‘ other works of defense.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What page does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. SAYERS. Page 170. There is not a word there about ‘‘ other 
works of defense, ”? : 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, I have the ‘‘hardihood’’ to say that 
the Committee on Appropriations did not follow the estimates. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course we did not; we have not in some instances 
given as much as the estimates asked. 

Mr. MAISH. ‘The Committee on Appropriations did not follow the 
estimates in this particular: They have re appropriations in this 
bill for field artillery without specifying that such field artillery is to be 
used for the armament of fortifications. Why have they not in this 
bill confined the Secretary of War to the manufacture of field artillery 
for fortifications alone? No, sir; they have simply come here with 
their bill, usurping plainly the authority of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

I have taken occasion to make these remarkssimply because the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has charged that the Com- ` 
mittee on Military Affairs have undertaken to do by ‘‘indirection’’ 
what they should seek to do directly. Now, I charge that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have been guilty of ‘‘indirection’’ in át- 
tempting—plainly, manifestly, indisputably—to usurp the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, not only in this particular, 
but in respect to appropriations for torpedoes and submarine defenses. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLount). The Chair is ready to rule upon 
this. question. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], on the 
paragraph in relation to ‘‘torpedoes for harbor defense,” raises the. 
point of order that the Committee on Appropriations has not jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter contained in the pa ph. He and gentle- 
men who support this point of order base their objection on two grounds: 
First, the construction of the rules themselves; second, the order re- 
ported from the Committee on Ways and Means on January 13, 1889, 
in this language: k 

That so much of the annual message of the President of the United States to 
Congress at the present session as relates to the Army of the United States, in- 


cluding appropriations therefor and providing an armament for defense on the 
seacoast, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Gentlemen claim that whatever might be the construction of the rule, 
the order made in the adoption of that resolution deprives the Com-- 
mittee on Appropriations of jurisdiction over this subject. It has been 
contended that the words ‘‘ public defense,” in clause 12 of Rulé XI, 


tion, must have recourse to an alteration of the rules, not only because | give to the Committee on Military Affairs jurisdiction of this question, 


the jurisdiction exercised by the Committee on Appropriations is war- 


leaving the subject of *‘fortifications’’ as understood by lexicographers 
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as the whole jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations in refer- 
ence thereto. That clause of Rule XI is in the following language: 

To the military establishment and the public defense, including the appro- 
priations for its support, and for that of the Military Academy. 

Now, if under the phrase ‘‘ public defense ’? the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs should take jurisdiction of the subject-matter of this para- 
graph, why should they not likewise take jurisdiction of the matter of 
arsenals—usually reported in thesundry civil bill? Why should they 
not likewise take jurisdiction of all matters reported in the naval bill? 
Certainly the language ‘‘ public defense’? would cover all these sub- 
jects. 

The Chair is of opinion that the words ‘‘public defense’ were not 
designed to convey to the Military Committee the jurisdiction claimed by 
gentlemen who haye supported the point of order; and that the language 
*t including the appropriations for its support’’ relates to the words 
“to the military establishment, and for that of the Military Academy,” 
and not to the words ‘‘and the public defense.” 

Ifit were admitted that the language ‘‘ the public defense’’ is as broad 
as claimed, then the deficiencies in relation to the Army would go to 
the Military Committee; naval deficiencies to the Naval Committee; 
postal deficiencies to the Post-Office Committee. 

The Chair can not think that this is a legitimate construction when 
clause 3 expressly declares that.‘‘to appropriations of the revenue for 
the support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for 
fortifications; for the District of Columbia; for pensions; and for all 
deficiencies, shall be referred to the Committee on Appropriations;’’ 
and that all appropriations to the naval establishment shall be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and that all appropriations relat- 
ing to post-offices and post-roads shall be referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, ete. 

Then what was the true purpose of the rule? Certainly any strict 
construction of language, any very literal construction without refer- 
ence to the parliamentary history of the House in connection with 
this subject involves contradiction. - It is, therefore, important we 
should look to that history in this connection. The Chair has before 
it a statute passed by the Forty-eighth Congress relating to fortifica- 
tions, and in it are included appropriations for the very subject-mat- 
ter of this ph. So, again, in the Forty-ninth Congress, after 
the change of the rules, the same subject-matter was reported in the 
fortification bill and became a law. 

An examination of the statutes and of the practice of the House for 
a long series of years shows that prior to the adoption of the present 
rules the rules simply assigned the work of appropriations to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. That committee subdivided their work into 
various general appropriation bills, not by virtue of any rule of the 
House, but for their own convenience. They were designated as the 
legislative, executive, and judicial bill, the sundry civil bill, the forti- 
fication bill, the District of Columbia bill, the pension bill, the defi- 
ciency bill, the military bill, the naval bill, and the bill in relation 
to post-offices and post-roads, ete. E 

The subject matter of these several bills was designated by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations itself, and the Chair thinks that the only 
way of ascertaining the nature of these bills is by an examination of 
the substance of them. Under these designations they have been 
crystallized in the practice of the House until they have a significance 
as pregnant as the strongest language could give them. In the light 
of this practice the subjects contained in the paragraph have almost 
from the beginning been assigned to the fortification bill. 

Now it is claimed that notwithstanding the construction of the rule 
upon the language and in the light of the practice of the House the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and Meaus ousts the 
Committee on Appropriations of jurisdiction on this subject. The 
Chair fortunately is not making the first decision npon these several 
questions, During the Forty-ninth Congress, after the rules now in 
existence were adopted, this matter was distinctly brought before the 
Speaker as to the construction of clause 12 of Rule XI. It has already 
been read to the House. The Chair there distinctly determined that 
the langnage in this rule did not deprive the Committee on Appropri- 
hi of their right to report the usual matters in this appropriation 

ill. 

This ruling was made on February 9, 1887, and it was made after 
the following resolution had been agreed to bythe House: 

Resolved, That so much of the President's message as relates to the Army of 
the United States and the Department of War, including appropriations there- 
for, and to providing an armament for defense of the scacoast be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The situation, therefore, when this ruling was made, was identical 
with what it is to-day. It was not claimed that that order was de- 
signed to have the effect now claimed. The Chair is of opinion that 
the Committee on Appropriations could not have been ousted of their 
jurisdiction under the rules by this order, even had the Committee on 
Military Affairs been given jurisdiction by it. The Chair not beliey- 
ing the Committee on Appropriations was deprived of it, holds that 
this paragraph is in order on this bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 
the chair as Spree pro tempore, a message was received from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, notifying the House of the passage 
of the bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of de- 
livery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled 
“An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port of Co- 
lumbus, 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to an error in line 12, on the first page of the printed bill. 
The word ‘ casements’’ should be ‘‘casemates.’’ I¢ is a typograph- 
ical error, and I move that it be corrected. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I endeavored to secure recognition 
before passing from the paragraph relating to submarine mines. To 
that I wish to move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4, page 2, strike out “‘ $330,000” and insert ‘' $1,912,000.” 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, that is the amount of the estimates 
for this part of the subject covered by the bill. When this bill came 
up at first I desired an opportunity of debating it, but through my own 
carelessness, and supposing that the gentleman from Texas would him- 
self speak to the bil, I allowed the Clerk to read a paragraph or two, 
and lost the opportunity. 

Now, I want to point out to the gentleman from Texas and to the 
committee that although there may Be some reason for a small appro- 
priation in some parts of this system of public defense, no reason 
been given, and none can be, I think, for the smallappropriation which 
the committee give for this particular item. I understood that the 
reason why the committee does not give so large an amount as the De- 
partment desires for making heavy guns is that the delay in the estab- 
lishment of the new Watervliet shops will prevent the assembling and 
finishing of heavy guns within the nextfiscal year. Admitit to be so. 
It is also clear that there will be a delay in the delivery of the steel 
forgings. Admit that, too.. Admit that the gun and mortar batteries 
need not be appropriated for in this year. Still, the point I make is, 
that if we go into this system of coast defenses at all it would require 
the appropriation of a large sum of money and take a considerable 
time. That being so we ought not to delay here appropriating a large 
amount for the particular part of it which can be carried forward with- 
out delay when we are obliged to delay in regard to certain other por- 
tions of the system. That is to say that if we have to wait until,the 
next year or the year after to furnish the heavy guns and mortars and 
the gun and mortar batteries, that isall the more reason why we should 
give to the Department all the money it says it can use in the torpedo 
system, which the Department says it can go on with and complete. 

Now, I think there is no doubt about it that the casemates and gal- 
leries are works the plans of which are already in the mind of the De- 
partment. They are simply heavy masonry or heavy earthwork. The 
places where they are to be established, as well as the manner of their 
arrangement, are all determined upon in advance and are understood. 
We need not wait for new plans or inventions. _Itis simply furnishing 
the machinery for that part of our system. And there is nothing in the 
report of the committee, especially in regard to this subject, to show 
why the appropriation in this regard should not be adequate and up to 
the estimates. 

I have asked at the Department why this has not been done, but I 
can get no information there. Ican obtain no information from the 
reading of the report of the committee. As I said before, if the com- ` 
mittee means to postpone the furnishing of heavy guns and mortars 
and gun and mortar batteries, all the greater reason why they should 
be more liberal, or at least give a sufficient appropriation for the par- 
ticular items in r to which no such reason can be all 

Mr. SAYERS. Upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, and also in answer to what has been said by him, Ihave to say to 
the committee that we had General Casey before us, and that upon the 
first estimate for gun and mortar batteries, which was $2,840,000, he 
said, in view of the fact that the guns which the present Congress at 
its first session provided to be built would not be completed before 
three or four years, it would not be at all necessary to make an appro- 
piration for mortar batteries at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I admit the force of that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Again, it is well known, sir, that the manufacture 
of these heavy guns and the armament of the fortifications with high 
ex plosives generally go hand in hand. 

Now the torpedo system is in an unsettled state. It is beingim- 
proved, I may say, continually. The experiments and productions of to- 
day will possibly in a few months be abandoned and other experiments 
made and other productions of a different character developed, and the 
system carried to a more successful issue, 
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I desire to call the attention of the committee to a letter which has 
been addressed to me by the Chief of Engineers in regard to the pur- 
pon of more than 600 statute miles of cable in 1874. I will read the 

tter: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 22, 1888. 

Sır: In compliance with your verbal request, I take pleasure in sendi pos the 


6g ed information regarding the armored cable bought in 1873 and de ivered 
74: 


Single conductor armored cable: 
605 statute. miles at $336........sccssssceesecesonesseerssecccenseeseansecceseecenonsepene $203, 280 


2 statute miles at $471... 942 

2 statute miles at $486. 972 

2 statute miles at $5: 1, 058 

2 statute miles at $444 838 

Multiple (7) armored cable; 

TWEE Ibe mios AS SL A oss ak scscanc ansien eiste ousacsaeunas snuahsacpedSeneert jaetee 7,135 
Total, 618 statute miles... paran s.. «=: 4, 265 

The above purchase constituted the entire f the steamer International, 


oi 
which anchored off Willets Point, New York Koshon, and delivered the ship- 
ment by lighters, 

The cable was wound on cylindrical drums, 4 feet in diameter and 4.5 feet 
long, Saa VAs stored dry, in the casemates of the uncompleted fort at Willets 

ntin ; 

The single conductor cable was of seven-strand tinned copper of best yirigi, 
was insulated with three coats of gece ft patent caoutchouc, taped with longi- 
tudinal cotton tape, double coated with india rubber, over that, spiral tape of 
same material, and the whole vulcanized together in a compact body. It was 
then served with tarred jute. 


passed 
with cotton tape previously saturated with compound, 
No. 13 best 


then covered with tarred Russian hemp, again passed thro hot compound, 
mere ooye with tarred Russian hemp,and again passed through hot com- 
pound. 


The seven conductor cable consisted of seven completed cores, as above, 
stranded together and covered with tarred jute and taped with tarred cotton 
tape. The sheathing co of sixteen No. 9 wires, prepared and covered as 


above. = 

The escribed cable is to-day practically useless for the purposes of 
sen-mines, the insulation having been S piano entirely lost, but for certain pur- 
pona OBANA Sona gdm fect t 

r obedient servant, ; 
zd K on Guay non 

Brigad: eneral, Chief of Engineers, 
Hon. J. D. Savers, M. C., 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

To avoid similar results in the future it was rs, or by the com- 
mittee that inasmuch as three or four years will elapse before the heavy 
guns provided for a few months ago can be built, it would be better 
for the Ordnance Bureau to have a moderate but sufficiently largesum 
of money for torpedo experiments, so that when these guns shall have 
been completed the War Department will have secured a torpedo sys- 
tem that will be entirely cable, 

To expend all of this money at this time might prove a wasteful ex- 
travagance from which the Government would derive no benefit what- 
ever, and the committee was of the opinion that $300,000 would be 
sufficient for present purposes, especially as the sum which we appro- 

iated in the first session of this Congress has not been expended. 

e now recommend an appropriation of $200,000, bringing it up to 
about $500,000 for that purpose, 

Mr. ADAMS. I think, if the gentleman will allow me, he will see 
my point more clearly if I call his attention to the subdivision of the 
subject contained in the Book of Estimates. Now, the $330,000 that 
you have allowed is exactly made up of two sums that are contained 
here, one for the purchase of submarine guns and necessary appliances, 
$300,000, and the other for continuing torpedo experiments and giving 
practical instruction to the Engineer Corps in the details of the service, 
$30,000. 

+ Now, if the committee had determined to allow these two items, and 
had allowed just what the Department asked, the sum would be $330,- 
000, precisely the sam which the committee hasallowed. And there- 
fore my inference is that the committee left out all consideration of the 
third, which is the very point on which I was speaking, and the very 
one to which the objections just made by the gentleman from Texas 
do not apply, to wit, for casemates and cable galleries, etc., to render 
it possible to operate submarine mines. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will find that the provision is em- 
braced in the bill; and the Department may use all of the $330,000, 
or any portion of it, in its discretion. 

Mr. ADAMS. I admit that; but they use that for that particular 
purpose. They want $1,500,000. The point the gentleman makes is 
that invention is progressive. Invention is progressive so far as tor- 
pedoes are concerned; but I am informed and believe the object of 

- this $1,500,000 is simply to build the masonry of the casemates to 
protect the men who are to operate the torpedo mines. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit meto answer him for one 
moment? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly, 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has referred to the fact that plans 
have already been prepared for the construction of fortifications. Would 
he have the Government engage in the building of these casemates upon 
a large scale to go with the old fortifications that now exist throughout 
the country? As an instance, take Fortress Monroe. General y 
tells us that according to the new it would require no less than 
$5,000,000 to reconstruct Fortress Monroe alone. 


_ Ought the Committee on Appropriations, as suggested by the pend- 
ing amendment, to have recommended an appropriation at this time for 
the purpose of building casemates, to accompany a fortification which 


the Government proposes either to tear down or to improve at an ex-' 


pense of $5,000,000? 

Mr. ADAMS. Not one dollar, and not one cent. These are notthe 
casemates which the Engineer Department has in view. The point is 
this: Here is aharbor. Ifthe harbor is to be defended against a hos- 
tile fleet, the casemates must be placed where they will be most ef- 
fective in order to operate against that fleet. What they shall be—— 

Mr. SAYERS. And these casemates are parts of the general fortifi- 
cations, 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatis my understanding. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not atall. 

Mr. ADAMS... I do not so understand it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the casemate is part of the forti- 
fication. It isapartof thesystem of coast defense, and these casemates 
form a part of the fortifications which are contemplated in the plans 
that are now being prepared. 

Mr, ADAMS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Where is the difference? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Part of the torpedo system—— 

Mr. SAYERS. The torpedo system and the general fortification sys- 
tem are one and the same thing—that is, they go together in the gen- 
eral defense. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. With the permission of my colleague [Mr. 
ApAms], I wish to point out the error into which my friend from Texas 
has fallen when he places these items in this bill, He is undér the de- 
lusion that the submarine mines and casemates provided for in the bill 
are a part of our fortifications. He certainly is in error there. They 
have no direct relation to the fort; they may be established away. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course they may; I do not deny that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As stated by my colleague [Mr. ADAMS], 
these submarine mines may be placed under the water leading into the 
harbors—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me interrupt the gentleman. One of the pur- 
poses of the system of torpedoes is the protection of the fortifications 
themselves. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But let me call my friend’s attention to the 
language of this item: 

the purchase of submarine mines and n 
ean for closing the channels leading to our Porsenna Jp operne 


Mr. SAYERS. That is all right, but you are talking now about 
casemates. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I maintain (and I am warranted in this by 


the officers of the Engineer Corps) that the casemates here provided for ~ 


are not a part of the fort, are not to be placed at the fort, but are ex- 
pected to be placed on the shores—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Arenot the forts on shore? Where do we have forts 
except on shore? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Take, for instance, the harbor of New York. 
The casemates provided for these submarine mines may be a mile or 
more away from Fort Hamilton or Fort Lafayette. 

Mr, ADAMS. They ought not to be near the gun battery. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The casemates provided here are intended 
simply as a shelter for the operator who is to explode the submarine 
mines when the enemy’s ships approach. They ought to be at a dis- 
tance from the fort. They are not a part of the fortification. This 
fact, I maintain, shows clearly that the Committee on Appropriations 
is not warranted in assuming jurisdiction over this matter, their juris- 
diction being confined alone to the fortifications, or the building of the 
outwork, or something that is near to the fort. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me make this suggestion to my friend from Texas. 
Suppose a hostile fleet is approaching; you depend upon your mortars 
and guns and torpedoes, . 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. If your torpedo galleries were a part of the gun bat- 
teries, the view from the galleries would be obscured by the smoke 
from the batteries. That was explained by the Chief of Engineers. 
There are to be four or fiveof these torpedo galleries at different angles 
in different parts of the harbor, so that the men may know when a 
hostile vessel isover a particular point where a torpedo may be effect- 
ively exploded. Therefore the casemates here meant are simply small 
chambers—say 40 feet sguare—surrounded with very heavy masonry; 
and four or five or six or ten of them are to be in one harbor, to be 
operated in unison, so that a man in each of them connected by tele- 
graph can tell to an instant when an approaching vessel crosscs the 
intersecting lines protected by the torpedoes. This has nothing what- 
ever to do with the gun batteries or the mortars. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did my friend from Illinois [Mr. Apams] 
understand General Casey to say that he could properly use the entire 
appropriation asked for, say $1,560,000? 


Mr. ADAMS. [I inferred that from the statement he did make. I 


asked him why the committee had reduced certain appropriations, and 
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© gave me the explanation which has been given by my friend from 
as, But when I asked him—and if it is proper to say so when I 
asked the Secretary of War—what reason had been given for cutting 
torn this particular appropriation, those officers said they could not 
te 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to say—my associates on the com- 
mittee will correct me if I am wrong—that I understood this reduc- 
tion was not made in defiance of General Casey’s wishes, but in view 
of the fact that the Ordnance Corps were not able to provide that which 
was essential to the completion of this work; in other words, that the 
amount asked for in this estimate was not indispensable in view of the 
facts which he stated to the committee. I believe the committee de- 
sired to meet General Casey fairly, for he appeared to ask for only that 
which he deemed essential to the public defense. My understanding 
was that the committee tried to meet him fairly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not dispute that—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And I understand the item here to respond 
practically to the requirements of that department at the head of 
which General Casey is. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I think my friend is under a misapprehension. 
I went over these items with him one after another. I simply wanted 
to get information. I am not an expert in ordnance or fortifications, 
but I like to understand what I am voting for. I wentoverthese items 
with him one by one: first, heavy guns; second, mortars; third, gun 
batteries; and as to each an explanation was given. He said that a 
ip battery would take a great while to make, and it wasa pity that 

e could not begin the construction now, even thongh the guns would 
not be ready for three years. He did say something about the lift for 
the heavy guns, the plans for which would not be perfected until next 

ear, 

4 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In that connection, I want to say that the 
reduction was made with his distinct approbation. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not dispute that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I donot understand why he should say ‘‘it 
would be a pity’’ not to begin work on the batteries at once when we 
struck out that provision—I do not say at his suggestion, but, as I un- 
derstood, with his approval. 
= a RANDALL. He has never protested against any item in this 

ill. 

Mr. ADAMS, I should do an injustice to General Casey if I did not 
correct my language. I did not intend to say he blamed the commit- 
tee. As we all know, it isa pity that the plans for these heavy-gun 
batteries, these lifts by which the guns shall be raised into position 
and then sunk below the line of sight, are not ready in order that these 
batteries might be built in preparation for the guns, which will be 
ready three years hence. But I admit General Casey did not blame 
the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
Committee on Appropriations endeavored to reach an agreement both 
with the Chief of Engineers and the Chief of Ordnance. 

Mr. ADAMS. Weare not disputing that, but there has been a mis- 
understanding somewhere, because I am sure from what General Casey 
told me these casemates are works which will require a considerable 
time to make on account of their ponderous character. The mode of 
their construction is simple, and does not require any new invention. 
They can be made applicable at once. 

Mr. SAYERS. Itis true that these casemates may be applicable to 
the torpedoes made to-day; but, sir, the gentleman must not forget 
that torpedoes made to-day may in three months from this time be- 
come absolutely worthless, 

Mr. ADAMS, I think my friend from Texas has interrupted me a 
little too soon. These casemates are simple chambers protecting the 
men who are operating the cables, whatever they may be, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Illinois 
whether these casemates or galleries are not in fact for the protection 
of the men who are engaged in this service? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly, and they are not gun batteries. They are 
chambers or galleries where the men can be protected while they are 
receiving telegraphic communications as to whether they shall explode 
the torpedoes or not. 

Now, I am not insinuating that the Committee on Appropriations is 
unwilling to comply with the recommendations of the Department, but 
I am sure from what I learned from the engineers this sum of money 
could be used to advantage in the coming year. 

Mr. RANDALL. General Casey has made no protest against this, 
and, according to the gentleman, then he must have led ys into error. 

Mr. ADAMS, Isit his duty to watch? 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes; he was before us, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Our interview with General Casey was of 
the most satisfactory character. If we have fallen into any error I 
have never heard of it. We tried to meet him fairly, and to make 


appropriations which were necessary according to the recommendations 
of the Department. 
Mr. RANDALL. We discussed this subject with General Casey 


when he was before the committee. 


Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Texas did not seem to know. 
He seemed to think these casemates meant gun batteries. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. There isno question about that, as my colleague said, 
that these casemates meant something very different from what they 
understood them to mean. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me say a word. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave said my say, and I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. General Casey did say to me he was satisfied 
with the amount appropriated in the fortification bill. Hedid say also 
tome he could use the entire sum and would like to have the entire 
sum. 

Now, I understood my friend to say these heavy guns would have to 
be provided in three or four years. 

Mr. SAYERS. They might then become necessary after fortifica- 
tions had been constructed at such points as may be selected. They, 
of course, should go ther, * 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We might need these casemates and submarine 
mines, although we may not have any fortification in the harbor where 
they are to be used, They are useful where there is no fort. 
are one of the real means of coast defense which can be provided. 

Now, Iam not in favor of increasing the appropriation. I wish to 
confirm the statement as to General Casey’s satisfaction about the 
matter. I feel I ought to say, in justice to my colleague, General 
Casey did say that he could use the whole amonnt to-day, and that it 
was not necessary to wait until fortifications were constructed. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish my colleague from Illinois would make that 
very distinct, He understands that there is no reason for delay in this 
particular item, as there is in the case of the heavy guns, or as may be 
claimed in that case, 

Mr. RANDALL. We gaveall that wasasked or that was necessary. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iholdin my hand the current report of the Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army for 1888, and on page 5 I find 
his estimates. The sum there estimated for the purchase of submarine 
mines and for needful appliances to operate them, and for closing the 
channels leading to our principal seaports, is $300,000, and for needful 
casemates and cable galleries, to render it possible to operate subma- 
rine mines, $1,560,000, and another item for continuing torpedo ex- 
periments, $30,000; but the two items first named in the list are the 
ones embraced in this ph. Here, then, are the official estimates 
of the Chief of Engineers. He either needs that amount or he does not 
need it. If he needs it, we ought to give it to him. If he does not 
need it, he ought not to have put it in his estimates, I do not think 
he put it in there simply for fun. What, then, was the object of it? 

Mr. SAYERS, I ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Onemoment. I want to knowif this is for contin- 
uing torpedo experiments? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can offer his amendment after this is 
disposed of. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I want to get an amendment in here for the pur- 
chase of movable torpedoes. 

Mr. SAYERS. This matter is left to the Department entirely. 

Mr. RANDALL, They can go to a junk shop and buy them if they 
want. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But I wish to insert a clause for movable subma- 
rine torpedoes, 

Mr. SAYERS. That does not come in here, I ask a vote on the 
amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. ADAMS was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Armament of fortifications: For the finishing and assembling of 8-inch, 10- 
inch, and 12-inch steel guns made from forgings procured under the act of Sep- 
tember 22, 1888, $35,000, 

For the purchase of steel forgings for field and siege cannon as follows: 

Fors forgings for not less than twenty-four 3.6-inch field guns, §24,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Upon that part of the paragraph in the follow- 
ing words— 

For steel forgings for not less than twenty-four 3.6 inch field-guns, $24,000— 
I make the point of order, the same point that was made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on the preceding paragraph; but [shall not take any 
time to discuss it, only to say that this relates expressly to field guns 
for field batteries of the Army. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the head of ‘‘Armament for fortifications,” 
page 170 of the Book of Estimates, the Chair will find that clause is 
embraced providing for steel forging for the manufacture of certain 
small guns. It belongs to the armament of fortifications. I will send 
the estimates to the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Chair will observe that the caption of 
these estimates is entitled ‘‘ Fortifications and other works of defense,” 
and this is only one of the minor items under that caption. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to be heard further just one mo- 
ment, and I will not take more than a minute. I simply want to call 
the attention of the Chair and of the gentleman from Texas also to the 
estimates under the head of ‘‘ Armament of fortifications,” to which 
he refers. We have first for finishing and assembling guns under sec- 
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tion 4 of the act heretofore passed providing for such purchase, and 
nextis the manufacture of approved field and siege guns and their car- 
riages; in other words, siege guns are guns for fortifications, while field 
guns are guns for use in the Army in the field; and there is no possi- 
bility of mistaking that, and they are not separated in the estimates. 
But I make the point against that paragraph which relates to the 
manufacture of field guns only at the present time, 

Mr. RANDALL. I only desire to say that an examination of the 
law passed at the last session of Congress will show that the same char- 
acter of armament was provided for in that bill. Hence the precedent 
has been set and jurisdiction is established. I have marked the para- 
graphs of the bill and of the estimates, which I send to the Chair, and 

ink there can be no controversy on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will examine them. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think gentlemen will admit that, as this is the 
language of the law, it establishes the jurisdiction, because, as will be 
seen, the language there refers to field guns of exactly the same char- 


acter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the authorities cited, 
and overrules the point of order, 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the test of experimental guns procured under the act of September 22, 
1889, namely, for one 10-inch wire-wound gun, steel, $28,000; for one 12-inch gun, 
steel-hooped, $39,500; for procuring one 10-inch disappearing gun-carriage, 
$13,500; for gun- latfo 500; for projectiles for field, 
siege, and seacoast guns for issue to the service, $28,500; for siege-gun powder 
for issue to the service, $7,000; for fuzes and implements for issue to the service, 
$2,000; in all, $125,000. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
so much of the paragraph just read as embraces projectiles for field 
guns. I find by a reference to the report of the committee, on page 3, 
that under the head of ‘“‘ Projectiles’’ the following provision is made: 

ne thousand steel shrapnel for field pons 

Four thousand eight hundred projectiles, cast-iron, for field guns. 

Now, sir, if it is competent for the Committee on Appropriations to 
provide shrapnel for field guns, it is also clearly proper and in order for 
them to undertake tofurnish cartridges for the muskets of the infantry, 
and therefore they had better take control and jurisdiction of the whole 
matter. In the army bill we have $400,000 provided for the manu- 
facture of small-arms, but if this Committee on Appropriations are going 
to assume the whole thing, why, we had just as well drop that too. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the Committee on Appropriations 
is assuming nothing at all. We have only been asserting our rights 
and doing what we have always done under the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When it comes to providing shrapnel for field 
guns, why then you might just as well take the whole Army under 
your wing at once. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Willnotthe gentleman from Michigan allow us to 
go on and get this little miserable amount for our seacoast defenses, 
and not seek to risk even that amount by rescuing the jurisdiction of 
his committee, scrap by scrap, in this manner? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. do not mean to sit here in silence and see the 
jurisdiction of the committee of which I am an humble member seized 
and trampled upon without protest. 

Mr. SPINOLA. _It applies to gunpowder for the siege guns also. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the ruling upon the point of orderraised by 
the gentleman from Michigan? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made no ruling. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the Chair rules I find away down in the 
bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Wait till we get there. 

Mr, SPINOLA. Powder for siege guns. Now, whether the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have the right to appropriate for the powder 
or not I do not know. 

Mr. RANDALL. We certainly have jurisdiction to provide for the 
testing of guns, and we can not test them without powder and pro- 
jectiles. o 
; Mr. SPINOLA. Ido not want us to lose our powder. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to offer an amendment which is made at the 
suggestion of the Chief of Ordnance. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, after line 23, insert: 

“¥orrepairs and Spey bremen at the ordnance porn grou Sandy Hook 
New Jersey, gino f- epairing dock and d. ng, $5,500; relaying roads an: 
walks, $3,800; Tepa rs to officers’ quarters, $2,000; repairs to foremen’s and sol- 

set ot aana BGs elesin Kromad abont eaten 8% Saying 
Seer anne: prt Beste So front butt and caret $5,320; in all, $25,320." 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state that it was intended that that provision 
should a pear in the sundry civil bill, but on reflection, after the 
pending bill was reported, we concluded to submit it as an amend- 
ment. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that the committee rise and report the 


rms at proving-ground, $6, 
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mn and amendments to the House, with the recommendation that it 
o pass, 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amendments, 
Is a separate vote demanded on any of the amendments? If not, the 
question is on agreeing to the amendments reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
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Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
aca and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular business is the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills, but the hour of 3 o’clock—— 

Mr, RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. I want to say, Mr, Speaker, that I do not 
propeen to go on with the bill until Wednesday, but I would like the 
track, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Were all points of order reserved ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not matter whether they are or not. 

NEW CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask leave to present a report from the special 
committee to inquire into the erection of the new Congressional Li- 

rary: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave to report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer the report, that it may be laid on 
the table, and that the report and testimony be printed. 

There was no objection, : 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee ofthe Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making vegies gare for sundry expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unless some member of the committee desires to 
debate this bill under the general-debate clause, I would ask unani- 
mous consent that general debate be dispensed with, and that we pro- 
ceed to the reading of the bill by sections and its consideration under 
the five-minute rule, and that there be leave given to print remarks 
upon the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There may be some point during considera- 
tion of the bill at which I will ask to be heard, and would not desire 
to be limited to the five-minute rule, 

Mr. RANDALL. Anything reasonable will find a ready assent from 


me. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If for any reason I should want an hour 1 
should want it understood now that I can have it. X 

Mr. RANDALL, Ifthe gentleman from Ohio should want to speak 
an hour I am quite sure he would say so much that somebody would 
need to reply. [Laughter.] 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I think that the House will be in perfect 
accord with me. 

Mr. RANDALL. So thatifan hour be given to the gentleman from 
Ohio and it provokes debate we should want an hour on our side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Therequest made by the gentleman from Ohio 
may be made by any other member. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House will find me ready to grant anything 
in that way which does not interfere witha reasonably rapid transit of 
the bill through the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to therequest of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read the following: 


For repairs and preservation of public buildings: Repairs and preservation 
of eustom-houses, court-houses, fices, and other publie buildings under 
control of Treasury Department, $200,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
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shall report to Congress at its next session a statement of the expenditure ofthe 
appropriation for repairs and preservation of public buildings for the fiscal year 
1889, showing on what public buildings said appropriation was expended, and 
the number of persons employed and paid salaries therefrom. 


The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 30’clock having arrived and hav- 
ing been assigned by the House to a special order, the Committee of 
the Whole must rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

DEATH OF HON. EDWARD W. ROBERTSON. 

The SPEAKER. To-day at 3 o'clock has been fixed by order of 
the House for the ‘‘ delivery of tributes to the memory of Hon, Ed- 
ward W. Robertson, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana,” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
Edward White Robertson, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That in histemise the country has suffered the loss of a wise legis- 
lator, avaluable citizen, and an able and faithful public servant, 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall stand ad- 


fourned, 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions which have just 
been read cause this House to pause in the consideration of its regular 
business, and call upon its members toreflect that death is no respecter 
of persons, and invades the council chamber of a great nation as freely 
as it does the lowly habitation of its humblest citizen. 

The inscrutable fate of mortal man, and, indeed, of all living things 
upon this terrestrial sphere, is that none escape itsicy grasp. It shuns 
neither the palace of the great and powerful nor the hovel of the most 
wretched and degraded. It is familiar in the frequented haunts ot 
men, and is equally present in the seclusion of the closet or the soli- 
tude of the wilderness. Science, with all its vaunted progress, has not 
yet learned the lesson of prolonging the average of life, much less the 
obliteration of death. 

“AN who live must die,” is the immutable condition upon which 
existence, as we understand it, is assumed, 

When we consider that the choice of life, or its rejection, upon this 
condition, is not permitted us, life indeed were a bitter irony were death 
the end of all. 

To live but to die, and death being “‘ absolute destruction, total an- 
nihilation, utter obliteration,’’ were a fate so cruel and relentless as to 
suggest that the twin furies of injustice and hate presided at its con- 
ception, instead of the divine attributes of justice, love, and mercy. 

The argument proves too much. It leadsto conclusions which cause 
the rejection of its premises. 

Aside from divine revelation, it is at variance with an indefinable 
something evolved from the inner consciousness, the soul of man. 

It is not consonant with what we see in all the universe—the light 
and beauty, the harmony, law, order, symphony, which pervades all 
the heayens, which characterizes the celestial bodies and directs their 
movements. 

That the Infinite Power which created man has ordained for him a 
grander destiny than to live in mortal form only and die to annihila- 
tion is an eternal truth, whispered in the music of the celestial spheres, 
and whose effulgence reaches and quickens the soul of man. 

Mr. Speaker, these thoughts suggest themselves in contemplating 
the demise of the good man to pay tribute to whose memory we are 
now assembled. 

Edward White Robertson was born in Davidson County, Tennessee, 
on the 13th day of June, 1823. His father was William Blount Rob- 
ertson, the fourth son of General James Robertson, one of the pioneers 
of Middle Tennessee, 

In 1826 the father of young Robertson moved to Louisiana and en- 
gaged in planting in the parish of Iberville, where he amassed a fort- 
une. 


The early life of the subject of our sketch was passed in the usual 
manner of the sons of wealthy Southerners. The leisure and opportu- 
nity which characterized life for the owner and his family upon a 
large, well-appointed plantation in the South in ante-bellum days was 
utilized by young Robertson in study and reading, for which he early 
developed a fondness, as well as in manly exercise, such as riding and 
driving, and in the sports of the field, such as hunting and fishing. 

In 1839 his father died, leaving him, at the age of sixteen, lord of 
himself, with a competency, so far as fortune was concerned. 

His education was acquired in various schools and colleges, and com- 

AAE at the Nashville University, Tennessee, where he graduated in 

An episode in his life at this time was a visit he paid to General 
Andrew Jackson at the Hermitage. 

The old hero had known his grandfather, General Robertson, and as 
R boy had associated with his father. So hewelcomed with much cor- 
diality the son to his hospitable home. 
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Colonel Robertson never forgot this visit to the grand old man, and 
was wont to remark to his friends in after life that his political ideas 
were given direction and his political principlesstrengthened and con- 
firmed by this early interview with ‘‘Old Hickory.” 

After leaving the Nashville College, young Robertson decided to 
adopt the law as a profession and entered upon a course of study to 
that end. While pursuing his studies war with Mexico was pro- 
claimed. At the call for volunteers he threw down his law-books and’ 
assisted in raising a large company, in which he himself enlisted, tak- 
ing the position of orderly sergeant, haying refused with characteristic 
modesty a higher command. His company became part of the Second 
Louisiana Regiment and saw service in Mexico. 

Returning to Louisiana after his term of enlistment had expired, he 
married, in 1847, Mary Jane Pope, daughter of Dr. Nathaniel Wells 
Pope, a prominent citizen of Louisiana. His married life was an un- 
usually happy one. Domesticin his tastes and persuaded by the gentler 
feelings which find fullest development in the charmed circle around 
the fireside, he loved home and its endearments, and no presence was 
as grateful to him as that of his wife, and no music charmed him so 
much as the prattle of his children. Twelve were born of this mar- 
riage, of whom eight survive him, and one of them, the second son, fol- 
lowing in the footsteps of his distinguished father, is now the able and 
popular Representative in the Congress of the United States of the 
same constituency, and occupies in this House the same seat so long 
and so creditably filled by him whose life and character is our theme 
to-day. 

Truly it is a case of the mantle of the father descending on the son. 

The political life of Colonel Robertson commenced soon after his mar- 
riage, in 1847. The parish of Iberville, where he then lived, had for 
years been a strong Whig parish. Yet notwithstanding this, having 
been nominated by the Democrats of the parish as their candidate for 
the Legislature in 1847, he was elected by a large majority. He served 
a term, but declined a re-election. 

In 1850 hé was admitted to the bar and commenced the practice of 
his profession in the town of Plaquemine, the county-seat of Iberville 
Parish. 

In 1854, yielding to the solicitations of his Democratic friends in the 
parish, he was again elected to the Legislature. During this term of 
service he advocated the policy of making the construction of levees to 
protect the alluvial lands from periodical floods a State work, which 
policy had never before been adopted. He maintained that levees 
were of more than local importance, and that their cost should be borne 
by the whole State since, directly or indirectly, all the people shared 
in the benefits of the protection. He urged thatthe benefits resulting 
from a complete levee system were general and widespread and the 
works too great and costly a burden to be borne by the riparian owners. 

While he did not succeed in grafting this policy in full upon the_ 
legislation of the State, his efforts in this direction resulted in a law 
which made it incumbent upon the general public to bear one half the 
expense of levee-building, the other half to be borne by the riparian 
owners directly benefited. Thus did he become one of the fathers of 
the levee system of the State. 
His course in the Legislature gained him much prominence and pop-’ 
ularity throughout the State, and this resulted in his nomination and 
election as State auditor in 1857. He was re-elected and served faith- 
fully and well in this capacity until 1862. At this time he was a fine 
type of the Southern gentleman. Handsome, dignified, of a cheerful 
disposition, in easy circumstances, and the possessor of a happy and 
hospitable home, life’s pathway to him seemed bright and joyous. 

But the shock of resounding arms in fratricidal strife was soon to 
break the enchantment of the scene. War, civif war, grim and hid- 
eous, with all its horror and desolation, broke upon the country. The 
call to arms was heard throughout the land, and Colonel Robertson, 
partaking of the spirit which animated his section of country, raised a 
company of one hundred and fifty men in Iberville Parish, was elected 
captain, and left for the seat of war. His company was enrolled as 
Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Louisiana Infantry.. Its local 
name was the Iberville Guards. With his command he was ordered to 
Vicksburg, and participated in the bombardments, engagements, and _ ` 
siege which have made that city celebrated in history and caused the 
fame of its assailants and defenders to be recorded in story and in song. 
He remained at Vicksburg until its surrender. 

Among other events of the war in which he took part prior to being 
stationed at Vicksburg was the battle of Baton’ Rouge, on the 5th of 
August, 1862, in which he served as volunteer aid to General Ruggles. 

At the close of hostilities he returned to Louisiana and settled with 
his family at Baton Rouge, where he resumed the practice of the law. 

All of his property had been swept away by the storm of war. It 
was the common fate of all, or nearly all, and he complained not. 

He addressed himself with quiet determination to the task of sup- 
porting, amid greatly altered conditions, a large family, and with com- 
mendable fortitude battled bravely against poverty, always the neritage 
of desolating war. A remunerative practice enabled him to build up 
a comfortable home in the capital city of his State, and there, avoid- 
ing for years the allurements of official station, he quietly enjoyed the 
ean | happiness of domestic life so congenial to his disposition, 
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In 1876 the Democracy of the Sixth Congressional district of Louis- 
jana nominated him as their candidate for Congress, 

It seemed like a forlorn hope, but so great was the esteem in which 
he was held, even by members of the opposite party, that he was elected. 

This was to the Forty-fifth Congress, a Democratic Congress, which 
elected as its Speaker that distinguished Pennsylvania Democrat, 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, still a member and a leader of this House, full 
of honors, but not of years, with other honors, I trust, higher and 
better, yet to be pressed upon him by a grateful party and an appre- 


ciative country. 
Mr. BANDAI Ps aaa | the abilities of Colonel Robertson, made 
him chairman of the ttee on Levees and Improvement of the 


Mississippi River, notwithstanding it was his first term of service in a 
new and untried arena. He was iarly fitted for this tion. He 
had been reared on the banks of the Mississippi River, watched the 
rise of the floods and the fall thereof, and, in short, had that experi- 
ence with the great river and that knowledge of its phenomena which 
enabled him to deal successfully with the subjects referred to his com- 
mittee. 

He took a leading part in framing and passing through Congress the 
legislation creating the eaey b River Commission. This bill was 
reported from the committee of which he was chairman, and as such 
he had charge of it on the floor of the House and of the time allowed 
for debate. It came up for consideration in June, 1879, and an inter- 
esting incident of that day’s proceedings was the following: General Gar- 
field, then a member of the House, sent a page across the to his desk 
with the request to yield him ten minutes’ time in support of the biil. 

Colonel Robertson was only too glad to do this, appreciating his lib- 
Cabarete’ gu choeageringe? aber grt a of national 
importance, knowing the ability and eloquence with which he 
would handle the subject, and of his great influence with the Repub- 
lican side of the House. General Garfield thus closed the debate in 
one of his masterly speeches, which carried conviction with ev 
sentence, and the liberal sentiments he expressed were greeted wit 

lause on both sides of the House. 

e bill passed by a vote of 166 for it as against 11 in opposition, 

and the Senate by a vote of 48 to 4. 
Colonel Robertson was re-elected to the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh 
In the Forty-sixth he again served as chairman of the 
Committee on Levees Improvement of the Mississippi River, and 
it was during this Congress that the commission bill was passed, as pre- 

viously to, 

At the end of his service in the Forty-seventh Congress he returned 

to the practice of his ion, and continued in private life until 1886, 
when he was again, and for the fourth time, nominated and elected to 
Congress. 
This was the Fiftieth Congress. His term of service began March 4, 
1887, but he never lived to occupy the seat. On the 2d of August, 
1887, he died at his residence in the city of Baton Rouge, after an ill- 
ness of about two weeks, of asthma and bronchial affection, from which 
he had suffered for several years. His remains were interred in Mag- 
nolia Cemetery, near Baton Rouge, with religions services after the forms 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church and amid the impressive ceremonies 
of the order of Free Masonry, of which he was a member. 

On the receipt of the news of his death the governor of the State is- 
sued an executive order, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Baton Rouge, August 2, 1887. 
It becomes my painful duty to announce officially the death of Hon. Edward 
W. , an eminent and distinguisbed citizen of thi: State, which event 
occurred to-day at 1 o'clock. The deceased had served his district three con- 
secutive terms in Congress, and was re-clected again to the Fiftieth Congress. 
career he had served his State and district well and faith- 
His services in behalf of the levees 
were valuable and important. The state-house will be closed on the day of his 
funeral, opt on flag displayed bed —_ mast at the capitol building. 
«Done a gned this y ugust, 1887, 
S. D. McENERY, Governor, 


`The death of a man so prominent and so useful to his State was every- 

where received with manifestations of sorrow and regret. Since his 
majority he had been associated with well-nigh every campaign of the 
Democratic in Louisiana, 

Possessed of great firmness of opie: and of considerable oratorical 
ability, he was a man of force, and always commanded attention on the 
hustings and in the haJls of legislation. He was Jomiy regarded as one 
of the ablest advocates in his section of the State in the practice of the 
criminal Jaw. 

The high esteem in which he was held by the members of the bar is 
attested by the following extract, taken from the resolutions adopted 
by the bar of the parish of West Baton Rouge on receiving news of his 


That in his death the legal 
naments, the is va poet DORU mak 
one of its worthiest sons. 

. With what might be called the professional politician class, Colonel 
Robertson enjoyed no great degree of popularity. His ways were too 


m loses one of its brightest or- 
servant, 


rofessio: 
faithful and the State at large 


direct, his frankness too great, his methods too simple and open. There 
was something about him which impressed all who came in contact 
with him that here was a man of conviction and force; a man of resolve 
and earnestness; a man of a lofty conception of duty and the courage 
to essay its full performance; a man who could not be swayed or 
swerved from the straight line of what he deemed to be right—inshort, 
a man who could not be used for purposes ulterior to those legitimately 
connected with the position he filled or aspired to fill. 

But with the masses of the common people, with the small farmers 
and Jandholders, the mechanics and laborers, he was universally popu- 
lar. These instinctively regarded him as their friend; they intuitivel 
felt that a warmer and fuller sympathy existed in him for and towa 
them than was the case with most of the public men they met, and as 
a consequence no man in his district stood closer to them than he, or 
could rely so securely upon their support. Early in his acquaintance 
with the people bonds of union and ties of good-will and friendship 
were formed and cemented which continued to the day of his death, 
and made possible the useful and honorable career at the bar and in 
public life which was his. 

Colonel Robertson was an ardent sportsman, and his passion for the 
mog a ga never abated, and continued strong in him to the day of 

is death. 

All through his life he enjoyed no recreation as much as he did th 
‘camp hunts’? for deer, which in his day, as now, were in vogue in 
Louisiana, With a few boon companions—genial spirits of a kindred 
nature—with their horns and hounds and and saddle-horses, ac- 
companied or followed by a wagon or two ed with provisions and 
sundries for the maintenance and comfort of the inner man and beast, 
with Cuffee to cook and Sambo to ‘‘tend camp,’’ he would go forth a 
day’s journey into the piney woods of the Florida parishes of Louis- 
iana, and there for a week or so engage in the delightful of chas- 
ing the deer or bear, or decoying the wild turkey, which abounded 
amid the fastnesses and solitude of their native forests, or else, varyi 
the sport, in beating the limpid streams of the neighborhood with trol 
and fly for the sportive trout and the predatory pike, or jack-fish. 

And around the camp-fire at night, with bountiful good cheer and 
hearty welcome for “‘the natives’’ who visited camp, his guests and 
himself would entertain each other and them by stories of deeds of 
prowess, cunning, and skill wrought in the sportsman’s line on that 
occasion and others. 

These annual camp hunts afforded him that relaxation which he 
liked best from the exactions of business or the cares and annoyances 
incident to public life. 

While making no pretensions to piety, Colonel Robertson was aman 
of deep religious convictions, and died at peace with the world and 
with his He was a great reader of the Bible. Scarcely a day 
passed without his reading a chapter or two before going to his break- 
fast. His favorite chapter in the good book was the 37th Psalm, the 
key-note of which is, *‘Trust in the Lord and do good.” 

As a public man Colonel Robertson leaves a long record of useful 
and honorable service, which his State remembers with gratitude, and 
of mnie his descendants in this and future generations may well be 
prow . 
roi HOOKER withholds his remarks are for revision, [See Appen- 

x. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. 5; , it is said that the “‘re- 
morseless past stands ever near, breathing through the broken cords 
of life its never-ending dirge,’ The past will be re through all 
time. Sorrows are woven into the web and woof of every life’s expe- 
rience, and on each day as it passes the cries of the bereaved break 
upon the ear. Death invades every habitation, and ‘‘life after life 
flowers out from the darkness but to sink back into it again,” 

How often these truths force themselves upon us, During myshort 
service in this House thirty-eight members je teeny have joined the 
‘* great majority.’’ Neither friends nor love nor renown could rescue 
them from the remorseless destroyer. In these brief years each State 
of the Republic has inscribed notable names on the death-roll; my own 
those of Morton and Hendricks and Orth; and the loss of 
whose honored son we lament to-day, those of Leonard and Hahn and 
Robertson. Death touched these distinguished men, laborers with us 
here, and they put aside the burdens of this weary life and out 
ofsight. ‘ Dying they have left a memory like the breath of summers 
full of sunshine.’ 

Allow me on this sad occasion to pay my humble tribute to the mem- 
ory of Edward W. Robertson. My acquaintance with him, although 
brief, was indeed a most pleasant one, It began and ended with his 
term as Representative here. I saw him first at the meeting of the 
Forty-fifth Congress, in October, 1877; often met him during that and 
the subsequent Congresses in which heserved, and we were for a time 
domiciled under the same roof. Of his home life, of the details of his 
life-history, his labors and achievements without this body, I have no 
personal knowledge; but one so often selected by his neighbors for re- 
sponsible public trusts must have held a high place in their esteem, 
That he was twice chosen auditor of public accounts for the great State 
of Louisiana, and four times a Representative to this House by a peo- 
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ple who had known him long and well, isan eloquent testimonial to 
the excellence of his private life. 
Honorable distinction like this is won by those only who merit it. 
‘The citizen who could thus succeed must have been well equipped for 
his work and prepared to ‘‘seize the opportunity as it passed.” The 
world only pases a man the way he has made up his mind to go. “If 
he would go upward it pushes him upward.” Those only who stand 
near one, who view his life in every change of circumstance, who see 
him in shadow and in sunshine, can accurately estimate him. While 
my relations to Edward W. Robertson were not intimate, I was a wit- 
ness to his work here. He impressed me as an active and vigilant 
Representative; as one who had a watchful eye to all that concerned 
the welfare of his people. He brought to his work a forceof will, a 
quickness of perception that made him a valuable public servant. 
He did courageously whatever duty bid himdo. His methods were 
at all times plain, direct, and conscientious. In social intercourse he 
- eschewed the mere mannerisms of the times and was affable and court- 
eous to all. His mental processes seemed robust rather than crit- 

*ical—impulsive rather than reflective. He did not often address the 
House, and his speeches were suggestive of strength of thought more 
than of elegance of expression. Tie did not hesitate to attack when 
duty directed it. 

When he believed a corporation of his State—one of immense wealth 
and of almost unlimited influence—had become an infamous stheme 
torob the people, he defied its power and denounced it in language as 
forcible as it was bitter. From a speech made by him in this House 
against this iniquity I quote: 

Its unscrupulous andacity is only equaled by the 


acts without warning, it strikes without ee: an 
tims are drowned in th ons over its success. It 


of its counsels, It 
the cries of its se 
e 


course. 
those who d 


no soul, but it is diaas destitute of all 
entangled in its mes: 

This was a vigorous and manly protest against a monster in- 
iquity which, intrenched in its wealth anditssocial and political power, 
was debauching the public sentiment and defying the moral sense of the 
nation. This courageous attack on this colossal swindle was ap- 
plauded by good people everywhere. 

No one who served with him will forget the lively interest he took 
in all legislation looking to the improvement of the levees and nayiga- 
tion of the Mississippi River. Nothing tending to improve this the 

test of our inland water ways failed to secure his support. Of the 
iends of liberal appropriations for our rivers and harbors he was 
among the most active and pronounced, 

In that struggle that brought sorrow to so many hearts he went with 
his people and s with them its dangers and sufferings. Of this Ido 
not speak to either condemn or approve, To this sad epoch in our his- 
tory he never referred but to deplore it. I believe he sincerely rejoiced 
that “from under the blood-stained sod of our battle-fields there had 

rung a new and more vigorous growth”? of freedom and brotherhood, 

ose who joined on either side of this terrible conflict are rapidly pass- 
ing away, and time, with generous hand, is engaged in removing its 
every wound from wood and field. 

Nature is teaching usa lesson. Asif to show its abhorrence of the 
bloody and desolating struggle, it is fast removing its landmarks from 
the face of the earth. It has effaced the furrows plowed by shot and 
shell, and out of the track of the cannon and the war steed are spring- 
ing verdure and flowers. Peace and plenty smile in the places laid 
eer id our devastating campaigns. The yellow grain ripens on the 

e 
Where swelled the white tent; 
There are plows in the field where the war-wagons went. 


The good =p is mellowing the hates and bitterness born of the 
struggle, inspiring a common pride in our matchless institutions and a 
love of country that will make our Union inseparable forever. 

Sad occasions like this start afresh the currents of our better natures; 
they soften our asperities and tend to restore that fraternal feeling which 
is the chief source of our strength and our glory asa people. They make 
us feel that life is too short for hates, and on the tragedy of blood in 
which each played his part they invoke that generous charity which 
forgets and forgives. In death’s presence how deformed and sinful 
hate appears. How ambition shrivels into nothingness when we are 
made to see that he who but yesterday was full-armored for the battle 
is to-day— 

A brother to the insensible rock, 
And to the slu clod which the rude swain 
‘Turns on his shovel, 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not interrupt these proceedings further. 

With Edward W. Robertson— s : 


Life's fitful fever is over. 


He sleeps with the fathers.’ ‘‘ He shall return no more to his house, 
neither shall his place know him more.” 
We question vainly. Yet it somehow pleases, 
When they have spoken the last good-by, 
It somehow half the pain of parting eases, 
That in the sky, 
In the vast solitudes of stars and spaces, 
There may be consciousness and life and hope, 
And that when we must yield to death's embraces 
There may be scope 
For the unfolding of the better powers, 
So sadly stifled in this life of ours, 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with Mr. Edward 
Whit Robertson began in the Forty-fifth Congress, when he came to 
take the seat to which he had been elected from the Sixth Congres- 
sional district of Louisiana. It was not long before his associates in 
legislation discovered his real worth and sterling qualities of mind and 
heart, and it is a source of sorrow to me to-day that time and 
do not permit me to do that full justice to his memory which my 
position prompts. But I was unwilling on an occasion like this to re- 
main silent for reasons that must be entirely understood by thoseabout 


me. 
It has been already said thatin the Forty-fifth Congress I, as a 
of this House, appointed him as chairman of the Committee on Missis- 
sippi Levees, He was reappointed by me in the Forty-sixth Congress, 
The appointment was made after a painstaking inquiry and a full con- 
ference with those Representatives who then had this great undertak- 
ing directly in charge; and-I can say that he brought to the discharge 
of the duty to which I assigned him intense and unceasing industry, 
great energy of mind, and full knowledge of the subject, and in conse- 
quence he secured the confidence of the House and the success of the 
measure which was placed in his charge. His selection for this duty 
was prompted by two considerations: First, I thought that such an 
undertaking as the a levees should be committed to the care 
of its friends; and second, I thought that such position should be given 
to one who was capable of doing justice to a measure which was calcu- 
lated to be of lasting benefit to those he represented. 

I was not mistaken in thatselection. It was true that he was deeply 
concerned in the welfare of his immediate constituents who lived along 
the banks of the Mississippi River, but so far as my observation ex- 
tended and I was able to judge from his action in this House he never 
allowed himself to forget the larger duties which he owed to the inter- 
est of the whole country. 

He was a man modest and without pretension, but he was righteous 
in the search for truth as to every subject to which he applied his mind, 
His gentle and winning courtesy drew to him hosts of friends. He 
was greatly honored by hisown people, who knew him best, to the hour 
of his death. Such lives are the solid foundation upon which our in- 
stitutions, if successful, must rest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.8 er, I was not a member of the House dur- 
ing the first two terms of service of Edward W. Robertson. My ac- 
quaintance with him began with the Forty-seventh Congress. Ina body 
so large as this House, composed of gentlemen drawn together from 
every district and Territory of the Union, constantly occupied with ex- 
acting public duties, acquaintances are not rapidly formed, but it was 
my good fortune to form the acquaintance of Mr. Robertson soon after 
the meeting of the Forty-seventh Congress, which ripened into a cor- 
dial friendship. We were members of the same committee during that 
Congress. 

Mr. Robertson was in that Congress as a Democrat, a member of the 
minority. It is often assumed that members of the minority, not being 
directly responsible for legislation, are less attentive to the current pro- 
ceedings of the House than members of the majority, This is not true 
asa general rule. It was not true as to Mr. Robertson: He was one 
of the most vilans and attentive of the members, carefully noting 
every step in the current proceedings of the House, and never losin, 
sight of the great agriculturaland commercial interests of his greatan 
beautiful State. 

Louisiana and her great commercial city always have oceupied, and 
always must occupy, a most important and interesting relation to the 
Union. Her ificent delta, inexhaustible in fertility, reclaimed 
from the ocean by the plastic forces of nature toiling on through 
the countless centuries, covered with rich cane-fields and the golden 
fruits of the tropics, and warmed by the genial sun-light of eternal 
spring, may challenge the fairest valleys of the globe to a comparison. 
Her geographical relations to the Union are, if possible, still more in- 
teresting. Resting upon the Gulf of Mexico, she is the especial guard- 
ian of the outlet to the ocean of the commerce of the prosperous com- 
monwealths that border upon the great river of the continent. It was 
a safe prediction of the First Consul of France, when he surrendered this 
inviting region to the United States, that the nation that should hold 
the mouth of the Mississippi would be the foremost of the nations. 
Mr. Robertson represented and guarded the important interests of his 
State with marked ability and patient industry. ¢ 

He the House d the Forty-seventh Congress in an 
able and carefully considered speech in behalf of the improvement of 
thé navigation of the Mississippi, in connection with the other b 
water ways of the central portions of the Union. He p Pi the 
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important sugar industry of his State in the broad spirit of an American 
statesman. But while the services of Mr. Robertson were of great value 
to his State, the enduring honor that gathers around his name and 
memory in my judgment rests upon a measure having no direct rela- 
tion to her material interests—a measure of a class which seldom ob- 
tain a hearing in the halls ot Congress, involving the tone of a just pub- 
lic sentiment, the moral well-being of our people—the protection of the 
feeble against the wiles and artifices of scheming avarice and of legal- 
ized deception and fraud. 

In an evil hour, in the midst of the disorder incident to the late civil 
war, a lottery had been incorporated in Louisiana with immense pow- 
ers, which, reaching out into all sections of the Union and bloated with 
ill-gotten wealth, defied public opinion and denounced its vengeance on 
any citizen who should callin questionits dishonest methods. Edward 
W. Robertson challenged the right of this corporation to employ the 
mails, the postal system of the Union, to distribute the seductive poi- 
son of the passion for gambling among the people of the United States. 

He brought a protest against it of the just moral sentiment of the 
American people into this Halland gave itavoice. He demanded that 
the grand postal system of the United States devised by Frankiin, de- 
signed to diffuse the light of intelligence over the whole land and ele- 
vate the whole people, an agency of government intended to reach with 
beneficence every fireside and home, should not be degraded to the 
wretched employment of enticing the young, the unwary, the feeble, 
into the den of the gambler, into the toils of a mercenary and merciless 
corporation, whose wealth only expressed the deluded hope, the agony 
and despair of its victims! 

Congress from time to time had enacted provisions of law partially 
withdrawing from such schemes of fraud the use of the mails. Mr. 
Robertson sought to uproot the evil ‘‘by prohibiting the rtation 
through the mails of publications containing lottery advertisements, ”? 
If the publishers of newspapers thought proper to sell their columns to 
gamblers and aid them in their fraudulent schemes, the postal agencies, 
designed for the good of the people, should be closed against them. It 
was an effectual remedy, perhaps the only effectual remedy, for a great 


evil. 

Mr. Robertson’s speech in support of this bill was delivered in the 
House on the 23d day of February, 1883. It was his last and greatest 
work in this House. That speech alone entitles Edward W. Robert- 
son to a high place in the history of his conntry. It is agreatspeech, 
rendered important and of high moment by reason of the great evil it 
assailed. The occasion placed him in a commanding position. He 
stood up as the champion of the best moral sentiment of the American 
people, of the virtuous home and the honest fireside; he denounced in 
words that burned the infamy of the traffic that amassed wealth by 
playing upon the groundless hopes, the credulity, excited: passions, and 
the very weakness and frailty of its victims. In his argument there 
is noparleying and paltering. This mercenary power, although clothed 
with the forms of law, that amasses wealth by preying upon the fee- 
ble and the poor, must be crushed ont! 

While the argument of Mr. Robertson was directed against this se- 
ductive and vicious form of gambling in general as fatal to the good 
morals of our people, it was especially directed against the corporation 
to which I have referred. It is a powerful philippic against that ex- 
traordinary feature in the legislation of a great State in the closing 
years of the nineteenth century. The following passage will indicate 
the vigor and force of his argament and the extraordinary power that 
such an institution may attain ina free government until the public 
sense of right is fully aroused: : 

No power is too high to attack, no means too low to use when ‘it suits the 

olicy of its action after being once determined. It illustrates the saying of 
Pord Coke: “It not only possesses no soul, but it is equally destitute of all pity, 
all mercy,and all remorse.” Once entangled in its meshes there is no escape 
for its dupes. A bribe once accepted the threat forever hangs over the head of 
its victim. And stran of all the momentuum of its power, con bya 
long series of years of wrong-doing with impunity, has been so great that it 
can exist in defiance of all law, and defies the proof that it exists without a 
charter, It makes no publie statements of its affairs, permits no inspection of 
its books, and its grasp of monopoly exercises all. the police functions of an in- 
dependent sovereignty, allied with the inquisitorial power of a secret tribunal. 
It is a jealous mistress, and allows no rival within the fair domain of the State. 
None can plunder its subjects. It keeps their goods and possessions under 
guard against the attacks of kindred institutions. 

Edward W. Robertson delivered this great in this House on 
the 23d day of February, 1883, and afew days later left this Hall never 
to return. 

His relations with the members of this House in the Forty-seventh 
Congress were pleasant and cordial. He wasa disciple of Jefferson, and 
stood with unfaltering firmness by the principles of that great cham- 
pion of the rights of the people. His bearing was that of an intelli- 
gent, frank, cordial gentleman, not obstrusive, but equal to any emer- 

cy that might arise, positive in his convictions and prepared to stand 

yy them under all conditions; an enemy of false pretense, subterfuge, 

and deceit, with a heart full of sympathy for the poor and the unfor- 
tunate. 

Edward W. Robertson was elected by the people of his district to 
the Fiftieth Congress, but to the sincere regret of those who en- 
joyed his friendship in Con: im former years, Providence decreed that 

eshould never return, and a son worthily occupies his seat in this Hall. 


If, as the wisest and best of men in all ages have believed, the soul of: 
man is immortal, who shall say that in the last moment, with the’ 
light of eternity breaking upon his vision, in the review of his life, his 
spirit was not buoyed up by the remembrance that he had boldly up- 
held in this Hall the cause of virtue, purity, and honor against a venal 
power that assailed them. ‘‘Peace to the just man’s memory.’’ 
Peace to his ashes. Honor to his name, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose 
to speak at length on this occasion either as to the private character or 
the public services of Hon. Edward W. Robertson, to whose memory 
we this day pay tribute. That duty I leave to others moro familiar 
with his life and character, and more competent to speak of them than 
Iam. But it was my pleasure to have served with Colonel Robertson 
in the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, and dur- 
ing that time I had an opportunity to observe something of his character 
and servicesas a member of this body. And it gives me pleasure, Mr. 
Speaker, at this time to contribute my testimony to the dignified and 
courteous, as well as able and faithful, manner in which he discharged 
his public duties as a Representative in Congress. 

I can notsay, Mr. Speaker, that our relations were intimate, but they 
were from our first acquaintance pleasant. We were natives of the 
same State, and from that fact perhaps we often met in a social way, 
andsometimes we came in contact with each other during the debatesand 
proceedings of the House, and I ever found him genial and pleasant in 
social intercourse and a gentleman of high character for integrity and 
ability. That he washonest and conscientious, as well as able, earnest, 
and faithful in the discharge of his public duties while a member of 
this House, no one who served with and knew him will, I think, for 
one moment doubt. . 

As a Representative living on the Mississippi River, which flows 
through one of the richest, grandest, and most productive valleys in 
the world, he was earnestand untiring in his efforts to secure the adop- 
tion of such measures as looked to the improvement of that great river, 
which with its tributaries gives to the great valley through which it 
flows 14,000 miles of navigablewaters. I well remember how earnestly 
and with what ability he labored in that direction. I believe he was 
ealled the father of the Mississippi River Commission, and certainly he 
labored faithfully and diligently to establish it, And if the work of 
that commission shall only meet with the success which we hope it 
may, and result in a thorough improvement of the river and in pre- 
venting the annual Joss of property which occurs from its overflow, it 
will add luster to the name of this able and faithful legislator. 

The work of originating a plan for a thorough systematic improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River was perhaps the most important service 
of Colonel Robertson while a Representative in Congress. But he was 
active in other directions and entitled to great credit for the earnest 
effort made by him to prevent and suppress lotteries. He made inthe 
House in February, 1883, an able and exhaustive speech in support of 
a bill introduced by him for that purpose, which exhibited not only a 
high standard of morals in legislation but a high order of ability and 
research, That speech is well Poringa study by every friend of good 
morals. Among other acts of his while a member of this body, and 
which was in the interest of the people he represented, was a resolu- 
tion introduced by him and passed through Congress withdrawing from 
public sale the public lands in the States of Lonisiana and Florida dur- 
ing pending legislation and reserving such lands for disposal under the 
homestead law. This resolution was intended to secure homes for the 
homeless and to keep the public lands out of the hands of speculators, 
and his action in that respect is worthy of all commendation. 

I have referred to these acts of Colonel Robertson, Mr. Speaker, 
merely to show something of his character as an able and faithful rep- 
resentative of his people and of the country. 

Colonel Robertson was a leading, prominent citizen of the State in 
which he lived from his infancy, and served his people in many posi- 
tions of honor and trust in peace and in war, and in all of them, I 
have no doubt, served them with fidelity and ability. I could well 
wish that part of his service in war which had for its purpose the dis- 
memberment of the Union might be blotted out forever. But he no 
doubt was honest and sincere in his action, and I am glad to know 
that even before the war had fully ended he took upon himself a sol- 
emn oath in the presence of Almighty God that he would thenceforth 
faithfully support, protect, and defend the Constitution of the United 
States and the Union of the States. And that oath I have no doubt 
he faithfully kept until the day of his death. 

Mr. Speaker, Colonel Robertson was elected a member of this Con- 
gress; but he was not permitted by au All-wise Providence, to whose 
supreme will we must all bow, to take his seat here. And on the 2d 
day of August, 1887, he departed this life, honored and respected by 
the people among whom he lived and died. Itwaswith deep regret, 
I know, that all of us who knew him heard the news of hisdeath. But 
he, full of honors, has paid the debt from which there is no exemption 
to any of us, and sooner or later we must all follow him, All honor 
to his memory. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in honoring a college-mate, Julian Hart- 
ridge, of Savannah, Ga., I said to this House that there were various 
relations which we sustained to each other, and that these relations 
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often determined the members who were to speak in honor of those 
who had d : 
In these remarks I said: 

It would take a Psyche to assort and arrange the “confused” seeds out of 
which have grown so many and such endearing relations of regard and afec- 
tion. Some of us live here under the same roof, some serve on the same com- 
mittec, some take the same side on favorite themes, some have had in our 
changeful American life mutual friends who have brought them together, some 
are kind to each other by association in their own States, and others, though 
far distant, share early and delightful reminiscences, and among them that 
one which spri radiant out of the nforning of life, enhanced and beautified 
by college partialities and studies. 


My relations to Col. Edward White Robertson did not arise from 
any association upon any committee or upon any relations we sustained 
before we met in Congress, either State or otherwise, or from any con- 
geniality upon special themes in which we were interested in our 
American legislation, butitso happened that we were thrown side by side 
in the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses; and there-. 
fore we became intimate. I knew something of the relations which 
he bore to public life. I had occasion to know something of the trials 
and hardships through which he had reached his manhood and his emi- 
nence, 

We lay sometimes much stress, Mr. Speaker, upon the elements of 
blood or heredity, or perhaps these elements are related to associa- 
tions connected with early and ancestral scenes and struggles. 

_ I think the gentleman whom we honor to-day made the character for 
which he is honored because of those early associations. By them he was 
inspired after he left the State of Tennessee, where he was born, and 
settled upon the Mississippi, with which he becameso intimately bound. 

The State of Tennessee has in its delegation to-day a gentleman whose 
education and refinement have led him within the paths of literature. 
I refer to the honorable member from Memphis [Mr. PHELAN]. In 
the elegant history ofhis State he has thrown a romantic interest about 
theState of Jackson, Houston, Grundy, Sevier, Polk, and Robertson and 
others, pioneers, soldiers, statesmen, and heroes who overcame the wild- 
ness of the Tennessee and Cumberland valleys, and moved on outside 
of the borders of Tennessee for new States to institute and conquer. 

Happening upon an old map of Tennessee, I noted immediately south 

of the Kentucky line, but not wholly separated from the dark and 

bloody ground of Kentucky, within the crescent made by the Cumber- 
land, which flows from the mountains on the east to the beautiful Ohio, 
the name and ‘‘route of Robertson.’ His route from Cumberland Gap 
and from further beyond in the east, crossing the Cumberland River in 

Kentucky and ing to Nashville, makes his name historic along 

with the State within whose borders his ancestors lived. 

His grandfather was born in Nashville. He saw the light upon the 
banks of the Cumberland. That city is now the conspicuous center 
and capital of Tennessee. He traversed the districts represented by the 
gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr, WASHINGTON]. 
It is the great rich limestone country of the Cumberland. This land 
ereates crops and heroes. 

The descendant of this pioneer sought the Mississippi River over the 
lands represented by my friend [Mr. ENLoE]. Hewasofasturdy class, 
Tennessee was separated by mountains from the older States of North 
Carolina and Virginia. Coming from an old Scotch stock, a tough ele- 
ment that never failed to resent indignity, while it righted wrong, it 
brought over the splendid eminences and out of the wilderness public 
and private prosperity out of every possible disaster. 

From the Carolinas and from Virginia this stock had emigrated over 
the mountains. The names of the early counties of Tennessee—the 
Seviers, Sullivans, Nathaniel Greenes, Waynes, Spencers, Caswells, 
Williamsons, Sumners, Wilsons, and the Montgomerys—indicate whole 
chapters of our heroic history, every man a pioneer or a Revolutionary 
hero. The incarnation of all this energy is Andrew Jackson. 

In the easy and luxurious modes of transportation at the present 
time, it is difficult to realize the diffienlties of the earlier settlers who 
led and followed the tide of emigration from Southern Virginia and 
North Carolina. Some of these migrations were made into the then 
Indian territory. They were made against theremonstrances and con- 
tentions of the Cherokees and other tribes. This frontier was a barrier 
which only served to provoke our ante-Revolutionary emigration. 

Some acts of the Legislatures of the Provinces of North Carolina and 
Virginia greatly encouraged, both by franchise and bounties, the sur- 
mounting of these barriers. Besides,there were complaints in the prov- 
inces, and the hardy pioneers in pursuit of fortune, either to repair or 
to make their fortune, or to rise in life, penetrated the wilderness in 
order to enjoy a certain independence of their own. Some of them, 
like the HuguenotSevier, who became a governor; others, like Boone, who 
paowa this new civilization and never stopped until he had reached 

issouri; and others, like Robertson, as early as 1770, and with the 
spirit of the Mecklenburgh declaration of independence in their minds, 
and with the ambition of erecting free government for themselves and 
children, live in the annals of those early days. They have received 
the plaudits of esteem and affection of their hardy offspring, to whom 
they gave a robust frame, a strong mind, an intrepid spirit, and an 
invincible honesty of purpose. 


The story of Robertson was that of a man, at first, of an unpromising 
future, with neither learning, means, nor friends. Butdifficulties were 
his helper. He lived to figure as the nucleus of a splendid community 
in Tennessee, along with other heroes whose names are fixed in pioneer 

istory. 

It is hard to realize the little trapping canoesand buckskin hunting- 
shirts upon the Cumberland of that early day. The first commerce in 
which they engaged was with both Frenchmen and Indians, trading 
far up into Ilinois and as far down as the Spanish Natchez. These 
men were the framers of constitutions, whose States have theiremblems 
in the escutcheons above us. 

They combined the gallantry of the volunteer with the cunning of 
the red man and the heroism of acompositerace. Before them melted 
away, 28 a famous Cherokee orator said of them, like balls of snow be- 
fore the sun, the tribes who once held these lands, : 

Through one of these heroes we learn the characteristics of all. He 
has been described as the ‘‘negotiator between his countrymen and 
their Indian neighbors, a citizen who well united the character of the 
patriot and the patriarch; the active friend of his country, who pos- 
sessed, in an eminent degree, the confidence, esteem, and yeueration of 
all his contemporaries.” 

This man was Robertson, and he was, in this movement across the 
mountains of America, a fit companion and type of Andrew Jackson. 

Associated with such men and pervaded by such influences, the father 
of the man whom we honor, as early as 1826, when the son was buttwo 
years of age, moved from Tennessee to Louisiana. He engaged in a ae 
ing cotton in the parish of Iberville. He became wealthy. He had 
wealth. Hehad more. He had good sense; and therefore he increased 
his capital. The social and cheerful spirit which he inherited from his 
father was transmitted to hisson. That son is the subject to-day of 
our eulogies. 

It is significant, sir, that when the father moved from Tennessee he 
settled upon the Mississippi at Baton Rouge. No less a stream than 
the Mississippi satisfied hisambitious movementand mind. The father 
died in 1839, leaving the son, sixteen years of age, with an ample fort- 
une. By some reflux wave the son returned to Nashville. There he 
finished his education in 1844, on the spot where his ancestor had 
blazed out through the forests his early adventures. 

How Colonel Robertson performed his life-duty will be rehearsed by 
others who knew him better than myself. What influences he obtained 
from the celebrated Nashville convention in 1844; how he was inspired 
in life by his visit to General Jackson at ‘‘ The Hermitage,’’ referred 
to by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]; what energies 
and adventure came from hiscommunion with theold hero, who talked 
about General Robertson, his grandfather; how he was led froma life of 
uncertainty and repose to a life of study and labor, in which the law 
became hisdelight; what inducements led him to leapto the frontasan 
‘orderly sergeant”? in the Mexican war; what sweet, persuasive in- 
fluences in 1847, after that war was over, came from his marriage with 
a beautiful and loving helpmeet—these memories belong more to do- 
mestic than to political reminiscences. 

His political life began upon the banks of the Mississippi. It began 
in the locality where it closed. It became famous in 1847, when he 
was promoted to the Legislature in spite of the Whig majority which 
then prevailed. In 1850 he began earnestly his practice at the bar. In 
1854 he was again sent to the Legislature, and during that service he 
conceived the idea which was the chivalry of his life. He made it the 
subject of conversation while he sat at my side. ‘That idea was the 
utilization of the Mississippi, the building of levees to make that great 
river the grand highway of our interior commerce. 

It was Mr. Robertson who introduced and had passed a bill making 
it incumbent on the part of the State of Louisiana to bear one-half of 
the expense of building the levees. He thus desired to relieve the peo- 
ple of one-half of the expenses, That law was having its full fruition 
when the civil war unfortunately interfered. 

It 1857 he held the important office of auditor of public accounts. 
Being re-elected, his term of service in all was four years. 

Friends have pictured him, as he then was, of a manly form, and 
with a cheerful and kindly disposition. He had with a firm lip, ex- 
pressive of his will, a happy expression, a courageous independence, 
and a principle which yielded to no one for its defiance of disingen- 
nousness and dishonesty. It was, indeed, a sad tocsin which called 
him to our civil war. But the very name of Baton Rouge—a bloody 
baton—seemed to be contagious. He enrolled himself in the Twenty- 
seventh Louisiana. A glance at the map will show the significance of 
the position which he and his compatriots occupied. ‘The forts on the 
Mississippi, the investiture of Vicksburg, and the strategic impor- 
tance of the vicinage all suggest that his work was intense, because 
local. It was unhappily a work of war. His baton was the Baton 
Rouge! The guards of Iberville were of hishome. It was the name 
of his company. His letters from Vicksburg to his beloved wife are 
picturesque descriptions of the progress of the siege, out of which he 
came honorably courageous, and decorated with « preferment. 

But these memories would seem, by the order of time and the clem- 
ency of the heart, to be obsolete. The son of the toilsome pioneer, 
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the ambitious child of that pionecer’s father, the soldier exiled from 
home, and returning humbly and modestly to his home after Federal 
successes and Confederate defeat; the lawyer resuming his meager prac- 
tice after the woful struggle in a ‘‘lost cause,” still he did not suc- 
cumb to despondency. e yielded nothing to the catastrophes of his 
life. He never thought of emigration to Mexico or South America. 
He em from these disasters; he came to Congress as a representa- 
tive of the dominant and patriotic element of his suffering people. 

Three times indorsed by his people, sustained by studious and care- 

ful practice of his profession and elevated in spirit—by an invincible 
honesty that no one ever challenged—he was enabled to resume his 
confidence among his people, though not his service here in the Fiftieth 
Congress. 
It is my recollection, sir, that when he first came here the gentleman 
near me, Mr. RANDALL, was our Speaker. He promptly recognized 
Colonel Robertson’s ability and his local relations, and I may say conti- 
nental relations. He was created chairman of the Committee on Levees. 
It was the Mississippi that gave him inspiration and to this he was as- 
signed. The banks of thissplendid stream were familiar to his ken. Its 
trade, its currents, its caprices, he knew. He had seen them from early 
childhood. Above all he knew its importance as an avenue out of the 
heart and industry of inland America. He knew its exit to the ocean. 
He knew its uses in peace and, alas! he had found its terrible disasters 
to his people in war. It was his able report, often quoted here, for all 
committees and all wise action, that led tothe best consideration of its 
protection as well as a grand channel of transportation, as a mobile 
thongh a lasting band of unity. 

When the “‘ Mississippi River Commission ’’ had Congress he 
exclaimed, ‘* This is the proudest moment of my life.’? After this ex- 
pression he wasreminded that he should be careful; that others might 
claim the credit of securing that for which he had given so much of 


his time, study, and labor. 

t Let them,” he i “say what they will; I care little for 
the credit. Let the levees be built, and my people be made happy !” 

It is within my own knowledge, sir, why it was that he failed to be 
returned to the Forty-eighth Congress. It is within my own knowl- 

that he was anxious to be vindicated for certain votes and opinions, 
and why he was returned to the Fiftieth. Iwas not here to meet him. 
I was in another country. 

It happens, however, in the order of nature, and by the providence 
of God, that men like him perpetuate in their offspring their intrinsic 
virtues. Therefore, the member from Louisiana, whom we deplore, is 
not without representation here. His son holds, and is worthy of, the 
seat of his father. maybe pienie to say that the modesty, in- 
dependence, courtesy, and worth of the son compensate for the loss 
which the country has sustained in the death of the father. 

It will be seen by my brief rehearsal that this man was toughened 
by experience. His was no butterfly flight to a land of summer where 
the orange blooms in the wintry air. ‘These experiences connect him 
with mountain and river life, with and war, and with combats of 
allkinds. In these conflicts he ed only to one conqueror—death ! 

For this man, and for every man of every race, death has a sinister, 
sad, or sublimeimagery. The Arab sees death as a black camel kneel- 
ing at the gates of hell; others see death asan angel or houri opening the 
gates of orient pearl. Some death as a rest of stirless, sleepful 
majesty, in which the human “lies down to pleasant dreams,” 
and toa change which has nofurtherchange. Philosophers regard death 
as a matter of chemistry, and as easy as birth. To mostof men isit not 
a dark and re horror—a skeleton, a shadow—and not, as it should 
be, another life, with roseate bloom of Eden loveliness? Toone who has 
traveled over seas and land it is the end, sir, of a long and tiresome 
journey, only welcome when at the end, as it is blessed with meeting 
the loved ones who have gone before. 

Whatever our mortal man be, whether hero, sage, rich, poor, bad, or 

death comes to each and to all withequal steps, To each and all 
it comes as a terrific sadness. 

How we all strive to avert the great catastrophe which ends our mor- 
tal life! I am not, sir, averse to such laws here as look to human life, 
its liberty and preservation; but when the life is stranded I would, sir, 
it were on a shore of affection, without blasts or billows! Upon a si- 
lent and happy shore I trust our friend has found refuge and felicity. 

If honorable service would bring such a happy condition he has won 
his peaceful home among the immortal souls whom he loved. He has 
but stooped— 


Into a dark, tremendous sea of cloud; 
It is but for a time, 


And he could say as he left us: 
God's lamp 


Close to my breast; its splendor, soon or late, 
Will pierce the gloom, Ishall emerge one day. 

The Mississippi River, which he endeavored so earnestly to direct 
and restrain in its channel for purposes of public utility, rolls on, and 
will ever roll on, with ‘‘a perpetual sigh.” Its waters are freighted 
with the atoms of earthly empire, whose o: ism and ind dence 
in the far-off realms of the oper Missouri we have been ussing 
the past week, 
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pon n EDR coy hy, 2 the banks of the great river as there is 
upon its sources; but this desolateness is the despair of nature—that 
so much human courage, chivalric goodness has down the stream 
to the eternal sca with the memory of Edward ite Robertson ! 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Robertson, to whom this tribute is 
being paid to-day by this House, was a native of my own State of Ten- 
nessee. He came from one of the pioneer and most distinguished fami- 
lies of that State. I first made his acquaintance in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and having in my school-boy days learned something of his 
family and of their history, my attention was naturally riveted upon 
the member from Louisiana. I became pretty well and closely ac- 
> epee with him in the business of this House and the legislation of 

e country in the two Congresses in which he and I served together. 

Ihave prepared no remarks, Mr. Speaker, in the nature of a eulogy 
upon Colonel Robertson, but knowing him as I did, I felt it to be my 
duty as one of those who in the providence of God have been permitted 
to remain and take an active part in the legislation of the country to 
which he was so dutiful, while he has passed away, I felt that it was 
a duty resting upon me as one of his associates upon this floor to bear 
but a few words of testimony to his worth as a man and his character 
as a legislator. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress I had the honor to preside over the Com- 
mittee on War Claims of this House, of which he was a member, and Iam 
notsaying too much when I declare that Colonel Robertson was one of the 
most faithful, pai ing, just, and fair-minded men connected with the 
committee. this committee work, and of that I only pro to - 
speak now, he was never behind. He was always at the meetings of 
the committee, and when Colonel Robertson investigated a case he did 
it without passion, without prejudice or predilection in any direction, 
except with a heartfelt desire to arrive ata true and just conclusion in 
regard to its merits. I had occasion to know something of the duties 
of that committee, and I feel, Mr. § er, that it will not be inpia 
for me in this connection to state t if there is any committee in this 
House where a man’s capacity and integrity as well as his industry 
will be more severely tested and where his parts will be more clearly 
developed than in the War Claims Committee, I do not know it. I 
wish to say further, and it is about all I desire to say, that Colonel 
Robertson never, at any time, while friends, personal friends, political 
friends, old people whom he had known in more prosper- 
ous days, were before the committee and called upon him for his assist- 
ance and aid in their behalf, I have never seen him in any manner 
swerve in any direction except to seek to arrive at a just, proper, and 
an honest conclusion in regard to every question which he was called 
to adjudicate or decide. 

Others have spoken more in detail of his life and character. Mr. 
Speaker, all I desire to say I have now said, except to add in conclusion 
that in the providence of God he has gone, and I can only exclaim, in the 
languageof Job, ‘‘ The Lord gaveand the Lord hath takenaway. Blessed 
be the name of the Lord.’’ Peace to the ashes of Colonel Robertson 
and rest to his soul, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, we have paused in the midst of an ex- 
citing session to give expression to our grief at the loss of one of our 
brother members. 

Hon. E. W. Robertson is dead. _Thesolemn word ‘‘death’’ brings to 
us a contemplation of the great fact that all mankind are doomed to 
deeay and dissolution. Life and death were planted within us at the 
beginning. Life and death, the two great laws of nature, continue in 
the struggle for supremacy with the certainty that however long life 
may survive the contest, death will ultimately conquer all. 

Inthe Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth,and Forty-seventh Congresses we heard 
as we satin our seats on the roll-call of members the name of our de- 
ceased friend. His answer was always clear, distinct, and positive. 
His voice is no longer heard. His name has been dropped from our 
rolls; we no longer hear it announced from the Clerk’s desk. His name 
has not been removed from our rolls simply by an order of the House, 
for we were delighted with his presence and companionship. It has 
not been erased by his constituency, for they loyed to honor him and 
had re-elected him as a member of the present Congress. He has gone 
to meet thesummons of his God, To this command we must all, sooner 
or later, bow. 

The name of our departed friend has been transcribed from the roll 
of time to the book of eternity and, we trust, to everlasting life. 

I never knew our d ed brother until I met him in the Forty-fifth 
Congress. I served with himin the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty- 
seventh Congresses. I had not the pleasure of serving on any com- 
mittee with him, but in the Forty-seventh Congress my seat was near 
his. This afforded me the opportunity of a more intimate acquaint- 
ance with him, and enabled me to observe his character. I can testify 
to his genial manners and his social accomplishments which drew to 
him many personal friends. 

He was always watchful of the escape. a the House and never 
failed to express himself upon a measure w. he believed it was his 
duty to do so, but he was not in the habit of addressing the House 
merely with the intention of attracting attention. He was a man of 
good attainments and ability. 
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He was a useful and faithful representative of his constituency, but 
his patriotism embraced the whole country. 

I regarded him as a man of strong convictions, great energy, and con- 
scientious in all that he advocated. He was not what we call a brill- 
iant man; he was a sturdy and honest legislator, whose industry and 
intelligent thought resulted in great good to the country and his con- 
stituents. He was cut down by the scythe of time in the midst of a 
useful career. A laudable ambition toserve one’s country and to be use- 
ful to mankind in our dayis commendable. It is but natural that we 
should wish toliveinhistory. But, afterall, whatisearthly fame? This 
sad occasion reminds us of the uncertainties of life and of the solemn 
thought that e’er long its struggles will be over. Who can believe 
death is the end? Who can say in his heart this is all there is of 
man? Where is the philosopher or seer that can coldly view human- 
ity as the simple output of natural forces, to be relegated to nothing- 
ness? The spark of intelligence implanted in man to go out as the 
lightning’s glare or the whistling of the wind? We instinctively re- 
volt at the thought. x 

No, sir; there is something beyond this life. There must be in the 
nature of things compensation somewhere; we know it is not here. The 
great disparities in the enjoyment and blessings of this world teach 
mehow, there must be an evening up, else jus- 
tice is a mockery and life itself a curse and a snare. 

We can not say to our departed friend, ‘‘ Dust to dust, ashes to ashes,’’ 
and leave him food for the worms, shut up in the gloom of eternal 
night, The soul has separated itself from its earthly prison, and why 
not, if life, the spirit or the soul, can live in our frail ies, and that 
body perish, who can say the spirit has not entered in another form and 
resumed an existence of a higher order and a happier state? 

So live that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable carayan that moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 

His chamber in the silent halls of death, 

Thou go not like the quarry-slave at nigift. 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 


Like one who wraps the SOAT of his couch 
About him and lies down to pleasant dreams, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, Edward White Robertson was born 
in the State of Tennessee in 1823, but in his infancy his parents re- 
moved to Louisiana, where he continued to reside until the day of his 
death. He receiveda collegiate education, and entered upona course of 
legal studies just at the beginning of the Mexican war. Like many of 
the noblest youths of the country at that time, he volunteered as a 
private to serve in that war, and took part in that contest as a member 
of the Second Louisiana Volunteers. Returning to hishome, he entered 
the law school of the University of Louisiana and graduated in 1850. 
In the mean time he had been elected a member of the lower house of 
the Louisiana Legislature, where he rapidly rose to distinction in his 
State. He was re-elected to the same position, and afterwards was 
twice elected auditor of the State. : 

In 1862 he entered the Confederate service as captain of a company, 
and served until the fall of Vicksburg, July 4, 1863, when he was capt- 
ured by the Union forces. He did not again return to the military 
service. At the close of the war he resumed the practice of the law, 
and continued to follow that profession until elected to the Forty-fifth 
Congress. He was re-elected to the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and 
Fiftieth Congresses, but died before the assembling of the latter Con- 
gress, It was my pleasure to serve with him in the three Congresses 
in which he was a member. I found him an earnest, conscientious 
man, of more than ordinary ability, of most exemplary habits and 
pleasing manner. 

He did not take so prominent a part in the debates as did some 
other members, but when he spoke he always commanded the atten- 
tion of the House, and favorably impressed all who heard him. That 
which most attracted my attention and gained my admiration for him 
was the earnestness of his manner and the deep conviction of right 
which actuated him. Such earnestness and candor are always indica- 
tive of honesty and a strict regard for the dictates of conscience. He 
was not an orator in the sense that oratory consists in well-rounded 
periods and high-sounding words; but he wasan orator in the sense that 
oratory consists in a clear statement of the facts and deductions there- 
from in reference to the matter under consideration. When he had 
stated the facts and had drawn his conclusions he resumed his seat and 
left to others that elaboration which more frequently detracts from the 
strength of one’s position than otherwise. 

He was a man of high sense of honor—a gentleman in the truest sense 
of that word. He was courteous to his fellow-members, and in turn 
commanded the highest respect and deference of all with whom he came 
in contact. He was free from concealment, free from cunning and de- 
ception of every kind. He was frank and outspoken, leaving nothing 
in doubt as to his true position. 

He was attentive to his official duties, rarely absent from his seat in 
the House and earnestly devoted to the service of his constituents and 
to the people. His frequent election to positions of honor and public 
trust attests the esteem and admiration in which he was held by the 


people of Louisiana, where he had resided from his infancy. Heleayes 
bebind him a record of official integrity, of personal purity, and of pa- 
triotic devotion to the public weal. His memory will be cherished by 
all who knew him; his loss will be mourned by a large circle of friends 
and relatives, and his State will place his name in the list of those who 
have rendered her faithful and patriotic service. 

Mr. Robertson was the grandson of General James Robertson, who 
was one of the pioneers of Virginia and T having been born in 
Virginia in1742, He was of Scotch-Irish descent, and his character was 
marked by the peculiarities of both races. The grandfather was one 
of the most conspicuous of the pioneers of the Revolutionary period, 
and was engaged in numerous Indian wars, enduring great hardships . 
and performing many heroic deeds, On one occasion, at the head or 
a colony of two hundred and fifty men, in an exposed ae har- 
assed by the Cherokee Indians, his companions were deserting 
him and seeking safer locations. He did not repreach them, but said: 

Each one should do what seems to him his duty. As for myself, my station is 
here, and here I shall stay if every man of you deserts me. 

And he did stay. His declaration on this occasion was not only char- 
acteristic of himself but of his grandson, whose loss we deplore and 
whose virtues we commemorate this day. Where duty called there 
was found Edward White Robertson. It mattered not to him what 
others might door say. He took a firm stand for the right and ad- 
hered to his resolution, no matter whether he was supported or deserted 
by others, 

One of the most, striking and appropriate tributes to his memory 
which his late constituents have conferred upon him was in the elec- 
tion of his son, with great unanimity, as his successor as a member of 
this House. But to do this required, happily, no letting down of the 
high standard which should prevail in choosing Representatives in Con- 
gress. The son is worthy of his sire, as his sire was worthy of his il- 
lustrious grandfather. 

True greatness consists in doing one’s duty. In whatever station of 
life that duty may be, he who performs it well has done all that man 
or God requires. In theservice of the State that which is most requisite 
for stability of government and the prosperity of the people is— 

Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain, 

Such a man was our deceased brother. And now, having ended his 
public service, having performed his whole duty to his State, his coun- 
try, and his fellow-men, we commend his spirit to the fayor and fellow- 
ship of his Creator, 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, with the sun fast sinking in the 
West and the hours of the Fiftieth Congress fast flying to its close, we 
have laid aside for a time the ordinary routine of legislation to pay a 
last tribute to one whose hours on earth are over, but whose life of 
kindly deeds, of able efforts, and patriotic actions lingers in memory 
still as the light lingers in the evening sky after the day has gone. 

Sir, the words are not idle, the phrases are not empty, the tribute is 
not unearned which we pause this afternoon to offer to the memory of 
Edward White Robertson. í 

Elected from Central Louisiana to the Fiftieth Congress by a large 
majority, he died three months before it assembled. A devoted con- 
stituency, with high regard for his faithful service in the past, sent a 
son to sit in the father’s stead. The members of this House from 
other States than Louisiana, whose public life on this floor commenced 
with the Fiftieth Congress, did not know the father upon whose death 
the son was selected to fill the uncompleted term. Hence the eulogies 
that have so far been pronounced have been uttered by friends of former 
years, by comrades and fellow-members of the Congresses before this, 
Full of detail as these enlogies have been, full as they have been of respect 
and appreciation, of affection and esteem, I can add but little more, 
anda part of that little will bea repetition of what has been already said. 

Edward W. Robertson was born about sixty-six years ago, near Nash- 
ville, in Tennessee, aState then as now the mother of noble sons, He 
was brought by his parents when a child of two years to that beauti- 
ful region of Louisiana on the banks of the Mississippi River, to which 
Iberville gave his name. He was educated in Louisiana, Kentucky, 
and Tennessee. As a young collegian, he took front rank in the lect- 
ure room and was a leader in manly sports. On coming of age he de- 
termined to be a lawyer, but had scarcely begun his legal studies when 
he laid them aside to serve on the battle-fields of Mexico. From thence 
he is next found occupying a seat in the Legislature at the early age 
of twenty-four. Graduating afterwards in law, in which he enjoyed a 
successful practice, he was elected again to the Legislature, then to the 
position of State auditor, to which he was re-elected in 1858. 

Such were, in brief, the chief incidents of his life up to the begin 
ning of the civil war. In that tremendous conflict which showed, 
through blood and agony, through desolation and tears, that the Con- 
stitution as the fathers made it was not a sufficient bond of union, and 
that for the perpetuation of the Union hereafter citizenship and its in- 
herent obligation, allegiance, must be extended so as to make the citi- 
zen a citizen not of the State alone, but of the United States—in that 
tremendous conflict, amid those tragic scenes, he was an earnest andan 
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active participant. He marched, fought, and endured side by side 
with his neighbors, his friends,and his countrymen, and like them, 
when defeat came, devoted his energies to healing the ghastly wounds 
that war had made. 

Recognizing the ability with which he had served in so many sta- 
tions, it is not remarkable that he was selected by his people in 1876 
as a candidate for membership in this House. Elected in that year to 
the Forty-fifth Congress, he was re-elected to the Forty-sixth, again to 
the Forty-seventh, and once more, after an interval, to the Fiftieth 
Congress, and would have taken his seat on this floor after being elected 
for the fourth time, had not death ended forever his legislative career. 

He would have come no stranger here, but would have been among 
friends, some of whom served with him for six years, who loved his 
genial qualities and respected his mental attainments, and who have 
told this evening in glowing terms of his virtues and his worth. 

Ishall not attempt, Mr. Speaker, to add to what they have said 
abont his legislative career. Words from the lips of those who served 
with him through all that period, tributes offered by those who were 
engaged with him, on one side or the other, in legislative contests oft 
pens earnest, are more precious than any that I could utter or I could 
offer. 

I knew, but not intimately, the colleague for whom we mourn, for 
the generation of public men in Louisiana among whom he moved and 
by whom he was best known, was my father’s morethan mine. I well 
knew, however, of the esteem in which he was held, not only in the 
district which so often honored him, but by the people of the whole 
State whose faithful public servant he had also been: 

It would have been singular indeed had he not been held in high 
esteem. As asoldier who served with gallantry in two wars, as a 
civilian who adorned every station which he had filled, what right had 
he not won to honor and esteem? Twice sent to the Legislature; 
elected again and again to a high State office; four times selected as a 
Representative in Congress, his record in all these positions bears no 
mark of calumny or of shame. It is white and unsullied as the marble 
slab that marks his tomb. 

My dead colleague lived a life and held a creed which in great meas- 
ure robbed the dread hereafter of its terrors; but making life on earth 
pleasant to others as he did, he had a keen appreciation of its joys him- 
self. A wise counselor, an earnest advocate, an able legislator, ever 
zealous for the interests that clients or constituents had committed to 
his care, his love for manly sports gave at times fresh zest to his labors 
in their behalf. He loved to breathe the open air outside of courts 
and legislative halls. He loved the woods and fields, the shady dells 
where crystal streams and placid pools seemed made for lovers of the 
angler’sart. He loved the chase. The whirr of wild-fowl’s wings, the 
notes of hunter’s horn, the deep baying of hounds in close pursuit, all 
made sweet melody to his ears. 

But now, alas, the hand that was skilled with rod or pen alike, the 
voice that moved juries or contended for right and justice before the 
courts where the law is interpreted, or here where the laws are made, 
that hand is motionless, that voice is hushed in death. 

When last in this Chamber he sat yonder full of life and vigor, and 
looking forward to many years more of usefulness, To-day he sleeps 
on a distant hillside a thousand miles and more away. 

Close by that silent form is the home to which happiness and sun- 
shine ever came when he was near. Not far off the white towers ofthe 
State capitol, where thirty years ago he served, lift their lofty sum- 
mits, fit emblems of the uprightness of his life. Near by also flows 
the great river whose banks witnessed his childhood’s early sports, and 
to deepen whose shullows and control whose mighty floods were given 
his manhood’s grandest efforts. < 

While he sleeps so silent there, the phenomena of nature will go on 
in their appointed courses just the same as if he and all the hosts who 
sleep with him had never lived or never died. The days will continue 
to come and go in splendor, with dawn’s red light and sunset’s blush. 
The nights will ever gem the sky with stars. The seasons, as in all 
time, will mantle the earth with bloom, or verdure will deck the fields 
with harvests or shroud them with snow. And as the hours and days 
and seasons come and go, by a kind provision for our happiness, time 
will dull, as it ever does, the keen edge of grief. In the years that are 
to come it may be, it mustbe, a consolation to the sons and daughters 
now grown to man’s and woman’s estate—to her who has been lelt to 
go down the path alone without the dear companion with whom she 
“ climbed the hill thegither’’—it must be some solaca to them to feel 
that the priceless heritage of a name honored, esteemed, and beloved 
is theirs. 

Sorrow for his loss did not come to them alone, for when their dear- 
est companion, counselor, and protector was taken, not only was a lov- 
ing husband and devoted father lost to them, but the State was deprived 
of an able and a faithful representative, poverty and distress were 
reft of a kind and sympathetic friend, justice losta devoted champion, 
patriotism a bright ornament, Christianity a conspicuous exemplar ! 
dix] McMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 

x. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I now move the adoption of the resolutions, 


The motion was agreed to. 
And then, on motion of Mr. BLANCHARD (at 5 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. E. P, ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12298) for the relief of Wilbur 
F. Cogswell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12294) granting a pension 
to William T. Hudnall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 12295) for the relief of Fanny 
Mason L. Janney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 12296) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph W. McConnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12297) for the relief of 
the estate of John M. Campbell, deceased—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 12298) granting a pension to Dr. D. 
B. Goldsmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12299) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. 
Tomlinson, administratrix of the estate of William E. Tomlinson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12300) for the relief of Mary C. Shields—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12301) for the relief of C. S. Farrar, administrator 
mi the estate of Gray W. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 12302) granting a pension to Parker 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester 
Gaven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of A. M. Monroe and 44 others, 
of Decatur, Miss.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER: A joint resolution relative to a division of 
Dakota, and the admission of each division as a State—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of J. W. Pike and 66 other citizens, 
and of Daniel L. Akey and 62 others, citizens of St. Joseph, Mich., in 
favor ot pure Jard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, CARUTH: Papers relating to the bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Margaret Jane Lovell to accompany the bill H. R. 12044—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A joint resolution relative to a division of the 
Territory of Dakota and the admission of each division as a State—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Jesse R. Wright, administrator of Nancy 
Wright, of Hardin County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of post-office clerks for relief—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, FORNEY: Petition of Charles A. Comer, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of the board of county commissioners 
of Bottineau County, Dakota, for relief—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of post-office clerks, for relief—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Turnverein, against the Blair 
Sunday bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Dr. J. T. Akin and others, of New Rich- 
mond, Pa., in favor of pure lard and pure food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of H. B. Metcalf, of Montgomery 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Commiitee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of G. T. Wolf and others, of Salem, 
Ohio, in favor of pure lard and pure food and drugs—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PLUMB: Affidavit of Mary J. Downer and of Herbert W. 
Oldham, in support of the claim of Jane Johnson for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the administrator of James Cun- 
ningham, of Franklin County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition relating to the duty on logs—to the Come 
mittee on Ways and Means. s 
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SENATE, 
MONDAY, January 21, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

-Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, there is evidently not a quorum 
present. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
suggesting the absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and after some delay the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Allison, wes, Hoar, pannen 

A Dolph, Ingalls, Si bridge, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Brown, Mitchell, Vance, 
Butler, Farwell, Morrill, Vest, 
Chandler, Faulkner, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hale, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hampton, Sawyer, 
Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] are present in the Fi- 
nance Committee room on duty, and I hope their names will be en- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ] has responded to his name. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
is detained and might as well be entered as present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not do that. 

Mr, REAGAN, Mr. PLATT, Mr, GEORGE, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. AL- 
DEICH entered the Chamber and responded to their names. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, further proceedings under the call will be dis- 

with, if there be no objection. The Secretary will read the 

Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

The Secretary ed to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
aac January 19,1889, but before concluding was interrupted 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved February 3, 1887, certified copies of the 
final ascertainmentof electors for President and Vice-Presidentappointed 
by the States of Colorado, West Virginia, and Minnesota; which were 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, to lie 
on the table. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate 2 communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting the report of Dr. B. A. 
Gould, as American delegate to the international committee of weights 
and measures, held at Paris in September and October last, and a dis- 
patch from Mr, McLane, United States minister at Paris, communi- 
eating a copy of the special report of the international committee, es- 
timating the expenditures of the committee for the year 1889 at the 
usual sum of 100,000 francs and assessing the United States the sum 
of 10,111 franes; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of October 12, 1888, 
a report from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, submitting an 
estimate of the cost of the improvement of the Willamette River be- 
tween Portland and Oswego, in Oregon, by the removal of bars and 
deepening the channel so as to admit of the navigation of that river by 
deep-draught vessels; which, with the accompanying report, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair whether the answer of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the resolution in regard to the sugar 
frauds was laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was laid before the Senate on Sat- 
urday, and ordered to lie on the table until the Senator from Massa- 
pray came in. 

r. HOAR. I move that the letter and accom be 
printed and referred to the Select Committee to Dianne tose the Om 
dition of the Civil Service, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] is chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATUE OF LEWIS CASS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication; which was read: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, MICHIGAN, 
Lansing, Mich., January 16, 1889. 
Drar Sir: I have the pleasure at this time to inform you, and through you 
the Senate, that in acceptance of the invitation contained in section 1814 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, a statue in marble of Lewis Cass has been 
made in pursuance of an act of the cy, erp of this State, passed at its bien- 
nial ion in 1885, and which statue is the work of the celebrated American 
sculptor, Mr. D. O. French, of Concord, Mass. The same has been panoa in tho 
old of the House of Representatives at the Capitol of the United States in 
the custody of the Architect of such Capitol. 
work is now presented to the Congress of the United States as one of the 
=e contributed by the State of Michigan in pursuance of the invitation afore- 
said, 
I write you at this time that such further action may be taken in the matter by 
Conros as may ft sega expedient. 
ery respectfully, yours, 
i CYRUS G. LUCE, Governor, 
Hon. JOHN J. INGALLS, . 
President of Senate of United States, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, in response to the letter I will state 
that on the morning of February 18, at the close of the morning busi- 
ness, I shall present resolutions expressive of the sense of the Senate 
and make a few remarks thereupon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the letter will lie on the 
table. y 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of underwriters on 
marine risks of New York City, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 8855, providing for a new light-ship with a steam fog-signal off 
Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARWELL presented petitions of 150 membersof the Methodist 
Church of Savoy, Ill. ; of 36 citizens of Illinois; of 11 members of the 
Baptist Church of Berwick, Ill. ; of members of the United Presbyte- 
rian Church of Paxton, IlL, and of members of the South Baptist 
Church of Belvidere, I., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, Ill., praying for the removal of ial taxes or li- 
censes on wholesale liquor-dealers and rectifiers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
citizens who are residents of the Territories, praying that in the acts 
for the admission of any of the Territories women shall be allowed to 
vote for delegates to the State constitutional convention or conven- 
tions, and at the elections for the adoption of the constitution in every 
Territory where the Territorial Legislature has passed a law provid- 
ing that women may vote, etc. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 1,559 residents of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law, against needless Sunday 
work, Government Sunday mails, and interstate commerce on the Sab- 
bath; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of non-commissioned officers 

and privates of Battery E, Fourth United States Artillery, and a pe- 
tition of non-commissioned staif and band officers of the Fourth United 
States Artillery, praying that the act creating a retired-list for enlisted 
men, approved February 25, 1885, be amended so as to require twenty- 
five years’ service instead of thirty years; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
- He also presented the petition of Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, of Van- 
couver, Wash., daughter of the late Michael Fitzgerald, a private in 
Company G, Sixth United States Infantry, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of members of the Westminster 
Presbyterian Church of Minneapolis, Minn.; a petition of 101 citizens 
of the State of Minnesota; a petition of citizens of Rushford, Minn. ; 
a petition of 134 citizens of the State of Minnesota; a petition of the 
Evangelical ministers’ meeting of Minneapolis, Minn., and a petition 
of 111 citizens of the State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Turnverein Germania, of St, 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of a Sunday-rest law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the passage of an act to prevent dumpage 
in the Mississippi River so as to obstruct navigation; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also penen the petition of Hon. P. Cudmore and other citizens 
of Faribault, Minn., praying for legislation providing for the purchase 
of Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


Mr, ALLISON presented petitions of the Presbyterian, Cong 
tional, and Baptist Churches of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the 
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of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on 


ucation and ae raed ae 2 = 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of certain postal clerks, praying for 
a readjustment of their salaries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the merchants of New York repre- 
senting the Florida sponge fisheries, remonstrating against placing 
Sponges on the free-list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of W, H. Sawyer and others, lum- 
bermen and residents of Worcester, Mass., praying for an additional 
duty on manufactured lumber imported from countries which place an 
export duty on logs and shingle-bolts and other wood equivalent to 
such export duty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young, reported 
it with amendments. a 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims urising from Indian depredations, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3865) to provide for writs of 
error or appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States in all cases 
involving the question of the jurisdiction of the courts below; which 
was read twice by its title, 


OMAHA, DODGE CITY AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, 
re: clog. ann Southern Railway Company to build its road across 
the ys military reservation, introduced by the junior Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. PLUMB], to report it back to the Senate without 
amendment and recommend its There have been two similar 
bills reported favorably from the committee. This is practically an 
abandoned military reservation. 

Mr. PLUMB. In viewof the facts as stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, and in view of the further fact that apparently the parties are 
awaiting the of this bill in order to commence work upon the 
line of paleo poea the reservation, I ask for the passage of the bill 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the bill just reported. It will 
be read at length for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it takes no time, I shall not object. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern Railway Com- 
pany, a ration in the State of Kansas, be, and is hereby, ted a right 
of way, not to exceed 100 feet in width, across the Fort Hays m reserva- 
tion, upon such line as may be approved by the Secretary of War, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and 
fallen timber on Indian lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3859) granting a on to Sarah 
T. Dinsmore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3860) granting a n to 
Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3861) providing for certain lights 
and other works connected with the Light-House Establishment, on the 
coast of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a, bill (S, 3862) providing for the erection of 
certain light-house structures and fog-signals on the coast of Massa- 
chusetts, and for the construction of a new steam-tender for service on 
that coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
ey DOCK introdused bill (S. 3863) 

Mr. PAD a . gan @ pension to 
Evelyn W. Miles; which was read twice by its title, po, fer to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments in- 
tended to be pro; Nek paran sae cette ppd $o = general nay aed 
appropriation ; which were referred to minittee on Appro- 
st aR and ordered to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; and 

A bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heayy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 3782) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act de- 
claring that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin areand 
have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act 

ting to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the 

nited States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’’ approved September 10, 1888; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

RECEIVING-SHIP CLAIMS, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for 

its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secret 
ate a statement concerning 


of the Treas po Sooma te Lazio to tie Ban 


total amount of such claims now pending, and any estimate which ma; 
been made in the Treasury Department of the probable total amo 

be also directed to inform the Senate 

whether or not, either in the office of the Fourth Auditor or Second Comptroller, 

allowances for eet ong on re- 


Department attorneys or claim agents have inserted 
newspapers inviting correspondence from the heirs of officers or men of the 
rk a supposed to be entitled to extra allowances on account of sea service on 
receiving-ships; and if so, whether to the knowledge of the De ent such 
advertisements have been Sh eri after the attorneys or agents have obtained 
access to or knowledge of of claimants from the accounting officers of the 


Treasury Department; and that the said Secretary be also directed to furnish 


to the Senate without delay a statement of all other material facts on the sub- 
ject of said receiving-ship s within the knowledge of the Treasury Depart- 
men 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VANCE. I feel it my duty to object to the consideration of that 
or any other business unless I can obtain unanimous consent for an ex- 
tension of the time fixed limiting the debate on the tariff bill to twenty- 
four hours. The most important of all the schedules is the woolen 
schedule—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rules and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6963) to increase the pension of Mrs, Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 9051, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rey- 
enue. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President——- - 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill yield to the Senator from North Carolina in 
one moment. I ask unanimous consent that at 3 o’clock to-day the 
rule ENET; debate to five minutes may be applied to this bill. 

Several MEMBERS, Say 2 o'clock, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Two o’clock is su; I will say 2 o'clock to- 
day, allowing ten minutes instead of five. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that at 2 o'clock this afternoon—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Is 3 o’clock. 

jee ALLER: Very well; I will modify my request and say 3 
o 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that at 3 o’clock this afternoon—— = 

Mr. VANCE. Ishall feel compelled to object to that, sir. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr, Brown]. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire before the subject passes away to make the 
sppe which I undertook to make a few moments ago. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator to make a request except conditionally. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that the time for the discussion of this tariff 
question be extended twenty-four hours from the time fixed by the 
agreement that we have already made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original agreement was that 
the vote should be taken at 1 o’clock this afternoon, By su uent 
agreement that period was extended until to-morrow at 1 o’clock. The 
Senator from North Carolina asks unanimous consent that the agree- 
ment be further extended so that the vote shall be taken on the bill 
and the pending amendments at 1 o’clock on Wednesday. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to say in support of that request that the 
most important, as it occurs to many of us, ofall the schedules has not 
yet been touched. It was kept back outof its order whenit was regu- 
larly reached, at the request of the Senator from Iowa, and to confine 
us now to a five-minute debate, with the little remnant of time re- 
maining to us, is not doing justice to the importance of that great sub- 
ject. 

I trust, inasmuch as we have been able to this thing har- 
moniously by unanimous consent so far, that twenty-four hours more 
will be given, and that the time be given to the wool schedule, and 
not subject to be taken up by anything else that may be thrust in at 
the discretion of Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina I will say that we have proceeded with as much dili- 
gence as possible in the consideration of the bill. We have lost nota 
moment. It is true that the wool schedule has been passed over. I 
am ready this morning to take up the wool schedule. We have already 
arranged for a night session, Iam quite sure that there is ample 
time between now and 1 o’clock to-morrow, the time for the final 
vote, to debate the wool schedule so far as detail is concerned, 

I hope the Senator from North Carolina will not ask for an exten- 
sion of time, Weare so pressed with every sort of business at this 
session that it will be almost impossible for us to get on unless we get 
this bill out of the way to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE. If we could take the wool schedule and adhere to it 
and nothing else we should perhaps have somewhat reasonable time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was with that view, I will state to the Senator 
from North Carolina, that I su that at 3 o’clock we limit the 
debate, I know how easy itis, astheSenator well knows, to getaway from 
the ial ph under consideration into a general discussion of 
the tariff. So, I think if the Senator will allow us to limit the debate 
say at 3 o’clock to-day and take up the wool schedule immediately, or 
in a few minutes, after the amendment of the Senator from Georgia is 
disposed of, it will not be necessary to extend the time beyond 1 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Iowa what appropriation 
bills have passed the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. None. 

Mr. HOAR. We have but thirty-three secular days remaining of 
this session after to-morrow, and the time to be occupied in ascertain- 
ing and declaring the result of the Presidential election is to come out 
of that. So really we shall have but between four and five weeks for 
what usually occupies thirteen weeks and crowds us. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not want to be considered obstinate, sir, but we 
have no assurance how long the question of rice is going to occupy the 
time of the Senate. Then the lumber schedule is to be taken up—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
North Carolina. Instead of 1 o’clock makeit3. That will give ustwo 
hours more. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not consent to any limit of debate to-day unless 
the time shall be extended as I have requested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 287 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

287. Rice.—Cleaned, 2} cents per pound; uncleaned, 1} cents; paddy, licents. 
Broken rice or rice-flour which will pass through a sieve commercially known 
as No. 12 wire sieve, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isubmit two amendments to be offered to the pend- 
ing bill, and ask that they be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island submits two amendments to the pending 
bill; which will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is rather late in this debate, but 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN] made some allusions to South- 
ern industries which I think it proper to examine very briefly before 
the Senate. I would not interfere at this time with the discussion of 
the particular items of this bill if I did not feel thatit was a duty I owe to 


my own State to say something in reply, or rather iu explanation of what 
I conceive to be the drift of the remarks of the Senator from Georgia. 

Capital is re ted by money, and credit is the power to concen- 
trate it upon giving a promise of repayment, with interest or profits, 
Money is worth nothing except as a token of value by which ex- 
changes of articles of real or supposed use to the human family can be 
conveniently made. The value of a dollar is always fixed by agree- 
ment, expressed or implied, when it is given in exchange for any com- 

lity- 

When it is given in payment of a debt its redeeming power is fixed 
by law. So many dollars of money for so many dollars of debt is the 
tender that is made legal by statute. In all other transactions money 
has a purchasing power, dependent upon the agreement of the persons 
who are trading. It has no redeeming power supported by the law of 
the land. As a purchasing power there is a universal standard of the 
value of money for which there is no substitute, but to which there 
are exceptions caused by varying circumstances, That universal stand- 
ard is food, raiment, fuel, and shelter. The cost of these is measured 
strictly by demand and supply. > 

Demand and supply fix the value, in these elements of human sub- 
sistence and comfort, of every dollar that is-used in transferring them 
from the hands of the producer to those of the consumer, 

A bushel of wheat that is worth $5 in a famine would be worth only 
80 cents in a time of abundance. The demand and supply of wheat 
haul the prices of the dollars up and down as hot and cold raise and 
lower the mercury in a thermometer. 

One hundred million bushels of wheat demand the use of $100,000,- 
000, or of $500,000,000, according to the abundance or scarcity of 
wheat, not according to the abundance or scarcity of dollars. 

Capital is the aggregation of money and its t incident, credit, 
but the wants of mankind for food, raiment, fuel, and shelter fix and 
regulate the value of capital whether it is in the form of money or 
credit. Money is a bad thing when it can not purchase these elements 
of human existence and social organization. 

It is the productions of these elementary industries that furnish food, 
raiment, fuel, and shelter to mankind, that fix the value of money in 
the first instance and in the most important respects. 

The necessities of mankind force them to have these dollars redeemed 
in these productions, They are the real capital of the world, and the 
indi ble basis of all that human existence depends upon, and 
that also supports the human family in every stage of social, commer- 
cial, and manufacturing development. 

Agriculture, in supplying food and textiles for clothing to the peo- 
ple, is the foremost agency in regulating the value of money, and in 
the supply of what is called capital, whether it is money or credit. 

The country that has the most productive agriculture, in reach of 
the channels of exchange, ought to be the richest country. 

In such a country, if the agriculturists are poor or greatly embar- 
rassed with debt, we must know that the laws are unwise. such a 
case debt represents agriculture artificially depressed and money arti- 
ficially increased in its purchasing power. The laws that produce this 
result reverse the laws of nature and imperil all the laborious indus- 
tries. 

The South, in depending for the permanent prosperity of the people 
upon increased agricultural productions suited to soil and climate, 
chosen the wisest course. 

To cut down agricultural productions for the purpose of a'tem 
increase of their prica, by laws that burden and overload the farmers 
with taxes, is to lock up the real fountain sources of wealth. 

Such laws react upon that industry and tend to degrade it. For a 
time such laws may increase the gains of the farmers, but they depress 
the value of money with reference to food and raiment, so that the 
people can not buy their productions except to supply their extreme 
necessities. A people starved on account of the high prices of food 
are not customers for the farmers. They can never be held in 
that condition while the earth holds out an inducement for tilling the 
soil. The factories will empty their labor into the fields whenever the 
laws create a short supply and high prices for food and for the mate- 
rial of which raiment is made. 

It is the business of all mankind to keep the prices of food and rai- 
ment down to the capacity of the consumers to buy them from the 
farmers. This competition never can cease while a short supply of food 
and raiment produces hunger and nakedness, 

The farmer never turns a furrow that does not place him in com 
tition with every other industry. This unceasing pressure is quite 
enough of burden for him to endure. He should be left free, without 
artificial burdens, to work out his hard but noble task. If encourage- 
ment is given by law to any industry it should be given to agricult- 
ure, but its interests are never promoted either by diminishing 
the crops or by taxing the hunger and nakedness of the consuming 
classes to increase the prices of food and raiment. 

The laws of human necessities which enable the agriculturists to 
measure the value of money should be left free to regulate the entire 
sweep of the relations of agriculture to all other pursuits. 

I must, therefore, declare my opposition to tax laws that disturb 
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these relations. I would not cause any class of people to go hungry 
and naked in order to increase the profits of agriculturists, nor would 
I load taxes upon them for the purpose of building up other industries 
at their expense. 

I rely upon agriculture in the South as the leading and best and 
safest industry for the enriching of the people, and I would as soon ad- 
vise those people to suffer their lands to grow poor for want of fertili- 
zation as to advise them to abandon their fields in order to diversify 
their pursuits, and to increase the price of their crops for a short period 
by decreasing their annual yields. 

It is a grave mistake to suppose that we can benefit the South by 
decreasing any crop that is suited to the climate and soil. 

What we have need to do is to increase our crops and to diversify 
them, and not to decrease them by drawing the labor engaged in agri- 
culture into other pursuits. Agriculture is the chief source of the sup- 
ply of money to the South, drawn from the whole civilized world, and 
it will continue to be. This money, saved to the people by low taxes 
and wise economy, becomes a fund that will search out new fields of 
investment and add to the wealth of the country; but if we neglect 
agriculture we will dry up the stream at the fountain. 

Tron, coal, and timber are immense resources of wealth added to ourag- 
ricultural wealth. They may equal the value even of cotton, our great 
staple, in a few years, butitisas idle to relax our hold on the money this 
crop will produce as it was for the dog in the fable, while crossing the 
brook, to drop his bone into the stream while attempting to add its 
shadow to his store of food. 

We have no need to abandon agriculture in order to make iron or 
lumber, or to raise coal from our mines. We need all our resources, 
and only ask to be allowed to save something from the hundreds of 
millions of dollars that our agriculture produces annually to enable 
us to add to our population the classes who are skilled in the manu- 
facture of our other rich materials and will convert them into addi- 
tional wealth. 

It is said that this process is too slow; that we need capital in the 
South to develop our coal and iron mines and to work up our forests 
into merchandise, and that the capital will not come to our iron and 
coal fields without special inducements created by law in the shape of 
high taxes on all consumers. If agriculture is the mother of capital 
and gathers it from the remotest parts of the earth, and if it is abo 
the redeemer of money over the counter of the great bank of supply for 
human necessities, there is no reason why so vast a yield as the South 
furnishes in its crops to the hunger and nakedness of the world should 
not accumulate capital with rapidity. 

This accumulation of capital has been largely prevented, I know, 
by the drain of taxation we have had to endure while establishing in 
the wilderness the foundations of our mother industry, agriculture. 
Then, far more than three thousand millions of dollars of accumu- 
lated wealth were swept off by the civil war, and that must be re- 
placed before our real prosperity can be increased. 

But we have advanced very rapidly in making up these losses, and 
have already raised and invested in our mineral and lumber industries 
a vast sum of money, far in excess of that which has been supplied 
from the Northern States. While doing this we have increased our 
cotton crop from three to seven million bales. To the earnings of this 
eop and to railroad enterprise, and not to the tariff, all this progress 
is due. 

I have known from my boyhood the riches of Alabama in coal, iron, 
and timber, and in many other mineral resources of which little has 
been said or thought. What is now revealed to the surprised intelli- 
gence of the country as to the value of these natural resources is not 
half-way up to the conceptions that I had of their magnitude long be- 
fore a railroad penetrated our mineral regions. We are only in the 

ing of this great development, and yet we have the full mastery 
of the production of hematite pig-iron in the whole world. This re- 
sult has been a plain deduction from well-known facts for a half cen- 


tury. 

In all of the early reports on projected railroad routes and river im- 
provements in Alabama, back to 1840, will be found the most vivid 
statements and the most confident prognostics of the extent and riches 
of our coal and iron fields. Their conjectures are already eclipsed by 
the reality. These calculations led to great activity in building rail- 
roads when iron T-rails cost $70 aton. Railroads were being built 
from Mobile to Chicago, and to Montgomery, and to Girard, from Mont- 
gomery to Atlanta, and to Nashville, and from Memphis to Charleston, 
trom Chatanooga to New Orleans, from Selma to Dalton, and to Me- 
ridian, from Montgomery to Eufaula, besides many shorter lines in 
Alabama, as early as 1845. 

The farmers were the chief contractors and the principal stock- 
holders in these railroads. In Georgia and Alabama rai as far 
as completed, were earning good dividends on their stock, and no coun- 
try has ever engaged more earnestly or more successfully than the 
South in building its railroads on its own capital upto 1861. The war 
stopped it all, 

If we had completed even two or three of these railroads in Alabama 
we shonld have created a market for coal and iron that would have 


yielded usas much profit and as rapid an advance in prosperity as came 
to our mineral region just as scon as these railroads were completed. 

We would have owned these railroads and would have had them in 
fall operation at least by the year 1870. We were then diversifying 
our pursuits by putting the money we earned in our fields into rail- 
roads in order to reach the markets with our coal and iron. 

We were not diversifying our industries by destroying our main re- 
liance for wealth, in order to build up new and different schemes for 
making money. 

Our plan was then, and now is, to ‘‘try all things,” and yet ‘‘hold 
fast to that which is good.” 

We were making rapid preparation to op for ourselves, with our 
own capital and energies, and with a skill which we think the history 
of the war has proved equal to any requirement. 

Our capital was large accumulated wealth in money, our State banks 
in the South had a gold capital that supplied, at three dollars of circula- 
tion for one of gold in their vaults, all the money that we needed, and quite 
as much and quite as good for our purposes as the national-bank cir- 
culation, which only has the credit of the Government as a fund for its 
redemption. 

Another element of capital was slave labor. Whether this was right 
or wrong, human or inhuman, it had the guaranty of the Constitution 
of the United States forits continued existence, As capital its power 
was enormous. : 

It was not as a mass highly inteligent, but the labor of the African 
race is that which now actually moves and supports the new progress 
in mineral development thatisso astonishing. As slave labor ft would 
have been still more efficient under the control of the slaveholding 
railroad builders and owners of mines, foundries, and factories than it 
is now, in a very demoralized condition, under the control of men who 
hire that labor. 

I do not assert that we could haye reached the highest development 
in manufactures using negro slave labor alone; still there are many in- 
stances which I could state from my own knowledge of very high me- 
chanical skill, and skill inthe manipulation of iron ores and in smelt- 
ing, among the negro slaves. 

I do assert that we could and would have placed this labor under the 
direction of skilled white men, as we were accustomed to do in the cot- 
ton plantations, and they would have done more and better work than 
they do now. And then, as now, they would have done the larger part 
of the work in the iron, coal, and lumber industries. 

We were ready to open these wonderful stores of wealth, and were 
making all the needful preparations with great rapidity and with the 
most earnest pw that ever moved in a grand busticas enterprise, 
when the war prostrated and sealed up all these enterprises. 

When we came out of the war our railroads were destroyed, our 
money was gone, our labor was lost, and all it had cost the generations 
that had put their money in slaves was swept away. 

It is a wonderful story that reveals the power of our natural resources 
to attract capital to our Southern fields of industry. Capital, timid 
as it is said to be, rushes to the center of attractive investment as the 
air presses in upon the vortex of a cyclone. 

In the South this vacuum had to be filled, and money poured in 
upon us to take the place of the $300,000,000 in values that had been 
destroyed by the war. 

The first investment was in cotton-planting, and hundreds of mill- 
ions of Northern capital was employed at once in raising cotton, then 
worth 50 cents a pound, and cotton-lands were then in great demand at 
high prices. 

It requires peculiar skill and experience to grow cotton, and the 
capitalists who went into amateur cotton-growing soon settled their ac- 
counts in the courts of bankruptcy. 

The railroad builders of the North, through the power of the en- 
franchised negroes, seized upon the credit of the States to create sub- 
sidies for the building of our incomplete lines. : 

They got all our corporations, strangled all the stock, seized our 
State credit to vamp up their issues of mortgage bonds, and in Ala- 
bama they ran up the State debt from $4,500,000 to $32,000,000 in less 
than six years, and with the funds thus raised they finished the same 
roads and on the same lines that we were building in 1861 when the 
war stopped our progress. : 

They opened to the markets these treasures of wealth, the barriers 
to which we had so nearly removed, and capital greedily sought out 
the best fields for investment. 

The first movements, and the most profitable, were made by South- 
ern men with Southern capital earned in the cotton-fields of the South,’ 

The opportunity for speculation was so good that capital came rush-, 
ing in from all quarters, England and Germany furnishing as much or, 
more than the Northern States. Nota dollar of it, when wisely in- 
vested in coal, iron, and timber lands, has failed to yield a great profit 
Not a dollar so invested during the next twenty-five years will to 
return ample profit. But this is the true statement of the causes that 
have lifted up the prosperity of the mineral and timber districts of 
Alabama. ‘The tariff had no more to do with this wonderful ress) 
than it had to do with the divine councils that laid the coal and iron 
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= such h Secale and vast abundance close together in the bosom of 
e earth, : 

When we remember that almost every dollar of money that has been 
used or that will be used in this great mineral development has been 
furnished its true value by the labors of the agriculturist in some part 
of the earth, we should turn our thoughts to that industry as the solid 
and enduring basis of all this show of increased wealth. 

After all, this new wealth only means the power to purchase more 
of food and raiment and to supply more of fuel and shelter to this and 
coming generations of men. 

In Alabama there is an evident and constant shrinkingin the profits 
of agriculture. I have not time to go into all or even a considerable 
number of these causes. The most prominent of them are the with- 
drawal of labor from the cotton-fields, the usury that must be paid to 
capitalists to draw money into the cotton industry, and the high taxes 
our people must pay who grow cotton, without any compensation. 

Mr. President, I have laid down these propositions, which I think 
are incontrovertibly true, for the purpose of showing that it will not in- 
crease the prosperity of the Southern States, and particularly of the 
Stateof Alabama, to cause the people of that country by force of oppress- 
ive laws to give up the production of cotton and turn their attention 
and their capital and resources of every kind into a new field of in- 
dustry. Whenever we in Alabama, we in the South, we in the United 
States, set our faces against the prosperity of agriculture we reduce 
the power of this people and this Government in a way that can be 
done by no other agency that can be devised. It is irreclaimable, and 
it is an awful thing to break down by the burden of taxation that one 
industry which, I take occasion to repeat again, through its crops and 
its yield, comprises the value sooner or later of every dollar of capital 
that passes through the hands of the human family. 

These are the remarks that I desire to submit in explanation rather 
than in ay. to the position taken by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BUTLER. During my absence from the Senate on the last leg- 
islative day the Senator from Rhode Island said: B 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is especially unfortunate, I think, that the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who addressed the Senate on this subject the 
other day, is now absent from hisseat, as there seems to be a radical ‘erence 
of opinion between these representatives of two rice-producing States as to the 
necessity of protection on this article— 

Referring to the speech made by my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown] who sits on my left. 

The Senator from South Carolina stated the other day thatthere was no n 
sity for any duty on it, that it could be produced as cheaply here as anywhere 
in the world, while the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brows] now thinks that the 
present rate, which is 113 per cent. ad valorem, is inadequate for the protection 
of rice in the State of Georgia. Perhaps this item had better go over until we 
see whether an agreement can not be reached as to the facts between the Sena- 
tors specially interested in the question. 

Now, I havea proposition tosubmit to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and let us see if he will, as I remarked the other day, meet me half way 
on this proposition. I repeat now to the Senator that if he will reduce 
the tariff on farming implements and on clothing which the laborers 
in the rice-fields and the planters who own the rice plantations and 
employ the laborers have to use to anything like a respectable rate so 
as to cheapen the articles necessary in the culture of rice, I will stand 
by the proposition which I made to him the other day. I await a re~ 
ply from him upon that proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the colloquy which took place between the 
Senator from South Carolina and myself the other day, which Iam not 
able to pnt my hand on now—I hope he has it—— 

Mr. BUTLER. It is on page 1035 of the RECORD of January 20. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were no conditions as to what should be 
done for South Carolina, and that was not involved inmy question. I 
asked the Senator whether, if there were no duties onrice whatsoever, 
the people engaged in the production of rice in South Carolina and 
Georgia could compete with the cooly labor of India, and he said dis- 
tinctly that they could. 

Mr. BUTLER. I repeat that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was no question about protection to any 
other industry involved in that statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I hope the Senator will confine himself to 
what was then said. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to know what the Senator thinks upon the 
subject. Does he think they can? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think they can. I think the protection of 
rice in the Senate bill is sufficient, and it is greater than the rate of 
protection afforded to the articles to which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask the Senator if he is willing to make a 
reduction in the articles which the planters and the laborers in the rice- 
fields have to use which are necessary to them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Such as sugar. 

Mr. BUTLER. Take woolen clothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We propose to put 40 per cent. ad valorem upon 
woolen clothing above the duty placed on wool; and the rate we propose 
on rice is equal to 50 percent. Agricultural implements pay 45 per cent. 
advalorem. Iam quite willing that the duty on rice should be fixed at 
the rate which is placed upon agricultural implements and the cotton 
eloths and other articles which the planters of South Carolina use. 


Mr. BUTLER. With the same conditions surrounding the people 
who produce the woolen cloths and the agricultural implements that 
surround the rice-planters and laboring classes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the Senator means by ‘‘ condi- 
tions.” If he means the physical conditions—— ~ 

Mr. BUTLER. Imean the condition necessary to the production 
of these articles, the circumstances incident to the production of these 
articles. Is the Senator willing to reduce the rate of duty on neces- 
saries of life used by the rice-planters and laborers in proportion to the 
reduction on rice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty upon rice at present is 113 per cent. ad 
valorem. ‘There is no article which the rice-planters use which has 
over 45 per cent. protection, and we propose to give the rice-planters 
50 per cent. by this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not that an excessive rate of duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Fifty per cent.? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. Is not that excessive under the circum- 
stances? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; on articles used by the rice-planters, farming 
implements and scythe-blades, axes, hammers, and iron in its various 
forms, and woolen clothing and shoes and hosiery. Is he willing now 
to make a reduction in proportion on them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We export agricultural implements. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the duty on them is only 45 per cent. Now, 
we propose to give the Senator’s rice-planters 50 per cent. upon an 
agricultural product where he says no protection whatever is neces- 


sary. 

Mr. BUTLER. And I state to the Senator now that it costs to pro- 
duce rice just about ten or fifteen times as much as it does agricultural 
implements. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator comes here this morning and ad- 
mits that he was wrong—— 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not admit it. 

Aer ALDRICH. He now admits that he desires protection upon 
ce. 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot admit that I am wrong. I contend for fair 
play in this bill; thatis all, I simply contend for fair play. The Sen- 
ator undertakes to vindicate the increase upon cotton-ties of over 100 
per cent. by replying to me that that 100 per cent. is a protective duty 
and is part of the general scheme for the protection of industries en- 
gaged in hoop-iron. That is the reply he makes to that. I ask only 
common fairness; nothing more for rice than for any other industry in 
this country now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then you do not ask protection? 

Mr. BUTLER. All Task is that it shall have fair play, and I repeat 
to the Senator now that if he will reduce the tariff upon articles which 
those people use in the production of it, I willstand by my proposition. 

The Senator said in the course of the debate the other day that there 
were’sixty-five millions of people who consume rice. I venture to say 
there are not a thousand people in the Senator’s own State who use 
rice. Itis cesar a luxury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Three hundred and seventy-odd thousand, or what- 
ever there are there, use rice—as many people as there are in the State of 
Rhode Island. It is not a luxury with them, whatever it may be in 
the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. » Yes; it is a luxury in the State of Rhode Island, 
too, and I venture to say that you can not find on the table of a thou- 
sand people in the State of Rhode Island rice as an article of food. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes. e : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from South Carolina will have 
to investigate the question of the consumption of rice as well as its 
production, and I think with investigation he will change his views 
on that subject also. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have looked into it in various forms and I under- 
take to say that rice in its crude state is not used in Rhode Island by a 
thousand people. f 

Mr. HOAR. They use it with molasses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They do not eat it raw. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course not. What I complain of in this bill is 
that the Senator and the Committee on Finance have reduced the 
tariff on rice far below the reduction made in other matters, buton the 
contrafy have increased the duties on many other items. 

Mr. PLATT, I think the Senator from South Carolina must be 
mistaken as to the use of rice. I do not think there is a family in my 
State that does not use it to a greater or less extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; there are no families in Rhode Island 
who do not use it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask a question, if the Senator from 
South Carolina will allow me. The Senator from Rhode Island and 
the Senator from Iowa declared that we must exclude sugar from pro- 
tection because we do not produce suficient under the tariff system to 
supply the country. : : 

Mr. ALLISON. I said if we must rely wholly upon the production 
of sugar from sugar-cane we did not produce enough for that purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understood the Senator to say that the extraordi- 


1022 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 21, 


nary reduction of 50 per cent, of the duty upon sugar was because it 

had been demonstrated that with a rate of duty which he considered 

high protection ‘it had been demonstrated that it was impossible to 
uce sufficient for American consumption. 

Mr. ALLISON. sugar-cane. Now I will ask the Senator if 
he controverts that statement, if he believes that we can produce 3,000,- 
000,000 pounds and increase at the rate of 150,000,000 pounds a year 
according to the increase of consumption—I ask if he believes that 
quantity of can be produced in this country from sugar-cane? 

Mr. GIBSON. For the purposes of the suggestion which I am about 
to address to the Senator from Ilowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to get the other matter straight first. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will concur with him in his opinion that we can 
not produce sufficient sugar from the ribbon-cane in the State of Louisi- 
ana to supply the demand of the American market. That was the 
reason given by the Senators who spoke on that side, notably the Sena- 
tor from Ohio intr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLI- 
son]. That was the reason given why they made the extraordinary 
reduction of 50 per cent. in the rates of tariff duty on sugar. 

Now, here is another article that is produced south of the Potomac, 
and I beg leave to eall to the attention of Senators that these are the only 
two articles under the tariffsystem that are produced exclusively south 
of the Potomac upon which the committee have proposed the extraor- 
dinary reduction of 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

We were discussing on Saturday the tariff upon cutlery, and the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] showed that on certain grades of cutlery 
the tariff had been raised to the extraordinary height of 190 per cent. 
ad valorem, and the rates fixed by this bill on woolen goods, woolen 
hats, woolen shirts and blankets constitute an ad valorem tax imposed 
upon the producing classes of this country reaching to 80 and 90 per 
cent., and in some instances to 133 per cent. The tariff is actually 
raised by the subcommittee on cotton and woolen manufactures and 
cutlery and steel; andnow when you cross the Potomac you reduce the 
tariff rate upon sugar, which is a manufactured article, 50 per cent. on 
the one hand and you reduce the tariff rate on rice 50 per cent. on the 
other hand. Now, I ask you—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator will pardon me a moment, and I shall 
take pleasure in answering any question he submits presently. 

Now, then, if the reason why you make this extraordinary reduc- 
tion on sugar be that that industry does not produce sufficient for the 
American market, I ask you why do you make the extraordinary re- 
duction of 50 per cent. on rice when the rice industry in this country 
can produce ample rice, sufficient for the American market? 

Mr. HOAR. The question I desired to put to the honorable Senator 
was this: Why it is that indealing with this question he always thinks 
of the amount of reduction on sugar, the amount of the reduction on 
rice, as compared with other things, instead of speaking of the amount 
of duty which is left on sugar, and the amount of duty which is left on 
rice as compared with other things? If this protection be robbery, as 
I think I have heard some of the Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber say—I will not specifically name any i r—why 
is it not robbery and why are not sugar and rice still the greatest rob- 
bers left, even if they have come down in their robbery a little? 

Mr. GIBSON. DoI understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
addressthat question to me? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. In the first place, I have never said, speaking for my- 
self, that the bounty or benefit or protection to rice under the tariff was 
robbery. I have not used that ge, but I say that I think the 
bounties and the burdens of the tariff should be equalized not only in 


respect of the industries north of the Potomac, but in respect of the 
industries south of the Potomac, whether those industries be in manu- 
factures or agriculture or commerce. Why is it that this bill gives in 
some instances over 150 = cent. protection to manufacturing indus- 
tries, to the capital and labor in manufactures, and proposes 50 per 
cent. as the maximum protection to be given to agricultural indus- 
tries? Upon what grounds can such discrimination be defended? 

Mr. HOAR. Then the other part of my question is, if that be true, 
~ Senator complains of a duty which is still left larger than any 
other. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will answer the Senator. I think when the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Finance of the Senate bring in a bill 
here which is not uniform in its operation with respect to the industries 
of this country, but discriminates by reducing the tariff rates upon sugar 
and rice and raising the tariff rates upon cutlery, upon wool and woolen 
goods, that that is an unjust discrimination, an inequitable discrimina- 
tion, and anybody with an impulsive temperament might be very likely 
to say that that is legislative robbery—legislation which yields large 
bounties to the manufacturing North and imposes heavy burdens upon 
the agricultural South, Whether the North and South shall take to 
manufacturing or to agriculture is determined by climate and soil and 
other natural conditions, and it is no answer to say that the South is 
free to embark in manufactures and thus enjoy equally with the North 
the enormous bounties and privileges bestowed upon them. 

Mr. HOAR. Have they equalized them yet? 

Mr. GIBSON. Now I will answer the Senator with respect to the 
other question I understand him to ask, namely, why I allude to the 
ad valorem rate of reductions made and not to the rates which are fixed 
by this bill, I will answer the Senator I do so with respect to sugar 
because the Jaws of demand and supply have been interfered with b 
the competition between the French and German Governments, eac 
in a race with the other to command the markets of the world, and 
each bestowing large bounties upon the export of sugar, equal almost 
to the cost-of production in those countries, so that sugar has become 
cheapened in all the markets of the world far below the cost of production. 
Thesugar producers from cane all overthe world have been bankrupted, 
and it is owing to these bounties that these extraordinarily low prices 
have been reached in the article of sugar and the ad valorem rates 
correspondingly raised. 

The tariff on sugar has been steadily reduced since 1874. The larg- 
est reduction made in the revision of the tariff in 1883 was upon sugar, 
from about 2,18 to 1.40 cents per pound. 

I was in the House of Representatives at that time, and it was 
fixed by. the House of Representatives at 1.25, which was thought to 
be about 41 per cent. ad valorem. It was brought into the Senate, 
and in conference committee it was increased over the rate fixed upon 
by the House to about 51 per cent, ad valorem by the Senate of the 
United States. 

But the tariff on sugar before that had been higher than 41 per cent. 
and higher than 51 per cent., and the standard for determining the 
value of sugar was the Dutch standard; no doubt the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] well remembers it. Under that standard sugars 
were brought in by the wholesale at a lower rate than the tariff actu- 
ally required that they should pay, because they were colored down in 
the West India Islands so as to come in at a lower rate, the color then 
being the test and not the saccharine strength. 

But the point I make now—lI do not intend to detain the Senate by 
any remarks upon sugar or rice at length—the point I make now is 
that here it is shown that the resources of the rice supply are adequate 
to the American market and the American demand. Here are the of- 
ficial tables, and I ask any man acquainted with business in the Senate 
to look at these tables, and I will have them inserted in my remarks, 


Table showing domestic production, importation, exportation, and consumplion of rice, commencing with 1865~ 66. 
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Domestic Domestic 
A Foreign rice | Foreign rice | Foreign rice| Total con- 
rice 
Siar OY consumed, | imported. | exported. | consumed. | sumption. 
Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, Pounds, 
639, 080 10, 953, 520 60, 407, 756 7, 998, 996 52, 408, 760 68, 362, 280 
2, 212, 901 9, 993, 819 75, 514, 064 8, 656, 060 66, 858, 004 76, 851, 823 
1, 394, 007 13, 208, 533 44, 782, 223 4, 676, 082 40, 106, 141 53, 314, 734 
3, 074, 043 23, 716, 157 59, 140, 707 11, 908, 953 47, 231, 754 70, 947, 911 
2, 232, 833 51, 704, 167 53, 065, 194 8, 868, 664 44, 196, 590 95, 900, 697 
2, 133, 014 45, 214, 986 43, 123, 939 15, 212, 833 27, 911, 106 73, 126, 092 
445, 812 39, 180, 148 64, 655, 820 10, 212, 920 , 442, 900 93, 623, 048 
403, 835 52, 230, 565 74, 642, 631 12, 251, 959 390, 672 114, 621, 237 
276, 637 62, 623, 743 83, 755, 225 20, 202, 774 63, 552, 451 126, 176, 194 
558, 922 67, 682, 478 73, 257, 716 25, 840, 877 47, 416, 839 115, 099, 317 
277, 357 72, 083, 443 59,414,744 12, 352, 330 47, 062, 414 119, 145, 857 
439, 991 80, 951, 809 71, 564, 852 16, 610, 614 54, 951, 238 135, 903, 047 
1, 306, 982 75, 983, 418 64, 013, 064 14, 483, 645 49, 529, 419 125, 462, 837 
631, 105 84, 108, 095 47, 489, 878 9, 656, 593 37, 833, 285 121, 941, 380 
178, 534 86, 818, 266 57, 364, 848 8,793,395 | ~ 48,571,453 135, 389, 719 
150,451 | 117, 615,549 68, 739, 409 10, 819, 867 57, 919, 542 175, 535, 693 
143, 289 95, 069, 511 79, 412, S41 6, 855, 056 72, 557, 785 167, 727, 296 
186,140 | 106,984,985 96, 673 ,080 2,312, 068 94, 361, 012 201, 345, 997 
163,519 | 106,923,111 | 106,630,523 10, 146, 154 96, 484, 369 203, 407, 480 
168, 107, 959, 833 $1, 077, 410 8, 630, 960 72, 446, 550 180, 406, 383 
256,311 | 150,848, 609 97, 562, 353 6, 591, 090 91, 391, 263 242, 239, 872 
644, 155, 063, 476 93, 950, 357 4, $58, 769 89, 111, 590 ‘244, 175,060 
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From 1865 to 1867 there were 11.000,000 pounds only of rice pro- 
duced in this country; in 1868 there were 26,000,000 ds; in 1878, 
62,000,000 pounds; in 1979 there were 86,000,000 po ; in 1883, 107,- 
000,000 pounds, and in 1886 there was the enormous production of 155,- 
000,000 pounds of rice. Now, look at the importations of rice. The 
importations last year of foreign rice consumed were 89,000,000 pounds. 
We are producing to-day nearly two-thirds of all the rice consumed in 
this country. But look at the ratio of increase from 11,000,000. pounds 
to 155,000,000 pounds in 1886, There is no other industry in this 
country that has increased so rapidly, I venture to say, as the rice in- 


Now, is it true that we produce sufficient wool in the United States 
to supply our manufacturers? Wedonot produce more than two-thirds 
of the wool that is required for the home market in this country; and 
y look at the rates agreed upon by the Finance Committee upon wool. 

we uce suficient cutlery for the wants of this country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken in regard to wool. The 
total amount of wool produced here is far above the proportion hestates. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have heard that statement made in the debates in 
the House, and I think there is a general consensus of opinion that we 
produce a two-thirds the amount of wool required for the Ameri- 
can market. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to be no controversy about this mat- 
ter, because the tables show that the amount produced in this country 
four or five years ago was about 320,000,000. 

Mr. GIBSON. in value? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, in pounds. ah ee 

Mr, GIBSON. The point I make is that these manufacturing in- 
dustries that receive high protection are not producing all that is nec- 
essary for the American market, and no gentleman on the other side 
of the Chamber defends the high duty upon that principle. The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] fell back in his remarks the other 
day upon the position taken by Henry Clay. We all remember how 
the tariff system was proposed in order to protect infant industries in 
this country, that ul tely they might under protection be able to 
become upporting and self-sustaining against foreign competition. 
Now, here is an industry, agricultural and manufacturing, represent- 
ing both interests, and the figures show unmistakably that if the rice 
industry is adequately protected, protected like woolen goods, or cotton 
goods, or cutlery, that industry will make such strides as will enable 
the capital and labor engaged in it tosupply the American market. In 
1860—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Does he 
think 113 per cent. is necessary to protect rice? 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, President, I will answer that question in a 
moment. In 1860 we produced in this country 187,000,000 pounds or 
rice, and we exported 25,000,000 pounds. Now, why can we not pro- 
duce sufficient rice for the American market, and why should we not 
do it? Itis true the building of the Suez Canal has shortened the 
route toIndia and reduced thecostof transportation, but there is a large 
ares brought into the production of rice that in 1860did not produce a 
pound of it, We were of rice in 1860, and I believe 
pei Peper Aes wiper geting look in eandor over the fi embraced 
in this table, he will see by the ratio of increase that in a few years 
from now we shall be producing all the rice consumed in the United 
States. A ; 

My friend, the chairman of the subcommittee, asks me if I think 113 
per cent, uate, I think it just as adequate a protection of rice as 
tf cent. is for the protection of cutlery or 80 per cent. on woolen 


ets. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator from Louisiana recognize any dis- 
tinction between agricultural products and manufactured products ? 
Mr. GIBSON. Not for the bouhties and benefits of the Government? 
Mr. HISCOCK. You do aspen any incident of labor involved, 


of that kind, to distinction? 
ME GIBSON. Tdo. — 


Mr. HISCOCK. Then why is it that you still couple rice, an agri- 
cultural product, and manufactured products together? 


Mr. GIBSON. I stated that rice is a manufactured article as well 
as an agricultural article. byes Sc 
Mr. K. lLask, if the Senator thinks there is a distinction 


between agricultural products and manufactured pEr g bp he does 
net illustrate his argument by potatoes, by wool, and by things of 


Mr. GIBSON. The people of this country are in particular 


occupations, such occupations as the climate and soil and the natural | be 


conditions most favor. The people of New England are en in 

manufacturing industries. Why? Because nature favors the develop- 

ment of manufactures in New England and disfavors agriculture, and 
< 


the climate and soil are not favorable to agriculture, whereas in the 
South the conditions are unfavorable tomanufactures, but favorable to 
agriculture. 

Now, I say that when we come to establish a protective system we 
ought to give to the great leading agricultural interests of the West 
and South the same favors, the same benefits of the Government, that 
we extend to the people engaged in the manufacturing industries of 
Now En: and the North. 

Mr. SON. Then I understand the Senator to be in favor of a 
protective duty on wool ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not necessarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that necessarily follows. 

Mr. GIBSON. There should be an intelligent discrimination in all 
these things. TheSenator knows that. I donot ask, however, for any 
greater bounty or protection for the industries I represent here than I 
am willing to accord to other sections of the country. 

I desire to say to the Senator from New York that I am far from be- 
ing a free-trader. I never have risen either in the House of Repre- 
sentatives or here and advocated free trade as a system for the fise of 
this country. How could we raise the immense sums necessary for 
the sup of the Government if we abolished all tariff taxation and 
dee commerce should be as absolutely free with foreign nations as 
it is between the States of the Union? 


Mr. BUTLER. I yielded the floor to my friend for a moment. 
= SISON, I beg the Senator’s pardon. Ithought he had given 
up the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tke Senator from South Carolina [ Mr, 
BUTLER] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. BUTLER, I want to get my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH) down to some practical point. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator from South Carolina will allow mea 
moment further, as I have just said I am not a free-trader, I want to 
say also that I am not in favor of using the powers of the Government 
to create and build up by a high-tariff system any particular industry 
in this country, nor am I in favor of using the power of the Govern- 
ment to favor one industry in this country at the expense of another, 
or one section of this country at the expense of the other, but I am in 
favor of thedoctrine laid down by Mr. Madison, that we ought to raise 
our revenue by levying taxes upon foreign imports, that the object is 
revenue and the incident is protection. 

In exerting the power to raise revenue for the support of the Govern- 
ment I would adjust the tariff so as to discriminate against foreign 
competitive commodoties and in favor of the capital and labor in 
American industries in such a way as to vent monopolies and to 
distribute equitably the benefits and burdens of the system between 
the manufacturers, commerce, and agriculture, and also between all 
sections of our common country. 

That principle is laid down by Mz. Madison, by Mr. Benton, and Mr. 
Webster, and all the great writers upon the American system. I will 
quote briefly some of their observations. 

Mr. Madison remarks: 


In the first place, Iam myself the friend to a very free system of commerce, 
and hold it as a truth that commercial shackles are generally unjust, oppressive, 
and impolitic. It is also a truth that if industry and labor are left to take their 
own course will y be directed to those objects which are the most 

notive, and this in a more certain and direct manner than the wisdom of 
most Pre pan ure could point out. 

Nor do I think that the national interest is more promoted by such restric 
tions than that the interest of individuals would be promoted by legislative in- 
terference directing the partioular application of its industry, 

. . . > * 4 - 

The case isthe same between the exercise of the artsand agriculture, between 
the city and the country, and between the city and the town, each ospable 
making articles in abundance to supply the other; thus all are bene- 
fited by exchange, and the less this exchange is cramped by government the 
greater are the proportions of benefit to each. 

The same argument holds good between nation and nation,and between 
parts of the same r nation, In my opinion it would be proper also for gentle- 


men to er means of wo Fined Staple of America—l mean 
agriculture—which I think may justly be styled the staple of the United States, 
from the taneous productions which nature furnishes and the feat ad- 
vantage it over every other object of emolument in this country. 

. . -. . . . 


* 

Ifm neral principle is a good one—that commerce ht to be free and 
labor aaa tadanee left at large to find its proper objet—the only thing which 
seg EE a exceptions that do not come within the rule I 

ve wn, 


+ * $ © . . . 


of 


up without any encoura t 
akari the States, but in GARES ren 
ceeded in 60. 


rish 
them and divert their industry to other channels, 
hand of man to shift from one employment to being injured 


The impost laid on trade for the purpose of o! revenue may 

considered as an exception ; so far, therefore, as revenue can be more con- 

y raised by this than any other method, without injury 

to ee Rater mane ig operation will be in due proportion to the beeper tr 
i 


circumstances of individ- 
ound policy dictalea to uso this means ý 
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Mr. Webster says: 


Protection, when carried to the point which is now recommended—that is, to 
entire prohibition—seems to me destructive of all comm intercourse among 
ons, We are u to adopt the system on ssauel principles. I do not 
admit the general principle ; on the contrary, I k freedom of trade the gen- 
eral principle and restriction the exception. 


Mr. Benton remarks: 


Revenue the object, protection the incident, had been the rule in the earlier 
tariffs; now that rule was sought to be reversed and to make on the 
object of the law and revenue the incident, 


Mr. BUTLER. I want to get my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. 


Tage down to some practical point where he will deal frankly and 
and not answer a question which I put to him by asking me an- 


He says that the tariff on rice in this bill is 50 percent. He admits 
that there is a reduction of over 50 per cent. on rice, and he says, in 
fact, that nothing else has been increased — 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Beyond what is proper and right, as I understand 
him. Iam not responsible for this bill, and the Senator might as well 
understand now as later, if he has not already understood it, that Iam 
not going to vote for it. Ishould like him, though, to explain, if he 
can, which he has not done so far, to my satisfaction, at least, why it is 
that in the amendment which was offered to the substitute the other 
day the duty on four-blade knives was increased from 50 to 80 per 
cent. Iask where he finds warrant for an increase of 30 per cent. on 
that article in this country? Will the Senator answer that question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me after he finishes his 
question, which seems to me rather involved, I hope he will make it as 
explicit as he can, I will answer it in my own time and in my own way. 

Ir. BUTLER, The Senator will not answer it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, I will answer any question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask, why increase the tariff from 50 to 80 per cent. 
on four-blade knives, an increase of 30 per cent., and why at the same 
time he insists upon the reduction of the duty on rice from 113 per cent. 
to 50 per cent, ad valorem? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, 
that the representatives of both parties in their national platforms and 
the representatives of both parties in the executive office, and especially 
in the Treasury Department, have called attention to theinequalities and 
the anomalies of the saas Feri and both parties have been pledged 
to remedy those defects and inequalities and anomalies. The duty upon 
rice is one of the anomalies and inequalities of the present law, as the 
duty on sugar is, and it was for the purpose of remedying that inequal- 
ity that the committee proposed a reduction. As to the adequacy of 
that duty I will address the Senate in my own time when the Senator 
gets h with his remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; but I am not asking the Senator what 
the representatives of both the political or their platforms 
recommended and thought wise and desirable. I am asking the Sen- 
ator what he thinks. He has put a question directly in regard to rice, 
I should be glad to have his individual opinion as to the proposition 
that itis and unjust to select one indu in this country, to 
wit, rice, and cut that down from 113 per cent., which I am very fra 
to say to him is entirely too much in my opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much does the Senator think would be 
enough ? 

Mr. BUTLER, I think the rate provided for in the Mills bill is 
about right. Thatis what I think. 

es eats You think that it is important a duty should be 
re 
à Mr. BUTLER. I think itis right and just in view of the other re- 

uctions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it necessary for the orien A 

Mr. BUTLER. I can notsay that it is absolutely necessary. I will 
say to the Senator, if he will reduce everything else, that i shall be quite 

to to a reduction of the tariff on rice to 50 percent. But 
the Senator from Rhode Island, and those who agree with him, insist 
that they are in favor of protecting American industries, and by one 
stroke of the pen according to their own admission they strike it down 
and destroy it. That is not my proposition It is the proposition of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. t Iwant to get Kia AOA to is 
whether he thinks it fair in the arrangement of these tariff duties, 
whether he thinks it is just according to the view which he himself ex- 
presses, that he should increase the duty from 50 per cent. to 80 per 
cent. on a certain grade of knives and reduce the rate on rice from 113 
prone to 50 per cent, I ask him in common fairness, and I will say 
common honesty, if that is right, leaving my own views out of the 
question and taking hisstandpoint. I ask if he can justify himselfand 
justify the committee in that? 

Mr. BROWN. - Will the Senator allow me one moment to make a 
suggestion in that connection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. My onis this: Thatin the case of cutlery and 
knives we pay in the United States I suppose abont twice as much 
for the labor as is paid in Great Britain, where the articles are made in 


the factories of that country; and in the case of rice the rice-planter on 
the coast of Georgia or South Carolina pays just fourteen times as much 
as the foreign rice-planter pays for labor, and I showed this very clearly 
from statistics in my remarks on Saturday. 

Mr. BUTLER, Lhave stated that this morning to the Senate when 
I undertook to draw a comparison between the rice industry and the 
manufacture of n Sprin implements. What I should like the Sen- 
ator to come to if he will—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, When I am able to retain the floor fora minute 
successfully without being interrupted by the Senator from South 
Carolina, I shall answer the question in my own way. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator declines to answer the question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not decline to answer it, and I will answer 
if to the Senator’s satisfaction when I can obtain the floor. 

Mr. VEST, If my friend from South Carolina will permit me, when 
the Senator from Rhode Island makes that answer I want him to an- 
swer something else. The other day when we were discussing the cute 
lery schedule I said, as matter of compromise only, I would be willing 
if Senators on the other side would accept it to put a duty on each ar- 
ticle which equalized the difference between the cost of labor in this 
country and abroad, and Senators around, with a unanimity I have 
never seen outside of the political convention, said ‘‘Amen;’’ they 
would doit. The Senator from Connecticut said he would; the Senator 
from Rhode Island said he would; and so did the Senator from Iowa. 
Now, I want to read the cost of labor—the most unprotected and pele 
less labor of this country—in the production of cleaned rice, and 
is the testimony of Mr. Trenholm, now Comptroller of the Currency, 
an experienced rice planter, before the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the Honse. He says: 

The cost of ucing a bushel of rice is about s, and a careful estimate 
has been e showing that of that the cost of is 99 cents, so that almost 
the entire cost of rice is in the labor expended on it. The soil isso soft and 
soggy that it is impossible to use machin or animals in the cultivation of rice 
te any extent. In many the rice is harvested, it has to be made up 
in bundles and carried out of the fields on the heads of the working people. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it cultivated with hoes? 

Mr. Trexnous. It used to be cultivated entirely with hoes, andisso still tos 
great extent. Now they put broad boots of leather on the feet of the mulesand 
use cultivators more than they did before. 

But what I want to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to is this: The cost of this helpless negro labor—because it is im- 
possible to use white men; the stench from the rice-fields is insuffera~ 
able; the malaria is deadly, more deadly than that of Chagres; no white 
man can work in the rice-fleld—the cost of that labor is 90 cents on the 
dollar—the peculiar wards of our friends on the other side, who vote 
the Republican ticket with a unanimity and pertinacity unrivaled in 
political ience; and now it is proposed when the labor is 90 re 
cent, to reduce the duty to 50 per cent., the present duty being 213 
~~ cent., or only 23 per cent. over the amount of labor actually used. 

am not complaining of any reduction in this bill, understand me; I 
am speaking now from the standpoint of Senators on the other side, 
who the other day said that was the just rule; but it has its climatic 
dispro t is a good rule north of Mason and Dixon’s line, but 
it will not work at all when it goes South. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, the Senator from Rhode Island has avoided my 
question, and says he will not answer it except in his own time. 
trast he will be able to explain the inconsistencies which to my mind 
are in this bill from one end of it to the other. 

I do not retract one syllable of what I said in regard to rice. On the 
contrary, I have said from the beginning of this tariff discussion, not 
onlyin general but to those engaged in the culture of rice, that they 
must ex a reduction in the duty on rice. I thought myself, and 
think now, that it is too high. Bat I am now arguing the question 
from the standpoint of the Senator from Rhode Island and the Finance 
Committee and the Republican side of the Senate, in which they claim 
that. their object is to protect American industries uniformly, equally, 
justly, without to locality. What I can not understand and 
have not been able to get from any Senator on the other side, is why it is 
that they increase the tariff enormously on some articles manufactured 
in certain localities in this country and reduce the tariff on articles 
manufactured in other localities out of all proportion. That is what I 
have not been able to comprehend. = 

I stated awhile ago that the article of rice as an article of food was 
in a measure a luxury, and that comparatively few r pune in this 
country use it as an articleof food. The Senator replied to me by say- 
ing that there were such large importations. He must be aware of the 
fact that two grades of rice imported into this country, to wit, the 
grades known as broken rice and rice flour, are used by brewers in the 
manufacture of beer. Tag are not consumed upon the tables of any- 
body that I know of. Broken rice and rice flour is the only rice that 
is imported into this country, and it is used enormously. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. That may bea mistaken statement of it, but the 
very large proportion of imported rice brought into this country is 
what is known as broken rice and rice flour. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to give him the correct 
figures? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. TELLER. Of rice the Senator speaks, of broken rice—— 

Mr. GIBSON. And rice flour. 

Mr. TELLER. Of rice flour, etc., there were imported 48,526,783 
pounds. Of other rice there were imported 33,731,463 pounds, and 
4,000,642 pounds placed in the bill at one-half cent per pound. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is imported rice? 

Mr. TELLER. Imported rice, 

Mr. BUTLER. Very much the largest portionof itis whatis known 
as broken rice and rice flour, The Senator does not deny that propo- 
sition? 

Mr. TELLER. Not so very much the largest portion. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the Senator that the tax on broken 
rice or rice flour is only 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. BUTLER. The tax is only 20 per cent. ad valorem. I believe 
this bill cuts it down to 15 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. No, it does not. 

Mr. BUTLER. It cuts it down to one-quarter of a cent a pound. 
I do not know what the ad valorem would be upon that. It is a very 
large reduction. 

So I repeat, while the Senators are claiming to protect labor in this 
country and to exempt, as far as possible, the necessaries of life, and 
those used every day by the common people are the special objects of 
their care and consideration, they strike down here, according to the 
Senator’s theory, not mine, an agricultural product raised only in a 
very limited area in this country. It is not a matter of a great deal 
of concern to my constituents. The production of rice is very limited 
in South Carolina, comparatively, and I think is languishing every 
day, owing to the uncertainty of the labor and the enormous risk and 
expense of preparing rice plantations for the cultivation of rice. It is 

`a matter in which I feel no special personal interest except, if I can, 
to induce the Senators who have charge of this bill to exercise some 
degree of justice and consistency in the preparation of their bill, and 
that is all. 

The Senator seems to have got into a spasm and a state of perturba- 
tion which is getting to be alarming, I am afraid, as to the differences 
between my friend from Georgia and myself. It perhaps would be 
cruel to relieve him of that happy state of mind, but I desire to say 
to him that he need not lose any sleep on account of any difference 
between my friend from Georgia and myself on this point. He need 
not indulge in too much hilarity on that account. He will find, in 
the common parlance of the day, that upon the general propositions 
we shall be very apt to flop pretty closely together on this bill. 

The Senator might, with very great propriety and a very much bet- 
ter expenditure of his time, devote himself to reconciling some little 
differences on his side of the Chamber on the iron schedule and the 
lumber schedule. When my friend from Kansas [Mre PLUME], and 
my friend from Nebraska, who now peo so gracefully over this 
body [Mr. MANDERSON in the chair], have an occasional spasm of in- 
dependence and manifest some anxiety to see justice done to their con- 
stituents, my friend has about all he can attend to to keep those gen- 
tlemen straight, I think, without crossing the line and coming over to 
this side to reconcile the differences between ourselves. 

I should be very glad to see this bill so arranged as that ample and 
exact justice can be done to everybody. The only point I have made 
on this rice schedule is that it is unjust and unfair and unequal in its 
operations. I will not charge any personal motives to gentlemen con- 
cerned in it, but I believe in the main it is intended to make a blow 
at rice and sugar and other commodities because certain Senators on 
this side of the Chamber will not acquiesce in the monstrous proposi- 
tions in this bill. 

Mr. President, this proceeding in the Senate does not deceive any- 
body. It is a farcefrom beginning to end. However desirous the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island and the Finance Commiteee of the Senate may 
be to reduce the tariff on certain articles, Senators on that side know 

fectly well that if they dared do justice the masters of the Repub- 
Ta yin this country, the monopolies, the trusts, the corpora- 
tions would relegate these gentlemen to a back seat as soon as they 
could get to the polls and have “‘fat’’ enough “fried out” of them to 
purchase the votes to so relegate them. 

The country understands this matter perfectly well, Mr. President. 
In the classic language of some Republican Senator, the fat must be 
fried out of the manufacturers; and the fat was fried out of them in the 
last election for the purpose of buying ‘‘ floaters ’’ in ‘‘ blocks of five’? 
to carry the election. Now we are going through the farce of pretend- 
ing to these persons out of whom the fat was fried that we will give 
them an opportunity under this billto fry the fat out of the tax-payers 
and recoup what they have paid for electioneering purposes in the last 
election. That is the object of this bill. 

Senators are perfectly well aware that the bill can not become a law, 
but they have a certain part to play, and they are playingit. They 
think that perhaps the producers of rice have not as much influence as 
the manufacturers of cotton-ties; that perhaps the producers of sugar 
have not as much influence as ka hyn of structural iron or jack- 
knives or blankets or woolen clothing or the finer fabrics of cotton 
manufacture. Therefore they will reduce enormously the tariff on rice 


XX——65 


and sugar and raise it in other directions in order that those who have 
had the ‘‘ fat” “fried out” of them may fry the fat out of somebody 
else. 

Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Georgia desire to proceed 
now, or is he willing that I should answer briefly the elaborate ques- 
tion which has been propounded to me by the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill yield provided I can retain the floor. Ido 
not know when I shall be able to get it again. I will yield a part of 
my time, however, if the Senator prefers to make his explanation now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from South Carolina may well 
be excused for the extreme sensitiveness which he has shown in regard 
to the matter now under consideration. Senators from the rice-pro- 
ducing States charge that the members of the committee who prepared 
this bill have treated the article of rice unfairly; that upon the theory 
on which the bill is constructed rice is entitled to a larger duty. 

The theory upon which the bill was constructed was to give adequate 
protection to every American industry which was entitled to protec- 
tion, whether it was located North or South; and it was the purpose 
of the committee to give to the article of rice that adequate protection. 

The rate now fixed by the bill upon rice is equivalent to about 50 per 
cent. ad valorem, which I think is the highest rate upon any single 
agricultural product which is produced either at the North or at the 
South. As to the adequacy of that rate, I was anxious the other day to 
ascertain the views of the Senator from South Carolina upon this sub- 
ject, as he represented one of the principal rice-producing States. He 
was haranguing the Senate against the rates which we had placed in 
the bill upon other agricultural and manufactured articles, and I was 
anxious to find ont whether he thought the rate which we had fixed 
upon rice was a proper and adequate rate, and I asked him this ques- 
tion: : 

Does not the Senator think that the duty upon rice enables the laborers of 
Soath ae Yean and Georgia to produce riee in competition with the cooly labor 
Q r 

After a short colloquy, I followed it up by this question: 

Could they do it— 

That is, compete with India— 
without any tariff at all? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Without any tariff? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr, PLarr. Then let us take it off. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not asked you to keep it on. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have not said that the Senator did ask us to do so, 

Mr, BUTLER. And I will never ask it. Let my friends on the other side un- 
derstand that. 

This was a distinct and definite statement, not connected with any 
proposition for the reduction or increase of duties upon knives, woolen 
fabrics, or anything else. The Senator from South Carolina stated 
emphatically that his constituents could compete with the cooly labor 
of India without any duty whatever, and he is certainly an authority, 
or ought to be, on this subject. Yet we allow 50 per cent. duty upon 
this agricultural product, which is in general use. 

Now, the Senator undertakes to show that we are not treating rice 
fairly, and the Senator from Missouri agrees with him. The problem 
we have in hand is whether the rate of duty which we have imposed 
on rice is adequate to protect this product. 

It may be interesting to remind Senators how rice has been treated 
in former tariffs. In 1846 a Democratic Congress under the leadership 
of the great apostle of revenue tariffs imposed a duty of 20 per cent. 
uponrice. In 1857 another Democratic Congress reduced the duty from 
20 to 15 percent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Willit disturb the Senator if I interrupt him ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir, 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply want to be right as we go along, I will 
say frankly. I say according to his theory of taxation, the theory of 
the Committee on Finance, 50 per cent. is not enough. According to 
my theory of taxation it is. That is my statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. According to the Senator’s theory the other day, 
there was no duty required at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isaysoyet. Isayif you will adjust the tariff fairly, 
equally, and justly, I believe the American laborer can compete with 
anybody in the world upon any of these industries that the Senator 
speaks of—cotton-ties and a good many other things. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My tion and the position of Senators on this 
side is that the rate which we have fixed is adequate; if itis not, we pro- 
pose to makeit so. Certainly if 20 per cent. was adequate in 1846, and 
15 per cent. in 1857, 50 per cent. should be adequate in 1889. í 

Mr. BROWN. We made rice by slave labor entirely in the period 
referred to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If 50 = cent. ad valorem is adequate, why did the 
Republican Congress of 1883 fix the present rate? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Because they were misled as to the facts. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ah! 

Mr. ALDRICH. We had a Tariff Commission appointed in 1882 on 
which were three Southern Democrats interested in the rice production, 
or one of them was at least, and they recommended to this ex- 
orbitant rate of duty, and it is the purpose of this bill to relieve the 
tariff from inequalities, 

Mr. BUTLER. If it will not disturb the Senator, I ask him if any- 
body other than those interested in the manufacture of the articles 
ed in this bill have given the committee any information ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A great many people. 

Mr. BUTLER. Outside of those interested in manufactures? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. The Senator from North Carolina has 
given us information. 

_Mr. BUTLER. ButIam talking about information in framing the 


Mr, ALDRICH. © Ceriainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the aite Cua anybody before them 
except those interested in man 

Mr. ALDRICH. We summoned no ir before us. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did anybody appear except those interested in man- 
ufactures? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator makes a point Hee one of the mem- 
bers of the Tariff Commission being interested in the culture of rice, 
and says that therefore they were misled as to the facts. I should like 
to ask the Senator if in this bill the committee were not in- 
finenced very largely by the opinions of those interested in the manu- 
facture of the articles protected in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; we based the provisions pb parr asap ned 
formation which was submitted by various parties and gathered from 
numerous sources. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was not thetariff act of 1883 based upon facts given 
by the Tariff Commission ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Then the Senator says the committee was misled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. May not the committee have been misled by the | cessf 

gentlemen who a ig 2 peared in this case and testified in their own behalf? 


si Mir ALDRIC ‘ossibly we have been. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to make 
one suggestion ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose I represent as large a variety of manufacture 
as any Senator on this floor, ly with one or two exceptions only, 
and a great deal of it is manufacture which comes at the highest stage 
of protection. I wish to testify for the committee that various manu- 
facturers from my State have ap, before them presenting various 
views, and that they have been subjected by the committee to a very 
sharp and searching cross-examination in to their statements, 
and in many instances their desires have been complied with, while in 


Mr. BROWN. I yielded the floor to my friend from Rhode Island, 
but not with a view to general debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will allow the Senator to proceed, and will sub- 
mit what further remarks I may have to make later on. 

The one pani G OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the statement is made that the bill 
provides a higher tariff on rice than any other agricultural production, 
if I understand it correctly. If that be true, there are strong reasons 
why it should be so. First, it takes a much’ larger expenditure to re- 
claim swamp lands and prepare them for the cultivation of rice than it 
does to prepare land for any other agricultural crop, and that heavy 
expenditure is indispensable to the cultivation of rice successfully. 

‘Then, again, the rice-planter comes in competition with gii] labor 
than any manufacture in this coantry comes in competition with, or 
than any other agricultural production in this country has to compete 
with. Take the manufacturers; they usually pay about double as 
much for their labor as is paid in Great Britain, scarcely ever three 
times as much. Take the article of rice. The rice-planter in Georgia 
pays fourteen times as much for his labor as the rice-planter in India 
or in China does. Therefore, according to the rule laid down by the 
political conventions of both the great contending parties, there ought 
to be a heavier tariff for the protection of the rice-planter than any 
other. In other words, the cost ought to be equalized, and to 
do that you must provide a heavy tariff or it is impossible for the rice- 
planter of Georgia and the Carolinas to subsist at ‘all in cultivating 
rice and making any profit upon it. 

As to the preparation of the land, I desire to send to the desk and 
have read an extract from an address issued by the agricultural con- 


vention of Georgia, which shows the modus operandi and the expense of | plan 


reclaimed swamp lands for the cultivation of rice. I respect- 
fully ask the attention of Senators to the statement as to the cost of pre- 
paring lands for the —— of rice. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The matter referred to will be read 
ba the Secretary. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


In the estimates of cost the interest on the investment in land and improve- 
ments have not been considered. But this is really of first con aaar ma Pe 
no better evidence of this can be than the following extract from an 
— published in the Prometines ot ta of the Georgia State Agricultural Society 


“In order that the character and extent of the embanking and drainage 
tem may be understood in a general way, I will venture, Aas Seaan pae rig 
page Pe e O aea tn iaon to these, the chief extraordinary burdens of 
a rice plantation 

“ The storm-flood of 1854 rose about 11.5 feet above mean low water in 
Savannah River. This would make the still-water level of the flood nao i 
fields 4.8 feet. The storm-flood of 1881 was about 6 feet maximum over the 

ibankmen! 


fields, S feet higher than that of 1854. No rice-field em ts exist 
which could such storms as these. If any were constructed hi oug! 
to reach the still-water level of t the flood, its wae: which surge gh an = 


the ocean, and to a height quite double the elevation of that level, 
roll over such em naits und subi the fields as Ae yes 


isa, zeal 
and the rice-pianter raises 
al will defend hist elds pn against eerie ett storm-floods. 
The exterior remy ogy of a rice plantation are usually originally con- 
eared pap vores with a base of 10 feet, On insular 
ractically insular, 


pager yn eubic yards 

terior teastimeycnt = a vould be å of 640 acres, 1 
ere for easy mates), w: be 4 miles in length, pooh: pono ae or 
yards, or 44 cubie yardsto rp tian Such in interior embankments as are thrown 
up along canals or are used for iat oo exceed the exterior embankments, 

Guin as 6 TA ion ength, and in solid contents te measure 

— If now, this plantation be divided 
which are called check banks, 


y ili roughiy be Salles It should be 
or fields will a 


the more irregular 
ous the check bands. But summing up the statement of embankm 
length is 18 miles, its contents are 111,079 cubic yards, or 174 cubic 
acre. 
“ But the of the rice-fields and its annual maintenance servitud. 
more tore than their embankments, ne t 


hd pe r igh perhaps more correctly, aù- 
wth $ ¢ è j pr Setan = : i 
ni 


iemand no more than perfunctory renewals, but 
lane iida and, as the land 


Q uire 
as tọ edith ox bor toe tide-water Pee pleasure. 
monly called trunks, which thi 


tly regulated, main flood. 
ocks, so that canal and ver cations 
pate call for the excavation of 48,889 cu! 
In addition to these 


ids, 

each square or field must be a ditch, cut 6 feet 
wide by 4 in depth, and parallel Z3 marter d must be sunk 
through the fiel from 1.5 to 2 feet in ith, by 3 feet in depth, usually 75 feet 
ti Ga e ge m poe oe thee eek pot hich 
row off spaces n hich 

would not seriously affect the result, it will be found that the Gee Ianni aces 


ment of this drainage will be 94 mil d th ati 
= miles, an e excavation 157,226 cubic yards or 


“To sum up, for this i illustrative rice plantation we have— 


Mr. BROWN. I recur to the fact that there is no other agricultural 
crop in the world that costs as much labor and as heavy expenditure of 
money to prepare the land properly for its cultivation as the rice cro 
The document just read shows that the expense of redalaiing ttle 
square of rice land in the swamps on the tidal deltas is very heavy in- 
deed. Noone but a man of very considerable capital can undertake it. 
Then the culture, as I undertook to show and I hope I did show on 
Saturday, is a very difficult one, has to be conducted almost entirely by 
hand labor, and the crop has to be flooded at certain and the 
water drained off at certain periods. It is subject to casualties greater 
that any other crop, because whenever the river ges —- ae the 
embankments it runs over and entirely destroys the crop. 
are more contingencies against it, opinen a befalling it, than any 
other crop. It takes a much greater amount of capital to prepare 
eare for the cultivstion of rice than any other crop. Then the rice- 
ter has to contend with the cheapest laboron the face of the earth. 
AR TERRA OTO D seeranan acca gadgets eae OE 
labor in Great Brit that costs about one-half what the New England 
manufacturer has to pay. 
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Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that is hardly a gen- 
eral rule. 
Mr. BROWN. Isaid ‘‘about one-half;’’? I do not have the exact 


HOAR. There are many instances in which some of our most 
valuable labor competes with labor which is paid abroad not less than 
one-third. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Take the article of cotton-bagging, for instance. 
The manufacturer of cotton-bagging competes with precisely the same 
kind of labor in the industry abroad. 

Mr. BROWN. I will take a third, then, as the Senator suggests 
that. It answers my purpose just as well to make that admission, 
though I doubt whether it is quite correct. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, if I am not interrupt- 
ing him too much, there was a representative of a very important indus- 
try in my district who appeared here the other day, a near neighbor of 
mine, a gentleman well known to me y, a gentleman of the 
highest character and standing. He was a Norwegian, and he told the 
story of his life, which will appear in the published testimony before 
the committee. He had worked, being an apprentice, between six and 
seven years, getting only his board during that term of apprenticeship, 
and depending on his father for the rest of his support. He became 
perfectly competent to make all parts of a breech-loading arm, a gun or 
prato, and became one of the skilled workmen in Norway, getting as 

igh wages as any. He came to this country before he learned our 
language. He went up from a dollar, a dollar and a half, two dol- 
lars, two dollars and a half, to four dollars a day in Worcester, Mass., 
and is now the head of an establishment where he employs three hun- 
dred and fifty hands. He said he had been to Europe within a few 
years, and the wages in Norway and Belgium, with which he has to 
compete, laborers of the highest skill, never exceed 80 cents a day, 
while he pays to his men in Worcester, for precisely the same service, 
two dollars and a half. : 

Mr. BROWN. I am willing for the purpose of this argument, 
thoughI do not believe it is a fact, to admit that the manufacturers of 
New England, as a whole, pay three times as much for their labor as 
the manufacturers of Great Britain. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not think it is a fact? 


Mr. BROWN. I do not think itisa fact, but it answers my purpose : 
rgia 


just as well in this argument to admit it. The rice-plantersof 

/ pay just fourteen times as much for their labor as the rice-planters in 
China do. The difference, then, is certainly so great that there ought 
to be a little more liberality in fixing the per cent. of the tariff on rice. 
If we are to take the doctrine laid down by the two political parties that 
the tariffis to be so arranged as to equalize the labor, then the present 
tariff on rice is not near ashighasitoughttobe. There can be nodoubt 
that it costs more to pos the land, thatit costs more to cultivate the 
rice, and that there is a greater ra ee with foreign labor in the 
case of rice-culture than any other. It isnot therefore right to apply 
the rale,to it that is applied to other grains raised upon the farm. 

But I can not quite agree with the Senators in charge of the bill that 
they have left 50 per cent. upon rice, and it is still the highest of any 
agricultural production. I will take the article of corn. As I do not 
know what the import price is,I will fix the price of the articles of 
corn, wheat, and rice at their supposed value at the plantation or at 
the market town near the plantation in our interior. That, I think, 
is a fair mode of treating the subject. Corn per bushel of 56 pounds 
pays a tariff under the present law of 10 centsa bushel. Forty-four 
pounds, the remainder of the hundred pounds, would pay at the same 
rate 8 cents, or 100 pounds of corn pays a tariff of 18 cents. Corn is 
worth per bushel of 56 pounds, say, 40 cents. I ere on the prairies 
of the West that is a very liberal price for it. The 44 poundsis worth 
31 cents, or the 100 pounds of corn would be worth 71 cents in the 
market, which pays 18 cents tariff, or a fraction over 25 per cent. ad 
valorem on corn. 

Wheat per bushel of 60 pounds pays a tariff of 20 cents a bushel. 
Then the 40 pounds necessary tomake 100 pounds pays 13 cents, or 100 

nds of wheat pays a tariff of 33 cents under the present law. A 

hel of wheat is worth in the market near where it is raised, say, 80 
cents. The 44 pounds would, at the same rate, be worth 53 cents; or 
100 pounds of wheat is worth $1.33. This $1.33 worth of wheat pays 
a tariff of 33 cents, or 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now take the article of rice. Cleaned rice in the vicinity of the rice 
plantations, or in the nearest market, is worth 4 cents a pound. It 
costs the planter 4 cents a pound to make it. Under the proposed Sen- 
ate bill $4 worth of rice would be protected by a tariff of $1. In other 
words, the tariffis 1 cent a pound, and the rice is worth 4 cents a pound. 
It is therefore protected by 25 per cent. of its value. Uncleaned rice, 
which is the rice after the husk has been cleaned off it (itis paddy be- 
fore that state, and when nothing but the cuticle and flour that are left 
around the grain are to be cleaned off it is then called uncleaned rice), is 
worth $3.50 per hundred pounds in the market. The bill proposes to 
fix the tariff at one-half cent per pound, or at 50 cents on $3.50 worth of 
rice, which is 14} per cent. ad valorem. One hundred pounds of paddy 
would be worth, if cleaned, $4. Deduct for cleaning 28 per cent., or 
$1.32, and it leaves 100 pounds of paddy worth $2,68. The proposition 


‘is to put the duty on this rice at a quarter of a cent 


d, which 
would be 25 cents tariff on 100 pounds of paddy, and that is simply 10 
per cent. ad valorem. 

If it is said that the import price is lower than this, then to that ex- 
tent it would raise the ad valorem. may be some difference in 
that particular, but in no case does the present bill fix the tariff as high 
as 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The proposition is to take an agricultural product, for which it costs 
ten times as much to p the land as any other, and that pays four- 
teen times as much for r as its competitor abroad pays, and to put 
a lower tariff upon it than is put upon corn and wheat, the common 
productions of the country. 

There is scarcely an acre of land out in pe ysagrliey ope anys 
the Senator who now fills the chair lives that can not be prepared with 
very small for the cultivation of corn. Then there are no 
great casualties that attend the crop. It a pey certain crop, and 
the freshets and contingencies are a very 8 per cent. as compared 
with those which attend rice. It is not fair to put the tariff as low 
upon rice as upon corn under all these circumstances. 

I can not think the Senators who profess to be governed by the prin- 
ciples of protection can feel that they are doing quite the nae, Se 
ought to be done to pass the bill in the shape they now have it. en 
they look into the whole question and examine it in all its lights, I 
think they will come to the conclusion I have, that rice needs all the 
protection it now has. 

I think the Senator from Rhode Island was mistaken when he said 
that the bill passed in 1883 made one-quarter of a cent reduction under 
a misapprehension of facts. The bill was very thoroughly discussed, 
and the particular paragraph relating to rice was discussed at very con- 
siderable length and with a very full understanding of the facts. 

The Republican Senate in 1862 or 1863 fixed the tariff at 2} cents; 
the Republican Senate in 1883 reduced it to 2} cents on cleaned rice. 
Now the proposition is to reduce cleaned rice to 1 cent, taking off a cent 
and a quarter and leaving it at 1 cent. Take uucleaned rice, which 
stands, under the present law, at 1} cents a pound. The proposition 
is to reduce it to half a cent, or only one-third as much as the present 
rate. Then take the paddy, which now pays 1} cents a pound. The 
propeton is to put it at a quarter of a cent, or only one-fifth as much 
as present rate. It seems to me that this is doing great injustice 
to a very important and valuable agricultural industry and discrimi- 
Rr against it sectionally at a rate that can not be said to be fair 
and just. 

I think there is much good sense in the pro 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
him that we could get along in cultivating rice at all, with any profit, 
without a tariff upon it, still if everything that is made in New Eng- 
land factories and in other sections of the Union is to be taxed at a high 
rate to support the Government and give incidental protection, I think 
it is only just and fair that a great Southern production such as rice 
should have like consideration. 

It is hardly the fair thing for the committee to insist upon the rate 
fixed in the Senate bill. I think the present rate of tariff ought to be 
maintained on rice just as it stands to-day, and nothing ought to be 
taken off it. Ido not believe the planters would have anything like 
a reasonable profit as it now is. If the rate is much reduced, they can 
not even make a living at all by raising it. 

Now, a word in response to my friend, the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN], who sits near me. He made a speech this morning 
dissenting from the views I take as to the part that the tariff has played 
in the development of the South, in the building up of Southern indus- 
tries. It would not be worth the while of myself and my friend for us 
to discuss that question at any great length or by any set speeches, as 
I do not think we should convince each other, and we should not be 
likely to come together on it. I expressed my views very fully on this 
subject during the tariff debate in the Senate at the last session, and 
as the desire is to get to a vote upon the bill to-morrow, and I do not 
want to take an unreasonable portion of the time of the Senate, I will 
refer to what I then said, formy views more fully stated than I stated 
them Saturday afternoon last. 

I will, however, call the attention of the Senate to certain statistics 
as to the balance of trade. I will not claim for the tariff (for my friend 
and I would differ about that probably) that it did produce the result 
which I shall reach when I have read this official statement about the 
balance of trade as between this country and foreign countries; but it 
is rather a peculiar coincidence that at the time when the tariff was the 
lowest it has ever been, certainly at any late period of the Government, 
from 1848 to 1857, inclusive, taking those ten years the balance of 
trade was against us every year, and the te balance for the ten 
years was, in round numbers, $339,000,000. In other words, we con- 
ducted trade and commerce with the people of other nations, and when 
we came to a general settlement at the end of the year we owed them 
a balance year that had to be paid by sending gold out of this 
country to pay the debt, which gold Snot likely ever to return. That 
was the case every year during that very low-tariff period. Ido not 
say whether the tariff did it or what did it, I only speak ef the fact, 
and it is one worth i 


ition laid down by m 
ile I do not agree wi 
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Then take another period, from 1878 to 1887, inclusive, taking exactly 
the corresponding years, and the balance of trade was largely in our 
favor every one of those ten years. The aggregate balance in round 
numbers for the ten years was $1,381,000, 000, 

In other words, in conducting trade and commerce with other na- 
tions for the ten years from 1848 to 1857, inclusive, during the very 
low-tariff period, the balance of trade was against us every year, and 
the aggregate balance of the ten years that we had to send out of this 
country in gold to pay debts abroad was $339,000,000. Taking the 

riod from 1878 to 1887, inclusive, the ten years just passed, under a 

igh tariff, the balance of trade was in our favor largely every year, and 
it aggregated in the ten years $1,381,000,000. 
ese are simple facts that I state. I shall not draw any conclu- 
sions, because I have no doubt my friend and myself would differ 
about theconclusions. I think, however, that the tariff had something 
to do with that balance in each case. 

I have here a statement made up of the balance of trade every year 
from 1790 to the present time, and if there is no objection I will incor- 
porate it in the RECORD, as it is a rather interesting document. 


Balance of trade. 
Excess of Excess of 
Year. Exports, Imports, | exports. imports, 
$19, 666,000 | $23,000, 000 |. $3, 334, C00 
18, 500,000 29, 200, 000 10, 700, 000 
19,000,000 | 31,500,000 |. 12, 500, 000 
24, 000, 000 81, 100, 000 |. 7, 100,000 
26, 500, 000 34, 600, 000 8, 100, 000 
39, 500, 000 69, 756, 268 |. 30, 256, 268 
40, 764, 097 81, 436, 164 |. 40, 672, 067 
29, 850, 206 75, 379, 406 |. 45,529, 200 
28, 527, 097 68, 551, 700 |. 40, 024, 603 
33, 142, 522 79, 069, 148 |.. 35, 926, 626 
31, 840, 903 91, 252, 768 |. 59,311, 865 
47,473,204 | 111,363,511 |. 63, 890, 307 
36, 708, 189 76, 333, 333 |.. 39, 625, 144 
42, 205, 961 G4, 666, 666 |. 22, 460,705 
41, 464,477 85, 000, 000 |. 43, 532,523 
42,387,002 | 120,600,000 TT, 212, 998 
41,253,727 | 129, 410, 000 |.. 88, 156, 273 
48,699,592 | 138,500,000 ae at 
9, 433, 546 56, 990, 000 |. 47, 456, 
31, 405, 702 59, 400, 000 27, 994, 298 
42, 366, 675 85, 400, 000 |. 43, 033, 325 
45, 294, 043 53, 400, 000 |.. 7,105, 957 
30, 032, 109 77, 030, 000 |.. 46,977, 891 
25,008,152 | 22,005,000 
6, 782,272 | ` 12, 965,000 |. 6,182,728 
45,974,408 | 113,041,274 |. 67, 066, 871 
64,781,896 | 147,103,000 $2,321, 104 
68, 313, 500 90, 250, 000 |.. 30, 936, 500 
73, 854,437 | 121,750, 000 |.. 47, 895, 563 
50, 976, 838 87, 125, 000 |. 36, 148, 162 
51, 683, 640 74, 450, 000 |. 22, 766, 360 
43, 671, 894 62,585, 724 |. 18, 913, $30 
49, 874,079 83, 241, 541 |. 33, 387, 462 
47, 155, 408 77, 579, 267 |. 30, 423, 859 
50, 649, 500 80, 549, 007 |.. 29, 899, 507 
66, 944. 745 96,310, 075 |.. 29, 365, 330 
53, 055,710 $4, 974,477 |. 31, 918, 767 
58,921,691 | 79,484, 068 |. 20, 562, 377 
50, 669, 669 88,509, 824 |. 37, 840, 155 
55, 700, 193 74, 492,527 |.. 18, 792, 334 
59, 462, 029 70, 876, 920 11, 414, 891 
61, 277,057 | 103,191,124 41, 914, 067 
63, 137,470 | 101,029, 266 37, 391, 796 
70, 317, 698 | 108,118, 311 37, 800, 613 
81,024,161 | 126,521,332 45,497, 171 
101, 189,082 | 149, 895,742 48, 706, 660 
106, 916,680 | 189, 980, 035 83, 063, 355 
95,564,414 | 140,989, 217 45, 424, 808 
96,033,821 | 113,717,404 17, 683, 583 
103,533,891 | 162,092,132 58, 558, 241 
113, 895, 634 | 107,141,519 | 6,754,115 |. cecncececeessecene 
106, 382,722 | 127,946,777 563, 455 
92, 969,996 | 100, 162, 087 192, 091 
82, 825, 689 433, 464 ~ 
105, 745, 832 , 604, 606 
106,040,111 | 113,184, 322 u 
109,583, 248 | 117, 914,065 7 
156, 741, 598 424,349 
138, 190, 515 638,644 |... 
140, 357,172 | 141, 206,199 
144, 375,726 | 173,509,526 
188,915,259 | 210,771,429 
166, 984,231 | 207,440, 398 
203,489,282 | 263,777, 265 |... 
236, 959,560 | 297, 623,039 
218, 909,508 | 257, 808, 708 
272,011,274 | 263, 338, 654 £ 
292,902,051 | 331,333,341 |.. 431,290 
333,576,057 | 353,616,119 }.. , 040, 062 
219, 553,833 | 289,310,542 |.. 756, 709 
190, 670,501 | 189,356, 677 ae 
203, 946,447 | 243,335, 815 |. 
158, 887,988 | 316, 447,283 
-| 166,029,303 | 238,745,580 
348, 859,522 | 434,812, 066 |.. 
294,506,141 | 395,761,096 
Suite | aan 
. , » 
„| 892,771,768 | 435, 958, 408 |, 
«| 442,820,178 | 520,223,684 
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710, 183, 211 
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Excess of imports, 78 years. 
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rts, 20 years. 
Excess of imports, 1790 to 1839, except 1813. 
Excess of imports, 1840 to 1875, except 7 years. 
Excess of exports, 1813, 1840, 1843~'44, 1847, 1858, 1862, 1874, 1876 to 1887, inclusive. 
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[Decade from 1848 to 1857, inclusive, low tariff.] 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the balance of trade that was against 
us has been relieved by the contributions of agriculiure to the com- 
merce of the world, not by the contributions of manufactured goods or 
articles. We overcame that balance of trade because our agricultural 
interests were very greatly expanded by immigration, and by our home- 
stead laws, and by the increased demand of the foreign nations of the 
earth for our food productions as well as for our textile productions. 
I can not conceive how the balance of trade has been turned in our 
favor by imposing upon imported goods higher duties than were for- 
merly imposed. 

The balance of trade means the return for the productions of this 
country that were sent out abroad that the people in foreign countries 
are obliged to have, being indispensable elements of living. If I am 
correct in the statement that the contributions of agriculture are the 
causes of the turn of the balance of trade in our favor, when we come 
to look over the statistics in respect of what those contributions are I 
think we shall find that very much more‘credit is due to agriculture 
in the United States than to manufactures for our present apparent 
prosperity, considered in a national view. 

If I have correctly footed up the column in the ‘‘Statistical Abstract” 
headed ‘‘Amount of duties collected’? (and my addition is, I think: 
correct), from 1791 to 1888, inclusive, the Government collected customs 
duties amounting to $6,092,311,456. Of this, $5,028,984,800 has been 
collected since 1850, including that year, from which date we have 
census reports of manufactures. 

A table prepared by Mr. Switzler gives the amount of the products 
of domestic manufactures in the United States for 1850, 1860, 1870, and 
1880—census years. I have taken the amounts for 1850 and 1860, 
added them together, and divided the aggregate for an average for the’ 
ten years between these dates; and so for 1860 and 1870, and for 1870 
and 1880, and using the figures for 1880, estimated at moderately larger 
figures for 1888, for an average for the last eight years, thus making’ 
an estimate of the total products for thirty-eight years. Ihave in the 
same way estimated the rts of domestic manufactures for the same- 
period, and have so reached the amount consumed. There isno means 
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‘of knowing exactly what of these products are of protected industries | there isa duty of 25 cents a gallon, and there are eight gallons in a 


or the percentage of protection. 
This is my estimate, which I am satisfied is approximately correct: 
kt gh —— f domestic ufact from— = 


1860 to 1870... Bu, 859, 935, 
1870 to 1880... 009, 523, 160 
1880 to 1888... ww 46,478,316, 472 


1850 to 1888,,.......- 
Exports of 1850 to 1858 2, 496, 924, 560 


Consumed 1850 to 1888...... serere scenes « 137,375,722, 122 


Of all the goods consumed, of domestic manufacture or imported, the 
percentage of imported goods was, in 1850, 11.61; in 1860, 12.43; in 
1870, 6.86; and in 1880, 7,42. 

If the consumption of goods of domestic manufacture since 1791 has 
borne the same proportion to the consumption of imported goods that 
it has since 1850, and if the effect of protection is to increase the cost 
of the domestic goods to the amount of the duty imposed on foreign 
goods, the consumers ‘have paid to the manufacturers more than $50,- 
000,000,000 in bounties, the imported goods being something like 10 

cent. of the value of the domestic goods consumed, and more than 
6,000,000,000 having being paid on their importation. 

These figures may look large, they may even look wild to the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, but I believe there is a close approximation to cor- 
rectness in them. It is not probable, though, that nine-tenths o' the 
direct and indirect tariff tax goes to the manufacturer and one-tenth 
to the Government. believe that is not the correct proportion. With 
the resources that I have for information on subjects of this kind—and 
I believe they are resources that almost any other persons can resort to 
for such information—it is necessarily the case that our estimates must 
be only approximate; but that the agricultural interests of the United 
States have paid to the manufacturing interests and industries of the 
United States during these periods of taxation about the enormous 
amount that I have referred to I think is undoubtedly correct. 

Agriculturists in the United States have been able to bear this tax 
because of the great fertility of our soil and because of the immense 
number of immigrants that have come from other countries here to 
supply us with labor, as well as, also, because of the necessities of for- 
eign countries, many of which have been engaged in very heavy war- 
fare with each other and have consequently depleted their fields of 
labor so that their harvests have been comparatively small. ButI think 
Ican state with absolute assurance, and every American citizen will 
appreciate fully the fact, that the agricultural interests of the United 
States, which, as I remarked in the few observations I made this morn- 
ing, fixed the value of all capital and all money, have yielded to the pro- 
tected industries more than five times the money that would be necessary 
now to rebuild every one of them if they were burnt to the ground. It 
has been the constant, unvaried cause of the depletion of the profits ot 
agriculture, and while that industry has borne it with patience it does 
seen to me that when we are reforming our tariff act and are trying to 
reduce the surplus in the Treasury, amounting to $130,000,000 a year, 
our very first and most direct effort should be to lift the burdens from 
this industry that has contributed so enormously to the support of the 
Government, has provided this balance of trade in our favor, and has 
yielded to the manufacturing industries of this country, as I repeat, 
more money, by far more money than would be n to rebuild 
every one of the manufactories of the United States if they were burnt 
to the ground. 

Mr. Brown and Mr. BUTLER rose. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just one moment, if the Senator pleases. I do not 
desire to interfere with the drift of the debate, but just to say a word. 
The other day in the discussion between the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] and myself on the subject of rice—and I propiae to 
dismiss it after what I shall now say—that Senator referred to the duty 
on beans, an agricultural product, which he said had only been taxed 
25 cents a bushel. I think there is one agricultural product that is 
ceasing to be patient under these exactions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not hear the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isay I think there is one industry which is ceasing 
to be patient under this protective system, and is coming in now to 
ask relief at the hands of Congress. The Senator from Rhode Island, 
with some exultation, said that while the committee had given 45 cents 
a bushel on rice they had only given 25 cents a bushel on beans, an in- 
dustry cultivated principally in New England; it does not make any 
oe where they are cultivated; they are used very largely in New 

gland. j 

I find that that Senator did not state quite all relating to beans. Ac- 
cording to my understanding of another line in this bill they have put a 
tax not only of 25 cents a bushel—where they come in, I take it, in 
bulk—but they have also put a tariff of 25 cents a gallon on ‘‘ beans, 
peas, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bottles, or 
otherwise.” 

Now, estimating 8 gallons to a bushel, the tax on a bushel of beans 
under that head would be about $2. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What paragraph is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam referring to phs 241 and 242. I donot 
know how beans are prepared in *‘ tins, jars, or bottles,” but Isay that 


. 139, 872, 646, 682 


bushel. =: 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the number of the paragraph? 

Mr. BUTLER. Paragraphs Nos. 241 and 242. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These are ‘prepared or preserved’’—French beans 

, in tin cans. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose that is the way they are prepared. I do 
not know how they are prepared. I see that the paragraph states: 

Beans, peas, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bottles, or 
otherwise, 25 cents per gallon. 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ordinary beans are never prepared in this way 
These are French beans. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It would be equivalent to a duty of about 30 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BUTLER. Under the existing law they are about 30 per cent., 
under the House bill 30 per cent., under this bill 25 cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is nota change of thead valorem rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These rates are based on Government tests in the 
New York custom-house for a period of six months. 

Mr. BUTLER. These beans in paragraph 242, then, are not the beans 
referred to in the preceding paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 

Mr. BUTLER. Paragraph 241 states 25 cents a bushel. What ad 
valorem duty is that ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. About 25 per cent. The value of beans is just 
about the same per pound or bushel as the value of rice. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see here that the imports are 478,205.33. I donot 
know whether these are bushels or pounds. The value is $492,752.39. 
That would be a little over $1 a bushel if for bushels. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is $1.03 a bushel. The foreign price of rice is 
not over that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Domestic rice is four or five dollars a bushel. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the foreign rice is not. 

Mr. BROWN. Not more than a dollar a bushel? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notmore than a dollar a bushel. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to finish my remark 
first? I have been trying to get the floor for half an hour. 

Mr. BROWN. I had the floor and yielded it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield for a question if the Senator desires; 
otherwise I should like to continue. 

The Senator from South Carolina said that the committee had heard 
only parties interested on one side—the manufacturers. 

Mr, BUTLER. I did not state that, but I ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island whether that was not the case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is not the case, and I will say that we 
have heard on each of the questions involved in the preparation of this 
bill parties on both sides and on all sides—not only the manufacturers 
but importers and everybody who had anything to say either for or 
against the rates in the bill, or the rates of the existing law. So the 
inference that would be drawn from the Senator's statement would not 
be a correct one. We have given a hearing to everybody who desired 
to be heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Asa matter of fact, I will ask the Senator were not 
the people who appeared before the subcommittee in the ratio of 9 out 
of 10, if not 19 out of 20, manufacturers who sought protection fortheir . 
special industries? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. As to the people who appeared in the 
earlier hearings of the committee that proportion would probably be 
too large; but as to the later hearings of the committee very much the 
larger proportion have been importers. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say, if the Senator will allow me, 
that so far as I have had the honor of attending the sessions of the 
subcommittee I do not know exactly what the ratio was, but at least 
9 out of 10, if not a larger number, were manufacturers who sought pro- 
tection for their special interests, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That may have been true, or approximately true, 
in regard to the earlier hearings of the committee; but the Senator 
from Tennessee must remember that for a number of weeks, when the 
hearings before the committee have been very large, he has not been 
able to be present. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is true. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill restate thatrecently we have heard import- 
ers and other persons interested in the reduction of rates, in a much 
larger proportion than we have the manufacturers. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not been very troublesome. The Sena- 
tor has spoken of the attendance of manufacturers and importers before 
the Committee on Finance. Inasmuch as all this labor and exertion 
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the part of Congress seems to be to protect laboring men and labor- 

fag women who work in the factories, rolling-mills, and mines, I 

ould like to ask how many of them have appeared here in behalf of 

ese interests of theirs? 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that all the great industries and very 
‘many minor industries have been represented by laboring men. 

Mr, VOORHEES. They have been represented by the employers of 
habor, the manufacturers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s on. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If there has been here a man or a woman who 
works with his or her own hands in the factories I have not seen one. 
| Mr, ALDRICH. That is not atallstrange. The Senator never at- 
tended but one meeting of the committee, I think. 
, Mr. VOORHEES. What does the Senator mean—one meeting of 
ithe Finance Committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One meeting of the subcommittee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, that subcommittee metin the interest of the 
ionima party and kept four-fifths of its workings secret from all 

e worl 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, yes. I will ask the Senator this question: 
pow many mechanics or agricultural laborers were before the commit- 
‘tee? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 

ield ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer the questions seriatim. The meet- 
of the subcommittee have never been secret. They have always 
open to every member of the committee. No meeting was ever 

d when a Democratic member was not present or had not the op- 
rtunity to be present if he had seen fit. I do not say that the Sen- 
tor from Indiana purposely absented himself from the meetings of the 
‘committee; I have no doubt he had other matters to attend to. Ihave 
never seen him at but one of the meetings of the subcommittee, and the 
gtatement that the Senator now makes shows that he could not have 
been present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That does not affect the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have heard delegations of laboring men and 
¡women constantly before the committee, and their testimony is in the 
printed record of the committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Where did they come from? 

Mr. ALDRICH. From New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
other States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mechanics and agricultural laborers? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. How many farmers have ever been there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Several delegations of farmers have been there 
recently. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the subject of rice and sugar, I suppose. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; on the subject of Northern farm products. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I do not think there have been five farmers 


there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator evidently is not familiar with the 
work of the committee. If he had read the record of the committee’s 

ings he would not make this statement. 

I want to say that it was the purpose of the committee (and it had 
no other purpose) to afford adequate protection to the rice industry of 
the United States. 

Mr. BROWN. The committee has not done it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it is not the fault of the committee. Many 
of the facts presented by the Senator from Georgia were not before the 
committee. I would suggest that the matter go over until to-morrow, 
until the committee can examine the facts presented by that Senator, 
and if it shall appear that we have the rate too low we are willing to 
changeit. There is no rate in this bill that the committee will insist 
on if evidence be produced by any one in the Senate or out of it that 
will lead the committee to believe that they have done an injustice. 
I suggest that this paragraph may go over until to-morrow morning, 
and the committee will in the mean time examine the facts now pre- 


sented. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH) to complain that in the revision of the tariff in 1883 the 
rate on rice was increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. I said it was fixed too high. 

Mr. GIBSON. That it was fixed too high—not properly reduced. 

Mr. President, the tariff rate on rice before 1883 was 2} cents per 

und oncleaned rice, and 2 on uncleaned rice; 3 cents a pound and 
Bo per cent. besides on ‘‘rice and other starch;’’ and 20 per cent. on 
‘flour and meal” rice. In 1883 there were reductions made in these 
rates on rice. On cleaned rice the duty was made 2} cents; on un- 
cleaned rice, 1} cents a pound. 

I wish also to call the attention of the subcommittee to the fact 
that while they have reduced the tariff rate on rice—on clean rice 50 
per cent. and on uncleaned rice more than 50 per cent.—no, not quite— 
about 23 per cent., and-on paddy 26 per cent.—that the reduction in 
revenue will be very small collected from rice. Therevenue collected 
from rice now does notquite equal a million dollars--exactly $971,454. 49, 
and by this reduction of largely over 50 per cent. the estimated amount 
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that will be collected will be exactly $599,957.13. Hence the total rev- 
enues will only be reduced by the sum of $371,497.36; a trifling sum, 
indeed, as a compensation for the overthrow of this industry. I sug- 
gest that there are no considerations relating either to the revenues or 
public policy to justify this extraordinary discrimination against rice. 
It can not be defended on any ground. 

Mr. BROWN. In connection with what the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Greson] has said, I want to repeat one statement. 

Prior to 1883 the duty on cleaned rice was 2} cents a pound. The 
tariff act of 1883 took off a quarter of acent, leaving the duty as itnow 
stands, 2} cents. The committee proposes to reduce it to 1 cent. In 
other words, you propose to take off one cent anda quarter and leave a 
centon. Thentakeuncleaned rice. The present law fixes itat one and 
a half cents, and you put it at half a cent. You reduce it two-thirds. 

Under the present law, on paddy it is oneand a quarter cents a pound, 
and you put it at a quarter. In other words, you take off four-fifths of 
the tariff. 

Before 1 take my seat I want to say a word about another matter, in 
reference to the point I made awhile ago and the reply to it of my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. I stated that I had not ex- 

that he and I would agree on the effect of the tariff on Southern 
industries. I take one view of that subject and he another. He at- 
tributes it all to the general advancement of business and to the im- 
portation of foreign money for investment and all that sortof thing. I 
think the tariff has had a great deal todo withit. But I stated that there 
was another point on which he and I might differ, that is as to the 
effect of the tariff on the balance of trade, and I referred to the fact 
that the balance of trade during the ten years of lowest tariff from 1848 
to 1857, inclusive, was against us every year, and that the te 
balance of trade against us for which we had to send gold to Europeto 
make settlements amounted to $339,000,000. There was no year out 
of the ten years of low tariff that I have just referred to when the bal- 
ance of trade was not against us, and the aggregate was what I have 
just stated. 

Then as to the ten years Jately past, making a corresponding compu- 
tation and taking the years of 1878 to 1887, inclusive, under the pres- 
ent high tariff, the balance of trade has been in our favor every year 
during that period and the aggregate balance in our favor $1,381,000, - 
000. It was against us every year during the ten years of the first 
period I referred to, aggregating a balance against us of $339,000,000, 
and it was in our favor every year during the latter period referred to, 
aggregating a balancein our favor of $1,381,000,000, in round numbers. 
. My friend attributes all that to agriculture, I attribute a large part 
of it to manufactures. I think the tariff causeda greatmany industries 
to spring up that otherwise would not havesprungup. ‘The protection 
that was given caused capital to be put largely into business, and the 
increased quantities made brought down the prices until during the 
period I have referred to our people, instead of going abroad for their 
manufactured articles and sending their gold abroad in settlement, 
made their articles mostly at home and keptthe goldat home that they 
would otherwise have sent out to pay forthem. Thatis my view ofit. 
I know that my friend and I can not agree on it, but as I referred to 
it I wanted to put the point on record. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Senator from Georgia consents that 
this matter may go over. 

Mr. BROWN. I consent that it may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the amend- 
ment will be passed over until to-morrow mo:ning. 

Mr.DOLPH. At the request of the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD] I submit an amendment to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed now to the consideration of 
Schedule K, page 142. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the first 
paragraph of Schedule K. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE K.—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 


All wools, hair of the oF age by eg ne other like animals, shal! be divided, 
for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the three fol- 


cap ene ee fe pase in line 1383 by striking out ail 
after the word *‘ to the end of the paragraph, and inserting the 
words “‘admitted free of duty.’’ ss à 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Inline apd fe 142, after the word *‘ be,” itis 
proposed to strike out to the end of the paragraph, as follows: 


Divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the 
three following prs, E É 


And insert in lieu thereof: 
Admitted free of duty. 
So as to read: 


All wools, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, shall be admitted 
free of duty. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to say just a 
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word. This debate has taken up the morning, and no definite agree- 
ment has been arrived at. If it will suit the convenience of the Sena- 
\tors in charge of the bill, I would suggest that we continue the gen- 
eral discussion without limitation as to time until 5 o'clock to-day, 
and that any subsequent discussion shall be under the ten-minutes 
rule, and that the debate close and voting on the bill and amendments 
commence at 5 o’clock to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senatethat the Senator from Mis- 
souri and myself and the Senator from North Carolina have had some 
informal conversation on the subject, and I am willing, in behalf of our 
side of the Chamber, unless some objection be made, that that may be 
done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
general debate may continue until 5 o’clock this afternoon, and that 
thereafter all debate shall be under the ten-minutes rule until 5 o’clock 
to-morrow. > 

Mr. HARRIS, Is it this afternoon or to-morrow afternoon ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again state the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Missouri. Itis that the general debate con- 
tinue until 50’clock this afternoon, and after 5 o'clock to-day that the 
debate shall be under the ten-minute rule until 5 o’clock to-morrow, 
at which time the vote shall be taken on the amendments and the bill 
without further debate, That is the way the Chair understood it. If 
that is not correct the Senator will correct it, 

Mr. HALE. Make it the five-minute rule, instead of ten. 

Mr. VEST. No, make it ten minutes. I have consulted my col- 
leagues on this side of the Chamber, and I believe that ten minutes 
will be more acce: le to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will thank the Presiding Officer to state it from 
the Chair so that there may be no mistake aboutit. It is, if I under- 
stand it, that there is to be no limit to debate until 50’clock this even- 
ing, that being the hour for the recess, so that when we come here at 
8 o'clock to-night we shall go on under the ten-minute rule, and that 
that shall go on to-morrow until 5 o’clock, when all debate ceases, 

Mr. HALE. All debate closes to-morrow at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. At5 p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatisthe understanding. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. ALLISON. Will Senator from North Carolina yield to me 
amoment? There are some amendments that the committee propose 
to this wool and woolen schedule that I think perhaps I had better offer 
and have sent to the printer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received if 
there be no objection, printed, and lie on the table. 

Se REAGAN. I desire to offer an amendment and have it printed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received and printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendments I offer are by direction of the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be received, lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, we have now what I re- 
gard as the most important schedule in this bill. It will certainly be 
conceded that there is nothing of more prime necessity to the comfort 
or the clothing of man than wool. 

The history of our race from Asia to Australia is the history of wool. 
It is commingled with the traditions of Greek mythology as well as 
the ceremonials of the Jewish religion. In all ages, in all countries, 
wool has been the chief coveringof man. The gentle domestic animal 
which yields it has ever been the faithful friend of man, furnishing 
him both food and raiment By the tables which are furnished us by 
the Bureau of Statistics, which I will not take the trouble to read, but 
will ask to have incorporated as part of my remarks, I find that the 
United States is the fourth country in the world in the number of 
sheep, while in the production of wool the United States is the second 


country in the world. 
The table is as foHows: 
Table showing the number of sheep and lambs of the principal wool-producing 
countries of the world, 
and 
Countries. Souper 
Russia in E fesz AE AAL EIN PS IE OR EEA 47, 508, 966 
United Kingdom T oie Scan 300 
France (1885)... .| 22,616, 547 
8 (1878)... 16, 939, 288 
Hungary (1854). 10594 831 
United States of America (1887). 44,759, 314 
Argentine Republic (1885). 75, 000, 000 
Uruguay (1884).............. 15, 921, 069 
Autoren ila 
an E x 
Cape Colony and Natal (1875 and 1885) 1, 13 225 


It will be observed that Australasia leads the world in the number 
of sheep and lambs. : 


Table showing the raw wool produced in ecch of the principal wool-pro- 
ducing countries of the world. 


Countiies of production. 


Russia in Europe 
United Kingdom 
France en 


British East Indies 
Turkey and Persia......... .. 
Cape Colony and Natal (1885) 


Those tables substantiate the assertion [made that the United States 
is second in wool producing and fourth in the number of sheep of all 
countries of the world. 

The number of sheep in the United States in 1888 by estimation was 
43,544,755. The amount of wool produced in 1887 in this country was 
285,000,000 pounds; the amount of wool imported was 114,038,030 
pounds; the amount of wool exported was 6,986,232 pounds. There- 
fore there were retained for consumption 392,051,798 pounds. The tax 
paid upon the imported wool in the shape of tariff duty waz $6,430,317. 

The price of corresponding grades of wool at that period in London 
was 2 cents per pound and the price in New York and Boston for the 
same grades of wool for that period was 31 cents per pound. So that 
we can clearly arrive at the conclusion that we paid a tax on the do- 
mestic article of 8} cents per pound, minus the cost of transportation 
to this country, which at a half a cent per pound, or something like 
$11 per ton, should be stated thus: 285,000,000 pounds of domestic wool 
with 8 cents added in the shape of the duty on the foreign wool with 
which it competes, making $22,800,000, and the total tax therefore upon 
the raw wool used by the American people in the year 1887, was $29,- 
230,317. ° 

The cost of woolen manufactures which were imported in 1888 was 
$47,719,393, and the duty paid thereon averaging 69 per cent. was 
$32,213,120, making the total cost of imported woolens $79,932,513. 

The domestic articles of wool manufactured in the United States we 
can only arrive at by approximation. In 1880, according to the census, 
the product of our factories—and it must be borne in mind that less 
than a half million dollars, all told, were exported the last year—the 
product of our factories was $267,252,913 in value. At the very lowest 
estimate, I suppose it would be fair to say that the product of the 
woolen factoriesof the United States now is at least $300,000,000. Now 
how are we to arrive at the additional cost to the American people? 
We have seen that the tax on the raw material, domesticand imported, 
amounted to $29,000,000 and upwards. We have seen that the taxes 
on woolen goods imported amounted to $32,000,000 and upwards. 
Now, how much additional cost has been imposed upon the American 
people by the enhancement of the price of the domestic article? 

Estimating the amount of manufactures in 1888 at $300,000,000, if 
we were to take the whole amount of duty of 69 per cent. the amount 
would be $188,000,000. ‘The price of the enhanced cost of the domes- 
tic article, if we are to take it at 50 per cent. duty, would amount to 
$150,000,000. Ifit were so that it did no more than enhance the price 
to the extent of 25 per cent. it would be $75,000,000. Whichever 
way you see proper to take it, thereis an enormous additional tax im- 
posed upon the American people under cover of this duty on wool and 
woolens, which is to be paid by them, and which will continue to be 
paid by them so long as our present laws exist. We have already seen 
that about 80 percent. of the duty on wool itself is found in the en- 
hanced price of the domestic wool, at least 8} cents per nd. 
Therefore, if you take 50 per cent. of the duty imposed, as Khave 
found, upon the domestic article, you will have somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $100,000,000 of additional tax upon the American 
people in consequence of these woolen duties. 

Mr. President, we are the greatest wool-consuming country in the 
world. That is stated and I believed admitted upon all sides. We 
have a larger population than almost any other people in Christendom. 
The average wealth of the people of the United States is greater than 
that of any other; their average condition of comfort is greater than 
that of any other people, and therefore we consume more of woolen 
goods, and itis our greatest industry, with the single exception of the 
metals. In 1880 the product of all the manufacturing establishments 
of metals in the United States was $604,553,460, whilst the value of 
all the wool manufactured was $267,182,914, and the value of all the 
cotton manufactures was $210,950,383. So I say with the exception 
of the metal manufactures of the United States, wool is our very great- 
est interest, and therefore it should be the duty of legislators, as it 
seems to me, to push the prosperity of our greatest industry. 
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Why continue this heavy tax? Why tax the raw material which 
forces the taxation of the manufactured product in order to equalize 
it? When a proposition to place any article upon the free-list or to re- 
duce the duty is made, the assertion is always made that it will, in the 
first place, destroy that industry. Can that be said here? Can it be 
asserted here truthfully that the reduction of the tax or the removal of 
the tax upon the raw material of a great industry will destroy that in- 
dustry? It is an absurdity to say so. 

In the first place, I have some authority here showing that there is 
nothing in the way of this country excelling all the countries in the 
world in the manufacture of woolen goods except the duty on the 
wool itself, which makes the price higher than it is to any other peo- 
ple. A gentleman by the name of Schoenhof, who is at present the” 
consul of the United States at Tunstall, has made, under direction of 
the State Department, most careful inquiry and investigation into the 
cost of manufacturing wool in the United States and in England. He 
visited, as his report shows, which I have before me, the most reliable 
and table manufacturers whom he could find in both countries 
and made the most careful and painstaking calculations and inquiries 
into every branch of the manufacture of woolen goods, and the con- 
clusions to which he comes, and which I have not yet seen anywhere 
denied, are, as I have stated, that there is nothing in the way of the 
successful manufacture of American woolen goods in competition with 
all the world except the price of raw material, Instead of reading his 
statement in extenso I have collated and abstracted it for the purpose 
of saving the time of the Senate. 

The total cost of manufacturing a pound of wool into ladies’ dress 
goods, called sackings, in America is— - 


Cents. 
-70 
3.09 
2.85 
= apenas PRET OG NT LOM SF PLT OORT PREP s ` 4 
Dressing and warping... 5 
Burling, mending, etc....,....... 1.66 
Pe ies x ja 
R. 4 
Finish 2.60 
Additional charges.. -40 


Total cost per pound...sesserssssssssssss Solais iq devtce toned RARER AAS LOES N 


Cost of manufacture (in Massachusetts), exclusive of the wool, 32.31 
cents; price of wool in the dirt, 35 cents; a Joss of-50 per cent, in 
scouring, which makes wool cost 70 cents. $ 

Mr. CHACE, Will the Senator yield to me a moment for a question? 

Mr. VANCE, Certainly. - 

Mr. CHACE. What evidence has the Senator that those estimates 
are upon the same quality of wool? s 

Mr. VANCE. I have the evidence of the gentleman who took the 
testimony. 3 

Mr. CHACE. Does the Senator know this gentleman? 

Mr. VANCE. I do, personally. ; 

Bt CHACE. What are his qualifications for judging as to the 

ity ? : ; 

k Mr. VANCE. I think he is one of the most competent men to deal 
with questions of this kind I have ever known. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator knows that? 

Mr. VANCE. He is a man of intelligence and long experience, with 
perhaps twenty-five or thirty years of his life devoted to the study of 
these very subjects. > 

Mr. CHACE. Has he any practical knowledge of it? 

Mr. VANCE. I should say so. I do not know whether he eyer 
worked in a mill or not. Ihave not that knowledge. He gives the 
names of the manufacturers and everybody from whom he obtained the 
information. So it is very easy to contradict it if it is not true. 

I was proceeding to read that the wool of the English manufacturer 
stands at 32 cents per pound. 

Cost of manufacturing the same quality of goods in England: 


Cost of wool in the grease, 13 cents; loss of 50 per cent. in scouring an 


additional loss in manufacturing, makes the wool stand at.........:.++0+0 acess 32 
Carding, preparing and 8spinning.....:seesisserirsresesersisiressreeri te é -4 
Supplies wi... sessaspsicaropssossssissoeð 1,50 
had Mtg and dressing, ete i 40 

eing .. 
Finishin; 4 
Charges... 13 
Total manufacturing pound of sackings........ Goabaieta dobbs dhaxvh ech dossnaseoos . 69.90 


Total cost, exclusive Of WOOl.s..ssisss.isss ssion rassir seers nsns IERD Padeseses 37.90 


Whereas the Massachusetts cost was 32. So the cost of manufactur- 
ing a pound of wool in England is 5.59 cents greater than it is in the 
United States. 

In England the wages of weavers in woolen mills (mostly girls) are 
from 12 to 15 shillings per week, scarcely more than one-half the earn- 
ings of the American weaver in the same goods, but the English weaver 
tends one loom only, and the American tends two. 

The output of the American weaver is about 300 yards per week; 
the output of the English weaver per week is 105 yards; making the 
average cost for weaving American goods 2.65 cents per yard, and for 


t 
English weaver 2.56 cents per yard; English cost of weaving per pound, 
6.07 cents; Massachusetts cost, 6.90 cents. The small difference isdue 
to difference in width of the cloth, the English article being 54 inches 
in width and the American article 50 inches in width. 

All this plainly shows that if we had free wool we could produce 
woolen cloth at 64.31 cents per pound which would cost in England 
69.90 cents per pound to produce. 

I think there is nothing wanting to the demonstration that we could 
exceed the world in the production of woolen goods with free wool; and 
even with a different duty levied upon wool, the manufacturing inter- 
ests of this country would take agreat start forward and would beable 
to furnish goods much cheaper and give more employment to labor. 

The manufacturers, the woolen people, who dpppeared before the 
Finance Committee gave some testimony that I regard as very valuable 
concerning the present method of levying duties and the present duties 
which are levied upon the raw wools that are imported into this conny 
try. I will read first from the statement of Mr. T. Sampson, of the 
Washington Mills Company of Lawrence, Mass., and to save my own 
ee I will ask the Secretary to read this testimony which I haye 
marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I respectfully submit what I believe to be the solution of that much-yexed 
qosor, tariff on wool. 
ven 


I am now 
Company, a corporation with two millions of capital and cons 


com me to pare pye eef acquainted with the working of the present 
tariff on wool; and I wish to draw your attention to certain pernicious fps 
of the system and to suggest a remedy, 

You are aware that wools are classified and a se; e specific dut; mo cheese 

on the various classes. Wool costing a certain price pays 2} cents daty; when 
that price advances it pays 5 cents, then again 10 cents, then 20 cents, ete. As 
you know, wool in the raw state contains from 20 to 8) cent, of refuse mat- 
ter, consisting of sand, grease, ete, In co uence of the specific duty bein, 
levied upon the greasy weight of the wool it pens that certain prin: fs an 
classes are absolutely prohibited because of the excessive duty that falls upon 
the wool when scoured. For instance, when in England recently I found many 
of the mills in Bradford using a Russian wool that costs 5 pence a pound. 
_ This wool shrank, say, rg cent., yielding 33} per cent. of clean wool, cost- 
ing the Englishmen about 15 pence, Now if this wool had been imported into 
the United States the amount of the duty would have been equal to the cost of 
the wool, as it must have paid 10 cents a pound duty on the weight, 
This was desirable wool, and was then being put into yarns which were ex- 
ported to the United States and came directly in competition with yarns that 
we hey 22 diein , and beat us in our own market, j 

The following illustration presents another pernicious feature of the present 
system. After passing through the London wool stores with my broker, I se- 
lected certain wools and instructed him to bid for the same at public auction, 
He did so, but was compelled to stop at 15 pence because if above that amount 
was paid the rate of duty would double. ow the effect of this is that the En- 
glish manufacturer has a distinct advantage over the American manufacturer, 
inasmuch as we are unable eyen to bid on wools if the price only advances 1 cent 
above 15 pence, because the duty doubles, This wool would have suited our 
purpose, and would have enabled us to make finer goods than we are now able 
to produce. Thus the present tariff entirely defeats its purpose—it cheats the 
farmer and ruins the manufacturer. 

I now proceed to indicate reasons for a oo from the fie toan ad 
valorem duty. I by no means favor free wool, believing that it is of the utmost 
importance that the Republican should continue to hold in its ranks the 
wool producers of the conky 
a on wool, We should then wool 
petitors abroad, and would have the opporyan ity of bidding on any andall kinds 
of wool, thus enhancing prices abroa 

An objection may be that there would be an A opeoraney for underyal- 

woolen goods; but this 


irs) be 
s free bill? pakast y i at, 


adopt this rade movement it will resultin the discomfiture of the Repub- 
lican party; and if they are beaten on the issues now before the country what 
hope have they of ever gaining their former sup 


It has been claimed by the 


n restore war taxes. It 
hose interested have failed to find the root 


try 
has labo: for years and which make it so difficult, indeed almost impossible, 
to cope with our foreign competitors. 

The long and short of it is: The tariff excludes certain wools from the United 
States; these the foreigner buys at his own price, and so undersells the Amer- 
ican man rer; whereas, if we could bid against him on equal terms, we 
would be able to manufacture the goods here. 

Place an ad valorem duty on wool; 


The thing lies right here in a nutshell. 
the foreign manufacturer would then have to pay the same for his wool as we 
e amount of ad valorem duty on the raw wool; but his chance for 


do, less 
cheap material would have come to an end, and the low-priced 
athing of the past, This result would happen even if only a very limited amount 
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of wool was imported into the United States. The effect of anad valorem duty 
wonld be to ba Sagi oy the prices of wool abroad. American competition would be 
Hable to drop in on any and all kinds of wool, and so advance prices in Lon- 


fro: 

rted into the United 
States, bi pe of manufactured 
eloth. Raising the price of the raw material abroad will decrease the importa- 
tion of manufactured cloth, will start up the American mills that are now idle 
or = a semi-idie condition, and then a market will be found that will satisfy 
our farmers, 

Not along ago an attempt was made to enter at the New York custom-house 
single 60 worsted yarn at 59 cents; the parties desiring to enter it declaring that 
they would furnish 200,000 pounds of the same thing at that price. 

Any one familiar with the prices at which certain wools can be bought abroad 
and with the prices paid for foreign labor can understand the possibility of the 


truth of the ve mt. 
on account of high shrin can not be 


As has been stated, certain woo 
imported under the present tariff. Hence there is only demand for these wools 


be the foreigner, who is able to buy them at much less cost than would be pos- 
ible could the American bid on them, thus y enhancing the demand and 
enhancing the price. Wools thus cheaply bought by the foreigner are worked 
by him faries nd into yarn or and passed undera low 
course they can be sold ata much lower t 


t takes pe of low-priced wool to produce 1 
on this w would be 35 cents. The duty on it 
would be but 18 cents. So it is seen that we makers Shey, the foreigner by being 
unable to bid against him in the purchase of wool, but also oy ore him to 
pass into this country the man ures from this wool at about half the duty 
‘we would pay on the same wool should we buy it at a price toallow of its entry 
asa low-cost wool, Thus it is readily seen thatthe very object of the tariff isde- 
eated. Instead of the price of wool being raised for the foreigner by the possi- 
bility of American com) ition in bidding on that wool, the American farmer 
is utterly discou) the impossibility of finding a market for an equally 
good wool, but which the American manufacturer can not afford to use. 

Certainly it is no wonder that nearly 70,000,000 yards of dress goods were im- 
ported into this country during a period of nine months when the foreigner 
can make a yarn for 59 cents which costs the American more than twice that 
amount to make. The wonder is that any American can support a tariff which 
allows such a state of affairs, 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it will be recollected that in 1885 Mr. 
Manning, then Secretary of the Treasury, sent out inquiries to manu- 
facturers and merchants all over the country requesting their co-oper- 
ation in the improvement of the fiscal policy of the country, and among 
the replies received was one from the National Association of Wool 
Manu representing over one hundred manufacturing estab- 
lishments of wool, and signed by some of the leading manufacturers 
of the country, among them William Whitman, of Boston, as presi- 
dent, Thomas Dolan, of Philadelphia, one of its vice-presidents, and 
James Dobson, of Philadelphia, one of the executive committee, and 
other officers of this association, and they give almost precisely the 
same arguments that were given by Mr. Sampson, of the Washington 
Mills Company, whose testimony I have just had read; and it isall to the 
effect that it is impossible, with the specific duty such as we have now 
on raw wool, for the manufacturers of this country to compete, with 
anything like a chance of success, with their foreign rivals. 

They go on to say that the cheap goods are absolutely forbidden be- 
cause of the tax upon the grease and dirt which are in it, and which 
frequently amount to 66 or 70 per cent. of the weight of the mass; and 
therefore to pay a duty of 10 cents a pound upon grease and dirt, and 
in the case where there are two pounds to one of grease and dirt the 
duty would be 20 cents a pound upon it, isan absolute prohibition upon 
the importation of such goods. Therefore the cheap, greasy, dirty 
wools of Europe, however fine in quality they may be, are left for the 
manufacturers of Europe to consume and unde! the American man- 
ufacturers with their production. 

Not only is that the case, that our manufacturers are prohibited by 
this duty from the use of these wools in that greasy and dirty condi- 
tion, but the very fact that so great a wool-consuming and manufact- 
uring country as the United States is kept out of the market depresses 
the price of these dirty wools still more in the European market, and 
still further inures to the benefit of the manufacturers of Europe who 
can alone pay for them at the rate in London. Therefore, it is a ruin- 
ous and suicidal policy to maintain this duty; and it seems to me that 
the best thing for the manufacturers of this country that could be done 
would be either to remove this duty entirely (which I propose to do 
by my umendment) or to change from specific to ad valorem duties, 
and put it in the reach of the American manufacturer of cheaper goods 
to buy; and being able thus to get his material cheap, he will be able 
to sell the product to the people cheaper. 

But it is said that it would destroy the woolen interests; that if the 
duty upon raw wool is reduced it will cause a decline in the number of 
sheep in this country, a decrease of the flocks all over the land; and 
they give as an evidence of that the slight decrease in the duty on 
wool that was made by the tariff of 1883, which they say was followed 
by a great decline in the number of the sheep in this country. There 
never was an argament more fallacious than that. 

A careful examination of the tariff duties which have been im 
upon wool from the organization of the Government to the present time, 


with the number of sheep and the increase or diminution of the flocks 
of this country during the same period, will show that there can be no 
possible connection whatsoever between the tariff rates of duty and the 
number of sheep that we have had in this country. Why, sir, the de- 
cline of which they speak and which they attribute to the reduction of 
the duties on wool in 1883 began many years before the passage of the 
act of 1883. That decline began in 1867. In 1867, after the duties 
were raised to the highest point they have been since the war, a de- 
cline in the number of sheep began. 

I have tables here showing the number of sheep in various portions 
of the country at the decennial periods when our censuses have been 
taken, and you will notice that the decline of the flocks has mostly been in 
the older and more thickly settled States, showing that from the nature 
of the animal the sheep which required a large extent of pasturage had 
to give way before the ing necessities of man, and therefore the 
decline was found to be the greatest in the older and more thickly 
settled States of the Union. 

In the New England States in 1840 there were 3,820,307 head of 
sheep; in 1850 there were 2,257,583; in 1860 there were 1,779,732; in 
1870 there were 1,450,155; in 1880, 1,362,234, a gradual decline in the 
number of sheep in New England. Did the tariff have anything to do 
with that? From 1850 to 1860 the duty was very low, about 24 per 
cent., and from 1857 to 1860, I believe, all wool below the value of 20 
cents was admitted free, and yet the decline was no greater in that 
decade than it was in the next one, when the duty was raised to 10 
and 12 cents a pound. 

How was it in New York and the Middle States, as they are called? 
In 1840 there were 7,403,557 sheep; in 1850, 5,641,641; in 1860, 4,559,- 
000; in 1870, 4,248,000; and in 1880, 3,801,000, or a slight increase 
for the first time in the history of any of these older settled States. 
But that increase made the total number just about half what it was 
in 1840. 

In the Southern States in 1840 the number was 4,521,000; in 1850, 
5,667,000; in 1860, 5,938,000; in 1870, 5,188,000? in 1880, 7,439 000, 
That included the great and then thinly settled State of Texas and 
other Southwestern States where the presence of man had not yet 
driven out the cultivation of sheep and restricted their pasturage, and 
there we see an increase from 1840 to 1880 of nearly 100 per cent. 

In the Western States in 1840 there were 3,562,000 head; in 1850, 
7,743,000 head; in 1860, 8,141,000 head; in 1870, 13,757,000 head; in 
1880, 14,146,000 head; showinga ual increase in that country where 
there was room and past for them, just as there was a gradual 
decrease in the countries where their rage was restricted. Now, 
can any man pretend to say that the tariff had anything to do with 
that? So I might go on through the whole list, including the Territo- 
ries, where, of course, the increase has been very great. 

I think that sufficiently establishes the fact that natural causes in- 
fluence the number, the increase, or the decrease of the farmers’ flocks, 
and not the tariff duties on wool. Why, Mr. President, the same va- 
riations and fiuctuations in the number exist in regard to the other an- 
imals, particularly swine. The fluctuations in the number of swine 
during the period which I have read are just as great, or much greater, 
than they are in those of sheep, showing, as a matter of course, thatno 
tariff could have had anything to do with their increase or decrease. 

Now, let us see whether the tendencies of tariff reduction are to a 
destruction of the sheep industry or not. Let us see what effect the 
low tariff which existed from 1846 to 1850 had upon the sheep itself, 
its carcass, its value, and its wool. I have taken what I shall read 
from the reports of the Bureau of Statistics, giving the export prices of 
various articles of commerce at various periods of our country’s his- 


tory. 

I find that the export price of sheep from 1846 to 1859 in New York 
was $4.39, per sheep, and the export price of wool for the same pe- 
riod at the same place was 28.7 cents per pound, whilst the export 
price of sheep from 1860 to 1885 was only $3.03; per head, and the 
export priee of wool during the same period averaged only 32 cents. a 
slight increase in the export price of the wool itself, but a very large 
decrease in the export price of the value of the sheep. I find the 
highest price paid for sheep was in 1866, when they reached the price 
of $7 per head, whilst the Tighest price paid for wool was in 1850, dur- 
ing the free-trade period so called, which was 62 cents per pound. 

I find from the same authority that the average prices of wool from 
1825 to 1880 at different periods were as follows: From 1825 to 1836 it 
was 29.18 cents; from 1837 to 1842 it was 30.8 cents; from 1843 to 1847 
it was 25.4 cents; from 1848 to 1861 it was 33.3 cents; from 1862 to 1867 
it was 33 cents; and from 1868 to 1880 it was 26.8 cents. So the high- 
est average price of wool was during the period from 1848 to 1861 under 
the so-called free trade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from North Carolina 
a ering that wool be placed upon the free-list to do so to increase 

e price 

T. VANCE. What is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH.. Do I understand that the purpose of the Senator 
from North Carolina in trying to have wool placed on the free-list is to 
increase the price of wool? 
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Mr. VANCE. No, sir; that is not my idea. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator was now reasoning that 
such had been the result heretofore. 

. Mr. VANCE. I was reading these authorities to rebut the false 
idea which gentlemen on that side are constantly instilling into the 
minds of the country, that the reduction or the removal of the duty 
on wool would destroy the wool-growing industry of this country. 
That is my object, and I read these prices for that purpose. 

In 1872, I believe it was, the duty on hides was repealed, and it was 
supposed that that would affect the cattle-growing industry in this 
country. The duty on hides bears agreat deal of similarity to theduty 
on wool. Theclip of the wool from the sheep is an incident of the sheep- 
growing business, and the taking of the hide from the slaughtered ani- 
mal is an incident of the cattle-growing industry, and the value per 
hide is much greater than the value per clip of wool. The average per 
hide is estimated by the Bureau of Statistics at $5 for every slaughtered 
beef, and the total value of the hides of cattle slaughtered in this coun- 
try is estimated by the same bureau to amount to about $43,000,000, 
whereas the wool clip amounts to about $70,000,000. : 

It would be reasonable to suppose that if either the repeal or reduc- 
tion of the duty on wool would destroy or affect injuriously in any way 
the sheep-growing industry, a parallel might be found to the cattle- 
growing interest of this country by the reduction of the duty upon 
foreign hides; and yet we find that the duty on foreign hides was 
scarcely felt when it was removed. So great became the competition, 
so wonderful an impetus was given to the leather trade and the tan- 
ning industries-of this country that the competition of the home mar- 
ket became so great that the repeal of the duty was hardly noticed, 
and in a short time the price of hides in New York became higher than 
it was when the duty was in existence. The gold price of hides in 
New York from 1860 to 1872, the date when the duty was repealed, 


ering thas the imposition of a duty reduces the price of an article. 
Mr. 

wool. In the case of hides the facts are that the price in New York 
became higher in a very short time than the price was before the repeal 
of the duty, by reason of the increased home demand. So of wool. A 
full supply of the kind of foreign wools desired would greatly increase 
the demand for those produced at home. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam interested in this wool discussion. Did I un- 
derstand the Senator to say that he thought the putting of the duty on 
wool would advance the price of it? 

Mr. VANCE. Or decrease the price of wool? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. 

Mr. VANCE. I certainly think it will not decrease it to any injuri- 
ous extent. That is what I was trying toshow. You are of opinion 
that the removal of the duty would drive our sheep out of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the Senator in likening it to the duty 
on hides to answer the Senator from Iowa that the imposition of the 
duty would decrease the price of the wool. 

Mr. VANCE. Would decrease it? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. 

Mr. VANCE, Theimposition of the duty at present, I say, does not 
inure to the benefit of the wool-growing industry so much as to the de- 
struction of the consumers of woolen goods, for the reason I have given 
and which I cited in the testimony of Mr. Sampson and the memorialists 
of Secretary Manning. 

Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator mean to say or does he now mean to 
say that the duty on wool has the effect to increase or decrease the 
price of it? 

Mr. VANCE. In my opinion the repeal of the duty on wool would 
inure as the repeal of the duty on hides did, to the benefit of the pro- 
ducers of hides and the consumers of leather goods. N 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas asking as to the effect of the present duty upon 
the cost of wool. Has it the effect to increase or decrease it? 

Mr. VANCE. The present duty on the cost of wool, as I endeavored 
to explain when I opened my remarks, made the consumers of this 
country pay 8} cents per pound more than the present price. 

Mr. DAWES, The question was—— 

Mr. VANCE. And E ine A A el eal in this coun- 
try could not compete with the English, German, or French manu- 
facturers. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator's pardon, but I have not been able 
to make him understand my interrogatory. My in was 
whether the present duty has had the effect to increase or decrease the 
price of American consumption ? 

Mr. VANCE. I think, ee aaa posible 4o ag, 7 it to the Sena- 
tor, that it has had to some extent both effects. It has prevented the 
development of the woolen manufacture in this country, which would 
increase the price of wool, and yet because it kept out cheap wools 
Aroen kirit Onin IE. $O Saat Orden ts screenes, Sne: gaes of the domestic 
article. 

Mr. DAWES. It would be an interesting process to convince me 


that it had the effect both to increase it anddecrease it. Ishould like 
to have the Senator try that experiment on somebody else more intel- 
ligent than myself. 

Mr. VANCE. If I can find 2 ne ee ee ay ere aes 


I can make 
myself a little clearer as I go along, if the Senator from usetts 
will give me his attention. As I have shown that the repeal of the 
duty upon hides did not decrease the price of hides, but that the im- 
petus which it gave to the home demand maintained the price fully, I 
wish also to show what effect it had upon the balance of the beef after 
the hide was taken off. 

Of course I have no means of getting at the prices of fresh beef from 
year to yearin New York, but mess-beef, put up in barrels for exporta- 
tion or forcommerce, was sold in 1872in New York at $8.75y', per barrel, 
and in 1885 it was $11.06, per barrel, showing that the repeal of the 
duty upon hides had not tended to destroy but rather to encourage the 
cattle-growing industry of this country. In 1873 leather was worth 
in New York 25.2 cents per pound. In 1885, after the of the 
duty upon hides, leather was worth 19.8 cents per poun Perhaps 
the Senator may get a little light into the idea that I have in connec- 
tion with these wool duties. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not see yet how it affects it both ways at one 
and the same time. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will listen one moment, I think —— 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see how he can bring it up and down at the 
same time without leaving it about where it was. 

Mr. VANCE. I thought the Senators on the other side were well 
accustomed to that in this bill. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Does the 
Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHACE. ‘The Senator bas been alluding to the price of hides 
and the effect of the duty, and the removal thereof. Has he collated 
the price of hides for a number of years before and after that change in 
the tariff? I desire to assure him that I have examined it with great 
care, and itis a fact, as I understand, that the price of hides for five 
years after the duties were removed was higher than it was the five 
years before. 

Mr. VANCE. Is not that what I have been showing to the Senate? 

Mr. CHACE. Then the Senator has been showing also that the duty 
upon wool makes the wool lower for the farmer, 

Mr. VANCE. That I am showing that to repeal the duty makes 
wool lower to the farmer. 

Mr. CHACE. How will the Senator reconcile the two things? 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I am required constitutionally to 
invest the Senator from Rhode Island with understanding. If that 
is my duty, I will give it up right now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator would have a very great job, for he does 
not have enough understanding in this case to invest anybody with 
understanding. That is very evident. 

Mr, VANCE, I did not say that it would reduce the price of wool 
to the farmer. 

UP CHACE. That was the line of the Senator’s argument undoubt- 

Mr. VANCE. I set out with the observation that the tariff had 
nothing to do with the decrease or increase of the flocks of sheep. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or the price of wool? 

Mr. VANCE. Or the price of wool, for the simple reason—— 

Mr. CHACE. Now the Senator has conceded the point, and yet all 
these weeks he has been talking about whatan onerous tax it was 
upon the consumer. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, it is an onerous tax, but the farmer does not 
get the benefit of it. The consumer of the woolen goods is the victim 
in this case. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer me one question? I want 
to know what he is going to do with all the speeches he has been 
making for the last fortnight, if it is true that the duty does not in- 
erease the price of the American article? 

Mr. VANCE. When I am told that the duty does not increase the 
price of the American article, of course I am referring, whatever the 
Senator from Massachusetts may be referring to, to the sheep industry 
in this country. Does the Senator understand that which depends 
upon causes other than the tariff? 

I was going on to show that leather was worth in 1873 25.2 cents 
per pound in New York. In 1885 it was 19.8 cents per pound. So 
whilst the price of hides increased, the price of leather decreased. 
1873 the price of shoes was $1.617 pair. In 1885 the price was 
$1.214 per pair. What more desirable ends could political economy 
hope to establish than these? 

ALBIS: May I ask the Senator from North Carolina a 
uestion 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield ? 
Mr. VANCE. Oh, certainly; certainly. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I then, by analogy the Senator thinks 
that taking off the duty upon wool will increase the price of wool for 
the farmer and decrease the price of woolen cloth? 

Mr. VANCE. That is my position, sir, if I understand it; that if 
we unshackle the woolen manufacturers in this country and enable 
them to buy those wools in Europe which they absolutely need to 
admix with the wool of American growth, the impetus given to the 
woolen manufacturers in this country and to the growth and produc- 

tion of wool in this country will be the same as was given to the 
leather trade by the removal of the duty on hides. That is my posi- 
tion, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the woolen manufacturer would be able to 
pay an increased price for wool and still sell his product at a lower 


price 

Me VANCE. The woolen manufacturer, then, would get the wool, 
whatever the price may be, as suggested by "the law of Wof POIT and de- 
mand, which he can not now get in consequence of these specific duties. 
I ask what more desirable thing could political economy propose to this 
end than the increased price of the raw material, the decreased price 
of the manufactured article, | aad, at the same time, the maintenance 
of wages of those engaged in the manufacture ? 

During this period of low wool, of free-trade prices, from 1846 to 1860, 
the price of all other great products of this country was well kept up at 
the same time. Wheat had dn average price in gold from 1846 to 1860 
of $1.46,5, per bushel. From 1860 to 1885 there was an average price 
of $1.36 a bushel. Cotton had an average price in gold from 1846 to 
1860 of 9.8 cents a pound, and from 1875 to 1885, 11.8 cents a pound, 
about 2 cents higher. Cotton was longer in recovering from the infla- 
tion of the war than any other article. 

There can be no doubt in my mind that the repeal of the duty on 
raw wool will give such an impetus to all of our woolen manufactures 
that the price will be so well maintained that the farmers’ flocks will 
not be.decreased, whilst the price of woolen goods which clothe our 
people will be greatly reduced, and there will be additional labor given 
to all engaged or proposing to in the manufacture of 
woolen goods, In this opinion I am glad to know that I am sus- 
tained by the chairman of the subcommittee. In 1870, the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr, ALLISON], then a member of the House of Represent- 
atives, used the following language in the tariff discussion: 

I will tell the a aeenen Somi in my own judgment, the wool-grower will ee 
benefited. law now is the tariff upon fine woos of a character not 
duced in itis o country is 100 per cent. upon their cost. The tariff upon woo 
of the same class is only about ic pe eOk; so that the finer woolen goods are 
imported, agn not the coarser fabrics. Before the tariff of 1867 our manufact- 
urers of mixed foreign fine wools with our domestic poda and 
pos sere ab e to compete successfully with the foreign manufacturer of simi- 

B hibited from i this fi 
nat nowy ta prodani ints ooabtry a Sunply tiny cnn bs aporis Cam 
sequently mills that were formerly engaged in producing those goods have been 
compelled to don business or manitaoiere the coarser ries. If —. 
could afford to manufacture those fine goods they would makea market, w: 
we do not now nahin for our fine wools to be mixed with other fine wools of a 
different character from abroad. This want of a market, as I nieg is 
the reason why our fine wools now comm: so low a price; there is no de- 
mand for them at home and we can not export them in competition with fine 


wools grown in countries, 


And so on. 

I do not think there can be any doubt in the world as to the truth 
of that proposition. The fact is, a reduction of the duties upon wool, 
or free wool, is so manifestly the policy of the manufacturers of this 
country, as well as of the people who have to consume their goods, that 
3e a onae to me that any of them can hold out for these enormous 


"The, only that I have been able to find for the absurdity, 
or the anomaly, Sain least of it, of the proposition is in the fact 
that they say the votes of the wool-growers are absolutely necessary to 
maintain the duties upon the woolen goods after they are mannufact- 
ured. In other words, they are afraid to break the pool. Says Mr. 
Joseph Truitt, a witness who appeared before the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance: 

Bite sand oe bender eh soya Ea anion saps tgp wba pier de 

wer 
he buys and exoludes every Frias Aa aA he pastuaes oat and wants to sell. 

Thatis precisely the condition which the farmers of thiscountry have 
been in ever since the inauguration of protective-tariff duties in our 
country. They have tosubmit to a duty upon everything which they 
to seil to buy, whilst they have no duties upon anything which they have 


urers. The nations of Europe which have a small duty opon wool are 
Russia, Spain, Roumania, and one or two other i t commer- 
cial countries of Europe; and I must not forget to mention that the 
country whose policy Senators on that side so much admire, and of 
which they are endea to secure the imitation of the American 
e, China, imposes a heavy duty upon raw wool. 
ere was once a Senator from Massachusetts who could perhaps 


have appreciated the position that I have assumed this morning better 
than his successor seems to have been able to do. His name was Wil- 
son, and he was once Vice-President of the United States. In 1857 in 
giving his vote for a tariff which put all wools worth less than 20 cents 
a pound upon the free-list, and which imposed a duty of only 24 or 30 
per cent. upon the remainder, he used the eee Neca - 


and the importation of ee eon and afford a 

steady and eee mand for n wool Baten believe this 

will be more bene to the wool-growers, to the than the 
t po! The manufacturers of woolen 


— many =e them men of 
experience and extensive knowledge, entertain these y 
sustainedin these opinions by the experience of the great manufacturing nations 
ofthe Old World. 

Since the reductions of duties on raw materials in England, since wool was 
admitted free, her woolen man ures have so in 


onstrates 

which makes the raw material duty free, Let us profit by their exam; 

If our manufactures are to increase to keep pace with the population and the 
moving Sesen of the people; if we are to have the contro the markets of 

untry; if we are to meet with and com with the manufacturers 

of I England and other nations of Western Europe in the markets of the world, 
we must have our raw materials admitted duty free or at a mere nominal rate, 

We of New England believe that wool, especially the chea) 
hemp, flax, raw silk, lead, brass, hides, linseed, and many other: 
in our manufactories can be admitted duty free, or for a mere nominal ere 
without injuring to any extent any considerable interest of the country. 


When I listen to these words and then listen to the words of those 
gentlemen who have succeeded Mr. Wilson, I say to myself, ‘‘ How 
are the mighty fallen !’’ DAE big woah ean be given this day 
by any man who is denominated a free-trader than there was given by 
the former Senator from Massachusetts, the late Vice-President of the 
United States. 

This bill at the very outset demonstrates the shrewdness of the in- 
tellects which framed it. On wools of the first class worth only 30 
cents a pound, they raise the duty from 10 to 11 cents, while on the 
wools worth over 30 centsa pound they reduceit from 11 to 10. Now, 
let us see what they make by that. They increase the wool worth less 
than 30 cents per pound, of which class there were imported last year 
22,607,000 pounds. They reduce on the next class, worth over 30 cents 
per pound, from 12 to 11 cents, of which only 17,586 pounds were im- 
ported. iha = they ice ps and receive $226, 000. Is not that 
a pretty shrewd Yankee trad 

On wool ne at less ee Es a pound they increase the duty 

from 20 cents to 22 cents per pound, whilst on the washed wool, worth 
over 30 cents per pound, they reduce the duty from 24 to 22 cents per 
pound; but whereas of the former, on which they increase the duty, there 
were 383,275 pounds imported, of the latter, on which they reduce, 
there were only 2,000 pounds imported. They can make a very good 
trade indeed by giving $40 in exchange for $7,665. That is the way 
the scheduleruns. They reduce where the reduction amounts to noth- 
ing. They increase where it amounts to a great deal. 
The House bill, for which this Senate conception is a substitute, pro- 
poses to reduce this enormous weight of taxation that presses upon the 
American people for their woolen clothing to the extent of $18,677,844, 
to say nothing of the very great reduction that must follow upon the 
manufactured articles of a domestic character in this country by reason 
of the enhanced price. The Senaté substitute proposes to increase this 
entire schedule—I have not the time to follow it item by item—$4,- 
748,636, to say nothing of the great rate of increase which must neces- 
sarily follow as the enhanced price of the domestic article. 

Now, when are these infants to attain maturity? When wiil these 
infant industries for which the people of America are taxed be able to 
stand alone? When will they escape the cutting of teeth and cholera 
infantum and all other ailments to which childhood is incident, and 
be able to stand unprotected? When in the history of this Govern- 
ment has one of them ever yet said it had enough? The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] told us the other day that they were all 
infants and that the whole nation was an infant. 

That declaration, I suppose, was preliminary to the proposition to 
continue this tax indefinitely for the future. Never as yet has one 
said that it had enough. I had supposed from the fostering which the 
manufacturers and their friends gave to them that there were some ar- 
ticles at least that were able tostand alone. We were told in regard to 
American saws that they were sold in the streets of London under the 
noses of the greatest English manufacturers of that article, yet the 
duty was increased but the other day by the Senator from Iowa upon 
saws. 

We were told that American carpets are made cheaper and better 
than any other people in the world make them, and that we are able 
to undersell and compete with every other people in the world. Yet 
the other day a higher duty was put upon carpets. The same thing 
was done with leather goods. I thought it had been conceded on all 
hands that we could equal the world in the production of leather goods. 
But the leather infant had not a leather medal voted to him, but an 
increase of duties in solid cash. 

So it goes, Mr. President, and if I had the time and if the Senate had 
the time (but unfortunately this debate is limited and I wii have to 


1036 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY: 21, 


hurry through), I think I could be able to show, schedule by schedule, 
that in every item most iniquitous and outrageous increases have been 
made upon articles which are the common use of the poor of this coun- 
try. And to show that these things are not the vaporings of rebel 
brigadiers, I wish to read once more from the same debate in 1870 in 
the House of Representatives and call attention to the words of the 
Senator from Iowa on wool and woolen goods. He said: 

Let me call attention, in the next place, to wool and woolen goods. AndI 
will say with to the duty on wool and woolens that I it not as an 
intentional fraud, but as operating as though it were a fraud upon the 
body of the people of the United States. I allude to the woolen tariff, so called, 
of 1867, a law by which the ave: duty on woolen goods is certainly not ine 


than 60 per cent. of the value we import; a law the effect of which has 
ma ly injure the sheep husbanı of this country. 


If that law which the Senator from Iowa so eloquently and so prop- 
erly denounced then was a fraud, or in the nature of an unintentional 
fraud, what would he, if I could put him upon his voir dire, style this 
bill which came from his own hands, where the duties are increased in 
the most outrageous manner, especially on those things which bear 
upon the poor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from North Carolina say that the 
rates in this bill are increased above the act of 1867? 

Mr. VANCE. Many things are, 

í Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have the Senator point me to one 
tem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not one single item. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are largely below the rates which were im- 
posed by the act of 1867. 3 

Mr. VANCE. Then if they have not been increased beyond the law 
of 1867 (and I have not time to examine it now), I join with the Sen- 
ator in denouncing it as an unintentional fraud at least. 

The paragraph of this bill which provides for the duty on woolen 
cloths, paragraph 354, says: 

354. Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of eve 
description, made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goa’ 
al or other animals, not ndally. enumerated or provided for in this act, 
valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound and not 
exceeding 60 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem; 
valued at above 60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound and in addition thereto 
40 per cent. ad valorem, A 3 

I have some samples of woolen cloth here, classified according to this 
section. Here is an article of woolen cloth [exhibiting] manufactured 
in England, 50 inches wide, 18 ounces, which is sold in England at 32 
cents, with a discount of 2.8 cents off, making 29.92 cents, the duty on 
which is 49.84 cents per yard. ‘ 

There is about 150 per cent. dutyonthatsample. Soit runs through 
about a dozen samples of various kinds of cloth, some of woolen, some 
of shoddy, some partly wool and some partly cotton, all, however, fair- 
looking and heavy cloth; and the duties are increased upon the article 
as the value is decreased, and the duty is decreased upon the articleas 
the value is increased. If there was anything in the act of 1867 worse 
than 150 per cent. on this cheap cloth for the use of the poor, then 
surely the Senator from Iowa was right, and it was a fraud. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from North Carolina understand 
that the Senate substitute increases the rates of duty upon that class 
of goods above the existing law? 

Mr. VANCE. ‘That is the question I was talking about, so far as 
I understand it. I say that the specific duty has the effect to make 
these duties heaviest upon the goods used by the poor—the cheap 

s, in other words. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say that the provisions of the bill do not 
change the existing law in that regard: = 

Mr. VANCE. The bill changes it by classification, as I have under- 
taken to show. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not on the class the Senator is now alluding to; the 
bill does not change the existing law at all. 

Mr. VANCE. It changes it in various places in the classification, and 
wherever there is a change it is for the worse. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate of duty upon the lower class of goods to 
which the Senator is now alluding and of which he has exhibited sam- 
ples remains unchanged in the bill, I repeat. 

Mr. VANCE. We propose to change it, if we possibly can, and have 
these duties reduced. Fwi accept the challenge of the Senator, though. 
I hope before the wool schedule is disposed of to be able to satisfy the 
Senator that he is mistaken; that in every instance where there has 
been a change of classification it has worked a change in the ad valorem 
rate of duty, and consequently to the disadvantage of those who use 
the cheaper class of goods. There is every provision made in this free- 
list, and, in fact, throughout the whole schedule, for the convenience 
of the rich. 

It is carefully provided everywhere that their interest shall not suf- 
fer by overtaxation, but the common people of this country who have 
to be clothed, and who have to do that by the sweat of their own brows, 
have no favor in this bill. Itis the worst, so faras I have been able to 
determine, that has ever been proposed to the American Congress; and 

instead of decreasing the duty upon those articles in which the con- 
stituents of the Senators on that side are interested there is an increase 


every time, and whatever little decrease there is comes from something 
they are not interested in. 

I find I am unable to continue any longer in the discussion of this 
wool question, and I will bring my remarks to a close, promising that 
during the course of the debate I will undertake to expose some of the 
sections and paragraphs of the bill which I think operate most hardly 
and deserve most reprobation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have listened with interest to the 
discussions on this bill, some of which have been very entertaining and 
instructive. I now propose as briefly as I can to submit some general 
observations on it within the hour allotted for general debate. 

In the first place, it strikes one who has read the Constitution of the 
United States as a little singular, at least, that we are now en in 
the consideration ofa bill which did not originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives as the Constitution requires, but which was from the first 
to the last word in it framed by a committee of the Senate. Itis 
true it is called an amendmenttothe House bill. Possibly, technically 
speaking, it isan amendment, but it is that kind of an amendment 
which proposes to strike out, to destroy all that originated in the House 
of Representatives, and to substitute a new bill in its place. 

I say ibly it might be considered technically as an amendment 
of the House bill, but when we consider the object and purpose of the 
insertion of that clause in the Constitution which declares that all bills 
to raise revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, it will 
be seen that we have but used the House bill as a mere jurisdictional 
fact. Without the passage by the House of Representatives of some 
bill on the subject of raising revenue no man would contend that the 
Senate had a right to consider any bill upon that subject. We there- 
fore accept the action of the House, not as the basis, as the Constitu- 
tion intended we should, of our action, and proceed to perfect that bill, 
to amend it, but we accept it simply as a jurisdictional fact which 
allows us to originate a bill according to our own notions, and to enact 
that bill into a law. 

During the two weeks in which I have listened to the debate upon 
this bill I have heard no allusion made to the House bill except to con- 
trast it with the bill now before the Senate. The Senate bill is the 
text or the body upon which weareacting. We areofferingamendments 
to that, and voting for and against amendments to it, and we are not 
proposing or voting upon amendments to the House bill as the Con- 
stitution requires. It is true when we get through with this interest- 
ing operation of amending our own work, when we have discussed and 
voted upon amendments to the Serate bill (and it is called a Senate 
bill in this debate), then we will in one act alone yote upon it with 
reference to the House bill. That act will be ‘ormed when the ques- 
tion comes up, will we substitute this new bill of the Senate for the 
House bill? That is the amendment which we to give to the 
House bill under the Constitution of the United States—to destroy it 
and create another in its stead. 

I shall therefore in what I have to say speak of this Senate bill as 
the foundation of our action here, regarding simply the House bill as 
the jurisdictional fact which permits us to go on and consider the bill 
now before the Senate. 

I do not propos to go into any lengthened or critical examination of 
the bill. ere only remains a little over an hour of the time allotted . 
by the Senate for general debate. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] and probably other Senators desire to speak within that 
time, so I shall be as brief as I can. 

There is only one aspect of this subject to which I shall have time to 
allude. Weare now considering a bill originating in the Senate, a bill 
confessedly and avowedly highly, not to say enormously, protective, 
Numerous votes taken in the Senate show that no other sort of bill can 
receive the sanction of this body. So whatever miy be my opinions, 
and they are very decided, upon the peopeey or the impropriety of 
passing a protective tariff, I am confronted with the fact, which every 
Senator here knows is true, that we are considering alone a protective 
bill and can not under any circumstances proceed to a final vote favor- 
ably upon a bill for revenue. 

Some complaints have been made that Southern Senators who are 
opposed to protection believe that in passing a protective bill the pecu- 
liar interests of their States should be taken care of. I am opposed to 
a protective tariff further than such incidental protection as may re- 
sult from a fair adjustment of revenue duties. To that extent I favor 
it, and no further. 

But when we proceed, as I have shown we are proceeding now, avow- 
edly for the sole purpose of constructing a protective tariff, itis material 
to inquire what is the duty of Senators opposed to protection. Is 
it merely to vote and protest unavailingly against all protective feat- 
ures which benefit interests outside of the States in which they reside? 
These protective features have already been passed by the Senate, al- 
ready have received the approbation of a majority of the Senate. We 
therefore know that they will on the final vote receive igor, vbiceerted 
of the Senate, and so far as the Senate can make them will have the 
force and effect of law. 

What, then, is the duty under such circumstances of a Senator who 
is opposed to protection? His first dutyis to resist with all his power 
the passage of such a bill; but in the process of its construction, in the 
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machinery through which it goes, in the amendments offered and voted 
upon during its , it seems to be his duty to make it fair, uni- 
form, and equally protective to all parts of the Union and to all the in- 
terests of the people. Otherwise, sir, he would surrender to those 
who believe in the protective policy the sole benefit, if benefit there 
may be, arising from protection, and will fail to take the necessary and 
essential steps to compensate the neglected interests for the burdens 
unjustly imposed on them. 

Mr. President, I believe a protective tariff to be unjust. I believe it 
to be unfair to the interests which not only are not protected, but 
which are made to bear the burden of the protection given to others. 
I believe it casts upon those interests which do not come within the 
protective features an unjust and onerous burden. Do we make it 
more unjust or less unjust when we make the protective features uni- 
versal? In other words, are those of us who believe a protective tariff 
is unconstitutional and unjust in its operations upon those who are re- 
quired to bear the burdens of the protection given, when we are act- 
ing in constructing a bill confe y protective, to strive to make it 
uniform, just, and equal to all ies, or are we to surrender all the 
benefits of protection to one class of interests, and to submit without 
a struggle to all the burdens imposed upon other interests? 

My answer to that question is this, that resisting a protective tariff, 
doing all we can to defeat it, yet when we are confessedly constructing 
one, and when every Senator here knows that we can construct no 
other, we should strive to make it fair, make it equal, make it justin 
all its parts with reference to ali the interests which exist in this coun- 
try. Certainly, sir, it can not be more unconstitutional because it is 
equal and fair, for the Constitutionitself declares that it was ordained 
“to establish justice.” It can not be more unjust, but must be more 
just when it is made equal and fair to all men and to all interests. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask 
him, believing, as he does, that to levy or increase a tax not for reve- 
nue, but for purposes of protection, is unconstitutional and wrong, if 
he can jastify participating in such wrong or in such violation of the 
Constitution? In other words, is he willing to accept a part of the 

stolen s because others are receiving them ? 

- Mr. GEORGE. That is putting it pretty strongly, Mr. President, 
calling them ‘‘stolen goods.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is exactly what I mean, and I want to put it 
strongly. 

Mr GEORGE. But, Mr. President, to answer the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is easy. I oppose protection as unwarranted by the Constitu- 
tion, as unjust to the interests which must bear the burden of protec- 
tion, and as giving to the favored interests an undue and unjust prefer- 
ence; I oppose it with all my power; and yet when I see, when I am 
certain it will be adopted, I strive to make it less unjust, less unequal, 
and therefore less unconstitutional, by extending the benefits to those 
who are compelled to bear the burdens. 

I hope that is an answer tothe Senator from Tennessee. If protection 
be robbery, as denominated by the Senator, and I will not dispute that 
proposition, is it right, is it just that the robbed person shall not by 
the same color of law be enabled to recoup, to get back some of that 
which has been unjustly taken from him? ‘So if I had my way, if my 
voice could prevail in constructing this Senate bill, manifestly unjust, 
confessedly for the protection of a portion of the interests, a part only 
of the industries of the people of the United States at the expense of 
another portion, I would make it protective all around. Where we 
ean not have a protective duty I would make it a protective bounty. 

Mr. President, agriculture is made to bear the burdens of this protect- 
ive system. It is only in a very few instances, itis only here and there 
that protection can be given by tariff duties to the agricultural interests 
of the country. The cotton-producers of the South, the wheat-growers 
of the West, the meat-producers of the West, are compelled to pay the en- 
hanced prices made necessary by a protective tariff in order to in- 
crease the gains of manufacturers; and why, if that beso, should they 
not, carrying on their own business with all the competition which the 
world brings out against them, and having the additional burden put 
upon theirshoulders, the unjust burden, I might say the iniquitous bur- 
den, of being compelled to contribute to swell the fortunes and the gains 
of the favored classes, be allowed to receive back what has been taken 
from them in order to make the law just and fair and equal? Why 
should not they receive also their share of the benefits of protection? 
I would vote to amend the Senate bill by giving a bounty of 1 or 2 
cents a pound for every pound of cotton raised in the United States; 
not because I believe that the paying of a bounty to the producers of 
cotton is what we ought to do if taxation be otherwise fair and equal, 
but because it is certain that nothing but a protective system can re- 
ceive the sanction of the Senate. The cotton-raisers are made to bear 
a large portion of the burdens of that system, and it is but right and 
fair that, being thus compelled to contribute to the prosperity and ad- 
vancement of others, they should be allowed to receive as a com 
tion for this burden their just share of this system which must inevit- 
ably be placed over them. 

That, sir, is my doctrine, and whoever may dispute it may stand 
strictly as he may think up to principle, but whoever may advocate it 
will not abandon any principle. 
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I resist a protective tariff. I resist it because I believe it to be un- 
just, because I believe it to be unequal, because it takes from one man 
a part of his property and transfers it to another. I regard it to be in 
violation of the Constitution of the United States. But when you are 
going through with the process of imposing on the cotton-producers and 
the sugar-producers and the rice-producers and the wheat-growers and 
the pork-raisers of the country an unjust burden levied for the purpose 
of enriching a few favored industries, will it be less constitutional, 
will it be less equal, will it be less just, ifin the same act by which 
you transfer from the pockets of agriculturists of thiscountry a portion 
of their gains to favor a few, that at the same time you transfer from 
the favored few a part at least of the unjust gains thus acquired and 
replace it in the pockets of those who have been deprived of it? If 
restitution for a wrong done be right, then this is right. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now, because I must get through in order to 
allow the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] to speak. 

I do not mean to say that a bill thus framed is right. I do not 
think we ought to passa protective law taking from one man and giving 
it to another, and then taking it from the other and giving it back to 
the man whom you had previously robbed. I admit that is wrong, 
but I say it is more nearly right when you take from the farmer a 
portion of his hard earnings and transfer it to the manufacturer in 
order to make the manufacturer’s gains larger; if also at the same time 
you transfer from the pockets of the manufacturer a portion, to use 
the language of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], of the stolen 
goods to the true owner. Can it be wrong to compel a wrong-doer to 
makerestitution? Is ita violation of the principles of him who opposes 
robbery or theft to compel the robber or thief to restore the stolen 
goods to the true owner? 

Mr. PLUMB. Wil the Senator allow me to interrupt him a moment? 

ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. _I declined to yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] because I desired to make my remarks as brief as I 
could, in order that the Senator from Connecticut might speak within 
the hours limited for general debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted to ask a question which I thought 
poses would throw some light on the remarks the Senator has just 

- : 


Mr. GEORGE. I will throw all the light on it that I can, and the 
Senator can throw on it his light at some other time. It would be 
unjust to the Senator from Connecticut if I allowed my time to be too 
far extended, as it will be if I submit to interruptions. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], Iun- 
derstand, says he has no objection to the time coming out of his. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have none, but 5 o’clock is the limit, and there 
are two or three after me who want to 

Mr. GEORGE. So itis that I want to be just and fair about the 
thing. I declined to be interrupted by the Senator from New Hamp- 


Mr. BLAIR. I will waive my rights in the matter. 

Mr, HAWLEY. There are two or three more who wish to 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted to ask the Senator at that particular 
point in his remarks, in case some one should pick his pocket he would 
consider himself justified in picking that man’s pocket or some other 
man’s pocket in order to recoup himself? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; but I will tell you what I would consider 
just. A law that authorized the Senator from Kansas to pick my 
pocket would be more just and more equal if I were allowed at the 
same time to pick the plunder back out of his pocket. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator vote for a law that would authorize 
him to pick somebody else’s pocket on the ground that somebody had 
picked his own? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; but whenever you introduce a law here 
authorizing the Senator from Kansas or any one else to pick my pocket, 
I will vote as an amendment to that law that I be authorized to pick 
his in return, and when the bill comes to its final passage I will vote 
a ee yoshi 

T. ow does the Senator justify the et-picking to 
the extent of the revenue? mad p 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope Senators understand me. I want you to 
understand that if you amend this bill so as to make it protective all 
around, on its final passage I shall then vote against it. Iwould frame 
it so it would be equal, so that if you pass any bill for protection it 
should not be partial and one-sided; but I would leave to you the re- 
sponsibility of enacting it. And so with the law suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. Whilst I would vote to make the law equal in the 
process of making it, when it came to be enacted I would vote against 
it. But if we are going to have the law for the Senator from Kansas, 
if you are determined to pass a law authorizing the Senator from Kan- 
sas to pick my pocket, I insist that you make it more just, more fair, 
more equal, by putting in the same law when you enact it that I shall 
pick his in return. I hope I am understood on that subject now. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] says I become a robber 
with the otherman. No;butIshall stop hisrobbery by putting it in the 
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law that he shall not make anything byit. I would destroy the protect- 
ive system by making the benefits and burdens under it exactly equal. 
When that is done the system is destroyed. For it is of the essence ot 
the system that there should be some—the great mass of the people— 
who are to be plucked by it, and the plunder thus gained bestowed on 
others. Destroy all opportunity for this and you destroy the system 
itself. And that brings me to the very essential point in this debate. 
Senators say, Mr. President, there will be no use of having a protective 
law of that sort. If you tax the cotton-farmer of Mississippi, the 
wheat-farmer of the West, the sugar-planter of Louisiana, in order to 
enrich a manufacturer, and then you tax the manufacturer in order to 
return to the wheat-farmer and to the cotton-planter that which was 
abstracted from them, there would be no use in passing the law at all, 
and I admit there would be none. Each would lose exactly this, the 
commissions, the cost, the expenses of taking the money out of the 
pocket of one tax-payer and putting it into the pocket of another tax- 
yer, and then taking it from the pocket of the tax-payer who received 
tand transferring it back to the other, and that is the point whichis 
the reductio ad absurdum to which I wish to bring this argument. 

How can you justly give to a man engaged in one sort of business a 
part of the gains of another, when the occupation of the last-named 
man will be made less gainful by the amount of the sum so abstracted? 
When you do that, what is the objection in justness and in fairness to 
taxing the beneficiary, the recipient, as my friend from Tennessee would 
say—I do not say it—of these stolen goods, to make him restore them 
to the true owner? 

So, Mr. President, when the Senators from Louisiana and the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina were pressed about being in favor of protec- 
tion for sugar and for rice, I thought without inconsistency they might 
have said, ‘‘ You impose these unjust burdens upon us; you make our 
occupations less gainful, in fact, profitless, by the burdens you impose 
upon us, and we therefore ask that the damage to our business be re- 
couped, by compelling those who have unjustly taken our money to 
restore it.’ 

Mississippi, itso happens, has little interest that can bé benefited by a 

tective tariff—very little. She hassome factories, cotton and woolen, 
But they make that class of goods which are from the United 
States. So all the protective tariffs you may make in the world can 
never benefit the people of Mississippi. How, then, can you protect 
her? I know you will not impose a tax upon the property-holders of 
the country, upon the man the railroad-men, and all that 
blessed sort of men, for the purpose of paying to the farmers of Missis- 
sippia cent or twocents a pound bounty on cotton. How, then, can you 
benefit Mississippi? I will tell you, and this kind of protection I claim 
here in behalf of the people of Mississippi. 

Mr. President, there are several ways of protecting industries under 
the tariff. You may protect by putting a tax upon an article which 
the industries produce—that is protection—or you may protect a man- 
ufacturer by discriminating in his favor, by letting in free the articles 
which are the manufacturer’s raw material, asin the case of wool; that 
is also strictly protection. If wool is admitted free of duty, it is pro- 
tection in favor of the manufacturer. Soin the adjustment of the tariff 
you may givean incidental protection to an industry when you do not 
tax the necessary instruments of carrying on that industry. 

The farmer could be benefited, could receive a little of the benefit of 
this system, if you would take off the tax on agricultural implements. 
But no, you will not do that. You make the farmers pay upon all 
they use either in the production or cultivation of their crops or in pre- 

them for market, or in supporting comfortably themselves and 
their families, But thereisa protection which I ask the Senate to give 
to the people of Mississippi, to give to the people of the South. I 
heard the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the other day, speak in 
glowing and in eloquent terms of the great future of the South if we 
would go into manufacturing. You all heard the very eloquent and 
able reply of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] upon that subject, in 
which he told the Senate how rapidly we were progressing in that 
direction. 

Now, when you lay all these great burdens on us to assist your man- 
ufactures, will you not help us to build up ours? You say that man- 
ufactures ought to be encouraged so that they will grow up all over 
the country. As I have shown you, it is not a benefit to us to impose 
a protective duty upon the articles we now manufacture in the South. 
But there are modes in which you can help to build up manufactures 
in the South, and one of those is an amendment which I intend to 
offer at the proper time, to be inserted on page 186, after line 2470, in 
the free-list: 

All machinery for the manufacture of cotton or of cotton and woolen fabrics, 
or for the manufacture of bagging for the covering of baled cotton. 

If you are in earnest, if you desire to build up manufacturing in the 
South, why tax us exorbitantly for the machinery which we desire to 
purchase and may pd in the manufacture of cotton and woolen goods ? 

Some Senator, I forget whom now, has painted here with some elo- 
quence and force the many advan the South had if she would go 
into the man ing of cotton and woolen goods. Iadmitthat. I 
admit that if the South had a fair chance under this protective system 
she would mannfacture in some shape or other a large portion of her 
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crop, thereby increasing its value enormously both in the domestic and 
in the foreign markets. 

I made this proposition in 1883, and I was almost laughed out of 
court by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ], and I believe 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], with the suggestion that 
foreign cotton-machinery was of no account; it was clumsy, it was not 
as good as our machinery; but yet, eee a that, in less than 
five days afterwards a proposition was made by, I believe, the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island to raise the tariff upon a particular species of 
manufactures upon the ground that the inery to manufacture that 
particalar article of goods had to be imported and pay a duty. 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator, I think, errs in attributing to me any re- 
mark upon the subject. I do not remember having made one. 

Mr. GEORGE. I may, but my recollection is that such remarks 
were made by the Senator from Massachusetts and by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I said anything on that subject. If I 
said anything, I should have asked the Senator why he did not manu- 
facture his cotton-machinery himself. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think that question was put to me by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and I made the answer then that I give now: First, 
we have not the capital nor the skilled labor to manufacture machinery. 
We are to a large extent in an embryo state, so far as manufactures 
are concerned. We have really and truly, as to cotton manufactures, 
infant industries, and so with reference to this, and it would be just as 
reasonable to ask me the question why we did not manufacture this 
machinery in the South as it would be for me to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts or the Senator from Rhode Island, ‘‘ Why do not you 
grow your cotton and your sugar in Massachusetts and Rhode Island ??? 

So, now, Mr. President, I appeal to Senators. They know our con- 
dition; that was depicted the other day by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Cokr]—the devastation of war, the destruction of all the capi- 
tal which had been accumulated in our section for one hundred years 
all gone; and now, in the struggle for resuscitation, when we want to 
establish factories with our limited means we find a bar in the shape 
of a high protective duty upon manufacturing machinery. I ask Sen- 
ators if that is right. In raising cotton we submit to all the taxation 
you impose upon us. Wereceive nothing in return. We want to man- 
ufacture. We are destitute to a large extent of capital n to 
compete with New England, and we ask that we may be allowed to 
introduce into our own section the instruments by which we may go 
into the manufacturing business. 

But if you will not do that, then I will rpc og to take just one little 
step to aid us, and that is the amendment which I will offer if the other 
is voted down, as I suppose it will be, putting on the free-list ‘‘all 
machinery for the spinning of cotton into yarn.’’ If that shall pass it 
will be easy without a very large amount of capital that a large pro- 
portion of the cotton crop of the South shall be spun into yarn for ex- 
port as well as for sale to the Northern manufacturers. 

I understand that in England one mill spins cotton and another mill 
weaves if into a cloth. I understand in this country probably the spin- 
ning and the weaving are all done in thesame factory. In the South, 
under the new order of things, nearly every cotton gin is run by steam- 
power. If we could get the spinning-machine it could be easily at- 
tached to the power used in ginning the cotton and the cotton con- 
verted into yarn. Now, when we ask that, what is the answer we 
receive? When the value of our cotton crop could be doubled, when 
labor could be found for many women and children who are unfitted 
for labor in the cotton-fields under a Southern sun, what will be the 
answer to that? It will be, I fear, ‘‘If we allow that, some man in the 
North orsomewhere else who makes cotton-spinning machinery will not 
make the profit that he otherwise would.’’ : 

Now, Mr. President, I submit it to Senators if in equating the ben- 
efits and the burdens of the protective tariff they will not make that 
concession to those who would, if they had the means, engage to some 
extent in manufacturing and thereby build up an infant industry 
or help to build up an industry which would double the value of our 
exports of cotton. This would be some compensation for the burdens 
imposed on us. 

I yield the floor to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish we had agreed upon an equal 
division of the time or had made some better arrangement. I find no 
fault with our respected friends on the Democratie side who have taken 
two hours and a half of the three. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I think in view of the 
fact that the whole time allotted was taken up by two Senators on the 
other side, it would bea wise thing to extend the time for a recess until 
6 o'clock. Wehave agreed to take arecessfrom 5 to8. I suggest that 
we take a recess from 6 to8. That will give us ample time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the order for a recess from 5 until 8 this evening 
may be modified sad stand as an order for a recess from 6 o’clock this 
evening until 8 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. With the understanding that there be no vote taken 
between 5 and 6 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, but to-night we will vote. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa if the intention is to limit debate to ten-minute discussion after 
5o’clock? Is that extended to 6? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. General debate until 6 o’clock. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. At6 
o’clock the Senate will take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM. And no vote will be taken before that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No vote will be taken before that 
hour. 

Mr. HAWLEY withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CHACE. I understand that my friend, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, wishes to offer a few remarks. I trust he will be allowed to 


80. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, let me say that I have an engage- 
ment at my house at 6 o’clock, and I did intend to occupy fifteen or 
twenty minutes, not having occupied much time in the de hereto- 
fore. I therefore ask that I may have the privilege to-morrow morn- 
ing of occupying fifteen or twenty minutes in some general remarks on 
the bill. J ask tfanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Vermont asks unan- 
imous consent that to-morrow morning he may be permitted to address 
the Senate upon the pending question for twenty minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not more than twenty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to exceed twenty minutes, Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr, President, the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] alluded again to-day to the report of Consul Schoenhof, nom- 
inally consul at Tunstall, England, in regard to textile manufactures. 
The other day he used the following language: 

I know him to bea man of high character and very considerable ability in 

f financial and ercial questions, and I ha 
son to believe that what he lap ptated TA huis DMAA capers can not be success- 
fully contradicted, and that if it could be successfully contradicted it would have 
been done long ago. 

Now, he alludes again to-day to this report in regard to worsted 
manufactures. We can not so well criticise his report in regard to 
woolen and worsted manufacture as in regard to the cotton, because, 
happily for us, in his report on the cotton manufacture he has given 
us absolute figures and quoted authorities. Therefore I propose to 
analyze his report on the cotton manufacture for a few moments; and 
inasmuch as the Senator from North Carolina stands forward as his 

I desire, by way of premise, to ask him a few questions, as I 
want to be enlightened a little. I find in looking over this report, on 
page 242, that Mr. Schoenhof says: 

hi n: for No. 33 i , for No. 37, 84 cents 
f Ead y ae Rees 33 is 75 cents, 7 per pound, and 

The Senator having quoted those prices, I should be very much 
obliged if he would explain to us what that means. What is it? 
What does he mean by that? Does he mean that that is the spinning 
price in England? 

~Mr. VANCE. TheSenator has my remarks before him. I have not 
them present, nor have I the report to which he is alluding. 

Mr. CHACE. It is the reportin No. 93, Consular Reports, page 242. 

Mr. VANCE. I will say that I have not that report present nor my 
remarks that I made the other day on the question. 

Mr. CHACE. I have read to the Senate what the consul says. He 
says: 

nnin: for No. 33 is 75 cents, for No. 37, 84 cents 
Fe gpa epe ia paan 

What does he mean by it? What is it? 

Mr. VANCE. Without having the remarks present before me I can 
not understand the Senator’s question. Certainly it is not a pound— 
84 cents a pound for spinning. I think it can not be that. 

Mr. CHACE. Here it is in cold print. 

with his remarks I will 


Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will 
hunt up my speech and see what I did say. 

Mr. CHACE. This is a report that was used very lavishly on the 
stump during the last campaign to convict ‘‘ these robbers” under the 
poeet tarif. The Senator from North Carolina quoted this matter 
in A 

Mr. VANCE. DoestheSenator read from my remarks or from Schoen- 
hof’s report? 

Mr. CHACE. Iam now reading from Schoenhof’s I quote 
from Schoenhof and quote from the Senator’s speech also. He will find 
in the RECORD on page 527 what I read from his 

As the time is very short and we are going to take a recess at 6 o’clock, 
and I perceive it is occupying a good deal of the time of the Senator 
= North Carolina, I think I will proceed to analyze this report my- 
The amount of it is that that statement is nothing short of a pure ab- 
surdity. There never was in the last twenty-five years anywhere on 
the face of this earth where it would cost that sum of money to spin a 
pound of No. 33, No. 37, or No. 39 yarns, 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask if I made any such 
statement? I can not find it in my remarks if I did. 

Mr. CHACE. No, but the Senator from North Carolina indorsed the 


statements of the consul in the language which I have read, and said they 
could not be successfully contradicted, and he vouched for him. 

Mr. VANCE. I indorsed the general character of that gentleman 
and his capacity to speak about matters on which he was treating. 

Mr. CHACE. ~The Senator says this ‘‘official report can not be suc- 
cessfully contradicted’? or, if it could have been done, ‘‘it would have 
been done long ago.” 

Mr. VANCE. I think I said all the matters which I set forth. If 
there is anything in the report that I did not read I do not remember 
anything about it and am not prepared to speak of it, but I would take 
his general statement of fact as quick as that of any man. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator from North Carolina informed the Senate 
to-day that it was impossible for him to make the Senator from Rhode 
Island understand anything in regard to this matter, and I venture the 
opinion that that was a most excellent reason, because he did not know ` 
anything about it himself, and it is very evident he does not know any- 
thing about this case. . A more utter absurdity never was putin cold 
print than appears here in this report from the State Department in re- 
gard to the cost of spinning yarn. Why, Mr. President, you can buy 
the yarns all spun for half those figures anywhere. In Great Britain 
you can buy them for a good deal less than half. 

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps theSenatorhascome across a misprint, Per- 
haps he has mistaken a decimal mark for a comma. 

Mr. CHACE. LI invite the Senator to come over here and look atit. 

Mr. VANCE. That is what I was talking about. The Senator has 
the report before him and I have not, and the Senator has the statement 
all his own way. 

Mr. CHACE. I suggest before the Senator attempts to vouch for an- 
other report that he had better provide himself with one and examine 
it and see if there are any misprints in it. 

Mr. VANCE. I have one on my table which I will bring up after 
the recess. 

Mr. CHACE. I hope the Senator will, and I hope he will explain 
to us what that means. 

Mr. VANCE. On what page will it be found? 

Mr. CHACE. On page 242, near the bottom of the page, and I recom- 
mend the Senator to pore with his midnight oil over it and see if he can 
illuminate it—the Senator from Wisconsin es ETY his surplus energy. 
Here is No. 39 yarn, No. 40 is alittle finer, I hold in my band the 
report of the market from the Oldham Chronicle, published in Oldham, 
England, a place within 15 miles of Burnley, where the mills are that 
this consul is making hisreportabout. This quotes No. 40 yarn assell- 
ing at 8} to 8i pence. That is about 18 cents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When was this consul appointed? 

Mr. CHACE. Soon after this Administration came into power. By 
the way, I will say to the Senator from Vermont that this man is con- 
sul at Tunstall, but he seems to have had a sort of roving commission 
to go all over Engiand and hunt up free-trade facts, and he has spread 
himself and been spread very largely by the State Department. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems he has found something, also. The state- 
ment I made the Senator has not found it convenient to touch, rela- 
tive to the price of the spinning of cotton in the two countries. 

Mr. CHACE. I suggest to the Senator that he abide in patience a 
few minutes and perhaps I may reach that yet. But I want to ask 
the Senator another question now. I find on the top of the same page, 
or rather commencing at the bottom of the page before, in s of 
print cloths—the Senator talked about those the other day, and I do 
not know but I would better ask him a question about something he 
can answer. I will drop that and I will read from the Senator’s own 
remarks. Here he publishes a letter in which the writer speaks about 
brown sheetings— $ 

Brown sheetings is mostly 4 yards wide and 3 yards to the pound. 

Those are goods made down in North Carolina. I wish the Senator 
would tell me where those are woven. I should like to send somebody 
down there to look at them. 

Mr. VANCE. Brown sheetings 3 yards wide? 

Mr. CHACE. This says “4 yards wide and 3 yards to the pound.” 

Mr. VANCE. Four quarters wide. 

Mr. CHACE. It says ‘‘4 yards wide.” 

Mr. VANCE. Four quarters of a yard wide. That is evidently a 
misprint—}, }, and fis thedesignation of the cloths. The Senator must 
remember that I do not own a factory and do not run one, and there- 
an am not acquainted with the minutiæ and technicalities of the 


e. 

Mr. CHACE. Well, we will put that down as a misprint. I want 
to see now as to this Consul Schoenhof, whose report can not be con- 
tradicted. Heis speaking about print cloths; he says 64 square— 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator designate that expression that he 
has just commented upon of mine ? 

Mr. CHACE. I beg pardon, I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator point out that expression that he 
has just commented upon in my remarks? 

Mr. CHACE. On page 527 of the RECORD, in a letter, the Senator 
quoted from somebody down there who knows all about this business 
and has written him a letter which he has published. It is part of the 
evidence brought in to show the dreadful operations of this robber tariff, 
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and I thought I would like to have explained how they make sheetings 
4 yards wide. 

Mr. VANCE. The explanation of that is, I suppose, that the writer 
alluded to cloth four-quarters of a yard wide. 

Mr. CHACE. Four quarters of a yard wide! 

Mr. VANCE. Four quarters in contradistinction to cloth of three 
quartera If the Senator’s comments are not any better than that, I 

ink we might as well go to dinner, for we are wasting time, 

Mr. CHACE. Hesays these goods are known as print cloths. They 
are 64 by 64, that is so many threads to warp and filling. In Switzer- 
land they are a little finer cotton. The width is 13 inches in America 
and England and 70 centimeters in Switzerland. What does that 13 
inches mean? 

Mr. VANCE. It means a foot and 1 inch. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHACE. Iam gladto be advised. Afootandlinch! Well, 
Mr. President, that is about the gauge of the ordinary free-trade argu- 
ment—just about a foot and 1 inch. [Laughter.] That is not quite 
as good as the four quarters—not quite. Nobody ever manufactured 
a 13-inch print cloth in my opinion in this world anywhere, certainly 
not in this country. If there is anything that is well known, if there 
is any article of trade and commerce that is well understood when you 
speak of it, what itis and what its characteristics are, it is print cloth, 
both in this country andabroad. Print clothsin this country are woven 
28 inches wide and not 13 inches wide. He says further on: 


We have therefore here a fair basis on which to proceed. Still, 
He says— 


Still, upon so simple an article, and with all the features of similarity, quite a 
number of disparities exist which make a comparison difficult and call for ex- 
planation. 


That is the explanation I want the Senator from North Carolina to 
give me. I will proceed a little further, and there is some truth here, 
a little, not enough to save it, but there is a little truth in what he 
says here. He does admit that in the manufacture of print cloth in 
Great Britain they spin the yarn finer than the manufacturers in this 
country spin it, but he mistakes that somewhat. : 

Now, I wish to say for the information of the Senators that it is the 
fineness of the yarn in the manufacture of cotton that costs, and to 
illustrate it so that Senators may appreciate it, I have made a calculation 
of the length ofa pound of yarn spun into different numbers. This mat- 
ter of the AEREE Mi of yarn is purely arbitrary. Itisnotregulated by 
statute anywhere that I know of, bet it has been a long-established 
custom to estimate by their numbers. That is, they take a pound 
of cotton and spin it 840 yards long. That is called No.1. Thatisa 
skein. It is spun into one skein and thaf will be No. 1. It is spun 
out to twice 840 yards, and ten times that, and soon. Askeinof No.1 
yarn is about half a mile long; a skein of No. 30 would be spun out 
about 14 miles long; a skein of No. 40 would be about (not giving the 
exact figures) 19 miles long, and a skein of No. 100—and there isa 
great deal of 100 yarn made in this country—would be a poroa of cot- 
ton spun out about 47 miles in length; and 532 pounds of it, which is 
only a little more than a bale of cotton, would reach around the 
earth. 

That will give Senators a little appreciation of the additional cost to 
manufacture a pound of cotton into fine yarn over and above what it 
is in the coarse yarns. That will illustrate how unfair and dishonest 
and dishonorable this Schoenhof has been in comparing the English 
print cloth with the American print cloth when I tell you that the 
yarns in the English print cloth, the averagenumber is about 42, mak- 
ing the lighter or more yards to the pound. This is all set out 
here, and he gives the figures. I will read them before I get through. 

The English spin the yarn finer and the are treated with China 
clay and starch, etc., and they sell them for honest cotton goods, as 
some free-trade arguments palmed off on the market. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And then sometimes marked ‘‘China.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. They do thatin China. We are met with it all the 
time. They make these poor goods up with some cotton and some 
starch and China clay, send them to China and put on American stamps, 
and we suffer for that, 

Now, I come to the statement of waste. Here isa most extraordinary 
statement. Bear in mind that this document was used on the stump 
last fall to prove what robbers we were. It gives an account of one 
mill; this is on page 243. He states that the waste was 5} per cent., 
and then he says in another mill it was 8.18 per cent. Farther along 
he makes an entirely contradictory statement. He says: 

A manufacturing merchant of Manchester, who controls a variety of mills, 
and who has made a poems, study of the cotton indus gives me the loss 
in waste for strict middling N. O. as 10 per cent., middling N, O. as 13 per cent., 
and low middling, 15 per cent. 

Now, I wish the Senator from North Carolina would tell us which of 
these three statements we are to take. Is it 5.5 or 8.18 per cent., or 
is it 15 cent, or what is it? It makes a very great difference to 
these calculations. 

Mr. VANCE. TheSenator knows all about spinning and manufact- 
uring cotton. ‘That is theSenator’s occupation, and I suppose he is es- 
pecially at home at that. Iask him if the waste is the same in all 
mills and under all treatments? 


Mr. CHACE. Oh, no. 

Mr. VANCE. Then is there anything unusual in the variation of 
waste which the consul gave there—the different statements from dif- 
ferent persons of the waste indifferent mills? Is that not an evidence 
of his care in making his statements rather than the contrary ? 

Mr. CHACE. I should think not. It would be my impression that 
it was not. If the Senator will take that report and go to any prac- 
tical manufacturer in this country or in any other and ask him if he 
really believes there ever was a cotton-mill in this world that made 
cotton goods which had 5 per cent. waste, the man would ena at him. 
It is an utter impossibility. It never was done in the world, and can 
not be done, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day 
in speaking of an account brought in here called it a ‘‘cooked account.” 
This is cooked, badly cooked. He does give us a little credit. Fur- 
ther along he says: 

Though in American print cloths the cheaper kinds of cottons are used, yet 
there seems to remain still a ter percentage of net waste thanin En ish 
mills, which probably will find explanation from our spinnérs, and which I cam 
not venture to give. 

It is well he should not ‘‘venture’’ any farther. 

He says that in Lancashire the cost of power and taxes is .418 of a 
cent a pound, He says at Lowell the cost of power and taxes is .568 
of a centa pound. Over on page 246 he says, and he has it in two 
columns, that in Lancashire power and taxes cost .418 of a cent a 
pound, and in Lowell power and taxes cost .298 of a cent a pound. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does he explain that? 

Mr. CHACE. No; Ishould think he could not. The man does not 
live who can give an explanation of it. 

Now, Mr. President, I go ona little further and here he attempts to 
give the spinning cost of these goods in Lancashire at Burnley and in 
Lowell. Here are comparative tables. He says he got those figures 
from a mill in Lowell. I happened to find out what mill he got them 
from. I have access to the accounts of that mill. In the first place he 
makes a comparison of power and tax. He evidently does not know 
what he is talking about, but I can see where he makes the difference, 
In one case he is talking about power and taxes for spinning yarns 
alone, and in the other case for both spinningand weaving. But every 
man who knows anything about it knows that the power and taxes on 
the weaving department amount to only a very small fraction of the 
power and taxes on the whole process of manufacture; but the poor, 
simple soul has divided them by two, and theState Department has 
published it for him. 

But the extraordinary thing is that the Lowell mill is a water-mill. 
On page 245 he calls it ‘‘ water-power and taxes.’ ‘There is no water- 
power in Lancashire, no water-power at Burnley, and yet he is com- 
paring the cost of a steam-mill in Lancashire, where there is no water- 
power, with that of a water-mill in Lowell. The water runs down by 
gravity and it does not costanybody anything. It is no expense what- 
ever. Is that an honest comparison? 

That man Schoenhof is an intelligent man undoubtedly. I have no 
doubt he is a very shrewd man, but I think he is altogether too shrewd, 
when he is comparing the cost of water-power in America with steam- 
power in Great Britain, to make out that it costs more to manufact- 
ure there than it does here; and I want to say to the Senator from 
North Carolina that three-fourths of all the print cloths made in this 
country are made by steam-power, and I think I might enlarge it very 
much and say nine-tenths, but I wish to be strictly within bounds. 
I will guaranty that three-fourths of them are made by steam-power 
in this country. 

Why should this man, in making this comparison, if he wished to 
be fair and honest about it, compare the cost of water-power in this 
country with the cost of steam-power in Great Britain? As the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests, why did he take out 
that one mill, or, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] says, 
was he acting under instructions? Was he intending that this should 
be ‘“‘ cooked,” or is this a misprint? [Laughter. ] 

The next item I find is “repairs and depreciation.” The repairs 
and depreciation in Lancashire he puts at six-tenths of a cent and the 
‘repairs and depreciation’? in Lowell at .475 of a cent. 

Ihave another report here of this same consul, in which he makes 
some very fortunate comparisons for us. He seems to have a spell of 
candor on him at this time. He says: 

Generally speaking, then, and taking the above as a basis, a decided advan- 
tage seems to be in the hands of the British manufacturer from a competitive 
point of view. 

1. Cost of construction is lower. 

2. Cost of machinery is lower. 


3, Cost of management is lower. 
4, Cost of supplies, 


Further back he says the cost of interest is lower. Now, what is 
‘* depreciation and repairs” except the wearing out of machinery and 
replacing that which costs morein this country than it did in Eng- 
land? ‘The whole mill costs more over here, every part of the mill costs 
more; and yet this wonderful consul tells us that you can replace the 
paot that mill in this country for less than you can in Great Britain 

he says the ‘‘ repairs and depreciation” amount to six-tenths 
in Lancashire and .475 in Lowell, That is a little less than five-tenths, 
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Everybody knows who knows anything about it that that is not so. 
The consul’s own statement shows that it is not true. It is absolutely 
false; I will not say intentionally so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A mistake. 

Mr, CHACE. I accept the suggestion. 
a misprint. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will not interrupt or disturb my colleague, I 
should like to read for the information of the Senate astatement made 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] himself in this dis- 
cussion, which is even more remarkable than the statement of Mr. 
Scho@Rof. He says: 

In Aveerica one weaver attends 6} looms, whilst in England the same weaver 
would atend 4 looms. In America the average earning per loom per week of 
the operative is $5.08. 

Well, 6} looms, which would be an average earning for the American 
weaver of $34.20 per week, or $5.71 a day. 

In England the average earning per loom per week of the operative is $. 

That is $20 a week for a weaver on the other side against $32.29 for 
the operative on this side. And then the Senator from North Carolina 
says: 

Showing a difference of only 8 cents in the aggregate earnings of the two. 

I do not know which is the most remarkable part of that statement, 
that the girls at Fall River earn on an average $5.71 a day, or that 
there is only a difference of 8 cents in the aggregate earnings, when the 
statistics show a difference of $14.29. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is a misprint! 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, that is another misprint. 

Mr. VANCE. Willthe Senatoroblige me by designating where those 
remarks may be found? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 528 of the RECORD, near the top of the 
page. I beg my colleague’s pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam very glad that my colleague has brought ont 
that fact. . 

The next item we find in this wonderful reportin the comparison be- 
tween the two countries is the item of ‘‘carriage.’? That is John Bull 
all over. In this country weshould say ‘‘transportation.’’ The trans- 
portation, or carriage; as they call it in Lancashire, is eighteen one- 
hundredths of a cent, and in Lowell, according to this, it does not cost 
anything. Thatis very remarkable. The Lowell manufacturer buys 
his cotton of the Senator down in North Carolina, or of his constituents, 
or of the constituents of the Senator from Texas. He transports it all 
these thousands of miles and then transports his goods back; he buys 
his fuel at the mines in Pennsylvania and transports it all the way 
East, or if he buys it in Boston transports it from there to his mill in 
Lowell, transports his goods to market, and yet by some sort of leger- 
demain this consul makes him do it all for nothing ! 

Perhaps it was n to put it so in order to make the figures foot 
upright. But if the Senator from North Carolina will explain how it 
is that mill-owners in Lowell can buy their coal, it to the 
mills, buy their supplies and transport them to the mills, and then 
have their merchandise conveyed to market for nothing, I will wait to 
have him doit. Here it isin the report. I should like to have that 
explained. There is no cost of carriage in Lowell, no cost of trans- 
portation ! gies for a reply. 

Mr. VAN! When I get the report upon which the Senator is com- 
menting this evening I shall endeavor to reply to his heart’s content. 
I ean not undertake to do it while he holds the report in his hands and 
I have it not. 

Mr. CHACE. This is the report which the Senator and other Sena- 
tors on that side have been quoting from. Here is another item at the 
bottom where it says ‘‘addition.’’ Additionof what? Idonot know 
whether it is for the cost of book-keeping or what itis. ‘‘Addition”’ 
is only nine one-hyadredths of a cent, to be sure, but I do not know 
what the addition is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He was a beginner in arithmetic. 

Mr. CHACE. On page 246 he says: 

We can approximate the expense— 

I want Senators to notice these words, ‘‘ approximate the expense’’— 


We can approximate the expense by taking the English additional cost for 
weaving print cloth asa guide, This, I was told by an expert in the business, 
is cove: by five-cighths to three-fourths of a penny— 

Rather a wide difference there— 


on a pound of print cloth, or about 1Ẹ cents. 


Let it be borne in mind that this man is making a statement run- 
ning out into the thousandths of a cent per pound, and yet he approxi- 
mates and talks about its being 17, and puts in some items that do not 
belong in it and leaves out items in the other account that do belong 
in it, and calls this an approximate estimate, when he is figuring to 
the thousandths of a cent; and he winds up at the top of the page and 
says, ‘“‘ We have nearly covered the same items.” -He says: 

Ihave to that though we have nearly “covered” the same items, still 
the modifications in each item are sufficient that the result may be somewhat 
altered when comparison can be made item for item in each branch. 

That is on page 247. Ishould like the Senator to make a note of 
that ‘‘about the same,” because the Senator has denied that there is 
any material difference between wages in this country and in England. 
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It is a mistake, or perhaps 


Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I have not denied that. 

Mr. CHACE. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. VANCE. I said, as Ihave always understood from Mr. Edward 
Atkinson and others, that the earnings of the American worker were 
very much greater, but that the output was so much greater that it 
made the labor cost to the American and to the English manufacturer 
very nearly the same. That was my statement. Does the Senator 
from Rhode Island deny that? 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator from Rhode Island understood the Sen- 
ator to say a very different thing from that. 

Mr. VANCE. Does he deny the fact which I have stated, that the 
labor cost in the two countries is very nearly the same? 

Mr. CHACE. Why, most certainly I deny it. 

Mr. VANCE. That is the candid way to do it. 

Mr. CHACE. Now I will put up Schoenhof against Schoenhof, 
Here Schoenhof says—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call him Showing-him-off. 

Mr. CHACE. Iwillaccept the amendment. Hesays “‘ itis not due 
to direct spinners’ wages, which are about the same’’ in Lancashire, I 
find in Consular Report No. 70, under date of October, 1886, which was 
about the first work he did, and was considered of so much importance 
that the State Department issued it in a little leaflet like this [ exhibit- 
ing], so that our free-trade friends might haveit. He gives, on page 
207 of Consular Report No. 70, a table of wages in the two countries. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the date of that? 

Mr. CHACE. October, 1886. Here are wages in New Englandand 
Lancashire. He says: 

Itis not due to direct spinners’ wages, which are about the same, but to a 
higher general cost as held against this most profitable working mill, and would 


not all, itseems, be above, and even somewhat below, the cost of English mills 
not so advantageously situated or organized. 


But in this table he says that the average earnings of mule-spinners 
in New England are $10.38; in Lancashire, $5.83 to $7.29. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The average weekly earnings? 

Mr. CHACE. ‘The average weekly earnings. 

Mr. VANCE, That is what I said. You are talking about wages 
and I am talking about earnings. 

Mr. CHACE. Here he says it is not due to direct spinners’ wages. 

Mr, VANCE. No. 

Mr. CHACE. There can not be any evasion of thatterm. Spinners’ 
wages, which are about the same as given in this report No. 93, this 
campaign document. This was issued before the election, and used 
before the election, and you have been using it here on the other side, 
and here is one in which he uses the expression ‘‘the average weekly 
earnings.” Is not that wages? What are ‘‘ weekly earnings” but 
wages? ‘‘Mule-spinners $10.38 in New England; $5.83 to $7.20 ”— 
or $7.29; it is blotted in the copy Ihave, and I can not see which it is, 
butit isnotmaterial. ThereisSchoenhof againstSchoenhof. Ishould 
like to havethe Senator explain to us the difference between wages and 
earnings. What is the difference? 

Mr. VANCE. The favorite method of the protectionist is under- 
taking to show how much more the people earn in this country by their 
work than they do in the old country—is to compare their pay per diem 
when it is per diem, but not when itis per piece. When the spinning 
or weaving is done by the cut or by the yard, we say that the addi- 
tional output of the American workman makes his earnings much 
greater, while his per diem pay, if reduced to the day, would not be 
much larger than in England. That is what I have been trying to 
make the Senator understand is my position. 

‘Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator explain the difference between a 
man’s earnings and his wages? 

Mr. VANCE. There is no difference practically. 

Mr. CHACE. I should think not. 

Mr. VANCE. When you speak of paying him so much by the day, 
as you always do in contrasting it with the old country, of course that 
is different from wages. You pay him so much by the day, but if you 
pay him so much by the week then it is a very different thing, asa 
matter of course. 

Mr. CHACE. That is not so in this case. But I must hasten on, 
Mr. President, because there are some other very extraordi things 
here to which I want to draw attention before I get through. I find 
on page 208 of this same report he speaks about spinners. He says: 
oo are paid 90 cents a day for 896 spindles, ten hours’ spinning and number 

yarn. 

That is in Massachusetts. 

He says: * 

They spin 1,792 pounds at $540, which was equal only to three-tenths of a cent 
a pound. 

I have figured that all sorts of ways, and I can not figure it out. I 
should like to have the Senator explain what that means. 

Mr. VANCE. I give it up. 

Mr. CHACE. You give it up. 

Mr. VANCE. Wait until I get hold of the document, and I will 
give the Senator all the information I can. I never saw a man in 
worse need of it, [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CHACE. He says further, however, in this report that he can 
not submit the same qualities of goods. He says: 

It is a very difficult matter to obtain goods manufactured in different coun- 
tries alike, on account of the width and weight. 

Mr. President, my time is nearly to a close; I shall seek a further 
opportunity to analyze this under the ten-minutes’ debate, because it 
is a very interesting matter. I understand thatthe Secretary of State 
has sent a communication to the House of Representatives, asking that 
a special appropriation of $10,000 be made to pay this man for these 
services. 

I want to say before I leave the floor that that report bears within 
itself the internal evidence of having been purposely fixed to mislead 
and deceive the public. 

; BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 3732) 
granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Railroad 
Company over and through the public lands of the United States in 
the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting 
the right of way to said railroad company over and through the United 
States naval and military reservations near Pi in the State of 
Florida, having been presented to the President of the United States 
January 5, 1889, and not having been returned by him to the House 
in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion, had become a law without his signature. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Sue B. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3866) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who 
owned or occupied on the Springs Mountain reservation, 
which had been condemned by the Hot Springs commission and after- 
wards burned, and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings 
from the evidence now on file in the Interior Department; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ` 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; 
also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved 
May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to 
provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to 
aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the 
United States the payment of all indebtednessof certain of the compa- 
nies therein mentioned; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway 
Commission. 

Mr. CALLsubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

RECESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof 6 having arrived, the 

Senate takes a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. S 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recess having expired, the Sen- 
ate resumes the consideration of House bill 9051. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Under the agreement of the Senate 
general debate has ceased. Each Senator is entitled to speak but once 
and for ten minutes only upon any question. The Secretary will re- 
port the pending amendment proposed by the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. VANCE}. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1383, after the word “‘be,’’ it is proposed 
to strike ont the words— 


Divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the 
three following aus. “i 


And to insert— . 
Admitted free of duty. 
So as to read: 


All wools, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, shall be admitted 
free of duty. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
Pe tae 
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Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEyY’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HAWLEY] is necessarily absent from the Senate this eyening,/ 
He is pai I believe, with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cocx-, 
RELL]. . 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with! 
the Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who isnow absent. It, 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. JONES, ef Arkansas (when Mr. PLUMB’S name was called). 
The Semator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is paired with my colleague 
(Mr. Berry]. My colleague is detained from the Senate by indispo- 
sition. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I have been 
paired for many weeks, and I have observed that pair all the time. 
Even when I had doubts I resolved them against myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would remind the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that debate is not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to debate the question. I 
just want to make a statement. I am still paired, but if the Senators! 
from Pennsylvania have an idea that their best interests will be con- 
served or those of their constituents—— f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that debate is not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam not debating. I mean to withdraw 
my statement that I will stay with the committee, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The junior tor from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON], but my pair has been transferred to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER], so as to enable the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself to vote. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mypair having been transferred by the arrange- 
ment just stated by the Senator from Colorado, I desire to be recorded 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from ia [Mr. CoL- 
quit]. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote 

‘nay.’ 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). Iam unable to 
see the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with whom I have 
a general pair, and I shall therefore have to withdraw my vote. 
opis PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 

is vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam entitled to vote if my vote is needed for a quo- 


rum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A quorum is not yet recorded. 

Mr. HOAR. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CHACE. I desire to say that by the terms of my pair with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr] I am allowed to vote in order to 


make a quorum, 
No quorum has yet been recorded. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CHACE. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
r CAMERON]. I am informed that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

OORHEES] is not here, and, if agreeable, I will transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withhold my vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I should vote “yea” if he 
were present. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. GRAY] to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN], and 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I will inquire if there has been a pair announced 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No such pair has been announced. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL], 
and record my vote. I vote ‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. I withdraw my vote. 


! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
his vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—11. 
Bate, Harris, Turpio, Wabshell, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Reagan, Vest, 


NAYS—23. 
Jones of Nevada, are 


A Dol; Manderso: 
wh, pan > Stockbridge, 
ce, k, Palmer, Teller, 
diler, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
m, Ingalls, Platt, ; 
ABSENT—42. 
Aldrich, Daw Ham > 
Berry Ev is reg Riddleberger, 
Black Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, x 
Booe; Aen ec ieie Saulsbury, 
W organ, Spooner, 
Call,” Ge = Morrill, ord, 
Seon Gorman, = Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hale. Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the vote that 

- than a quorum is present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
ate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 


to their names: 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
of N Stock 

A a aian Jones ae bridge, 
Brown, y Mitchell, Turpie, 
Butler, Me ore Palmer, Venco, 
Chandler, Harris, Plath,” ‘all 
Coke, A agen. Wilson of Towa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will announce and for the last 


The Secretary 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is necessarily absent, I 
transfer the pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and vote 


s ea.” 
Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. SPOONER’S name was called). The 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is paired with the Senator | KITAAN AnA ER SONOS ns SO 


from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. VooRHEEs’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] is paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I have voted 
with the understanding I have with my pair that I may vote to make 


aquorum. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- į 


PHERSON]. As there was not a quorum without me, I voted. 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from North Carotina [Mr. Ransom] unless my vote is 
needed to make a quorum. Ihave voted, but shall withdraw my vote 
if I can do so without breaking a quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr, PAD K (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. Eustis]. I do notsee him here, 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT, pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it right to say that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PucH], but by his full consent, 
in order that the business of the te may go on, I am authorized to 
vote to-night without announcing our pair, 

‘The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—11, 
Bate, Harris, Turpie, Walthall, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Reagan, Vest, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich Da Hess, Sawyer, 
Blair, ` Daves De Nevada, Stockbridge, 
3 ones o! 
Brown, Edm Mi K Teller? 
Chace, AA Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, rge, Payne, 
Cullom, ` Platt, 
ABSENT—39, 
Beck, > san TO Eustis, Sore 
Blackburn, Cockrell, Farwell, Hale, 
Bowen, Daniel, Gibson, f Hawley, 
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Hearst, Mo may, Spooner, 
Kenna, Paddock, nsom, Stanford, 
McPherson, Pasco, Riddleberger, Stewart, 
Plumb, Sabin, Voorhees, 
Morgan, Pugh, Saulsbury, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained that a quorum 


is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I wish toask 
if it is not possible to transfer my pair in some way that would make 
a quorum ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.’ The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Virginia that this is a roll-call to ascertain the presence of Sena- 


tors. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know that, and I want to answer here; 
but I could not answer on the other call, and I should like to do so. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will be recorded as 


present. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the following Senators had an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Davis, Jones of Ar 
Bate, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Dolph, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Frye, Paddock, Tapie, 

’ 
Cameron, George, Palmer, Vest, 
Chace, Hale Payne, Walthall 
Chandier, Harris, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Wilsonof Md. 
Coke, Hoar, leberger, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 

uest the attendance of the absent Senators. 
. HOAR. Is that in order when a quorum is present? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we can have a vote now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall not get a votenow. We shall fail on 
pairs just as we did before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the third 
paragraph of Rule V. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


3. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
1] the attendance of the absent Senators, 
out debate; spr peye its execution, 
and until a quorum shall be present,no debate nor m , except to adjourn, 
shall be in order, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The presence of a quorum having 
been ascertained, the Chair thinks the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont can not now be entertained. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] is absent, and I announce his pair with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], so that the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. CAMERON] can vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators have answered 


i _. | to their names. A quorum being present, the roll will be called upon 
I am paired with ! the Deae of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from North 


Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itappearing that there are forty-three Senators present, 
a quorum, I ask unanimous consent that the demand for the yeas and 
nays may be withdrawn. The record has been made by two roll-calls 
already so far as the Senators present are concerned. In that way we 
may proceed with the business before us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the call for the yeas and nays may be with- 
drawn. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out all after line 1381, in paragraph 
340, page 142, down to line 1448, paragraph 353, page 144, and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

On all grades and kinds of wool; wools on skins; top waste, slubbing waste, 
ring waste, yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes similar to them 
in or description, composed wholly or in part of wool or worsted; 
woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, flocks, and wool waste not otherwise provided 
for in this act; and noils, a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr, ALLISON. I raise a point of order. I do not desire to cut oft 
the Senator’s amendment, but the paragraphs which he Bry pete to 
strike out have not yet been read, and I think they should be read. 
There are some amendments that may be offered to the paragraphs. 
Of course it will be in order, after we have reached paragraph 354, for 
the Senator to have a vote upon his amendment. I only wish to have 
an orderly proceeding respecting these various paragraphs and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment to perfect the part proposed to be 
stricken out would have precedence. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas proposes to strike outa 
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number of paragraphs none of which have been read. I submit that 
those paragraphs should first be read. : 
Mr. REAGAN. Very well, 1 shall withhold the amendment until 


the ae are read. 
. HOAR. Is the Senate now proceeding under the ten-minute 


rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. The Secretary will read the 
part of the substitute reported from the Committee on Finance which 
was passed over, beginning with paragraph 341. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

341, Class 1, clothing wools; that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis 
wools or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, down clothing 
wools, and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such 
as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos 
Ayres, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russis, Great Britain, 
Canada, and elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter described 
or designated in classes 2 and 3. 

312, Class 2, combing wools; that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincoln- 
shire, Down combing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of 
English blood, and pear gern 4 known by the terms herein used, and also all hair 
of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals. 

343. Class 3,carpet wools and other similar wools: Such as Donskoi,na- 
tive South American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and including all 
such wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the 
United States from Turkey, Greece, t, Syria, and elsewhere, 

M4. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed 
shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed; and the duty on wools of all classes which shall be imported 
scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed. 

345. The duty upon wool of the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, goat, and other 
like animals, which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, as 
now and heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its r or 
condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in 
value by the admixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, shall be twice 
the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. 

346. Wools of the first and second class, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and 
other like animals, 11 cents per pound, 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1419 I move to strike out the words ‘‘and 
second?’ before ‘‘ class,’’? and at the end of the paragraph to add 
‘*wools of the second class, 12 cents per pound;’’ so as to read: 

Wools of the first class, and all hair of the al , goat, and other like ani- 
mals, 11 cents per pound; wools of the second class, 12 cents per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What punctuation should appear 
before the second amendment, after the word ‘‘ pound ?” 

Mr. ALLISON. A semicolon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thetwoamendments will be treated 
as one question, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Imovetostrike out, in line1420, as the text now stands, 
“ eleven” and to insert ‘‘ ten,” and to strike out “ twelve’’—I under- 
stand that to be the amendment of the Senator from Iowa—and insert 
“ten.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri proposes 
to amend the amendment of the Senator from Iowa by striking out in 
his proposed amendment the word ‘‘twelve’’ and inserting ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. VEST. I made that motion because the Chair suggested that 
the two questions be considered as one, 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator prefers, I shall confine myself to the mo- 
tion I first intended to make, which is to strike out ‘‘eleven,’’ in line 


1420, and insert ‘‘ten.’? 
They can be both treated as one 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
question. 

Mr. VEST. For all practical effect one motion does as well as two, 
because the same vote will reject one as well as the other. 

The effect of this proposed amendment to the existing law is to in- 
crease the duties upon the two classes of wool named (provided the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa just offered by him does not pre- 
vail) $239,073.89. Of course if that amendment prevails the increase 
of duty will be just so much larger by 1 cent a pound upon the second 
class of wools, which is now 11 cents in the text of the Senate substi- 
tute. 

The whole effect of the text as it stands is to make the duty upon 
clothing and combing wools, if in the grease, 11 cents, and if they are 
washed, 22 cents; and if scoured, 33 cents, without distinction as to 
value. Thisis an increase, as I have said, of $239,073.89 in duty with- 
out taking into consideration the last amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

In consideration of the fact that two years ago the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Growers expressed themselves entirely satisfied with the 
provisions of the act of 1883, which is the existing law, and with a 
unanimity scarcely ever seen before in so large an interest came to 

' Congress with that request, it is most extraordinary that these changes 
and increases are made. In 1886 the National Association of Wool 
Growers, through their secretary, Mr. Hayes, sent to the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House of Representatives the following state- 
ment: : 

The association which I represent— 


Said Mr. Hayes, who was a witness— 
The association which I represent has been at great pains to ascertain the 
sentiment of the national woolen industry upon the question of tariff revision. 


: Upon the publication of the paper before you setting forth their policy, in the 
months T October and November last, Ë keeta sent copies of that document to 


every known wool manufacturer in the United States, except wool-hat manu- 
facturers, with a request that the recipient would express his approval or dis- 
approval of the policy therein set forth, and that if he approved he would sign 
oe to the office of the association a communication to the following 
e : 

To the Secretary of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers: 

Sır: The undersigned, manufacturer of at , in the county of 
and State of „ employing sets of cards (or —— woolcombers) hereby 
declare approval of the policy,in relation to a revision of the tariff set 
forth by the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, in response to a cir- 
cular of Hon. Daniel Manning, Secretary of the Treasury, of July 18, 1885. 

The features of the policy set forth in that response which ——— especially 
approve are: 

rst. That there shall be nochangeat present in the existing woo] and woolen 
tariff, nor a general tariff revision at the next session of Congress. 

Second. That in case of any revision of the tariff, so long asaduty is imposed 
upon wool, it is indispensable for the prosperity of the woolen manufacture 
or me present system of compound duties upon woolens should be strictly 
main ned, 


Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the Senator — 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to finish this document? 
Then I will yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted merely to ask the Senator to repeat—it was 
not distinctly heard on this side of the Chamber—what he said about 
the satisfaction of the wool-growers with the woolen tariff, 


Mr. VEST, I am just reading the paper. 
s pe HOAR. To what act does the Senator refer; the tariff act of 


Mr. VEST. I refer to the act of 1883, which is the existing law. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr, VEST. This is the statement which they sent to the wool man- 
ufacturers in the United States and the wool-growers, This is the 
National Association of Woolen Manufacturers. 

Mr. TELLER. Not wool-growers. 

Mr. VEST. They are woolen manufacturers. Some of them, Isup- 
pose, are wool-growers. The paper proceeds: 

That in case of any revision of the tariff,so long as a duty is ar gyi 


wool, it is indispensable for the prosperity of the woolen manufacture the 
present system of compound duties upon woolens should be strictly main- 
im 


further authorize the attaching of name, with others, to such a 
memorial as may be made to Congress by any considerable number of wool 
manufacturers, embodying the above propositions, 

Respectfully, yours, 


- —, 


Now follows the number of signers to this instrument, amounting to 
954, and in all the States of the Union from Arkansas to Wisconsin. 
Mr. Hayes proceeds to say: 

In all, 954 establishments, employing 4,837 sets of cards (the set or series of 

ing the unit of measurement of the capacity of a woolen mill), and 319 
combers (the comber being the unit of measurement of the capacity of a worsted 
mill), not to mention the number of manufacturers included in this list 
who do not employ cards or combers, but are engaged only in the more ad- 
vanced processes of manufacture. 

To what extent do these manufacturers, nearly a thousand in number, repre- 
sent the national industry of manufacturing wool? 

Mr. Hayes proceeds to say that this is the largest, most unanimous, 
and united expression of opinion that has ever been had from any simi- 
lar interest in the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to-ask the Senator if he understands 
Mr. Hayes to say that those are the wool-producers, the wool-growers? 

Mr. VEST. ‘They are the woolen manufacturers. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That is quite a different thing from the statement 
the Senator made. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said ‘‘ wool-growers.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Then I used the wrong word; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. These are the manufacturers of wool, and not the 
raisers. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; it is the manufacturers, and I intended to say 
‘t manufacturers.” If I used the other word it was done inadvertently, 
Mr. Hayes is secretary of the National Association of Wool Manufact- 


urers, 

Mr. DAWES. Was. 

Mr. VEST. Or was. If Senators would speak one at a time, I 
might not be induced to use the wrong word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that as 
debate is proceeding under the ten-minute rule and each tor can 
speak but once on any question, interruptions are liable fo result in 
embarrassment and confusion. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I use the word this time advisedly. 
I say the wool manufacturers of the United States came to Congress. 
and solicited that the present law of 1883 should remain unchanged, 
upon the statute-book; and yet in the face of that expression of opinion 
and that desire the majority of the Finance Committee now come in| 
with increases upon manu’ goods of over $4,000,000 in this 
woolen schedule—more than $4,000,000 over the act of 1883. 

But thatis not remarkable in view of the fact that these same woolen 
manufacturers in January, 1878, sent a petition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, asking for the admission into the United States of 
foreign wool free of duty, and I ask that this be inserted in the RecorD’ 
without consuming my time in reading it: 

We, the unde: , manufacturers of woolen Ily represent 
that for A ona nape our industry has N are prodat ergata la Sdepres: 


1889. 


sion. Many failures have occurred, many mills have stopped, and many others 
continue to run without adequate remuneration to their owners. We believe 
that one great cause for this bear chey depression is to be found in the pres- 
ent high rates of duty on wool. duties, ranog from 45 per cent, to 85 
p cent. on our raw material, increase the cost of our fabrics in a correspond- 

3 ratio above the price of similar foreign goods. 

'o compensate for this increase the tariff of 1867 attempted to levy a duty on 
manufactured woolens which should balance the duty on wool and give in 
addition to the American manufacturer an advantage of 25 per cent. to 30 per 
cent. over his forei, et gear This advantage, we believe, has been ve 
imperfectly real . High cost of our fabrics has limited consumption an 
entirely prevented exportation, while low-cost foreign goods have forced their 
way into our markets through both legitimate and illegitimate channels. 

The great shrinkage of values which has occurred has not only affected capi- 
tal, but it has seriously impaired the ability of consumers to pay the high prices 
contemplated by the tarif. The number of those who can afford to purchase at 
a given price is lessened. A sluggish demand and an over supply are the nat- 


ural Leeanny eK ae 

To meet this lessened ability of consumers and to establish the woolen industry 
on a firm basis of prosperity lower prices based upon lower cost are ee 
necessary. The wool manufacturers see this neceasity; they have strugg 
with some success toadapt themselves to it; they will succeed completely when- 
ever they are permitted to select their raw material in the markets of the world 
on the same terms as their foreign competitors. 

On the other hand, the wool-growers have not realized from the high duties 
on wool the advan they expected. The depressed condition of the woolen 
pcticnd Sarre given them a poor market, and the prices of all classes of wools 
grown in this country have been, on the ave no higher than under lower 
tariffs. The production of fine wools has abso poor Sooner; and we venture 
to express the hope that the wool-growers are beg g to discover that the 
prosperity of the ustry which consumes their product is a condition which 
must precede and accompany their own nha petra - 

For the present we content ourselves with declaring as our deliberate convic- 
tion, that the tariff of 1867 has not promoted the interests of the woo] manufact- 
urers; bas not promoted the interests of the wool. wers, and has been a great 
burden upon all the consuming classes, in return for which it has yielded no 
adequate revenue to the Government. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow mea question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is all true, as stated by the Senator, that 
the wool manufacturers came here saying that they were satisfied with 
the tariff of 1883, and they also came here and asked that wool be 
placed on the free-list, it can not be said with much propriety that the 
committee is standing with the manufacturers, can it? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The first petition was sent herein 1878. The next pe- 
tition was sent here in 1886. The first petition asked for free wool. 
The last petition asked for the same duties im by existing Jaw, 
the act of 1883. Butwe find the Republican party, without regard to 
the wishes of these manufacturers, who are the best judges of what is 
necessary to protect the woolen manufacturers of the United States, 
for some purpose or other disregarding these experts as to their own in- 
terests and imposing these enormons duties, and continuously refusing 
from 1878 to put wool upon the free-list at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has spoken ten min- 


utes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has 
not made much p: in his investigation of the tariff question if 
he does not know that the woolen manufacturers are a very different 
Dody of men from the wool-growers. 

r. VEST. Ireckon I know that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The woolen manufacturers would no doubt like 
to have wool duty free, and they would no doubt like to have the rate 
fixed by the law of 1883 kept on wool, but the wool-growers have pro- 
tested largely, continuously, and vociferously from that time on to this 
hour, and they stand to-day protesting against the injury to the great 
wool-growing interests of this country. 

Mr. President, my colleague owes his seat in the Senate to the dis- 
satisfaction of the wool-growers of Ohio at the action taken in 1883. 
The Republican party was beaten in our State in the election of a Leg- 
islature and in the elections that followed for two or three years, on 
account of the discontent caused by the act of 1883. The wool-growers 
of the Senator’s own State, and of every State in the Union, have pro- 
tested against it from that time to this. 

Only the other day an intelligent body of men representing the wool- 
growers’ associations of the United States, having delegates from fif- 
teen or sixteen of the States which produce the largest quantity of 
wool in this country, protested against it, and appeared before us and 
asked for more than the Committee on Finance (a majority of them, at 
least) were willing to give to the wool-growers. Therefore the Sena- 
tor’s statement to the ground. 

This duty on wool is founded upon the broad proposition that the 

roducers on the farm have the same right to the protection of their 
dustry as the producers in the workshop, and your tariff law could 
not stand a moment upon any other principle. All forms of industry 
in this country are entitled to protection, and when the farmers are 
separated from the mechanics and manufacturers and the miners, then, 
as a matter of course, the whole system will fall to the ground. 

As to the increase of this duty 1 cent a pound, that makes it only 
on one item a to the tariff of 1867. It replaces the duty on comb- 
ing wools at 12 cents a pound, as it was prior to the act of 1883. In 
regard to the clothing wool, it is only 11 centsa pound, so that it is 
still less than it was before the act of 1883. ‘This is buta faint effort 
to undo a wrong that was done in 1883. 

The Senator talks about high duties. Why, Mr. President, the duties 
on these wools are low. If he will only look at the tables before him 
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he will find that the average rate of duty on wools under the existing 
law is but 25.97 cents. On some grades it is higher, especially on one 
grade of clothing wool, which reaches to 47.55 cents. Taking the three 
chief grades that are contained in these schedules, the duty now is 25,97 
cents. This is an increase of 1 cent a pound on clothing wool and 
combing wool, and probably from 1# to 24 cents a pound on carpet 
wool. It is perhaps more on carpet wools, because the rate is now only 
24 cents, So this is a slight effort to undo a wrong that was done in 


1883. 

I am prepared with ample statistics to show that the effect of the act 
been to reduce the number of sheep in this country 10,000,- 
000; in my own State more than a million and a half. Ithas reduced 
the production of domestic wools in this country 60,000,000 pounds, 
and probably has done more harm than any single act or measure con- 
nected with the tariff laws. i 

But it is not necessary to go into these statistics, because the Com- 
mittee on Finance have in a very slight degree and sparingly endeav- 
ored to undo a part of the mischief done by the actof 1683. Now, what 
the manufacturers demand on this question is quite a different thing. 
They have nothing to say about this proposition, however. Their in- 
terests and those of the wool-growers are naturally opposed to each 
other in one sense, but they have acted in concert together, and I be- 
lieve the modifications made by the Committee on Finance will be sat- 
isfactory to wool-growers and woolen manufacturers in regard to the 
duties on woolen goods. 

When we come to them we can discuss them. They are not larger 
than they ought to be, in my judgment. It is not the object of the 
wool-growers to reduce the duties on manufactured goods. They 
want to see woolen manufacturers succeed and in this country,’ 
and they do not object in the slightest degree to give them that degree 
of protection which will maintain the woolen industry of this country. 
There is no industry more important to the people of America and to 
the people of any country in the world than the wool-growing industry, 

No country can be considered independent of foreign nations unless 
it grows wool and provides not only food but clothing for its people, 
and this sheep industry is more valuable than any other because it 
provides both food and clothing. From the first dawn of civilization 
to this hour no industry has equaled in importance and solace to man- 
kind the growth of sheep. Of all the domestic animals, although 
humble, cowardly I may say, yet it is the most valuable. We can do 
without the horse and the cow better than we can without the sheep; 
and the act of 1883, in my judgment, which produced so great an in- 
jury to this important industry of our country ought to be recovered 
from as soon as possible. 

My answer, therefore, to the Senator is that he is attacking the duty 
which is the lowest on the whole list, and he is attacking the duty 
which is most vital to the people of our country. When the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bhowsl sald that a certain Southern production 
ought to be advanced in rate, that he thought the rate prescribed by 
this bill would endanger it, and it was stated to us by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Greson] that the quantity of rice raised in this coun- 
try had increased from 25,000,000 to 155,000,000 pounds, I was then 
in favor of making some increase and giving them that degree of pro- 
tection on this rice industry that they desire. 

But that rice has now a duty of 113 per cent. The committee pro- 
pose to reduce it to 50 per cent., and that duty even as proposed to be 
reduced by the committee is very much higher than the duty on wool. 
On the statements here made when submitted to the Committee on 
Finance I have no donbt, when they have time to consider the subject, 
they will be willing to make some modification of their recommenda- 
tion wherever they find that they are in error. This modification was 
made upon the demand of the wool-growers without distinction of sec- 
tion or party, because this wool-growing industry is probably the only 
one that is uniform throughout the United States. 

There are sheep grown everywhere, from the hills of Vermont to the 
pens of Texas, and to the broad uplands of Nevada and California. 

t is an interest in which some twenty to thirty States are interested. 
It is an interest which affects more than one million of farmers in this 
country. Compared with the manufacturing interest it is wide-reach- 
ing and broad. Itis conducted by farmers, and the yield, though small 
on a single farm, makes the te of 330,000,000 pounds of wool, 
about two-thirds of all our domestic supply. 

If the wool industry is protected the farms of America will yield 
enough to make all our clothes, our blankets, and our carpets, and 
every other portion of woolen manufactures. There is no difficulty 
anywhere in the United. States in raising sheep, no difficulty in pro- 
ducing wool, varying in quality from the finest fleece of Saxony, 
worth when scoured and prepared for the machine sometimes almost 
a dollara pound, down to the lowest and coarsest and weakest fiber on 
the plains of the West. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I can not allow the statement which 
has been made, that the manufacturers of the country are in favor of 
free wool, to go uncontradicted. It is not true that in 1876 or 1880, 
or at the present time any considerable portion of the woolen manu- 
facturers of the United States were or are in favor of the abolition of 
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the wool duty. Notwithstanding the great temptation which was 
offered to the woolen manufacturers by the provisions of the Mills bill, 
and notwithstanding the disadvantages which a heavy duty upon wool 
places upon them, they have remained true to the principles of protection, 
and are in favor of an adequate nae p. pianoa npon moai, I think 
it is due to the woolen manufacturers of country that I should say 
this for them. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
discussing the particular amendment now pending. I have no doubt 
it will be gratifying to many farmers engaged in a small way in the 
growth of sheep to have some duty upon wool, but every cent you put 
upon wool comes out of the great mass of the people who have to pro- 

e clothing for themselves and their families. Ishall content myself 
with this reference to this particular item of the bill. I desire simply 
to express my opinion about the bill generally. 

I think, Mr. President, if the ingenuity of man had been taxed to 
the utmost extent to devise a scheme the purpose and effect of which 
was to increase the profits, to fill up the coffers of a particular class of 
men in this country at the expense of the great body of the people of 
the United States, it could not have succeeded better than it has in 
the form of this bill. 

There is no time now to enter into the discussion of the details of 
the bill, but from the discussion which has taken place, as well as the 
investigation which I have been able to give, the details of the bill 
_ sustain and carry out the position which I have announced, that hu- 

man ingenuity could not have devised a scheme better calculated to 
promote the manufacturing interests of this country at the expense of 
the great body of the people, 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] and other gentlemen who have gone into an ex- 
amination of the details deserve the thanks of the country for exposing 
this measure, notwithstanding I apprehend nobody expectsit to become 
a law at the present session. As it, however, has emanated from the 
Republican members of the Finance Committee and is sustained by the 
entire Republican membership of this body, it is fair to that 
it furnishes the basis of the legislation upon taxation which is to ensue 
in the next Congress when both branches of Congress and the execu- 
tive department will be in the ion of the Republican party. 

It is only in view of that fact that the discussion of this question at 
the present time, in my opinion, has been justified, and I say again 
that those gentlemen who have exposed the dangerous character of the 
bill in the examination of the details have deserved well of theircoun- 
try in showing what the Republican party, when in full possession of 
this Government, intend to do in reference to the taxation of the peo- 


ple. 

Now, sir, I venture the assertion that, examining this bill, carefully 
examining the general scheme and plan of the bill as well as its details, 
it is not possible to arrive at any other conclusion than that it has 
been framed specially for the manufacturing interest of the country, 
and with a reckless, I will not say a criminal, disregard of the interests 
of the great body of the people. 

Why, sir, in my opinion, there has been no consideration given to 
the wants and necessities of the consumers of these articles. The great 
animus of the whole measure is to increase the protection of the pro- 
tected classes, and that is done by the oppression of the who 
consume the products that are thus protected. Sir, standing in 
my place, I do not hesitate to say that no more indefensible legislation 
was ever perpetrated. 

In almost every tariff bill that has been under discussion since I 
have had the honor of a seat in this body there has been some respect 
paid heretofore to the wants of the great masses of the people; but 
what do we hear now? We hear that protection is the panacea for all 
evils. Give us protection and a reacting influence will come back to 
benefit measurably the consumers of this country! Tax the people 
first and trust to the beneficent operations of pie iscsi system 
to indemnify the people hereafter after the tax have been paid ! 
I do not believe in any such scheme as that. 

Now, as to the general plan of your bill, what does it mean? You 

taxation, but what relief do you give to the people? You pro- 
pose to take the tax off tobacco, I say that not one-fourth of spe pes: 
ple of this country use tobaccoin any form. The women and children 
are excluded from the tobacco-users, and therefore you propose to re- 
lieve but a small portion and not exceeding one-fourth of the people of 
this conntry, if it would even have the effect of giving them relief. 

You propose in thatitem to relieve not more than one-fourth in order 
that you may ent down the revenues of the country and keep up the 
necessity for high taxation upon imported goods. Then I say it will 
not reduce the cost of tobacco. When I first came to the Senate the 
tax on tobacco was 32 cents a pound. It was reduced to 24 cents, sub- 
sequently to 16 cents, and now to 8 cents, and I say from personal ex- 
perience (because I indulge somewhat in the use of tobacco in various 
forms) that you can not buy a plug of tobacco at any retail store in the 
city of Washington at any cheaper rate than you could when the tax 
was 32 cents a pound. 


You can not buy as good a cigar to-day as you could then, notwith- 
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standing the tax has been reduced. So I say the consumer will derive 
no benefit, neither do I believe that the man who produces tobacco 
will be benefited by that provision. The great interest in this protec- 
tion is the interest of the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, take any other provision of the bill. Take the whisky 
clause. You propose to reduce the taxation upon whisky that enters 
into the production of medicines, etc. Who will get any benefit from 
that except the manufacturers? Do you suppose you will be able to 
buy a dose of medicine, or any cosmetic, or anything else any cheaper 
simply because you have taken the duty off alcohol that enters into the 
arts? Not one particle of relief will be found in that clause to the 
tax-payers of the country, and not one particle of benefit will the con- 
sumers derive from that remission of taxation. It is another scheme 
to reduce the revenues of the Government so as to keep up the neces- 
sity for high taxes on imported goods. 

You may go through this whole bill, and I say again itis framed 
per that particular object and will have that practical effect and no 
other. 

Now I turn to the committee’s report. They say first that there 
should be a great reduction in the revenues of the country, and while 
they have said that they have said nothing about the relief of the 
ple from the enormous burden of taxation on imported goods. 
whole plan of the bill from beginning to end is to favor special interests, 
without any particular regard to what it may cost the consumers of 
the goods manufactured and protected under this bill. 

Because we have resisted these high and onerous taxes we have been 
charged with being free-traders. Sir, I denyit. What isa free-trader ? 
Who is a free-trader? Is it the man who believes that he ought to 
buy in this country every article without the imposition of any tax 
uponit? Thatisa free-trader. But no Democratic Senator, and not 
even the President of the United States, who has been charged with 
being a free-trader, and no Democratic convention in any part of this 
country has declared for any such policy. On the contrary, we are 
in favor of raising a large part of the revenues in this country from 
the duties on the importations of foreign articles, but we do not believe 
you have got the constitutional right or that it is sonnd policy or wis- 
dom to lay those duties so high as to make them bitory, and I 
go further and say that you have no constitutional right to make those 
duties so high that they will limit importations. 

You have a right to lay duties to the revenue point, but when you 
undertake to limit the revenues from any article by the imposition of 
taxation you have no authority under the Constitution to do it. You 
have the right, as I before remarked, up to the limitof revenue to im- 
pose your duties if you think it proper to do so, but you have no con- 
stitutional right to prohibit the introduction of foreign articles or to 
restrict or to limit the importation of them by onerous taxation. 

I remember a few years ago reading a speech of a distinguished gen- 
tleman who once occupied a seat on the floor of the other House, 8. S. 
Prentiss; and he was a great protectionist, openly avowed himself a 
protectionist to the fullest extent, and he said there was no constitu- 
tional power in Congress to prohibit importations or to lay duties higher 
than was necessary to raise the revenues necessary for the Government. 
He said he would have—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, nothing has proved so signal a failure 
in this warfare which has been inaugurated against the industries of 
this country as the attempt to detach the woolen manufacturers of the 
country from the support of protection by the bribe of free wool. 


Great ions were raised as to the possible successof this war by 
detaching in detail one industry after another from the sup of pro- 
tection by a promise of free raw material, and this warfare with 


a special attack in this line. 

The first recommendations that came under this Administration for 
a reform in the tariff were directed exclusively to the wool and woolen 
interests, Circulars were sent out to all the woolen manufacturers of 
the country; missionaries were sentinto the North and into woolen man- 

districts, and meetings were called of the man 

and the benefit to them was held out that would result, as was oP 
posed, from having their wool free. I heard one of those engaged 
this modern warfare upon industries express his great surprise more 
in this than in anything else, that the woolen manufacturers refused 
to take the bait. He told me in conversation that it was expected by 
this offer that the woolen manufacturers would accept it and thereby 
abandon the entire doctrine of protection, and, as he expressed it, ‘to 
my amazement, not more than two or three of all the woolen manu- 
facturers have stood by usin this attempt to secure free wool for them.”’ 

In 1867 the present relations between the tariffupon wool and the tariff 
upon woolens was fixed upon the principle then recognized and main- 
tained all the way through till now, that the successful manufacture of 
woolens in this country could never be unless the woolen manufacturer 
could de upon the American product for his supply. The proper 
relation between them has been kept up on the principle that to main- 
tain successfully the woolen manufacture the woolen producer must be 
maintained in this country. No one thing was seen more clearly by 
the sagacious and wise and far-looking manufacturer of woolens than 
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'this, that the moment he became dependent upon the foreign wool- 
ccessfully hi 


grower he had no assurance that he could maintain su y his 
manufacture a single year. 

The Mills bill, which had upon it free wool and free tin, was reported 
in the House, end the effect upon the market abroad for those two 
articles was instant. Tin went up; wool went up. They had an idea 
that the market speedily in America was to be theirs in both these ar- 
ticles, and they could command the price; and our woolen manufactur- 
ers saw very soon through this scheme, and it is a tribute not only to 
their conviction of the justice of the principle of protection but to their 
sagacity that they saw it and refused to take this bait which was 
held out to them. 

They stand by the wool-growers both upon principle and their own 
interest. It is as much their interest to stand by the protective prin- 
ciple applicable to the wool-grower as it is when applied to their own 
manufacture, The producersof everything that can be produced in this 
country must have the market, and they must all stand together. The 
American producers of every article possible of production in this coun- 
try are seeing more clearly every day that the cause is a common cause, 
and no scheme that will detach one at a time of either the manufact- 
urers or the producers from this common effort of theirs to preserve and 
maintain and amplify Ameriean markets is going to su 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, wool is a commodity produced by 
the farmers of this country. Much has been said about their interests 
and about the injustice that is done them by our tariff laws and by the 
manufacturers. I think they are entitled to their fair share of pro- 
tection, and as wool is one of their principal products they are entitled 
to be protected on their wool; and I think a great many Democrats in 
my own party, who are honored members of it, have seen probably 
within the last few months the mistake that was made by some of our 
leaders on that question. 

It has frequently been said, how can it beaccounted for that the Re- 
publicans gained so heavily in the rural or agricultural districts? I 
think it was because they marched to the music of the bleating ofsixty 
millions of sheep. 

Take the farmer who has only fifty head of sheep. If the duty on 
wool is 12 cents a pound he knows what his clip will be, and he 
makes his caleulations. He knows about how much he is to receive 
by that tariff; and when ‘you propose to strike it down and not to re- 
lieve him of other tariff burdens he resents it, and in my opinion there 
were thousandsof as good and pure Democrats as there are in this broad 
land who went to the polls and voted the Republican ticket or staid 
away from the polls and did not vote the Democratic ticket because of 
the provision in the Mills bill that places wool on the free-list. 

Thereis much in the Mills bill that I approve. There is much in it 
that I do not approve. Thesame, I may say, is true of the substitute 

rted by the Senate Finance Committee. I do not approve in the 
Mills bill those provisions which put the productions of the farmers 
generally on the free-list, and that is one of the important features of 
that bill. I have before me a list of items produced by the farmers, a 
table showing the rate of tariff, the amount of the importation of each 
class, and the amount of tariff paid into the Treasury upon it, and I be- 
lieve these are all articles in which the farmers have an interest, or 
which are made by the farmers. The list is as follows: 


Farmers’ products made free by Mills bill. 


$11.00 $1.18 

1, 026, 207. 00 92, 916.45 
778,150.00} 583, 977.53 
1,948. 10 389, 22 
51,931.25 802, 80 
163,682.00 | 106,671.70 
2,662,561.72 | 805,873.19 
1,062, 326.00 | 291, 963.93 
488,632.00 | 175,057.96 
109, 834. 08 10, 983. 44 
4, 201.81 420.17 
2,726. 00 545.20 
2,662,561.72 | 805,873.19 
1, 156,435.00 | 174,423.71 
160, 982. 47 32, 196. 49 
1,245,558.46] 311,629.65 
125, 483. 66 12, 548. 37 
87,487.00 9, 380.79 
149, 876. 07 29, 975. 21 
418, 03L 30 83, 060. 81 
18,516. 00 4, 629.00 
4, 174. 80 1,043.70 
195, 452. 00 19, 545. 20 
855.72 224.94 
257,369.97 | 5, 899, 816. 63 
885,618.00 | ` 490, 238. 10 
365,080.13 | 11, 111, 187,56 
158,002.16 | 4.721, 132. 83 
18, 206,987.97 | 6,890, 054.73 


It will be seen from this table that the ageregate of these 
foots up $39,365,080,13 worth in the importations of last year, an 


aR 
Fe 


paid a duty of $11,111,187.56 into the Treasury. This was protection 
to the farmers in all those items. The Mills bill transfers them all to 
the free-list. I believe this bill as reported by the Finance Committee, 
here puts most of these articles on the dutiable-list, and I prefer those 
provisions that put them on the dutiable-list, and to that extent I pre- 
fer the bill reported by the Senate committee, and I vote for the tarift 
on wool because I believe the farmers are entitled to that pro 

and I shall vote for the proposition to raise it to the extent p 

by the chairman of the committee. 

One word before I sit down in reference to the remark made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] about rice, I thank him for his 
kind expression in that regard, and think if he will look into thesub- 
ject carefully and discover the cost of producing rice, the cost of pre- 
paring the land necessary for the crop, the contingencies that befall 
the crop, and the further fact that the planter in Georgia pays for his 
labor fourteen times as much as the rice-planter in China pays, the Sen- 
ator will be willing to permit the present tariff on rice tostand as it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. BROWN. I have also a table that I did not read in reference 
to the forestry or wood that the farmers are interested in, and I will 
insert that, with the consent of the Senate, in the RECORD with my 


remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The paper will be inserted, if there 
be no objection. 
The statement is as follows: 
Forest products made free by Mills bill. 


Article. Imports. Duty. 
Timber, hewn, eto ...ssscssess-] 20 POF CONG..eeeesseoneeseese $993. 94 98. 80 
Timber, squared, ete ee s 3.18 
unman la 

ees : ap 
ete ooon 314, 445.33 872.67 
All other..........-« 5,190 506.53 ese. 600. S3 
Hubs and blocks, ete 46, 956. 19 9, 391. 24 
Wood staves.. 304, 031. 00 30, 403.10 
Pickets and pe č 32, 907. 04 6,581. 40 
see Jemma Bae] BME 

sasessressereeseeseeeessosers ceni r 1,000 ...... b = 
Clapboards p ieee 
Ss 3,651.00 203, 89 
55, 272. 00 6, 068. 13 
751.00 150. 00 
245,036. 00 24, 503. 60 
47,942. 19 4,794. 21 
163; 682.00 | 108, 671.70 
300.00 30. 00 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the 
Senator from Towa. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 347, line 1425, after the word “pound,” 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘twoand one-half” and insert ‘‘four.”’ 

Mr. VEST. What paragraph is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Three hundred and forty-seven, 
which will be read as proposed to be amended. 

å aba Chief Clerk read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, as 
follows: 

347. Wools of the third class, the val 4 hence 
po to the United States, pA i podad satse te gen pict ake Ibe ls cents 
or less per pound, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I moveto strike outin that paragraph the word “‘ class’? 
in line 1422, pi 

Mr. ALLISON. I have offered an amendment to that paragraph, to 
strike ont ‘‘2} cents,” in line 1425, and insert ‘‘4 cents,” in behalf of 
the committee. 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase, then, of 1} cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Theamendment will beagain stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1425, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘24,’”! 
cack hoe word ‘‘cents,’’ and insert ‘‘ 4,” so as to read: ‘‘4 cents per 
poun: 

Mr. VEST. That isan increase of 1} cents upon the text of the bill, 
from 2} to 4 cents a pound. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] for remind- 
ing meof the difference between the woolen manufacturers and the wool- 
growers. Itis notto be expected that a Democrat can understand the 
plain vernacular of this country, and although I come from a State 
which has been in the past one of the largest sheep-growing States in’ 
the Union and has now a very large number of sheep within its limits, 
the Senator was kind enough to remind me what a wool-grower was in 
contradistinction to a wool manufacturer. 
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But the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] relieved me of 
any difficulty growing out of my misuse of a single word, when he 
stated here, what is an open secret and has been known for years and 
repeated here and elsewhere over and over again, that a combination 
was made in 1867 between the wool manufacturers and the wool-grow- 
ers, and that combination has been preserved since that time with re- 
monstrances and protests and attempts on the part of the manufacturers 
to escape from it, but without success, and to-day it exists in the United 
States by virtue of a political necessity and nothing else. 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] read the whole of it 
this afternoon in the testimony of Mr. Sampson, in which he stated 
that he believed that wool ought to be upon the free-list, but he said 
we could not afford to doit, because the Republican party might lose 
the votes of the wool-growers of the country, 

Now we are told by the Senator from Massachusetts that the manu- 
facturers stand with the wool-growers upon principle. I read here the 

tition to Congress of 984 manufacturing establishments represented 
inane petition, and I could read here, if my time permitted, to the ex- 
haustion of my ten minutes, the evidence of the manufacturers that 
wool ought to go on the free-list, and the reason they give for it is be- 
cause, not as the Senator from Ohio says, we can raise all sorts of wool 
in this country, but the weight of authority is overwhelming that we 
can not raise the fine wools that are necessary in the manufacture of 
the finer cloths. 

Even my distinguished friend from Iowa gave the reason for it, and 

ve it so succinctly and so distinctly that there can not be any doubt 
A regard to it. He gave that identical reason, that the foreign wools 
were absolutely necessary in order to enable American manufacturers 
to compete as to the finer cloths, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator, I suppose, now is quoting what I said 
some twenty years ago. 

Mr. VEST. In 1879, March 24. That is only ten years ago; and 
that is nothing in the life of a politician, especially a Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the statute has not ran in its favor yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was said then related to combing wools. 
Since that time we have become great growers of combing wools, so 
that what applied then does not apply now, I will say to my friend 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make one inquiry as to the rule. Do these 
interruptions come out of my time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair has once stated that as 
each Senator can speak but once and for ten minutes only cn any ques- 
tion, interruptions are liable to result in confusion and embarrassment. 

Mr. VEST. I do not interrupt anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg 
will not interfere with the Senator further. 


.the New England manufacturers simply take it with the 


Mr. VEST. Yes; but they were not Democrats who gent for the uni- 
forms. Thatis the point. The article proceeds: 

The uniforms will be of the finest imported German broadcloth with full gold 
trappings and trimmings, and will cost about $250 a uniform. Mr. Haley comes 
to Augusta next week, at which time the uniforms will be fitted. $ 

It is very evident that Governor Burleigh's military staff will be able to carry 
him through quite a siege. i 

Mr. President, we can not produce in this country, it seems, the fine 
cloths which are necessary to suit the luxurious military or civic taste 
of the distinguished people in New England; and yet we are told by the, 
Senator from Ohio that this country can produce all the wool of all the 
qualities necessary to enable the American manufacturers to compete 
with the foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We produce the finest wool in the world. 

Mr. VEST. The finest wool, says the Senator, in the world, but 
the manufacturers say not, and I can produce their testimony taken 
before the committees of the other House and of the Senate. If they 
are to be discredited simply because they are manufacturers, why, Mr. 
President, they are American citizens, But besides that, like all these 
other manufacturers, they are consulting their own self-interest. It 
you will show me a manufacturerin this country who has any esthetic 
or philanthropic object in regard to the tariff, I will show you a white 
crow. They are all actuated by onesingle object, and that is to make 
money for themselves. 

The whole of this tariff system is simply a game in which the ques- 
tion is, who shall get most by virtue of his being a partner of the Gov- 
ernment under this system? 

Now, are these woolen manufacturers making money? Why, sir, 
the testimony is overwhelming that the wool manufacturers of the 
United States to-day are not making money to anything like the ex- 
tent that money is made by the cotton manufacturers of the United 
States. I have here a statement which I commend to Senators on the 
other side, especially my distinguished friend from Massachusetts, who 
took me to task because I spoke of the profits made by the cotton man- 
ufacturers of New England. Cotton is free; there is no duty on it. 

It is true it is produced in this country. ‘There is no tariff on it and 
transporta- 
tion cost on it from theSouthern States. Butthecotton manufacturers 
are flourishing. ThestatementI refer to is taken from the Providence 
Evening Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator’s ten minntes have expired. 

Mr. VEST. Then I will put it in on the next heat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad that my friend, 
before he closed, showed the source of his authority to be the Provi- 


S | dence Journal, formerly Republican, now Democratic, or more properly 
pardon of the Senator and of the Chair, and ' perhaps denominated as a Mugwump paper, as his authority. Now 


let me say a few things in regard to this wool business that will prob- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I repeat that if these manufacturers are | ably relieve my friend from much trouble. 


in full accord and upon poepie stand with the wool-growers of this 
country, they have got the most remarkable way of demonstrating and 
showing that fact that has ever been known to mortal man. They 
swore under oath before the committee that they believed that foreign 
wool onght to come into this country upon the free-list, and they swore 
thatonly one-half the wool that was necessary to the wool manufact- 
ure of this country is produced in the United States. They say that 
300,000,000 pounds of the foreign import are necessary in order to 
enable them tocompete. Are we to-day making the finer cloths that 
are necessary to the rich and luxurious? 

I saw the other day, and I have it in my pocket, I believe, a state- 
ment that the newly-elected Republican governor of Maine recently 
sent to Germany for uniforms for his staff to be made out of German 
cloth, costing $250 to the uniform. And yet that gentleman was elected 
upon the platform of protection to the a of the United 
States and the woolen manufacturers of New England. So it goes. 
[Laughter and applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Senator will pause one mo- 
ment. The Chair announces to visitors in the galleries that manifes- 
tations of applause or disapprobation are in violation of the rules of the 
Senate. The Chair is confident that the suggestion will prevent a 
repetition of the disorder that has just occurred. The Senator from 

ari will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. I do not read as a general thing from newspapers unless 
they come from the highest authority. This is the Lewiston Evening 
Journal, owned exclusively, I believe, by an ex-governor of Maine, 
and a distinguished member of the House of Representatives, one of 
the most ultra-protectionists within my knowledge, and this is my an- 
thority for the statement that the newly-elected governor of Maine sent 
ab to Germany because he could not find in the United States cloth 
ig iy of sufficiently fine quality in order to put it upon his staff. 

ere it is: 


In Lewiston the governor and staff will be entertained by Worombus En- 
en 


ines aoe 
tary tailors B. F. Haley & Co., of Newmarket, N. H., were at the A 
House last evening and care Balke the staff for uniforms,” 


Mr. BLAIR. They are Democrats. 


He says the manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States are 
in favor of freewool. I have seen many of them before the Committee 
on Finance, many of them in private intercourse; I know many of them 
in the East, and with the exception of five or six among the prominent 
manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States, they are thor- 
oughly in favor of a fair and reasonable and liberal duty on wool. 

There can be no controversy about this matter, because I have heard 
from these gentlemen in their associated capacity, in which they state 
that here and there a man who believes that free wool would give him 
some advantage, or that he would make his articles at a lower cost, 
says that he would like to have free wool. Butthe manufacturers are 
shrewd men, they are able men; they know that free wool in this 
country would compel them to go to the markets of the world to pur- 
chase all the wool necessary for their supply, and if they were com- 

led to do that they would lose all the advantage they now derive 
rom the production of three hundred and odd millions of wool for the 
home market. > 

The Senator says we can not produce fine wools in this country. He 
is mistaken there, and utterly mistaken, I will say tohim. There was 
a time when it was not profitable in this country to raise anything but, 
the coarser fabrics of wool; but about twenty years ago, about the time 
of the passage of the act of 1867, in Vermont, Ohio, and some other 
States, they commenced raising the finest merino wool in the world, 
importing from England and from other countries the stock from which 
it came, and now we produce in this country, it it conceded on alli 
hands, the very finest wool in the world, without exception. 

Strange to say, when the act of 1867 was there were scarcely 
any of these long-wool sheep, called the combing-wool sheep, in this 
country, but no sooner was the protective tariff imposed by the act of; 
1867 than the American Yankee imported this class of sheep, and now 
the combing wool is cheaper than theclothing wool. To Tay ee 
knowledge, and probably the knowledge of gentlemen on that side of. 
the Chamber, we are producing now the finest Scotch wools and the’ 
various wools of long fiber denominated combing wool of the secon 
class, ; 


And really the improvements are so remarkable in this country tha 
Englishmen are comin) here forstock. They raise mostly the com 
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wool. It iscalled, therefore, the English wool. But now we have finer 
merino wool in the United States of America than is raised in Spain, 
the parent country of the merino wool, and finer combing wool than is 
raised anywhere else. 

There is a difficulty in manufacturing broadcloths, but it does not 
lie in the wool but in the manufacture. They have not yet adopted 
the fine methods of the French, German, and English manufacturers, 
but they are rapidly approaching them, and I have seen woolen goods 
in this country—woolen cloths—that were as good as any that can be 
made anywhere. But, as a matter of course, it is the fashion to wear 
foreign imported clothes of the most expensive character. 

As to the ‘‘ pride, pomp, and circumstance ’’ of the gentlemen onthe 
staff of the governor of Maine who wanted to go to England or Ger- 
many for their they are no worse for this than the Senator from 
Missouri. He isalways a finely dressed gentleman, and I warrant you 
he is dressed in English clothes. If he chooses to buy imported goods 
and is willing to pay a liberal price for them, and willing to pay the 
duty without growling, and therefore indulges in this vanity that these 
self-styled aides-de-camp of a governor of Maine indulged in, that is all 
well and good. But if you give to the wool-growers of this country 
the same average rate of duty that you give others, they will not only 
get the finest growth of wool but more of it. 

The difficulty heretofore in this country has not been on account of 
fine wools, but carpet wools. It was shown that in New Mexico and 
other places they do raise carpet wools to a certain extent, but it was 
more profitable to raise the finer class of wool. Therefore, our manu- 
facturers scour the werld to get cheaper and coaser wool for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing carpets—wool strong enough and good enough 
for that purpose—and those wools are brought here, wools that cost 
only 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, or 12 cents a pound in foreign countries, because 
A are coarse and cheap, but the fine wool can besupplied in America, 

I think the coarse wool will be in a short time. 

This roposition is simply to cure a defect in the old law of 1867. 
Under the old law of 1867 when wool was washed the duty was doubled. 
But that duty did not apply to every carpet wool or combing wool. 
Why? Because at that time we did not have any combing wools in this 
country, and it was the policy to encourage their importation and 
growth. ‘Therefore there was omitted in regard to wool the provision 
that doubled the duty on washed combing wool and carpet wools. 
Those goods are now introduced at the single rate and the minimum 
rate, and this is only an effort to apply the rule that where the wools 
are advanced by washing they shall pay a higher rate of duty. 

The duties here are not enough. I at least, in the interest of wool- 
growers, have demaded that the same rate be applied to combing wool 
and earpet wool, but it was thought best not to make any radical dis- 
tinction in the existing rate, and therefore the wool-men werecompelled 
to yield, but got on carpet wools an advance of 1} on one grade, and 3 
cents on another grade. That is all they could get, and they had tobe 
content. But I say that these rates on the two lower classes of wool 
are toolow. The same rule applied to clothing wool should be applied 
here, that when advanced by washing and doubled in value it should 
be doubled in duty. That is now amended somewhat by this scant 
amendment, insufficient in character. 

I hope the House of Representatives when it comes to this bill will 
mete out the same measure of justice to the farmers that is now meas- 
ured out to the manufacturers. When the wool is advanced from an 
unwashed state and doubled in value I hope the rate of duty will be 
doubled. This is an endeavor to get something in that direction. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator says that the manufact- 
urers are in favor of free wool, but he must recollect that when gentle- 
men on this side of the Chamber deny beingin favor of free trade they 
are always reminded that their arguments lead directly to free trade. 
The same thing, sir, can be said of all the wool manufacturers. Al- 
on they den: eny being in favor of free wool for the reason assigned by 

pson, of Boston, that the votes of the wool-producers are ab- 
slaty necessary for those who desire to keep the duty on manufact- 
ees yet all their arguments lead directly and inevitably to free 


One of the strange things connected with our history and our cir- 
eumstances seems to be our greatness coupled with our weakness and 
our inability to do anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true. 

Mr. VANCE. Weare always told that an American Aprreeg, “eer is 
the best in the world, and I believe it; we are also told that Yankee 
machinery is the best in the world, and I believe that. We are also 
told that the output of work in given times and under given circum- 
stances in America is always best. 

The Senator has told us that we raise the best woolin the world and 
that we have the finest country in the world for raising wool and for 
producing almost everything else, and I believe all that. And yet, 
me the moment that one of ps inferior men from ee makes his 

ce in competition with us, we knock under. Laughter. šj | 
You recollect what Soniy Briggs said to the parson. Said a Some- 
how or other, eT eneyer you hits out with your left, I hunts 
grass.” [Laughter. ] 

Whenever a pauper attempts to compete with us in anything, then 


we need the protection and the prayers of the church. [Laughter.] 
Before the pet 2g of our boasting has died away we commence crying 
the inability of this country to compete with anybody in the manu- 
facture of or the doing of anything! 

Now, sir, our country is so great thatit can not afford to raise cheap 
wool! Then, in the name of common sense, does not political economy 
dictate that we should raise our fine wools and apply them to the pur- 
poses for which they are fitted, and buy the cheap wool of foreign coun- 
tries to which Providence has not been so liberal ? 

Mr. President, this is a great subject. The interest in it has reached 
from one end of this country to the other, It has aroused, as I have 
been informed, even the rustic muse, and I have been furnished with 
an effusion of that muse, with the request that I lay it before the Sen- 
ate. It is designated— 


A girl with one stocking—a LiSaeere st pae pastoral. Composed and arranged for 


the old spinning-wheel, and y dedicated to that devoted friend of 
protected m: ery and high taxes, the Senator from Rhode Island. 
[Laughter. ] 


It begins somewhat in this way, Mr. President: 
A GIRL WITH ONE STOCKING—A pi os ark PASTORAL, 


mposed and arran. for the perch ‘wheel; and respectfully dedi- 
ca Ea to that on endof paalectar ery and high taxes, the Senator 
from Rhode Island.] 


L 


Our ieni had a little lamb, 
And her heart was most intent 

To make its wool, beyond its worth, 
Bring fifty-six per cent. 


I. 


But a pauper girl across the sea, i 
Hada unit lamb also, i 

‘Whose wool for less than half that sum ‘ 
She’d willingly let go, 


u, 


Another riii siy had no sheep, 
S 
A money Pi 
A pair ony jan tha tax, 


IV. 


Went to bee rl to 
Some woo Tto Shield her Res, 
And make her stockings not of tax, 
But both of wool complete. 


v. 
When Mary saw the oe 2 
She straight began to 5 T 


She'd make her bu both y woot and tax, 
Or let one leg go 


vi. 


Saana she S out “ ‘Protect’ me from 
paupers sheep wool free, 
If maa made to keep both her legs warm 
What will ‘encourage’ me?” 


vil, 


So it was done, and people said 
‘er that al lwent 
One leg was warmed with wool and one 
With fifty-six per cent, 


vm, 


Now praise to Mary and herlamb 
Who did this scheme invent, 
To rips one-half a girl in wool 
d one-half in per cent. 


Tx, 


All honor, too, to Mary’s friends, 
And all protection’s sacts; 
—# Who cheaply clothe the rich in wool 
And wrap the poor in tax! 
poe) 


, Sir, I commend seriously and earnestly to those gentle- 
By T that side of the Chamber who have raised the duties on raw 
wool to begin with, and who, as I hope to be able to demonstrate as we 
progress in this bill, have raised the price of every article made of wool! 
which is in use by the poor of this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion to, 
amend the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

348, Wools of the same class, the value whereof, at the last port or 
whence exported to the United States, eanmainie charges in such port, 
ceed 12 cents per pound, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Online 1429 I move, on behalf of the Committee on 
Finance, to strike out the word ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘ eight,” so as to 
read ‘‘8 cents per pound,” 

Mr. VEST. I move, sir, to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert “‘five.’? 


lace 
lex- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
strike out ‘‘eight ’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 
Five cents per pound. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio made the issue squarely in both 
his addresses to the Senate, that in the United States we could pro- 
uce all classes of wool necessary to the manufacture of all sorts of 
cloth. I have before me the testimony, taken before the Senate Finance 


Committee, of Mr. John L. Ha: on behalf of the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers, and his statement is emphatic, He says: 


Th 
respect to the wants of 
manufacturers. They grow the sheep which can be raised and bred most 
cheaply, produce the heaviest fleeces and wool fetching the most remunerative 
price, Fortunately the necessities of the farmerand manufacturer have reacted 
upon each other in creating a wool, with a demand for the same, which is most 
profitable both to the farmer and manufacturer, 

This wool, essentially of merino blood, but possessing ag eee characteristics 
derived from our soil, climate,and methods of culture, is known as American 
fleece. This wool, of unsurpassed excellence for its orpoees, supplies the 
proni bak of the raw material consumed in our mills. Its possession by Amer- 

is a priceless inheritance. Its destruction, by an abolition of the wool 
duties, would be a national sacri 
all the wants of an ad- 


vanced man and face goods like 
the wool from the Saxons or old merinos. Fifty years ago thehills of Ohio and 
Pen lyania, and even New Hampshire, Vermont, and Connecticut, swarmed 
with sheep of this race. The highest prize given for fine wool at the great 
London Exhibition was awarded to wool grown in Tennessee. 

In the Pan Handle district of Pennsylvania and Ohio the Electoral race, pro- 
ducing wools equal in fineness. softness to those of and Germany, has 
been developed, acclimated, and hardened. But these priceless flocks have been 
permitted to be absorbed into the coarser American merinos, and it is believed 
that scarcely a thousand remain as relics of the Electoral blood, which wasat one 
time infused into all the merino of the country. The president of the 
Pennsylvania Wool-Growers’ Association exhi specimens of this wool be- 
fore the Tariff Commission, and declared that a ei: $a $2a pound would not re- 
_vive the growth of this wool in Pennsylvania and Ohio. 

I will not emulate the Senator from Ohio by giving personal ex- 
perience, but I know that prior tothe war in the State of Missouri these 
merino sheep, brought there from Pennsylvania and from Virginia and 
West Virginia, then old Virginia, were permitted to come there and 
mingle with the ordinary sheep of the country until this fine Electoral 
breed, of which Mr. Hayes has ceased to be known. 

Now, the Senator says, if his remarks amount to anything, that the 
tariff has protected the farmers of this country and increased the pro- 
duction of wool. I have here—though I will not take the time to 
read it—the report of the Statistical Bureau, giving from 1867 to 1883 
inclusive the production of wool in the United States. 

In 1867 we had the highest wool tariff we have ever had—the tariff 
to which the manufacturer and the wool-grower both look back with 

t. In their evidence they express the opinion that if they could 
get back the tariff rates of 1867 there would be an Elysium in this coun- 
try as to the wool interest. Let us see the effect of the highest tariff 
in 1867: 


rs of the country grow wool without the slightest 


Wool produced in the United States. 


1869 ........ ~.. 162, 000, 000 


tessseseseesessessse seres sesen 


A falling off of 6,000,000 pounds from 1867, when the law was en- 
acted, to 1869, two years afterwards. The production in the United 
States in 1870 was 160,000,000 pounds, a falling off of 2,000,000 pounds 


Showing that the tariff had nothing to do with the production of 
wool in the United States. 

I have in a pamphlet, prepared by Mr. Patterson, of Pittsburgh, the 
most intelligent and correct exhibits of the wool industry and produc- 
tion, and the prices of wool, that it has ever been my fortune to en- 
counter. I have not time to read, of course, all that he says on this 
goren, Ia I will ask that a portion of it be inserted in my remarks, 

course I desire to put it in some sort of authorized shape. I will 
read his conclusion. He says: > 


clip is not regulated by the tariff, nor by the tariff in connection with the price 
of wool of Hi prices when 
the is low than when it is ; he sometimes receives much more than 
éhe foreign price, with duty added, and sometimes less, 

The official tables carry out that statement of Mr. Patterson abso- 
lutely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you account for it? 

Mr. VEST. Itis not for me to account for it. I am here fighting 


an increase of prices, and when the assertion is made that a high pro- 
tective tariff increases the production of wool in this country, I give 
the tables to show that itdoes not, but that after the tariff of 1887, 
which is the paragon of perfection with the wool-men of the country, 
the production of wool went down in the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Does not the Senator know—— 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. DoestheSenator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; Ican not. I mustdeclineto yield toanybody; 
my time is limited. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I dispnte the facts stated by the Senator. I say 
that the production of wool increased. 

Mr. VEST. I now to make good my statement that the cot- 
ton manufacturers of the United States have progressed in profits and 
in dividends far beyond the wool manufacturers of the country, though 
cotton has no tariff on it and wool has had the tariff of 1867 and then 
the tariff of 1883. 

My friend from Massachusetts stated some time ago that the cotton 
manufacturers of New England were making on an average a profit of 
5 per cent. Here, Mr. President, is a table of dividends and of profits 
up to December, 1888, which I desire to be put in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that? 

Mr. VEST. It is a statement of the Providence (R. I.) Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not propose to take up my ten minutes in reading 
it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I object to it going in the RECORD. 

Mr. VEST. Then I will read as much as I can of it and I will read 
no more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take the best 

Mr, VEST. I want the Senator from Vermont to understand that 
if he is discourteous enough to consume my ten minutes by asking me 
to read a statement of this sort, I shall not comply with it; that is all. 
Here is the report. The total capital on which dividends were based 
amounts to $17,358, 000. 

Mr. HOAR. Where? What capital? What business? 

Mr. VEST. The Fall River manufactories. 

Mr. HOAR. _ A single company ? z 

Mr. VEST. Thisstatementis headed, first, “‘ Comparison of the mill- 
stock prices of the year’’—up to December 31, 1888; then the quarterly 
dividend, then the year’s stock business. Hereare the different manu- 
factories. 

Mr. HOAR. Are you talking about cotton or wool? 

Mr. VEST. <Aboutcotton. Itakeit that theseare all cotton manu- 
factories. 

If the Senator had done me the honor to listen to me for even a minute 
he would have found out that I stated that cotton paid no import duty, 
and yet these cotton man are in a much more us 
condition than the woolen manufacturers of the country, who are buy- 
ing wool from abroad to mix with American wool and paying this duty 
on it. 

me. DAWES. Did you think it would make any difference if they 
did not? 

Mr. VEST. I think the experience with hides, as soon as we put 
hides on the free-list, and with the cotton business when cotton is ad- 
mitted free, and when the only extra is the cost of transportation from 
the cotton States—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask that the Senator be allowed to proceed to 
read the paper. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator wants it read he can have it read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will ask it to be read. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senator be permitted to read the paper. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must call attention to the fact that the Senator 
can not speak twice on the same point. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam perfectly well aware that the question of the 
dividends of cotton manufacturers of Fall River, or whether they make 
any dividends, has nothing whatever to do with the duty on wool, but 
inasmuch as the Senator has introduced that table, I desire to (for 
I am perfectly familiar with that statement, I know all about it) that 
a great many of these establishments have run year after year without 
making any dividends at all. 

Some of them have sunk their whole capital and have had to pay in 
anew, to be reorganized. Many others have had to enlarge their cap- 
ital, to call in new capital, and others still have paid but very small 
dividends, and some of the mills I think in that city have paid no div- 
idends at all. I submit therefore that it is not fair to publish here an 
article which was put in that aga wa rng placa eg he 
campaign as a free-trade argument to w that there should be no 
duty put upon wool. 

I know my friend from Missouri does not mean to use this thing in 
a sense; I know he does not mean to strain this, but itis not 
the first time that the Senator from Missouri has been misled by that 


per. 
Pair, VEST. That is just published; it was nob in the campaign. 
It has only just been published, 


\ 


1889. 


, Mr. CHACE. I can not help that; we have just had a campaignand 
it is a reprint of old campaign material; it is a new thrashing of old 
straw. Ido not wish to occupy the whole of my ten minutes, but I 
say that it is unfair to cite recent dividends of these mills, for they 
have run year after year, many of them making no dividends at all. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. Inow withdraw the objection that I made tomy 
friend from Missouri putting in the RECORD any statistics that he likes. 
My objection at that moment was that I wished to hear him state 
what those statistics were, in order that we might understand them, 
but as he has not had time to do it in his ten minutes I withdraw the 
‘objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The matter desired by the Senator 
from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] to be inserted inthe RECORD will beso in- 
serted if there be no objection. 

The matter is as follows: 


[From “Superiority of Democratic Administration,” by D. F, Patterson.] 


A comparison of the prices with the rate of duty prevailing at the time will 
conclusively show that the home prices are not ted or apparently affected 
by the rate of duty, either alone or in connection with the foreign prices. 

The act of June 10, 1826, imposed a duty of 15 p cent. on wool not costing 
over 10. cents per pound, and 30 per cent. on wool costing over 10 cents. The 
average price in Boston and New York during the operation of that law was 
56 cents in 1826, 40 cents in 1827, 45 cents in 1828 and 1829. 

‘The act of January 2, 1830, provided a duty of 4 cents per pound, and 45 per cent. 
ad valorem in addition; which was increased to 4 cents and 50 per cent, ad va- 
lorem by the act of June 30, 1830. The New Yorkand Boston price in 1830 was 
55 cents, and 71 cents in 183 : 

The act of July 14, 1832, provided a duty of 4 cents per pound and 40 per cent, 
ad valorem on wool costing over 8 cents per pound, while wool not costing over 
8 cents was admitted free of duty. During the operation of that act the New 
York and Boston prices were as follows, to wit: Fifty-six cents in 1832, 63 cents 
in 1833, 64 cents in 1834 and 1835, 67 cents in 1836, 63 cents in 1837,50 cents in 1833, 
57 cents in 1839, 47 cents in 1840, 50 cents in 1841. 

The act of August 30, 1842, provided a duty of Sper cent. ad valorem on wool 
not costing over 7 cents per pound, and 3 cents Jig fogs and 30 per cent, ad 
valorem on wool costing over 7 cents per pound, The New York and Boston 
prices in 1842 were 43 cents; 44 cents in 1844; 42 cents in 1845; 83 cents in 1846, 

The act of December 5, 1846, provided a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem on 
imported wool. Under the operation of that act the New York and Boston 

rices were as follows, to wit: 47 cents in 1847; 40 cents in 1848; 39centsin 1849; 

cents in 1850; 47 cents in 1851; 45 cents in 1852; 59 cents in 1853; 49 cents in 
1854. The prices received by T. M. Patterson, in Washington County, Peunsyl- 
vania, were 55 cents in yo Poy cents in 1852; 60 cents in 1853; 40 cents in 1854, 
jeeces, ` 
1855, continued the 30 per cent, duty on all imported noe 


ew York and Boston price in 1855 was 46 cents; in 1856 it was 55 
cents, T, M. Patterson received 45 cents in 1855, and 40 cents in 1856; ciip 150 


The act of July 1, 1857, provided a duty of 24 per cent. ad valorem on wool 
costing over 20 cents per nd, and ad: OT age Urey SE The 
New York and Boston were 53 cents in 1857; 45 cents in 1858; 59 cents in 


The act of July 1, vided a duty of 3 cents per pound on wool 
4 Seth pytana per pound on wool costing over 12 ant 

not over 24 cents; duty of 10 cents per pound on wool costing over 24 cents 
and not over 82 cents, with an addition of 10 per cent. ad valorem; costing 
over 82 cents, a duty of 12 cents per pound and 10 percent.ad valorem. The 
New York and Boston prices, gold standard, were 45 cents in 1864 and 46 cents 
in 1865. T, M. Patterson received $1 in a ig, borz to 40 cents in sold), and 72 
genta £0 BIS tend Jo SL eenie in goa) his p 300 fleeces in and 200 
in 1865. In theprice of wool of same grade in the London market was 
24 cents until June, when it advanced to 25 cents in September, and then grad- 
ally ran up to 28 cents in December. 

act of March 17, 1866, struck the wool productof the British North Amer- 
ican provinces from the free-list; and the act of August 22, 1866, increased the 
duty on wools costing over 12 cents and not over 24 cents to 7 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent. ad valorem, leaving the duty of the act of 18640n other grades, 
The New York and Boston price in 1866, gold standard, was 47 cents. T.M. 
Patterson received 72 cents (equal to 48 cents in gold), in 1866, for clip of 200 
fleeces. The London price in 1866, = until Maroh., was 30 cents, when it ran 
down to 26 cents in June, up to 27 cents in September, and down gradually to 25 
cents in December. 


The cost of shipment from London to New York or Boston is about 1 cent per 
ind more than the cost of shipment from Ohio to the same points, being a 


per ge ENERE eg cy 
By the act of March 2, 1867, wools were classified, class 1 being clothing 
wools; class 2, combing wools; class 3, a and other similar wools. The 
duties fixed on wools of classes 1 and 2 was 10 cents per pound and 11 per cent. 
ad valorem; on wools costing 32 cents or less, and on wools costing over 32 cents, 
a duty of 12 cents per pound and 10 per cent, ad valorem; class 3, costing 12 
cents en a duty of $ cents per pound; costing over 12 cents, a duty of 6cents 
r pou 
= oolen shoddy, mungo, and waste, a duty of 12 cents pérpound. Atno 
time while t sas in force did ze penton pice apo ce es siap in 
February, 1872, w. ran up y to 33 cents an p A enly below 
32 cents, so that all imported w came in at the duties fixed on 
32 cents or less. The New York and Boston . gold . 
o of the high tariff act of 1867, were as follows, to wité 46 cents in 1867; 
cents in 1868; 48 cents in 1869; 51 cents in 1870; 58 cents in 1871. 

T. M. Patterson received 53 cents (gold 88) in 1867; 46 og mene ae) in 1868; 
45 cents (gold 33) in 1869; 45 cents (gold 39) in 1870; 50 cents (gold 45) in 1871. The 
London prices in 1867 and 1868 varied from 24 cents to 21 cents; in 1869, Sagn- 
ning at 23 cents in January, running down gradually to 18 cents in June, then 
upslowly to 19 centsin September, and remaining steadily at that point throngh- 
out the year; in 1870 it fluctuated between 21 cents and 17 cents; in 1871 it rose 
steadily from 19 cents to 31 cents. 

The act of June 6, 1872, made a reduction of 10 per cent. on the rates of duties 
imposed by the act of 1867. The New York and Boston prices, fold standard, 
during the operation of the act of 1872 were as follows, to wit: 60 cents in 1872; 
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T. M. 1872, 5 
(gold.37) in 1875; 33 cents (gold, 30) in 1876;  Pes'g “seems yah 30 cents in 
and 1879 d 


to 28 cents in May, and fluctuated between 31 cents and 27 cents throughou 
and 1874; in 1875 it varied from 29 cents to 25 cents; in 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879, 
from 27 cents to 22 cents; from September, 1879, there was a gradual advance 
from 22 cents up to 30cents in April, 1890, thena decline to 25 cents in June, and 
26 cents for balance ofthe year; in 1881 price was never below 23 cents nor 
above 25 cents; in 1882 the price was 26 cents steadily throughout the year. 

The act of March 3, 1883, struck off the ad valorem duties provided by the act 
of 1867, on classes 1 and 2, and modified the rate so as to make the duty 10 cents 
per pound on wools costing 30 cents or less, and 12 cents per pound on wools 
ag over 30 cents. Wool of class 3, costing 12 cents or less, duty 2} cents per 
pound, and 6 cents on wool costing over 12 cents. 

The New York and Boston prices under the operation of that act, which is 
the law now in force, have been as follows, to wit: Forty cents in 1883, 36 cents 
in 1884, 32 cents in 1885, 833 cents in 1886, 31 cents in 1887. T.M. Patterson received 
85 cents in 1883, 30 cents in 1894, 31 cents 1885, 30 cents in 1586, 33 cents in 1887; 
his flock from 1866 to 1887 ranged from 250 to 300, 

The London price in 1883 was never above 25 cents nor below 23cents; in 1884 
it was 24 cents and 25 cents, until the latter part of the year it reached 23 cents; 
in 1885 the decline continued until it reached 19 cents in ig art a and ad- 
vanced to 20cents in December; in 1886 it ran dowu to 17 cents in April, and then 
rose steadily to 24 cents in September, the year closing at 22 cents ; in 1887 it was 
never above 23 cents nor below 22 cents; and during the present year, up to 
August 1, the London prices have been from 22 cents to 25 cents. e 

The foregoing statement of facts furnishes an interesting subject of study for 
the intelligent wool-grower. He will observe that during the whole high-tariff 
period, from 1567 to 1883, the price of wool exceeded 50 cents bas during the 
years 1870, 1871, and 1872, and that it was below 40 cents in 1878 and 1879. 

During the operation of the low tariif of 1846 it was never below 40 cents, ex- 
cept in 1849, and was 59 cents in 1853; while under the 24 per cent. ad valorem 
tariff of 1857, with wool costing 20 cents or less, free, the price was above 50 
cents every year, except 1858, when it was 45 cents; during that time Canada 
wool wasfree. During that period, as shown by Mr. CARLISLE in the portion of 
his speech wn quoted, the manufacturing industries were in a highly pros- 
perous condition. 

A comparison of the foreign and home prices, in connection with the rates of 
duties, will show conclusively that the home price is not regulated by the Lon- 
don price, with duty and entra freight added. Forexample, take the year 1869, 
when the domestic price was 48 cents in gold. 

The London price in June of that r was 18 cents, and it did not exceed 19 
cents throughout the remainder of the year; so that, from the time of the year 
when the erican clip was ready for market until the close of the year, 19 
cents was the ot icons price in London, The home manufacturer could buy in 
London, throughout the entire wool season of that year, for 18 and 19 cents. 

The cost of shipment did not exceed 2 cents; in fact, it was leas, The duty 
was 10 cents per pound, and 11 per cent. on the cost price, which would be about 
2 cents a pound on wool costing 18 and 19 cents. Add these items, 19+-2+10+2, 
and the sum is 33 cents, which was the extreme cost to the American munufact- 
urer of getting wool from abroad that year, and yet the home price was 48 
cents, gold standard. 

If the home price had been regulated by the London market, it would not have 
exceeded 33 cents. On the other hand, in 1887 the home price was 31 cents; the 
London price never above 23 nor below 22; the duty ]0 cents per pound and cost 
of shipment not over 2 cents. Hence foreign wool could not be delivered that 
eyed , duty paid, for less than 34 and 35 cents, being 3 and 4 cents above the home 
price. 

The conclusion isirresistible that it was not the duty that gave the wool-grower 
15 to 17 cents above the cost, duty paid, of foreign wool in 1869, and 3 to 4 cents 
below the foreign price, duty added, in 1887. If foreign competition in wool 
was so dangerous as partisan alarmists would have the wool-growers believe, 
why was not the country flooded with 33-cent foreign wool in 1869, when the 
home price was 48 cents ? 

It is piain, seh ee all question, that the paoe the wool-grower receives for his 
ori 3 is not regulated by the tariff, nor by the tariff in connection with the price 
of foreign wool of the same grade, He sometimes receives better prices when 
the tariff is low than when it is high; he sometimes receives much more 
the foreign price with duty added, and sometimes leas, 


[From Providence Daily Journal of December 31, 1888.) 


COMPARISON OF MILI-STOCK PRICES OF THE YEAR.—THE QUARTERLY DIVI- 
DENDS,—THE YEAR'S PRINI-CLOTH BUSINESS, 


There is usually a boom in the print-cloth business in Presidential years, at 
rare such has been the case since is72, and 1888 has proved no exception to the 
rule, 

The Fall River mills have been running at full clip, and have turned off 
8,863,000 pieces of goods. The demand has been in excess of this enormous 
production, and perhaps never in the history of manufacturing has the average 
stock left in manufacturers’ hands from week to week been so light, while the 
year closes with the market here stripped of goods, and with the mills over- 
sold some 120,000 pieces, The estimated stock in the country Saturday, Decem- 
ee 29, Pde age 14,000 pieces, as compared with 221,000 pieces in 1887 and 235,000 
pieces in ja 

The mills in this city have contracted to deliver 155,000 pieces for January, 
129,000 pieces for February, and 110,000 pieces for March, while April and May 
deliveries foot up some 30,000 pieces more. The high pee at which 64 by 
64 goods have been quoted during the twelve months been 4 cents, the 
lowest 334 cents, the average 3. cents, 


The following table gives a review of the year’s business in Fall River, the 
prices mentioned being the quotation at the close of each week: 


Week ending— G4x64s. 


Jan. 5,000 
7,000 ~ 
8,000 
3, 000 
Feb. 5,000 4 
2,000 4 
8,000 4 
16, 000 
Mar, 1,000 
1,000 
None, 


` 
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Pieces. 
85,000 3,000 
98,000°| None. 
113,000. | 28,000 
263,000 | 10,000 
260,000 | 26, 000 3} Fourth, | 18883, | 1887. ) 
219,000 | 35, 000 3} : 
275,000 | 30,000 3} i 
264,300 | 22,000 3 gra Manufacturing Com- H 
a EET a S A TE AE RR 2 j 
339, 000 10, 000 porder ay Manufacturing i 
424.000 6,000 33 CONIA Y sass sgessp e 3 
159,000 | 8,000 34 j 
263,000} 5,000 4 3} À 
75, 000 5,000 4 3 i 
31,000 | 13,000 4 57 eyes? aade peer yey te saat 
49,600 | 12,000 4 ib Lie ae eheshZ4 6 | 
55,000 | 18,000 4 3 3 3 | 
60,000 | 20,600 sja 2} 24 6 
110, 000 1,000 2 2 gl 
163,000 | None. 3} 6 6 17 
147,000 | None. 34 It l 6 
256,000 | None. zi 2 8 $ | 
301,000 | None. 4 
276,000 5, 000 4 2 2 7 
312,000} 2,000 5 i 2 6| 
124,000 | 10,000 ; 
256, 000 ', 000 3i | Company ........ os a osese EAAS OSEA E 3) 
248,000 | 14,000 Bia 2 2 6 
315,000 | 8,000 BE | Osborn MIlano a a SG 3 3 6! 
184,000 | 12,000 l 
186, 000 EOL RE ay NC es ee 2 2 2 s: 
124,000 | 12,000 ) 
43,000 | 17,000 I} it if H 6 j 
202,000 | 22,000 H 1 1 6, 
151,000 | 24,000 i 
382, 000 7,000 4 8 3 8 i | 
95, 000 6,000 lt lt lk 2 6 | 
88,000 | _ 1,000 1 1 1 l} St) 
117,000 | 10,000 8 3 ee ean 12 
149,000 | None. 8 4 4 4 5 
37,000 | None. 2 ‘2 2 2 e; 
! 
5 5 5 15 21 | 
* Less 1 per cent. 2} 2 3 st 13 ' 
TA RN ia aes, 3} | 


The sales amount to 8,698,000 pieces, and sales not included m weekly re 
are estimated at 444,000 pieces. Of these 3,580,000 pienis were od: rest É ois. 


feces 000 pieces The American Linen Co. y has paid $90 on a share, It paid $55 for 1887, 
rt ne ee ee ee a Nps The Bourne Mills have paid Da7 aae gore compared with 14 percent, last year. | 
MILL STOCKS—COMPARISON OF PRICES FOR THE YEAR. The first three ends declared by the Border City Man Company , 


were dion capital of 380000 and tho last on a capital of 8,000 The 


The corporation was reorganized May 7. Stockholders in the he Troy Cotton 
and By pcg fupra rh avs seeeeren "100 on each share, value of shares 


‘There has been a fair demand for mill stocks di the past week, and the 
pales: FOEN leisy thas Goon DENTAR RATO Deen ed. Messrs. G. M. Haf- 
fards & Co., bankers and brokers, furnish the following list, which includes a 
comparison of prices at which local stocks have sold during the last twelve 
mon 


souri did and will go through the list which he had not time to read. 
I read, I believe, from the very same paper that he did, as he has kindly, 
loaned the book to my friend from Massachusetts, and so tome. I 
leave off the smaller figures so as to save time: 

Pounds. 


essere sss 


iii i 

BESRE 
8883; 

38888 


| 
3 


23338888385 


, readin; tistical ta’ 
ble friend read, a part of that, tl the tote result or the final following, 
call it result, as a consequence or not, the thing ran up instead of run- 
ning down. ’ Therefore the argumentof my honorable and distinguished 
friend would fall upon his theory. 

But how does it happen that we have so much zeal upon this sub- 
ject if the statement of the Senator from Missouri be correct (as he 
believes it to be, I have no doubt) that the tariff upon wool, as he 
stated it, has no effect upon the price of wool that the farmer is to get 
nie ae roduction? Ifit has not any effect, what has anybody to com- 


*With dividend. +Ex-dividend. in putting up the duty? I should be glad to have sanana, 
DIVIDENDS, a me that, Tra eA pattog tue aniy Bagel does not hurt the farmer, | 

For th ding Decembe the Fall River mills ha in why will pu the duty up hurt the manufacturer? 
dends to stockholders ¢1,710,790, as compared with Laz "427,990 in aeran] tahoe Ti is in the jon run, as everybody knows, a question of demand and 
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supply, and the cost that the manufacturer or wearer of woolen goods 
has to pay for his commodities is just as the price of land may be in 
Connecticut $100 an acre and in Missouri $50, and the farmer in Con- 
necticut and the farmer in Missouri having exactly the same number 
of sheep of the same kind and the same breed, the Missouri farmer 
can raise his wool cheaper by the difference between the value of the 
land which is necessary to keep those sheep on than the farmer in Con- 
necticut can. Then it will depend upon the market for wool, the de- 
mand and the supply, as to whether the farmer in Connecticut or the 
farmer in Missouri will make the greater or less profits. That is what 
it comes to. 

So it seems to me, if my honorable friend is right in his supposition 
that the tariff makes no difference, he and his friends on that side are 
wasting a vast deal of valuable time in trying to prevent a change 
which, on his theory, can not do anybody in the world any harm. 

But my honorable friend says that the Americans have ran out in 
their capacity to produce the finer grades of wool; that the art is lost, 
and that the finest of wools are no longer produced in the United 
States. I beg to assure him that I know in the rough and mountainous 
country of Vermont the original breeds in great numbers are still pro- 
duced in all their fineness, and still grow better than when they came 
half a century ago from France and Spain. 

They are infinitely better than they were then, and better, as I be- 
lieve, than anywhere else on the face of the globe except as they are 
reproduced in the high territory perhaps of Missouri, certainly in the 
higher Western region that is best suited for these fine wools, and in 
California, that go out over all the world, to the English colonies of Aus- 
tralia, giving the means of producing the grades of wool that are the 
finest in the world. Ship-load after ship-load every year, coming from 
my little State, not to mention all the others that raise similar sheep, 
goes to Australia and to English and othercolonies and foreign countries 
in order that the improved quality of wool that the Uni States has 
produced from this original French and Spanish stock may be again re- 
prodnced all over the world. 

It is useless, therefore, to say that the United States are incapable of 
producing on three-quarters of the wool farms of the country, taking 
the mountains of North Carolina and South Carolina as well, and the 
plains of the great West from the north to the south, where the climate 
is not low and damp, wool as fine as can be grown anywhere in Cau- 
casus or elsewhere on the face of the globe; and it only needs that on 
the principle of helping each other we should help this industry which 
affects the farmers (of whom so many of our friends on the other side 
have professed, and I have no doubt with sincerity or what they think 
is sincerity, to be the friends) who make up the great majority of the 
people of the United States. I am amazed, therefore, that our friends 
who have been talking so londly about the farmer should now turn 
around and say that he shall not have this protection upon his wool. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vist] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The amendment to 
the amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1429 it is proposed to strike out of th 
amendment “eight” and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: $ 


Five cents per pound. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1429 itis proposed to strike out the word 
“six” and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 


Wight cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to say in reply to the Senator from Vermont, 
when he states that the statistical tables bear ont the assertion thatthe 
tariff has affected the production of wool in the United States, that this 
conclusion is manifestly incorrect and can not be deduced from those 
statistics, but entirely the opposite conclusion is irresistible. If the 
tariff increased the production of wool, then after the enactment of the 
high tariff of 1867 that production ought to have increased. 

Those tables show that it did not increase, but that it fell off in 
1868, 1869, 1870, and 1871. Itis very true that up to 1883 the pro- 
duction of wool had increased to 300,000,000 pounds, but look at the 
vast increase in the population of this country. Look at the increase 
in every other product of the country. Look at the large area of sheep 
Jand that had been opened up. Look at the Iina Biete of Texas, 
where the sheep culture, as the State had become populated and the 
western and southwestern counties had been turned into sheep-raising 
oe added to the crop of wool in this country. And in Cali- 

rmia—— ` 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. VEST. It will come out of my time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask just one question. It will take 
only a moment. 


Mr, VEST. The Senator can speak in his own time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri declines 
to yield, and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Has not everything else in this country increased be- 
tween 1867 and 1883? There has been a general and rapid increase in 
product. But when Senators on the other side say that a high pro- 
tective tariff increases the production of wool, and I point to the fact 
that after the enactment of the high protective tariff of 1867, at first 
apparently a legislative protection to the wool industry of this country, 
the production of wool fell off, of course I shall be met with some rea- 
son connected with the product of wool in these respective years which 
is local in its character. 

If the tariff has that effect, why did it not overcome these local and 
sporadic influences and give us a gradual increase from that time on? 
The figures do not sustain that allegation. ‘That is all I propose to say 
about it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The causes which led to a decline in the produc- 
tion of sheep and in the price of wool in this country for the years fol- 
lowing 1867 are well known to those who are familiar with the indus- 
trial history of the country. The American civil war produced a cot- 
ton famine, which led to a greatly increased consumption of light 
woolen fabrics the worldover. The war itself created an abnormal de- 
mand for clothing, and accelerated the great increase inthe dem and for 
wools, This was followed by an abnormal increase in the production 
of wool in every wool-producing country of the world. 

In 1866, after the close of our war, it became apparent that cotton 
was to resume its natural place as one of the leading fibers for produc- 
ing the cloth for the clothing of the people of the world. The close of 
hostilities here not only stopped the abnormal demand for clothing 
for the Army, but threw upon the American market a large amountof 
cloth which had been manufactured into clothing for our troops. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Out of wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Outofwool. The Government of the United States 
sold, as I remember, more than 3,000,000 overcoats at one time. 

These things together nearly brought about a collapse of the wool- 
producing industry of the world. The fact that prices declined in the 
United States and that the wool production of the United States fell 
off was not owing in any sense to the tariff of 1867, but to the causes 
which I have alluded to. 

The decline in the prices of wool in England, Germany, Aust 
and South America was very much greater than it was in the Uni 
States, as can be very easily shown by a statement ofthe relative prices 
between the years 1867 and 1870. The recovery of prices here was very 
much more rapid and took place at a very much earlier period than in 
any of the other countries to which I have alluded. : 

I think it is safe to say (and this statement will be verified, I think, 
by any one who will give the subject careful investigation) that the 
tariff of 1867 saved the wool industry of the United States from total 
and absolute collapse; and as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] very well says, it put hundreds of millions of dollars into the 
pockets of our farmers. 

‘There was one other cause which led to the great decrease in the 
number of sheep in the UnitedStates in the years following 1867. Dur- 
ing the war, when the prices of wool were abnormally high, sheep of 
an inferior character had been produced in various parts of the United 
States as sheep, growing was profitable without regard to the amount 
of the clip, and withont regard to the inferiority of breed. 

When the war closed and this great decline in the prices of wool took 
place (because the decline commenced prior to the adoption of the act 
of 1867), the retention of these inferior sheep throughout the United 
States was no longer profitable and they were sold formutton. Almost 
coincident with this, or growing out of it, more attention was paid to 
the breeding of merino sheep in Ohio and in various parts of the coun- 
try. Theinferior sheep were exchanged by the farmers of the country 
for sheep of the merino blood. 

All of these facts taken together produced the state of affairs to 
which the Senator from Missouri has alluded, and they had no relation 
whatever to the adoption of the act of 1867, which actually saved the 
wool industry, as I have stated, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the fact referred to by the Senator 
from Missouri is a conceded, well-known fact, It has often been com- 
mented upon in the Senate, and is known to every wool-grower and 
woolen manufacturer in the country. 

After the tariff of 1867, it so happened that in Ohio and in nearly all 
the wool-growing States the number of sheep declined, and the quantity 
of wool clipped for two or three years decreased to some extent, as the 
Senator has stated. That led to one of the most remarkable facts in 
sheep production that ever happened in this or perhaps in any other 
country. 

The tariff of 1867 for the first time gave to the farmers an inducement 
to raise fine wool. Then a duty was imposed of 10 and 12 cents a 
pound on clothing-wool, and the same duty on combing-wool, which 
isa higher rate of duty than ever before, so far as my recollection goes, 
provided in the tarif law. The result was that the common shecp of 
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the country were gradually superseded by merino and the English 
blooded wool. Valuable animals in Vermont, where this industry had 
been early started, bore almost fabulous prices, I think running up to 
thousands of dollars, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some sheep were sold for $4,000 or $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the Senator from Vermont says, $4,000 or 
$5,000 was paid for valuable animals. They were carried to Ohio and 
to the West. Up to that time Ohio raised what was ordinarily called 
the common merchant wool of the country, mainly founded upon the 
common breeds of the country, and these fine-blood sheep were sub- 
stituted in place of the others. The English sheep began to be culti- 
vated, and the result was that in a very few years the growth of sheep 
in this country increased rapidly and enormously. The figures read 
by the Senator do not continue down to the present time. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I read all the Senator from Missouri had in his 
statement. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Up to the time when the tariff act of 1883 was 
passed the number of sheep in this country (and it isshown by the 
census table) had reached over 50,000,000, one to each inhabitant. In 
Ohio, the statistics of which Iam more familiar with—and there the 
sheep statistics are made a part of the returns of the proper officers of the 
State—they had 1,800,000 sheep in 1867, and in 1883 they had 5,000, - 
000 sheep. In 1867they had nothing but the common sheep, while in 
1883 they had as good sheep as any in the world. They then com- 
menced supplying the West with these valuable animals, and at that 
time we had reached 5,000,000 sheep, all of them very valuable. 

Then another resultoccurred. Instead of the fleeces yielding 2 or 3 
pounds on an average, they yielded 7, 8, and 10 pounds to the fleece, 
so that every sheep represented a value of three or four times as much, 
counting the quality and counting the yield of the fleece. 

Another remarkable result occurred. When the tariff wasinterfered 
with a considerable reduction was made on the duty; not so large as 
one would suppose, but about 20 per cent. of the ad valorem duty was 
wiped away. The reduction was 20 per cent., if I refmember aright. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ten per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duty was reductd 10 per cent., and the re- 
sult which immediately followed was the decline of sheep-growing not 
only in Ohio but in the United States, so that in five years the number 
of sheep had decreased nearly one-third. The number of sheep in Ohio 
was reduced from 5,000,000 to 3,700,000, and the number of sheep in 
the United States was reduced from 50,000,000 to 44,000,000, and the 
loss of the clip on the sheep that were thus grown was a loss to the 
people of the United States of $60,000,000 a year. 

. EDMUNDS. I believe the Senator from Ohio pointed that out 
in 1883. 

Mr, SHERMAN. ra Á. that was a matter fully and fairly dis- 
cussed. The result that has happened is tbat taking off this protec- 
tion, taking away from the farmer the inducement to raise these ex- 

nsive and fine flocks, reduced the number of sheep in the United 
tates and in Ohio nearly one-third. It reduced the clip to 60,000,- 
000 ponnds; so that we are now far behind what we were in 1883, and 
the loss to the people of this country, in a recentestimate which I have 
seen made up, has been over $300,000,000. 

It is an amazing loss. If that protection had been continued from 
1883 to this time, instead of having now 40,000,000 sheep in the 
United States we would by the natural progress of the previous years, 
have come up from 1880 to 100,000,000 sheep, and instead of 320,000,- 
000 pounds of yield we would have had probably 600,000,000 pounds 
from American sheep. That is more than all the wool now produced in 
the United States, and all the wool thatis now used for carpet purposes. 

Mr. President, this question that we are now discussing, although it 
is only a matter of a few cents a pound, is a matter of infinite impor- 
tance to the people of the United States. I believe that the passage of 
this bill and the adoption of these paragraphs, inducing the farmers 
again to turn their attention to sheep-raising and wool-growing, will 
be of more service to our countrymen in all parts of the Union, in 
Texas as well as in Ohio, and in all the country West, than any other 
features of the bill. 

My only regret here is that the Committee on Finance were not will- 
ing to give to this industry the protection it ought to have. They 
ought to have given for washed wool 5 and 10 cents instead of 4 and 8 
cents, as is proposed here. They ought to have given on combing wool 
twice theamountoftheduty on washed wool. Butthe committee were 
not prepared to make any radical changes here. 

I am sorry they did not, because I believe if the subject was discussed 
Senators on both sides would see that whatever might be said in regard 
to the duty on woolens, the wool industry ought to be protected, and 
our farmers ought to be encouraged not only to increase the number of 
their sheep, but toimprove thequality of the sheep. There isno doubt 
that on our Western plains we could produce all the sheep needed in the 


It is sometimes asked, Why give this large protection? Why need 
wool be protected ? It is because wool comes into competition with the 
cheapest production of the most inferior races of mankind. Wool is 
produced wild in Australia, in South America, in Russia, in all the 
vast plains that are almost uninhabited. But row if we continue the 


old system of improving our sheep, as a matter of course we shall 
overcome these difficulties and we can finally export wool. 

I look upon this proposition as extremely important, and I hope 
there will be no further delay about agreeing to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from paragraph 348 I move tostrike 
out ‘‘same” and insert ‘‘ third; so as to read: ‘‘ Wools of the third 
class.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk. In line 1426 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“same ” and to insert ‘‘third;’? so as to read: 

Wools of the third class, the value whereof, at the last port or place whence 
exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, etc, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed to if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri rise 
to object to the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. I rise to speak to it. 

I wish to say simply a few words in reply to the Senator from Ohio, 
who ascribes to the tariff act of 1883 the decrease in the number of 
sheep in his State from 1883 until the Jast year, which I believe was 
the time he fixed, from 50,000,000 to 40,000,000, I think that was 
his statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The number has decreased to 44,000,000. I 
stated thatthe number of sheep now estimated to be in the United 
States is 44,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say there had been a large 
decrease in sheep in his State. À 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, from 5,000,000 to 3,700,000. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has the figures showing the decline in 
the whole country. 

Mr. TELLER. In 1887 the total number of sheep was 43,544,755. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was within the figures. In Ohio we know what 
it is, because it is returned every spring by the auditor of each county, 
and each particular tax-payer is bound to make those returns. I know 
there the number has decreased from a little over 5,000,000 to three 
million seven hundred and some odd thousand. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator ascribes that to the reduction of duties in 
1833 from the tariff act of 1867. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It commenced then. 

Mr. VEST. Is not that decrease of sheep in the State of Ohio to be 
ascribed to the increase in the value of land? That has been the case 
in Missouri. 

When I went to Missouri, which was a good many years ago, I found 
one single gentleman with a flock of 8,000 sheep in Pettis County, 
Missouri, In 1857—58 he sold those sheep to a syndicate in Texas, 
No tariff had anything to do with that sale. He sold them becanse 
the Missouri Pacific Railroad was built through that county and the 
increase in the value of his land made it entirely-unprofitable for him 
to devote it to sheep. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to that is that in Ohio our landshave 
not increased in value in the last year on account of the rivalry of West- 
ern lands, and I suppose it is so in all the Eastern States. 

Mr. VEST. That has been the case with us west of the Mississippi 
River. No tariff has affected the deportation of sheep from those States 
to Texas and California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But take the whole country. 

Mr. VEST. In the whole conntry there has been a decrease in the 
number of sheep, because in the older States the raising of sheep has 
been abandoned to a very great extent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But why? 

Mr. VEST. Because it was no longer profitable, owing to the price 
of land. The tariff had nothing todo with it. Thequestion was when 
a man’s land had gone up to $50, $60, $75, and $100 an acre, whether 
he could not devote it to a more profitable use than to raising sheep. 
That has been the cause of it, and the decrease in the United States 
has come largely from the same cause. 

It is true that there have been a great many lands up to 
sheep culture in California and Texas, but the increase there in the 
number of sheep has not made up for the change in the other States 
thronghout the Union. 

Now, I wish to make one other remark and I am done with this 
paragraph. I neglected to make it before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator whether he does 
not think it to be true, inasmuch as we all appear to be satisfied that 
the quantity of sheep in the United States, and so the production of 
wool, decreased after 1883, that the importation of foreign wools, raised 
in whatever way, increased in just the same proportion substantially ? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know but that that is to a certain extent true. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. To the full extent. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand this question, all the American wools 
require so much of the foreign wool to be mixed with them in order to 
produce the qualities which the manufacturer finds most profitable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that wonld not quite answer my question, if 
I do not take up my friend’s time. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the wools were required to be mixed after 1883, 
they were required to be mixed before 1883 in exactly the same pro- 
portion. Therefore, if the American production of wool declined after 
1883 and the foreign importation of wool increased after 1883, it would 
seem to follow that something had happened which led to the encour- 
agement of foreign industry and to the discouragement of home indus- 


Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest doubt but that the foreign im- 

rtation increased because the population of this country increased. 

‘he market was enlarged, and it was necessary to have more wool 
brought from abroad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The increase of population would not lead to a de- 
crease in the production of American wool. 

Mr. VEST. The decrease in the production of American wool grew, 
in my judgment, out of the fact that the lands increased in value and 
there was a change in the raising of sheep from one section of coun- 
try to the other. Asa matter of course, the importation of foreign 
‘wool increased because the manufacturers were compelled to import it 
to meet the demands of the domestic market. 

But what I wanted to say was this: The increase in this bill from 5 
to 6 cents as it stands in the text was an increase of $544,000 in the 
amount of duty collected. Now, the committee have increased it from 
5 to 8 cents, and on this single item alone, this single paragraph, the 
increase in the same proportion would be a million and a half dollars 
by raising the rate from 5 to 8 cents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the Senator will allow me, if he is through, 
or if he will yield— 

Mr. VEST. I will answer any question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That only illustrates the proposition the protec- 
tionists have always insisted upon when on the subject of revenue; 
that if you increase the importation you do not get as much revenue, 
or may perhaps get more, as the case may be, than before. So the fig- 
ures about the income that I got from the importations do not, it 
seems to me, support my friend’s argument. 

Mr. VEST. I thought we were here for two purposes: one of them 
was to decrease the surplus in the Treasury, the other was to decrease 
the cost of the necessities of life to the consumer; and I thought that 
we were all about agreed now that an increase of impor’ duties in- 
creased the surplus, and that an increase of duties increased the cost 
to the consumer, for in the absence of my friend from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] we have disposed of that question, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island says now that he is satisfied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not agree to either of those propositions. 

Mr. VEST. My friend from Rhode Island says that he is satisfied that 
the average effect of a tariff is to increase the price to the consumer. 
Those are the two things that I am trying here to do, to decrease the 
surplus and decrease the cost to the consumer, and here we are in one 
item alone in this bill increasing duties a million and a half dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you reduce the duty on a million pounds of 
wool introduced during the last year by 10 per cent., that is to help 
the consumer by reducing prices, and therefore the increase of foreign 
importations, if you increase that foreign importation to a million and 
a half pounds which is 90 per cent. of what the duty was before, will 
bring you more revenue than you had. 

Therefore, if the diminution of duty is to enable the American to 
buy foreign goods at a cheaper rate than he buys American he 
buys the foreign goods in the place of the American goods that he 
bought before. If he does that it increases the foreign importation, 
which will outrun in point of the bulk of the total income from the 
see the diminution that you make by the reduction on these tariff 


My belief is that an increase of duties will diminish your surplus, 
and a decrease of duties, if it has any effect upon the consumer (as I 
do not believe in general it has), will increase the amount of the reve- 
nue as a total that you get into the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the discussion as to what has caused the de- 
crease in the number of sheep produced in this country, I think it 
ought to be stated that that decrease can not be well attributed to the 
changes made in the wool duties by the tariff of 1883. 

The tariff of 1883 reduced the duty upon the lower class of carpet 
wools half a cent a pound and upon the higher classes a cent a pound, 
and took off the 10 percent. ad valorem. What the effect of thatsmall 
reduction was of course I would not undertake to say absolutely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much would it all be, putting it into an ad 
valorem ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Half a cent a pound would be less than 10 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you took off 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The carpet wools did not have the 10 per cent. ad 


valorem. Wereduced the carpet wool half a cent on the lower grade, 
which was 3 cents, and upon the higher grade 1 cent. That was 
probably one of the canses, 

Iam not going to discuss that question with my brother Senators 
but if we take the statistics from 1883 to the present time we shall find 
that there have been immense importations in the form of woolen cloths, 
and last year if we reduced to wool the importation of woolen cloths 
it would have amounted to 150,000,000 pounds of foreign wool that 
was imported into thiscountry in the shape of woolen cloths, whilst the 
total importations of wool of every kind only amounted to about 100,- 
000,000. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighty millions. 

Mr. ALLISON. Eighty millions of carpet wools, nine millions of 
combing wools, and a few scoured wools, 

x AE DMUNDS, That supports the argument of the Senator from 
io. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am neither supporting nor disclaiming, but I 
want to say thatit will not do, in my judgment, to assert that the whole 
of this depression results alone from the decrease in the duties upon 
wool in 1883. Itresults from the fact that we reduced the duty on 
woolen goods in such a way in that same tariff as enabled a large im- 
portation of woolen cloths and woolen fabrics to come into this coun- 
try. There can be no mistake about that, because if 150,000,000 pounds 
of wool come in the shape of woolen fabrics it takes away just that much 
of a market from our own wool-producers. 

Now, the committee in this bill have undertaken, as far as we 
thought it was conservative and wise, to restore this wool duty, and 
we have also undertaken to readjust the duty on woolen goods, so that 
our woolen manufacturers will use our own wools and manufacture our 
goods rather than that these manufactured goods shall come into this 
country manufactured abroad. = 

That is the general statement which I wished to make in this con- 
nection respecting the amendments the committee have recommended, 

After the tariff act of 1483 passed it had the effect to increase largely 
the importation of woolen goods under the name of worsteds and various 
other woolen goods. So the adjustment of the tariff of 1883 was such 
as to secure large importations of woolen goods, and wool also, but rel- 
atively of woolen goods much larger than of wool. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the reduction of the duty upon the farm- 
er’s product of wool did not help the American manufacturer, 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; because the reduction of duty on the man- 
ufacturers was larger than on the wool. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, I want to say another thing in this connection, and 
that is that there has been an immense increase in the production of 
wool the world over, notably in Australia, and there has been great 
depression in the price of wool the world over as weil as in the United 
States. Wool has sold in the London market, irrespective of the duty, 
very much lower since 1883 than it sold for a great many years prior 
to that time. 

There have been a variety of causes, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] so well stated, following 1867, which resulted in the 
depression both of the price of wool and of woolens. Woolen 
that in 1883 sold at $1.39 a pound without any duty, now sell for 76 
cents a pound without any duty, showing an enormous decrease in the 
price of woolen fabrics since 1883, of course resulting from a depression 
in the price of wool. 

So*when we came to the readjustment of the duty, the committee 
found it necessary to make this relation as respects wool, in order to 
give the woolen producer in this country the home market for his wool, 
and he can not have a market abroad. 

It isn for the wool-grower that the wool which is produced 
in this country shall be manufactured in this country, because the 
wool-producer can not find a market for the wool produced in this coun- 
try in competition with the wool-producers of South America and the 
world besides. Í 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, whatever may have been the cause it 
can not be denied that immediately after the passage of the act of 1883, 
not only the price of wool went down, but the price of sheep. Im- 
mediately, commencing at once after the passage of the act, sheep be- 
gan to decline in price until there was a loss to the flock-masters of the 
United States in that item alone of more than $30,000,000 in the next 
three years, or at the rate of $10,000,000 a year. 

I have no doubta good deal of that arose from the great importation of 
woolens, but it was from the classification and lack of proper duty on 
woolen goods and the duty on wool both combined that destroyed or 
began to destroy the sheep industry of the United States. 

The Senator from Missouri says that we ean not raise good wools in 
this country. I want to say to him that it is a fact beyond question 
that we have produced the finest sheep in the world. It is a historical 
fact that we have sold sheep at higher prices than they have ever been 
sold in any portion of the world, that we have sent our sheep to all 

of the world where they raise fine sheep, that the finest flocks of 
Australia are bred fromAmerican sheep. Car-load after car-load has 
gone across the continent to be shipped from the Western coast to Aus- 
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This country is to-day the place where the wool-raising people of the 
world are looking for the finest blood and the finest wool, and that can 
not be denied and can not be gainsaid. When the Senator says that 
the high price of land in Ohio and other States has decreased the num- 
ber of sheep in the country, if he will look at the statistics he will 
find that thatis not true. 

In the country where the land has not appreciated practically at all, 
the sheep have declined more rapidly than they have in the old States, 
notably in Arizona, notably in California, notably in Colorado; and in 
regions of country where the land has practically no value whatever 
and they pay nothing for their pasturage, the sheep have declined in 
number, 

As to good sheep, they may be raised in that country and heavy fleeces; 
on some of the table-lands of that country to-day they are producing 
as fine wool as can be produced anywhere, and a fieece-master from Ari- 
zona told me within a week that he had sheared his entire flock at an 
average of more than 10 pounds per head, and that is good fleece any- 
where. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa, which is, in line 1426, to strike out the word 
“same” and to insert ‘‘ third.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


349. Wools on the skin, the same rates as other wools, the quantity and value 
sat aaa ae under such rules as the Secretary of the jury may pre- 


350. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, gar- 
netted waste, and all other wastes similar to them in character or description, 
composed wholly or in part of wool or worsted, 30 cents per pound. 

351. Woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, flocks, and wool waste not otherwise pro- 
vided for in this act, 10 cenis per pound. 

352. Noils shall pay the same rate of duty as the washed wools or hair from 
which they are made. 

353. All wools, and hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, which have been 
advanced by any process of manufacture beyond tbe washed or scoured con- 
dition, not othe: enumerated or provided for in this shall be subject to 
the same duties as are im; upon manufactures of wool not specially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act. 


Mr. REAGAN, At this point I desire to offer the amendment which 
I suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that his amendment is one of importance, affecting the whole schedule, 
and there are a few amendments that are not so important further on. 
If he will allow us to dispose of these and then offer his amendment 
to-morrow morning and allow it to go over to-night, I shall be obliged 
to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well; I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Texas will be in order after the reading of the rest of this schedale. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert asa new paragraph, after line 
1448, on page 144, as follows: 
‘ool, w 
sda TIE ae tas, CIO ie Ome AAI NOSA ai SODIOA teem comes 
per pound, 30 cents poe ponad; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 38 
cents per pound, and dition thereto upon all the above-named yarns 40 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 354, as follows: 

354. Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every 
description, made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, al- 
paca, or other animals, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
valuod at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 35 per cent, ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound, and not 
exceeding 60 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem ; 
valued at above 60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1449, after the word ‘‘ woolen,’’ I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ or worsted;’’ so as to read: 

Woolen or worsted cloths. 

The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In the same line, after the word ‘f woolen’? where 
it occurs the second time, I move to insert ‘‘or worsted:’’ so as to read; 

Woolen or worsted shawls. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1450, after the word ‘‘manufactures,’’? I 
move to strike out the words “of wool.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same line, after the word ‘‘ description,”’ 
I move to strike out the comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1458, after the word ‘‘forty,’’ I move to 
insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

Forty-five cents per pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent, ad valorem. 


The amendment was a to. 

Mr. VEST. Before this is acted on—I do not wish to enter into any 
discussion, but I want to make a statement about the effect of this 
schedule; that is about all I can do anyhow—to point out the changes. 

This is a subdivision which has been created in this bill. Here is 


the effect of it, leaving out the last increase made by the Senator from 
Iowa, which is 5 cents, in changing from 40 to 45 cents per pound. 

This subdivision reduces the dutiable value line or criterion—I will 
say line—to40 cents per pound at the present rates, and it raises those 
from 40 to 60 cents per pound in value to 35 cents per pound and 40 
per cent.; if valued at 42 cents per pound it pays 123 per cent. duty; 
valued at over 60 cents per pound it pays 40 cents per pound and 40 
per cent.; thus raising the average importation of all woolen cloths 
imported in 1887 of the class below 80 cents in value to 102 per cent. 
duty. The total increase on woolen cloths is $476,000. 

On shawls the cheapest grades are raised over 100 per cent. and the 
duties on all shawls are increased nearly $50,009. On woolen manu- 
factures another classification is made; the cheaper grades are raised 
over 100 per cent. by the proposed duty, and nearly $60,000 increase 
of duties is collected by reason of that, 

That is all I care to say about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 355, as follows: 

355. Flannels, blankets, and hats of wool, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not exceedin 
50 cents per pound, 10 cents per pound; valued at above 30 cents per pound an 
not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound; valued at above 40 cents 
per pound and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 18 cents per pound; and in 
addition thereto,upon all the above-nam cles, 35 per cent. ad valorem; 
valued at above 60cents per pound, 40cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH, An amendment should be made in line 1461. The 
word ‘‘worsted,’? where it occurs after ‘‘wool,”? should be stricken 


out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1461, after the word ‘‘ wool,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘worsted;’’ so as to read: 

Flanne kets, and hats of wool, com A 
hair of Paape iea or other animale: otc SOE Eee ee 

The amendment was to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 1469 there isa committee amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1469, after the word ‘‘ forty,’ I move toin- 
sert ‘‘five;’? so as to read: 

Forty-five cents per pound and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that under this leg- 
islation blankets and hats are changed in classification and in the rate 
of duty. The increase is $286,980 by reason of these changes. 

Upon flannels the increase is from 67 to 94 per cent., making upon 
flannels and woolens an increase of $30,000 annually. On blankets it 
is an increase from 69.36 to 95.22 percent. This makes a pair of blank- 
ets that are worth, say, $3 cost $5.85. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wedonot change the existing law in this paragraph 
at all until we reach the higher grades. What are called the cheaper 
blankets are not changed in this paragraph, nor are hats of wool. If 
the Senator will turn to the existing law, he will see that this is an 
exact copy of it. . 

Mr. VEST. It can not be an exact copy of the existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is, excepting the last clause. 

Mr. VEST. Ah! 

Mr. ALLISON. Which is the very highest grade and does not re- 
late to cheap things atall. 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase of $286,980 on the importations of 
1 


897. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 356, as follows: 

356. Women's and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and 
goods of similar character or description, composed in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not exceeding 15 cents 
per square yard, 6cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad 
valorem; on all the above-named goods, valued at above 15 cents per square 
yard, 7 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 49 per cent. ad valorem; 

ut such goeds as are composed in part of silk, or which contain an admix- 
ture ofsilk, and in which silk is not the component material of chief valuc, and 
not otherwise provided for in this act, shall be dutiable at 11 cents per square 
yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent. nd valorem: Provided, That all goods 
of the character enumerated or described in this paragraph, weighing over 4 
ounces per square yard, shall pay a duty of 40 cents per pound and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move an amendment in line 1480, which IT send 
to the desk. : 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the result of these ct nges 
in paragraph 356. ‘The existing law is 35 cents per pound and 79 per 
cent. ad valorem. The House bill makes it 44) per cent. ad valorem. 
The Senate bill makes it 40 cents per pound, an increase of 5 vents, 
and 4¢ per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HISCOCK. . Makes it how much per pound, did the Senator 
say? 

Mr. VEST. Five cents more per pound. 
35 cents. 


In the existing law it ig 


1889. 


Mr. HISCOCK. We change it from 5 cents per square yard to 6 
cents per square yard, and the second clause, at 7 cents per square yard, 
remains at 7 cents per square yard. 

Mr. VEST. I am speaking as to paragraph 356, ‘‘ Women’s and 
children’s dress goods,” etc. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Soam I. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase from 67.86 per cent., and the result 
of it is an increase of three-fourths of a million dollars annually in du- 
ties on the importations of 1887. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Thai is, supposing the importations will continue 
the same as in 1887. I confidently believe that the importations will 
be very much less. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose all we can make these calculations upon is 
on the basis of the importations of 1887. Of course all the balance is 
mere conjecture. We are bound to take those importations, and upon 
that basis this increase is three-quarters of a million of dollarsand a lit- 
tle over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pro by the 
Senator from Iowa from the Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1480, after the word “‘but,’’ it is pro- 


posed to strike out the word ‘‘such’? and insert in lieu thereof “all |. 


the above-named; ’’ so as to read: 
But all the above-named goods as are composed in part of silk, etc. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Strike out the word ‘‘as’’ and insert ‘‘ which.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1488, after the word ‘“‘ forty,’? I move to 
insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

ib bts anes nine goods of the character Seer or Soie ee ao inis 

ragraph, weighin; T 4 ounces uare k a duty of 45 cen 
Lo pound, and in addition thereto by SE ad valores 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

357. Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, bunt” 
ing, and goods of like description, com wholly of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the goat, alpaca, or other ani or of a mixture of them, 11 cents 
per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; 1 
such goods with selvyedges made wholly or in of other materials, and all 
such goods in which threads made wholly or in part of other materials have 
been introduced either in the warp or in the filling for the purpose of ee 
the classification for duty, shall be dutiable at 11 cents per square yard and in 
dition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; Provided, That all such goods weighing. 
over 4 ounces per square yard shall pay a duty of 40 cents per pound and 
dition thereto 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1502, after the word ‘‘all,’’ I move to strike 
out ‘‘such,’’ and after the word ‘‘goods,’’ in the same line, I move to 
insert ‘‘of the character enumerated or described in this paragraph;’’ 
80 as to read: 

Provided, That all goods of the character enumerated or described in this par- 
agrapb, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1503, after the word ‘‘ forty,’’ I move to in- 
sert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read, ‘‘shal) pay a duty of 45 cents per pound.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. I want simply to state that this is an increase upon 
women’s and children’s dress goods from 9 to 11 cents per yard and 
the ad valorem remains the same. In other words, it is an increase of 
2 cents a yard, and that makes an increase of over uarters of 
a million dollars annually upon the importations of 1887, and that is 
without taking into consideration the increase made in the last amend- 
ment, in line 1503, from 40 cents to 45 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to strike out paragraph 358, 
as follows: 

358, Clothing ready-made, and sog apparel of every description, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, balmoral skirts, and skirting, 
and goods of similar description, or used for like purposes, knit goods, all goods 
made on knitting-frames, and plushes, and all pile rics, composed wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the al , goat, or other animals, made 
up or manufactured wholly het oH by rnin eg seamstress, or manufact- 
urer, 40 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 45 percent. ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

858. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing spone of every descrip- 
tion, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or 
manufacturer, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, knit goods 
and all goods made on knitting frames, plushes, and pile fabrics, and felts and 
felt fabrics not otherwise provided for; all of the abuve composed wholly orin 
part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, 45 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

` Mr. VEST. Ihave not seen that section. Will the Senator from 
Iowa be kind enough to state to me what these are? I under- 
stand that you increase the duty from 40 cents a pound to 45 cents in 
line 1513. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only change in the original text of the para- 
graph is that we include ‘‘felt and felt fabrics not otherwise provided 
for,” and change the rate from 40 to 45 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST, That is the way I understood it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 


Mr. VEST. I wanted just simply to state what is the result of these |" 


ges; I do not want to engage in any argument about it. I want 
pep e the Sache as I have marked them. On knit goods not ex- 
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ceeding 30 cents a pound the existing law imposes a duty of 88.33 per 
cent. 

This bill makes it 258.33. Above 40 cents a pound the duty is raised 
from 65.20 per cent. to 145.70. Above 40 cents and not over 60 cents 
it is raised from 69.14 to 120.88 per cent. Above 60 cents and not 
over 80 cents it is raised from 69.62 per cent. to 102.70, and above 80 
cents it is raised from 62.58 per cent. to 70.80, making an average in- 
crease on all these classifications of 70 per cent., and an increase on 
the importations of 1887 of $157,845.92. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is that, the importations of 1887, of the 
character of goods the Senator describes, of knit goods? 

Mr. . The importations for 1887 were $689,009.38 in value 
on one and $1,908, 453.74 on another class, 

Mr. ALLISON. Of knit goods? 

Mr. VEST. All these goods. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator was describing knit goods and show- 
ing that there was an increase of the ad valorem rate. The knit goods 
comprised within this paragraph were not imported to the extent of 
$30,000 in 1887, or, in other words, the importations of 1887 will make 
an infinitesimal change. 

I quite agree that if you have one or twoimportations—I think there 
was one of $9 upon that list—it is possible there would be a large in- 
crease of the ad valorem duty; but we have praetically the market in 
this country for these knit goods now. 

Mr. VEST. I did not undertake to say that that was the increase 
only upon knit goods. I took all the classifications. I commenced 
with knit goods and gave the duty upon them under the existing law, 
and then I took up the other classifications, and upon the whole I stated 
that it was $157,845.92. 

Mr. ALLISON. Taking the whole paragraph, which includes the 
clothing ready made, there is an increase. 

Mr. VEST. And balmorals. That is another classification. 

Mr. ALLISON. Balmorals have gone into ‘‘ innocuous desuetude.” _ 
There are none imported. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The increase is from 67.72, on the cheapest of these 
goods, to 112.74 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Balmorals were inserted because they are in the 
tariff of 1867, I do not think there are any balmorals imported now. 

Mr. VEST. On the next classification the increase is from 68.17 to 
125 per cent.; on the highest, from 66.25 to 75. That is an increase 
all the line. 

Mr. COCK. Balmorals are not included in this amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. No. I forgot that we struck them out. 

Mr. VEST. I did not know what was stated in the amendment, 

Mr. HARRIS. Is to the Senator from Iowa, in view of the 
importance of this schedule and the thinness of the Senate, and the 
fact that it is after 11 o’clock, that perhaps it would be as well to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow a vote to be taken on this 
paragraph, I shall not resist an adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not make the motion. I merely made a sug- 
gestion to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I will yield to the Senator from Tennessee to 
make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. We can finish this schedule if we go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing to go on. 

Mr. VEST. Go on with it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read parargraph 359, as follows: 


359. Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, or pe ed other outside garments for 
ladies’ and children’s apparel and goods of description, or used for like 
purpose (except knit goods), composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 

r of the al goat, or other animals, made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, 45 cents per pound, and in 
addition thereto 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Imerely wanted to say that is an increase of 5 per cent. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


360. Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bind: braids, gal- 
loons, fringes, gimps, gordo: cords and tassels, dress trim ead-nets, any 
of the foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, buttons, or l buttons, or 


buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by hand, or braided 
by machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other 
animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other ani- 
mals is a component material, 30cents per pound, and in addition thereto £0 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

361. Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and chenille carpets, red or plain, 
carpets woven whole for rooms, and all or carpeting of like character 
or escription, 45 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad 

orem. : 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 1538, after the word ‘‘thirty,’’ I move toin- 
sert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad vajprem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1532 I move, on behalf of the committee, to 
strike out ‘‘30’’ and insert *‘35.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Chief Clerk read paragraph 362, as follows: 

862. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet eepe fi or plain, and all 
Si Ean eae aon A TEDE ONP ZE 

Mr. ALLISON. in line 1542, after the word “thirty,” I move to 
insert ‘‘ five?’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Chief Clerk read paragraph 363, as follows: 
ae ae ae era eta re? casas vont, cade need netstat 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1545, after the word “thirty,” I move to 
insert ‘‘ five;”’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

‘The Chief Clerk read paragraph 364, as follows: 
reed Tee niaii y Ae pinaj Ahah velvet Per akg r plain, S iaje p on ze 
25 cents per square yard, and ARANG thniake AD AGE RADA: t. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1550, after the word *' thirty,” I move to 
insert “‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was to. 
The Chief sd read paragraph 365, as follows: 
š <pels, Rented or plein, TaT oe es open ot 
B cpt ores Sag pers ption songar pi me on tien are iare aa a0 cents 
yard, and in addition alorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 1555, after the word ‘‘thirty,’’ I move toin- 
sert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

‘And in addition thereto 35 per cent; ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say, without taking up time, as to these in- 


creases which are all made to the text of the bill now by the committee | 


that the evidence shows that in the manufacture of carpets the Ameri- 

ean manufacturers can compete with the world successfully. ‘There is 

no industry in this country to-day that is in a more flourishing condi- 

tion, and why these increases should be made here is to me simply 
erious. 

I can not understand the reason. The foreign carpets are not coming 
in now and taking the market away from the ac domestic manufacturer. 
I was satisfied myself, as far as I could be satisfied with anything in 
this bill, with the text of the bill, but here is an increase now upon 
every one of these items. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first statement made by the Senator from Mis- 

souri is true; that is, that our carpet manufacturers have the market. 
That is so true that a good many kinds of carpets are cheaper here 
than in fo: markets, particularly in London. So the testimony 
discloses. these carpets made here are sold as cheap perhaps as 
they are in any other country. But having increased the duty upon 
carpet wools it was deemed just that we add 5 per cent. to the ad valo- 
rem upon carpet. That is the reason for the change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 366, as follows: 

e and worsted chain Fouekes ion corpo 12 cents 
coal Rime fg tae eigen thereto 30 per cent. ad val ‘s, 

Mr. ALLISON, saline S52, after “thirty,” ESEN “fiye” 

The amendment was 

The Chief Clerk read ck 367, as follows: 

$67. Yarn, Venetian, and 2-ply ingrain carpets, 8 cents per square yard, and in 
addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line erh after “thirty,” I move toadd *‘five.” 

The amendment was 

araro Clark oat peapa WA DAP E OT 

368, ts and bockings, ted, colored, or otherwise, 15 cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1565, after ‘‘ thirty,” I move to add “five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. The Chief Clerk read paragraph 369, as follows: 

of either, or other 
Fa vole geo ac penn SEWON SaL fe i crnriaad ine in this act,40 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1568, after “‘forty,’’ I move to insert *‘five.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 370, as follows: 

„and other of 
ngs shal be subjected to the rate of dui cect POMA oe 
ee ee of like character or description. the duty on all other 
mats not exclusively of vegetable material, screens, kanoan, and rugs shall be 
40 per cent. ad eé adi 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1575, after “‘forty,”” I move to insert 
“five.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. Wait a moment; that is not right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw that amendment; it is a mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment being withdrawn, 
the next ph will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 371, as follows: 


wie Endless belts or felts for paper or habia machines, 20 cents per pound 
and 30 per cent, ad valorem. 


+ | some Senator desires to go tig ees 


Mr. ALLISON, Now, having finished this schedule, with the ex- 
ception of the amendment by the Senator from Texas, unless 
will move that the Senate ad- 


ROAD TO MOUNT VERNON. 
a A ReatESS I will ask the Senator if he will allow me 
to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 


journ. 


the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to passSenate bill No. direct- 
ing asurvey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon and 


making an appropriation therefor. I can only say that it is re 
unanimously, unless we can pass it polars Caan it will not be wi 

our while to pass it at all, because they have such an immense Calendar 
in the House of Representatives. Iask unanimous consent to pass it 
this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vi asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill named by be now 
considered. Is there objection? 

Sarg COCKRELL. Let it beread for information. Wedo not know 
what it is. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the pg aa 3800) a survey of a road 
from the Aqueduct bridge to Mount Vernon, making an appro- 
priation therefor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no quorum here and itis not worth 
while to transact that business. It ought not to be asked at this hour 
of the night. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being objection to the con- 
sibecation. of the bill, the Senator from Missoni moves that the Senate 

jjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 20 minutes pr 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 22, j 2} 
11 o’clock a. m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 21, 1889, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approsed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. YARDLEY, until Tuesday, the 22d, on account of business. 

To Mr. BARRY, for to-day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for one week, on account of commit- 
tee work. 

To Mr. Cox, for this day. 


MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 

R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, widow of 
Capt. O. B. Boyd, ok cng on Friday night. The facts are thatthe 
bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole with the recom- 
mendation to strike out $50 and insert $40, and the gentleman supposed 
that the amendment had been agreed to, whereas the House passed 
the bill without considering the amendment, and it has been enrolled 
granting a pension at $00 instead of $40. The gentleman desires to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, to have the amend- 
ment agreed to, and the bill passed as amended. Is there objection? 
[After a pause. 4 The Chair hears none, and the vote will be reconsid- 
ered, the amendment agreed to, and the bill as amended passed. 


LIGHT-DOAT AND FOG-BELL ON OYSTER-BED SHOAL, NEW YORK. 


Mr. BACON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat 
with fog-bell on Oyster-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York, 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-boat with 
Bed Shoal, in the Hui on A ya op 
ork, at a cost = to exceed $1 

The RET PAER te line 3, to strike out the word E 
and insert ‘‘ house;” in line 4, to strike out the words “ "£ 
and insert *‘ Beds,” and in line 6, to strike out the word “ten” 
and insert *‘ thirty-five,” 

The SPEAKER. Isthere Me Saigacea to the ad yo anana of this bill? 


be established at or near 
ite Rockland Lake Dock, New 


Mr. KILGORE. I demand th 
ENROLLED BILLS akse 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported thai 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (8. sf bn 
an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring that certain water-reserve 
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State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 


act of Congress entitled ‘An act granting to railroads the right of way 
booth the public lands of the United States,’ ap ed March 3, 
875,” approved September 10, 1888; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 


of the States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills 
and resolutions. 


LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL AT SAN PEDRO HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 12304) providing for the 
establishment of a light and fog-signal to mark the entrance to San 
Pedro Harbor, California; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CESSION OF LOWER CALIFORNIA TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a resolution requesting the Presi- 
dent to open negotiations with the Republic of Mexico for the cession 
of Lower California to the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let the resolution be read. 

The resolution was read at length. 


HEATING, ETC., ROOMS OCCUPIED BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 12305) to provide for the 
heating and keeping in order of the rooms occupied by the circuit and 
district courts of the United States and the chambers of the judges of 
said courts, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

inted. 

Per. CHEADLE. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 


LAMMI INTERSTATE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PAYSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 12306) to incor- 

rate the Lammi (or Louisiana, Arkansas, Mississippi, Missouri and 
Tilinois) Interstate Railway Company; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let the bill be read. 

During the reading, 
Pcs WILLIAMS said: I move to dispense with the further reading 

the bi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON). The reading of the 
bill was called for. The gen an has the right to have it read E 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask to have the further ing dispensed wi 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. oaa 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill to establish a uniform system of 

bankeupky throughout the United States, and asked to have it read at 
engt 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask uñanimous consent that such bills as gentle- 
men insist upon having read in full be temporarily laid aside until all 
the States shall have been called and such bills as are not required to 
be read at length shall have been introduced. In this way gentlemen 
who desire to have their bills read in full will not lose their right, but 
can have the bills read at the conclusion of the call. I make this re- 
quest because I, and I suppose other members, have matters which they 
wish to present this morning, and I think the ee marae p 
"a — the purpose of the gentlemen who d to have their 

ills ri 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. DIBBLE] asks unanimous consent that when members desire to 
have bills in full such bills shall belaid aside until atter the com- 

etion of the regular call, and shall be then read at length if that is 

ted by the members introducing them. ‘ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, how can we ascertain what bills 
are desired to be read? 

Mr. DIBBLE. By each member offering his bill and stating that 
he desires to have it read in full. 


I object to it in the form in which it is presented. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that gentlemen having bills to present may be allowed to file them with 
the Clerk. That will allow those of us who desire to do some business 
here this morning to do it. 


Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BucHANAN] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen havi 
bills to introduce which they do not desire to have read at length 
have the an, of filing them with the Clerk for reference by the 
Chair in the manner. Is there objection? 


n TAULBEE. How will the reference of those bills be deter- 
mined? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the usual way, by the Chair, 
At least that is the answer which the present occupant of the chair 
would give te the question. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. Speaker, I suppose that that order will embrace 
also memorials and resolutions that are in order under the call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, They will go to the petition-box, and 
also private bills, 

FILING OF BILLS. 

The following bills and resolutions were filed by being handed in at 
the Clerk’s desk; 

MEXICAN PENSIONS. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 12311) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pension of the surviving soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and of their surviving widows; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LAWLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 12312) to 
amend section 2166 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which - 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW RULES FOR SPELLING. 
Mr. LAWLER also submitted a concurrent resolution to provide new 


rules for spelling in printing Government publications; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
LAND LAWS. 

Mr.. MoRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 12313) to repeal all laws pro- 
viding for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries 
or timber culture, and for amending other land laws, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD THROUGH MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 12346) 
empowering the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Arizona to au- 
thorize the county of Maricopa to issue certain bonds in aid of the con- 
struction of a railroad through said county; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 12314) to grant a right of 
way to the Cherokee Central Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, y eeg to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
.prin f 

HOMESTEAD SAVINGS BANK, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 12328) to incorporate the 
Homestead Savings Bank, of Washington, D. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


BEACONS ON COAST OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. ELLIOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 12315) providing for certain 
beacons on the coast of South Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHTS, ETC., COAST OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 12316) providing for cer- 
tain lights and other works connected with the Light-House Establish- 
ment, on the coast of Michigan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


0. L. WARNER. 
Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 12317) for the relief of O. 
L. Warner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. GLASS submitted a resolution to provide for distribution of docu- 
ments, books, etc., ordered printed by the Fiftieth Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


PROCEEDINGS OF IMMIGRATION COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FORD submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed: 
on Senate concurring) That in addi- 
tion to the usual number there shall be ted 10,500 copies o! the proceedings, 
pee peo kee sence song ai AIEEE Tp mitted tothe select 
tee to inquire into the importation of contract bet por pin Drea etae SS. ee 
the same number of copies of the bill and report of tip tteo, of which 
Se onian sient Lie fet Vas vase Son Bonito ANA 5000 apy sae Be the use of the 
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LIGHTS AND FOG-SIGNALS IN NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 12318) providing for the estab- 
lishment of certain lights and fog-signals in the State of New Jersey; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HONORABLY DISCHARGED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. HIRES also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 12319) for the 
proper recognition and protection of honorably di soldiers and 
sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. ATWELL. 


Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 12320) authorizing the mus- 
ter of William P. Atwell as captain of volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHTS, ETC., ON COAST OF MAINE. 


Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 12321) providing for the 
erection of certain light-house structures and fog-signals on the 
coast of Maine, and the construction of a new steam-tender for service 
on that coast; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered 
to be printed: 

, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, uested to 
inform the House what orders were given to the commander of the United 
States revenue-cutter Richard Rush in reference to the protection of the seal 
fisheries in Behring Sea in the spring and summer of 1888, and whether such 
instructions differed from these given the same commander in the season of 
1887; and if so, what reasons existed for any material change in such instruc- 
tions; and the Secretary of the Treasury is further atai to transmit to the 
House copies of all orders given to the commanders of the United States vessels 
charged with the protection of the seal fisheries in the seasons of 1886, 1887, and 


LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC., COAST OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. LATHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 12322) providing for the erec- 
tion of certain light-house structures and fog-signals on the coast of 
North Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER FOR LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 

Mr. LATHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 12323) for the construc- 
tion of a steel side-wheel steamer for light-house service in North Car- 
olina and adjacent waters; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ST, CATHARINE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 12324) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house station on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
TAX ON PRUNE WINE, ETC. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committeeon Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to inform the 
House what assessment or rate of duty has heretofore been made for the last six 
months and what rate is now assessed on alcoholic compounds known as prune 
wine, prune juice, Turkish prune-juice extract, and Thompson’s patent prune 
wine; and to furnish copies of correspondence on the subject, together 
with the opinion of the Attorney-General and the report of the beard of local 
appraisers on the subject at their meeting held at the port of New York from 
October 3 to 15, 1888, and also to report if the provisions of section 2499 of the 
act of March 3, 1883, which is a substitute for Title XX XIII of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, have been complied with. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LEADVILLE, COLO. 
Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 12325) for the erection of a 


public building at Leadville,Colo.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSES IN THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 12326) for the establish- 
ment of certain light-houses in the State of Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. TAULBEE submitted a joint resolution (H. Res. 256) concern- 
ing the contruction of a bridge between Louisville, Ky., and Jefferson- 
ville, Ind.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 12327) to provide for certain works 
connected with the Light- House Establishment, in the State of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DAKOTA. 

Mr. TAULBEE presented a joint resolution of the Territory of Da- 
kota relative to a division of the Territory of Dakota and the admis- 
sion of each portion into the Union as separate States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as it is usual to have resolutions of 
inquiry printed in the RECORD, and as I havea resolution of that char- 
acter which I desire to present under the order which has just been 
made, I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
of opinion that resolutions of inquiry such as the gentleman indicates 
would be printed in the RECORD as a matter of course. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have a joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the Territory of Dakota relative to the proposed division of 
that Territory and the proposed admission of each portion into the 
Union as a separate State, and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Dakota? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Then I object to its being printed in the REC- 
ORD. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill introduced by Mr. PAY- 
SON, but before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. PAYSON said; I withdraw the bill. 

MEETING OF RAILROAD PRESIDENTS, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a resolution directing the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to report to the House any and all in- 
formation they may have touching the meeting of railroad presidents 
in New York on the 10th instant, and also the opinion of the Commis- 
sion as to the legal character of the plan agreed upon at such meeting, 
ete. ‘ 

The resolution was read at length, as follows, and was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: ; 


Whereas, according to the late confession of Charles Francis Adams, president 
of the Union Pacific Railway Company, “the dificulty in railroad man: ment 
does not lie in any act of legislation, state or national,”’ but “does lie in the covy- 
etousness, want of good faith, and thwlow moral tone of those in whose hands 
the management of the railroad system now is; in a word, in the absence 
anng them of any high standard of commercial honor,” the real facts being, 
according to this same competent witness, in the same confession, that “the 
railroad system of this country, ly of the region west of Chicago, is to- 
day managed on principles which—unless a change of heart occurs, and that 
soon—must inevitably lead to financial disaster of the most serious kind,” for, 
continues the same authority, “there is, among the lines com ng that sys- 
tem, an ultra di of those fundamental ideas of truth, fair play, and fair 
dealing which lie at the foundation not only of the Christian faith, but of civil- 
ization. With them there is but one rule—that, many years ago, put by Words- 
worth into the mouth of Rob Roy: 


“* The simple rule, the old plan, 
‘That he shall take who has the power, 
And he shall keep who can;’” 


there was lately held in the city of New York a meeting composed of 
the presidents of the leading and trunk lines of railroads in the country, Se pa 
ially of the region west of Chicago, and of the bankers representing the leading 
banking interests of this country and Europe, the alleged leading purpose of 
vain meeting was the enforcement of the act to regulate interstate commerce; 
an 
‘Whereas at said meeting, inspired and dominated by said controlling officers 
of the confessedly law-breaking companies, chiefly “ of the Ge west of Chi- 
cago.” with the conspicuously avowed purpose of maturing pi for enforcin 
d act and protecting these and powerful corporations from wrecking 
the hands of subordinate = oyés, it seems that the real object, if its proceed- 
ings were correctly reported through the daily press, was to perfect a plan 
which, under cover of the avowed p , means deliberate and sweeping vio- 
lation of the spirit if not the letter of the most important provisions of said 
as by the terms of the agreement reached, as reported aforesaid, ** one officer 
each company will be held responsible for the strict maintenance of the rates 
and rules established by the association,” which was created at 
thus taking into their own hands the practical revision of the 
nof Mr. Adams that it ‘‘be so modified contracts 


with the late su; 
made among! pe to the approval of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, for the division of competitive trafficat reasonable rates, may be bind- 
ing in Jaw,” in this way giving direct application to the further declaration of 
the same author that “the railroad system must heal itself; no act of Congress 
or repeal of any act of Congress would greatly help it;” an 
cis Adams is 


Is there objection to the request of the 


and 


Whereas at said meeting Mr. Charles to have stated 
that “ the report and plan of the organization, as now to be submitted, was read 
and discussed by the commissioners (meaning Messrs, Cooley, Walker, and 


Morrison, of the Interstate Commerce Commission) in detail,” and that said 
“Commissioners were invited to criticise it,” and that “ they expressed a de- 
cided opinion thatthe plan was a vast improvemeut on anything yet op re 
which come to their knowledge, and they further suggested a few altera- 
tions in it relating to matters of form and expression, and in no sense affectin; 
substance,” and that “all of these ges your committee at once adopted, 
seeming to imply that said Commissioners had full knowledge of and approved 
said ent or “plan” entered into to maintain rates; and 

Whereas it was the manifest intention of Congress in prohibiting pooling of 
freights and earnings by common , as provided in section 5 of said act, to 
prohibit the making of any contract, argreement, or combination between com- 
mon carriers subject to its provisions that would prevent or hinder free compe- 


tition; and 
Whereas said act requires any railroad company subject to its visions to 
“file with said Commissioners oem ~ Le 
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state Commerce Commission be, and hereby is, directed to report in writing 
within ten days to this House any and all information it are 4 possess concern- 
ing the action of said meeting of railroad presidents in New York City January 
10, 1889, so far asthe same related to the management of railway companies sub- 
ject to the provisions of the in mmerce act, to what extent and in 
what manner, if at all, said Commission or any of its members Participated in 
discussing, criticising, or appro ng the “plan” of maintaining “‘ratesandrules 
established by the association,” and to accompany said report with a copy of 
the contract, agreement, or “plan” adopted at such meeting, and if no such 
ent, contract, or “‘plan” is on file, the substance of such contract, 
ment, or ‘‘ plan,” ther with the opinion of the Commission as to its legal 
and its effect on the public, and as to what 1 on is n: to 
prohibit the form of contract, agreement, or combination for the prevention of 
competition, which was submitted at the New York mong, if the same be not 
already poea by rg: law. Also transmit, with sai zepa alist of the 
companies represented at said meeting and the names and ial title of the 
persons representing each of said companies. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced the followingresolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


and he oh 
bidden 


States; and 

Whereas said companies have since the of said acts of Congress issued 
new stock, mo: pledges, and pica recom feels without the consent of 
Congress, thus squandering the funds of said companies, impairing their credit, 


ess greatl 


the rights, privileges, g grants, and franchises deri 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
directed to report to this House what steps, if any, have been taken by him to 
secure a judicial enforcement of said forfeiture, and if none have been taken, 
that he inform this House his reasons for not as directed by law. 


ADMISSION OF NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. STRUBLE presented a joint resolution of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Dakota relative to a division of that Terri- 
tory and the admission of each portion into the Union as a separate 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTHER A. KEYSER. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. 12307) for the relief of Esther 
A. Keyser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONING OF PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Isend to the desk a resolution which I would be 
glad to have considered at once. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is not in order during this call to ask 
the consideration of any resolution. It can only be introduced at this 
time for reference. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iam very sorry that it can not be considered now. 

The Clerk read the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules report a day for the consideration of 
House bill No. 1420, entitled ‘‘ A bill for pensioning prisoners of war.” 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. BROWER introduced a bill (H. R. 12308) to repeal the tax on 
tobacco in all its forms, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BROWER. I ask its reference to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Carolina 
asks the reference of this bill to the Committee on War Claims, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BYNUM. =I object. 

Mr. BROWER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question), The noes 
seem to have it. 


Mr. BROWER. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 72, noes 87. 

Mr. BROWER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 38 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The 
object of sending this bill to the Committee on War Claims is to get 


areport, is it not? : 
The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair), The Chair does not 
iar committee to send it to. 


know what the object is. 

Mr. LAWLER. Itisa 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
103, nays 125, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—103, 
Adams, Darlington, Kean, Sherman, 
Allen, Mass, Davis, Kelley, Spooner, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Kennedy, Steele, 
Anderson, Kans. Farquhar, err, Stephenson, 
Arnold, Finley, Ketcham, Stewart, Vt. 
X leod, La Follette, Struble, 
Baker, N. Y. Fuller, z Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Baker, Funston, Long, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Darie, Gaines, Mc ey, Ky. 
den, Gallinger, Milliken, ‘Thomas, DL 
Boothman, Gest, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Morrill, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Bowden, rout, O'Donnell, an, 
Brewer, Guenther, O'Neill, Pa, Turner, Kans, 
Brown, 7. R, V. Haugen, Parker,” Wate” 
wn, J. R., Va. arker, e, 
B D, Hayden, Patton, Warner, 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Weber, 
anes, hapanta 5 Sen ' Wi 
Clark, ie Hopkins, Ya Bost, Wi 
Cogswe! op X. Pugs! 
Conger, Houk, Rowell. Wise, 
Cow Hunter, Sawyer, Woodburn, 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind. Scull. ost. 
z Johnston, N, C. Seymour, 
NAYS—125, B 
Abbott, Dangi Lawler, 5 
Anderson, Iowa Davidson, Ala. Lynch, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Dibble, o 
Anderson, I, Dockery, Maish, Sayers, 
Bacon, Doug! 7 Mansur, Scott, 
Bankhead, Dunn Martin, Seney, 
Barnes, Elliott, Matson, Shi A 
Blanchard, Enloe, McAdoo, Smith, 
land, Fisher, MeClammy, Sowden, 
Blount, Foran, eCreary. Spinola, 
Ky. Forney, McKinney, Springer, 
Bryce, cRae, Tex. 
Buckalew, Gibson, Merriman, Ste Ga. 
Burnes, lass, Mills, Stockdale, 
Burnett, Grimes, Moore, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, all, Morgan, Stone, Mo. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hare Morse, Tarsney, 
pbell, Ohio _ Hatch, Neal, Taulbee, 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Heard, Nelson, Tracey, 
er, Hemphill, Newton, Townshend, 
Carlton, Hen „0. Walker, 
Catchings, H O’Ferrall Washington, 
Chipman, a O’Neall, Ind, ‘Weaver, 
Clardy, Ho O'Neill, Mo. eeler, 
Cobb, Hooker, Outhwaite, White, N.Y. 
Collins, Howard, Perry, Wilkinson. 
Compton, zana Phelan, oi eek = 
3 re, Randall, n, W. Va 
Crain, oon, Rice, Yoder. 
Crisp, Landes, Richardson, 
Culberson, Lane, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—S4. 
Allen, Miss, De Lano, Laird, Phelps, 
Barry, Dorsey, Latham, id “ 
Biggs, Dunham, Lee Rayner, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Lehibach, d, 
Bliss, Felton, d, 
Bound, Fitch, Lyman, Romeis, 
wen, ord, Maffett, Russell, Conn, 
Brecki: Ark. Gay, Mahoney, Ryan, 
Browne,T. Va.Gear, n, Shaw, 
Browne, Ind. Glover, McComas, Bimmons, 
Brown, Ohio of, McCo: Snyder, 
Brumm, Granger, McCullogh, Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, McKenna, es, 
Butler, es, cMillin, Thompson, Cal, 
Butterworth, Hermann, McShane, Turner, Ga. 
th, Hiestand, Montgomery, Vance, 
Caswell, Hires, Morrow, White, Ind. 
Clements, Holmes, Nichols, Whiting, Mich, 
Hopkins, Il. Norwood, hitthorne, 
Cooper, udd, Nutting, Iber, 
Cox, Hutton, wen, il 
Cutcheon, J son, Yardley, 
karaeray Pag i; Peel, 
Davidson, W, Penington, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
During the vote. 


3 ; 
On motion of Mr. BYNUM, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice on all po- 
litical questions: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. LEHLBACH. 
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Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. DE LANO. 
Mr. Pipcock with Mr, DUNHAM. 
Mr. LATHAM with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. Toomas H. B. BROWNE, 
, Mr. Simons with Mr. MCCULLOGH. 
Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. DAVENPORT, 
Mr. Breas with Mr. Morrow. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. McoSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Bowen. 
Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WILBER. 
Mr, GRANGER with Mr. YARDLEY, for this day. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. NUTTING, for this day. 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr, Cox with Mr. Gorr. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, for this day. 
Mr. Wise with Mr. McCormick, on this vote. 
Mr. Turner, of Georgia, with Mr. RYAN, on this vote. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Brun, for this day. 
Mr. CARUTEH with Mr. FELTON, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
CONSIDERATION OF QUARANTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. PHELAN introduced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, That —— day of January, 1839, be set 
a for the consideration of bills in relation to quarantine and the prevention 
of the spread of epidemic diseases, 
THE TARIFF, 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a resolution amending the tariff laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways-and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN, Iask consent that this resolution be also printed in 
the RECORD. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Let us hear it read; it is interesting. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD. Itis as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House 


esentatives in Congress assembled, That— 
Whereas the Government of hou 


ted States of America is based upon the 
democratio principle of equal and exact justice to all men and special and ex- 
clusive priv! to none; and 
Whereas the present existing tariff legislation is based upon the aristocratic 
principle of special and exclusive privileges to a moneyed class and is the pro- 
ic mot and source of all the special legislation, both national and State, 
which has followed its adoption; and 
Whereas we have now arrived at thattime in the history of our common coun- 
try when we must retrace our steps and follow in the paths marked out by the 
- fathers of the Republic and adopt only democratic methods in democratic ad- 
minis! or move on in the maelstrom of revolution from which our insti- 
tutions can never be rescued : Therefi 
Be it resolved, First. That the panacea for all our ills is to sen without delay 
si — of repealing statutes, repealing all special and privileged class legis- 
on 


Second. That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and they are hereby, in- 
ee to report a bill to this House without delay repealing all existing tariff 


m all foreign 
foreign mer- 
chandise and imports alike, and at the same time ee the same ion 
to the raw wool and hide of the Texan in the Boston market which is given to 
the manufacturer of woolen goods and shoes in the State of Massachusetts, and 

otecting labor in all parts of the Union alike, and allowing every American to 
eae the tax that he pays and the protection which a 7 he can of equal and 
exact justice to all men affords to every inhabitant alike. 

DIVISION OF THE TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit at this time and have printed in the RECORD a joint resolution of 
the ture of the Territory of Dakota in relation to the division 
of the Territory of Dakota and the admission of each portion into the 
Union as a separate State, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Dakota? 

` Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. 

It is as follows: 

i by ihe islalive Assembl; the Ti Dakota in joint 
Satie aoe That tie arcana am to Kride the erio of Darom apra 
seventh standard parallel is hereby indorsed, and that the oft-repeated expres- 
sions of the representatives of the people of Dakota of adherence to the cause 
of division are hereby renewed and reaffirmed, 

That each portion of Dakota is entitled to membership in the Federal Union 


` and should be admitted without further unnecessary delay, the southern half 
bearing the name of South Dakota and the northern half bearing that of North 


Dakota. 

That a copy of these declarations, signed by the president of the council and 
the speaker of the house, and attested by the chief clerks of the council and 
house, be sent to the President of the United States, tothe President of the Ben- 
ost anato MOPPRANIE IE IDe BONS tatives of the Congress of the 
United States, and to Dakota’s Delegate in 


ı SPECIAL PENSION EXAMINERS. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR submitted the following resolution; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


Whereas there were ted under an act of Congress, approved March 8, 
1885, one hundred and y special pension examin: at a salary of $1,400 a 
year each, with a per diem allowance for subsistence of $3 per awn f each, with a, 
view to sending such examiners to the residence of claimants and witnesses to 
make a personal examination by seeing claimants and witnesses, and ascer- 
tain the merit of each claim referred to them for this purpose: Therefore, 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish to Con- 
gress a list of the persons originally appointed under this law, and a statement 
showing how many of them are still in the service of the United States, and 
whether any of them have been led and assigned to other duty; if so, how 
many, and why these changes have been made. 


SALE OF LIQUOR AT THE INAUGURAL BALL. 


Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a resolution forbidding the 
sale of wine, beer, ale, or intoxicating liquors of any kind in the public 
building in which the ina: ball is to be held; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Would not that go to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures on Public Buildings? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 


DECISIONS OF THE INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a concurrent resolution pror aoge 
the printing in ent form of the decisions of the Interstate - 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIO PRINTING. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 12309) author- 
izing the President to appoint a superintendent of public printing; 
which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt as to where this bill would 


go. 
Mr. SPRINGER. To the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, I would suggest. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will send it there. 


LIGHTS ON THE MISSISSIPPI COAST. 


Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the 
establishment of certain lights on the coast of Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


VISITORS TO NAVAL WAR COLLEGE. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 255) for the 
appointment of a board of visitors to attend the commencement of the 
aval War College, at Newport, R. I.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MEASURES FROM COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY 
DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: z 
Resolved, That Wednesday evening, January 23, and Thursday evening, Jan- 
uary 24, be, and they are hereby, set apart for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on Expendituresin the Treasury De the sessions 
on the evenings specified to begin at 7.30 p. m, and continue until 10,30 p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood it was ordered that bills should be 
handed to the Clerk, and they would be referred. 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. PERKINS. I handed in a bill, and I want it to appear that it 
was introduced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The lar order is the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [ Mr. DIBBLE], chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, to suspend the rules and pass a bill. 

Mr. WARNER. It was my understanding, when I gave way tem- 
porarily to the gentleman from South Carolina, that I was to lose none 
of my rights in the order with reference to Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. If such was the understanding, the motion made 
by the gentleman from Missouri would be the rami h order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will not make any controversy about that. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER, Then the question is upon the motion made by 
the gentleman from Missouri, 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to modify the order heretofore made, and 
move to suspend the rules and pass the following order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion has been modified once 
at his suggestion. Is that modification withdrawn? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There has been no second, and a second has been 
demanded. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask that the following order be passed: 

Ordered, That Thursday, January 24, 1899, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, be, and is hereby, set apart for the consideration of House bili L10614, 
entitled “A bill to organize the Territory of Ok!ahboma, and ferother purposes,” 


now in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and at 4 o'clock 
on said day the said bill shall be reported to the House with snch amendments 
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as may bave been agreed upon in the committee, and the previous questign 
shall be cotsidered as ordered upon all suth amendments and upon order- 
inganid bill to be read s third time and u; the of the e, and the 
votes thereon shall then be taken in the House; 

be taken upon said day, then this shall be æ continuing order until one da: 
shall be occupied as herein i wwrgreceir and provided thata yea-and-nay vote shall 
be taken in House on pending amendment relating to Union soldiers’ 

mM and anamendment to be offered by Mr, Paysow to the town-site 

ion of said bill, 

The SPEAKER. Isasecond demanded? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered upon this order. 

Mr. HOOKER. LI object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it understood that the Committee on Appro- 
priations would have the privilege of moving to go into Committee of 
the Whole on that day ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution does notso provide. As the Chair 
understood the reading, it provides that that day, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for the purpose suggested, and 
therefore the only way in which the Committee on Appropriations 
could secure that day would be to raise the question of consideration 
against this bill, and then if this bill should lose its place on that day 
it would have another day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There would be no trouble about that. 

Mr. RANDALL. With that understanding, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair will appoint as. tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
WARNER]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, noes 35. 

The SPEAKER. The:ayes have it, and there is a second, Under 
the rules of the House thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen 
minutes in support.of the motion and fifteen minutes in opposition to 
it. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Missouri | Mr, WAR- 
NER] to contro! the time in support of the motion, and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my fifteen minutes until I 
hear from the other side. ‘This seems to be a proposition that is well 
understood, and I do not see why time should be taken up in discuss- 
ing it. 

Me. HOLMAN. Mr. 8 er, if that imperative order is made there 
will be no fair consideration of the bill,-no reasonable opportunity to 
amendit. I wish therefore, if possible, to arrest the attention of the House 
to the effect that this bill ‘‘ to organize the Territory of Oklahoma’’ may 
have in securing and confirming to certain railroad companies a portion 
of that Territory. I can not believe that the bill was designed to ac- 
complish any such result, and I will not and do not believe that the 
able gentlemen who are urging the passage of this bill have any such 
purpose in view; but I do assert that upon the law and facts, as they 
appear, if this bill as now framed becomes a law, and that law is car- 
ried into full effect, certain railroad corporations will secure several 
million acres of the most valuable land of the Territory. At least 
that seems to be inevitable. 

I will call attention to some of the acts of Congress enacted more than 
twenty yearsago, in the midst of that most extraordinary period in our 
history when Congress was largely employed in granting lands to cor- 
porations, and greatly exhausted the public domain in such grants to 
such extent that even the Indian Territory was called upon to furnish 
potas to carry out that unexampled effort to monopolize the public 

omain, 

The eighth section of the “‘act granting lands to the State of Kansas 
pAn in the construction of a southern branch of the Union Pacific 

ilway and telegraph line from Fort Riley, Kans., to Fort Smith, Ark.,” 
approved July 27, 1866, and the eighth section of the ‘‘act granting 
lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas 
and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River,” approved 
July 27, 1866, contain grants of land in this Indian Territory. 

It will be seen that each of those acts authorizes the construction of 

ose railways substantially through the entire width of the Indian 

‘erritory, and one of them the entire width, as Red River divides the 
Indian Territory from the State of Texas. 
ieee ninth sections of both of said acts are in the same terms, as fol- 

WS: 

Seo. 9, And be tt further enacted, That the same grants of lands through said 
Indian Territory are pany. made as provided in the first section of this act, 
whenever the Indian title shall be extinguished by treaty or oth: not to 
Sere See AE a EN 

The one grants to the corporation the alternate sections for 5 miles 

each side of the railway, the other the alternate sections for 10 
iles on each side of the railway. What is now known as the Mis- 
souri, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company, which now runs through 
the entire width of the Indian Territory, and was completed some 
years ago, as I understand the matter, holds the rights of the first-men- 
tioned corporation, the tribes in the Indian Territory having agreed 
by the treaty of 1866 that two railroads, one running north and south, 
the other east and west, might be constructed through their Territory, 
but granting only the right of way and nothing more, and the railway 
I have first named obtaifed that tight. 


On the oe of July, 1866, the President-approved. an: act en- 
titled ‘‘ An att granting lands-to aid in the of w railroad- 
and telegraph line from the States of Missouri Arkansas. to the 
Pacific Ocean.’’ This railroad was to commence at or near Springfield, 
Mo., and extend westward to the Pacific. This: was the other railroad 
which by the treaty of 1866 was to run through the Indian Territory 
east and west; but by that treaty only the right of way and depot 
stations were granted. But the act of Congress of July 27, 1866, con- 
tains extraordinary provisions, The railroad commencing at or near 
Springfield, Mo., and running westward to the Pacific Ocean rans 350 
miles through the Indian Territory, and the second. section of the act 
provides as follows: 

The United States shall extinguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with pub 
lic policy and. the welfare of the Indians, and only by their hig’ g cession, 
the Indian title to all lands falling under theo tions of this act and acquired 
in the-donation to the railroad company mentioned in this act. ; 

The third section of this Atlantic and Pacific grant is as follows: 

SEO, 3. That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns, for the purpose of siding in the con- 
struction of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific coast, and to secure 
the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, and munitions of war 
and public stores over the route of said line of railway and its branches, every 
alternate section of the boner land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to 
the amount of twenty alternate sections mile on each side of said railroad 
line as said company may adopt, and through the Territories of the United 
States, and ten alternate sections of land per mile on each side of said railroad 
whenever it passes through any State, and whenever on the line thereof the 
United States shall have full title, not reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise ap- 
propriated, 

The one railway, the Missouri, Kansas and Texas, is constructed and 
in. operation through the entire width of the Indian Territory north 
and south, with only the right of way, its valuable land grant still 
suspended until the Indian title is extinguished. The Atlantic and 
Pacific Railway is completed, and was before the forfeiture of its eens, 
westward to the Arkansas River. The third railway company I have 
mentioned, it is said, stands ready to complete its road through the In- 
dian Territory as‘soon as the Indian title isextinguished. If the pend- 
ing bill accomplishes anything beyond establishing a petty territorial 
government over the Public Land Strip of three and a half million 
acres of land—if it accomplishes in its final result anything more than 
this, it opens up this Territory to one of the most ex ting railroad. 
“land grabs”? that has ever aroused the just indignation of the Ameri- 
can people, 

Let us see how we stand. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad 
Company, as I understand, completed their railway within the time 
prescribed by law. The Atlantic and Pacific had reached the Arkansas 
River before we declared the forfeiture ofits grant. The Neosho Valley 
Railway Company, it is clainfed, completed its road as far as it was 
able, under the terms of its charter, and is ready to proceed and secure 
its valuable land grant in the Indian Territory. 

What is to be the result? Lands opened up, as is alleged, to actual 
settlers become the prey of railroad corporations, a monopoly of those 
lands the more exasperating as the grant was not needed to open up 
the country, and because the lands to be secured instead of being prop- 
erly “wild lands,’’ were and are worth from $20 to $50 per acre. So 
that with millions of acres of these valuable lands at stake, gentlemen 
who claim the especial right to speak for the settler have made no suf- 
ficient provision to save them from the rapacity of the railroad corpo. 
rations, The mere repeal of the two acts of Congress I have first men 
tioned amounts to nothing, for it is clear that the rights of these co 
rations are vested and only wait for these lands to become lands of 
United States to become absolute, And yet it is clear as a question of 
honorable dealing that the people of the United States, if they must 
take these lands from the Indians, have a right to secure them to actual 
settlers, for no injustice isdone in standing by the terms in which 
these railroad ts are made, even if the justice of the grants is ad- 
mitted, which I donot admit. But to despoil the Indians for the ben- 
efit, in a large degree, of the railroad corporations is simply monstrous. 
If it was for the benefit of our landless people, and to secure them 
homes under the homestead law, the beneficence of the purpose might 
perhaps justify it. 

But again on the 20th of oper 1871, Congress passed a still more 
extraordinary act authorizing the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany to issue its bonds without limit and mortgage— 


Its road, equipments, lands, franchises, privileges and other rights and pro 
erty. subject to such terms, conditions, ed limitations as its divontots ar sees 


Under this extraordinary power the Atlantic and Pacifice Railroad 
corporation mortgaged its entire property for $30,000,000. And the 
mortgagees, by eminent counsel who have appeared before the Land 
Committees of Congress, insist that the astounding claim that their 


mortgage covers the whole enormous conditional grant to that corpora- 
tion, 350 miles in length and 40 miles in alternate sections in width, 
is clearly established and defensible under the acts of 1866 and 1871. 

If this claim has any foundation whatever it rests upon the extin- 
guishment of the Indian title, which, strange to say, is the purpose of 


pig Sa) bill. 
gentlemen who have framed this bill have manifestly not ex- 
amined the land-grant railroad legislation of former years, 


SRE ce A eeepc a 
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It had been hoped by the friends of the homestead law that in prog- 
ress of time the western half at least of this magnificent body of land, 
jall of it indeed not actually required by the Indians, a region large 
enough to form a great and prosperous State, could be secured to our 
landless people under the humane provisions of the homestead laws. 

It was easy to accomplish that result by proper legislation. But 
other counsels have intervened and prevailed. Four years ago, as 
chairman of a committee which had visited the Indian Territory charged 
with the duty of inquiring into Indian affairs, I had reported to the 
House the propriety and policy of securing the western portion of this 
Indian Territory, a larger portion than is covered by this bill, for the 
settlement of our landless people. A bill was prepared at the instance 
of the President by the Secretary of the Interior to carry outa just 
and honorable and practicable method of securing these lands for the 
benefit of actual settlers; that bill I introduced, and it has been pend- 
ing for four years, and has been defeated time and again by the friends 
of the pending measure. 

If the President’s views had been carried out white settlers before 
this would have occupied the land covered by the pending bill, and no 
fears would have been entertained that millions of acres of these valu- 
able lands would inure to the benefit of railroad corporations without 
consideration. The friends of this bill demand its passage without any 
regard to result. I am not willing to run the risk of those three rail- 
road corporations obtaining any portion of this land. 

It is apparent that this bill will pass the House, and perhaps become 
a law, properly amended, and justice done to the Indians. I have no 
objection to it, for I think I first brought the measure into the House 
in the bill to which I have referred. But I protest against those railroad 
corporations ap toping millions of acres of land which rightfully 
belong to our ess people when the Indian title shall be extin- 
guished; Four years ago I suggested to the House that the landshould 
not become a part of ‘‘ the public domain,’’ but should be held in trust 
by the United States, so that it may inure to the benefit of actual 
settlers. I shall therefore, if I can, offer the following amendment to 
the bill. ButhowcanI hope for its proper consideration if the impera- 
tive ries proposed shall be adopted? The amendment I will propose 
is as follows: 


Provided, That the Indian title shall no Dy this act be gees, gop ge to any of 
the land in said Indian Territory mentioned in the eighth and ninth sections of 
an act entitled “‘An act granting lands to the State of sas to aid in the con- 
struction of a southern branch of the Union Pacific Railway and telegraph 
from Fort Riley, Kans., to Fort Smith, Ark.,” approved July 26, 1866, or to any 


Jand in the Indian Territory mentioned in the eighth and ninth sections of an 
to aid in the construc- 


act entitled “An act erie Ben to the State o; 


But I object to the bill in its present form, because I think it violates 
the contract entered into with the Indian tribes by our fathers when 
these tribes were induced to settle in the Indian Territory, engagements 
and solemn contracts which we ought not to disregard, for this bill not 
only disregards solemn treaties made with these tribes by our fathers, 
but annuls patents issued under the seal of the United States without 
the consent of the tribes. 

Tobject to the bill because it annuls substantially the homestead policy 
of the United States in the settlement of the lands in this Indian Ter- 
ritory and rejects all the safeguards for securing homes to actual settlers 
which the homestead law was intended to secure. 

I object to the bill because it ignores the rights of soldiers of the 
Union Army, as recognized by existing law in their settlement on the 
public lands. I object to the bill becausein its present form it opens up 
and secures the very heart and most valuable portion of this Territory 
(if the measure shall be finally carried out) to railroad corporations, 
who in equity and justice are not entitled to an acre of the land. 

I object to the bill because under its present provisions, instead of 
honest homesteaders and our landless people seeking homes, railroad 
corporations and land speculators will secure the lands we wrest from 
the Indian tribes. 

To cover this extraordinary action of Congress the cry is raised that 
in refusing to open up this Territory we play into the hand of the cat- 
tle kings. Have gentlemen considered that while the Indians compel 
the cattle kings to pay well for the use of their pasture fields the United 
States permits them (and mainly foreigners) to pasture vast millions 
of acres of the public domain without charge? 

But it is claimed that notwithstanding the patents issued by our 
fathers to these civilized tribes, they have more land than they need. 
But is that a good argument for negotiating with them for the land, a 
good argument to justify a violation of their rights, when railroad cor- 
porations hold 55,000,000 acres of land without a shadow of right, and 
yet Congress refuses to restore them to the people? 

Let justice be done though the heavens fall! Letus in an honorable 
iors Soong a cession of these lands and hold them for honest homestead 
Be 


However earnest our people may be that the lands in the Indian 
Territory notrequired for the actual use of the Indians should be opened 
up to settlement and cultivation, I am very confident they will not 
justify any injustice to the feeble remnants of the once powerful tribes 
which have gone down in a brave but hopeless struggle — the ag- 
gressive civilization of the white race. Nor will the people justify you 
in turning this most valuable body of land, now left for settlement, 
over to railroad corporations and land speculators. Publicopinion un- 
questionably demands that this land shall be secured to our landless 
people, to actual settlers under the homestead laws. Homes, not specu- 
lation! And yet that high purpose will not be accomplished if this bill 
in its present form shall become a law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr.S er, I am opposed 
to this resolution without regard to the merits of the bill—without re- 
gard to whether it is a good or a bad bill, or whether it ought to be 
amended or not. This resolution, under the disguise of fixing a day 
for the consideration of the bill, puts it in the power of a majority con- 
sisting of the friends of the bill to occupy the entire time from the mo- 
ment we go into Committee of the Whole until 4 o’clock, then to bring 
the bill back into the House, when under the operation of this order 
the previous question will be ordered and all amendments cut off. Thus 
the House, without the operation of any of its ordinary rules, will be 
brought immediately to a vote upon the bill and upon certain amend- 
ments which have been dictated to the friends of the bill by those who 
have used filibustering tactics to obtain a compromise. 

Now, I do not think it good policy, Ido not think it a good prece- 
dent, for the House to tie its hands in such a manner as this, depriving 
the House of its ordinary power of amendment, requiring the previous 
question to be considered as ordered ata given hour, without any agree- 
ment of any sort as to the power of amendment. In other words, 
under the disguise of fixing a day, it is proposed to set aside all the 
ordinary rules for the consideration of business in the House, and in 
an arbitrary way, agreed upon by the friends of a certain measure and 
such of its enemies as are willing to yield to filibustering tactics, to have ~ 
a into —_ Sarg order. = D ee 

o not rega; is as a good precedent. I am therefore against the 
order without regard to whether the bill be good or bad. I have ex- 
pected to vote for the bill, but I do not think this is such an order as 
the House ought to make s precedent. Possibly I am the more against 
this proposed order because we have already had such a precedent. I was 
against that precedent, but had to support it reluctantly. I do not 
want the precedent repeated. Not being obliged to support this propo- 
sition, I take advantage of the occasion to entermy protest against the 
class of orders of which this is a specimen. This does not seem to me 
to have the real merit which should attach to a proposition presented 
on suspension day. This day is for the purpose of transacting busi- 
ness which two-thirds of the House agree ought to be transacted. It 
is not meant for the purpose merely of obtaining, under the opera- 
tion of this rule, favors for legislation which could not otherwise be 
obtained. For these reasons I am op to this order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the gentleman on the other side [Mr. WAR- 
NER] propose to say anything in favor of this proposition? Ifso, I 
submit he had better go on now. 

Mr. WARNER. I have no objection to taking the floor now, and 
allowing the gentleman from Mississippi to reserve his time. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; I will occupy my time hereafter. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield three minntes to the gentleman from Col- 
orado [Mr. Symes]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] I desire to say that if he can invent any language 
which will add to the force of section 14 of the Oklahoma bill, which 
has for its intention the absolute wiping out of any claim that any rail- 
road company might ever make to an acre of this land in Oklahoma 
Territory, no one will second him in his efforts more heartily than I 
will. Ihave conferred with other members of the committee, includ- 
ing the able and distinguished lawyer from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], in 
endeayoring to incorporate into section 14 provisions which shall abso- 
lutely prevent any railroad, under any guise whatever, from ever mak- 
ing any claim to an acre of land under the granting acts of Congress re- 
ferred to in the amendment offered by the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana. We on this committee are only too glad to have the 
aid of gentlemen like my friend from Indiana and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson]. If we have not already incorporated into sec- 
tion 14 of this bill such explicit and unequivocal language as will abso- 
lutely prevent one acre of this land from ever being taken from the 
settler and given to railroad companies, we desire to do so. 

„Mr. HO . What objection is there to having this land held in 
trust by the United States for the Indian tribes, instead of the United 
States acquiring title as provided in thebill? Your provision simply) 
attempts to extinguish a right already acquired. I am trying to pre- 
vent that right from attaching. That is the difference between the 
twop itions. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, Iwill say thatI, with other members of 
the committee, have considered this question as well as we could, and 
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we have tried to invent language which shall accomplish the p 

It was talked over in our committee that railroad attorneys and claim 
agents wonld contend before the Departments and before the Supreme 
Court that certain vested rights would accrue, whenever it was in their 
power to make the claim, on account of the extinguishment of the In- 
dian title. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I yield the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] 
one minute more. 

Mr. SYMES. Ican not, for want of time, answer in detail the state- 
ments of my friend from Indiana, but I will say that I will vote for his 
amendment in order that we may have additional safeguards incorpo- 
rated in this section which shall guaranty the accomplishment of what 
we have already sought to attain. If I had the slightest idea that 
the bill would not prevent any railroad company from acquiring title 
to an acre of this land I would be found speaking against it to-day in- 
stead of in favor of it. I would like to show, but I have not the time, 
why they can not possibly acquire title under this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to ask a question of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam not occupying the floor, and do not pro 
to take any time. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. May I be permitted to ask a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the time of the gentleman from Indiana, not 
in my time. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky has stated as his objec- 
tion to this order that it permits the friends of the bill and certain op- 
ponents of the bill to agree upon what amendments shall be voted 
upon, and does not offer sufficient opportunity for other amendments 
tocomein. I desire to state, so far as that is concerned, under this 
order the committee will be considering this measure for three hours 
and a half or four hours, and every opportunity will be given by the 
friends of this bill to vote on any of it, and if adopted there, in the 
House, on every amendment which can be suggested, and ially 
the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr Hor- 
MAN], in torailroad grants. And I call attention of the House 
to the fact that section 14 of the Oklahoma bill was framed for the 
purpose of forfeiting every conceivable condition of railroad right there 
might be in Oklahoma Territory that was possible for Congress to con- 
trive. And we have no objection, so far as I am concerned, to the gen- 
tleman’s amendment when bronght up for consideration. If it can be 
devised by the ingenuity of man or by the legislation of Congress to for- 
feit every possibility of a railroad grant being given in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory I want gentlemen to exercise their minds in that direction, and 
the friends of the bill will help them in all efforts of that kind, be- 
cause it is our intention, so far as expressed in the bill and in this de- 
bate, to permit under no circumstances any railroad to have any right 
in the Territory outside of this right of way. 

Mr. SYMES. Let mesuggest to my colleague on the committee that 
section 15 of the bill absolutely prohibits the Territorial Legislature or 
any municipality voting bonds to aid any railroad in the future. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is guarded as well in that respect as it can be. 

One word further. This is a proposition giving consideration toa 
measure which has attracted attention for many years. 

Gentlemen will bear in mind the fact that the precedent to which 
they object has been established in a notable case in this House—the 
direct-tax bill. That precedent has been established and. is here in- 
voked for the purpose of bringing to a conclusion a measure in which 
the majority of this House is interested, and which the House desires 
we shall pass. 

Mr. BARNES. I wish to know whether it is the distinct under- 
standing on the part of the gentleman and the friends of this Oklahoma 
bill that the substitute offered by myselfand to by the minority 
of the committee shall be voted on before this question is disposed of? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; and I will give the gentleman my 
pledge now that shall be done, or I will ask consent now that matter 
shall be put beyond all controversy. 

Mr. HOOKER. Put it in the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If not in the resolution now, I ask that it be so 
amended. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand that understanding will be carried 
out. $ 

Mr. B. of New York. Does the gentleman refer to the sub- 
stitute reported by the committee or the substitute of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES]? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not wish to take up my time by answering 
questions. The resolution itself shows itis the bill now pending in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (H. R. 10814). 

Mr. WEAVER. And it is the understanding that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] will have an opportunity to have a vote 
on his substitute. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; that is understood. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no further debate, the Chair will put. 


the question. 


Mr. WARNER. I wish to be heard. 
Mr. HOOKER. Ifyou wish to, speak now. 


you. 

Mr. WARNER, No, go on first, 

The SPEAKER. There are seven minutes remaining in opposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam yielded three minutes by the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam very much struck by the observation of the” 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in reference to this 
resolution. Now, it is simply evident this resolution proposes to do 
by indirection what could not be done bya simple resolution, pending 
to-day, for the consideration of this measure, and it is therefore unjust 
to use this suspension day for the purpose of fixing a day for the con- 
sideration of a given bill named in the resolution, together with but 
two amendments thereto, under a regulation and agreement between 
the friends of this bill and a particular opponent of the bill that should 
be done. 

I have not been consulted about the resolution, but I undertake to 
say the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky can not be an- 
swered. There are a great many measures pending before the House 
of great public importance, and they areof greater importance certainly 
than the consideration of this bill, which has been thrown in our faces 
during the last and present sessions of Congress. I say, therefore, it is 
an effort by this resolution to designate a particular day to consider this 
measure under an iron-clad rule which is unprecedented except in the 
single instance referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

You propose that on a given day this measure shall have precedence 
over all other measures pending before Congress. ‘There are important 
matters pending from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, important 
measures from the Committee on Appropriations, from the Committee 
on Elections, and from the various other committees of the House, and 
yet notwithstanding that it is proposed by this resolution to give pre- 
cedence to this particular measure over all others for the purpose of 
consideration, and then to consider it under an iron-clad rule, so close 
fitting that no amendment can be offered save the two designated. Is 
there any equity, any justice, in this matter? 

What is there, Mr. Speaker, about this Oklahoma matter which 
should clothe it with a sanctity not belonging to any other measure 
pending before the House? Itshould be considered in a regular legis- 
lative way, and I am willing so to consider it. I have myself several 
amendments in my desk, written when this was under discussion long 
ago, which I desire to offer. Iam to be excluded from offering them—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at all; you will have every opportunity. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ah! I am excluded, and you know it, for the 
simple reason that a fixed time is provided when the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered, and that time arriving no amendment 
can be offered, and that is the gravamen of your resolution. It fixes 
a time when the previous question shall be considered as ordered upon 
theamendment. You donoteven put itin the plural in yourresolution, 
but that the previous question shall at 4 o'clock on the day be con- 
sidered as ordered, and no other amendment shall be offered or con- 
sidered by the House. I see no reason for giving this matter consid- 
eration under this iron-clad rule over other far more important meas- 
ures which are before us. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let the resolution be again reported. 
= The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield now two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I represent a district of Ohio in 
which there is a large body of laboring men eee to various in- 
dustrial organizations, and these men have petitioned me on more than” 
one occasion to support what they call in round numbers the ‘‘ Okla- 
homabill.’”? Oninquiry of them I understand that their understanding 
of this bill is that the proposition is simply to remit this land to the 
position of the ordinary homestead lands of the country; and without 
that understanding not one of them would ever have favored the meas- 
ure. They understood that any man, head of a family, can locate on 
the land and hold, occupy, and finally get a good title to it. 

There are about this bill, sir, circumstances of suspicion, and one 
of them has already been pointed out by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], and since that discovery was made public opinion has 
rapidly formed against the bill in its present form. Iam ing to 
vote to set apart a day to consider the bill without limitation, but I 
am not willing and can not consent to put myselfinto a strait-jacket 
that would prevent a complete scrutiny of every provision of the bill. 
And I want opportunity to offer such amendments as will give to the 
people who can not buy a chance to own a farm and erect a home. 

I will vote for a measure that will turn these lands over to the home- 
stead law, and which will give to the soldiers of the country the rights 
which they have upon other parts of the public domain; but, I ci 
Iwill never vote for any measure which will by any possibility sen 
the public lands, either in small orin large quantities, into the hands of 
a aknas ea that, in my judgment, will be the tion of this) 
measure. Iam not willing now or at any time while I hold a seat in 
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this House to turn aside another foot of public land from the uses of 
_ free homesteads. 

[Here the hammer fell.] r 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER]. ; 

Mr. B of New York. Mr. Speaker, of all the measures of 
great importance pending before this Congress, this I think deserves, and 
indeed it demands, the fullest and most careful consideration. It has 
been debated, as we all understand, somewhat; but it involves ya i- 
tions that to my mind can not find approval in the hearts of A g 
resentatives of this Congress when they understand them. I believe 
that the passage of the bill will organize an evil greater than that com- 
plained of by the settlers upon the Des Moines River lands. It will 
result in wrong unheard of in the public-land administration of this 
country, and in a very few years we shall have arepetition of the same 
troubles growing out of the same wrong that has been complained 
of, and which we have endeavored to legislate and rectify, concerning 
the Jands in the State of Iowa. It would repeat these influences; it 
would result in these wrongs and would inaugurate the same system of 
outrages, while Congress would be responsible through the legislation 


here. 
4 . SYMES. Will my colleague explain what outrages and wrongs 
he refers to? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am referring now to the question of 
title or ownership to be derived from the lands that will be claimed 
pt deacon corporations under the grants which are contained in the 

ters to which allusion has been made by the gentleman from In- 

diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Under these grants, I repeat, grave questions 
are certain to arise, and in order to proceed understandingly about 
this matter, there should be the very fullest discussion and debate and 
the most complete understanding with reference to all the features in 
connection with the subject. Itis too important to be rushed through 
the House in any such manner. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has one minute re- 
maining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield that to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCreary}. 

Mr. McoCREARY. Mr, § er, I am in favor of organizing the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and have been acting with the friends of the 
Oklahoma bill from the time it was offered, but I am not in favor of 
adopting this resolution.. The Oklahoma bill contains important pro- 
visions which are worthy of the fullest debate and the most careful 
consideration; but this resolution brings us to a direct vote on that bill 
without proper time or opportunity for discussion. It addition, there 
are important amendments which ought to be offered to the bill and 
considered in the House, which amendments are cut off by the resolu- 
tion. 

Moreover, the resolution now under consideration can not be amended 
aceording to the rules of the House. If I could amend the resolutign 
in such way as to give freedom of debate and to allow other amend- 
ments to be introduced which I think ought to be introduced, then I 
should consider the resolution with favor; but in its present form I 
am opposed to it. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I pledge to the gentleman my word that he shall 
have the fullest opportunity for amendment, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is it in order to have the resolution 
read again? 

The SPEAKER. After the close of the thirty minutes’ debate, but 
not before. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield three minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS). 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The position of some of the friends or professed 
friends of this bill is the same as that of some of the people of our 
State in reference to prohibition. They claim that they are in favor 
of prohibition, but are opposed to the enforcement of the law giving 
to the people of the State prohibition. So with some of the professed 
friends of this bill. They are in favor of the bill, but are opposed to 
the resolution which gives us a day for the consideration of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill is very important to the people of this country, 
and to-day there are more than five thousand people living in tents 
and in wagons along the borders of this territory wai for legisla- 
tion that will give them an opportunity to go on this land and acquire 
homes in an honest, manly way and with the protection of the law. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] suggests that he is afraid it 
is in the interest of speculators, and yet under the provisions of this 
bill not an acre of that land can be taken, except for homestead pur- 
pospes, at $1.25 an acre; and to acquire it at that price requires a resi- 
dence of three years nee the land, except as to Union soldiers of the 
late war. My friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] the other day sug- 
gested that he believed it was in the interest of town-site companies. 

My friend knows that under the law as it is to-day he and a few 
others can organize themselves into a town-site company and go and 

uire title to the public lands through the probate judges, and get 
{hem at $1.25 an acre, and then sell them as speculators, while 
provisions of this bill they would be required to pay $20 an acre; 


and this $20 an acre goes into the treasury of the Territory for 
tional purposes to create a fund for the education of the childréh 
that Bdge AA Not an acre of that land can be acquired for town-si 
purposes under the provisions of this bill except on the payment of 
an acre, while under the public-land law as it is to-day, and which 
friend justifies and stands by, it can be obtained at $1.25 an acre, 
the money so into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. Not any of this land. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not any of this land, but the public lands; and 
you contend that the public-land laws should be extended to this Ter- 
ritory, so far at least as they apply to town sites. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as one of the friends of this bill, I ask that a da 
shall be given for its consideration, and ask that those who op b 
may be afforded every op; nity to offer amendments. Under the 
five-minute rule, which will govern this debate, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] will have every opportunity to offer the 
amendments that su, themselves to his mind. 

All that the friends of the bill ask is that they shall be given an 0 
portunity for its consideration. They believe itis fair and Tight to 
and they know that many thousand honest and intelligent settlers are 
asking for this legislation in the interest of justice and good govern- 
ment; and knowing this, we challenge the opponents of the bill toa 
discussion and fair consideration of its pears detA 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly worth while to undertake 
to say anything in two minutes; and yet I desire to correcta false im- 
pression that has been acquired round me here as to this bill. It is 
claimed that one of the objections to the bill is that it deprives Union 
soldiers of rights they have under existing laws. Now, the homestead 
law that was in 1862 is applied to every acre of the ocean of 
public lands that we have pal in the great Northwestern Territo- 
ries by the treaty with Mexico and by the Louisiana purchase. 

Now, I would say, in regard to these lands that have been opened under 
the terms of the homestead law, they are free of price to everybody, and 
the only differences between the people at large and the soldiers are 
these: that the soldiers were allowed a credit on the term of residence of 
the time that they servedin the Army. Instead of living five years on 
the land the soldier could have deducted from that time the period he 
served in the Army. 

Now, what does this bill propose? The same relative position is 
given thesoldier in respect to this land that he occupied with reference 
to the general ocean of public lands that we have settled under 
the homestead law. We simply say to the soldier that you shall get 
credit for your services on your five years’ residence on the public 
lands. Now, in respect to this land that we buy from the Indians, 
we propose that they pay $1.25 an aere, and on the question of resi- 
dence "y that the soldier shall have his time of service eredited to 
him on the period of residence required under the provisions of this 
bill. So that the proposition in this bill as to the rights of tbe soldier 
iid the same as existing law with reference to the public 

ands. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PAYSON. That is, you do not treat the soldier any meaner 
than you do anybody else ? 

Mr. NELSON. Iwill show that further on. 

Mr. WARNER. Letus get back tothe proposition before the House— 
will the House give consideration to this bill four hours in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

That would be under the five-minute debate, withont cutting off 
the right of any gentleman to amend. This enlarges it only to this 
extent. It says, with reference to the amendment in relation to Unio 
soldiers’ homesteads, that we shall have a yea-and-nay vote in t 
House. It also says, in reference to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] in relation to town sites, that we 
shall have a yea-and-nay vote upon that in the House. I say to gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to this bill that I care not whether there is 
a town-site provision in the bill or not. Your objection to the pas- 
sage of this bill, gentlemen, on this day or any other day, under the 
suspension of the rules, was that there would be only thirty minutes 
for debate. \It was desired to give two days to the consideration of this 
bill, but on consultation with some of the gentlemen opposed to the 
measure, it was agreed that that would be taking too much time at 
this short session. Now we propose to give one day to the discussion 
and to the offering of amendments to a bill which seeks to open this 
great body of land to actual settlers, not to speculators. No man can 
acquire a homestead unless he resides upon the land for a period of 
three years, and then he ean acquire title to only 160 acres. The only 
exception is that a Union soldier can acquire a title to his 160 acres by 
one year’s residence. But the questions as to whether the soldier 
amendment is a proper one and whether the town-site amendment ig ® 

roper one are questions which are to come up in the Committee of the 
ole; and I say to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. PAyson]} that 

he can not go further in protecting the school fend foam tweets apada- 
lators than I will; and I say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hoi 
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], who is so apprehensive about railroad monopoly, asinine 
eres Hs as strong as his ingenuity and his masterly command of 
PAN levcueas eae frame it, and if it is in the interest of actual set- 
- tlers upon these lands and in the interest of keeping the lands out of 
We hands of corporations, I will advocate and vote for the amendment. 
simply ask that this measure shall be given fair consideration upon 
floor. Having been discussed day in and day out in the past and 
elayed by dilatory motions, by filib and in every practicable 
manner, we now ask thatit ‘hall receive fair consideration at the hands 
of this House. 
Mr. HOOKER. Then strike out from your resolution the 
ua to consider the previous question as ordered. That is w. 
ht to do if you want to have the measure fairly and fully peer ey 
e question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOOKER, I ask for a division. 
oe WARNER. Mr. Speaker, on that question I demand the yeas 
and nays. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
163, nays 75, not voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—163. 
Ada: Fisher, McKenna, Smith, 
Allen, Fuller, McKinley, Sowden, 
Anderson, Iowa Funston, McKinney, 
Anderson, Ill. Gallinger, MeMillin, Steele, 
Anderson, Kans. Gear, McRae, Stephenson, 
Atkinson, Glass, Merriman, Stewart, Vt. 
Grout, Milliken, St 
Bloun’ Guenther, Mofiitt, Stone, a 
er, Morgan, Stone, Mo. 

Bowd Hayde Morrow — 

wden, yden, orrow, es, 
Brewer, H Ñi Tarsney, 
Browne, Ind. Henderson, Iowa Nelson, 
Brown, J. R., Va. ewton, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
B j Hitt, Norwood, Taylor, J. D., O 
Burnes, Hogg Oates, T n. 
Burnett, Hop ins, m. O'Donnell, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
B Hopkins, Va. O'Neill, Mo. Thompson, Ohio 
Bynum, F y. Ti uk, TS en EN Thompson, Cal 
Campbell, F. s Hona ath w: ‘Tracey, 
Campbell, O Parker, Townshend, 
Campbell, T.J. X: Y Johasion, Ind, Patton, z 
Cannon, Kean, Peel, Vandever, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Perkins, Wade, 

eadle, Kerr, Peters, Walker, 

MAD, Kilgore, Pugsley, Warner, 
Olardy, Reed, Weaver, 
Olark, Landes, Rice, Weber, 
Cogswell, Lane, Richardson, Wi 
Go Lawler, egg) White, N. Y. 

* wiler, TS, Xe 
Dat 1 Tods Bassli, Mass. iting! 
zell, Be, s 
Dari à Long, Rusk, Williams, 
Dingley, Maish, Eyan, Wilson, 
ery, Mansur, Sayers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dorsey, Martin, Scott, ise 
n, Matson, Seull, Woodburn, 
McAdoo, A Yoder, 
Ermentrout, ` Seymour, ‘ost. 
Farq A McComas, Shi x 
NAYS—75. 
Al Cooper, Haugen, O’Neall, Ind, 
aioe Mase Cothran, Hemphill, O'Neill, Pa, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Holman, ITY, 
Baker iii, Hopkins, N.Y. 
er, 's . * 
Culberson, Hunter, well, 
Bayne, Jackson, Rowland, 
4 Cuteheon, Johnston, N, O. Sawyer, 
BoM Davidson, Ala, ao. Spi la, ° 
nola, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dibble, La Follette, Spooner, 
Bryce, gherty, Laidlaw, Stewart, Tex, 
Buckalew, Ys so fey 
pa re Forney, ae onald, Thomas, Ky. 
on, , 
— Grimes, eri EArt Ga. 
nor, mery, , 
Clements, Hall, Moore, 
Compton, Hare, O'Ferrall, 
NOT VOTING—Ss4. 
Allen, Miss, ek ages Fla. Hermann, Owen, 
Arnold, Davi iestand, Payson, 

n, De Lane, Hires, Pei 
Bankhead, Dunham, Holmes, e Phelan, 
Barry, Elliott, Hutton, Phel 
Biggs, Felton, Kelley, Pi 
Blanchard, x Plumb, 

Flood, rd, Rayner, 

Bowen, Latham, Robertson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. For” Russell, Conn, 
Brower, Lehbibach, Shaw, 
Browne, T. H.B. ,Va.Gaines, L n, Bimmons, 
Brown, Ohio A ett, Snyder, 

mm, Gibson, Mahoney, Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, Glover, Vance, 
Butler, Goff, McCormick, Washin ý 
Butterworth, Granger, h White, 
Cobb, Greenman, M Whitthorne, 

kran, Hayes, Morse, Wilber, 

7 Henderson, N. 0, Nichols, 
Davenport, Nutting, Yardley, 


So the motion of Mr. WARNER to suspend the rules and adopt the 
the | order p was agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ilask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

PE tod RANER, This is an important vote; I think it had better 


read. 

The roll-call was read. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr, Speaker, I was not present, I believe, when my 
name was called. If present, I would have voted ‘‘ay,’’ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. KELLEY, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. WILBER, for the re- 
mainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, 
Dodge City and Southern Railway Company to build its road across 
the Fort Hays military reservation. 


POST-OFFICE IN WASHINGTON, D. U. 


The SPEAKER. The next question in order is the motion (coming 
over from a previous suspension day) made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina | [Mr. DIBBLE], from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to suspend the rules and pass the bill which will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10406) for the purchase of square 489 in the city of Washington as 
the site for the post-office and other Government uses, 

Beit elc., inch ia Geteatary #0 tis eaaet Paani ba herd atr 

woua and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, peg owned pro- 

square 489, in the city of Washin m, in the District of Columbia, as the 

ute for a city post-office and ot other Government uses, The said site shall not 


a proviso that the same 
good and valid title to the whole of the real estate te embraced in the said square 
shall be acquired by the United States at a cost not Epy an Igo said sum of 


$450,000: and he shall proceed to acquire the rema: condemna- 
tion in the supreme court of the District of ee keina s gy e bed 
by an act of Congress, entitled “An act construction of a build- 


ing for the accommodation of the pce merge oe ,” approved April 15, 
ES ie eee rt Enmore py Agee dy Br woh 
vt 

sition of the said site A any part A pase Chantel until a valid tle to the bonis EHAN. 
be vested in the United States. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, which has been read, a second was demanded. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iask unanimous consent that a second be considered 


as ordered, 

Mr. KILGORE. My impression is that this bill was pending on sus- 
pension day a month ago. 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. KILGORE. And if I remember correctly, a second had been 
demanded, pending which the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER That is so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the same question now come up? 

The SPEAKER. Ié does; but the gentleman from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIB- 
BLE] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 156, noes 12. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MoCrEARY). Under the rules, 
thirty minutes are now allowed for debate—fifteen minutes on each side. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] will be 
to control the time in favor of the bill, and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE] to control the time in’ opposition, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the site proposed in this bill is that 
agreed upon by a majority of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds after considering all the various sites offered. In respect to 
economy, this site, considering the quantity of groand there is in the 
square, is as cheap as, indeed cheaper than, any site which has been 
offered. In situation itiseligible. This bill embodies, I think, a basis 
on which something may be done to ite the acquisition of a site 
and the building of a city post-office, which we all knowis a ‘‘consum- 
mation devoutly to be wished.” 

I will reserve the residue of my time until I have heard what may 
be said in opposition to this measure. 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I agree that this city to have 
a first-class building for post-office purposes, and that it ought to be 


l not be binding ee the United States unless a ; 
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located on a desirable site, but I can not conceive that it is the duty of 


the Government to pay $430,000 for the block named in this bill upon 
which to erect such building while the Government owns within the 
limits of the city plenty of ground which can be used forsuch purposes, 
affording more iy sites in every respect for a post-office building 
than the block on Judiciary Square. These reservations owned by the 
city would cost nothing; they are well and favorably located, and it 
would be much better thatsome one of thenumerous reservations belong- 
ing to the Government should be used for post-office purposes, and let 
the $430,000 which it proposed to expend in purchasing the site with 
such additional amount as may be necessary be used for the erection 
of a first-class public building. 

Besides, Mr. § er, this is not a business-like proposition. The 
method which the committee presenting this bill has chosen to em- 
ploy is just the reverse of the course a business man would pursue 
who was secking investments in Washington. The block in view 
is covered by a number of first-class brick buildings. They certainly 
constitute at least half the cost of the block; and yet they can not be 
utilized at all for public purposes, and hence would have to be torn 
down and the rubbish removed, which, according to the old spelling- 
book, is ‘‘no small job.” 

Would a capitalist, a business man, buy valuable property and then 
proceed to destroy at least half its value in that way? And certainly 
no business man with money to invest would publicly announce the 

ce he was willing to pay fora given piece of property without know- 

g what it could be bought at, He would first undertake to negoti- 
ate for it, ascertain the lowest price at which it could be bought, find 
out its true market value, and would satisfy himself it was worth the 
price asked for it before binding himself to the bargain. No one, it 
seems, has had authority to contract for the purchase of the prop- 
erty mentioned in the bill. Noone seems to know its value. It is 
not stated that this is the cheapest bargain that can be had. Yet the 
Government binds itself to pay $430,000 for the block in question, 
“hit or miss.” It is unbusiness-like. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Certainly. s 

Mr. OATES. Letme ask the gentleman from Texas, although his 
criticism may be true, whether it is not better to let some bill pass 
and send it to a committee of conference? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not know what action the Senate has taken. 
My understanding is it has been in favor of appointing a commission 
to negotiate for property upon which to erect this city post-office build- 
ing. Ifa site has to be boughtat all, it seems to me this would be the 
best course to pursue. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Alabama state what the 
Senate has done, for I should like to know? 

Mr. OATES. The Senate has agreed on a different site. 

Mr. RANDALL, And a different procedure. 

Mr. ROGERS. A different lot at what price? We certainly ought 
to know and somebody ought to be able to tell us. 

Mr. KILGORE. I agree there ought to be a building suitable to the 
demands of this city, but I do not agree to the passage of a bill largely 
in the interest of speculation. 

Mr. CANNON. Am Icorrectin saying this site is west of Judiciary 

uuare ? 
an KILGORE. Yes, sir; it is the block upon which the police- 
court house is situated. My friend from Illinois ought to know where 
that building is located. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I know my friend does, because I was there as his 
attorney on one occasion. [Renewed laughter. ] 

I ask my friend whether he would be willing now to vote to make 
an appropriation of half a million of dollars to erect a city post-office 
building provided we would agree to erect that building 200 feet along- 
side or in the rear of the building now used as the city court-house? 

Mr. KILGORE. The building, you mean, on Judiciary Square? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. There we have the site for nothing. I will be 
willing to vote an appropriation sufficient for a building which ought 
to be put up in this city. Iam perfectly willing to vote for a propo- 
See that kind, and for the necessary appropriation to erect the 
building. 

Now, this is valuable property, valuable by reason of its situation, 
valuable because it is covered with buildings owned by private indi- 
viduals who willinsist on a high price; but if we buy the buildings 
they will be utterly worthless for a post-office, and they must be re- 
moved and a new building erected in their place. This is bad busi- 
ness, You hear of certain things being bad politics, but this is bad 
financiering for the Government, and it ought not to engage in it. 

Beside I take it that an additional clause ought to be put on this bill 
and all others providing for public improvements in Washington. 
There has never been to my knowledge a public improvement prose- 
cuted in this city which did not wind up with a scandal moreor less dis- 
graceful. Thereshould be a provision in the bill, if this purchase is to be 
made, for the appointment of a Congressional committee with authority 
to sit in vacation and to send for persons and papers to investigate the 
a which must inevitably grow out of this transaction. |Laugh- 
ter. 


How much the real-estate speculatorsof W: are interested I 
do not know. The bill ought not to pass, and I trust it will not, 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in the first place, 
that in the committee I did not vote in favor of the propriety of mak- 
ing the purchase which is contemplated here, not because I believed 
that more was asked for the proposed site than it was worth, but be- 
cause I believed that the —— should be located at a place more 
convenient of access for the people of the city, as well as those who 
are here transiently, and who are of necessity required to transact busi- 
ness with the post-office while they are here. 

There has been a proposition before the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds during the entire time that I have been a member of 
this House, coming from the Senate, to purchase the block of ground 
Sines to the Post-Office Department. 

e committee of the House has steadily refused to adopt that prop- 
osition, because after giving to the subject careful consideration we are 
satisfied that the plat of land indicated, when it shall be purchased by 
the Government and the building erected, will not cost the people of 
this country less than $6,000,000, and because of the fact that two- 
thirds or three-fourths, but I think at the extreme not more than two- 
thirds, of the land can be purchased at privatesale. The remainder of 
the site would have to be condemned, and nobody knows what that p: 
erty would cost the Government until after the condemnation p: - 
ings were had. 

Now, my friend from Texas who has just spoken favors the taking 
of a reservation in the city and placing the building upon it. Mr. 
Speaker, we are now spending nearly $100,000 annually in this city to 
pay for the rental of private buildings for public purposes, and we are 
in some instances paying as much as 17 per cent. on the value of the 
buildings, while many of them are old tumble-down structures, really 
fit only for rats to live in. A great many new buildings, if the Gov- 
ernment shall practice economy or desires proper buildings for the 
transaction of the public service, and where it can be done well and 
economically, ought to be built, and a good many such buildings will 
have to be built in the near future, or else we must go on paying such 
rents as I have indicated. 

If you are to take a public reservation for the post-office site, I see 
no reason why, on the same ground argued by the gentleman from 
Texas, you should not take’ other parts of the public reservations for 
the other necessary public buildings; and then, after you have com- 
pleted your work the city of Washington will be left with hardly a 
breathing place init. Is this great capital of a great nation of 60,000, - 
000 people to-day, with the prospect of 100,000,000 in the near future, 
to be left without an open spot, a breathing place, for its inhabitants? 
If so, why? Simply to practice a little petty economy. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, you have no park here now of any uence. You have 
only what I may again call these little breathing places at the corners 
where the avenues and the streets intersect each other, and shall we, 
to gratify the economical designs of certain gentlemen, shut them up 
to save a few dollars necessary to purchase plats to erect outbuildings 
upon? I protest against it. I would not put the proposed post-office 
on Judiciary Square because, in the first place, I would not shut up 
that reservation, and, in the second place, itis out of the way from 
where the post-office should be. Where is the wisdom of putting it 
there? For the purpose of saving a few dollars a man might be will- 
ing to erect a stable in his front yard, and that of course would be a 
saving of money n to buy asuitable plat for itin the rear. 
But the question is, would it be good economy? It certainly would 
not be ornamental to have it there. And so I believe this great capi- 
tal of the United States can afford to buy a lot of land in the right 
place where the post-office ought to be and pay a fair price for it, and 
it ought to do it, and then erect a post-office here that shall be fit to 
do the public business in a manner that will not dishonor or discredit 
the nation. 

I have said that I did not vote for this in the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, but I shall vote for the passage of the bill be- 
cause it will throw the subject in conference, and then, between the 
Senate and the House conferees, I have no doubt that we will finally 
succeed in getting a better plat at a lower ayo to build the post-office 
upon than the one which is now selected the measuré pending be- 
fore the House. On that account I shall vote for the proposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. DALL. I shall not consume so much time. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me proper that the House should reflect be- 
fore entering upon an act which will commit this Government to the 
purchase of the plat proposed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds for the erection of the proposed post-office building. The 
proposition before us is to buy for $430,000 the lot due west across the 
street, if I understand correctly, from Judiciary Square. Why not, if 
you are going into that immediate section to erect this building, take 
the Judiciary Square lot and put you building upon it, and save to the 
Government the amount required for this purchase, $430,000? 

We are told that this is a matterof convenience tothe citizens. But 
I venture to that the people of the city are notin fact so much 
interested as gentlemen would have us suppose. I concede of course, 
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as an absolute necessity, that this great city should havea and 
adequate office building; but under the carrier system, where we 
have employed at public expense a large number of letter-carriers who 
go to every part of the city, there is not that necessity which has been 
suggested for a large and expensive building or a particular or a cen- 
tral location, nor are the citizens so much interested as claimed by 
those who seek to authorize the purchase of this private property. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] has said that this should be a 
clean business transaction, and the Government should use its own land, 
which is as convenient a lot as that it is proposed to purchase, and 
can be utilized at a saving of nearly half a million of dollars. I askif 
there is any sane individual that would not avail himself of that which 
he has and which is available for the purpose, rather than to put his 
hand in his own pocket and pay a half million of dollars unnecessarily 
for the privilege of putting this building on another lot adjacent to it? 

The fact is that somehow or other, irresistibly and without our knowl- 
edge, every proposition to make an improvement in the city of Wash- 
ington seems to have behind it as a motive power the purchase of pri- 
vate land. I have experienced it myself from time to time in the 
committees on which I hayeserved, and I can realize how others may have 
felt it. Here is a proposition for the purchase, at a cost of nearly a 
half million of dollars, of a lot right across the street from one owned 
y the Government. Why incur this expense when you have a suita- 
ble lot adjacent to it? You have the choice; which will you choose? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? I would 
like to ask the gentleman if he would be in favor of shutting up the 
parks of the city ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, there is nothing in that. On the contrary, 
my opinion and belief is that a proper post-office building on Judiciary 
Square would be an ornamentation to the park. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You put enough there and there will be no Ju- 
diciary Square left. 

Mr. DIBBLE. LI yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SOWDEN ]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I recognize the force of the argument presented by 
my distinguished colleague from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL], and 
it may not be out of place for me to state that I advocated in the com- 
mittee the selection of the Judiciary Square, but a large number of the 
committee differed with me, and I acquiesced in the report of the ma- 
jority. Every member of this House must recognize the public impor- 
tance of the erection of a post-office building in this city. The present 
building is not only inadequate for the needs of the service, buta stand- 
ing disgrace to the capital of the nation. 

The President of the United States, in his last annual message to 
Congress, spoke in no uncertain terms upon this important subject, as 
appears from the following extract, which I will read: 

The propriety and necessity of the erection of one or more siege me for the con- 
finement of United States convicts and a post-office build: in the national 
capital are not disputed. But these needs remain unanswered, while scores of 
preen have been erected where their necessity for public purposesis 

Now is presented an opportunity which is likely to be the only one 
at aras ep of Congress when the needs of the public might be pro- 
vi cr. 

The Senate has ‘passed a bill selecting a site different from the one 
provided for in this bill. If we pass the bill now before the House we 
may accomplish something; otherwise, the matter may be deferred for 
more than a year. 

The measure will undoubtedly have to go to a committee of confer- 
ence, when the differences between the two Houses may be reconciled 
and a satisfactory solution of this vexed question agreed upon. 

So far as I am individaally concerned, I agree with my colleague 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

From a epee economical standpoint, I believe in selecting land 
owned by the Government for the erection of the necessary public build- 
ings, provided the location is accessible and suitable for the conven- 
ience of the people and a proper transaction of the public business, 

I shall vote for the present proposition, however, because I firmly 
believe that the matter can be satisfactorily adjusted in a committee 
of conference, and I fear it is the only way in which a bill can be 

in the closing hours of this session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL, Would not the gentleman be in favor of remodel- 
ing the late court-house building, so that we could have a court-house, 
post-office, and other municipal offices here for the city of Washington? 

Mr.SOWDEN. That is one of the reasons why I was in favor of the 
selection of Judiciary Square; but I was outvoted by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired, 

Mr. KILGORE. How much time have I remaining? _ - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has three minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield that time to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA]. ) 

Mr. SPINOLA. The question narrows down to a clear business is- 
sue; and I doubt whether there is a member on the floor of this House, 


acting in a fiduciary capacity, who would create an outlay of $450,000 
when he could accomplish the same purpose void of that expense. 

Now, I am not opposed to the erection of a suitable building for a 
post-office for this city, and will vote for it at the proper time; but I 
am op to the expenditure of $450,000 for a site when we have one 
right in the immediate vicinity of the lot proposed to be B aire 
that we can use without the expenditure of a single dollar. Now, there 
is a strong power, as indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], behind all of these Washington measures, It isa 
very powerfulinfluence; whether electrical or otherwise I do not know; 
but it acts upon us and reaches us in such a way that bills are reported 
favorably and advocated on the floor of this House without regard to 
common sense and justice. 

I would like to vote for a post-office, as I have said, but will not vote 
for $450,000 to be paid for a site when we can get a far better one than 
that proposed to be purchased for nothing. For that reason I hope the 
proposition will not prevail. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What seems to be the mistake made by gentlemen 
who have been speaking in favor of Judiciary Square is this: That it 
is not simply for this House to say where the site is to be. It requires 
the concurrent action of the Senate and the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I have had some little experience in relation to this question. 

It has been my sphere of duty in this House to have been for six 
years past on the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, and I 
have myself held the position which has been advocated here to-day. 
I have been in favor of putting the ffice building upon Judiciary 
Square, but I realize two things: first, that that proposition has not 
met with general support on this floor, and, second, that the sentiment 
of the Senate (and I have been in contact with that sentiment for the 
last six years) is entirely op to that proposition. Now, I think 
itisa rule of legislation that if you can not get the best, or what 
you think is the best, then you should take the next best that you can 
get. This proposition, which has been brought in here from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, was arrived at by mutual 
concessions among members of the committee, and, considering the 
size of the square, it is at least as cheap in every particular as any 
proposition that has been submitted to the committee, í 

The square is a large one, and it will furnish a site not only for the 
post-office, but also for the District offices and for a great many pur- 
poses of general departmental business which are now carried on in 
rented premises, Itis well situated, on elevated ground; it is near the 
two depots where the mails come and go; it is a good site; and I am 
not one who, because I may agree in the abstract with the gentleman ` 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] or with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA] or with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE], will therefore say that the city of Washington, the capital of 
the nation, shall remain without a post-office building because I may 
think some other proposition would be better than the one that is pre- 
sented. For these reasons, so far as I am concerned, I have yielded 
my views, as other members of the committee have yielded theirs, and 
we have brought in this bill as one step towards that consummation 
which’ we all desire. This site may not be agreed upon by the Senate; 
they may substitute another site, and then the matter will go into con- 
ference, and probably something will be agreed upon. At any rate, 
the necessity for this legislation is so urgent that I think the House 
ought to sacrifice something for the sake of getting a place for the city 
post-office, and this plan is quite as economical as any that has been 
suggested, if we once decide to go out of the public grounds for a site 
for this building. The Senate proposition proposes a site which can 
not be bought for less than a million and a quarter or a million and a 
half of dollars, That is the proposition of the Senate that has been 
sent us, Is not this better than that? If we are to go out of public 
grounds at all for a site,'this is the most economical proposition that 
has been presented. There are 76,000 square- feet of ground in the 
square; it is one of the largest squares in the city, at least double the 
size of the majority of those that have been offered, and I hope that the 
House will pass this bill, so that it may go to the Senate and become 
the basis of something definite. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any more time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute left. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield that to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. RANDALL. I merely desire to say that the first step which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] says he desires to 
take is a step in a contest between two private blocks or squares, and 
when we once take that step I fear we shut out entirely the proposi- 
tion to put the building upon Judiciary Square. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean that the conferees would 
not have jurisdiction to select a site outside of the two contending 
sites? 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senate has declared fora site costing about a 
million and a quarter of dollars, and the House is asked to declare for 
a site which will cost about $130,000. For one I am opposed to both, 
because I believe that you should take Judiciary Square, which is a 
suitable and convenient site, without paying a dollar for it, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is onthe motion of the gentleman 
fn Goulo Conia [Mr. DIBBLE] to suspend the rules 
Mr, DUNN and Mr, DIBBLE demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were 5 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative (two- 
thirds not voting in favor thereof )—yeas 109, nays 108, not voting 105; 
as follows: 


YEAS—109, 
Adams, Darlington, Kennedy, Romeis, 
Alien’ Mich, Dingle Baida a 
> Y, Wy 5 
noe By Dorsey, Lawler, Shaw, 
er, N. Y. Farq 5 Lodge, Sowden, 
den, Fisher, Long, Spooner, 
Boothman, Foran, MeCom, Springer, 
Boutelle, Ford, McKinley, Steele, 
Bowden, Gallinger, McKinney, Struble, 
Brewer, Gear, Milliken, S 
Browne, Ind, Gest, oore, Taulbee, 
Brown, 0) Grosvenor, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grout, eal, Thomas, Il 
Burnett, Guen è Newton, Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Harmer, Thompson, Ohio 
‘Campbell, T.) „N.Y.Haugen, O'Neill, Pa, Townshend, 
Candler, Hayden, Owen, Wade, 
Caswell, Hemphill, Parker, Walker, 
Cheadcie, Henderson,Iowa Patton, Warner, 
Chipman, Holmes, Perkins, eber, 
k, Hopkins, I. Peters, White, N, Y, 
Hopkins, N. Y, Phelan, Whiting, Mass, 
Conger, Houk, Plumb, i 
Cot Howard, Post, Wilkins, 
ous. Hudd, Pugsley, ilkinson, 
n, * 
Dalzell, Johnston, N, 0. Rice, 
' 2 well, 
NAYS—108. 
ee Davidson Ala, Lynch, panasi, 
Anderson, Iowa ogers, 
‘Anderson, Davis, Macdonald, Rowland, 
nson, Dockery, Maish, 
x y £ Mansur, Sawyer, 
Baker, Ill, Elliott, Martin, Sayers, 
oe, Matson, ey, 
a Flood, McAdoo, Sherman, 
land, Forney, McClammy, Shively, 
Blount, Iler, McCreary, Smith, 
Breckinridge, Ky. G MeMillin, Spinola, 
Bue! es, cRae, Stewart, Tex, 
Buckalew, Hare, Merriman, Stewart, Ga, 
Burnes, Hatch, Stockdale, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Ill, Mofiilt, Stone, A 
Bynum, Montgomery, Siona, Š 
Cam Ohio organ, ‘arsney, 
rp ti Holman, Nelson, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Caruth, Hopkins, Va. Norwood, ilman, 
Catchi: Johnston, In: O’Ferrall. Turner, Ga 
Clardy, Jones, O’Neall, Weaver, 
Clements, Kerr, O'Neill, Mo, Whiting, Mich, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Osborne, Williams, 
Cooper, La Follette, Outhwaite, Wilson, Minn 
Crisp.” ion Pel, weeny 
, . 
Culberson, Lanham, Perry, Woodburn 
NOT VOTING—105, 
Allen, Miss. De Lano, Kelley, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss, A Laffoon, Rusk, 
Arnold, » Lagan, Scott, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, Laird, Seymour, 
% Felton, MARRU Fear paml 
Bayn Finle; 7 yder, 
ea Fitch.” Lehibach, Stablnecker, 
Bianc French, an; phenson, 
Bliss, Funston, Maffett, Stewart, Vt 
Bound, Gaines, Mahoney, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowen, Gay, Mason, Thompson, Gal, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gibson, McCormick, Tracey; 
Brower, Glover, McCullogh, Turner, Kans, 
Browne,T. H.B.,Va.Gof, McKenna, Vance, 
Brumm, Granger, McShane, Vandever, 
Bryce, Greenman, o: K Washington, 
Bunnell, Hall, Morse, West, 
Burrows, Hayes, Nichols, Wheeler, 
Butler, Heard, ‘utting, White, Ind, 
Carlton, Henderson, N.O. O'Donnell, Whitthorne, 

g Hermann, Penington, Wilber, 
Collins, Hiestand, Phelps, Yardley, 
Compton, Hires, Pideock, Yoder, 

Cox, Hogg, Rayner, Yost. 
Crain, Hooker, Ri s 

Davenport, Hunter, Robertson, 

Davidson, Fla. Hutton, Russell, Conn. 


So (two-thirds not voting therefor) the motion ot Mr. DIBBLE to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 

During the vote, 

On motion of Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dis with. 

- The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. VANDEVER, for the rest of 
the S 

(4g Somer with Mr. Mason, for the rest of the day. 
Pg ieekras tats of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, for the rest of 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


pass the] Mr, HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other p ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report,- 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of order on that bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCreary). The next commit- 
tee in order for the purpose of submitting a motion to suspend the 
rules is the Commitee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, on the last suspension day, when 
the Committee on Mines and Mining was reached, I was unavoidably 
out of my seat. I now ask unanimous consent that the Chair may 
return to that committee, in order that I may call up the bill which I 
would have called up had I been present at that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Committee on Indian Affairs and 
several other committees were passed, their rights being reserved. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] now asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Mines and Mining be allowed to retain 
its place, to be called after the other committees which have been . 
passed are called. Is there objection? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained from my 
seat when the Committee on the Militia was called. I do not know 
whether any member asked that the right of the committee be re- 
served; but if no such continuance was given, I now ask unanimous 
consent that the committee may retain its right to be called. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 


LEASES OF INDIAN LANDS FOR MINING PURPOSES. 


Mr. PEEL. On behalf of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I move 
that the rules be nded so as to with the amendments reported 
by that committee, the bill (H. R. 6162) to authorize the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Natiorsof Indians, respect- 

i respective boundaries for mining pur- 
poses, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to 
validate leases heretofore made for said purposes by the proper authori- 
ties of any of said nations. 


pi speed bill as amended by the Committee on Indian Affairs was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Semi- 
nole Nations of Indians, respectively, be,and the same are hereby, authorized 
to lease, in such manner as may be prescribed by the laws of said nations of In- 
dians, respectively, lands within their respective boundaries, forcoal-mining or 
other mining purposes, upon such terms and conditions and for such period as 
to said nations, vely, may seem best, su to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; and any contract for mining made and entered into in 
pursuance of the law of the contracting nation, by ase pamon or persons, officer 
or authority prescribed by the laws of said nation ig such contract, shall 
be binding and effectual upon such contracting nation, as well as upon the 
party entering into such contract with said nation, 

SEC. 2. all moneys arising from leases under the provisions of this act 
shall be paid to and receivable by the treasurer of the con! nation, and 
expended in the same manner and for the same purposes as are otherrevenucs 
or moneys belonging to said contracting nation: Provided, That any revenues 
or moneys arising under a contract of lease made with the Choctaw or Chicka- 
saw Nation ghall be paid, one-fourth to the Chickasaw Nation and three-fourths 
to the Choctaw Nation. 

Sec. 3. That the district courts of the United States for the western district of 
Arkansas and for the northern district of Texas shall have jurirdiction of ali 
controversies arising under this act where the interests of a citizen of the United 
States are involved, or where such citizen may be « pitiy plaintif or defend- 
ant; and for the purposes of this act the Indians, by bi or adoption, of said 
panone vd ereny, authorized to sue and be sued, to plead and be impleaded, 

n said courts, 

Sec, 4, That all lease contracts heretofore made with any of said nations and 
in pursuance with their laws, for coal-mining and other mining, and which 
shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, are hereby validated: and 
any controversy sring under such contract shall be under the jurisdiction of 
noha psy Arne with the same rights to the parties as are provided in sec- 

ion 3 of this 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isa second demanded on the motion 
to suspend the rules? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand a second, 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] and the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr, PEEL] will take their 
places as tellers, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 116, noes 2. 

Mr, CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr; CHEADLE] is willing to withdraw his demand for a quorumif he 
can be allowed an ty to offer to this bill an amendment lim- 
iting the period of these leases to fifteen years. 

Mr. PEEL. Twenty years. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentlemen in charge of the bill consent that 
this may be done, if satisfactory to the House. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for that purpose. 


1889. 


read, ‘‘ for such period not exceeding twenty 4 

Mr.CULBERSON. I introduced this bill; ot I hope that the agree- 
ment now asked may be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS, I ask unanimous consent that the amendment in- 
dicated may be considered as pending, and that a vote be taken on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
PEEL] can modify the bill which he has submitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that by unanimous consent the amend- 
ment indicated be made. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore, Ifthere be no objection, the amendment 
indicated, to insert, after the word ‘‘period,’’ in line 9 of section 1, 
the words ‘‘not exceeding twenty years,” will be made. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. I now modify my motion so as to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and the amendment just inserted on the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. ADAMS. We can not understand what modifications are being 
made. I think the modifications should be read at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will bedone. Is the demand 
for a quorum withdrawn? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Speaker, for the information of the House as 
well as of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], who has made 
the inquiry, I wish to state that this bill simply authorizes the five 
civilized tribes to lease their coal and other mines for a period not ex- 
ceeding twenty years, The bill itself provided no limitation in that 
respect, but the amendment provides that lease contracts of such lands 
shall be fora period not exceeding twenty years, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior in all cases. 

Now, these Indians have been leasing their coal lands for many years 
past. Many of the leases were approved. It was believed the Depart- 
ment could authorize the making of such contracts, and many were ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior under that impression. The 
present Attorney-General, however, found a statute which prohibited 
lease contracts for temporary purposes by these Indians of their coal 
lands, Consequently this legislation has been rendered $ 

The bill requires such leases shall be made under the laws and local 
regulations of the Indians themselves. Gentlemen must understand 
these tribes have their own governors, Legislatures, and various local 
officers; they have all the elements of good State government. 

It is important to the country where these coal lands are located that 
they should be worked, but no company would venture toinvest their 
money upon an uncertainty in relation to the validity of their leases. 
We merely provide these Indians shall do hereafter what they have 
done for years—that is, lease their coal lands. But we have in the 
amendment also provided that they shall not be leased for a period ex- 


ceeding twenty years. 

As I have already said, the provisions of the bill are to be carried out 
under regulations by the Indi themselves, and no lease is to be 

without their consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will this terminate the leases which have been al- 
ready made? 

Mr. PEEL. The leases heretofore made contain no limitation. 
They were made under the belief these Indians had the authority to 
make them for whatever period they might choose. The statute which 
the Attorney-General found, however, prohibits any such leasing of 
these Indian coal lands. The effect, therefore, of this legislation is to 
terminate all such leases. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So, then, it is provided that all leases, past and 
present, shall be for a period not exceeding twenty years? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Section 4 provides— 

That all lease contracts heretofore made with any of said nations and in pur- 
suance with their laws, for coal-mining or other ig, are hereby validated: 
and any controversy ng under such contract shall be under the jurisdiction 
of the courts aforesaid, with the same rights to the parties as are provided in 
section 3 of this act. 

The result of the adoption of this provision would be to validate 
past lease contracts, and they would run forever. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let that be amended so as to provide that those 
lease contracts shall be validated under the provisions of this act fora 
period not exceeding twenty years. understood the amendment 
which has been agreed to covered past leases as well as the present 
ones, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then let it apply to past leases as well as to pres- 
ent ones, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The confusion is so great that it is impossible to 
hear what the gentleman is saying. ; 

Mr, PEEL. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the limitation not exceed- 
ing EN a eet a all sections of the bill so as to coverall 

resent, 

Mr. HOL After the word ‘‘ validated ” insert ‘* subject to 
the provisions and limitations of this bill.”’ 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Let that portion of the bill be amended so as to 


TOTI 


Mr. PEEL. That will cover it. 

Section 4 as modified was then read, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the amendment was 

Mr. CHEADLE. At what point in the bill has the 
exceeding twenty years’’ been inserted ? 

The SPEAKER. After the word “‘ period ” in line 9, section 1, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to insert it also after the word ‘lease’? 
in line 8; so it will read: 

That the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of In- 

ively, be, and the same are hereby, authorized to lease for a pe- 


riod not exceeding Sweaty veers in such manner as may be 
laws of said nations of Indians respectively, lands within 


their woe emn 
boundaries, etc, 

Mr. PEEL. Very well, let it be inserted there, I have no objection 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair hears no objection, and the amendmen 
is a to. e 

Mr. PEEL. The object is to limit all leases, past and present, toa 
period not exceeding twenty years, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] asks 
by unanimous consent that he have leave to his remarks on the 
Oklahoma bill. If there be no objection, leave will be granted for 
that purpose. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered acco: We 

Mr. PEEL. I move to add to section 4 of the bill the following: 

Provided, That the provisions of this bill shall not be deemed to apply to the 
Cherokee Strip or the so-called Oklahoma Territory. > 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; I object. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish tosuggest an amendment by which railroad 
corporations should be prohibited from making leases of these Indians. 
I do that for this : Unless it is done, if you give railroad cor- 
porations the exclusive right of transporting coal, and also let them 
enter into these contracts, you will place the coal supply of that 
region in their hands as absolutely as it is in other sections of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to state to the gentleman from Indiana that I 
do not know of any other way to get this coal out except by railroads, 

Mr. CHEADLE. The reason I make this suggestion is that I believe 
the railway corporations of this country ought to be compelled to trans- 
act their business as common carriers, and not enter into other lines of 
trade out of which all of these great monopolies grow. It is for that 
reason, and for that only, that I ask the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. PEEL. As far as I am individually concerned I have no objec- 
tion in the world, if the gentleman desires to move his amendment, that 
he shall have that privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. It isa good amendment and I hope the gentleman 
will yield for it. The railroads get possession of these coal-mines and 
discriminate against private parties engaged in the same business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my colleague to ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert these words at the end of the section: 

Butno railroad corporation shall directly or indirectly become the lessees of 
such lands. 

Mr. iene I accept that, and ask its adoption at the end of 
section 1. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana? 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill as modified was passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


INTERNATIONAL MONEY-ORDERS. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was called. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads to move to suspend the rnles and pass the 
bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of international 
money-orders from $50 to $100. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill is as follows: e 

Be it enacted ete., That section 4023 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
noms edition, 1878) be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 

“Src. 4028. The Postmaster-General may conclude arrangements with the 
port departments of foreign governments with which postal conventions have 

n or may be concluded for the exchange, by means of postal orders, of small 
sums of money, not exceeding $100 in amount, at such rates of exchange and 
com on to postmasters, and under such rules and sequins as he may 
deem expedient; and the expenses of establishing and conducting such systems 
of ex may be paid out of the proceeds of the money-order business.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect within six months from the date of its 
approval by the President, 

The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded? 

A second was not demanded. 

The question was taken; and the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof), 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. BACON. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment to 
take up a bill which was read this morning. 


to. 
tation ‘not 
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Mr. MILLS. I will yield for that purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. This bill was read this morning. Is the reading 
of it again asked for? : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it be read. 

The bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishmentof a light-boat with fog- 
bell on Oyster-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York, was again 


Pied PEENRER Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

Mr. KEAN. Ishall object unless there is one recognition also given 
to this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
is next on the list if that consent is given. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the gentleman from New Jersey will 
withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. -But the regular order is demanded, which is the 
motion of the gentleman from Texas, 

The motion was agreed to. 
j And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12330) for the relief of 
Moses M. Bane—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 12331) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Agnes M. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R; 12332) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry and 
Philander Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN; A bill (H. R. 12333) providing for certain works 
connected with the Light-House Establishment, in the State of Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 12334) for the relief of James A. 
Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 12335) granting a pension to An- 
drew W. Longley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 12336) authorizing the President of 
the United States to appoint Jacob E. Noel, late lientenant-commander, 
United States Navy, a lientenant-commander on the retired-list of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 12337) granting a pension to Whe- 
don W. Griswold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 12338) for the relief of Leger Res- 
tle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 12339) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
‘Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12340) for the relief of 
B. G. Tilley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 12341) to pension Thomas J. 
Bonig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12342) to pension Thomas H. Campbell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12343) to pension William F, Story—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 12344) granting a pension to Louis 
Holtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12345) to refer the claim against 
the United States of Harriet C. Hunter to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


J PETITIONS, ETC. y 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

Ey Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of A. A. Hunt and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Manitou County, Michigan, for the more effectual protection of 
agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of farmers of Burlington County, 
New Jersey, for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of George C. Langdon and others, for 
a bridge at Detroit—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of heirs of Mary Deez, of Chattooga 
County, Georgia, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of 
South Carolina, urging favorable action in regard to the French spolia- 
tion claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of citizens of South Carolina for the same—to the 
Committee on Claims. ‘ 


is The following petitions against the 


By Mr. GAINES: Resolutions of the Petersburgh, Va., tobacco trade 
urging the repeal of the internal taxes on tobacco—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks, for relief—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ‘ 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of post-office clerks, for relief—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Vost-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of W. P. Atwell, praying for the passage 
of a special act for his relief—to the Committee on Military.Afiairs, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Rebecca J. Johnson, of Tennessee, for 
payment of her war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUDD: Petition of post-office clerks for relief—to the Com-. 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Reads, 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, Ill., asking for the repeal of the special tax on 
holene liquor dealers and rectifiers—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. LIND: Protest of the Tarnverein of St, Panl, Minn., against 
the Blair Sunday bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of farmers of Sudbury, Mass., for protec- 
tion to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Chattanooga Canning Company and 31 
other business firms of Chattanooga, Tenn., asking that drawback be 
allowed on tin-plates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Euclid County, Minnesota, 
fora constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture, sale, etc., 
of aleoholie liquors in the United States—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of post-office clerks, for relief—to the 
Committee ou the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Stateof New York, in favor of 
the improyement of Spuyten Duyvil Creek—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Jennie S. Mitchum, administratrix 
of W. E. Mitchum, of Shelby County, Tennessee, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., for an act to forbid dumpage upon the shores of the Mississippi 
River, and for increase of sppropriangna for improvement of the Upper 
Mississippi—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, protest of Turnverein of St. Paul, Minn., against the Blair 
Sunday bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Petition of Mrs. Susan Bonneville, 
for special act pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolution of the New York State As- 
sembly, urging sufficient appropriation for improvementof the Harlem 
Riverand Spuyten Duyvil Creek—to the Committee on Riversand Har- 
bore. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: Memorial of tax-payers of Maricopa County,’ 
Arizona, requesting a grant of power to said county to issue bonds in 
aid of a railroad in said county—to the Committee on the Territories. | 

By Mr. SYMES: Memorial of the Denver Chamber of Commerce for 
adeep harbor on the Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. < 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for an appropriation to survey the Ohio, 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution relative to a division of Dakota and the admission 
of each into the Union—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of William F. Stovey, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grayville, Ill., for an appropriation to 
improve the Wabash River near Grayville, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Los 
Angeles, Cal., in favor of the uisition of the peninsula of Lower 
California—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Niagara County, New York, 
in relation to duties on logs and lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Petition of 4,500 voters of Spring- 
field, Holyoke, South Hadley, and other towns of Massachusetts, for the 
improvement of navigation in the Connecticut River between Hartford 
and Holyoke—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YODER: Resolution to place Henry B. Keffer on the soldiers’ 
roll of the House employés—to the Committee on Accounts. 


X% — 


of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and several erred to the Committee on 
atents: 
By Mr. 0.8. BAKER: Of J, A. Gillis and others, of Rochester, N. Y. 
By Mr. BELDEN: Of D. S. Kinney and others, of Syracuse, N, Y; 
s By Mr. SOWDEN: Of Isaac M. Kahn and others, of Philadelphia, 
‘ae 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
VENEZUELAN AWARDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, re- 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Sonate of the United States ; 

I transmit herewith, in response toa resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, 
a report of the Secretary of State, ee eon nee with Venezuela in 
regard to the oe of ratifications of the claims convention of December 5, 
1855, between the United States and Venezuela, and to the suspension by Ven- 
ezuela of the monthly quotas of indebtedness under the convention between 
the two countries of April 25, 1866; together with copies of sundry correspond- 
ence between the Department of State and ownersof Venezuelan certificates of 
award or their attorneys on the same subject, aereanenee in said resolution. 

ROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 21, 1889. 


. INDIAN WAR VOLUNTEERS. 


+ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in mse to a resolu- 
tion of the 3d instant, a report from the Adjutant-General relative to 
the services of volunteers from Washington and Idaho Territories in 
the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, ee ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
prin 
STREET IMPROVEMENTS IN WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from S. E. Wheatley, acting president of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, submitting, in response to a resolution of Janu- 
ary 9, 1889, an estimate of the cost of grading and regulating Boundary 
street from Fourth street west to North Capitol street; also the cost of 
and a plan for the opening of the extension of Eleventh street west from 
Boundary to Mount Pleasant avenue; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADALINE A. SMYTH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
_of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2765) granting a pen- 
sion to Adaline A. Smyth, which was, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ pen- 
sion,” tostrike out the words ‘‘ during life of twenty-five,” and insert 
the words ‘‘ of twelve.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

` The motion was to. 
HARRISON WAGNER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 332) granting a pension 
to Harrison Wagner, which was, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘ twelve,” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 30 citizens of Dallas, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the Woman’s Board of the 
Seventh Day Baptist General Conference of the United States, remon- 
strating against the A sees of the national Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the ttee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of 230 citizens of Hills- 
dale, Mich., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST.. I present the petition of Dr. Henry S. Chase and other 
dentists, residents of St. Louis, Mo., praying that ‘‘a bounty of $1 on 
each tooth filied by dentists for their preservation be granted by the 
Congress of the United States in order to encourage an honest industry 
and encourage competition among dentists, which will lower prices to 
patients and moreover encourage immigration of dentists from other 
parts of the world to this country, thereby making a better market for 
all the agricultural and other products,’’ etc. As the tariff bill is still 
under consideration, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ipresent a petition of a convention of delegates of the 
peopleof Washington Territory, held at Ellensburgh, in that Territory, 
January 3, 1889, and resolutions adopted by that convention, favoring 
the admission of the Territory and the northern counties of Idaho as a 
State of the Union with the name of the State of Washington. As the 
petition contains some facts which may be valuable to the committee, 
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I move that it be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. t 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of J. S, Tilder and 60 other 
citizens of the county of Orangeburgh and the voting precinctof Rives- 
ville, in the State of South Carolina, stating that they were deprived 
of their right to vote for Presidential electors and member of Congress 
on the 6th day of November, 1888, at that election precinct. They 
state that they made every reasonable effort to become qualified to vote 
according to the registration laws of the State, but have been denied an 
equal chance and the same opportunity to register as are accorded to 
others of their fellow-citizens. Wherefore the petitioners pray Congress 
to investigate the facts and the practical workings of the registration 
and election laws of the State of South Carolina, and devise some means 
to secure to them the free exercise of the right tied to them by 
the constitution of the State of South Caro’ and the laws and Con- 
stitution of the United States. I move the reference of the petition to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition numerously signed by mem- 
bers of Nickajack Post No. 245, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ne- 
braska, praying for the passage of what is known as the National 
Nea service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Bishop Hurst and 27 citizens 
of Washington, D. C., and petitions of the Methodist Church, the 
Woman’s istian Temperance Union, and Aurora Lodge of Good 
Templars, of Dayton, Dak., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
ro law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 


bor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Cyrus A. Roys and 66 other 
citizens of Nantucket, Mass., and the petition of Charles Tilton and 
80 other citizens of Milford, Mass., praying for the adoption of a con- 
stitutional prohibition amendment; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Lee, Mass., praying for 
the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented petitions of citizens of Weymouth and other 
places in Massachusetts, praying for a constitutional prohibition 
Sandman; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Fairfield and Grand 
Ridge, Ill., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS D ia the petition of the Knights of Labor of 
Horseheads, N. Y., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Hon. J. J. Finley, of Florida, 
praying for the payment of salary due him as Senator from that State 

y reason of appointment to that position by the governor of Florida 
to fill the vacancy created by the expiration of the term of Hon, C. W. 
Jones on the 4th of March, 1887, to the date of Senator PAsco’s elec- 
tion by the Legislature; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were res 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyons; 

A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner; 

A bill (H. R. 11052) ting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 

A bill (S. cain granting a pension to Esther Gould; 

A bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to J. W. Boyd; and 

A bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to Jonas Lehman. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 178) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 


A bill i R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward; and 

A bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3869) to secure 
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the maintenance of public order during the inauguration ceremonies 
of 1889; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that to-morrow, or at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment thereafter, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of both of these bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bills will be placed 
on the Calendar, 

MOUNT VERNON ROAD. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I desire to report favorably from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia the bill (S. 3800) directing a survey 
of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon, and making an 
appropriation therefor. I hope I may have unanimous consent to state 
that I was under the impression when a committee agreed to report a 
bill over their signatures I could just lay it on the desk and that it 
would be considered as reported. I find I was mistaken in that, and 
therefore I have lost the opportunity to call up the bill, unless I can 
get unanimous consent this morning. In view of the fact that the 
chairman of the subcommittee of the Finance Committee, who is in 
charge of the tariff bill, is absent, Iask thatthis bill be nowconsidered. 

Mr. MORRILL, I will state that he will be here presently, and he 
em NS me, soon as the morning business is over, to call up the tariff 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia reports 
favorably from the Committee on the District of Columbia the bill 
named by him, and asks for its present consideration. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I will not insist upon it, but I thought it 
would be proper to take it up at once and passit. I do not think there 
is any objection to it. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 

on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate may now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to detail one or more engineer officers of the Army to make the 
necessary surveys for a national road from a point in Alexandria County, Vir- 
ginta, at or near the Virginia end of the Aqueduct Bridge, and thence jae om 
the counties of Alexan: and Fairfax, in said State,to Mount Vernon, who 
shall report the same, together with the estimated cost of building such road, 
to the Secretary of War, who shall transmit the same to Congress, 

Src. 2. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as frar dA necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of the War Department, be, and the sameishereby, 
gh mage out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
one y the expenses of the United States in carrying out the provisions o 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia, as this isa 
Senate bill, so that it will not be required to send it back to us again, 
that instead of the words ‘‘to be expended under the direction of the 
War Department” the phrase should be ‘‘under the direction of the 
Secretary of War.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well. Let that change be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment, in section 2, line 
2, will be made if there be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3867) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sue B. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3868) to provide for the establish- 
ment of a light and fog-signal to mark the entrance to San Pedro Har- 
bor, California; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3870) for the relief of John 
Faunce; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 


papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 


RECEIVING-SHIP CLAIMS. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator 
from New Ham [Mr. CHANDLER], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CHANDLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate a statement concerning claims for extra allowances to officers and men of 


the Navy based on sea service on Arah Sore sal pg the total gross 
amount of such which have eee i lowed by the accounting 
officers of the the total amount suck slains which been the 
total amount of such claims or posau and any estimate which may have 
been made in the Depa ent of the le total amount of all 
such claims; and that inform 
whether or ee in the office of Fourth Auditor or Second b 
any lists for sea-pay and allowances for service on re- 
g-ships haye been prepared in adyance of the on by the claim- 


ants of their demands; and if so, why such lists have been pre ; and also 
whether or not clerks have worked evenings or otherwise out of office hours in 
preparation of the same; and whether or not copies of such lists or access to 
them or any knowledge of their contents have been allowed to or obtained by 
attorneys or claim agents; if so, who are such attorneys or claim agents; and 
further, whether or not any such claimants have, to the knowledge of the Treas- 
ury Department, paid or made bargains to pay co ions to attorneys or 
claim agents for collecting their claims; if so, what percentages have been 
agreed upon; and in addition, whether or not to the knowledge of the Treasury 
Department, attorneys or claim agents have i advertisements in the 
newspapers inviting co’ mdence from the heirs of officers or men of the 
Navy supposed to be entitled to extra allowances on account of sea service on 
receiving-ships; and if so, whether to the knowledge of the Department such 
advertisements have been prepared after the attorneys or agents have obtained 
access to or knowledge of lists of claimants from the accounting officer of the 
Treasury Department; and that the said Secretary be also directed to furnish 
to the Senate without delay a statement of all other material facts on the sub- 
ject han receiving-ship claims within the knowledge of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, : 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6162) to authorize the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, 
Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, respectively, to lease lands 
within their respective boundaries for mining purposes, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to validate leases here- 
tofore made for said purposes by the proper authorities of any of said 
nations; and 

A bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of interna- 
tional money-orders from $50 to $100. 


DEATH OF HON. EDWARD W. ROBERTSON, 


The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence of 
the death of Hon. Edward W. Robertson, late Representative from 
the State of Louisiana. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


THE REVENUE LAWS. | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 9051, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H, R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 


enue, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Fon y question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], which 


will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after line 1381, 
in ph 340, page 142, down to line 1448, paragraph 353, page - 


144, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
On all grades and kinds of wool; wools on skins; top waste, slubbing waste, 
ted wastes similar to them 


ring yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other 
in character or description, composed wholly or*in part of wool or 
woolen , shoddy and wool waste not otherwise provided 


mo ` 
forin this net: and AOE A AUY of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoR- 
RILL] has given notice of his desire to submit some remarks this morn- 
ing, and Ishall wait until he closes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate will proceed on the bill and 
amendments until 5 o’clock this afternoon, each Senator being per- 
mitted to speak for ten minutes, and but once only on each question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Unanimous consent was given to the Senator from 
Vermont to proceed for twenty minutes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unanimous consent was given that the Senator 
from Vermont should have twenty minutes this m 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont was to be permitted, by unanimous consent, to 
speak not to exceed twenty minutes. The Chair was announcing the 
general order of debate. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I have sought the floor mainly for 
the purpose of preserving the symmetry of the Republicanrecord in 
relation to its action on the tariff. 

It has been my purpose to keep entirely out of the debate on the 
tariff bill now a ra oe cnapcbiaripercxmigansceog dear} 
petency of the Senators who have year past given many - 
ous days to the investigation of the subject, and sorry sa nace in 
their special charge; but I am unwilling to remain entirely silent when 
as a calm looker-on I observe the sudden that has come over 
the dreams of our friends on the other side of the Chamber. Last 
year they were prone to charge the Republican party with having no 
purpose to make any revision of the tariff, or any reduction of the 
revenue. In notaltogether complimentary terms they assured the pub- 
lic that the Republican party were not to be trusted—that our profes- 
sions in this direction were sheer pretense, 

Now, when a measure has been practically presented, and Repub- 
lican Senators are making an earnest effort to promote a reduction of 
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the revenue by a revision of the tariff on the system of protection ap- 
proved by Washington, Hamilton, Madison, and Jackson, the measure 
is assailed by a chorus of vituperative epithets, as harsh to the ear as 
the discordant din of a calithumpian band. Iam persuaded, however, 
that our people, prosperous as they will be under the continuance of a 
fair and reasonable protective policy, with a reasonable reduction of 
revenue, will be able to appreciate the fact that it is ‘‘a condition and 
not a theory’’ which now most troubles our Democratic friends, and 
this general denunciation that we have had for the past twenty days 
will only show, like the clubs found around the best tree of an orchard, 
that a protective tariff bears good fruit. 

ing the recent debate we have often heard the words ‘‘ war tar- 
iff,” as though we were continuing the rates of duty imposed during 
the late rebellion. If that were true, the North would have most rea- 
son to complain, as the North makes much the largest tariff contribu- 
tions of revenue; but it isnot true. Since 1865, and in years when the 
Republicans have had the control of both Houses of Congress, there 
have been at least twelve acts of tariff reductions, 

The duties reduced, if they were now enforced according to the rates 
imposed in 1866, would yielda greater revenue by at least 50 per cent. 
In 1871 we made the breakfast-table free of any duty on tea and cof- 
fee, amounting to a reduction of nearly $23,000,000 as based upon the 
receipts of 1870. The imports free of duty in 1868 were only $15,147,- 
618, but in 1888 they were $244,104,852. The Republicans repealed 
also an immense amount—over two hundred millions—of various in- 
ternal-revenue taxes, reducing the tobacco tax from 40 cents to 32 
cents; again to 24, and from 16 to 8 cents in 1883. The tax on tobacco 
was reduced from 24 cents per pound to 16 centsin 1879, while a Penn- 
sylvania Democrat was the Speaker of the House of Kepresentatives. 

The dozen acts of tariff reductions are sufficient evidence that the 
Republicans, so long as they had the legislative power, were neither 
idle nor inattentive to any proper reduction of the war tariff and of the 
public revenue. 

But when we come to look at the work of the Democratic party while 
holding a majority of the House of Representatives, where all revenue 
bills must originate, we find only the lean and gaunt picture of one tariff 
bill, and that was in 1879, for the repeal of the duty on quinine, from 
which $125,653 of revenue had been coll the previous year. 

The House of Representatives was conurolled by the Democratic 
party from 1875 to 1881, and from 1883 to 1888, and, until July, 1888, 
quinine is the sole decoration of the reduction policy of Democratic 

tariff reformers,” although our ears are here still stunned by the ün- 
ceasing blare abont “revenue reform.” The work done by the Demo- 
cratic party in the Honse of Representatives on internal revenue has 
been equally inconsequential, and is wholly covered by one act, the 
8-cent reduction on tobacco, and that Jed by one who has been in some 
danger of being excommunicated from his party in consequence of his 
unbelief in the Mills tariff bill. 

We are constantly told that a protective tariff is a tax and of no ben- 
efit to farmers. Vermont, the State I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, is largely an agricultural State, and in proportion to the number 
engaged in agriculture eclipses ali the States as well as Territories in 
the total value per capita of all farm productions, and produces more 
horses, cows, oxen, sheep, hogs, wheat, corn, oats, barley, buckwheat, 
hay, and potatoes than any of the New England States except Maine, 
which is much larger in area and population. Vermont leads thirty 
States and Territories in the value of all real and personal property 
averaged to each inhabitant. Of millionaires we have hardly one, if 
any, but our people have excellent homes and are fairly prosperous. 
They fully understand that the encouragement of manufactures is 
an unfailing incidental protection tothe pursuitofagriculta Every 
new man ing enterprise creates consumers and a wider and more 
profitable market for the farmer, and increases the value of his real es- 
tate. Ifour people are well-to-do, it is because labor has the : ‘always 
been held to be honorable, and because they have been trained to hab- 
its of apse as Sp a hundred years. Ifsome Southern States in com- 
parison with Northern States, have not equal wealth. it should be re- 
membered, not as a reproach but as their misfortune, that they long 
lived nnder a system for which our parent country, England, must be 
held as responsible—a system which only demanded manual labor from 
one half of their population and did not encourage economy on the 
part of the other half oi their population. 

But all this is happily changed, and the emancipation of the colored 
race has emancipated the whole people of the South from a system that 
has retarded their industrial prosperity. To-day the advantages to be 
reaped from a protective tariff are not so much in the North or in the 
East; but they will be most largely sought after in other directions, 
and the great West and- the new South in the near future may be ex- 
pected to be the chief competitors for the mastery in diversified indus- 
try. It is annually growing more and more an absolute certainty that 
nearly all the products of agriculture must mainly depend upon a 
home market. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance] declared that he 
preferred the system of taxation which obtained in Great Britain to 
any other. Thatis the only free-tradesystem known in all the world; 
the Senator indorses it; and what have been its results? In five years 


after its adoption free bread, ess of the bread-producers, dimin- 
ished the pei of Ireland -eighths, and ejectments in Ireland 
rose eightfold, while the arrests for crime increased in like proportion. 


In twenty years following the repeal of the corn laws tho production of 
wheat in Ireland and Scotland fell off one-half. The total acreage in 
Great Britain planted to wheat and its equivalents declined 1,900,000 
acres. From 1874 to 1882 the number of cattle diminished 320,000 
head, and the number of sheep dwindled from 30,300,000 to 24,300,000, 
a loss of one-fifth, or 6,000,000. k 

It is notorious that free trade has proved disastrous to all janded es- 
tates in Great Britain, but the sacrificehad to be made or their suprem- 
acy in foreign trade surrendered. 

The Mills tariff bill came to the Senate July 25, 1888, and the ques- 
tion arises, what is the matter with that? The answer is that it is an 
abandonment of protection, and every change proposed is either of ab- 
solute free trade or a step nearer to free trade. It was a bold with- 
drawal of protection toagriculture in almost every direction. The bill 
and the message of the President made free wool, woolen rags, shoddy, 
and mungo so conspicuous that the multitude of agricultural products 
which were consigned to the same fate has been almost hidden from 


sight. The Mills bill proposed to open our markets free to all the 
world for— 

Wool, Bristles, Vegetables, 

Meats, Feath: Coal oil 

Game, Flaxseed or linseed, Oils, animal and fish, 
Poultry, Flax, : 

Tallow, Beans, Hemp, 

Milk, Garden seeds, Broom-corn. 


This list indelibly brands the House Democratic tariff bill as reck- ` 
less and false to all the interests of the farmer, and these articles de- 
serve further notice because they appear to haye been placed on the 
free-list in accordance with what the last Canadian minister under- 
stood might be expected of the present Administration. Ido not think 
Sir Charles has been thanked for divulging state secrets. The list given 
furnishes an illustration of the favors farmers may expect from a Dem- 
ocratic tariff. They will find it a free-trade scheme to give them an 
opportunity to buy their merchandise at low prices, while concealing 
the fact that they must at the same time sell at low prices all of their 
own products. ‘The farmer rarely buys of his merchant merchandise 
equal to more than 10 per cent. of the amount of his annual agricult- 
ural products, and his prosperity therefore depends upon the prices of 
what he has to sell rather than upon the price of the limited amount 
of what he wants to buy. 

Whatever protection for the farmer there is to be found in the House 
tariff bill has been copied from existing law, and there is not one orig- 
inal paragraph that promem new favor to agricultural products, while 
in many instances these favors are much reduced. 

The Mills bill was un-American and framed to inspire foreign people 
with livelier hopes than our own. The large manufacturing towns of 
Great Britain were jubilant over the prospect opening here for a better 
and larger market for their merchandise, The Canadian Dominion, on 
the other hand, were to get ready to offer us a larger amount of their 
“natural products.” Their exports are limited almost exclusively to’ 
lumber and agricultural products, and in 1886 were as follows: 


NN ee N $7, 291,686 | Animal products...............0 $4, 734, 466 
Horned cattle. -» 5,916,551 | Wheat and flour.. . 7,086, 402 
Horses, s.e... . 2,232,623 | Barley ....... Bareeopmwe tas e 5, 724, 693 
RNB AN E EAEE 1,184,106 | Otheragricultural products. 8, 650,721 


This shows that our Canadian neighbors are competgtors with us for 
a market for their agricultural products; and that products are 
based on cheaper lands and cheaper labor will hardly be disputed. The 
ried would be all right for Canada and all wrong for the United 

And now whatis the character of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ate to the tariff bill of the House of Representatives? It will, I think, be 
at once conceded that the Senate amendmentas it now stands will make 
a reduction of revenue not less than the estimate in the report of the 
Committee on Finance, thatis to say, of about seventy-three millions of 
dollars, including nearly twenty-four millions proposed to be removed 
on tobacco and cigars. Of the four hundred and forty paragraphs of 
the Senate amendment, covering existing laws, I have ascertained that 
the duties are proposed to be reduced in one hundred and ten of those 
paragraphs, or in one-fourth part of them. The tariff reduction upon 
sugar will decrease the cost of sugar toevery family not less than 1 cent 
per pound. The bounty on sugar will also multiply the crops of the 
farmer by the introduction of a permanentand more profitable crop, 
and ere long, it is believed, will make our country independent, whether 
in peace or war, as to one of the most expensive and important necessa- 
ries of life. The Senate amendment proposes over forty additions tothe 
free-list, and it also proposes to remedy ascertained practical defects of 
existing laws, many of which have been pointed out by the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury. In fact theamendment is the fruit of vast labor, and 
is intended to bea whole and complete revision of the tariff. Should 
the amendment of the Senate become the law of the land, I believe it 
is not too much to claim that it will cover the country and every part 
of it with countless blessings. 
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Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, between the high rate of duty on 
wool proposed by the Senate bill and the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina to adopt the provisions of the House bill making 
the importation of wool free, I voted for that amendment, not because 
it expressed my view, but because as between the two propositions I 
preferred free wool to wool taxed as high as is proposed by the Senate 


The amendment which I submit proposes an ad valorem duty of 25 
per cent. on the importation of foreign wools. This is-a very modest 
duty compared with that which is proposed by the Senate bill, which 

from what would be an ad valorem duty of 81 per cent. down 
to a much lower rate; but itseemed to me thata 25 per cent. duty upon 
wool, with the advantage to the American wool-growers of the cost of 
transportation from foreign countries to this and passing through in- 
termediate hands, would make a reasonable incidental protection to 
American wools, 

I have seen a calculation, purporting to be from good authority, to 
the effect that the cost, transportation, and handling of average im- 
ports amounts to the equivalent of about 15 per cent. of duty. If 
that be true, then a duty of 25 per cent, would really operate in its 
effect as a duty of 35 or 40 cent. 

While this is nothing like so high a rate of duty as that proposed by 
the Senate bill, it is to be remembered that the duty thus to be paid 
upon these wools and the increased price springing from this duty is 
to be collected off the.people, who in the main have to work harder 
for less pay than those en, in raising wools. So it seems to me 
it would be equitable to put the rate of duty lower than is fashionable 
at this time to propose in the Senate. 3 

The amendment which I present is a substitute in a few lines for 
about three pages of the Senate bill, which proposes specifie duties 
ranging all the way from 24 per cent. up to 81 per cent. I do not see 
the advantage of the adoption of specific rates for different classes of 
the things which come under the head of wool. It is alleged that it 
is to prevent undervaluation at the custom-houses, If that be the 
only reason, then it seems to me the answer to that is that if we have 
honest officials there will not be undervaluation, and that the adoption 
of specific rates will not make officials honest if they are not otherwise 
honest. So at last we must depend upon the integrity and honesty of 
the custom-house officers and not upon the question as to whether there 
shall be specific or ad valorem rates of duty. 

I have never agreed with the view presented in the House bill that 
wool ought to be free, unless it may be made free upon the basis of the 
argument which was there used for it, that by making free wool we 
could greatly reduce the cost of woolen fabrics. When we look at the 
rates of duty popoa by the House bill on woolen goods, where they 

ropose to make wool free, and then at the rates of duty proposed to 
te imposed upon woolen goods by the Senate bill, where the rate upon 
wool is so high, it will be seen that there was much reason in that ar- 
gument, 


The rate upon woolen goods proposed by the House bill, I believe 


uniformly (certainly to a great extent), was about 40 per cent. This, 
added to the cost of transportation and handling, according to the cal- 
culation to which I refer, would make it operate as a protection of 
about 55 per cent, Thatis a very great reduction from what exists 
under the law as it now is. Itis a reduction on the average receipts 
of 50 per cent. I have not made an accurate calculation, but the table 
will show that it is not less than 50 percent. So if we reduce the 
duty on woolen goods 50 per cent., and take the duty off of wool, it 
would cheapen woolen clothes to the people, and perhaps might save 
them as much as wool-growers would lose by the failure to put an im- 
port tax on wool, 

However that may have been, when we see the duty on woolen goods 
placed at rates ranging from 148 per cent. down to 63 per cent., as isthe 
case in the Senate bill, it would seem strange that the wool out of which 
those goods were made should be made free, 

Certainly those engaged in sheep husbandry are as much entitled to 
the favor of the Government as those engaged in other vocations. Be- 
sides that, it isan industry which in its results comes into competition 
with foreign wools, so that the condition upon which gentlemen ad- 
vocate high protection is brought to bear with reference to wool. 

Another reason I have for this is that it is one of the agricultural 
products of the country. I have had occasion more than once to refer 
to the fact that in this immense system provided for in the Senate bill 
for the transfer of the money and earnings of one part of the people and 
country for the benefit of another part, it was found necessary to leave 
agriculture out of its beneficial influence in order that we might have 
a field to draw revenues from to supply the means of enriching the 
benefjciaries of the Senate bill. 

Sheep husbandry is a branch of agriculture. I would of course do 
what I could do to place it on a fair and equal basis with other indus- 
tries. I know no way, however, under the facts which surround us, 
to be equally just to the men who plow and hoe, to the men who raise 
corn and cotton and wheat, and to the men who raise meats, because 
as to these things we export and do notimport. That is, if we import 
any of them it is in a very unimportant degree, and no duty levied 
upon the importation of these things can benefit the millions of peo- 


ple engaged in these vocations. So they stand unprotected, uncovered 
y the law, and made to pay the bounties proposed to be conferred by 
this bill upon all the classes intended to be benefited by it. 

It is something that is calculated to excite inquiry, if not surprise, 
in the mind that the manufacturers of woolen products do not prefer 
free wool as a means of increasing their profits. Evidence was read 
here yesterday from persons engaged in the business which indicated 
@ good reason for such persons that they feared if they did not give a 
duty on wool they would lose the votes of the wool-growers in seeking 
protection for their own industries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. COKE. Mr, President, before the Senate bill was reported I 
had occasion to to the Senate my views on this wool question 
in connection with the tariff, and I will read here what I then said as 
expressive of my views now: } 

Wool ought to go on the free-list, just as all the bases of manufacture and all 
the machinery used in manufacturing should. Woolen clothing is as abso- 
lutely necessary to all the people of the United States, and made so by climatic 
and sanitary considerations, as quinine is in the malarial districts, cause it 
is recognized as a prime necessity in the treatment of diseases in many parts of 
the country, quinine was placed on the free-list, For infinitely stronger reasons 
woolen clothing ought to be cheapened to the lowest attainable point, and the 
first and most indispensable ste that directisn is to put wool on the frec-list, 
When it is placed on the free-list, however, it ought to be done in the interest 
of the consumer, not of the manufacturer. The consumer should have the 
benefit of the uction, not the manufacturer. A duty of 8} per cent. would 
pay back to the manufacturer the difference between English and American 
wages in woolen manufacture, A duty of 17 percent.would return tothe woolen 
manufacturer of the United States every dollar he pays out for wages in manu- 
facturing wool, A duty of 20 per cent. would be highiy protective of the manu- 
facturer who uses untaxed wool. To allow the manufacturer of free, untaxed 
wool 30 or 40 or 50 per cent. protection for the manufactured article would, in 
my gagnons, bean outrage on the consumer, 

As I do not expecta bill passed which will meet my views, and do mean to 
et pos aada I can get in the way of tariff reduction, however far it may full short 
of what I desire, I may be compelled to vote for a bill containing such an in- 
justice; butif so, it will be against my most earnest protest, and after my best 
efforts to reform it. 

Now, Mr. President, whenever the bases of manufactures, whenever the 
different raw materials which enter into manufactures in this country 
are placed upon the free-list, I shall always be ready to put wool upon 
the free-list. The Mills or House bill and the Senate substitute pro- 
ceed upon opposing theories. The Mills bill proposes to raise revenue 
for the support of the Government, giving incidental protection. The 
Senate substitute is constructed for protection, raising revenue inci- 
dentally, I have stood by the theory of the Mills bill by my votes in 
the Senate because I believe, while the bill is not such aoneas I prefer 
in all respects, it represents the true principle upon which taxation 
should be levied and collected in this country. As to wool, lumber, 
salt, tin-plates, provisions, and all sorts of clothing, all in the every-day 
life of our people in constant use, the Mills bill deals in the interest of 
the great mass of the American people. It places someof these articles 
upon the free-list and others upon the tax-list, but the rate of taxation 
is the lowest that it was believed at the time the bill was constructed 
would commend itself to the American people. The Senate substitute 
imposes an increased rate of taxation upon these items and all others 
entering into daily and general consumption. It increases the burdens 
of living. It increases the cost of shelter, of clothing, of provisions. 
It increases everything that enters into the life, the support, and cost 
of living of the people of the United States Between these two bills 
I could not hesitate as to choice. 

The Mills bill placed wool upon the free-list. I have voted for the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to place 
it on the free-list here. I would not be willing to place wool on the 
free-list on the Senate bill, standing as it does now heavily protecting 
everything else. I voted to place it upon the free-list knowing that 
no such bill could pass the other House in its present form and beliey-~ 
ing that whenever it goes there and is sent toa committee of conference 
between the two Houses it must be changed, and that if concessions 
were made by the House to the Senate on one side the Senate would 
be compelled to make concessions to the House on the other, and in 
this adjustment that justice will be done to the wool as to other in- 
terests. 

The views which I expressed in the from which I have just 
read are the views I entertain now, and they are the views I have ex- 
pressed in the votes I have cast on this bill. 

Mr. President, I have no hope that any measure of relief from oy 
pressive taxation will pass this Congress. The theories of the two bi 
now before the Senate are irreconcilable, I regard the debate and dis- 
cussion of this session of Congress and of the previous session as simply 
educational. I believe the le will take hold of this subject and 
examine it and understand it for themselves. I do believe the time 
will come when the true principles of government with reference to 
taxation will be reasserted, when the people will return to them, when 
the Government will be administered upon them, when taxation for 
the support of the Government alone will be regarded and held and es- 
tablished as the only legitimate taxation under a free government. 

The time will come when the people will look back to the bill that 
is before the Senate, and which will pass the Senate but not the House, 
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as a monstrous attempt at legislation in the interest of a few at the 
expense of the great mass of the people. The correct principles of gov- 
ernment will be reasserted; and I say, Mr. President, to the Senators 
on the other side that they need not lay the flattering unction to their 
souls that the issue is determined. It is not determined, and it will 
never rest until the great mass of the people of this country are per- 
mitted to live free of any exaction except that which is necessary for 
the support of their Government. I shall vote for the amendment of- 
fered by my colleague. \ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas[Mr. REAGAN]. [Puttingthequestion.] By 
the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask for the yeas and nays on that amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I voted for free wool, and therefore I 
can not consistently vote for this amendment. ‘I voted for it notwith- 
standing the pretended claim made upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber in behalf of protection. The party seeking what is called pro- 
tection now are divided into three classes: First, the bulk of dealers 
and jobbers; the second class is the manufacturers, some of whom are 
said to. be opposed to free wool and some of whom are said to be in 
favor of it; and the third party appearing to be the wool-growers, es- 
timated by the honorable Senator from Ohio to be 1,000,000. There 
is a much more numerous class, however, of the American people who 
are interested. The persons who wear and use woolen clothing and 
woolen fabrics embrace, I think, the whole population of the United 
States, 65,000,000, They exceed in numbers the wool-growers or the 
woolen manufacturers, or any other parties who are interested in the 
product of wool. I think they are also the parties who most need pro- 
tection, and that we, in voting to take the tax off wool, are thus the 
true protectionists affording protection to the most numerous class and 
those who most need it. 

I doubt very much the circumstances recited here about the decrease 
in the number of sheep and the decrease in the amount of the wool 
product. I doubt whether if the fact exists it has had any connection 
with the tariff legislation upon this subject. These statements are an- 
tiquated fallacies long ago exploded, that two things contemporaneous 
must necessarily bear the relation to each other of cause and effect. 

Vicious as I believe a high prohibitory system to be to all the indus- 
trial interests of the country, I would not yet think that the cholera 
or the yellow fever, though both of those plagues have visited us dur- 
ing the regime of prohibitory tariffs, are in any measure to be attrib- 
uted to that system. I believe, indeed, that tariff legislation has had 
no more todo with those pestilences than it has had todo with the fact 
stated by the honorableSenatorfromOhio. Evenifitweretrueit would 
not change my course. I believe a large amount of the revenue paid 
upon imported wools will be added immediately to the price of the 
domestic article—that the wool-grower, one of the factors, and the 
most numerous, will be to that extent benefited by untaxed wool. 
Even if that were not so I do not think that men, women, and chil- 
dren should be scantily or meanly clad for the sake of clothing sheep 
better or for the sake of increasing the number of sheep or clothing 
them with fine and long wool instead of coarse or short wool. 

I believe the sheep was made for man, not man for the herd or flock, 
and that therefore if the interests of the herd and flock collide with 
the interests of humanity the former must be subordinated. ButIdo 
not think there can beany collision. No legislation can bringit about. 
The great industry of sheep culture and all the factors dependent upon 
it will find their profit, not by virtue of legislation, but in spite of 
legislation hostile to it in the necessities of the country. 

The question was asked by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE], and by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], with refer- 
ence to this wool schedule generally, and with reference to the metal 
schedule, and with reference to all the schedules in this bill, why is 
the highest rate of duty, or a very high one, placed upon the cheaper 
and coarser article? 

In this case the cheapest and the coarsest fabrics of wool are subject 
to the highest rate of duty and the finer fabrics are subject to a lower 
one. ‘That is a question every way worthy of an answer._ It has not 
been answered. It remains without answer. The reason is obvious. 
These monopolists now in existence, protected by the high prohibitory 
tariff, and the monopolists by the passage of this law to be protected, 
under which I have ro doubt a new species of this vermin will appear 
who will crawl to the surface like grubs and worms after a rain-storm 
in summer—both these classes know very well that to place the high- 
est rate of duty upon an expensive article will give them the command 
simply of a limited market; the tribute-payers (and these are very few) 
will be on only of a number of our people who are wealthy 
and well-to-do, who can buy and use such articles of fine or refined 
manufacture. 

But whenyou a the highest tax upon articles of coarse material, 
then, the tax or tribute payers being coexistent with the population of 
the Republic, every man, woman, and child becomes subject to that 
exaction and the monopoly becomes universal. This is undoubtedly 
the reason of this discrimination. Therefore, dividends accrue to the 
owners and holders of shares of manufacturing corporations, aid large 


fortunes are made within twoorthree yearsand they often retire. Such 
persons under the provisions of this bill may retire from active busi- 
ness in a very short period. They have become men of wealth, men 
of capital. | They subscribe liberally to the Home Market League; they 
pay penny-a-linersto malign the Democratic party as an English party, 
as a French party, asa German party, as an Austrian party. They eat, 
drink, and are merry. They have solved the alchemy of life itseif— 
solved it by an act of Congress merely to extract from the earnings of 
others the abundant means of their own luxury and fashionable dis- 
lay. 

8 1 very much regret that the consideration ofsuch a measure should 
not only occupy the day but should have fallen toa night session and 
a session before 12 o’clock. I do not think it would have hurt the 
measure to have had a full session in all the consideration given to the 
bill. 

I suppose all have concluded now for several weeks that this magnif- 
icent scheme of eclectic plunder will reach here its consummation, and 
will to the extent of the action of this body receive the sanction and 
force of law. The victim is bound securely to the altar. There is no 
way or hope of escape. Why should there be any unseemly orunusual 
haste in offering the sacrifice? Is it indispensably necessary that this 
stupendous holocaust of the interests of land and labor should be of- 
fered up on a day certain? For notwithstanding what is said about 
diversifying interests, I remind honorable Senators that taxation can 
not be diversified. All these taxes will come from the product of land 
and labor. 

Again, sir, there may be other considerations. How far, sir, will the 
high prohibitory features of this bill, those features which distinguish 
it from the original bill, which distinguish it from every other measure 
ever reported to the American Congress—those features which propose 
absolutely to destroy the American protective system and to substitute 
in its place the Chinese system of prohibition and of prohibitory duties 
and rates of commercial exclusion—how far will these.gain acceptance 
outside of this body? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. HARRIS. Like theSenatorfrom Indiana[ Mr. Torrie], I voted 
for free wool, but unlike him I shall vote for this amendment. Fail- 
ing to get free wool, I shall vote for the amendment because it approx- 
imates free wool very much more nearly than that part of the bill for 
which it is proposed to substitute the amendment. IfI can not get 
free wool I will come as near it as I can, and for that reason I shall 
very cheerfully vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Texas. That is all I desire to say. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. - ; 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. i 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison]. As heis not present, 
I withhold my vote. Otherwise I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN], and therefore 
withdraw my vote, having voted ‘‘nay.” 

nose I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK]. 2 

The result was announced—ayes 22; nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Bate, Eustis, Harris, Reagan, 
ee el Faulkner, peat of Arkansas, von 

ckburn, George, organ 

Cockrell, Gibson, Pasco, ’ Walthall. 
Coke, *Gray, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Hampton, 

NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, Farwell Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, Frye, Paddock, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hiscock, - Payne, er, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 

ABSENT—23. 

Allison, Cameron, Kenna, 
Beck, Daniel, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Bowen, Hale, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Hearst, Sabin Wilson of Md. 
Call, Ingalls, Saulsbury; 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iask now that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Schedule D. EEN 
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Mr. VANCE. Before the wool schedule is passed I desire to offer 
an amendment with the permission of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
jI propose to amend by adding a proviso at the end ofsection 371, after 
the close of the wool schedule, as follows: 
| Provided, That no article mentioned in this schedule shall pay a rate of duty 
‘exceeding 75 per cent. ad valorem. 

Which will afford some relief against the enormous duties imposed 
by the specific rates upon the cheaper articles mentioned in this sched- 
ule. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 1579, on page 150, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That no article mentioned in this schedule shall pay a rate of duty 
exceeding 75 per cent.ad valorem. ~ ú 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
cal? the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. On the last vote I inadvertently voted, forgetting 
that I was paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen], but as the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL] is absent, T 
am requested to transfer the pair to him, which I do, and I vote *‘yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (after ha voted in the ive). Being paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], I withdraw my 


vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Brown, George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, i aaao, Pugh, H yenga Na 
Coke, ` Hampton, Seulsbury, 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich. Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, K Peray — 
Chace. e, Padd 
Chandler, Hawiey, Palmer, Stockbridge, 

+ yne, > 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Delph’ ks f Nevada, nen x 

ones 0! > 
Edinunds, Manderson, Sa’ A 
ABSENT—16. 
Allison, Butler, Hale, Ransom, 
Beck, Cameron, Hesnes Riddleberger, 
Blodge! enna, Sabin, 
anae, Gorman, McPherson, Stanford. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that Schedule D, on page 119, may be 
read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SCHEDULE D.—WOOD AND WOODEN WARES. 


199. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

200. Timber, squared or sided, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 1 cent per cubic foot. 

201. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white-wood, 
sycamore, and bass-wood, $1 per thousand feet board measure ; sawed lumber, 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, $2 thousand feet board 
measure; but when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in addition to the 
rates herein provided, there shall y and paid for each side so planed or 
finished 50 cents per thousand feet board measure; and if planed on one side 
and tongued and grooved, pe thousand feet board measure; and if planed 
on two sides and tongued and grooved, $1.50 per thousand feet board measure. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘ measure,” in lige 815, the com- 
mittee move to insert ‘‘ white pine, $1.50 per thousand feet board 


mensure,” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated from 


the desk. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 201, line 815, after the word 


“' measure,” it is proposed to insert: 
White pine, $1.50 per thousand feet board measure. 


The amendment was to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: - 

202, Hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, n-bl oar-blo in-b) 
headin $ jocks, and all like blocks EAA or pea Sally, po 
cent, ad valorem, 

203. Staves of wood of all kinds, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

204. Pickets and palings, 20 per cent. ad lorem. 

15 cents per one thousand pieces. 
35 cents one 
¥ one thousand. 
boards, Eso per one thousand. 


Mr. VEST. I move now to strike out in the paragraphs that have 
been read, commencing with h 199, those words which im- 
pose a duty and to insert in lieu thereof in each case “shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please send his 
amendment in writing to the desk, so that it may be properly incor- 
porated in the Journal. 

Mr. VEST. That would take some little time, and my whole object 
is to place these woods, commencing with ‘‘ Timber hewn and sawed,’? 
and the manufactures of wood, upon the free-list. I could have’made 
the motion to the first paragraph as well as to the others, but I preferred 
to wait until we reached furniture, so as to raise the whole question 
upon one motion instead of several. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be impossible to keep the 
Journal entries correctly unless the amendment is made more specific. 

Mr. VEST. Very wëll; then I will raise the whole question by 
moving in paragraph 207 to strike out ‘‘$2 per one thousand’? and in- 
sert ‘‘shall be admitted free of duty.” 

Bayo ASIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 207, line 834, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘two dollars per one thousand?’ and insert 
“shall be admitted free of duty;’’ so as to read: 

Pine clapboards shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. VEST. By turning to the free-list upon page 183 of the bill re- 
ported by the Finance Committee, it will be found that the following 
articles of wood are put upon the free-list: 


Wood.— 
O T nadie balk heading-bolts, or staye-bolts, and shingle-bolts, hop- 
poles, big et ie een ee mhir peakiag, 

Cedar, um-yi cewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, 
satinwood, and all other W unmanufactured, not prs Aikani spe- 


cially provided for in this act; bamboo, rattan, reeds, unman: ; bam- 
boo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hairwood, Dear aap o myrtle, and 
other woods, not otherwise specially provided for in this act, in the rough, or 
not further manufactured than cut lengths suitable for 


umbrella, 
sun-shade, or whip sticks, or ee and India malacca joints, not fur- 
ther manufactured than cut into table lengths for the manufactures into 
which they are intended to be converted. 


The ptr hia POTASA that as to railroad ties—— 
oe BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not 

Mr. VEST. I will not yield to any question, for the reason that I 
have only ten minutes and it would come out of my time. 

Mr. BLAIR. All right. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not mean any discourtesy, but I am compelled to 
decline to allow interruptions. 

It will be seen from these provisions on the free-list that railroad 
ties, after they are prepared to be put down upon the tracks of the 
road, are i upon the free-list, and yet I take it that there are no cor- 
porations in this country which in their means and tion are 
more able to take care of themselves and of their interests than the 
railroads of the United States. 

It will be seen also that timber for ship-building, planks, etc., are 
put upon the free-list, which is a discrimination in favor of the wooden- 
ship builders and ship ownersof the United States. It will also be seen 
that cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, mahogany, and all woods that 
are used for Inxurious and unnecessary purposes for the rich and the 
wealthy are placed upon the free-list. ‘The object of my amendment is 
simply to extend that provision to the ordinary consumers of the United 
States. After the close of the war the Republican party took the taxes 
off of the railroads, and off of banks, and off of incomes, and now we ask 
them to extend the same sort of legislation to the settlers upon the wild 
lands of the West who need lumber for the most ordinary and neces- 
sary of hunen) life. i 

i might quote one of the great leaders of the Republican party against 
the idea of placing internal-revenue taxes lumber. I refer to 
Mr. Blaine, who a number of yearsago, when that question came up in 
the House of Representatives, of which he was then amember, made an 
eloquent appeal in behalf of the settlers in the great West, assuming 
as a matter of course (because, although if was a question of internal 
revenue, the argument applied just as well to tariff taxation, so far as 
the necessities of the poor men were concerned) that lumber was an 
absolute necessary of life and should be made as cheap as possible to 
the people of the country. 

But we are again confronted with the question whether the removal 
of this duty will decrease the cost to the consumer. I shall not go over 
that argument again, but I simply refer to past legislation to show the 
construction that has been put upon this removal of the lumber-tax by 
the Congress of the United States in both branches. 

When the town of Me., was destroyed by fire a proposition 
was made by the members from Maine to remove the duty from lum- 
ber in order to assist the people of that city who had been visited by 
this terrible calamity. en Chicago, with its magnificent business 
houses and palaces, was wrapped in billows of flame and fortunes dis- 
appeared in asingle night, the tatives of the great State of Illi- 
nois appeared here and asked lumber, with other materials for 


building, be put upon the free-list in order to give relief to the 
of that fire-stricken city. peel 


I have before me the history of that legislation. I have here the 
report upon the bill introduced by General Logan, then a member of 
the Senate, to give this relief to the people of Chicago, and a volum- 
inous report made by the Committee on the Judiciary as to its consti- 
tutionality. 

Senator Carpenter then raised the question in behalf of the lum- 
ber interests of Wisconsin that this legislation was unconstitutional, 
and for weeks the debate was carried on in this Chamber as to the 
constitutionality of that measure. Finally the Judiciary Committee, 
under the lead of Mr. ter, made a majority report inst the 
constitutionality of the bill, and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS], with Senator Wright, of Iowa, made a minority report upon 
the other side, Senator Carpenter reporting that the bill was uncon- 
stitutional, and the Senator from Vermont and Senator Wright hold- 
ing that it was constitutional. 

have here the vote by which the Senate passed that bill and sent it 
to the House of Representatives, including lumber, and I have the de- 
bate in the House where the Representatives from Wisconsin and Michi- 
gan appeared in behalf of the lumber interests of those States and ob- 
jected to the bill because they said it discriminated against their con- 
stituents by taking this duty from the proceeds of the sale of lumber 
by the lumber owners, the owners of those vast tracts of lumber lands 
in those great Northwestern States; the whole argument assuming that 
the removal of the duty inured to the benefit of the consumers in Chi- 
cago and militated against the interests of the timber owners in Wis- 
consin and Michigan. 

In this Chamber Senator Chandler, representing the lumber own- 
ersin Michigan, fought the bill from the beginning, and the debate 
lasted here, as I have said, over three weeks. When the bill went to 
the House of Representatives Mr. Conger, lately a Senator in this 
body and then an active member of the House, opposed it upon the 
same ground, stating that immense forest fires had swept over Michi- 
gan, and it would be unjust to take this duty off in behalf of the city 
of Chicago. Upon the motion of Mr. FARWELL, of Chicago, then a 
member of the House and now a member of this body, lumber was as 
a compromise stricken out of that bill, and I call attention to the state- 
meo made by Mr. Finkelnburg,. from my own State, after it was 
stricken out: ‘ 


factory to all 
h this 


e. 
Mr, FINKELNBURG. I suppose the gentleman from Michigan 


means to say that the delegations from Wisconsin and Manaa aro penne 
their lumber interests, are willing that anybody else may be sacrificed. 

I refer to these debates and to the law upon the statute-book, which 
I have before me now, with lumber stricken out at the instance and 
under the opposition of the Representatives of the great lumber inter- 
ests of the Northwest, who declared that no such discrimination in fa- 
vor of the people of Chicago should be made, because their own con- 
stituents had also suffered from conflagration in the forests and they 
should still be permitted to reap the benefit of the $2 a thousand tax 
upon imported lumber. 

We are told that the people of Maine have the right to this tax be- 
cause they are put in sharp competition with the Canadians; but the 
other day we found a provision in this bill which permitted the citi- 
zens of Maine owning forests in that part of the State which lies across 
the St. John River to take their lumber down that stream, land it upon 
the shores of Canada, then have their work performed upon it by Ca- 
nadian laborers, and then brought back into the United States and 
sold to my constituents in the West. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is mistaken there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mis- 
souri has expired. 

Mr,.8 BRIDGE. Mr. President, I certainly hope that theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will not be adopted. 
Representing in part the State of Michigan, whose citizens are largely 
engaged in this industry, I desire to submit a few remarks upon this 
general question. I intended to have entered an objection to the pro- 
vision proposed by the committee. While I dislike to differ with the 
oe I am unable to find any good reason for the proposed re- 

uction. 

The lumber interest of the country is a vast one, and by the census 
of 1880 only two industries of the country exceeded it in value. 


By report of the National Lumbermen’s Association, 1885, I find— 
Michigan : 
Annual product (4,000,000,000 feet). 
In in mills and fixt 
Men employed... 
Paid out in wages. 


Interest on same, wages. 
Farm produce consumed....... 


Annual w: 


Steen neeees assess was enreetenaceneens ne retest nee ess.. 


From this statement the magnitude of the business will be under- 
stood. 

Now the question is, why should lumber be protected? 

First. In reply I would say, because the timber standing is worth 
and costs from $4 to $6 per thousand feet, standing in the tree, in the 
white-pine region of the United States, while in Canada it costs but $1. 

Second. Because the labor expended upon it, to fit it for the market, 
costs not less than 33} per cent. more than it does in Canada. 

Third. The average cost of labor in making lumber is not less than 
$6 per thousand feet. So that the difference in the cost of labor alone 
equals the present amount of duty, namely, $2 per thousand feet. So 
that, even upon the theory laid down by the President in his m 
the present duty should be maintained to equalize the difference be- 
tween labor here and in Canada. 

The difference in freight to New York or Buffalo is less than upon 
Michigan or Wisconsin lumber, and to Chicago is not over $1 per thou- 
sand more, while the difference in cost of stumpage is from $3 to $5 
against the American manufacturers. 

It has been said that when you call the cost of stumpage $3 to $6— 
say an average of $4—that you allow to the lumberman an immense 
profit upon his timber. It has been said in the discussion of this ques- 
tion elsewhere that these pine lands were bought of the Government 


at 10 shillings acre, and that when you on stumpage at $4 per 
thousand feet it gives the lumberman an immense gain u its cost. 
Now, the facts are that a large proportion of these lands in Michi- 


gan and elsewhere were put into market and largely sold in 1836-’37. 
They were bought largely by Eastern parties and were held by them 
very Jargely till 1857 or 1860, and were sold to mill-men or others at 
from $10 to $15, and this price only gave them 6 per cent. interest and 
amount paid for taxes during those twenty years. 

Lumbermen who purchased these pine lands in 1857 to 1860 find that 
allowing 6 per cent. interest and taxes, to this date, makes their pine 
lands cost them $40 to $45 per acre. Ten thousand feet per acre is a 
good average cut per acre, which, at $4 per thousand feet, would only 
give them $40, or the cost of the land; so that you will see that the 
much-abused pine baron only gets back his investment when he real- 
izes $4 stumpage. During all the years he has held these lands he has 
paid large annual taxes, town, county, road, and school taxes, contrib- 
uting his full share to the development and improvement of the country. 

It should be kept in mind that his Canadian competitor simply pays 
upon his leased timber limits an annual tax of $1 per square mile, and 
$1 per 1,000 feet upon the amount he cuts and removes annually, hay- 
ing no other taxes to pay and no risk of forest fires and win 
no Jarge investment in timber lands to be carried by the business. It 
has been claimed in the discussion of this question elsewhere that large 
numbers of the low-priced Canadian laborers come over and are em- 
Doga by our lumbermen. The fact is, that while many ians 

o seek employment in American pineries, still they are, as a rule, 
strong, sturdy fellows, brought up to the business, and earn full Ameri- 
can wages. 

About 5 or 6 per cent. of the lumber consumed in the United States 
comes in from Canada, and, in my opinion, all you reduce the duty on 
lumber will be added by the Dominion Government to the price of their 
stumpage, and no purchaser of lumber in this country will be benefited 
by it. 


Feet. 
Imported from Canada, 1887........100+.0+ ssssesrssssesesecsssnnasssenesesonsansssoes 443, 000, 000 
Southern pine lumber received in New York, 1887......... s... 220,000,000 
South Carolina lumber received in New York, 1887.......---..:000sess00 ». 50, 000, 000 


These being the facts as to the relative cost of producing lumber in 
this country and in Canada, why should the present duty of 16 per 
cent. bereduced, unless the principle of protecting American industries 
is to be abandoned? Notless than 60 percent. of the total cost of lum- 
ber is the cost of labor and woods supplies, and that labor, as I have 
before stated, is paid not less than 33} per cent. more than the same 
labor is paid in Canada. 

I understand that the States which produce no lumber would like to 
buy it as cheaply as possible. But when the lumber duty is among the 
very lowest on the entire list—and they should remember that this in- 
dustry employs and supports 150,000 men, who consume $30,000,000 
of their farm products as well as a vast amount of manufactured articles, 


41 
40 | which all tends to their prosperity. These 150,000 men must be em- 


ployed somewhere, and if not employed in producing lumber, and all 
turning their attention to growing wheat and corn, I fear our friends 
in the West would soon feel the change. 


1080 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I do not believe lowering the duty on white-pine lumber would give 
the purchaser in the West cheaper lumber; but the difference would 
go into the Dominion treasury, and at the same time it would disturb 
and cripple the lumberman in this country. 

Our claim for the retention of the present duty on lumber is the 
most modest and honest claim made by any class of manufacturers in 
this country, and I therefore hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] is not in the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. I am in the Chamber. 

Mr. PALMER. Ah! I always like to hear him talk because he 
talks equally well on all subjects, and when the facts are not to his 
hand his imagination supplies arguments thatare aboutas convincing as 
the conclusions he draws from facts for premises. He talks this morn- 
ing as if he were in the Canadian Parliament. It is the same argu- 
ment that we hear of there, the great humanitarian argument, cheap 
lumber for the people of the West. 

There is a demand for cheap lumber as there is for everything else 
cheap, but I contend that the imposition of the tariff has given the 

ple in the long run cheaper lumber to-day than they would have 
had if the lumber interest had not been protected, and for the very 
reason Ishallstate. The Canadian lumber that comes into competition 
with American lumber is the lumber of low grade. With the protec- 
tion of $2a thousand the American lumberman has been enabled to 
save all of the coarser qualities, which amount in Michigan alone to 
800,000,000 feet a year; and which, if it was not for the tariff, would 
be left to rot in the woods, and would be an intrinsic loss. Possibly 
the Senator can not appreciate the amount of lumber contained in 
800,000,600 feet. It would make three fences five boards high around 
the earth at the equator. That would have been thrown away each year 
for the last ten years if it had not been for the tariff; and I will leave it 
to any gentleman of this Chamber with common reasoning faculties 
whether that abstraction from the supply of the country would not 
have brought lumber up to a higher price than it is to-day. 

What has been the advance? I will send up some tables which T 
will not read, but would like to have incorporated in my remarks, 
showing that whereas lumber has advanced only $1 a thousand in the 
last twenty years the stumpage has increased from $4.50 to $6. 

That apparent anomaly is accounted for in this way: That lumber- 
men, by reason of the tariff, have not only taken all the coarser logs 
which have filled a place in the consumption of the country, but they 
have dug up logs from the very earth, and they are digging them up 
to-day and taking them down to the mills of Michigan to be sawed. 
Whereas, if there had been no duty on lumber, there would have been 
wasteful cutting in the Northwest and in Canada, and lumber would 
have necessarily been higher because of the diminished supply. 

In regard to the Chicago fire, if the Senator had looked over the whole 


. of that discussion he would have seen that one of the reasons why the 


duty was not thrown off of lumber for the Chicago sufferers was because 
there was fear of fraud. It was distinctly charged that instead of lum- 
ber being admitted for the Chicago sufferers alone a break would have 
been made that would have enabled the whole West to have been sup- 
plied with lumber free of duty. 

I am sorry that I shall have to hurry along with my remarks, for I 
have a great deal tosay. In addition to the arguments for protection 
that my colleague [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] has advanced, I will state 


_ another one. Canada with the true British instinct of promoting all 


of its industries subsidizes her lumbermen. Our lumbermen get no 
advantage from the United States except the incidental advantages 
from protection. ‘The Canadian lumbermen have their booms built to 
the extent of hundreds of thousands of dollars by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment. It would be a direct discrimination against our lumbermen 
if you should admit lumber free. 

Then, again, they sell theirlumber in Canada by limits, as it is called. 
There are certain ground rents; certain timber duties. As a matter of 
course it is loosely conducted. They gét their stumpage for little or 
nothing. They pay none of our taxes; and, as my colleague has said, 
they only pay 75 per cent. as much as we pay for labor. 

The great point is this: The Senator from Missouri made the remark 
that there wasa discrimination against the poor in favor of the rich by ad- 
mitting these luxurious woods free. The difficulty with the gentlemen 
on the other side isthatthey never seem to rise to the comprehension of 
this subject of a protective tariff. Why are luxurious and expensive 
woods like mahogany admitted free? Because they give work to Ameri- 
can laborers. The log only is admitted free from Honduras. It comes 
here in American or foreign bottoms; it is put on American cars made 
by American mechanics, trundled off to an American shop, hauled on 
American drays, worked up by American workmen, put into houses or 
furniture by American workmen. The logs that cost $500 in the city 
of New York cost when put into furniture and intoa house from $8,000 
to $50,000. The difference between the $500 and the $50,000 all goes 
into American labor. k 

If the.Senators on the other side would only turn the telescope 
around, if they would not look through the big end and minimize all 
these advantages, they would see the great benefit of a protective tariff 
to American wor 


In regard to wooden ties for railroads, they have always been on the 
free-list, I believe. There has been no contention that they should be 
eee I should be very glad to see them put upon the dutia- 

e- 

If the tariff should be taken off from lumber, I have no doubt within 
two years lumber would be much higher than if the duty is retained. 
The very economy practiced in the cutting of timber, the very closeness 
of the market has compelled our people to resort to all the devices by 
which an honest dollar can be turned, and now there are put into riv- 
ers of Michigan and Wisconsin and sawed into lumber for transporta- 
tion millions of feet of logs that would otherwise be left in the woods. 

I should regard the taking off the duty on lumber as not only a blow 
against the lumbermen of Michigan, New York, New Hampshire, and 
Maine, but as a blow against the farmers directly, because in the pres- 
ent state of the lumber business almost every farmer has a little lum- 
ber to sell. 

In regard to strikes and lockouts, of which the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] spoke a few days ago; in the lumber business 
strikes are very infrequent, and when they occur they generally inure 
to the benefit of the strikers. They have never struck in our State for 
higher wages. They haye struck for shorter hours, and they have got 

em. 

In regard to the bounty-fed aristocracy, I will say the Senator will 
not find them among the manufacturers of this country. The way to 
keep down or to destroy a bounty-fed aristocracy is to distribute your 
manufactures all over the country and not have great cities builtat the 
termini of great railroads, where the Vanderbilts and Goulds, the Rhine- 
landers and the Stewarts, amassimmense fortunesin railroads, in trans- 
portation, in banking, and in importations; factories should be distrib- 
uted all over the country. You will find among the great fortunes of 
this country that none of them have been made in manufactures. They 
have all been made by exchange, by transportation, or by the selling 
of goods. The way to cure that, and the way to cure it in the South 
as well as in the North, is to distribute by the protective tariff the 
benefits of protection and of manufactures. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Missouri moved to strike out all of 
the words which impose a duty in-all the paragraphs down to para- 
graph 208. TheChair announced that that could not be done unless 
reduced to writing, so that the clerks could keep the record properly. 
I move as asubstitute for the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
his first motion reduced to writing, to wit: In line 809, to strike out 
‘£25 per cent. ad valorem ” and to insert the words “free of duty; ” 
in line 812, to strike out the words ‘‘one cent per cubic foot’? and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ free of duty; ’’ in lines 814 and 815, 
to strike out the words ‘‘one dollar per thousand feet board measure’? 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ free of duty;’’ in lines 816 
and 817, to strike out the words ‘‘ two dollars per thousand feet board 
measure’’ and insert ‘‘ free of duty;’’ in line 827, to strike out ‘‘20 
per cent. ad valorem ’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘free of 
duty;’’ in line 829, to strike out ‘‘ 10 per cent. ad valorem ” and ta 
insert ‘‘ free of duty,” and the same in lines 831, 832, and 833, strik- 
ing out the rate of duty and inserting the words “free of duty” in 
each case. 

I move this amendment for the purpose of saying time and allowing 
those of us on this side of the Chamber who are in favor of free lumber 
to express our sentiments by one vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to include 
uae ouap amendments to paragraphs 207 and 208 which have been 
read? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; it will include those paragraphs also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendments will be treated as 
one question, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest that in order to make the issue 
clear and distinct and have it disposed of at a single vote, I hope there 
will be no objection to the proposition of the Senator from North Car- 
olina being made in the form proposed, and that the amendment may 
be considered as one. 

Mr. VANCE, As one. 

Mr. HALE.. And a vote to settle the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan | Mr. PALMER] 
states that the lumber item was stricken out of the existing law upon 
the statute-book for the relief of sufferers by the Chi fire because 
it was apprehended that fraud would be perpetrated under the revenue 
laws of the country if that should be done. That will not do, Mr. 
President, because the law which I have before me provides that ‘‘there 
shall be allowed and paid, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe, on all materials except lumber,’’ etc. I 
have explained fully why lumber was stricken out in the House of 
Representatives. It was done at the instance of lumber owners or their 
representatives in the Northwestern States. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator let me interject a remark? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, just a remark. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The Senator will find proof of what I said in a com- 
munication signed by Avery & Murphy, Charles Merrill & Co., and 
others, which was read in the Senate at that time. A 
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Mr. VEST. I have read every word of that debate in the Senate 
and in the House, and I think that I can state with accuracy what it 
was. The point was made that fraud would be perpetrated by remit- 
ting the duty on lumber, and the reply was made, which I make now, 
that this same objection applied to brick and mortar and all the mate- 
rials that went into the matter of Ape netig o building houses. That 

int of fraud was overruled, as is shown by the text of the existing 

w which lets in free of duty all materials except lumber, and the 
House of Representatives struck out lumber at the instance and under 
the opposition of the representatives of the lumber interests in the 
great Northwest. 

We are confronted again in the discussion of this question with that 
ever-recurring commercial specter, the trust and combine that is cre- 
ated just as soon as you shut out foreign competition, allowing the do- 
mestic producers or manufacturers to put up prices to suit themselves 
and their interests without regarding those of the consumers. I saw 
in the paper yesterday morning, the Washington Post, I think, or in 
a New York paper, a statement that the lumbermen were now in se- 
cret session at a point in the State of Michigan for the purpose of re- 
constructing or adding additional features to the lumber trust which 
is now in existence in the United States. I know it has been denied 
that there was such a trust, but I find in the New York Tribune of 
March 7 last the following statement to the effect that there is such a 
trust: 


The pine-lumber pool has succeeded during the past year in advancing the 
prices of lumber $12 to $15 per thousand, on the ground of high shipping rates 
and wages. The grounds for the advance are trivial, as the wages of 
the men are only $% more per month and the running expenses of the vessels 
r. The pool, which has adopted all the methods of newly invented 
trusts, simply made the people of California pay about one and a half mill- 
ions into its pockets. It controls ships and mills, and regulates the prices of 
pine lumber to suit itself, 


In the North American Review as far back as June, 1884, I find an 
article written by Henry D. Lloyd, one of the principal members of 
the staff of that periodical, in which he says that the trust has just been 
in session, that in it were five hundred and fifty dealers, and that they 
fixed prices to suit themselves. I will ask that the extract to which I 
refer be incorporated in my remarks, 


Four years ago the Chicago Lumbermen’s Exchange adopted a resolution de- 
claring it to be “dishonorable” for any dealer to make lower prices than those 
published by it for the control of prices in one of the greatest lumber markets 
of the worl Monthly reports are required by this exchange from dealers, so 
that accurate accounts may be kept of stock on hand in order to regulate prices. 
The price-lists of the exchange are revised and made “honest” at month] 
banquets. In Febru , 1883, it was found that members who ostensibly ad- 
hered to the price-list dipped into the dishonorable practice of competition on 
the sly by giving buyers greater than the usual discounts. This was then for- 
bidden, and another pathway of competition closed. 

The effect of this price-l tion was attested by the address of a dealer of 
Minneapolis at one of the price-list banquets of the exchange, who said that 
his firm, which made sales as far as Manitoba and Dakota, never sold a 
foot for less than the published lists. A delegation of dealers from the Missis- 
sippi River district spoke feelingly of their labors “for harmony,” and their 
willingness that Chicago should make prices. A secret meeting of lumbermen 
from all parts of the West was held in Chicago March 8, 1883, to discuss means 
for advancing prices, restricting production atleast 35 per cent.,and in general 
in the Janguage of one of them, putting themselves into a ition like that oi 
the coal producers of Pennsylvania, who by combination dictated the prices or 
coal throughoutthe whole country. In May, last year, the National Association 
of Lumber Dealers metin Chicago. It represents over five hundred and fifty re- 
tail dealers in the West, and its principal purpose was to prevent wholesale 
dealers at Chicago, St. Louis, and other centers from retailing lumber to car- 
penters, farmers, and scalpers in the territory of the retailers. 

There are too many sellers, and so any wholesaler who persists in competing 
in this way-with local dealers is, when found ee , named to all the retailers 
and punished by wre their trade. The mills of dp Sound, which supply 
a large proportion of the lumber consumed in the Pacific States, formed a com- 
bination last year to regulate the production and sustain prices. It is said by 
the local nevis rs that the mills which do not belong to the association are 
hired to stand idie, as there are too many mills, and the association finds it 
profitable to sustain prices at the cost of thousands of dollars paid out in this 
way. The lumber market of the Pacific coast is ruled by the California Lumber 
Exchange, and that is controlled by a few powerful firms. The prices of red- 
wood are fixed by the Redwood Manufacturers’ Association, and those of pine 
by the Pine Manufacturers’ Association, 

Dur the past year the retail dealers of San Francisco have had to sign con- 
tracts with these associations, binding themselves to buy only from members of 
the associations, to buy and sell only at prices fixed by them, to give time and 
discount only according to rule, and to keep accounts so that every item willbe 
clear to the inspectors hired the associations to look after the retailers, Fi- 
nally the retailer binds himself, if he is “found guilty” of committing any of the 
forbidden sins, to pay a fine, which may amount to $1,000, to be divided among 
the faithfal. The literature of business can show no more remarkable produc- 
tions than the printed forms of these contracts. This system is in imitation of 
the “special contracts” with shippers which have been put in force by the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri con- 
sent to an interruption? If he does, it will come out of his time. 

Mr. PALMER, I wish merely to ask a question. 

Mr, VEST. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. PALMER. My question is, how does the Senator from Missouri 
define the word ‘‘dealers,’? whether they are lumber sellers, pine-land 
owners, manufacturers, or transportation men? 

Mr. VEST. Iinclude them all. I include every man, whether he 
owns the ground or the mill, who goes into this combination as a mem- 
ber of the trust. In this article by Mr. Lloyd (and it is distinct and 
emphatic and specific) he gives all the details of this trust. That it is 


in existence no man candeny. It is in existence in the United States; 
and according to the newspaper article which I read yesterday morn- 
ing, it is now in session for the purpose of combining more effectually 
against the consumers of the United States in order to put u them 
the prices that they may think necessary for their own aggrandizement. 

We are always met with these trusts whenever the protective tariff 
becomes an exclusive tariff. How is it in England, where they have 
free trade? It is almost treason to mention England, it seems, in this 
debate; but in the limits of our great commercial rival, England, trusts 
exist, but they are difficult of creation and of being perpetuated, for 
the simple reason that capital enough must be got together in free-trade 
England to influence and control the product of the whole world in- 
stead of the product of a single country. With free trade the whole 
world comes in competition, and some such trust must be created as 
that in regard to copper which now exists in the hands of a French 


company. 

I see that already in the United States it is contemplated to create 
trusts to control the product of the whole world in regard to certain 
articles of prime necessity; but under this tariff trusts can be created 
with even limited capital, by the dealers in lumber, the dealers in salt, 
the dealers in wool, and the dealers in sugar, and in all the different 
articles that enter into the ordinary consumption of the American citizen, 
and outside of the limit of necessities, in luxuries, suchas whisky. Sir, 
they have a trust upon cartridges, and the other day when there was asale 
in the city of St. Louis of some cartridges sold by the United States 
for duties, not a single gun-dealer made a bid. -When asked why they 
did not do so, one of them said it was because he belonged to a combine 
which had agreed not to bid upon those cartridges. that had been for- 
feited under the revenue laws of the United States; that he was obliged 
by a solemn agreement not to buy cartridges except at a certain price 
and from certain establishments. = 

So it goes. Wood-screws and every trivial article that goes into the 
ordinary life of the American citizen are to be the subject of a trust, and 
the price is fixed for the purpose of putting money into the pockets of 
the men who control it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. The suggestion of wood-screws brings to my mind a 
very significant occurrence that happened in the Democratic caucus at 
which the Mills bill was really prepared for public exploiting, wood- 
screws having been restored to their former duty, as a sop toa Connecti- 
cut Democrat. So while the Senator is portioning out the responsibil- 
ity for these trusts, etc., he ofght not to omit taking into account the 
latest Democratic exploit in that direction. : 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am not here to discuss matters in the 
Democratic caucus or any other caucus. I care not whether what Isay 
strikes Democrat or Republican or Mugwump, or whether it belengs 
to any one of these classifications politically. What I say here is made 
for the interest, as I believe, of the great body of the consumers of the _ 
United States. 

I saw a statement notlong ago, referring back to wood-screws, that 
Mr. Chamberlain declared that he had been paid by a wood-screw 
trust $40,000 a year—$40,000 for non-competition. And so it goes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— i 

Mr. VEST. Ican not yield to my friend any more because it comes 
out of my ten minutes. In every department of industry, in every 
department of production, we are confronted invariably with this same 
thing, that as soon as this high protective tariff becomes an exclusive 
tariff and shuts out the foreign competition, then the combine, or 
trust, or “‘sympathetic movement,” finds its opportunity, and is 
created immediately, without regard to the interests of anybody else 
except the men who constitute it. Now I will yield to my friend 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going to say that it is commonly understood 
that the profits of the wood-screw trust, a large portion at any rate, 
went into the Democratic treasury, and by the means of that contri- 
bution Connecticut was carried for the Democratic ticket. I do not 
want to have all the cu: facts of history ignored in this discussion. 

Mr. VEST. I have ng knowledge about the treasury of the Demo- 
cratic party. Ihave heard something said about ‘‘ frying the fat” out 
of Pennsylvania manufacturers for the benefit of the Republican party, 
but I have never gone into the details. I have no taste for it and care 
nothing about it. I suppose that money was used by both parties in 
the late election. There is no question in regard to that; but as to 
where it came from and how it was used I have no personal knowledge 
whatever. 

I denounce this system of combination, I do not care who constitutes 
it. Ido not care how such combinations are created, they can have 
but one result, and that is to increase the price to the consumers of the 
country. In this particular instance the result of this combination 
upon lumber is to make it higher to the people, because if that were 
not so we would hear no complaint in regard to taking off the tax of 
$2 a thousand. £ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haw ry in the chair). TheSen- 
ator’s time has 

Mr. PALMER. The first extract read by the Senator from Missouri, 
I think, is from the New York Tribune of March 7. Thatseems merely 
to apply to the lumber market of California. I can not discuss it, for 
I know nothing aboutit. It does not apply to anything east of the 
Rocky Mountains. The next seems to apply to an organization called 
the Chicago Lumbermen’s Exchange, which merely includes the Inm- 
ber dealers of Chicago. 

What I wish to state is that where, as in copper, or in sugar, or in 
whisky, or in cotton-seed oil, trusts may be possible, they are not pos- 
sible to the end of being practicable and profitable in the lumber busi- 
ness. Itis scattered over too an area of country. It would in- 
clude too many small dealers. It would be impossible, with all of the 
marshals of the United States with full power to compel obedience to 
the articles they should sign, to enforce any such trust. It has been 
tried time and again. 

I do not pretend to defend the lumber manufacturers against the 
Priming ph porone They will get all they can for their lumber, but 
in the very nature of things a lumber trust is impossible. There was 
one started, or attempted to be started, on the Wisconsin River, at 
Chippewa Falls. It has gone to pieces. No one has heard of it since. 
What would you think of a trust that would include, in the State of 
Michigan, 40,000 laborers, and t the United States 200,000 
laborers and probably 20,000 concerns or firms? It would be impos- 
sible. Therefore I say, when persons are talking abont trusts (and it 
is becoming very fashionable when anything up in price to roar 
ont ‘‘ trusts’? and ‘‘associations’’ and ‘‘ combines ’’), w. it may be 
possible in sugar and copper, and whisky, it is impossible in lumber; 
and I will stake my reputation as a business man on that statement, 


which exists at a 
that have the features which make them obnoxious) is made use of to 
` attack the tariff. 

‘Trusts are not indigenous to the United States, The worst trusts are 
to be found abroad, and many of them in England, where there is no 
tariff. There is not a worse trust for the United States than the cop- 
per trust which exists in France. There is no trast which is bearing 
upon our people more unfavorably, moreinjuriously, and the tariff has 

to do with that; the rate of duty has nothing to do with that. 

Itake up this morning’s paper, and I find under date ‘‘ London, 

January 21,” a dispatch about a foreign steel-rail trust, and it is as 


follows: 
Loxpon, January 21. 
‘to form a trust, 


I merely rose to say that whileI join in the indignation those 
combinations which put up the price of necessaries of life, w 
the price of articles that enter into general use, I do protest against this 
oaae, AP S in the Senate that they are the resultin some way 
o; ve duties. 


an economicsense or with reference to climatic influences, to the com- 
fort and health of the inhabitants, or in any other sense, there can be 
no policy more injurious, it seems to me, than this, which would offer 
a premium for the destruction of the forests. Forests that are now 
partially covered with timber, that would take at least three genera- 
tions of our race to replace if destroyed; forests that supply the moist- 
ure which is necessary for the maintenance of the water in our rivers 
and for the benefit of the climate generally; forests that furnish all the 
comforts and conveniences that add to the happiness of our homes, 
that would take, as I have said, at least three generations to replace, 
have been destroyed with a recklessness and a want of t by the 
American people that our children’s children will regret unavail- 


regret. 
do not know that, except on general and abstract principles, the 
people whom I represent have any i interest in this duty 
upon lumber, ‘There is still a vast amount of lumber, or timber for 
the making of lumber, remaining in North Carolina. The swamps in 
the eastern of the State furnish still a considerable amount of the 
most magnificent lumber to be found in the Atlantic States—cypress, 
which is exceedingly valuable. ‘The plains furnish still a considerable 
uantity of pine, while the Piedmont region and the southern Alle- 
that obtain in the western part of the State of North Carolina 
contain perhaps more hard wood of value for use in the arts and in the 
finishing and decoration of houses than certainly any other Atlantic 
State, if it would not be too much to say than any other State in the 
American Union. Not only all that we need of every kind and de- 


scription for our own purposes is found there, but a considerable quan- 
tity is found for exportation to neighboring States and markets, 

I can not see, therefore, that the le of North Carolina are affected 
by the duty on lumber, or would be adloctell by tho satnovel of th bab 
in so far asthe duty upon lumber doesstimulate the unnecessary cutting 
down and of the Inmber of my State they are injuriously 
affected by it, and would prefer laws of a conservative character which 
would tend to preserve their forests for their own use and for the use 
of their children. Iam sure that they are opposed to the temporary 
riches which the destruction of their forests might bring to them in 
view of the greatinjury that would be inflicted upon their descendants. 

As I understand, the great lumber regions, or the which 
were once great in lumber, of the Northwest have mainly into 
the hands of a few wealthy men who have been able to accumulate 
them and who hold them fora rise in the price of the timber which 
stands upon those lands. Therefore a continuance of this duty upon 
lumber can act in no other way than to hasten the exorbitant increase 
of the price of that timber which those States that are covered with 


which you establish, the more rapidly will the material that supplies 
these mills disa; 


m of 
good service to our people and our country at large when we induce 
Canada or any neighboring nation to destroy its forests for our benefit, 
and leave ours for the benefit of our children. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to contribute a word or two 
to this great economic question in view of the facts over which the 
Senator from North ina is so alarmed, that our forests are in dan- 
ger of being denuded because of the operation of the tariff upon lumber 
on the people of the country. 

Our imports of lumber from Canada are 9,500,000 feet. Thatis the 
foreign importation of lumber. The product of Michigan alone is 
4,000,000,000 feet, and of the whole United States probably 20,000,- 
000,000 feet. Now, the whole importation of lumber from Canada is 
simply infinitesimal as compared with the lumber manufactured in 
this country and used here. What may be dumped in our market from 
there does not have the slightest effect in the world upon it. 

How is it on the other side, in Canada? Recognizing the fact that 
the whole influx of lumber from Canada will not affect our price, that 
they have not the power to affect it, they put an 
with a view of holding theirs up to the American 
In the sale of their stumpage they regulate it according to the 
lumber here, putting an amount absolute, so much a upon 
it as it is cut, so as not to force in their lumber here, knowing very 
well that the whole product of ee ee 
effect upon us. There is no one who will examine this q who 


is lumber is owned by the farmer, and the price of itaids him in clear- 
ing up his lands. It is a source of revenue to him as much as the corn, 
wheat, or potatoes which he raises; and while I do not believe this will 
affect the price, still it is a protection which the farmers ask and I am 
in favor of their having it. 
The Senator from North Carolina urges that there is a great catas- 
trophe in the future on account of the denuding of our forests. That 
tif applies would prevent railroads running through prairies. 
I do not know but that if properly applied it could be urged against 
draining swamps or any improvement upon our land. The theory of 
nia EEEN is that it is better that we should have forests, uncul- 
ti lands, than to have cultivated lands covered by farms, villages, 
and cities. That is not the policy of the country; and you might just 
as well urge that railroads should not be built because a century or 
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two hence we should not have the prairie land for our children or our 
children’s children. Improvements of the whole domain, cultivation 
of the land, increasing our population, homes for the poople—that is 
the policy of this country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken once. The 
rule is that a Senator shall speak but once. . 

Mr. PALMER. I thought we were confined to ten minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the rule—one speech of ten 
minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Can that not be done in three efforts, or are we 
confined to one ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is the first time that question 
has been raised. ‘The Chair received the rule from the President pro 

in that form, that there should be only one speech by a Senator 
he could apak ten minutes. Nothing was said about dividing 
the time into speeches 

Mr. PALMER. Ifthe Chair will permit me to speak in the time of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] not occupied by him, I 
would merely answer the philosophical argument made by our friend 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] in regard to the destruction of for- 
ests, which is a subject of contention now among scientific men whether 
it does affect the climate unfavorably or not. I know that Spain is 
always adverted to as having been ruined by having its forests cut off; 
but it is now contended that it has had no such effect. 

However, I will say that the destruction of the forests in the West 
will go on whether they are cut or not. The railroad, the settler, the 
hunter, the fisherman, and the Indian spread fire there, and it is about 
all the lumberman can do to keep up with the ravages of fire and save 
the burnt timber. 

In Canada they have what they call woods-rangers to take care of 
the fires, ‘To make a fire in the woods there is a misdemeanor, and 
those rangers are patrolling their forests and guarding them. 

My point is that if you want to take it on economical grounds, inde- 
pendent of the interests of our manufacturers, the forests of British 
America are the timber preserves of the Northern States of the Union, 
and it would be better for us to put on a prohibitory tariff and not to en- 
courage the cutting of a single stick of timberin Canada, and when our 
timber is gone let it come in free, if you wish, but not till then. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, admitting all that is claimed for high 
or prohibitory duties, let us follow the idea and the argument to its 

_ necessary conclusion or result, The country has arrived at that condi- 
tion. High duties have produced home supply for home demand in 
the country. , What then follows? The homesupply iseither equal to 
the home demand or less than the home demand or greater than the home 
demand. Now, let us examine separately all of these conditions and 
see what necessary consequence follows from each condition. 

First. The home supply equals the home demand. Here we have 
paid a high duty for years; that is, we have by law required the people, 
whose wants make the demand, to give a greater part of their labor or 
their earnings than they would have otherwise done to those whose la- 
bor or means furnished the supply. 

To pe it in its most favored light, admitting and conceding that 
it is the American workingman alone that is interested, we have com- 

pelled one American workingman to work a greater length of time than 
was necessary for another American workingman, and in thus doing 
we have necessarily limited his capacity to acquire a greater amount 
of necessaries or luxuries precisely by the amount of the excess of labor 
which we have forced him to give. 

The public benefit derived from this has been a home supply of a 
homedemand. Whatdoesthismean? It means that we have created 
an industry and employment, and made no national profit out of it, but 
have paid a certain quantity of labor or money for it, more than would 
have been necessary without the passage of the law. The country, 
then, has the industry and the employment, and it has cost the country 
a certain sum. Now the question is whether the sum paid by the coun- 
try is greater or less than the difference between the amount the coun- 
try would have made from money and labor employed in other occupa- 
tions and the amount the country had paid for maintaining the home 
supply of the home demand. 

‘This would be the precise amounts, and’ the country would then have 
either to abandon or to continue the cost of maintaining this home sup- 
ply of the home demand. If we continue it, then we are to havea 
permanent policy of maintaining this state of things by an annual con- 
tribution from the country. 

If, on the other hand, we are to discontinue this policy of maintain- 
ing the home supply of the home demand, then we shall have gone 
back to the place we started from, and open the home supply of the 
home demand to the competitions and all the influences of money capital 
and pauper and surplus production, which we assumed were strong 
enough to have crushed the home supply of the home demand, and 
we shall have paid our money for a temporary protection, and without 
permanent results. ; 

Now let us consider the conditions where the high duties have pro- 
duced, as it is claimed they will, an excess of the home supply over 
the home demand. What then will be the effect if we discontinue the 


high duties? We will again subject the supply to all the causes which 
we have paid our money to prevent from destroying this supply. We 
have not produced any permanent change in the causes which 
the law assumes the home supply can not successfully contend. 

If, on the other hand, the home supply shall not equal the home de- 
mand, then the high duties will have compelled the country to pay alarge 
amount and failed to accomplish the home supply of the home Mass p 
and as to.that part of the home supply of the home demand which 
high duties may have produced, the amount will be between the gross 
sum paid by the country and the foreign value of thesupply, and the value 
of this temporary protection, and then the reopening of the supply to 
all the causes which we have paid large sums to prevent. 

If, on the other hand, this excess in the home supply of the home 
demand should by domestic competition reduce the value of the home 
supply, what will the country have gained by taxing the people vast 
sums of money for the single object of making that home supply val- 
uable beyond the value of the foreign supply, only to have domestic 
competition reduce it to the same or a lower level ? 

Mr. President, the question of asystem of high duties, and the ques- 
tion of whether or not a particular people shall be subjected toa sys- 
tem of high duties, and then that which they produce be exempted en- 
tirely from duty, are entirely distinct things. 

I am in favor of a system of low duties, but Iam notin favor of tax- 
ing the people of my own State and exempting their productions from 
a similar tax—a similar duty, so as to tax them so far as they are con- 
sumers. But whatever protection or benefit may result from the sys- 
tem, I insist shall be given to them fairly and equally with others, If 
you tax them by a high duty as consumers, you must lay the duty so 
as to tax other people as consumers of what they produce. 

Now, this duty upon lumber is a small duty, it is t the small- 
est of the duties, and if it have any effect at all, that effect and that 
benefit should be given to the people of the section of country which 
produces it and in which it is a staple and of which it is a part of their 
resources; and for me to vote here to except it from the beneficial effect, 
if there be any, of this bill, would be to discriminate against my own 
people.and my own section of country. 

Mr, President, these are entirely different p itions. If we are 
to have a system of high duties let it be general, let it extend to every 
part of the country. Those who represent the portions of the country 
which are proposed to be sacrificed ought to object toit. Lumber isa 
large interest in the State of Florida. Whatever may be its effect upon 
the forests, itis an established industry there. Large quantities of 
lumber are exported al and great quantities in the coastwise trade 
are carried throughout the and breadth of the coast trade, and 
under these circumstances, if there be any benefit or appearance of 
benefit, I am in favor of giving it to my own 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in i these questions I no- 
tice a constant tendency to treat them in masses, and ‘‘ millions’? seem 
to bealways considered as of greatly more importance than ‘‘thousands’’ 
or ‘‘ hundreds’? or singledolars. The argument is acash argument all 
the time, as though a man’s soul was not worth much, but his pocket- 
book was of some consequence. The truth about. this lumber interest 
with which we are dealing at the present time is that the legislation 
affects more individuals, more souls, more bodies, the fate of more in- 
dividual men, women, and children, than almost any other one ques- 
tion that is being discussed; and it is an interest which is incapable of 
being combined and worked up in the form of a trust. 

Almost all the agricultural interests of this country in the New Eng- 
land States and in New York are interested in it; in fact, all along the 
line of Canada almost every man who owns a piece of land owns some 
lumber that goes with it; and although thereare lumber barons, I do 
not think them of any particular account, I would not like to see any 
legislation in reference to them, whether they are in the Senate or in 

or out of it. There are no lumber barons who are not able 
to take care of themselves, and the most of them are able to take care 
of a great many other people; and it is the good fortune of many that 
they are able to do so; but the men who are not lumber barons are 
millions who are interested in lumber, in the growth and production 
of lumber, and to whom a little alteration in this matter of duties is 
of the utmost importance, meaning more to them in what 
to existence than hundreds and thousands may be to many who 
seem to be controlling this legislation. 

Take my own State. There isnowhere that you can touch her where 
she is more tender or more liable to injury than upon this same lumber 
schedule, Two dollars a thousand is not sufficient protection to the 
lumber interest in thatState, There are only 350,000 or 400,000 
there, you say. Very well, but to the 350,000 or 400,000 people w. 
are there and who at one time and another have been of some conse- 
quence in the scales of justice and the prosperity and the existence of 
this country, the lumber tariff is of importance. Almost every farmer 
in the State, probably every farmer in the State has a portion of his 
soil covered with a growth of timber, and upon it he relies annually 
for some portion of his cash income, which to him isexistence, and from 
the little surplus which he gets out of it he educates his daughter or 
his son, pays for his newspapers, his minister’s tax, or his own tax for 
the support of the institutions of the State and of the country. Itis 
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his little reservoir of ready money, and if you do injury to that, the 
source of his income, however slight, you affect his existence as an 
American citizen much more uncomfortably and seriously than though, 
if he were a millionaire, you took out of his pocket $100,000 every year. 

- The committee, I understand, have reduced this tariff somewhat on 
lumber, andifI could beat their bill by voting against it I would do 
60 for thatvery one thing, because I think it is a most unrighteous and 
wicked discrimination that ought not to have been done, because it af- 
fects pone poopie principally, and does no good to anybody on the face 
of the anywhere so far as I can see, 

Our friend from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] says it is of no conse- 
uence tohim. Itcertainly does not interest my friend from Florida 
Mr. CALL]. What consequence is it to the sugar-planter or to my 

friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] along the line of the great Missis- 
sippi? It will not affect the price of lumber a cent a thousand, he 
claims, whether it be put up to a dollar and a half or whether the whole 
thing be abolished. 

. Mr. President, it ought not to be touched atall, and it is a good reason 
for defeating this whole bill that the lumber schedule is reduced atall, 
and if any of our friends have assented to it, I am notoneof those who 
have been consulted, and I do not believe that it has been assented to 
really in the interest of at least five or six millions of people all along 
the Canadian frontier, especially in New York and in the Northeast, 
who are vitally interested in this matter. 

New England is a free-trade section of the country, if any portion 
ofitis. If anybody can live under the rules of free trade, New Eng- 
land can to-day. She has her capital of two or three centuries’ accumu- 
lation. She has habits with which she can live when other portions of 
the country would starve to death; and so she is enabled to get along 
with less than people anywhere else in the country. That is why she 
grows strong and powerfal and dictates in many of the important 
things pertaining to the interests of the country and the world. 

We pay our 75 cents a ton duty right along upon the important ar- 
ticle of coal. It would be greatly for our advantage to let it come in 
free from Canada. Give us free coal and we could get on very well; 
but what would become of the interests down in West Virginia and in 
Maryland? What would become of the interests of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad and its great feeders, the interests which give it freight 
and all that? You might say the same with reference to the corpo- 
ation interests all through the State of Pennsylvania and elsewhere 
in this country. But, for the sake of the great system which protects 
the whole, we pay from our small incomes the duty upon coal. .We 
should be very glad indeed in sacrificing so much for this protective 
system (which is really of more benefit to the South than to anybody 
else in the country) if the lumber interest, which is really important 
to us, should be left undisturbed. 

Now, here comes a proposition to make lumber free. We are on the 
great lines of communication with Canada, directly in contact with 
the Canadian line, and the northern part of our State is peculiarly a 
lumber section, and where lumber has been removed in the southern 
portion of the State it is being rapidly reproduced. The reduction 
now proposed upon white pine, as it is called—all classes of white 
pine—affects every kind of lumber that is grown in the State, because 
it comes in competition with hemlock and spruce and all the rest. You 
might exactly as well make this schedule in such a way as to be a re- 
moval of the duty upon all kinds of lumber as upon white-pine lum- 
ber, because the various grades of white lumber compete with all lum- 
ber grown in the State. Instead of speaking of it as applying toa 
section, I ought to say that it applies to the entire bill in contiguity 
with the Canadian line. 

Irose merely to state these general propositions and to show that 
there are those who assent to this tariff legislation who in some respects 
are sacrificing interests in so doing, and when the Senator from Mis- 
souri and others make motions to place lumber on the free-list they 
make motions which, if successful, would carry ruin and destruction 
to thousands of the population of this country who are a portion of its 
yeomanry, of its most vigorous and essential citizenship. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if the position of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Eustis] the other day, that this whole tariff scheme wasit- 
self in its essence a gigantic trust, within the definition lately given by 
Judge Barrett of a trust, needed illustration, it seems to me the speeches 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who has just taken his seat, would fur- 
nish such illustration. 

The proposition to give to the people of this country, the great con- 
suming masses, the dwellers upon the treeless plains of the West, the 
denizens of our crowded cities, a little abatement in the price of this 
absolute necessary of life, the material for constructing the shelter that 
is absolutely essential for themselves and their families, it seems tome 
should receive universal approval, and that opposition to it is well 
characterized by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] as mon- 
strous. 

The idea of protection or its philosophy, if there is a philosophy in 
it, has made great strides since this matter was first introduced into 
the House of Representatives last spring by the Committee on Ways 
and Means. Now, it is part of the doctrine of high protection, part of 


its philosophy, that at no point shall the line be broken. The Senator 
from New York has said that making lumber free would not, in his 
opinion, affect the price of lumber anywhere, and would not materi- 
ally injure the interests of the producers of lumber, still he is opposed 
to making any abatement or giving to the masses of this country the 
opportunity, at least, to test the truthof the proposition that an abate- 
ment of the tax on the necessaries of life would be a removal of a bur- 
den upon those who use them. : 

Even the bounties of nature are taxed, and the proposition now is 
that whereas in this happy land of ours a kind Providence has given 
from its bountiful hand these great natural resources, these great for- 
ests of valuable timber for the use of man, has stocked our adjacent 
seas with food-fish—that all these are to be gathered in and controlled 
by a syndicate of men who claim that they have an ownership in a so- 
called American market, lest these things would be too cheap to the 
consumer unless they were taxed, even where the taxes are not needed 
in an overflowing Treasury; that these forests that God Almighty has 
given to the poor men of America, wherewith they can make for them- 
selves cheap shelter, homes such as no other people on the face of God’s 
earth can enjoy—that syndicates of rich men must step in between 
them and the bounty of Providence and say that by the imposition of 
a tax this great bounty, this great beneficence of an all-wise Creator is 
to be neutralized or abated. That is the proposition. - > - 

Here is a material that is as absolutely essential to human comfort 
as food or clothing—the material for building shelter—and it is that 
which is to be controlled by syndicates and trusts, who, as I said, pro- 
pose to stand between the citizens of this country, the poor men of 
this country, and the bounty of a beneficent Providence. 

The Senator from North Carolina very well stated, and very strongly 
stated, the difference between a tax upon this particular article, lum- 
ber, and a tariff tax upon the so-called protected articles that are em- 
braced in this schedule. ‘This is a natural product, which excepts it 
from the logic even of the protection idea. Yon can not stimulate the 
manufacture of lumber by a tariff tax. We have been told over and 
over again that the effect of a tariff tax was to stimulate domestic pro- 
duction and thereby eventually to reduce the price of commodities to 
the consumer, but in the ease of lumber you stimulate destruction. : 
You do not and can not stimulate production. Therefore, as he very 
well said, this isan exception even to the protection logic; andit would 
seem, unless there has been a conspiracy among the protected inter- 
ests of this country, that at no point should there be a break in their 
line; that unless they have all joined hands and have determined to 
stand together or fall together, that they would, in the interest of the 
protective idea, step in here and agree with us that the poor people of 
this country should not longer be made to submit to the burden; that 
we should no longer keep them from enjoying to its full the bounty 
that Providence offers them on every hand. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] spoke 
of the poor men who were interested in this tariff, the men who own 
timber tracts on their small farms. Why, sir, what is that interest in 
comparison with the interest of the millions to whom cheap lumber is 
an absolute necessity? I spoke of the inhabitants of these treeless 
plains in the West, and the denizens of our crowded cities, the thou- 
sands upon thousands that are there congregated and are necessarily 
tribute-payers to the lumber barons, a3 he termed them, and to those 
who are so fortunate as to own the land that is covered by timber. 
That timber was not created by human labor or by human hands. 
The fortunate possessors of those tracts of timber, whether in large or 
small quantities, need no further protection. They are to be congrat- 
ulated if they own that much of the earth’s surface potach this 
most necessary article, and why should they step in and be mendicants 
upon the bounty of the whole people in order to enhance to them the 
value of this important material of which they are the fortunate pos- 
sessors ? 

It seems to me, as I said in the beginning, that this is a most mon- 
strous illustration of the iniquity of this whole high-tariff protective 
scheme. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr, FAULKNER]. Isup- 
pose if he were present he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPHERSON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (after having voted in the negative). I forgot for 
the moment that I was paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. CHACE] is recorded ? 

The ERDENE pro tempore, The Senator from Rhode Island is 
not record ; - 
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Mr. COLQUITT. I voted in the affirmative, and I am paired with 
him. I therefore withdraw my vote. ' 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL] is recorded as voting? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr, 
ALLISON] fora moment. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. I have already voted in the affirmative. If it will 
suit the convenience of the Senator from Iowa to transfer his pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Senator from Iowa can vote. I have 
already voted, but I shall withdraw that vote unless the Senator from 
Iowa chooses to make the transfer. 

F Mr. ALLISON. I will make the transfer with pleasure, and vote 
nay. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore abstain from voting. i 

Mr. HALE. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BECK] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], 
which’ will enable the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] and my- 
self to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, He is not recorded. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]), and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
BaS ota Ransom, Mami 

rry, 0) Reagan, oorhees, 
Coke, Giese Paaluey Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Turpie, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, X Vance, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dawes, In 5 herman, 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, er, 
Brown, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart, 

1, Frye, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, Teller, 
Cullom, k, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—29. 

Beck, Edmunds, Kenna, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Quay, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gibson, Morgan, Sabin, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Stanford. 
Cameron, Hawley, Paddock, 
Chace, Hearst, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
as an additional section to the bill, Ishall not ask that it be taken 
up until the consideration of the committee amendments is concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will lie 


on the table and be printed. 
Mr, ALLISON. Let it be read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed toadd to the bill asan additional 
section the following: 


Sec. —. It shall be the duty of any person, firm, corporation, association of 
persons, or Sxapeny en; in the manufacture or production of any z 
wares, or merchandise mentioned in the schedules of this bill, upon the impor- 
tation of which a duty is imposed when of foreign production, to pay into the 
Treasury of the United States any profits arising from such manufacture or pro- 
duction in excess of 10 per cent, over and aboye the cost of mate and labor 
used and employed in such business; and itshall be the duty of every such per- 
son, firm, corporation, on of persons, or company to make in each and 
every year to the Secretary of the Treasury, under oath, a complete and correct 


return of the te value of the ds, wares, and merc! ise man 
ured or produ in the year, with the costof the materialsand labor 
used employed therein and a statement of the profits therefrom; such re- 


turn and statement in case of a firm, corporation, association of persons, or com- 
paar shall be made by its treasurer or other financial agent; and if any person 
shall make a false or fraudulent return or statement he shall be guilty of per- 
jury,and upon conviction thereof shal! be imprisoned fora period not less than 
one year nor more than five years, and shall forfeitand pay a fine of $5,000: Pro- 
cided, That this section shall not apply to manufacturers the value of whose ag- 
gregate business shall not exceed $20,000, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 201, 
after the word ‘‘measure’’ in line 824. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It comes in at the close of line 824, at the end of 


ph 201. 
It is proposed to add the following proviso to 


Provided, That in case fe N shall im; d | meng 
any foreign country mer o le 


pine, spruce, elm, 6r other logs, or upon stave-bolts, 


blocks, rted to the United States from such country,in excess of the du 
fixed in tins: er rae! 


Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from New York why certain 
specific articles are named in this amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It isintended to name the articles that are manu- 
factured from the white-pine logs and any other logs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is this an amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. It seems that if this principle is to be applied at all, if 
this legislation is to be indulged in, it ought to apply to all the lumber 
which is brought into this country from abroad where an export duty 
in the foreign country is imposed upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the proposed amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I might say further, in reply to the inquiry of the 
Senator from Missouri, that there are certain kinds of lumber that Ido 
not know that we want to interfere with. Take mahogany and woods 
of that kind—— 

Mr. VEST. They are on the free-list now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There may be export duties levied upon those, but 
they are goods which are not produced in this country, and I am not 
aware that we would care to interfere with cases of that kind. It is 
only that kind of lumber made in the bill subject to duty that this 
amendment applies to. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have some further explanation of the 
object of the amendment and its supposed. effect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will state that the object of the amendment is 
this: At the present time it is a notorious fact that $3 a thousand is the 
export duty imposed upon logs by the Canadian Government, and I 
have not any sort of doubt that they possibly may increase it just to 
the extent by which we have reduced the duty here. They may do 
so or may not. I think perhaps this amendment is in the direction of 
the argument made by some of the gentlemen on the other side, thatit 
eT may have the effect to prevent an export duty being levied at 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
to. 


The amendment was 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has paragraph 209 been read? 
Ps PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been read. It will be 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
209. House or cabinet furniture, of wood, in piece or rough, and not finished, 
30 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: At the end of the paragraph add: 


Reeds, 10 per cent. ad valorem; chair cane, 15 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if 
these articles are not included in paragraph 213. 

Re ALDRICH They are at the present time by the bill as it now 
stan 

Mr. VEST. And the Senator proposes to reduce the duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, from 30 and 35 per cent. to 10 and 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. All right. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the substitute will 


proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
210. Cabinet ware and house furniture, of wood, finished, 35 per cent. ad va- 


lorem. 
211. Casks and barrels (empty), sugar-box shooks, and packing-boxes, and 
oad; not specially enumerated or provided for in this 


ing-box shooks, of w. 
packing a 


30 per een rem, 
2 nufactures of cedar wood, granadilla, ebony, mahogany, rosewood, 
and satinwood, 35 per cent, ad valorem. 
213. Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of 
Siue value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad 
orem, 


Mr. VEST. That last paragraph includes rattans, which constitute 
a very important article of importation. 
pa RON No, it does not. Rattans are on the free-list in 
Mr. VEST. Iwill ask the Senator now if this paragraph 213 does 
not include some varieties of rattans? s 
Mr. ALDRICH. It includes reeds and chair canes, which we have 
just provided for. 
Mr. VEST. Are no rattans included in this paragraph ? 
this ALDRICH. None whatever, unless they are manufactured 
es. 
Mr. VEST. LIunderstand, then, that none of the others are included. 
Very good.. I merely wanted to understand it. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading will proceed. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


214. Wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 

215. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and blocks or posts of maho; y, rosewood, 
satinwood, granadilla, or other cabinet wood, 15 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance, I move to strike 
out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert “‘twenty,’’ in line 856, paragraph 215, just 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. VEST. We have passed paragraph 214 in the preceding list, 
and I desired then to submit a motion to strike out ‘'20 per cent. ad 
valorem”? and insert “‘shall be admitted free of duty.’’ If that is not 
objected to, I shall make the same motion as to paragraph 215 now 
under consideration. We can take this question as to the two para- 
graphs together, and upon it I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be reported 
from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 853, paragraph 214, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem ™ and insert ‘‘shall be admitted 
free of duty;’’ and in line 856, of paragraph 215, itis proposed to strike 
out the words ‘'15 per cent, ad valorem’’ and insert ‘‘shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty;’’ so as to make the paragraphs read: 

214. Wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, shall be admitted free of duty, 


215. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and blocks or posts of mahogany, rosewood, 
satinwood, granadilla, or other cabinet wood, shall be admitted free of duty. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this question the Senator from 
Missouri asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the par- 
ticular amendment before us, but in the closing hours of this debate I 
desire to place on record certain conclusions which have been indelibly 
impressed on my mind. 

he tariff issue is no longer what it once was. A new departure of 
the most astounding character has been made. Weare no longer called 
upon by the majority of this Senate to legislate for revenue with which 
to pay the expenses of the Government, but to enact laws by which 
one class of our citizens are to be enriched, aggrandized, protected, by 
a vast system of tribute arbitrarily levied on every other class. 

The idea of our fathers, that a tariff could only be laid for reve- 
nue, and that protection, if any followed, was to be a mere incident to 
such legislation, is now hooted from the councils of that party which 
is in a majority in this body, and soon’ to take control of every depart- 
ment of the Government. The bill before the Senate is not in any le- 
gitimate sense a revenue measure, but a measure to amass fortunes for 
the favored few by wholesale extortion practiced on every want and 
necessity of human existence. 

The title to this bill as it nowstandsis ‘‘ to reduce taxation and sim- 

lify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.” Thistitleis 
falsa and misleading. It should read as follows: ‘‘A bill to increase 
taxation and to complicate the laws in order to still further exalt and 
enrich monopolies by the iniquitous and unrighteous spoliation of the 


, during the early days of this debate, in speaking 
on this subject, I said: : 

For the first time in American history the mask ofthe manufacturer is thrown 
aside and all disguise abandoned. He has heretofore at least pretended that 
the protection he needed and asked conld be secured as an incident to a purely 
revenue tariff. The greatest minds ever en d in the conduct of our public 
affairs have willingly conceded all the incidental protection which wise legis- 
lation framed for the purposes of revenue could afford to the domestic manu- 
facturer. The protection, however, now boldly demanded is the enormous 
tribute which the consumer is compelled to pay directly to the monopolist in 
manufacture and in trade, no part of which ever reaches the Treasury of the 
Government at all. 

This tribute exacted for the sake of nanan per se, and with no reference 
to revenue, is the increased price which high rates of duty, keeping fore im- 

orts from our shores, enables the manufacturer to put on his goods without 
fear of foreign competition. Thisisthenaked and avowed plunder of one class 
of American citizens for the sole benefitand enrichment of another, and it will 
not long be borne. 

Since that time I have been an observer ofall the details of the dis- 
cussion which has followed, and the great burden of concern on the 
other side of the Chamber has been for the protection of monopolists 
in manufacture and trade against outside competition which would 
necessarily cheapen the necessities of life to the consumers. 

‘The question of revenue has only been sounded on a very minor key, 
while all the notes of the whole organ have been swept in the londest 
and boldest strains in behalf of protection, and protection alone. j 

Ts it pretended that such a policy has any Baar in any precedent 
of the Government or in anything ever uttered by a public man of na- 
tional tation? 

Several disputes have taken between Senators on this floor as 
to the attitude of Henry Clay on the question of a protective tariff. 
He is known to history as the father of the American system of pro- 
tection, and yet he would recoil with horror from the swollen, arro- 
gant, and rapacious pretenstons of that system if he could look upon 

t to-day, and scan the monstrous provisions of this bill. In the great 
debate Gathoun, 


tween Mr. Clay and Mr. running through February 


and March of 1838, Mr. Clay used this language, and it is to be found 
in Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, page 113: 

No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the 
supposed that it was to be poryetasi, We hoped and believed that temporar 
protection extended to our infant manufactures would bring them up and enable 
them to withstand competition with those of Europe. 

Now, however, after a hundred years of national existence we find 
our manufactures still more infantile than ever before, guarded and 
rocked in their baby cradles by such stalwart and giant tariff duties 
on foreign imports as Mr. Clay never dreamed of, and yet putting up 
their hands and squalling with incessant hunger for more. 

We find corporations, syndicates, trusts, combines, and individual 
millionaires, more potent in their wealth than the nabobs of the East 
Indies or the robber barons of the middle ages in their proudest and 
most remorseless days, coming here, surrounding this Capitol at both 
ends and } eatery “to mewl and puke ” like infants unless they get 
a renewed and enlarged license for higher prices, greater profits, and 
bloated dividends at the expense of the laboring men, women, and 
children of the United States who are compelled by restrictive legisla- 
tion to purchase their wares and merchandise. Itis this class of bearded 
babies living in palaces, flashing with diamonds, sailing the seas in pri- 
vate yachts, and careering over Europe on Tally-ho coaches, who have 
dictated this abominable bill line by line and schedule by schedule in 
their own interests, and in the interest of nobody else. 

It was this class also which surrounded and bullied the Republican 
national convention at Chicago, in June last, into a declaration that 
high and in many instances prohibitory protection should be perpetual. 
That every vestige of taxation on all sorts of distilled spirits and on 
every form of tobacco should be thrown overboard rather than that a 
single jot or tittle of the present oppressive protective system should 
be abated. It is true that Mr. Blaine had taken different ground, and 
so had the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], but monopoly was 
master there as it is here, and enforced its bold and insatiate demands 
for loot and plunder in Chicago as it is doing here now on this floor. 

Sir, I wish to arrest the attention of the public mind to the increased 
pretensions and arrogant claims of the protected monopolies. Itis but 
a short time since that Grant, Garfield, Arthur, and other eminent 
leaders of the Republican party recommended heavy reductions of 
tariff duties. They would not dare doso now. A little while ago a 
tariff commission with a Republican majority reported in favor of a 
general reduction of 20 per cent., and after a full investigation de- 
clared that our domestic manufacturers would still be prosperous and 
in wholesome condition. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], a high Republican au- 
thority on this subject, is on record repeatedly to the effect that the 
exorbitant tariff rates imposed during the war were to be but tempo- 
rary, and yet they remain to this hour, and the Senator will no more 
move their repeal than he will move to destroy this Capitol from tur- 
ret to foundation stone. The able Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
now in charge of this bill, a few years ago declared himself in favor 
of reduced tariff rates all along the line. Will he do so now? The 
Treasury is full and overflowing with a surplus, but he is compelled 
by merciless coercion to ask that duties on foreign imports, which the 
consumer pays, shall be raised instead of lowered. I mean no per- 
sonal offense to any one, but the country will take notice of the fact 
that the leaders of the Republican party are working under the rod of 
a master, and that master is the spirit of monopoly. 

Sir, a single thought further, and I am done. Let Senators on the 
other side take warning that one extreme begets another, that the pen- 
dulum will swing of itself as far one way as it is made to swing in the 
other. The cormorant greed and unsparing lust for plunder displayed 
by the monopolists in their persistent outcry for protection, under all 
circumstances and on everything, big and little, are rapidly begetting 
an extreme public sentiment in the opposite direction. 

Men heretofore thought to be conservative on this great question are 
seriously considering whether Government revenue could not be more 
justly secured by laying taxes on the property of the country rather 
than on the necessities of the people, and thus wipe out all the rankling 
injustices of the whole tariff system. Public opinion travels fast and 
far when stimulated by the spur of wrong and crime. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the 
question immediately before the Senate; but the very able speech of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] exposing the character of 
the legislation that is being now enacted at the dictation of monopo- 
lists and of great corporations and of enriched manufacturers justifies 
me in saying that the amendment which I have offered to be inserted at 
the end of this bill isa proper amendment. That amendment pro- 

that when those manufacturers who have come here and dictated 
the legislation of this body in reference to the tariff question, who 
have been heard by the committee and whose behests have been 
obeyed by the committee and are to be carried out by the other side 
of this ber in the votes which they are to give on this bill—that 
when those manufacturers have made their profit, made it by the 
enactment of the law which they have procured from the Senate of the 
United States, when they shall have piled up enormous sums of money 
by virtue of legislation which has been enacted in their interest,’ 
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then, as to all excess over 10 per cent. of profit that Lae Seg Rie 
over and above all labor and material employed, they com- 
pelled to divide it with the Government, through whose legislation 
they have been enabled to make all these large profits. 

I have offered that amendment for the purpose of exposing the pre- 
tenses that have been made here that the manufacturing interests are 
in a deplorable condition and making no profits. I have provided in 
that amendment that they shall pay only in excess of 10 per cent. of 
the profits over and above material and labor which they employ. If 
they make no profits over and above that sum, they will not be com- 

led, if my amendment is enacted into law, to pay anything into the 

asury; but if they do make over and above that, it would be mak- 
ing that which is an illegitimate profit by virtue of the legislation 
which they have secured from this body. 

I have offered the amendment (I do not expect that it will be 
adopted) for the purpose of showing, when the vote is recorded on it, 
that it is a mere pretense to say that the protected interests are in a 
dilapidated condition and need protection. I want to show by the 
votes of the men who favor this protective policy that they know or 
are satisfied that by virtue of this legislation these manufacturing in- 
teresis will make large profits at the expense of the consumers of the 
country. A 

Ihave heard much about this protective system, the benefits of which 
have been extolled on the other side of this Chamber. It is a system 
which proposes to put the hands of a few people in this country into 
the pockets of the masses and take from them such portions of their 
hard earnings as they may be authorized by this legislation to take. 
Against that, in behalf of the people of this country, I enter my pro- 
test. In behalf of the poor man wo lives by the sweat of his brow I 
protest against it. I protest against an advantage being given toa few 
at the expense of the many who are toiling from sunrise to sunset to 
make an honest living. I protest against it, sir, as an iniquitous and 
wrongful exercise of power, entirely unauthorized by the Constitution, 
which simply takes the means of the people from them unnecessarily 
to enrich certain favorites. 

One thing is certain that history establishes: whatever may be the 
designation of parties and Whatever may be the ultimate settlement 
of party questions, one class of mankind rallies around the headquar- 
ters of the rich and another around the headquarters of the poor. I 
am proud, sir, that I belong to that party which stands to-day before 
the country defending the great body of the people against the cormo- 
rants and monopolists who would wring from them their hard earnings 

, and appropriate them to themselves. 

Mr.PALMER. Before the Senator from Delaware sits down I should 
like to ask him a question. How would he arrange a business, under 
the operation of his amendment, in the case of a manufacturing con- 
cern—and the case is not infrequent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Michigan that the amendment of the Senator from Delaware is 
not now before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam merely asking the Senator a question. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. If the Senator will read my amendment care- 
fully he will see precisely what it means. 

Mr, PALMER. Suppose a business should lose money for three or 
four years and then in the fith year make a considerable profit, say a 
hundred percent., how would the business be compensated for the three 
or four losing years? Such cases are notinfrequent. I merely ask for 

, information, and do not ask the question in any unfriendly spirit what 
ever. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I have no idea whatever myself that under the 
provisions of this bill any line of manufacture in this country will not 
be profitable. This bill is designed to make manufactures profitable. 
Ihave no doubt they will reap rich rewards from the legislation here 
proposed in their favor. But the amendment provides only forthe ex- 
cess of profits over and above 10 per cent. It does not ask anything 
from any man who has not made a profit over and above that. 

Mr. PALMER. But I ask the Senator from Delaware to please 
solve this problem: In the case of a loss in a manufacturing concern 
for, say, three consecutive years, suppose it should lose 10 or 20 per 
cent. a year and that in the fourth year it should make, say, 100 per 
cent., does the Senator mean to make any provision for the 10 per 
cent. or 20 per cent. lost in each of the three losing years? As I un- 
derstand it, his amendment does not so read. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If men by inattention to their business fail to 
be successful we can not help that. They have the machinery under 
the legislation of Congress by which they can make large profits, but 
if by negligence they fail to do so the Government is not bound to in- 
demnity them for any losses. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator please answer that question? Men 
can not control markets; they may be industrious, but thereare times 
of depression that come to every business, and there are losses in cer- 
tain years, and it is only upon an average of five or ten years’ business 
that an establishment can be said to be inly profitable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas nays have been de- 
manded by the Senator from Missouri. Is the call sustained ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


i 

Mr. CALL. I understand the amendment now is to admit sawed 
boards or lumber duty free. - 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘Sawed boards, plank, deals,’’ etc. 

Mr. CALL. ‘‘Sawed boards, plank, deals,’’ etc, That language 
would seem to cover the ordinary pine lumber of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have some information on that sub- 
ject. The Senator from Delaware in alluding to this a few moments 
ago referred to the advantage that free lumber would give to the in- 
habitants of the States where there were no forests and where there 
was a necessity for lumber and the impossibility of obtaining it from 
the local supply. That is certainly true in that it is an advantage to 
the people to obtain lumber at the lowest possible price and to remove 
the artificial causes—causes imposed by law—which would increase 
the price. Butat whose expense, if you are to sustain the Govern- 
ment by a system of duties? 

At whose expense is it that this contribution to the general welfare 


shall be made? Shall those people whose sole support or a large part . 


of whose subsistence consists of the profits derived from the mannufact- 
urg of lumber he subjected to all the hardships of high taxes and ex- 
cepted from all the benefits of them? ‘That is the proposition, It is 
that in a system of duties for the support of the Government the duty 
should bear equally and fairly upon all industries, and that the people 
of Florida should not be called upon to do this beneficence to all the 
people of the United States. 

That is the question here in this matter of making lumber free. I 
agree to all that is said upon the subject of the impracticability and the 
unwisdom of a high system of duties. I agree to all that is urged in 
reference to the evil effects upon the country at large. Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, we may admit the whole argument that has been made in refer- 
ence to the effect of duties upon the encouragement of domestic manu- 
factures, but when they are thus encouraged there is one of three 
things that will occur—either the home supply will only equal the home 
demand, or it will exceed it, or it will fall below the home demand. 
That is an inevitable result—one of those three conditions must occur, 
and whichever of those three conditions does occur, it will still be true 
that we must either continue indefinitely the artificial cost which has 
created the protection or must abandon it and subject again the home 
supply to all the causes which the law assumes it isincapable of with- 
standing successfully. 

So that the idea carried out in itself will show its futility and fail- 
ure; but thata reasonable encouragement in laying duties may be given 
for the creation of industries, leaving them to stand or fall by the com- 
petition which they must inevitably encounter whatever may be the 
law, is a different proposition. But however that may be, itis un- 
questionably true that there is no kind of justice and no kind of good 
policy in imposing a system or support of government in the collection 
of revenue through duties upon imports and not making it fair and 
equal in its impositions and its benefits upon every portion of the coun- 
try. For that reason, sir, I should not be willing in a revenue tariff, 
or in any other kind of tariff, to except the productions of any part of 
the country from the benefits which they may derive by a levy ofa 
duty on imports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll will be called on the question of agreeing to the amend- 
ment p by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). The Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] stands paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHACE], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. If he were here, I should 
vote “‘nay.” 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the junior 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask if the vote of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] is recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would su; to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON], who is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON], I being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
RILL], that we transfer our pairs and each of us vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
Eustis]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FARWELL having voted in the negative, 

ee TM FA I wish othe es thet we a of the gr from 
Wino . FARWELL] to the t as I am informed, the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Pasco] announced a pair with him, 
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Mr. FARWELL. I saw the Senator from Florida in his seat a mo- 


ment ago; I think he is here. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Chair whether the vote of the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am informed by the Senator from Vermont that 
the Senator from Florida announced a pair with the junior Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. FARWELL. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague a 
COCKRELL] with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

e if present would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAR . Mr. President, I desire to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The Senator from Illinois desires 
his vote to be recorded. It will be recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois what ar- 
rangement has been made with regard to the pair of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FARWELL. The Senator from Florida gave me permission to 


record my vote, and I accordingly do so. ; 
Mr. That is perfectly satisfactory. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Bate. Geo Mo Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Pugh, ` Walthall. 
Butler, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Golanii, yo Torte,” 
v rpie, 
Mel, Soia of Arkansas, Vance, 
NAYS—30. 
Aldrich. Dolph, Sherman, 
Allison, Edm Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blair, i, Stewart, 
Cameron, Farw er, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Frye, Platt, Tel 
Cullom, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—25. 

A oe l, rar mony Sabin, 
Blackbu ust: erson, u 
Blodgett, | Faulkner, orrill, Stanford: 
Bowen, . d Voorhees, 
Brown, Hawley, Pasco, 

Call, Hearst, Payne, 
Chace, Kenna, Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, which will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 215, line 856, it is proposed to 

strike out '“15” and insert ** 20;” so as to read: 
1 f 2 r 

Sy eg ed per rn ia 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the next paragraph be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

216. Venee , and briar-root or briar-wood, and similar wood, unmanufact- 
ured, or not fi r manufactured than cut into p or shapes suitable for 


oad articles into while they are intended to be converted, 20 per cent. ad va- 
orem, 
Mr. ALDRICH. In connection with the amendment adopted to 
ph 209, the committee move to strike out, in paragraph 790, 
Tine 2416, the word “reeds.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On 
strike out the word ‘‘reeds.’’ 
Mr. ALDRICH. And insert the word ‘‘and’’ between ‘‘ bamboo’? 


and ‘‘rattan.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate at what 
point he desires the additional word ‘‘and’? to be inserted ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Between the word ‘‘ bamboo” and the word ‘‘ rat- 
tan,” and strike out the additional word ‘‘and.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator desires to strike out the 
‘*and’’ before the word “‘ osier?’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as it will 
stand when amended. Will the Senator from Rhode Island attend to 

' the reading so that it may be ascertained whether it is correct or not? 

The CHIEF CLERK. If amended as proposed the clause will read 
" bamboo and rattan and unmanufactured ’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that this amendment shall be PEA of be- 
fore any new amendment comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from hla suas tn panic to the pending amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rose to offer an amendment. 
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The OAR sesh on ihe amo 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the paragraph just 


page 184, in line 2416, it is proposed to Cobb. 


read by the Chief Clerk. Does the Senator from Alabama desire to 
to the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Tipe what page is that amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 184, line 2416. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ine a to whether the lumber schedule has 
been finished ? 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves the amendment already read upon page 184, paragraph 790, line 
2416, on which the Senator kon Alabama is recognized by the Chair 
as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, that does not appear to be a very 
important amendment in this bill, and I dare say it is not, but perhaps 
it will furnish me an opportunity to express my opinion upon an 
amendment that I intend to offer here, which I think is an important 
one. 

The Committee on Finance have entirely omitted to deal with one f 
the features of revenue in this country which is a very important oni 
and which I take for granted they have omitted to mention because of 
the favoritism that has heretofore been shown to the railroads of the 
country to the extent of fifteen or twenty millions of revenue that ought 
to go into the Treasury of the United States. 

The President of the United States on the 29th day of August, 1888, 
sent a message to the Senate, calling our attention very Tas andi to the 
state of the law on the subject of duties upon goods pass 
between Canada and the United States. That Ayre came up in thé 
House of Representatives on a bill now pending before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and was considered and discussed, and thé 
vote taken upon it in the other House resulted in yeas 176, nays 4. Oup, 
of the total of 180 votes there were only 4 votes against the bill 
oanp ont the views of the President of the United States. That vote 
is as follows: 


YEAS—176, 
Abbott, Culberson, Le 
Anderson, Iowa Cummings, W, Romeis, 
Anderson, Laird, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Da Landes, Rowland 
‘Anderson; Miss. Dibble, Lane, Russell, Mass, 
ee a Lanham, a 
Baker, ugherty, Latham, Wyer, 
Baker, N. Y. Dunn, z Lee, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Farquhar, Lynch, Scull, 
Barnes, Foran, onald, Seney, 
Diim kaiza A Mahoney, ees A 
’ Maish, 
Bland, Fuller, Martin, Toy 
Blount, Funston, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Bound, Gay, M Y, 
Bowd Gear, M Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Gest, McCullogh, Ga. 
dees N Ky. Gibson, = McKenna, ©, Ky. 
Browne, T. ILB. Va. Glass, : McMillin, Stone, Mo. 
rowne, Ind, Grimes, M e, Struble, 
ce, Guenther, Mills, Symes, 
Buckalew, Hall, Moffitt, Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Hare, Moo: y 
Burnes, Haugen, M Thompson, o 
Burrows, Hayes, Morrow, mpson, 
Bu is eard Nelson, A 
Campbell, T.J., N, Y. Hemphill, Nichols, Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, enderson, Iowa Norw Vance, 
Carlton, Henderson, N.C, ui * Vandever, 
Caruth. Henderson, Ill, alker, 
ell, Herbert, ON Ind, Warner, 
Catchings, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Washington, 
eadle, Hitt, O'Neil, Weaver, 
Chipman, Hogg, @, Weber, 
Clements, Ho è Owen, Wheeler, 
à Holmes, Payson, White, Ind. 
Hutton, Peel, p 
Compton, Johnston, N.O, Penington, Wilkinson, 
nger, Kean, Perkins, Williams, 
Cothran, Kelley, eters, M 
Cowles, a Plumb, A foo W, Va. 
Crisp, Laffoon, Rice, Yoder, S 
Crouse, La Follette, Robertson, Yost. 
NAYS—4. 
Bayne, Dalzell, Lind, White, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—144, ; 
A n Dingley, Grout, 
Allen, Burnett, Dorsey, Harmer, 
Allen, Mich, Butler, Dunham, Hatch, 
Allen, Bynum, Elliott, Hayden, 
‘Arnold, Campbell, F., N. Y, Enloe, Hiestand, 
Atkinson, Campbell, O; Ermentrout, Hires, 
Belden, Can A oo Hooker, 
Belmon Clard , , pkins, 
s Clark: Fisher, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Blan - Fitch Hopkins, Va. 
Flood, Houk, 
a Ford, Hovey, 
Boutelle, Cox, es, Howard, 
Brower, Darlingtor Glover, Hunter, 
nm, ? uj 
Brower, Daven Gof, Jackson, 
JER, Va. 2 
Brumm, Lano, Grosvenor, Kennedy, 
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Taylor, E. B., Ohio 


Reed, 

Lawler, organ, Richardson, Taylor, J.D., Ohio 
Lehi y Morse, Rockwell, Thomas, Ky. 
Lodge, Neal, Russell, 
Long, Newton, Rusk, Thomas, Wis. 
fers O'Donnell, Scott, t 

affett, O'Ferrall, Shaw, Townshend, 
Mansur, Outhwaite, Sherman, Turner,Ga. 
Mason, Parker, Simmons, Wade, 
Matson, tton, Sayani W: 
McComas, ‘erry, Spinola, Whiting, Mass. 
McCormick, Phelan, Spooner, Whiting, Mich, 
McKinley, Phelps, Springer, hitthorne, 
MoBae, eea Stewart T Wilkins, 

' Wi ‘ex. 

Merriman, Ran Stewart, Vt. Wise, 
Milliken, Rayner, Stockdale, Woodburn. 


The President’s views were in substance that the Congress of the 
United States, finding that there was now in operation no provision of 
law with of taxation or non-taxation on goods in transit be- 
tween the Atlantic seaboard and Canada and between Canada and the 
Atlantic seaboard, owes a duty to the tax-paying people of this coun- 
try to correct the state of the law in that regard. I now quote from 
the message the President’s own statement of the case: 


Actuated by the generous and neighborly spirit which has characterized our 
Jegislation, our ff laws have since 1886 been so far waived in favor of Canada 
as to allow free of duty the transit across the of the United States of 
prcasad eee) our ports and destined to Canada, or exported from Canada 

other foreign countries, 

When the o Washington was n ted in 1871, between the United 
States and Great Britain, having for its o very y the modification’ of 
the treaty of 1818, the privileges above referred to were made reciprocal and 
given in return by Canada to the United States in the following language, con- 
tained in the twenty-ninth article of said treaty: 

“It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 
treaty, goon wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, an Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been 
PE arm inato umeni y esignated by t 

snd for 


A he ee = the 
jesty’s possessions orth 
America, may be entered oom gh eran Oona ana conveyed in transit, 
without the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under 
such rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the 
ike rales recaletions, auf contilens goods. wera, or mersiandios many be 
e rules, ons, and con ns, g or m may 
conveyed’ in transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions 
through the territory of the United States, for export from the said ports of the 


United States, 

“ It is further agreed that, for the like period, wares, or merchandise 
arriving at any ofthe ports of Her Britannic jesty’s possessions in North 
America, and ed for the United States, may be entered at the pro cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, ay) a 
the said possessions, under such rules and regulations and conditions for t 
protection of the revenue, asthe governments of the said ons may from 
time to time prescribe; and, under like rules, and en bergen bore conditi: 
goods, wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment oi 
duties, from the United States, through the said possessions to other places in 
the United States, or for export from ports in the said possessions,” 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to this country; and ever since that 
time such shipment has been denied. 

The privilege of such shipment, which had been extended to our fishermen, 
was a most important one, allowing them to spend the time upon the fishin; 
grounds which would otherwise be devoted to a voyage home with their ontok, 
and doubling their opportunities for profitably prosecuting their vocation, 

In forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over their terri in 
bond and free of duty, the Canadian authorities deprived us of the only lity 
de ent upon their concession, and for which we could supply nosubstitute. 

he value to the Dominion of Canada of the privilege of transit for their ex- 
pes and imports across our territory, and to and from our ports, though great 
n every t, will be better appreciated when it is remembered that fora 
considerable portion of each year the St. Lawrence River, which constitutes 
the direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by ice. 

During the last six years the imports and exports of British Canadian prov- 
inces carried across our territory under the PETIS s rened by our laws 
amounted in value to about $270,000,000, nearly all of w were goods dutiable 
under our tariff laws, by farthe part of this traffic consisting of exchanges 
of goods between Great Britain and her American provinces brought to and 
carried from our ports in their own vessels. 

The treaty stipulation entered into by our Government was in harmony with 
laws which were then on our statute-book, and are still in force. 

I recommend immediate legislative action conferring uj the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. 

There need be no hesitation in suspending these la’ arising from the sup- 
position that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, for it seems 
quite plain that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only article 
incorporating such laws, terminated the lst day of July, 1885, 

The article itself declares that its provisions shall be in force “ for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XXXIII of thistreaty.” Turning to Article XXXTII 
we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a provision that Articles 
XVII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as the laws 
required to carry them into operation shall be by the legislative bodies 
of the different countries concerned, and that “they Mall poonatnn in force for the 

riod of ten years from the date at which they may come into operation, and 

urther until the expiration of two years after either of the high contracting 
parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same.” 

I am of the opinion that the “term of years mentioned in Article XX XIII,” 
referred to in Article XXIX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 
ing which Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX, commonly called 
the et articles,” should continue in force under the language of said Ar- 
ticle XXXIII. 

That the joint high commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understood 
and intended the phrase is certain, for in a statement containing an account of 
their negotiations, prepared under their supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the subject: 

“The transit question was discussed, and it was agreed that any settlement 


that might be made should include a reciprocal peng eara in that respect fi 
the fee wr for which the fishery articles anos be in force,” ze 
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In addition to this satisfactory evidence supporting this construction of 
the language of Article XXIX. it will be found that the law pasea by Congress 
to carry the treaty into effect furnishes conclusive proof of the correctness of 
such construction. 

This law was March 1, 1873, and is entitled “An actto carry into effect 
the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain. — 
in the city of Washington the Sth day of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries.” 
After providing in its first and second sections for putting in operation Articles 
inclusive, and Article XXX of the treaty, the third section is des 
voted to Article XXIX, as follows: 


first section of this act, and solong as the Articles XVIII to , inclusive, and 

A e of said treaty shall remain in force according to the terms and con= 

uoe ot Sele EL of said treaty, all wares, and merchandise ar- 
» eto— 

Following in the remainder of the section the myer words of thestipulation 
on the part of the United States as contained in Article XXIX, wi I bave 
already fully quoted. 

Here, then, limiting the duration of 


a distinct enactment of the Con, 
vin to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX shoul: 


that this law appears to ha 
to certain members of the Joint High Merwe: represent- 


There appearing to be no conflict or inconsistency between the treaty and the 
K -< last to invoke the well-settled prin- 


m - 

1 Canada the valuable privil of transit 
for their goods from our dene peonia ox our soil ‘which had koai Dasi prior 
to the ing of the treaty of 1871 and independently of it, remained in force 
and ever since the abrogation of the treaty, and notwi ding the refusal o 
Canada to permit our fishermen to send their fish to their home market through 
her territory in bond, the people of that Dominion have enjoyed without dimi- 
nution the advantages of our Tiberal and generous laws. 

If Article XXIX was termiuated it was done in virtue of an act of 
Congress which limited the operation of that article as to the transit 
of goods entering into the custom-houses between our seaboard and 
Canada, and between Canada and our seaboard, to the period of time 
when Articles XVIII and XXIX and Article XXX should remain in 
force. had the right to make that limitation. Congress made 
that limitation within the terms and according to the purpose of the 
treaty. It may or may not bethat Article XXIX of that treaty has been 
abrogated by the consent of the two Governments. It may be that that 
article still stands asa subsisting diplomatic engagement between the 
two countries, ratified by both Governments, but it is a doctrine of the 
Constitution, a doctrine of both Houses of Congress, that whatever re- 
lates to the revenue in a treaty negotiated by the President and rati- 
fied by the Senate must be put into operation ws an act of Congress, 
and can remain in operation as a law of this land only so long as Con- 
gress gives its sanction to its operation. 

If, then, to-day, in accordance with the amendment which I propose 
to offer at the time when we come to vote on amendments, we should 
declare in accordance with the language of the President of the United 
States, and in accordance with the fact that that act of Congress is no 
longer operative, it results that we must resort to some legislation here 
to remove that gap and defect in the law which is created by the en- 
actment of the statute of 1873. The agreement between the two Goy- 
ernments may stand, but the law has worked its effect, has become 
functus officio by the terms of the very words contained in its body. 
We might to-morrow enact a law to carry into effect the treaty of Wash- 
ington for ten years more, under the twenty-ninth article, but until Con- 
gress does something to supply the deficiency in the law created by the 
lapse or self-destruction, as I may call it, of this act of 1873, we are 
proceeding here to admit Canadian goods to pass through our country 
from the seaboard to the St. Lawrence and the Lakes without. any 
duties whatsoever upon them, giving to the countries of Europe all the 
benefits of that trade, which the declaration that I propose to place on 
the statute-book as an amendment to this bill would transfer immedi- 
ately to the people of the United States; and then the Canadians, instead 
of going abroad to gettheir goods that are now admitted free of duty in 
their transit across our territory after being entered in the custom-house 
would come to New York, Boston, Chicago, Detroit, and elsewhere in 
the United States for the purpose of buying these very goods. 

More than that, the railroads which our friends seem so determined 
to protect at the expense of fifteen or twenty millions a year to the 
revenues of the United States would then probably be benefited by 
the fact that they would have the transportation to and from Canada of 
the goods sold at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and elsewhere in 
this country. Ido not know that they would lose even considerably 
by it. One thing, however, is beyond question, and that is that the 
Canadian trade would be transferred to our large cities on the northern 
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Takes to a great extent which now finds its market over the ocean in 
London, oe ah Paris, and other important cities. 

I shall th ress this amendment when the time comes for vot- 
lag aa einen. As I offered it the other day it is not exactly to 
my liking, and I will offer it with some modifications to make it still 
more distinct. ButI do insist that we have no right while dealing 
with the subject of the tariff laws of the United States to pass over 
this very important subject and ignore it. I must believe that if the 
Senate chooses to do that thing it will only be because it intends to 
take from the revenues of the United States from fifteen to twenty 
million dollars a year for the purpose of subsidizing, in effect, certain 
railroads that lead from the North Atlantic seaboard out to the St. 
Lawrence River at Quebec and Montreal. 

In the light of the policy indicated by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, in which I fully concur, every reasonable provision on our side 
— be made for admitting Canada into close political union with 


the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Ala- 


bama has expired. 
Mr. MORGAN. That was all I had to say. I withdraw my objec- 
to the 


tion to the amendment. oe ie 
The P: IDENT pro tempore. e question is on agreeing 
seca gea proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALD- 


to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Io a proviso to what is called the fresh-fish 
clause, on page 125, or Gente the new clause for a tax 
of half a cent per pound on fresh fish. I offer this to make it more cer- 
tain. The amendment already adopted is not printed, and therefore I 
can not very well tell the page with exactness. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is page 128. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not printed, and therefore I could not lo- 
cate the 

The PRESIDENT; aihn The subject of fresh fish was treated 
in an amended h, numbered 2674, on page 127 of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. This is a proviso to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 

TACERE NLE: It is proposed to add the following proviso to the 
on oe which has been numbered 2673: 
Saban to chs A doom ot dine taken econ heaters DANONE thee Uaioe 
States and the Dominio m of Canada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Fresh oat or t d: Provided, That this duty shall 
not apply to Ash rugat by citizens ised tizens of the United States in the Beg cee ornate 
the lakes forming a between nited States and the Dominion of 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The waters of the lakes being divided by a bound- 
ary line between the two countries, Great Britain and the United States, 
the question arises whether if fish were caught on the Canadian side or 
the boundary line and were brought over here they would not be im- 
ported articles. I do not think Jor Diane fish caught on the high 
seas by American citizens anywhere, as a matter of course, are not im- 
ported; butas the northern halfof the lake is within the jurisdictional 
waters of Great Britain or Canada it might be held that t was an im- 

rtation. 
its HOAR. I wish to hear that new paragraph read again in the 
form in which it will stand if this amendment be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be read again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me first conclude what I was going to say; I 
shall finish in a moment. The whitefish, especially in Lake Erie, fol- 
lowing along the north shore, are constantly pursued by our fishermen 
and are caught with the consent of Canada. caught by Ameri- 
can citizens and brought to us, they ought not to pay duty. I do not 
think it necessary to discuss the matter any further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready forthe question? 
Mr. HARRIS, Is the question on the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there should be added to this ‘“‘or caught in 
the sea.’ 

s g SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to that, but there is no need 

t. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is covered by another paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The open sea is not within the jurisdictional 
waters of a foreign country. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink it had better be put in, however. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Itis the law now. 

Mr. HOAR. - I have no doubt it is the law now. 

Mr, ALDRICH. All articles the product of American fisheries are 

made free by paragraph 156. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio modify 
the amendment? 
I do not think it necessary, but if the Senator 
from Massachusetts asks it—— 
Mr. HOAR. I prefer to have it modified as I have suggested. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Say ‘“‘fish caught in the high seas or.” Thereis 
no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the pro- 
posed modification. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 3 of the proposed amendment it is pro- 
toinsert, after ‘‘ United States,” the words “‘ in the high seas or.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
roposed to be modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That this duty shall not apply to = = from enlace United 
States in the high seas or in the Lopen waters yr: boundary 
between the United States and the Dominion of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The boas recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed Br the Senator from Ohio as read. ix 

The amendment was 

Mr. ALLISON. I sk] pe attention of the Senate now toa paragraph 
or two that were 


On page 117, Page sty ha EAE beginning with 184 were passed 


over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraphs 185 and 186 have been 
Mr. ALLISON. Has paragraph 184 been also read? 
The Ee tempore. Yes, those have all been read, 


The CHIEF CLERK. On h 184, line 766, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the w ners ach ‘two, so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


184, Nickel.—Nickel in ore, 2 cents ae pound for the nickel contained therein. 


ite ALLISON, ‘Now’ in pargraph 186, om pege 
T. . Now, in 85, on 117, I move to 
strike out ‘‘ten”’ and insert ‘“‘ fiye.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 117, paragraph 185, line 769, it is 
posed to strike out “ten”? and insert ‘*five;’? so that the partes 
may 

185. Nickel in matte, other crude ready 
T Scat pee peat om prd mipri g yr A ETRE Sr E 

Theamendment was agreed to. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa to the punctuation of paragraphs 184 and 185. 
At the close of the paragraphs fear not the semicolon be changed 
to a period ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That 

Mr. Se oat pabuat 166 to 170 

Mr. VEST, No, they were passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have not been read. They 
will be now read. 

yy Chief Clerk read as follows: 

168. Copper.—Copper imported ia the form of ores, 1} cents per pound on each 


67. Regulus of copper s per and black or coarse copper, and copper cement, 1} cents 
und on x ntained therein. ; 


ee om prens of fine copper co: 
Old copper! p yaa h Negi pany pg arg oor new cop; chee oe er and all 
amis Bag isa component material of value, not 
paok asane piyas for in this act, 1} cents per 
169. Opa in plates, bars, ingots, Chi other 
manufactured, not specially enumerated or pro 


and in other forms, not 
Pin Copper in rolled plates called braziers’ 
bottoms, 


e 117, 
£ fiye” 


will be made. 
usive have not, I think, 


and 


aise sheathing or Fellow naai of which. ia not the com, oneni materiai 
adorea ia ma, not composed wholly or tm part 
cent, ad valorem. 
Mr, ALLISON. In line 718, after the word ‘‘ bottoms,’’ I move to 
strike out down to and including = word “‘act,’’ in line 720. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 115, in paragraph 170, line 718, it is 
proposed to strike out after Ses word ‘“‘ bottoms,” down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘act,” in line 720, as follows: 
And ali porama iep Adap copper shall be the component material of 
value, not specially or provided for in this act, 
Ths AA sen eased! to. 
Mr. ALLISON, On page 158, I moveas an amendment what Isend 
to the desk. 
Fg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


for in this act, 2 cents per 
gon opener nc pn Sik pol Saosin zoia, pipes, 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 158, paragraph 423, line 1778, after 
the word “‘ cocoa,” itis pert to add the words “and rattan;’’ and 
in the same line, to strike out ‘* ten” and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ and "in Tine 
1779 of the same paragraph, to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘* fcur.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These amendments will be consid- 
ered as one question if there be no objection. The paragraph as it is 

posed to be amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

423. Cocoa and rattan matting and mats: Matting, 8 cents per square yard; 
mats, 4 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, On Page 160, in paragraph 440, line 1832, after the 
word “glasses,” I move to strike out the words “and watch-keys;”” 
and after the word ‘‘watches,’’ in the same line, to insert the word 
**and;’? so that the paragraph will read: 

440, Watches, watch-cases, beter erator pern of watches and watch- 
glasses, whether separately packed or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed we 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask if I can now introduce an additional section 
immediately following line 1824. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There are a number of small amendments that I 
first desire to offer, and if the Senator will allow me to get them out 
of the way I shall then yield to him with pleasure. 

: On page 128, in paragraph 277, I move to add what I send to the 
esk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 128, paragraph 277, itis proposed to 
add at the end of the paragraph: 

Sugar of milk, crude, 4 cents per pound; refined, 8 cents per pound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is this an TOTORANI | paragraph ? 

Mr. ALLISON, No, it is to be a part of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Then the punctuation should be 
changed, and it will be. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 110, in h 151, line 601, I move to 
strike out ‘‘10’? and insert ‘‘5, and in line 602, to strike out “40” 
and insert ‘'30.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in line 602 has al- 
ready been agreed to. The proviso will now be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the sentence so that it 
ges fies read as follows: 

rther, That all iron or steel wire valued at more than 5 cents per 
pay a “duty of not less than 35 per cent.ad valorem, 
ore amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 157, in paragraph 417, line 1753, after the 
words ‘‘ gutta- ” I move to insert “‘yulcanized india rubber 
known as hard rubber.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 157, in paragraph 417, line 1753, after 
the words ‘‘ gutta-percha,’’ it is pro: to insert the words ‘‘vulcan- 
ized india rubber known as hard rabber;’’ so that the paragraph may 
read: 


417. nee chap eae of leather, gutta-percha, vulcanized india rubber known as 
hard rubber, human hair, and or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 155, in ph 409, line 1717, after the 
word ‘‘bodies,’? I move to insert the words “or arts thereof.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pro; amendment will be 
read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 155, in paragraph 409, line 1717, after 


the word ‘‘ bodies,’’ it is ayer to insert the words ‘or parts there- 
of;’’ so that the clause may read 

Including fur hat bodies or parts thereof, 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 148, in paragraph 360, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk. 
wane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 148, in paragraph 360, lines 1526 and 
1527, 11 ıs proposed to strike out the words: = 

Any of the foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, 

So that the clause may read: 

Cords and tassels, dress-trimmings, head-nets, Sie or barrel buttons, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same h, in line 1529, after the word 
t machinery,” I move to add ‘‘any of the foregoing which are elastic 
or non-elastic;’’ so that the clause may read: 


‘Wrought by hand or braided by machinery, of the forego: which 
elastic or Pair srt made of wool, worsted, narar pé at ing. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 


i 


Mr. ALLISON. In the same page and paragraph, line1532, I move 
to strike out “30” and insert ‘‘ 40.’? 

Uso PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendment will be 
5 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 148, in paragraph 360, line 1532, it is 
proposa to strike out ‘‘30” and insert *‘‘ 40;’’ so that the clause may 
rea 

The hair of egoki alpaca, or other animals, or of which woo 
hair of the goat, or other animals is a component mate: 
pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 134, paragraph 312, I move an amend- 
ment, to which I call the att attention of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
Vest]. Inline 1193, paragraph 312, I move to strike out the word 
“ aerated ” and to insert ‘“' similar;”’ so as to read: 

Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other similar waters, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment pending to 
that clause, to insert the word “‘ artificial’’ before ‘‘ waters.” 

Mr. ALLISON. In lieu of the amendment suggested the other day, 
which has not yet been adopted, I move toinsert the word ‘ similar.” 

Borie VEST. Does the Senator propose to strike out the word ‘‘aer- 
ated ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove tostrike out the word ‘‘ aerated ” and to in- 
sert “similar.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to amend by inserting 
a ‘artificial? was mado by the Senator from Missouri [Mr, 
VEST 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask him to withdraw it. 

Mr, VEST. It seems to me that striking out the word “aerated”? 
and inserting the word ‘‘similar’’ would make this a very nebulous 


and uncertain clause. 
paragraph 627 is changed as I propose. 


worsted, the 
40 cents per 


Mr. ALLISON. Not after 

Mr. VEST. What is the other provision? Let us hear it all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose, on page 173, ph 627, to insert 
“natural mineral waters.” I will say to the tor that I have 
looked into this matter. 

Mr. VEST. I believe that is all night 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator from Missouri 
withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire the attention of the Senator from Iowa for 
a moment. The amendments proposed by the committee can be acted 
upon after 5 o’clock, There are a few amendments that have to be 
presented by other Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. If the Senator will allow this matter 
to be disposed of, I will accept his suggestion. I see there is some 


force in it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri being withdrawn, the amendment proposed by the Sen- 


ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1193, before the word “ waters,” it 
it proposed tostrike out the word ‘‘ aerated’? and to insert ‘‘ similar;’’ 
so as to read: 


os Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other similar waters, 
eto. 


The amendment was agreed to. / 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, while upon this subject, on page 173, para- 
graph 627, line 2143, I move to insert the word ‘ natural” before 
“t mineral waters,” and to strike out the words ‘‘all not otherwise 

y provided for in this act.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 173 itis proposed to change paragraph 
627 so as to read: 

627, Natural mineral waters. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to an amendment in which I think he will concur. On page 120, 
after line 847, I move to insert: 

Rattans y gan ani manufactured but not made up into completed articles, 10 


per cent, ad 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that in his 
absence an amendment has already been agreed to covering the ques- 
tion to which he alludes, by inserting reeds at 10 per cent. and chair 
canes at 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I think those are the crude articles; they are not 
partly manufactured. 

f Mr. ALLISON. Rattan is a crude article and is now on the free- 
st. i 

Mr. COLQUITT. I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. Reed is in one sense a manufactured and perhaps, 
also, a crude article. We have inserted reed at 10 per cent. ad valo- 
rem and chair cane, which is a preparation from rattan, at 15 per cent, 
ad valorem, which I think covers all the Senator desires. 

Mr. COLQUITT. ‘These articles, then, are not included under the 
35 per cent. duty ? 

Mr, ALLISON. They are not, as now arranged in the bill. 
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Mr. COLQUITT. That will answer my purpose if I have the assur- | sugar interest after you have passed your bill exactly where it was be- 


ance of the Senator that that is the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has already been disposed of. 

Mr. EUSTIS. In line 880 I move to strike out ‘‘ five-eighths’’ and 
insert ‘‘four-eighths;’’ so as to read: 

219, All sugar above No. 16 and not above No, 20 Dutch standard of color, 1$ 
eents per pound. 

And in line 883 I move to strike out the word ‘‘two’’ and insert 
‘fone and three-fourths;’’ so as to read: 

220, All sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

I ask that they be considered as one amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two propositions will be so 
treated, if there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, the statement has been made repeat- 
edly by Senators on the other side that there is a reduction of 50 per 
cent. ad valorem upon sugar. That statement is correct with regard 
to sugars that are not consumed by the people. It is not correct with 
regard to sugars that are consumed by the people. If the Senators on 
the other side, particularly the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], are in favor of giving 
cheap sugar to the American consumers, as they have in this 
Chamber, if it be the desire of the Finance Committee to give cheap 
sugar to the American consumers as they declare in their report, then 
Isubmit that this amendment is directly in the line of the declared 
desires and intentions of the Republican members of the Senate. The 
effect of these two amendments will be to equalize the rate, and to 
make the reduction not only 50 per cent. upon sugars which are not 
consumed by the American people, but to make the reduction 50 per 
cent. on sugars that are consumed by the American people. 

Senators will understand that up to the current of the standard es- 
tablished by law the sugar which is graded below 16 is not the sugar 
in daily consumption, as we were informed by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. The sugar above 16 is the sugar that is used upon the Ameri- 
can breakrast-table. According to the Senate bill, up to 16 the reduc- 
tion is 50 per cent., but the moment you come to the class of sugar 
that is consumed by the American people there is a deviation from 
that reduction of 50 per cent. ad valorem, and it is 45 and 42 per cent. 

Mr, President, there has been a very false impression created with 
regard to this sugar question by the ents presented, Ido not 
mean to intimate or insinuate that it has been intentionally done; but 
that the Senate bill is intended and will have the effect to give cheaper 
sugar to the People who consume sugar in this country I deny. I 
challenge the Finance Committee to controvert the fact that under the 
Senate bill you have a prohibitory tariff so far as refined sugars are 
concerned, and those are the only sugars which are consumed in this 
country. 

The moment you have reached the prohibitory point (and you have 
reached it by this Senate bill), I care not what pretensions are asserted 
on the other side, I care not what professions are made for the sugar 
consumer of this country, I care not whether the Senators on the other 
side choose to attempt to put the Democratic party in a false attitude 
on this question of giving cheap sugar to the American consumer, I say 
that it is absolutely impossible under the provision of this bill for a 
foreign refiner to import a solitary pound of sugar into the United 
States that is to be consumed by an American citizen. Why? For 
illustration, the refiner abroad pays 2 cents for raw sugar. He pays, 
say, 1 cent for refining it, and pays a duty, if it is between 13 and 16, 
of 12 cents a pound landed here. That is what his sugar bas cost him 
landed here, for it costs as much freight to import a pound of raw 
sugar as a pound of refined . So his sugar costs him 4} cents 
here, making a difference of three-eighths of a centagainst him. Why? 
Because the refining importer of the United States pays the same price 
for raw sugar, 2 cents; he pays 1 cent for duty, and 1 cent for refining; 
so that sugar refined costs him 4 cents, whereas it costs the foreign re- 
finer who attempts to import that sugar 43 cents, if the quality be be- 
tween 13 and 16, and 33 centsif the quality be between 16 and 20, and 
1 cent difference if the quality be above 20, of which a large amount is 
consumed in this country. 

What I desire to test is the sincerity of the Republican Senators. 
They are attempting to shelter whatever designs they have themselves 
with reference to the other provisions of this bill under the idea that 
they are protecting American labor and all that sort of thing. Your 
positive position has been that you have made this reduction in order 
to give cheap sugar to the American consumer. I say if that be your 
intention and purpose, this amendment you can not for a moment con- 
trovert, for it is directly in the line of that argument and of that wish 
on your part, because it equalizes the reduction upon the grades of 
sugars and makes the reduction 50 per cent. upon refined sugars as 
well as upon raw sugars. 

In conclusion, I desire to state that this duty upon sugar is a duty 
as absolutely probibitory asis the existing law, and we know that under 
the existing law there have been no sugars imported below No. 13. I 
believe the whole tax does not amount to $11 as compared with $52,- 
000,000 or $53,000,000 of import duties. Inasmuch as the law is abso- 
intely prohibitory as to imported refined sugars, you leave this whole 


2i 


fore you passed your bill, and that is within the absolute control of the 
sugar trust in this country. 

I heard the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] some time ago de- 
clare in this Chamber that the only way to reach the sugar trust was to 
reach it through tariff legislation. I agree with him. I believe that 
his position is correct. ‘The only way that you can ever reach, affect, 
or destroy that trust is through tarifflegislation, by accepting the propo- 
sition which I now tender to the other side, to make the duty upon 
imported and refined sugars the same as you have made it upon raw 
sugars, thereby under certain conditions and circumstances inviting 
foreign competition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Louisiana 
tenders the proposition which he has made in behalf of his associates? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I take it for granted that my associates will vote to 
reduce the duty on imported sugars in the interest of the sugar con- 
sumers. I have no reason to believe otherwise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Senator another question. Does he 
think if we put raw sugars upon the free-list that we ought to put re- 
fined sugars also upon the free-list? 

Mr.EUSTIS. That is not the question involved in the amendment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply asking that question for the purpose 
of ascertaining the basis of the Senator’s amendment, if I can find it 
out; whether he thought the business of refining sugar in the United 
States isa legitimate business, and if it is a legitimate business to what 
extent it is entitled to protection? Does the tor mean to say that 
he thinks, if his amendment should be adopted, the difference which 
would then exist between raw and refined is an equitable one? 
Is that the reason why he seeks to make this amendment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ofcourse I do. Otherwise I should nothave offered 
the amendment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that the sugar-refiners of the 
ae eee could still continue in business if his amendment were 
adopted ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is predicated upon conditions, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think they ought to be por ina 
situation where their business would depend upon conditions 

Mr. EUSTIS. What I mean by this amendment is that we should 
getnearer the point of probable importations, whereas you now restatthe 
point of absolute prohibition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let us see whether we do rest at the point of 
absolute prohibition. The Mills bill, which wasa of the Demo- 
cratic platform, and which received the support, with one or two ex- 
ceptions, of every Democratic member of the House of Representatives, 
and which I understand to be the platform upon which the Senators 
on the other side stand, including the Senator from Lonisiana, gives 
greater protection to the sugar-refiners than the Senate substitute does, 
Upon the very grade of sugars which the Senator now seeks to reduce 
the duty upon the Mills bill gives seventy-seven hundredths of a cent 
protection to the refiners. The Senate substitute gives seventy-five 
nonarenwe of a cent, and the Senator now proposes to give fifty hun- 

That arrangement of duties was entered into, it is an open secret, 
at the suggestion and demand of the Representatives from Louisiana 
in the other House. Now, the Senator from Louisiana comes in here 
and asks us to reduce the duty which is a protection to American 
refiners twenty-seven hundredths of a cent below the Mills bill, 
Having opposed here a proposition to give a bounty to the s pro- 
ducers of Louisiana, and having opposed a reduction of the duties upon 
sugar, which is produced in Louisiana, he seeks to destroy the busi- 
ness of sugar refining. 

Mr. EUSTIS. To destroy it! 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say advisedly to destroy it, because if the duty 
which he now proposes should be adopted it would be impossible to 
refine sugars in the United States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There is still a large discrimination in their favor in 
regard to raw sugars, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says we ought to give the same pro- 
tection upon raw and refined sugars. Let us see how that would oper- 
ate. Suppose the difference in duty is seventy-five hundredths, as the 
Senate bill proposes, and we should put raw sugar upon the free-list; 
that would result in putting refined sugars on the free-lisé if reduced 
to the same percentage. Itis not the reduction of percentage; it is 
the margin between the duty on raw sugar and refined sugar which 
affords the protection to the sugar-refiner. That is a well-known fact, 
which has been stated repeatedly on this floor. 

The Mills bill, which, as I say, has received the support of the Dem- 
ocratic party in both Houses, gives an absolute protection amounting 
to more than $6,000,000 per annum to the sugar-refiners, as does the 
Senate substitute; and yet the Senator from Louisiana at this late day, 
because we have, in spite of his vote, given a bounty to the sugar-pro- 
ducers of Louisiana, and have reduced the duty to the consumers of 
this country, breaks up his alliance with the sugar-refiners and comes 
in as ae seeks to put his party in the attitude of repudiating the 
Mills bi 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iask'for the yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Evsris]. 

. The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were present, I should vote 

ea, 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the see I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the yote 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] recorded ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. ss 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair 


with him. 
The Senator from South Carolina 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam paired on this question, until his return, with 
the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Before the vote is announced I should like, with the 
consent of the Senate, to have three minutes to explain my vote on this 
proposition, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the re- 
quest. 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. Make it afterwards. 

Mr. GIBSON. After the vote is declared I will make my statement. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Bate, Eustis, Pasco, Vest, 
aed Faulkner, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Bi. burn, George, Ransom, Walthall 
prowa Gorman, ee Wilson of Md. 

uitt, Hampton, rpie, 
Daniel, Hanke r Vance, 

NAYS—31, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chace, e, Paddock, Spooner, 
Chandler, Gibson, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Teller, 
wes, Ingalls, Shee Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Cameron, Hawley, Morgan, 
Beck, Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, 
Blodgett, Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Sabin, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gray, Kenna, Stanford. 
n, ie, McPherson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, it appears to me, if I caught the 
terms of the proposition correctly as I heard it read just before the vote 
was taken, that the effect of if was misunderstood by our friends upon 
this side. The duty under the existing tariff is on all sugar above 16 
and not above 20 Dutch standard in color 3 cents per pound, and it is 
reduced by the Senate bill now pending to 1Ẹ cents per pound. The 
existing law fixes the tariff on all sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard 
of color at 3% cents per pound. The Mills bill places upon these grades 
2.40 and 2.80 cents per pound. 

The pending Senate bill reduces them far below the Mills bill, to 1Ẹ 
cents per pound and to 2 cents per pound. I understand the amend- 
ment now offered proposes to still further reduce these rates from 1§ to 
if and from 2 cents to 1} cents. 

I feel constrained to record my vote against this amendment. The 
production of sugar in Louisiana aboye No. 16 is very large. In my 
judgment it constitates in value to-day the chief portion of the crop. 
and it is rapidly increasing, both in value and in quantity, as new an 
better methods of manufacture are applied. It is wise to enco 
the use of these new processes—the diffusion process, centrifugal and 
vacuum pans—by which not only is the quantity of sugar extracted from 
aton of caneincreased, but the quality is also improved and broughtabove 
No. 16 Dutch standard. Recent experiments demonstrate that, instead 
of an average of 100 pounds of sugar per ton of cane, by these improved 
methods over 200 pounds of sugar may be extracted froma ton of cane. 

This shows the immense benefits that will be bestowed not only upon 
the large planter but the small farmer, not only upon those who make 


the better goods but the lower of sugar in Louisiana, by the in- 
troduction of machinery to make sugar over No. 16. 

The best consideration I have been able to give to the Senate sched- 
ule leads me to the conviction that its rates were too low upon all 
grades of sugar, and that it discriminates in favor of the Demerara or 
bright yellow refined grocery sugars above No. 16 that come directly 
in competition with our Louisiana sugars. I believe that under the 
bill as it now stands these sugars, ready for consumption, will be im- 
ported. To reduce still further these rates would, in my judgment, 
be injurious to our sugar interests. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to state that so far as my knowledge extends 
there is no man made in Louisiana above the grade of 16, except by 
refinement. I know that as a fact. 

Mr. REAGAN. On page 160, after line 1834, I move to insert as 
an additional section the following: 

SEC, aE eed — mes levied and collected aaa iaae Aromi the 
Eana AOA oF the UNIOS Stabes residing abtoad, whether decivod treo: way 
kind of property, rents, interest, dividends, salaries, or from any profession, 
trade, employment, or vocation, carried on in the United States or elsewhere, 
or from any other source whatever, except as hereinafter mentioned, if such 
annual gains, profits, or income exceed the sum of $1,000, a duty of 5 per cent. 
on the excess over $1,000 and not exceeding $5,000; a duty of 7¢ per cent. per 
annum on the excess over $5,000and not exceeding $10,000, and 10 
allsums in excess of $10,000: Provided, That the duty imposed 
cotton and woolen goods, on iron and steel, and the products of iron and steel. 
including farmers’ and mechanics’ tools, shall in no case exceed 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, and that salt shall be imported free of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment p by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am aware that the objection may 
be made that it is now desirable to reduce the revenne—that we have 
heard all the time—and that a tax on incomes would tend to increase 
the revenue of the Government. To guard a that I suggest that 
we place a limit upon the revenue to be derived from the duty upon 
imported cotton and woolen goods and upon sait and upon the products 
of iron and steel, including farmers’ and mechanics’ tools. 

I do not present this amendment under the supposition that it will 
be adopted by the Senate, though I am sure that we all profess, and I 
a we all desire, to benefit the American people by our legislation 


ere. 

If I were called upon to point out the greatest political evil that now 
threatens the welfare of this country, it would be the danger and the 
evil of promoting class interests by class legislation and of increasing 
the fortunes of individuals and corporations by trusts and combinations, 

If Senators agreed with me in that, then I might ask them logically 
to agree with me in providing that instead of building up fortunes by 
class interests and by trusts and combines, we should impose a tax, 
a reasonable graduated tax, upon incomes of over the sum of $600. 

I fear by the reading of the amendment as I presented it, that I 
made an omission which I suppose will not be material, in not provid- 
ing for incomes exceeding $10,000. If I expected that the action of 
the Senate would be favorable, of course I should seek to correct that 
now. I will say also when I provide for free salt if there was a proba- 
bility that such an amendment would be adopted or if it was adopted, 
I should move to strike out that portion of the bill which provides for 
a tax on salt. 

The purpose of the amendment is to indicate that we propose to 
make class interests, combinations, and trusts, that are accumulating 
vast fortunes in this country, to contribute something to the support 
of the Government and to take some of the burdens off the toiling mill- 
ions, out of whom they are now extorting immense fortunes. The 
amendment is based upon that policy. If such a policy could be 
adopted and announ to the American people it would produce 
another rejoicing like the rejoicing which sprang from the Declaration 
of Independence, because they would feel once more that the Govern- 
ment was engaged in legislating for the masses of the people and that 
the people might expect a fair chance in the race of life to support 
their families, educate their children, and discharge the duties of citi- 


zens. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Secretary to insert after the words 
**$10,000”’ the words ‘‘and 10 per cent. upon all sums above $10,000.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words suggested by the Senator 
from Texas will be inserted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it in order at this time to move to amend the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to strike out ‘‘six hundred,” where it oc- 
curs, and insert ‘‘ one thousand.” 

Mr. REAGAN. I will accept the amendmentif I have a right to do 
80. 


aid annual! 


cent. upon 
y this act on 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to strike out ‘‘six 
hundred ” and insert ‘‘one thousand ” will be inserted. Thequestion 
is qn the amendment as modified. 

. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas, who, of 
course, has carefully studied the subject to which his amendment re- 
lates, what, in his judgment, would be the amount of income or rev- 
enue received into the Treasury of the United States under his amend- 
‘ment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not prepared to answer, because I only deter- 
mined to-day to present that view of the subject for the purpose of tak- 
ing the sense of the Senate on the poler. If the amendment should 
be adopted, we can then make other calculations. I presented the 

‘amendment in its presentshape and propose to limit the duties upon im- 

ports to guard againstan increase of the revenue by the adoption of the 
amendment. I am not able to answer the Senator’s question as to the 
amount of revenue the provision, if adopted, would produce. 

Mr. HOAR. In the judgment of the Senator, without going into 
exactness of calculation, is he not quite sure that it would increase the 
pan revenues of the Government many hundredsof millions of dol- 

above what they are now? 

Mr. REAGAN. I should say not; but, of course, as I have already 
stated, I can not answer the question. Ishould say certainly it would 
“ron increase the revenues to the extent of hundreds of millions of dol- 

Mr. HOAR. Then we have a proposition made by a grave Senator 
on this floor,-who has labored and toiled and perspired with indigna- 
tion against the large amount of exactions which were taken from the 

ple of this country and put into the Treasury, and the effect on the 
focacus of the country of that surplus going into the , in re- 
gard to which he has no opinion whether his proposed policy will add 
to or amount of that surplus in the Treasury many hundred millions 
of dollars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. BERRY. I was paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], but I have voted, having transferred the pair to my colleague 
[Mr. JONES, of Arkansas]. 

Mr. CALL. I am with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen]. 


Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] recorded? ; 

The PRESID pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BERRY. I have taken the liberty of transferring my pair with 


the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to my colleague [ Mr, JONES, of 
Arkansas], and therefore voted. r 

Mr. HISCOCK. I willlet my votestand, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with theSenator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON l) 
Mr. I desire to withdraw my vote, and will announce 
my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr Jonxs]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (after ha voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURETE] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The vote of the Senator from Min- 
nesota is withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Bate, Coke, ” Saulsbury, 

Colquitt, Gibson, Vance, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Hampton, Vest, 

Butler, Eustis, Harris, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Faulkner, Reagan, althall. 
NAYS—22. 

Dol Morrill, Riddle! 
san ph, i aoe 
Brown, e, Palmer, Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Payne, Spooner, 
Chace, Hoar, atheis 
Chandler, Ingalls, Plumb Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Manderson, Pugh, ler, 
Dawes, Mitchell, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—2. 
Allison, Edmunds, Hiscock, Pasco, 
Beck, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Jones of Neyada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gray, Kenna, ford, 
Call Hale, McPherson, Turpie, 
Davis, Hearst, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have several amendments of im- 
portance which should be acted upon before the hour agreed upon at 
which debate is to close shall arrive; and I ask, therefore, that the 
committee amendment to paragraph 402, in regard to the duty on kid 
gloves, may be taken uj 

Mr. BROWN. Id to call the attention of the chairman of the 


subcommittee to the fact that the rice schedule was passed over yes- 
and was to be taken up this morning, as I understood. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be reached in due time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we can arrange so as to have no controversy 
about rice. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope it will be soon taken up and di of, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the tor from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 159, line 1697, it is proposed to strike 
out paragraph 402, as follows: 


402. Gloves, kid or leather, of all descriptions, wholly or partiall: manufact- 
ured, 50 per cent, ad valorem. = y z 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


402. Gloves of all descriptions, com, wholly or in part of kid or leather, 
and whether wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than $5 per 
dozen pairs, $1.50 per dozen pairs and 20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more 
than $5 and not more than $5 dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairsand 25 cent. 
$8 per dogen pairs, 50 per cent. ad 

Mr. VEST. Isimply desire to call attention to the effect of this 
proposed amendment, The present duty upon all these gloves is 50 

r cent, ad valorem. The effect of this amendment analyzed is as 

‘ollows: Upon gloves costing $1 a dozen the duty is increased from 50 
to 170 per cent.; on gloves costing $1.50 a dozen, from 50 to 120 per 
cent.; and on the next grade, costing $2 a dozen, the rate will be 95 
per cent., an increase of 45 per cent.; on gloves costing two and a half 
dollars per dozen, 80 per cent., an increase of 30 per cent.; those cost- 
ing $3 a dozen, an increase of 20 per cent., being an increase from 50 to 
70 per cent.; on those costing $3.50 a dozen the duty is increased to 
62 per cent.; andso on down until we come to the highest-priced gloves, 
costing $8 a dozen pairs, and upon them the duty is retained at 50 per 
cent., without any change from the existing law. 

So, asin all these amendments, systematically and persistently the 
ad valorem rate is increased upon the cheaper grade and not increased 
in thesame proportion upon the higher-priced gloves, or else the duty 
is allowed to remain the same. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One Senator can judge as well as another of the 
value of an ad valorem duty which is based upon kid gloves at a dol- 
lara — The absurdity of that proposition is apparent upon the 
face of it. 

Mr. VEST. ‘These are not all kid gloves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are all kid or leather gloves. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say they were all kid 
gloves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the committee amendment to para- 
graph 412 in regard to the duties on leather be taken up. The first 
amendment is in line 1729, to insert a comma after the word ‘‘ enam- 
eled.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 1730, 1731, and 1732, of paragraph 412, 
it is proposed to strike out: 

And skins of all kinds not e 
Reg ski w erk 3 wc ed rampant or provided for in this act, 


And insert: 


Dressed or undressed and finished chamois and other skins, not speciall, 
enumerated or provided for in this act, s£ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask to modify the next clause of the same 
ph by inserting, before the word ‘‘sheep” in line 1732, the 
following words: 


Bookbinders’ calf-skin, kangaroo, sheep ; 
So as to read: 


Bookbinders’ calf-skin, kan sheep, and goat skins, including lamb and 
kid skins, dressed and finished , 20 per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘twenty,” in line 1734, in the same 
paragraph, I move to insert ‘‘five;’? so as to read: ‘25 per cent. ad 
valorem,” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 1733 of the same paragraph I move to strike 
out “‘ten” and insert ‘‘fifteen;”’ so as to read: ‘“‘15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. There is objection. I object to that, and ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The yeas and nays can be taken after the close of 
the debate. I will suggest to the Senator from North Carolina that a 
separate vote can be taken just as well in the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Of course it can, 


ad valorem; valued at more 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered upon the Journal. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. T ask that paragraphs 320 and 391 be taken by 

Mr. VANCE. pols like to have a viva voce vote upon the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 28, noes 21. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask action on the amendment I offered. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to amend paragraph 320, so as 
ge read as follows: 

stockings, hose, and half-hose made on knitting machines a 
r ecd of cotton or other vegeta a Sein ead tener ommanenen tee of cotton, val 

Ted Ab mot. maro tke 91.00 wer dome. 35 per cent, ad valorem. y 

Mr. VEST. The effect of this amendment is, like the last about 
which I made a few remarks, to increase the ad valorem rate of duty 
upon the cheaper article, for instance upon the cheaper qualities of hose, 
30 cents a dozen, and the ad valorem duty is increased from 40 per cent. 
to 86 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be mistaken in his idea of the 
paragraph under consideration. Paragraph 320 is now under consid- 
eration. 


Mr. VEST. I thought it was the next one, 321. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro ig The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be stated. 

Aha age CLERK. It is proposed to amend paragraph 321 to read 
as WS: 


dozen, and in 


Mr. VEST. This is the paragraph which I supposed had been read, 
and I repeat that upon the lower-priced articles under a. peor eas 


while in the substitute it is 20 cents, and the premos duty 12 cents. 
On the highest-priced article, which is $2.10 a i 

classification in the schedule the duty is increased from 40 percent. to 
an ad valorem of 59 cent., the increase being as you decrease 
er the value of the article is the smaller is the 


per 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In lines 3 and 4 of the amendment 
as printed the word ‘‘sixty’’ is duplicated. If there be no objection 
the duplication will be omitted. 

Mr. . I willask to insert the tables from which I have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The tables are as follows: 


[Aldrich amendment—paragraph 221] 
Hose and half-hose. 


= ee ad 

dion ra! valorem 
sii rate. 
} | 
Per cent. 
"= = 20 cents per dozen and 20 “3 s 
“50 40 percent. “30 6 
1100 40 okana hore ganas “9 30 
1.50 TN DS arta š 63 
2.00 40 1.10 55 
2.10 40 | 40 cents per dozen and 40 124 59 
per cent. 
Shirts and drawers: 

Valued less than $1.50 per dozen ......ccccercsernsorseeenaseeses seoses cnsees! percent... 35 


At $1.51 per dozen.........ccresssors. seesoseosessse-sesseseeess oe = 
At $3.01 per dozen.......ccceccoorsseres: seqeqneneusnessnce sevvee seost exconsssetor eevee: 


[Allison amendment.] 
Gloves, of kid or leather (wholly or partly manufactured). 


he 


Per cent, Per cent, 
$1.00 50 $0.50 $1.70 170 
1.50 50 -75 1,80 120 
2.00 50 1.00 1,90 95 
2.50 50 1.25 2.00 80 
3.00 50 1.50 2.10 70 
3.50 50 1.75 2.20 62 
4.00 50 2.00 2.30 57 
4.50 50 225| | 2.40 53 
5.00 50 2.50 2.50 50 
5.50 50 2.75 3.37} 6l 
6.00 50 3.00 3.50 
6.50 50 | | $2 per dozen, and 25 per 3.25 3.62} 
7:00 50 cent, 3.50 3.75 
7.50 50 3.75 3.874 5i 
8.00 50 4.00 4.00 50 


The amendment is evidently intended to exclude “‘ partly manufact- 
ured. ” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. [Putting the question. ] 
By the sound the noes have if. 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Before the roll is called I will ask the consent of the 
Senate to do what I neglected when the gun schedule was under con- 
sideration.. I was not able then to prepare an analysis of the effect of 
it. I will ask the consent of the Senate to insert that also at this time 
in the RECORD. I wish to have it preserved. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatis it? 

Mr. VEST. It is an analysis of the rates of duty upon the gun 
schedule which were adopted some days ago. I have not been able 
until now to furnish it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand what the Senator means by a 
statistical table coming from some authority. If it is an argument, I 
think it ought not to be put in the RECOED, 

Mr. VEST. Itisnoargument. Of course, I do not propose to print 
any speech here, 

Mr. HOAR. Whose analysis is it? 

Mr. VEST. An made by an expert for me. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object to it unless the Senator will state more 
fally what itis. We do not know from what source it emanates. 

Mr. VEST. The table which I wish to put in is nothing but astate- 
mentof the effect of the duty. Itis just simply this: The Lefaucheux 
gun costs in Liege 20 francs, say $4; the present duty is 35 per cent. ; 
the present cost in New York $5.40; the proposed duty is increased to 
85 per cent., making the cost in New York $7.40. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask theSenator what expert prepared that table 


in Leeds? 

Mr. VEST. Not Leeds; in Belgium, or wherever it is. The 
Senator can examine it if he thinks there is any ‘‘ gunpowder plot ” 
involved in it. 

Mr. HOAR. No, I will not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Purchasers of these guns pay from $10 to $15 apiece 
th ge in America, and they will probably not pay any more under 

u 

Mr. VEST. IfI may be permitted I would like to go into the tes- 
timony on that. The schedule is one of the worst in the bill, but it is 
a little better now than the substitute, and I did not make war upon 
it as determinedly as I would upon the substitute itself for that reason. 


The increase, however, is upon the chea article, which goes all 

through the bill from beginning to end. I will ask leave to have this 

tthe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no ohjection, 
e pro tempore. e no objec and 

the table will be so printed. j 

The table is as follows: 


Per cent. Per cent, 
35 $5.40 85 $7.40 
35 7.20 70 9.20 
35 10.80 8&5 14.80 
35 14.60 70 18.60 
35 16.20 s5 22.20 
25 1.59 108 2.50 
35 1.40 90 1.90 
85 2.40 90 8.40 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowrEn]. If he were present, I should vote 
t nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the afirmative). Iam pai 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and withdraw 
my vote. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 25; as follows: 


be YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, Farwell, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, Frye. dock, Ste 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, 
Davis, F $ Piatt, Teller, 
Daw Hoar, 5 Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—25. 
ae one Pa: o ap AAS 
A yne, oor! 
Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, m, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie, 
Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
ABSENT—2. 

Allison, Butler, Gorman, McPherson, 
Beck, Caill, Hale, Piumb,, 
> * Danial, x renee Nevada, roe RES 

wen, ones o! 
Brown, E Kenna, Stanford. y 

So the amendment was to. 


Mr. STANFORD. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 86, after line 57, it is proposed to in- 
sert the following as new sections: 

Sec, 12. That any prodane of pure sweet wines, who is also a distiller, au- 


thorized to separate fermented grape-juice, under internal-revenue la 
wine-spirits, may use, free of tax, under — regulations and after the filing oi 
such notices and bonds, 


together with the R ae of such records and theren- 

dition of such reports as to materials and ucts as the Commissioner of In- 

ternal Revenue, with the approval of the ry of the Treasury, may pre- 
scribe, so much of such wine-spirits so separated by him in the preparation of 
such sweet wine as may be necessary to fortify the same for the preservation of 
the saccharine matter contained therein: > That the win irits so 
used free of tax shall not be in excess of the amount required to introduce into 
such sweet winesan alcoholic strength equal to 14 per cent. of the volume of such 
wines after such use: Provided further, That such wine, after such fortification 

shall not contain more than 24 per cent. of alcohol, as defined S adoton 8249 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States: Provided further, That such use of 
wine-spirits free from tax shall be confined to the months of August, Septem- 
ber, October, November, December, Jan , February, March, and April of 
each year. ‘The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining the liabil- 
ity of: any distiller of fermented A aig to assessment under section 3309 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, is authorized to allow such distiller 
credit in his computation for the wine-spirits used by him in preparing sweet 

wine under the provisions of this section. A 

Sec. 13. That the wine-spirits mentioned in section l4of thisact is the product 
resulting from the distillation of fermented grape-juice, and shall be held to in- 
clude the product commonly known as nace brandy; andthe pure sweet wine 
that may be fortified free of tax, as provided by said section, is fermented grape- 
juice which does not contain any substance introduced before, during, or after 
fermentation as a substitute for grapes or fermented grape-juice, nor any color- 
ing matter not produced from grapes during mo gs of wine-making, nor 
any ingredient known to be deleterious to the health of consumers, and which 
does contain not less than 4 per cent. of saccharine matter, which saccharine 
strength may be determined by testing, with Balling’s saccharometer or must- 
seale, such sweet wine, after evaporation of the spirit contained therein, and re- 
storing the sample tested to original volume by addition of water. 

Src. 14. That any n who shall use wine-spirits, as defined by section 15 
of this act, or other spirits on which the internal-reyenue tax has not been 
otherwise than within the limitations set forth in section 3 of this act and in 
accordance with the regulations made pursuant to this act, shall be liable to a 
penalty of double the amount of the tax on the wine-spirits or other spirits so 
unlawfully used. Whenever it is impracticable in any case to ascertain the 
quantity of wine-spirits or other spirits that has been used in violation of this 
actin mixtures with any wines, al! alcoho! contained in such unlawful mixt- 
ures of wine with wine-spirits or other spirits in excess of 10 cent. shall be 
held to be unlawfully used: Provided, however, That if water been added to 
such unlawful mixtures, either before, at the time of, or after such unlawful 

` use of wine-spirits or other spirits, all the alcohol contained therein shall be 
considered to have been unlawfully used. In reference to alcoholic stren 

of wines and mixtures of wines with spirits in this act, the measurement is in- 

tended to be according to volume and not according to weight. 

Sec. 15. That under such regulations and official supervision, and upon the 
execution of such entries and the giving of such bonds, bills of lading, and other 
security as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, any producer of pure sweet wines, as 
‘defined by this act, may withdraw wine-spirits from any special bonded ware- 
house, free of tax, in original packages, in any quantity not less than 80 wine- 
gallons, and may use so much of the same as may be wy ened by him, under 
such regulations, and after the filing of such notices and bonds, and the ene: 
ing of such records, and the rendition of such reports as to materials and pi 
ucts and the disposition of the same as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, in fortifying 
the pure sweet wines made by him, and forno other purpose, in accordance 
with the limitations and provisions asto uses, amount to be used, and period for 


using the same set forth in section 3 of this act; and the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Kevenue, with the roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is authorized, 
whenever heshall deem it to be n for the prevention of violations of this 
law, to be that wine-spirits withdrawn. under this section, or any other 
spirits, shall not be used to fortify wines except at a certain distance prescribed 
by him from any distillery, rectifying-house, winery, or other establishment used 
for producing or storing distilled spirits, or for making or storing wines other 
than wines which are so fortified, and that in the building in which stich forti- 
fication of wines is practiced no wines or spirits other than those permitted b 
his regulation shall be stored, The use of wine-spirits free of tax for the forti- 
fication of sweet wines under this act shall be and completed at the place 
of original production where the juice is fermented, under the immedi- 
ate supervision of an officer of int revenue, who make returns de- 
scribing the kinds and quantities of wine so fortified, and shall affix such stam 
and seals to peed erie be containing such wines as may be prescribed by 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall provide by regula- 
tions the time within which wines so fortified with the win irits so with- 
drawn may be subject to ion, and for final accounting for use of such 
wine-spirite, and for re using or for payment of the tax on any portion 
of such wine-spirits which remain not used in fortifying pure sweet wines. 

Sec, 16. That wine-spirits may be withdrawn from fared te bonded warehouses 
at the instance of any person des: to use the same to fortify any wines, in 
accordance with commercial demands of foreign markets, when such wines are 
intended for exportation, without the payment of tax on the amount of wine- 
Spirits used in such fortification, under such regulations, and after making such 
eutries, and executing and filing with the collector of district from which 
the removal is to be made such ds and bills of lading, and giving such other 
additional security to prevent the use of ts free of tax otherwise 
than in the fortification 


the immediate a of an officer of internal revenue, who shall make re- 
turns of © As ed obal affix 
ning such wines as ma re- 
of | the Bee 


ided 
shall 
from storage, and arrival 


rt the same; and whenever homer gai 
d-carriage, the Commissioner of In- 


Secretary of the Treasury, 
and vehicles containing the same, 


into 
the due 


fe ne, 
EC, 17. That all provisions of law relating to the reimportation of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally! liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported ; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the same 
to the extent of the distilled spirits contained therein which were originally 
liable to internal-revenue tax; and in case it is impracticable to determine the 
exact amount of such distilled ts liable to tax, the rule for levying the duty 
thereon at the portof entry by considering all the alcohol in such wines, 
other than sweet wines, in excess of 15 per cent., to be subject to duty at the 
rate of 90 cents per proof-gallon, or at the same rate for on: ; 
and all domestic es containing more that 24 cent, of alcohol sought tobe 
reimported from foreign countries shall ya as alcoholic liquors,and taxed 
at the port of entry at the rate of 90 cents per wine-gallon for gallon of such 
liqu if not exceeding in strength that of proof-spirits, and if exceeding the 
strength of proof-spirits, then at the rate of 90 cents proof-gallon: Provided, 
however, That if any distilled spirits have been added to such wines of domestic 
pont after they have been exported to foreign ports, or if such wines have 

n compounded with any foreign wines or other substance not produced from 
grapes, the rate of duty levied and collected on the same, when reimported, shall 

equal to that levied and collected on foreign products ofa similar nature, 

Sec. 18. That any person using wine ts or other spirits which have not 
been tax-paid, in fortifying wines othe: thanas provided for in this act, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offense by a fine of not less than $200 nor more than $2,000, and for every 
offense other than the first also by imprisonment for not less than thirty days 
nor more than one year. 

Sec. 19. That wine-spirits used in fortifying wines may be recovered from such 
wine only on the premises of a duly authorized grape-brandy distiller; and 
for the purpose of such recovery wines so fortified may be received as material 
on the premises of such a distiller, on a special permit of the collector of internal 
revenue in whose district the distillery is located; and the distiller will be held to 
pay the tax on the product from such wines as will include both the alcoholic 
strength therein produced by the fermenation of the grape-juice and that ob- 
tained from the aided distilled spirits. 


Mr. HARRIS. As the time for closing debate has almost arrived, I 
desire to ask the Senator who offers this amendment if it is a copy of 
a bill which was reported by the Finance Committee of the Forty- 
ninth Congress upon the subject of giving free grape brandy for the 
fortification of sweet wines for exportation? Is it a copy of the bill 
reported by the Finance Committee of the Forty-ninth Gupte ? 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes, sir; and it then passed the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the amendment been referred to the Committee 
on Finance at this session ? 

Mr. STANFORD. It has. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been examined by the committee to-day, 
and it is a copy in words of the bill referred to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is precisely the same thing that we all agreed 
on then. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wanted to know. I remember the com- 
mittee considered that question in the Forty-ninth Congress and re- 
ported a bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And it passed the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis precisely in that shape. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I wanted to know. 


be introduced into such wines only after remov: 
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, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreement to the 
dment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 
e amendment was to. 
a CALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
e CHIEF CLERK. On page 131, under Schedule H, line 1115, it 
ig proposed to strike out the word ‘‘seyven’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as 
read: 


Champagne and all other bg paar Absans. in bottles containing each not more 
than 1 quart and mcre than 1 pint, $4 per dozen. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is to be stricken ont? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposes to strike 
out “seven ” and insert ‘‘four.’’ 

. CALL. I askleave to say that this amendment is intended -—— 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. HARRIS. Are we to have debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the Senator from 
Florida to order, and. remind him of the unanimous agreement that 
at 5 o’clock debate upon the bill and amendments should cease, 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent merely to say a word. I do 
not want to debate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
request. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Flor- 
ida. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to have the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be again re- 

rted. > 
P Tho CHIEF CLERK. On page 131, line 1115, Schedule H, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to read: 


Champagneand all other sparking wines,in bottles containing each not more 
than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, $ per dozen. 


Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to explain that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am rather glad that the request 

_ comes from this side of the Chamber. We have debated all the ques- 
tions arising upon this bill for a couple of months or thereabouts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair reminds the Senator from 
Tennessee that debate is out of order. 

Mr, HARRIS. I object to debate, and donot propose to participate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida, if he desires to have an- 
other vote. 

Mr. CALL. I desire a vote to be taken. The amendment is not un- 
derstood. No one knows what it is. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has sent up additional 
amendments to the desk, which will be read in their order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 1116 and 1117 it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ three dollars and fifty cents’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words "two dollars and fifty cents;’’ so as to read: 

r Containing not more than 1 pint each and more than one-half a pint, $2.50 per 
ozen. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1118 it is p to strike out the 
words ‘‘one dollar and seventy-five cents’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘eighty-seven and one-half cents;’’ so as to read: 

Containing one-half pint each or less, 87} cents per dozen. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment of the Senator 
from Florida will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1120 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘in addition to $7 per dozen bottles.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Florida will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 1121 and 1122 it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘two dollars and twenty-five cents,’’ and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘ three dollars; so as to make the paragraph, 
if amended as proposed, read: 

391, Champagne and all other sparkling wines in bottles containing each 
not more than | quartand more than 1 pint, $4 perdozen; containing not more 
than 1 pint each and more than one-half pint, $2.50 per dozen; containing one- 
half pint each or less, 87} cents per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing 
oe eign 1 quart each, on the quantity in excess of 1 quart, at the rate of $3 per 
gal 4 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Florida will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 131, paragraph 301, line 113, it is pro- 
— to strike out the words ‘‘all other sparkling wines;’’ so as to 
read: 

i ati in bottles containing each not more than 1 quart and more than 
u 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Florida will be reported. 


The next amendment of the Senator 


The next amendment of the Senator 


The CHIEF CLERK. After line 1122, page 131, it is proposed to in- 
sert as an additional paragraph the following: 


201. All other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not more than 1 
quart and more than 1 pint, $7 per dozen; containing not more than 1 pinteach 
n 


int each or 
more 1 quart 
excess of 1 quart, 


and more than one-half pint, $3.50 per dozen; con ing one-half 
less, $1.75 per dozen ; in bottles or other vessels contain 

each, in addition to $7 per dozen bottles on the quantity 
at the rate of $2.25 per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If I am in order, I call for the amendment 
which I offered this morning. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Src. —. It shall be the duty of any person, firm, corporation, association of ` 
persons, or company engaged in the manufacture or production of any 
wares, or merchandise mentioned in the schedules of this bill upon the impor- 
tation of which a duty is imposed when of foreign production, to pay into the 
Treasury of the United States any profits arising p bee such manufacture or pro- 
duction in excess of 10 per cent. over and above the cost of materials and labor 
used and employed in such business, and it shall be the duty of every such per- 
son, firm, corporation, association of persons, or company to make in each and 
every year to the Secretary of the Treasury, under oath, a complete and correct 
return of the aggregate vali of the goods, wares, and merchandise manufact- 
ured or producedin the year, with the cost of the materials and labor 
used employed therein, and a statement of the profits therefrom. Such re- 
turn and statement in case of a firm, corporation, association of persons, or 
company shall be made by its treasurer or other financial ry bape ees if conf per- 
son shall make a false or fraudulent return or statement he l beg o 
perjury, and upon conviction thereof shall be imprisoned for a period not 
than one year nor more than five years, and shall forfeit and pay a fine of 
$5,000: Provided; That this section shall not apply to manufacturers the value of 
whose aggregate business shall not exceed $20, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call up the amendment which I gave notice some 
time ago that I should offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer it as a proviso to come in at the end of par- 
agraph 2674, on page 127. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 267} the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That from and after three months from the p: of this act the 
officers and at least three-fourths of the crews of any and all fishing vessels 
owned by citizens of the United States and gnaaged in fishing in waters outside 
of the territorial jurisdiction of the United S shall be eit native-born or 
naturalized citizens of the United States, $ the owner or owners of any such 
vessel, or their agent or agents, and the commander or master of such vessel 
found guilty after indictment in any district or circuit court of the United 
States of a violation of this act, shall be fined in a sum not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000, and may, at the discretion of the court, be imprisoned in the 
penitentiary for a term not exceeding two years, 

Mr. REAGAN. On that amendment I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment by inserting after 
the word ‘‘citizens,’’ in the sixth line, the words ‘‘ or shall have filed, 
a preliminary declaration of intention to become citizens of the United 
States,” 

Mr. VANCE. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam notdebating. Iam stating an amendment, which 
is my right. f 

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts pro- 

to amend the amendment. Will the Senator please state his 
proposition? The Chief Clerk expresses his inability to repeat the 
language of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr, REAGAN]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. REAGAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll-call will proceed. 

The yeas and nays were taken. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGu], but I am at liberty to vote if it be necessary to make a quorum, ` 
I think that is not necessary now, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 


PIE}. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Pasco, Vast, 
Brown, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Butler, Gray. Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 
NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
lair, ad ag Padd 3 Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley, er, Stockbri 
Chandler, H k, Piatt, Teller, tw 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Ingalls, ayy 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, ddleberger, 
Eva Manderson, wyer, 
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ABSENT—2. 
Beck, Colquitt, Pugh, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Hale, Sabin, 
wen, Davis, H > Stanford, 
1, Edmunds, Kenna, Turpie, 
Gibson, McPherson, Voorhees. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was in error in stating 
the terms of the agreement under which the Senate is now proceeding. 
On the 20th of December it was that upon the 21st of January, 
which was subsequently extended to the 22d, there should be no fur- 
ther debate after the hour named without. unanimous consent, The 
Chair expresses his t that he declined to entertain the request of 
the Senator from Florida for unanimous consent, as he was entitled to 
do under the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 106, line 495, I move to strike out ‘‘two- 
tenths ” and insert ‘‘ one-tenth;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling jpegs barrel 
baton da sor aik of Seat per posal srt Gig hee tat apas 
mag ot ate Sad icon oe steal frone whieh they are made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment? Upon this question the Senator from Tennessee asks that the 
yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Coiqutrr] to the fact that my colleague [Mr. CHACE] 
is absent from the Senate. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). Then I 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia withdraws 
his yote. 

Mr. COLQUITT. At the suggestion of Senators upon the other side, 
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], so as to relieve the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and myself, and we can 
vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bate, Daniel, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, Eustis, Pasco, Vest, 
Blackburn, George, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Brow. Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Coke, 4 Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Tarpie, 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, A : 
Cameron, Farwell, Mitchell, Sh 
Chandler, M k oner, 
Cullom, Ha 4 Paddock, wart, 
Davia Hiscock, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hoar, Payne, Teller, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—I5. 

. Call Hale, Quay, 
feck. ce, Hear Sabin, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford 
Butler, ibson, McPherson, 


G 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BROWN. I move to take up the amendment offered by me on 
Saturday as a substitute for paragraph 287, on page 129, relating to 
rice. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 287 in 
the following words: 

287. Rice.—Cieaned, 1 cent pound; uncieaned rice and rice flour and meal, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound; rice, broken, which will pass orig a a sieve 
rones eommercially as No. 12 wire sieve, and paddy, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

287. Rice.—Cleaned, 2} cents per pound; uncleaned, 1} cents; paddy, 1} cents; 
broken rice, or rice-flour, which pass through a sieve commercially known 
as No, 12 wire sieve, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Under the agreement just announced, I ask unan- 
imous consent that I may explain the vote I propose to give upon the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to debate the pend- 
ing amendment. Is there objection? 


Mr. N For what length of time? 
Mr. N. For two minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I objected to the Senator from Florida deba: and 
I shall object to debate on the part of all other Senators. I not 
discriminate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BROWN. I now offer another amendment as a substitute for 
paragraph 287. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 287 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

287. Cleaned rice, 2 cents pound; uncleaned rice, 1} cents; paddy, 1 cent; 
broken rice, or rice-flour, which will pass through a sieve pikiren E known 
as No. 12 wire sieve, 20 per cent, ad valorem, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
Si of the ad valorem rate the rate proposed by the bill as it now 
stan 

Mr. BROWN, I do not understand the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. of ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem,” I move to 
insert ‘‘1 cent,” “one-half of 1 cent,” and ‘‘one-fourth of 1 cent a 


and.’? 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original paragraph, 287, will be 
read. A 

Mr. SHERMAN. To allow the Committee on Finance to present 
their proposition, I will withdraw for the present my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. On that question I desire the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the - 
I am paired with the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 

Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I should vote 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAvLsBURY]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should 
vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 
= I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 

ECK]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—20,, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Ham 
— ee 
Butler, x Morgan, Ransom, 
* Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Gray, Plumb, ‘Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—3i6. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
~ Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 

A Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Blair, unds, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Faulkner, Morrill, ie, 
Chandler, Frye, Paddock, Vi 
Cockrell, $ Platt, Walthall, 
Coke, Hawley, ‘ Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—20. 
Allison, Farwell, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Gibson, McPherson Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hale, Palmer, s Stanford, 
Davis, Ingalls, Babin, Vance. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer one more amendment. I move to 
strike out paragraph 287 and to insert: 

287. Rice —Cleaned, ts a cleaned 1 H 
and Laas. E ott fae ne pane. pennger bag e ph aid ergs 


pass through a sieve commercially known as No. 12 wire sieve, 20 per cent. 
orem. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let the part be read that is proposed to be stricken 
out. 
The part proposed to be stricken 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 287, in 
the following words: 

ith er ppp 1 cent per ono ens osaa rice Fovasrorg meal, 
one- o! cen r und ; roken, w. sieve 
eon ieia ea bag No.12 wire seve, cand: paddy, balra rat of T au per 
po' 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 


287. Rice.—Cleaned, 1} cents per pound; uncleaned 14 cents per ; 
and paddy, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; aera gge Bod or aa oer ete 
pus through a sieve commercially known as No. 12 wire sieve, 20 per cent. ad 

orem. 


Mr. BROWN. Instead of cleaned rice at1 cent per pound, my amend- 
‘ment would fix the duty at 1} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the committee I move to amend the para- 
graph now under consideration in the manner indicated by the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 287 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: e 


287. Rice.—Cleaned, 1} cents per pound; uncleaned rice and rice flourand meal, 
1 cent per pound; paddy, one-half of 1 cent per tag Rice, broken, which 
will pass through a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. HARRIS. Is that amendment from the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island from the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and rag “aren 
aeu yas and nays were ordered, and the tary proceeded to call 

e ro! 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SaursBURY]. I will announce the pair 
for the rest of evening. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE. I have transferred the pair I have with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK], so as to enable the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and my- 
self to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
rn ape Ingal Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 7 
Blair, Frye, > Spoons, 
Brown, rge, Mitchell, dete 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill ller, 
Gray, ock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hale, Payne, of Mi 
iom, aes Sg Platt, 
Hawley, Pugh, 
Dolph, i Quay, 
NAYS—11 
Bate, Reagan, Vi 
Berry, Coke, Turpie, Wi 
Blodgett, is, Vance, 
ABSENT—2. 
Beck, Davis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farwell, cPherson, Saulsbury, 
Call, Faulkner, Palmer, Sawyer. 
Chandler, Hearst, Pasco, Stanford, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. After paragraph 378, on page 152, I move to insert: 

Silk, raw or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or advanced 
in manufacture in any way, and silk waste, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, to add to— 

Mr. VANCE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add after egrets 378—— 

Mr, PLUMB. That is to be a separate ph, 378}. It has no 
connection with the paragraph preceding it. It comes in after para- 
‘graph 378. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed to add as paragraph 
378} what will be read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

378}. Silk, raw or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or 
adyanced in manufacture in any way, and silk waste, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Sige faxed and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], 

The roll-call was concluded. 


in announce my 


Mr, TELLER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is paired 
with the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. cue) 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—22. 
Blair, Dolph, Morgan, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Paddock, — ~~ Reagan, 
Butler, Hoar, Payne, Stewart, 
Coke, Ingalls, Plumb, Teller. 
Da Manderson, ' 
Dawes, Mitchell, Quay, 
NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Harris, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, ie, 
Bate, Eustis, A Vance, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Walthall, 
ce, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Gorman, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
F Gray, Riddleberger, 
Colquitt, ©, Spooner, 
ABSENT—20. 
Beck, Daniel Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Farwell, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Gibson, Palmer, Sherman, 
l, Hampton, Pasco, Stanford, 

Cameron, Hearst, Sabin, Voorhees, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to add to the bill what I send to the 
desk, being in substance the amendment which I offered some days 
since providing for a customs commission. I should like to say some- 
thing upon it, but I forbear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following additional 
sections: 


That a commission is hereby created and established in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to be known as the customs commission, to be co: of five com- 
missioners to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the The commissioners first appointed under this act shall 
continue in office two, three, four, five, and six years, respectively, from the 
date of their respective appointments, the term of each to be declanated by 
the President, but their successors shall be appointed for terms of six years, 
except that any person chosen to fill a vacan all be appointed only for the 
unexpired term of the commissioner whom succeed, Any commis- 
sioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or 

: ase ini office, Any than = of the comm: (aye shall be ap- 

nted from the same party. No person engaged porting mer- 

P andia into the United States, and no person engaged in manufactures, or 
who is inany manner pecuniarily interested therein, shall hold such office. No 
n the commission shall impair the right of the remaining commis- 

sioners to exercise all the powers of the commission. The salary of such com- 
ae shall be srme = of $7 pied ech aor They shall be entitled, = 
n, to compensation for a veling and other necessary n 

the d of their duties. They shall choose one of their cain MAADE to 
be the ident of the com: on. They shall have to employ a 
clerk, a stenographer, and a messenger, and, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, such other clerical assistants as be necessary to the 

performance of their duties, and at such rates of com 
tablish, with the approval of the Secretary of the ry. Their salaries 

expenses, and the compensation of the clerk, sten her, messenger, an: 

such additional clerical force as may thus be employed shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro) , upon the auditing of the 

same, according to the usual course, in the ury Department, 
Skc. 45. That the commission shall establish its permanent — at the city 


ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the specific sul 


ion as they may es- 


price States, 
both at wholesale and retail in the United States, and both in the United States 
and in the foreign places of production, sale, or steno, oe the period of six 
months preceding and six months omia nad eee the rate of customs 
duties imposed upon such commodities, and this inquiry shall be carried back 
for a period of twenty-five years, and more, if deemed advisable by such com- 
mission, shall extend to all facts relating to and supply, domestic 
and foreign, which tend to influence prices of such commodities, foreign and 
domestic, and to aid in determining the trne efect of the import duty or of the 
change therein in the several cases, upon domestic and foreign prices and upon 
productions of the same or of other commodities, upon revenue, upon immigra- 
tion, upon profits of capital, rates of wages, and the general wi 
Second. To ascertain the amounts in quantity and value of the importation 
of the principal commodities during each of said periods of six months preceding 
ng any such change in customs duties. 
Third. Toascertain, as far as practicable, the quantity and value of the same or 
soms commodities produced in the United States during the same respective 


pe 

Fourth, To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particular rates 
= duties have operated to increase or diminish production in the United 

es. 

Fifth. To ascertain in what particularsrates of customs duties, existing from 
time to time, operate injuriously or favorably to the development and increase 
of American manufactures and productions, or operate injuriously or favorably 
to the consumers of such manufactured articles and productions in respect of 
causing or contributing to the payment of unreasonable prices by consumers, 
or the removal or reduction of the same. 

Sixth. To ascertain the effect of the customs duties by bey the Jorrit of agricult- 
ural productions of the country and their sale in United States markets and 
their consumption in the United States. 

Theta To yer oe ot effect of pear gr oa anaes both some and rela- 
tive, in oi e employment an © payment of remunerative wages, 
both ibe pe relative, to labor in the United States, and a comparison of the 
same with the labor and w: in other countries, 

Eighth. To consider the effect of customs duties, or the absence of them, u 


the agricultural, commercial, manufacturing, mining, and other ind in- 
terests of the people of the United States, 
Ninth. To n and compare the actual cost and the selling both 


ascertai 
at wholesaleand retail, of similar manufactured commodities reduced to 
ican weights, measures, and money in the United States and elsewhere, 
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Tenth. T 
uring industries affected by the tariff schedules in England, France, Germany, 
Belgi and the United States for the last twenty-five years; and to 
the relative cost of transportation in those countries and the United States. 

Sc. 47. That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the com- 
mission may visit any part of the United States, and by public notice or other- 
wise invite i Arpi and information from all persons interested. They may 
from time to time also delegate one of their number to visit foreign countries 
to make investigation respecting the labor and industries of those countries 
whenever such investigation maybe n: to promote the objects of the 
commission,and they may require information concerning the labor and in- 
dustries of foreign countries from consular or other agents of the United States 
in those countries, and such agents shall furnish the information so required 
promptly and without charge. 

SEC. 48. That the commission shall report its aj sete he ia gA of the 
matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, with the stai and evidence 
upon which its report is based, together with recommendations for changes in 
customs dues which they may deem advisable and necessary, and the und 
upon which its conclusions concerning such changes have been ed, to Con- 
gress, in the month of December in each year. It shall cause the testimony and 
statistics taken and obtained in respect of the matters in this act mentioned to 
be printed from time to time and distributed to members of Congress by the 
Public Printer, and also shall cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 
copies of its annual report, together with statistics and testimony hereinbefore 
mentioned. Itis hereby made the duty of the Public Printer to execute the 
printing provided for in this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment, which I have a 
right to do at the present stage of consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can modify his amend- 


ment. - 

Mr. PLUMB, I wish to modify the amendment by adding, after the 
word “‘ office,” in line 13, on the first page, the words ‘‘or other suff- 
cient cause,” so that the power of removal may be for inefficiency, neg- 
lect of duty, malfeasance in office, or other sufficient cause, striking 
out the word ‘‘or,’’ preceding ‘‘ malfeasance,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 13, in the first section of the proposed 
amendment, after the word “‘ office,’’ it is proposed to insert the words 
“ or other sufficient cause;’’ and between the words ‘‘duty’’ and “ mal- 
feasance ” to strike out ‘‘ or;’’ so as to read: 

Any commissioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, neglect 
of duty, malfeasance in office, or other sufficient cause, 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. VANCE. Were we taking the vote upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas or the modification which he proposed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification the Senator pro- 
posed did not require any action by the Senate. The question was taken 
upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. VANCE. It was not known here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator states that the vote 
was taken without his understanding the question, it will be again 
submitted. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has section 2508, on page 194, been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been read. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


'o ascertain the growth and development of the principal manufact- 


Src, 2508. That the importation of all articles of foreign manufacture, or of 
boxes or packages containing same, when stam , marked. branded, or 
labeled to represent that articles were manufactured in the United 


Mr. ALLISON. I have no amendment to offer to that section, but 
on 181 I move to strike out paragraph 761. I believe that has not 
been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 181 itis proposed to strike out line 
2362, paragraph 761, as follows: 

761, Sugar of milk, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa to paragraph 745, on page 180, which has not 
been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

745, Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or ad- 
vanced in manufacture in any way. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 126, I propose, as an amendment to para- 
graph 257, line 981, to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘thirteen.” I 
will make one amendment of the whole paragraph. In line 984, after 
the word ‘‘ twenty,’’ I move to insert “‘five;”’ in line 986, to strike out 
the word ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert “‘ fifty,” and in line 988, to strike out 
‘eight’? and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

257. Oranges, lemons, or limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or less, 
oeeie aeea Ae emasnya pes nee ie rome He fon ned peli 
i cubic eet and not exceeding Pou ic feet, 50 cents per package; sa ages 

or 


of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for e additional cubic 
part thereof, 10 cents; in bulk, $1. per 1,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Iowa, [Puttingthequestion.] By the 
sound the noes have it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the vote be taken again. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again take the ques- 
bea by the sound. (Putting the question.] By the sound the noes 
ve 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have a division. 

The question being again put, there were, on a division—ayes 23, 
noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to pass over this para- 
graph for a few moments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that no quorum is present. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 169—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is ascertained by the last vote 
that a quorum is not present. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not demand a quorum. 

Mr, VANCE (at 6 o’clock and 19 minutes p. m.). I think it is mani- 
fest that we can not finish this bill to-night. I move thatwe adjourn. 

„Mr. ALLISON. Ihope not. Ithink it manifest we shall finish the 
bill in a few minutes if we just pay attention to it. There are only a 
few more amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or 
dered y the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON]. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. ALLISON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave been requested to announce a pair between 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWES]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] is temporarily absent and paired with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. J SEN is 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote, seeing that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON ], with whom I am paired, is not in his seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires, I will exchange my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. I will trans- 
fer the pair of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from New 
Jersey, and then the Senator from Kentucky and myself can vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Then I will allow my vote to stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Kentucky desires his vote to stand ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will allow my vote to stand under the ar- 
rangement of the transfer of pairs made by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I vote “yea.” ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WALTHALL], 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Wirson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
whether the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e is not recorded. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the Senator from Arkansas went out relying 
upon his pair with the Senator from Colorado. 

bor EENE pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is not 
recorded. 

Mr. TELLER, Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 7; as follows: 


It appears on the vote last taken 


YEAS—39. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hale, Payne, 
Allison, Dolph, Hawley, Platt,’ 
Bate, Edmunds, Hoar, Plumb, 
Bowen, Evarts, Ingalis, Quer. 
Brown, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Faulkner, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chanal Gibson, Morrill” Tarpie,” 
ander, n, or 
Cullom, ’ Gorman, Paddock, Vane’ 
Daniel, Gray, Pasco, 
NAYS—7. 
Cockrell, Voorhees, 
Bisckburn, Harris, Vest, 
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ABSENT—30. 

Beck, Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blair, Frye, Palmer, Stock! 
Blodgett, Hampton, Pugh, Teller, 
Cameron, ae Ransom, Walthall, 
Chace, Hiscock, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 

ke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Dawes, McPherson, Spooner, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


ae Mr. CALL. I move, on page 181, paragraph 754, to strike out 
nges.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 181, line 2350, it is proposed to strike 
out: 

754. Sponges. 

Mr. CALL. Ifit bein order I will accompany that motion with 
another: to insert in line 1787, after the word ‘‘pearls,’’ the words 
“ sponges, 30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ This will take sponges off the 
free-list and impose a duty of 30 per cent. onthem. The existing law 
is 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the para- 
graph and line? 

Mr. CALL. On page 181, in the free-list, I move to strike out in 
paragraph 754 the word ‘‘sponges”’ and insert, after the word ‘‘ pearls,” 
in line 1787, the words ‘' sponges, 30 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator that, as indicated by him, the paragraph would be unintelli- 
gible. The Chair would suggest to the Senator to insert a new para- 
graph with the numerals 425}. 

Mr. CALL. I will accept the suggestion of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmentwill be stated from 
the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 181, it is proposed to strike out: 

754. Sponges. 

And to insert as a new paragraph: 

425}. Sponges, 30 per cent, ad valorem, 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Thetwoamendments will be treated 
as one question, if there be no objection. 

‘The amendments were rejected. 

Mr. CALL, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the memo- 
rial of merchants of New York representing the Florida sponge fish- 
eries and of fishermen of sponges residing in Florida, protesting against 
placing sponges on the free-list, presented by me yesterday, be printed 
in the RECORD. The memorial relates tothe amendment which Ihave 
just moved. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. What disposition of the memorial 
does the Senator desire? 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that it may be inserted in the 
RECORD in connection with the amendment in relation to sponges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears noobjection, The 
memorial will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable Senators and Representatives in Congress of the United Slates: 

We, the undersigned merchants of New York, representing the Florida 


8) fisheries, and we, the fishermen of spon. residing in the State of 
Moria ' jponges, 


and mowing our vocation in the sponge-fishing waters of Florida, 
hereby petition that the article of spon be not placed on the list of articles 
to be admitted free of duties on the tariif bill now under consideration for the 
ag reasons, namely: 

First. The present rate of duties is 20 per cent. ad valorem, and the revenue 
derived from the payment of the same does not exceed $80,000 per annum, which 
is no appreciable item on a surplus revenue, 

Second. The rate of duties now exacted is sufficient to protect the fisheries of 
Florida, and only sufficient as to compensate the fishermen in fair day’s wages, 

Third, The admission of cones free of duties will result in consignments 
on commission from the Mediterranean and Bahama Islands, and will exclude 
the sponges of Florida by reason of the competition, lowering the price of the 
Florida product, and finally compelling the abandonment of the trade, 

Fourth, The capital now represented in fishing boats, tackle, and other plant 
will become valueless from abandonment, our occupation unprofitable, compel- 
ling a seeking of new fields of Jabor, breaking up our homes,and scattering 
our families. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 174 I move the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to consolidate the paragraphs from 
644 to 666, inclusive, as one paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to reread those paragraphs. Itis 
an amendment of which I gave notice some days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer another amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 382, on page 152, line 1646, after 
the word ‘‘process,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ photograph, autograph, 
and scrap albums, wholly or partially manufactured;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

382. Papers known Sey as surface-coated papers,and manufactures 

, card-boards, albumeni. and sensitized papers, lithographic prints 


from either st&he or zinc, bound or unbound (except illustrations in printed 


books), and all articles produced either in whole or in by lithographic we 
cess, photograph, RE ah pn and scrap albums, wholly or partially manı 
ured, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr, ALDRICH. The word “and” should be inserted before the 
word ‘‘ photograph.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made, if 
there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 124, paragraph 247, I move an amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In ph 247, line 949, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘1 cent” and insert ‘‘14 cents;’’ so as to read: 

Chicory root, burnt or roasted, 1} cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 130, I offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 294, on page 
130, by adding thereto: 

De gras, 1 cent per pound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Iowa indicate 
whether the word ‘‘de gras” is spelled correctly —‘“‘d-e-g-r-a-s? ”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘De gras,” I think it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended, 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend paragraph 294, on page 
130, so as to read: 

294. Tallow, 1 cent per pound. De gras, 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A semicolon will be inserted instead 
of the period after the word ‘‘pound’? where it first occurs, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 167, line 2003, I believe there was an 
amendment added. At the end of that amendment I move to insert 
“and watch jewels.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 167, at the end of line 2003, it is pro- ' 


posed to insert the words ‘‘and watch jewels.” 

Mr. VEST. Is that the free-list ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the free-list. ` 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would rather withdraw the amendment at this 
moment of time than spend the time in taking the yeas and nays on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall offer it later when we have a fuller Senate. 

On page 227, after ‘‘ United States,” in line 18, I offer an amendment 
from the committee, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 227, line 18, after ‘‘ United States,” it 
is proposed to insert: 

So much of section 2804 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as re- 

uires that a stamp shall be affixed to each box of imported cigars, to indicate 
the inspection thereof by customs officers, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer anamendment now which isa mere consoli- 
dation of paragraphs. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to consolidate paragraphs 720 to 
741, inclusive, into one paragraph, as follows—— > 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to read that. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a mere method of arranging the items. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the amendment may be waived. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 169, paragraph 561, after the word ‘‘ mat- 
ting,” I move to insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 169, line 2051, after the word ‘‘matting,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘'20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make 
paragraph read: 

561. Floor-matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what is 
commercially known as Chinese matting, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, —, That all laws and parts of laws which exempt from the i ngira ate of 
duties any articles of commerce upon which du are imposed in 
when such articles have been entered in the custom-houses of the United States 
and are in transit through the United States, to or from the Dominion of Canada 
or any province thereof, are hereby declared to be inoperative: Provided, That 
this declaration does not apply to Article XXX of the treaty with Great Britain, 


concluded May 8, 1871, or to that part of any act of Congress which gives opera- 
tion and effect to said article, EY z s 


this act, , 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iask for the yeas and nays on that. + 

Mr. HOAR. Isthatamendmentin order? Isit germane to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows of no reason why 
it is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I heard the amendment read imperfectly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear any suggestion 
on that subject. Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to have 
the amendment again read? 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. VANCE (at 6 o’clock and 46 minutes p. m.). I move that the 

` Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina. [Putting the question.] By the sound 
the noes have it. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior {Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], otherwise I should vote 

nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote, as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], with 
whom I am paired, is not present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Bate, Coke, Gray, Vance, 
Blodgett, Colquitt, Harris, Vest, 
Butler, oped Morgan, Voorhees, 
Call a r, Reagan, 
Cockrell, nm, Turpie, 
NAYS—32, 
Aldri: Da H: z Platt, 
Aat Dakak : ieee Pi h 
Bowen, Dolph, Ingalls, Quay, 
Brown, Edmunds, erd iar Merada, rne x 
Cameron, er, 
Chace, Farwell, es Shennen 
, mer, 
Cullom, `. Hale, Payne, Wilson of iowa. 
ABSENT—26. 
Beck, Hampton, Paddock, Stanford, 
Bie bum. H Pugh, Telan” 
Blair, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, ‘Walthall, 
oni 

Eustis, Wilson of Md, 
George, Š Saulsbury, 

Manderson, Spooner, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before proceeding further the Chair 

feels it to be his duty to call attention to the terms of the original 
ment made on the 20th of December. The Secretary will read a few 
phs that relate to the question of the final consideration of this 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no objection—— 
Mr. ALLISON. Tas wos ect, but I think it ought to be also understood that 
at the session on the 2Ist of January we shall have a final vote upon the bill be- 
fo: tthat day. I think that is important. 
amenan ny phar proposition, 
Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that is understanding. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That isin 
Mr. Hare. Yes, that is in it. 
Mr. ALLISON., Is it understood that the proposition shall comprehend the 
final vote upon the bill before the adjournment on the 2ist of January? 
ALDRICH and Mr. Harris. Certain! 


Mr. ' y. 
Mr. SHERMAN. After the hour of 1 on that day there is to be no further debate. 


Mr. VANCE. If the agreement was that we should have a final 
vote to-day before adjournment, I owe an apology for moving to ad- 
journ; but I did not so understand the nt. Iunderstood that 
the debate was to cease at 5 o’clock, and then that the vote should be 
taken without debate on amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER. My understanding of the agreement entered into 
subsequently to the one read from the Secretary’s desk was that the 
final vote on the bill should be had to-day at 5 o'clock. I have been 
very much misled if that is not true; and now it is very nearly 7 o’clock 

. and we are still voting. I should like to know what was the under- 


ee DA was my understanding. 
Mr. N. The time was extended from 1 o’clock to-day until 
5 e’clock for the beginning of the vote on amendments without debate. 


Mr. BUTLER. I understood that the final vote wasto take place 
at 5 o’clock, and we are here now voting two hours after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there an amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr STEWART (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). , I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I voted inad- 
vertently. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL], who is not in the Chamber, and I therefore ask leave to with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. FARWELL (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
agar grein protempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 

is vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with eed Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and withdraw 
my vote. 

Moen PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida with- 
oe res vote. [ 

. MORGAN. My colleague [Mr. Puan] has a general pair with 
some Senator. He is absent necessarily from the Senate at this time. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Bate, Coke, Gray. Turpie, 
Berry, Colquitt, Harris, Vance, 
Blackburn, Dan Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brown, Payne, 
Butter, Gibson, Reagan, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Edmun Ingalls, Plum! 
Blair, wee Manderson, = b, 
Oal Hawi Mo SE Stockbridge, 
om, wley, oi 
vis, x Palmer, Teller. 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, * 
ABSENT—3L. 
Allison, Eustis, McPherson. Sawyer, 
Beck, 7 Farwell, lock, ? Spooner, 
Bowen, Gorman, " ford, 
Call, Hale, Pogh, Stewart, 
Cameron, apio; HE m, ia Cage = 
Chace, earst, dleberger, n of Iowa, 
Cockre Jones of Nevada, Sabin, ` Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Kenna, ury, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 533, in behalf of the committee, I 
move to add: 
And jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches, 
Mr. VANCE. What is the effect of the amendment? 
Fe Se aera protempore. The amendment will be stated from 
e 
nrs CHIEF CLERK. At the end of paragraph 533 it is proposed to 


And jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches. 
So as to make the paragraph read: 


533. Diamonds and other precious stones, rou, 
and engravers’ diamonds not set), and diamon 
used in the manufacture of watches. 


Mr. HARRIS. What is the duty imposed by the amendment, or in 
what schedule is it placed ? 

Several SENATORS, On the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On the free-list. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I wanted to understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro ipere: The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode d. 

Mr. Harris and Mr. VANCE asked for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk ed to call the roll. 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 


or uncut (inclu glaziers’ 
dust or rag pce LS to be 
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The roll-call was concluded. 
' Mr. HALE. I am with the Senator from Kentucky 

Breck], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Dawes, es Plumb, 
Allison, Dolph, Hoa Quay, 
lair, Edmunds, Toant of Nevada, an 
wen, Evarts, Mandorson, Spoo 
Cameron, Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Teller. 
Cullom, Hale, Palmer, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, 
e Ben 
Bate, Colquitt Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel, á Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Black Eust organ, ‘est, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, an EN 
Butler, George, Payne, Walthall. 
Call, Gibson, Pugh, 
Coke, Gray, Ransom, 
ABSENT—20. 
Beck, Hampton Paddock, Sawyer, 
Brown, Hearst, H % ? Stanford, 
if Ingalls, Rid ` tewart, 
krell, Kenna, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 
ara ae sey ena Wilson of Md, 


So the amendment was agreed 

The PRESIDENT tes mpore. er, there be no further amendments 
in Committee of the le to the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, the question is on agreeing to the substitute re- 

by the committee as amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi will be stated from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 186, after line 2470, it is proposed to 
inset: 

7 “in eee orp eiere ngs ee ean NS of cotton ey Panera 
ADTI anda ma D ior tne manufacturing 
baled cotton shall be admitted free of duty. ern ae 

Mr. GEORGE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], or I should vote in the 
negative. I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bate, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Tapie. 
Coke, Morgan, aeon 
Blackburn, Daniel, Pasco, 
Brown, Pugh, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, m, 
` a 3 
NAYS—32, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Payn 
Blair, mun Hoar, Platt,” 
Bowen, Eva Ingalls, Plumb, 
Cameron, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Chandler, Frye, Manderson, herman, 
Cullom, Gorman, Mitchell, ner, 
vi le, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hawley, + Palmer, eller. 
ABSENT—22 
Allison Faulkner, Paddock, Stewart, 

4 i Gray, Riddleberger, eas 
Blodgett, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 
acne S Ream a x Wilson of 

en Wyer, 
Eustis, MePherson, Stanford, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GEORGE. I offer another amendment to come in at the same 
lace. 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. After line 2470, on page 186, it is proposed to 


F All machinery for the spinning of cotton into yarn shall be admitted free of 
uty. 

Mr. GEORGE. On that I call for the yeas and na; 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Cleric proceeded to 


call the roll. 
Mr, STEWART (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


~ Benator from South Carolina [Mr. pp pieneen but have transferred | de 


‘that pair to my colleague [Mr. JONES, of Nevada], and I vote “‘nay,’’ 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 


merged T with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 


The roll-call having been concluded, 


the result was announced—yeas 
21, nays 31; as follows: i 


YEAS—21. 
pare? Coke, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Ransom, Walthall, 
Batler, Gray, Resgan, 
Call, Harris, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

NAYS—31L. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Plumb, 
Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Quay, 
Bowen, Evarts, Manderson, Sh 
Cameron, Farwell, Mitebell, Spooner, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Davie Hawi EAA? Teller. 

, yne, e "s 
Dawes, Hiscox, Platt, 
ABSENT—2%. 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sabin. 
Eustis, Kenna, A 

Beck, Faulkner, Mc x Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Paddock, Stan 
Chace Hampton, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hearst, dleberger, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GEORGE, I offer another amendment to come in at the same 


ace. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 2470, on page 186, itis proposed to 
insert: 

All raran sateen and tools for mechanics and Jaborers shall be ad- 
mitted of di 

Mr. GEORGE. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. STEWART (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Nevada, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jonxs] is paired with the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HAMPTON 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtson]. 75 he were present, 
I should vote **nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired on this bill and on all the amendments 


connected with it with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. ` 


I make this announcement for the day. I have, however, the right to 
vote if necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHeEnson], and withdraw 
my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bate, Col he Jones of Arkansas, irni 
3 e organ, ‘oorhees, 
Blackburn, George, Pasco, ` Walthall. 
Gookrell cone Reagan, 
ren, ray, agan 
Coke, Harris, Vance, 
NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, may, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cameron, z Mitche! Spooner, 
Chace Farwell, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cull Hawle Sore Teller aen 
Sullom, awley, ‘ayne, er, 
Davis, Hiscock, Platt, 
Dawes, Hoar, 5 Plumb, 
ABSENT—25. 
Alison, Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Hale, Engh, Wilson of Towa. 
Bowen, Hampton, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Brown, Hearst, Sabin, 
Sas of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should | be very glad to have some understanding 
as to when this business is to cease, and therefore, with a view of test- 
ing the sense of the Senate, I move that at 8 o’clock the final vote be 
taken on the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It was agreed by unanimous consent many weeks . 


ago, or many days ago, that to-day we should dispose of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That is exactly what I have insisted upon, but if 
seems the Senator from Vermont and I are both wrong about it. I 
thought we were to vote at 5 o’clock on the bill, but it seems I was 
mistaken. The general debate under the ten-minute rule was to cease 
at 5 o’clock, and then the amendments were to be voted upon without 
bate. Now, it seems to me that we ought to have some understand- 
ing as to when that operation shall cease. 
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Mr. HOAR. We are through on our side, : 

Mr. BUTLER. -I do not know whether you are through on your 
se or not. That is what I want to get at, not as to one side or the 
other, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can only proceed by unan- 
imons consent. Is there objection to the Senatorfrom South Carolina 
ing? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply want to come to some understanding as 
to when we shall have the final vote on this bill. If we are going to 

/ stay all night, let us understand it. If we are not going to stay all 
night, then I can arrange my movements accordingly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.» Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to move an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the 
final vote on the bill be taken at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent to reply to my friend 
from South Carolina. By an honorable understanding, which has 
never yet been violated in the Senate, it was agreed, as I understood, 
that this day, and now, this bill, every Senator having a right to offer 
amendments, should be finally disposed of; and for one I feel bound by 
that engagement, whatever other gentlemen may do. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not propose to deviate from that engagement, 
but when isitto end? Are we to go on offering amendments until 
day after to-morrow ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was to end before we adjourned this day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. I do not propose 
to violate any agreement, but I should like to have some time ap- 
pointed when we are to take the final yote on the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from South Carolina will allow me, 
I will state that there is no limit totheright of Senators to offer amend- 
ments. Debate is closed on amendments and on the bill, and it is to 
be hoped at an early hour we may come to a direct vote upon the sub- 
stitute for the House bill, but so long as Senators desire to offer amend- 
ments without debate they have a right to doso. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. I have not ques- 
tioned the right of Senators to offer amendments, but I wanted to as- 
certain, if possible, about when that practice would cease. 

Mr. HARRIS. No Senator can tell. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 1086, 130, I move to strike out ‘25 
cents?’ and insert ‘'50 cents,’’ which is the present duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1086, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘25” 
and insert ‘‘50,” before the word ‘‘cents;’’ so as to read: 

290, Seeds.—Castor beans or seeds, 50 cents per bushel of 50 pounds, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB, In line 1086, before the word ‘‘cents,’”? I move to 
strike out ‘‘25’’ and insert ‘‘ 40,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the same line it is proposed to strike out 
**25” and insert ‘‘40;’’ so as to read: 

290. Seeds.—Castor beans or seeds, 40 cents per bushel of 50 pounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 107, line 512, I move to strike out ‘‘ seven- 
tenths’’ and to insert ‘* eleven-twentieths,’’ 

Mr. VEST. What is that on? 

Mr. PLUMB. Steel rails. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 107, line 512, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘seven-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘eleven-twentieths;”’ so as to read: 

141, Railway bars, made of iron and steel, and railway bars made in part of 
see, Z rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, eleven-twentieths of 1 cent per 
poun 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. _ 

Mr, PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. That will leave a rate 
of duty of $12.30 a ton, against $15.68 as provided in the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Bowen], and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. STEWART (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Nevada, was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Nevada], is paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLOD- 
GETT] has voted against the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould vote ‘‘nay ” if I were not paired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Iowa desire 
to have his vote recorded ? 


Mr. ALLISON, I think it safer for me to withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bate, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Eustis, Morgan, vi 
Faulkner, Pasco, Voor 
Butler, George, Piumb, Walthall 
Call, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Cok 1l, aa man, Ransom, 
ke, ray, Reagan 
Colquitt, Harris, Turpie, 
NAYS—34. 
Aldri Dawes, oar, ua, 
fis Dolph, Ingalls, oe 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Mandersoa, Spooner, 
Brown, Evarts, Mitchell, 
Cameron, Farwell, Morrill Stockbridge, 
Chace, Frye, Paddock, ‘eller, 
er = 6, Daner Wilson of Iowa, 
om awley, a, 
Davis, ' Hiscock, Platt,” 
ABSENT—13. 
Allison, Hearst, Riddleberger, Stanford, 
Beck, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, A 
Bowen, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Hampton, McPherson, Sawyer, 
So the amendment was rejected. k 


Mr. PLUMB. On page 104, line 447, I move to make the duty nine- 
tenths of 1 cent a pound in place of 1 cent, as we have now fixed the 


rate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 104, lines 446 and 447, it is proposed 
soars out “1 cent” and insert ‘‘ nine-tenths of 1 cent;’’ so as to 


130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 
and or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and 
building forms, together with all other structural shapesof iron or steel, nine- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr..PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

cond Aces and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the rol 
Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘nay’”’ 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MoPHERSON]. 
if I were not paired. 

Mr. STEWART (when the nameof Mr, JONES, of Ni pose home called), 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Nevada] is paired with the tor from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. i 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— | 
yeas 24, nays 32; as follows: 


EAS—2. 
Bate, ke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
owt Colquitt, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, el, 4 Vest, 
Butler, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, 
l, Gray, nsom, al 
' ' Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Payne, 
Blair, Dolph, Hoar, * Piatt, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Ingalls, Quay, 
Bowen, Evarts, Mande erman, 
Brown, Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
C i Gorman, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, ‘almer, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—2. 

Allison, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

> eorge, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Cullom, le, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Davis, Hampton, Pugh, Stanford, 
Eustis, Hearst, Riddleberger, Teller. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance, as in Committee of the 
Whole? If not, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate having made one 
amendment to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, the amendment 
will be considered as concurred in, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, the amendment will not be concurred in with- 
out a yea-and-nay vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that upon the question of concurring in the Senate with the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole the yeas and nays may be 
entered on the Journal. 

Hace fae: and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e TO. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague, the senior Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA], is paired on this question with the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. SABIN]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 

nay. 


Mr, STEWART (when his name was called). Iam 


paired with the 
‘Senator from South Carolina [Mr, Hampton], otherwise I should vote 
4a ea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am paired on this vote with the Senator from 


Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr, HA I desire to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If he were here, I should vote “‘ yea” and he 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ - 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I have en- 
deayored to secure a transfer of that pair, but have been unable to do 
so. Therefore I withdraw my vote, having voted in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 


his vote. ; 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—322, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Piatt, 
Blair, Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Cameron, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 

, g 5 Mitchell, Spooner, 
Chandler, Frye. Morrill Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Teller, 
Davis, H . Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—20, 

Bate, ke, Gray, Turpie, 
Berry, en eiga Harris, Vance, 
Blackburn, : Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brown, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, George, Payne, Wilson of M 
Call, Gibson, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan, 

ABSENT—l4. 
Allison, Hearst, Riddleberger, Stanford, 
Beck, Kenna, Sabin, 
Jiale, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Hampton, Ransom, Sawyer, 


So the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was con- 


curred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There isan amendment which I omitted. Itisa 
matter of form merely, strikingout ‘‘February”’ and inserting “July,” 
on page 86, line 1 of section 15, so as to read: ‘‘on and after the Ist 
day of July’? instead of ‘‘Febrnary.’’ I ask unanimous consent to 
insert July instead of February. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 86, in line 1 of section 15, it is pro- 
posed to strike ont the word ‘February ™ and insert the word ‘‘July;’’ 
go as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1889, ete. 


Mr. HARRIS. There can be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be to. there be no further amendment in the 
Renste, shall the amendment be engrossed and the bill be read a third 
time? 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and thebill to be read 
a third time. $ 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the bill ? 

Mr. HARRIS, Task for the yeas and nays upon the passage of the 
bill. 

eat yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the 5 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHeErson]. Ifhe 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. BLODGETT {when his name was ahea), Upon this question 


I am paired with the Senator from V Mr. RIDDLEBERGEE]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’ i ; 
Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). On this vote I am paired 


with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr, STEWART (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Idesire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
SaBrn] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK]. If he were here, he would vote ‘“‘nay’’ and I should vote 
i yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 30; as follows: 


If he were here, 


YEAS—322, 
Aldrich, Cameron, a Dolph, ds 
A Chace Edmun 
Bowen, Chandler, 


Farwell, Paddock, Sherman, 
Frye Jones of Nevada, Palmer, ner, 
Hawley, anderson, Piatt, bridge, 
Mitchell, Plumb, Teller. 
Hoar, Morrill, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—230, 
Bate, eee Harris, Turpie, 
Be Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Morgan, est, 
Brown, Faulkner, 7 Voorhees, 
Butler, rge, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Ma, 
Cockrell, rman, Ransom, 
Coke, Gray, Reagan, 
ABSENT—I4. 
Allison, Hampton, Riddleberger, Stanford, 
pet paar Banos Stew: 
lodgett, enna, alsbury, 
Hale, McPherson, Sawyer, 
So the bill was 


passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to make a state- 
ment that is peculiarly personal ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. T have voted right along with the Repub- 
lican party here for their bill, and with the committee, and have so 
stated time and again. There is nothing in the bill that would have 
justified me as a representative here of a constituency in voting for it 
after the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. Therefore if I had 
not been paired, and had not felt under obligation to preserve that 
pair, I should not have voted for the bill. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of deliv- 
ery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1890, entitled 
“An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate rtation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to said port of Columbus; 

A bill (S. 3422) granting a persion to Kate C. Van Arnum; 

A bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand; 

A bill is 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H, Mar- 
ston; 

A bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter; 

A bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Elien Smith; 

A bill (s. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker; 

A bill (S. 2595) to increase the ion of Seth F. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2383) granting a pension to George W. Fogle; 

A bill (8. 3733) to abolish circuit-conrt powers of certain district courts 
of the United States, and to provide for writs of error in capital cases, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order for adjournment until 11 
o'clock exhausted itself to-day. This motion to adjourn carries the 
Senate over until 12 to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I make a simple motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Jannary 23, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE ON WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting, with accompanying correspondence, the report of 
the American delegate to the international committee on weights and 
measures, and also recommending an appropriation to pay the share of 
the United States in the expense of the committee; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

LIGHTING THE RARITAN RIVER, NEW JERSEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board 
of an poe Le paps for lighting the Raritan River, New Jersey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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STEAMER FOR LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-Honse Board 
of an appropriation fora side-wheel steamer for light-house service in 
the sounds of North Carolina and adjacent waters; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH, OREGON COAST. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-Honse Board 
of an appropriation for a telegraph between the ‘Tillamook Rock light- 
station and Fort Stevens, Oregon; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVING LIGHT-STATION, CAPE CANAVERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Twasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board 
of an appropriation for removing the Cape Canaveral (Florida) light- 
house station; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLIE V. ASKEW, ADMINISTRATRIX, VS. UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isin receipt of a communication from 
the Attorney-General, stating that a motion for a new trial has been 
made in the case of Allie V. Askew, administratrix of the estate of W, 
W. Neeley rs. The United States, and asking that the papers and docu- 
ments relating to that claim which have been transmi 
by the Court of Claims be returned to the court for use on the retrial 
of the cause. If there be no objection, the Clerk of the House will be 
directed to withdraw these papers from the Committee on War Claims 
and send them to the Court of Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. < 

Mr. RANDALL, I demand the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has demanded 
the regular order; and the regular order is the call of committees for 


reports, 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, with the understanding that gentlemen having reports to 
offer may file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a privileged report. I have, however, noob- 
jection to the motion of the Aiea from Pennsylvania to dispense 
with the call of committees for reports. 

= SPEAKER, There being no objection, that order will be 
made. 


FILING OP REPORTS. 
F a following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


ELIZABETH PETERSON. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peter- 
son; which was referred to the Committees of the Whole House on the 
Privato Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted, 
= STEAM-YACHT NAUTILUS, 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12228) to provide for an Ameri- 
can register for the steam-yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Cal- 
eudar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HOTEL, FORT WASHINGTON, MARYLAND. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to grant a permit to Frederick Freund to erect a hotel upon 
the lands of the United States at Fort Washington, Maryland; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OBIN R. M’DANIEL. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 768) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH ANN BEST. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
poried a bill (H. R. 12347) tor the relief of Elizabeth Ann Best, ex- 
ecutrix of David Best, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LLOYD. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12348) for the relief of William Lloyd; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. WEST. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
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reported a bill (H. R. 12349) for the relief of Mary E. West, execu- 

trix of Richard T. West, deceased; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY E. WAGELEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12350) for the relief of Mary E. Wageley, ad- 
ministratrix of David A. Wageley, deceased; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY PIPER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12351) for the relief of Henry Piper; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY SULLIVAN. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S, 2934) grantinga pension to Mary Sullivan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
yate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

JESSIE ISIERWOOD. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R, 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY W. SMALLEY, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5791) granting a pension to Mary 
W. Smalley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARITY J. TOWNS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
posa back favorably the bill (S. 2782) granting a pension to Charity J. 
owns and minor children; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordored to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF G. W. PERRY. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War reported a reso- 
lution referring the bill (H. R. 7955) for the relief of the legal 
sentatives of G. W. Perry to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1887; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Privato Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MUTUAL LOAN ASSOCIATIONS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

back favorably the bill (H. R, 11701) for the relief of the 
building and mutual loan associations of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER W. BALDWIN, DECEASED. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (8. 3438) to refund illegal internal-rev- 
enue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States 
district judge for the district of Nevada; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, DEL. 

Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (S. 1062) toincrease 
the appropriation for the erection of the public Voog a Wilming- 
ton, Del.; which was referred to the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 

NORTH GERMAN LLOYD STEAM-SHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 3738) for the relief ef the North German Lloyd Steam- 
ship Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. SPOONER, 


RHODA WILLIAMS, 
from the Committee on Invalid Renn oat 
back favorably the bill (S. 1045) granting a sion to Rhoda Williams; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES M. FROST. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 2759) granting a ion to James M. 
Frost; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
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ALBERT H. SMITH. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 3104) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert H. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for present consideration the contested-elec- 
tion case of Smalls vs. Elliott, from the Seventh Congressional district 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must raise the question of consideration upon 
that. I know the gentleman from Georgia has a right to call that up, 
but I think, if the gentleman will permit me to say a word or two, 
that there are good reasons why I should raise the question of consid- 
eration. I think the river and harbor bill and the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill should be proceeded with immediately. I think that the 
election case will not suffer by a day or a week’s delay. 

Mr. CRISP. I only want to state in reply that I have heretofore 
made two efforts to get this report considered by the House. It is 
here, ready for consideration; and it is the desire of the parties that 
it should be taken up and disposed of. So far as the appropriation 
bills are concerned, this case will not interfere with their considera- 
tion or in ample time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to say that if the election case be not 
proceeded with to-day, the river and harbor bill is to come up. 

Mr. HOUK. I simply desire to say that while I am a friend of the 
river and harbor bill, I think justice to Mr. Elliott and Mr. Smalls 
and to this House requires us to take this case up. Here is a member 
who has been knocking at the door for two whole years. The session 
is about to expire, and yet consideration of his case is still attempted 
to be antagonized upon the floor before it is determined. ‘ 

The question was put, and the Chair announced that he was unable 
to determine. j 


Mr. RANDALL, Division. 

Mr. REED and others. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


The 
106, nays 109, not voting 107; as follows: 
YEAS—106. 
Adams, Š Jackson, n 
Cummings, Johnston, Ind, irna AP 
Anderson, lowa Darlington, Kean, Russell, 
Arnold, Lano, Kelley, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Kenn Š Sa A 
Baker, Farq A Kerr, rT 
Barry, Finley, Laidlaw, Spooner, 
Bayne, Fuller, Landes, Steele, 
Belden, Funston, Lind, Stephenson, 
Baa telle, Gallinger Paplon E E, Ohi 
e, 1 g, * o 
moe oe T sees 
wer, X cKinney, x 
Browne, Ind Glass, orrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, o Grout. Norwood Turner, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Guenther, O'Donnell, ‘Turner, Ga. 
ae een Oren, ind. Woot J 
. 
Heard, O'Neill, Pa. White, Ind. 
Bynum, Henderson, Ill. rne, White, N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio H k Outhwaite, wW à 
Caswell, Hotn Patton, Wil r 
we olman, @ Pat 
Cheadle, Holmes, Payson, Yardley, 
Clark, Hopkins, Ti Perkins, Yoder. 
Conger, Peters, 
Cooper, Hunter, Plumb, 
NAYS—109. 
Abbott, Dunn, Lagan, Rice, 
Allen, Miss. Enloe, 
Anderson, Miss. Erm Lawler, Rogers, 
Anderson, Lee, Romeis, 
khead, Ford, Macdonald, Rowland, 
Blanchard, Forney, Maish, Sayers, 
Bland, Martin, v 
Blount, ay, Matson, Shaw, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, McAdoo, Spinola, 

n r, McClammy, Stewart, Tex, 
mes ‘aia .N.Y Grimes, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Candler, is McRae, Stone, Mo. 

h, perp Milliken, Thomas, IM. 
Catchings, Hatch, Thompson, 
Chipman, Hayden, Moffitt, Townshend, 
Ciardy, Hemphill, sa. A ee 
Cobb, erson, oore, ington, 
Cogswell, Herbert, organ, Weaver, 

Com " Hermann, Nelson, Weber, : 
Cow Hogg, . Newton, Whiting, Mich. 
Crain, Oates, Whiting, 
Crouse, Hopkins, Va, Peel, Wilson, 
Oulberson, oward, Penington, Wilson. W. Va., 
Cutecheon, Huda, Perry, Sad 

. utton, ‘ost. 
Davidson, Fla. Johnston, N, C. Ea, 
Dibble, Kilgore, Randall, 

+ Laffoon, Rayner, 
NOT VOTING—107. 

Allen, Mass. Bacon, Barnes, 
Anderson, Kans, Baker, N.Y. Biggs, Boothman, 


Bound, Elliott, Mason, Shively, 
Š Felton, McComas, Simmons, 
B Fitch, acer Sn ae 
rower, i yder, 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va Foran, MeCullogh, Sowden, 
Brumm, . Glover, cKenna, Springer, 
Se es a oe 
Bue! a reenman, erriman, a, 
Bunnell, Hail, Morrow, Stockdale, 
Burnett, Hayes, Morse, Struble, 

y) Henderson, Iowa Neal, Symes, 
Campbell,T. J.,N.Y.Bires, Nichols, ‘Tarsney, 
Carlton, Hopkins, N. Y. Nut Taulbee, 
Clements, Jones, O'Neill, Mo. Thompson, Ohio 
Coc! R Ketcham, Owen, Tillman, 
Collins, La Follette, Phelan, . 

Coi n ird, Phelps, Vance, 
Cox, Lane, Pidcock, Wade, 
Dalzell, Latham, Robertson, Warner, 
Davenport, Lehlbach, Rowell, ler, 
Davidson, yman, Conn, Whitthorne, 
Davis, Lynch, Rusk, Wilkins, 
Dingiey, Maffett Scott, Wilkinson, 
Bones: Mahoney, Seney- Woodburn, 
Sherman, 


So the House refused to consider the South Carolina contested-elec- 
tion case. 

During the vote, 

Mr. McCREARY said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall? 

Mr. McCREARY. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, then, thegentleman would not be 
entitled to vote. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll-call with 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. It is in reference to my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desireto state thatI was notin the Hall when 
my name was called, but I wasin the Hall before the roll-call was com- 
pleted, and I desire to know whether I can vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not sufficient under the 
practice which has grown up in the House. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice on all po- 
litical questions: 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. DALZELL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. 

Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. MCCULLOGH. 

Mr. Bices with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER, 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LATED. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. MAson. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 

Mr. HALL with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

On the Elliott-Smalls election contest: 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Tracey with Mr. McCormick; also onthe river and harbor bill. 
If present, Mr. TRACEY would vote for if, and Mr. McCormick would 
vote against it. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. DAVIS, 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. ROUSE. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. NELSON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. HOLMES and Mr. OuTHWAITE objected. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire tomakea motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. As this 
may seem to be an indirect motion in this connection, I am not willing 
to make it except with full knowledge on the part of the House of what 
I am about to accomplish, if I can, which is the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill to-day, se that the sundry civil bill will come next 
in order. It was necessary to harmonize the friendsof those two meas- 
ures, and the understanding is that the river and harbor bill is to oc- 
cupy thisday. The objection which has been raised prevents pe 
ing directly to the execution of that understanding, but if this m 
carries I slat sake L costes to lay aside the appropriation bill 
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so as to give free transit to the river and harbor bill. I was unwilling to 
make this motion, however, without a full, free, and frank statement 
of the purpose I have in view. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, my reason for objecting is that too 
often this morning hour has been blotted out. There are now pending 
two measures reported from the Committee on the Militia and one 
from the Committee on Pensions, both of which have had one hour’s 
consideration, and I desire that this morning hour may be used by one 
or the other of those committees to finish their business, so that other 
measures may have an opportunity for at least as much consideration 
as can be had in one hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman I will remind the 
House that the bill to which he refers as having been reported from the 
Commjttee on Pensions proposes to increase expenditures and will cost 
the Government a quarter of a million of dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] moves that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of appropriation bills, and states that his 
purpose is, if the motion is carried, to ask that the sundry civil bill 
shall be passed over in the Committee of the Whole in order that th 
river and harbor bill may be taken up and di of. A 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 100, noes 41. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 148, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of appropriation bills, and the Clerk will report 
the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sun: civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, for other purposes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay that bill aside for the present. 

Mr. CHEADLE. | I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and under the rule the com- 
mittee will rise in order that the question may be submitted to the 
House, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil exp of the 
Government for the fecal pier ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, objection was made to laying it aside, and, under the rule, the 
question was submitted to the vote of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the usual procedure under 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER. - The question is, Will the House order that in Com- 
mittee of the Whole the bill be laid asifle ? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 2. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. The question is, 
Will the House direct the Committee of the Whole to pass over the 
sundry civil appropriation bill? 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 160, noes 4. 

So the House directed that in Committee of the Whole the sundry 
civil appropriation bill be over. 

The Committee of the Whole, in accordance with the rule, resumed 
its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By direction of the House, the bill the title of 
which was last reported by the Clerk will be passed over. The Clerk 
will report the title ofthe next general appropriation bill. [A pause. ] 
The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the next appropriation bill, 
the naval appropriation bill, has not yet come from the Printing Office. 
The Chair is informed that there is no other general appropriation bill 
on the Calendar. The bill which now comes up as unfinished business 
will be reported by its title. ; 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
pi m of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 
offered, when the bill was last under consideration, by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

n one 6, page cyte pae srei ten” and meas Saten thereof“ fifteen ; ” s0 

Meron hes peeled of wofuee at Portage Lake, Michigan, continuing im- 
provement, $15,000,” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. the Committee of the Whole 
when it last rose was dividing on this amendment, no quorum having 
voted. Idesire now to withdraw the pending amendment and offer 
the amendment which I sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ten,” in line 6, page 13, and insert in lieu thereof “twenty.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This is in accordance with our agreement. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will not prevail. -In the act of A 
11, 1888, Congress appropriated $10,000 for this improvement, This 
balance is still unexpended and available for this work. In the bill 
now before the Committee of the Whole the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors recommended an additional appropriation of $10,000, which, 
with the amount on hand, makes $20,000. Why the necessity for the 
increase proposed by the gentleman from Michigan ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in consequence of the confusion 
in the Hall I have not been able to hear what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] has said, and therefore I make no reply. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CuTcHEON, 
there were—ayes 77, noes 15. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think I can make a brief statement which 
would be satisfactory to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion can not be had except by unanimous 
consent, If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. Is there objection? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I object. Regular order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The regular order is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan. No quorum having voted, the 
Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ]. 

Sve oomnhitey again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 142, 
roes 21. ; 

So the amendment of Mr. CUTCHEON was adopted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr.Chairman, when the eleventh page of th's bill 
was acted upon by the Committee of the Whole I had not the informa- 
tion which I now have in to the rights of certain persons toa 
county roa& or other roads leading across the dock company’s property 
&t Grand River to the river and across. An appeal now comes to me 
from certain farmers and others, living back of the river, asking that 
their rights in certain roads may be protected by a proviso to be added 
io this portion of the bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent to offer 
æ proviso saving the rights of those people to the public ways across 
the river. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sənt that the Committee of the Whole return to page 11, that he may 
offer the amendment which he has indicated. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask whether the proposed amend- 
ment in any way increases the amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. «Itdoes not. Ihave received a communication 
siating that the provision of the bill as it stands might result in an ob- 
struction of certain highways. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the amendment is only a proviso with ref- 
erence to that matter, I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
mın from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that the Committee of the Whole 
revur to page 11, already passed, in order. that he may move a proviso 
to line 13 on that page? ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

‘The amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 13, on page 11, add the following: 

“Provided, That the owners of such dock property shall not obstruct or close 
up the existing streets, roads, or ways leading to the said river, but shall leave 
and preserve the existing roads, streets, alleys, and ways in as good condition 
for travel as though this act had not been passed.” 

Mr COX. Me. Chairman, T propose the foll , 

$ > r. Chairman, I propose the following amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: — 

A fter line 6 insert: 

“For harbor of refuge on the Atlantic seaboard at or near Point Judith, Rhode 
Island, $50,000.” 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect the House will pass this 
amendment, and I make it with the view of submitting a motion that 
certain documents be published in the RECORD for future reference, 
which I think, sir, is a very good custom. 

1 am put in charge of this matter by the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York. The Maritime Association of the city of New York and 
others have furnished me with some documentary evidence as to the 
necessity of this harbor of refuge at Point Judith. These papers show 
the number of vessels wrecked at that point, as well as the imports and 
export of merchandise which go and come along that coast, and they 
are enormous in their quantity, and are in constant peril. 

The Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York states this portion 
of the Atlantic coastat or near Point Judith is considered by mariners ora 
of the most dangerous points on the seaboard, and there is no harbor 
for 29 miles along the shore where passengers and crews of vessels in 
distress can with safety make a landing, and disaster in this locality has 
resulted usually in general loss, The wonder with me is that this bar- 
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bor at Point Judith, Rhode Island, has not been established ere this. 
Itisin the line of the large steamers which come down along the New 
England coast, and although this is the beginning of the harbor of refuge, 
and although it may not bedeemed by ‘the gentleman in charge 
this bill to be in order under the rules of proceeding here, I ask these 
papers from different commercial associations, giving statements of dis- 
asters at Point Judith, and showing the perils of that coast, be printed 
in the RECORD. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairhears no objection, and it isso ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: ; 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF COAST NEAR LIFE-SAVING STATION, EAST POINT 
JUDITH, RHODE ISLAND, WITH A VIEW TO CONSTRUCTING A BREAKWATER. 


ENGINEER OFFICE, UNITED STATES ARMY. 
Newport, R. I., December 14, isss. 

GENERAL; In compliance with instructions contained in Department letter 
of September 29, 1888, I have the honor to submit the following report upon the 

reliminary examination of coast near life-saving station, East oint Judith, 

¢ Island, provided for in river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, and made 
by Capt. Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, on the lith of October last. 

Point Judith is the southeastern extremity of South Kingston Township, 
neon COUSI Rhode Island, and marks the southwestern entrance to 

arraganse! y- 

Captain Casey recommends the establishment ofa harbor of refuge in this local- 
ity. His report isacoompanied by two sketches and a list of vessels which have 
been wrecked there between 1883 and 1888, Ihave been told that the loss of 
the larger of these vessels was caused by fogs,and not by storms, The amount 
of commerce passing Point Judith is too well known to require detailed de- 
scription. The point isan exceedingly Pager shoe one to navigation. While 
vessels of size can ride in the trough of the sea to a safe shelter in Narra- 
gansett Bay, a harbor of refuge for er vessels is much needed. 

Such a harbor can be established by the construction of break waters, at a cost, 
per ing estimated, of $300,000, which would also afford relief to the commerce 
of neighboring villages, and furnish a landing for the boats of the Point 
Judith life-saving service, which now often can not be effected nearer than 
Newport or Block Island. Iam therefore of the opinion that East Point Judith 
is worthy of improvement by the General Government, and estimate the cost 
of a survey of the locality at $300. 

Point Judith is in the collection district of Newport, which is a port of entry. 
The amount of revenue collected at Ne rtin the last fiscal year was $2,184.51. 
The nearest light-house is Point Judith light. The nearest fortification is the 
fort on Dutch Island, Rhode Island. The oS ayaa of South Kingston, by 
the Rhode Island State census of 1885, was 9, 

Captain Casey's nope is herewith incl 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. R. LIVERMORE, 
Major of Engineers. 


The CHIEF or ENGINEERS, U, S. A, 
List of vessels wrecked near Point Judith, east and west, 1883-88. 


B g 
sz | 8 
Vessels wrecked When E 5 E J Nature of cargo. 
a wrecked. EEA a 
sa | se 
Schooner Warren Gates.....| Mar, 25,1583 | $4,000 | $6,500 | Steel wire, 
o T ec ak June 13,1853 | 28,000 | 2,500 n 
ury. 
Schpenex Julia A. Tate...... May 10,1884 | 4,000 | 3,500 | Logwood and axles 
* Schooner Idlewild ............ June 6,1884 | 2,000) 1,125 n. 
Schooner Almon Bacon.....) Nov. 5,1885 | 3,000 | 2,000 | Iron. 
25,1 6,000 | 1,900 | Furniture and oil, 
a 3,000 | 1,500 | Lumber, 
12, 000 J......4...+. No ; ballast, 
10,000 | 31,500 | Gen cargo, 
1,200 | 2,700 | Iron, 
25,000 | 4,275 | Coal. 
10,000 | 2,000 Do. 
1,500} 1,200 Do. 
85,000 | 5,000 Do. 
45,000 | 5,000 Do. 
3,000 | 1,800 | Lumber, 
Schooner Earl P. Mason.....| Aug. 22, 1888 | 17,000 | 3,000 p 
Schooner Isaac H. Borden..| Sept. 9,1888 500 | 3,000 | Oil. 
Total .. i S1200 78, 500 
Total number wrecks, 18, 


Domestic imports of merchandise at ean Kingston, Point Judith dis- 


Description. Se Value. 
5,000 | "869,000 
| 2,000 90, 000 
| 10,000 | 57,000 
| "200 7,000 
| B00 3,000 

300 2'500 
100 1,000 
100 10,000 
750 65, 000 
900 2,700 
000 30, 000 
000 350, 000 
587 411,250 
137 | 2,019, 350 


Exports. 
Manufactured woolens............ TEPE aseiiel EAE EA 000 
Farm produce and general merchandise ..... ae AA O 
Total......... wonasdansend eabcwaates tos cada vedgubintgdunuucsvecsiorsestbesdveusatvieyel sodos veme ly OOD) OOO 
R = 
Passengers carried by N: tt Pier Railroad............ „s 60,000 


Passengers carried by steamer from Narragansett Pier to. and from 
Newport, R. Tou... 2 


10, 000 


Total... hoe 70,000 
Stores of general merchandise 50 
Hotels s.. sse... TRR 20 


Ata monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held January 3, 1889, the 
following preamble and resolutions reported by its committee on the harbor 
and ship) paso respsiy weary dere pack $ 

Whereas the section of the Atlantic seaboard at and near Point Judith, Rhode 
Tand, is considered by marinersone of the most dangerous parts of the coast ; 
an 


property will besaved and the coastwise commerce of the Atlantic seaboard be 


Atlantic seaboard, whereby the safety of the lives of seamen and the property 
of its citizens will be. y enhanced, 

Resolved, That our Representatives be requested to urge be ara Co: the 
importance ofimmediate construction of such harbors of refuge, and at such 
points as, in the judgment of the United States engineers, are uired in the 
neighborhood of Point Judith, and that the appropriation requ’ to carry the 
same into effect be made, 

Atrue copy. 

CHAS. 8. SMITH, President, 
GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 


MARITIME ASSOCIATION OF THE PORT or New YORK, 
New York, January 9, 189. 
Ata regular meeting of the board of directors, held this day, the following 
preamble and resolution were unanimously adopted: 
Whereas the section of the Atlantic seaboard at and near Point Judith, 
Rhode Island, is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of the 


coast ; 
Whereas there is no harbor at present for 29 miles along the shore where p 
sengorh, créws, cargoes, or vessels in'distress can with safety make a landing, 
and in sonepqnenee disaster in this locality has generally ted in total loss 
of vessels and cargoes and the destruction of human life ; 

Whereas by the construction of harbors of refuge at this locality, east and 
west of Point Judith, lives and property will be saved and the coastwise com- 
merece of the Atlantic seabord be benefited: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That it is the opinion of the Maritime Association that such har- 
bors of refuge should be constructed by the United States as are deemed by the 
United States engineers best suited to meet the necessities of the growing 
coastwise commerce of the Atlantie seaboard, and that the Representatives in 
Congress of the Statesof the Atlantic seaboard be requested to urge upon Con- 
gress the importance of the immediate construction of harbors of refuge at this 
part of the coast, and that a copy of this resolution be transmitted to them, to 
the Secretary of ‘War, and to the President of the United States. 


A true copy. 
4 RADCLIFFE BALDWIN, 
WM, H. VAN BRUNT, Secretary, 


TARD UNITED STATES Lire-Sayine Disrercr, 

Point Judith Station, December 27,1888, 
DEARSIR: Your communication of tle 26th instant, asking for the numberof 
vessels that pass this station during s year, is received. In reply willsay thatI 
have taken an ave! ofthe different vessels, and, making allowance for the 
summer months, Tiana and thick weather, think it will be safe to say that 
about 167 ships, 175 brigs, 24,110 schooners, 7,483 steamers, sloops, and 5,383 

borers vers is station during a year, or a grand total of about 38,398 vessels, 

ery 


respectfully you 
ey HERBERT M, KNOWLES, 
Mr, F. W. HOUGHTON, - 4 
Superintendent Maritime Exchange, New York City. 


The following steamers regularly pass Point Judith on their way to and from 
New York, namely, Fall River Line, for Newport, ete., daily; Fall River Line 
freight-boats, daily; Providence Line, daily; Merchants’ Line, for Providence, 
weekly; New ford Old Colony boats, three per week; Boston Outside Line, 
three per week; Portland, Me., two per week; Bangor, Me., one per week; 
Red Line, Halifax, and St. John’s, Newfoundland, ete., besides the tran- 
sient steamers from Boston and vessels bound to and from the East, including 
large fleets of coasters, colliers, coal-barges, ete. 

In addition to the above the following lines of steamers, namely, Fall River, 
for Philadelphia, two per week; Providence, for Baltimore, two per week, ete, 


THIRD DISTRICT Lire-Savine STATION, 
Point Judith, January 15, 1889, 

DEAR Siz; Your communication of the 12th instant, asking for my opinion of 
the needs and establishment of a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, eto,, is re- 
ceived. In reply will say that it would not only be a great advantage to ship- 

ing and commerce, but to the fishermen, and particularly to the saving of 

ves. 

Owing toa large cove being on each side of Point Judith, I am quite sure that 

harbors could be obtained on either or both sides of the point simply by 

uilding a breakwater from the shore out to a suitable depth of water. A 
breakwater of this kind at Point Judith would be the means of saving many a 
good vessel and their cargoes. . 

Suppose a vessel comes ashore in a light or moderate sea in thick weather at 
low water, which is generally the case, and as the tide rises is floated, leaking 
more water than the pumps can take. She couid easily besheltered by a break- 
water if one was near at hand and the vessel and cargo saved. On the other 
hand, the harbors or place of shelter being miles away, the vessel and her cargo 
is either allowed to sink in deep water and both become a total loss or else wa 


ashore again, only again to be dashed to pieces by a coming storm. 
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this kind occur on all shores, but oftener here than ately because we have 
more wrecks. Again, suppose a vessel springs aleak bunke ne ae more — 
than can be kept out by the pumps,or a small leak wi 
mene sates sia fe. deep water and Sua dnted loo one AA bade aed tee the 
on) sh apes that an be done under the circumstances, 
tfew years the sc eee hen vessels: Schooners Alida, of New- 
nT Ps Jadium, of Harwi Almon Bacon, of New York, "and Mary 
att, of New York, Sprung aleak, gone in deep water, and were a total loss. 
Lam quite sure if a breakwater had been here for these vessels to run behind 
and beached, each, with their cargoes, would haye been saved. The steamer 
Thetis, ot the Neptune Line, bursted a water-pipe and was run ashore on this 
point to keep from sinking; also the schooner Adelaide, loaded with molding- 
sand. Owing to weather these vessels were saved. 
I inclose here y of the report to the GE Superintendent United 
States ee FER evo to mse wreck of the la Seen 


ed during the night some 5 or 6 miles off shore. A heavy sea was running 
at ne time, the wind in to a 60-mile pare: and we were driven before 
the e to the nearest place of shelter, which, fortunately, was Block Island. 
We landed on —— Sang i” side of the Government breakwater, going through 
the surf in good sha; Ihave often mentioned the fact to my crew that had 
it not been for the ppa anra we would in all probability been drowned, fora 
tremendous sea was running on all sidesof us. And I assure youthat a break- 
water near this place (Point Judith) would some day be the means of saving 
ying lane Pricer gaat aang ah ngs passenger steamers should take fire 
off here, or collide ware another vessel in a fog, ioe could a crowded boat be 
landed on the beach poe a heavy sea? 

Asa general tas a fog is accompanied by a heavy sea. Steamers carrying 
passengers can be seen passing here atnearly all hours of the night. Thegreat- 
est danger that a life-saving crew ~~ to contend with is going s off and on the 
shore through the breakers; and if abi was near at hand a boat could 
go off and on the shore under the shelter of the same many times when a boat 
could not liva minute in the breakers. 

Several years ago cod and lobster fishing was carried on here to a certain ex- 
tent with small Toata, As soon as the tart test eigi builtat Block Isiand the 


Blue-fishing, black- 
ed on here; os nothing to 
r boats and rotection, 
The tft would be tf carried on here is by steam fish-boats which uke their head- 
quarters at Newport and run into the harbor every night. 


TAT S ss HERBERT M. KNOWLES 


fishing. 


[Copy of journal of life-saving aes al Judith, District No. 3, December 


At 7.40 a. m. I discovered the masts of a two-masted schooner about 5 or 6 
miles southeast of station, and another two-masted schooner capsized about 1 
mile north of her. Upon examination with the glass objects were seen resem- 
un men clinging tothe rigging of each vessel. The wind at this time was 

east, blowing a brisk gale, and heavy sea running. I thereupon ordered 

the life-boat launched and we away with considerable difficulty through the 
surf at 7.55 a, m., well with clothing, provisions, etc., for whatever oc- 
ss mi t require. Pulling through a sip Al choppy sea we arrived at the 
, lying upon her beam ends, anch: observed no signs of life upon 


oist. Squaring away we ee tr ther 

about one mile in a southerly direct 

ing to a severe gale and the sea to rise much higher. Arriving at the sunken 

er, after careful examination found that no one had sought shelter in the 

sopa or otherwise. 

indications pointed to the fact that the crew had either perished or been 

Samed by some vessel. The débris nowhere exhibiting signs of life, 

thereupon I gave orders for return to the station. Forabout seiner minutes we 
struggled with the now tremendous sea and wind to a this 

ra ae pinset that we a) going to the leeward; elements were too 

powerful for us, and I th eng haute it absolutely necessary to make for the 

ber ety ranie d. which was Block Isiand. With the dif- 

management of the boat I was able to avoid the seas 

every instant threatened to engulf us, and at last safely reached and 

beached the boat n the said A non near the harbor United States life-saving 

station, where we found Captain Ashford and his ew) of four monot of the Rapea 

schooner Mott Haven. From him we learned that ith great difi- 

= arrived there about 5 a, m. that morning in shel wi-tont, their vessel, 

ott cecal having been sunk in collision with the schooner Willie De Wolf, 

both of Me.; the former from New York for Eastport and Calais, Me., 

cargo of cosl, coal, kerosene oil, starch, and furniture; the latter from Calais, 

tinued with 


he 
he soon en; 


ing a clean breach the whole 
length of our iittie eraft, we arrived in newness naking a at about 5.40 o'clock p. 
m. of the same day. We were hospitably cared for by Captain Waters and com- 
fortably lodged at the United States Hotel until the next morning,when we were 
brought within easy distance of our station by direction of Captain Waters in 
same schooner, Arabelle, where we arrived at 10.30 o’clock a. m. of the 28th 

t. 


H. M. KNOWLES, Keeper. 


Mr. SOWDEN. The object of the gentleman I understand is to 
t before this House the information contained in the documents which 
has asked to have printed in the RECORD. 
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Mr. COX. Ido not insist if the point of order is made. Now do 
you make the point of order? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘I do not understand the amendment is to be 
or iy ws the ry eman from New York. 

t is right; I do not. I think, Mr. Chairman, it is 
wins’ ‘on eer part of members of Congress to place substantial docu- 
ments in the RECORD. I have been scolded by some members of the 
press because I have done that heretofore, but I have found it in my 
service here a most convenient thing and proper to place these matters 
in the RECORD. 

I now withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I move to strike out lines 7 and 8 on page 13: 
cae harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. Chairman, under the act of August 11, 1888, there was appro- 
priated for this improvement $75,000, which 'is still on hand and nn- 
expended. Ishould like some substantial reason to be given for this 
additional appropriation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SOWDEN, Task for a division, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 72. 

Mr, SOWDEN called for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. BOWDEN and Mr, BLANCH- 
ARD. 
in” committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 7, noes 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MILLS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its , announced agreement to amendments of the House 
to Senate bills of the following titles: - 

A bill (S, 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; and 

A bill (8. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth. 

It further announced the of the bill (S. 3800) directing asur- 
vey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon and making 
appropriation therefor; in which concurrence was requested. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 1 move to strike out the word “twenty,” in line 8 
on page 13, and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so that it will read 
a | ae harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich. : Continuing improvement, 

The CHAIRMAN declared the noes had it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Division. 

Med CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. 

WDEN. 

s Pres committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 7, noes _ 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I ask, with the consent of the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to go back to page 6 of the 
bill now for the of offering an amendment, not to increase the 
amount of the:appropriation for New York Harbor, but to make a nec- 
essary insertion so that the present appropriation shall conform to the 
last bill and to the existing law. It is desirable that the plan should 
be continued as fixed in the last law; and I therefore send to the desk 
the following amendment, to take the place of line 1 on page 6. I-will 
say that the chairman of the committee passed this over in consequence 
of my absence, with the privilege of recurring to it. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. amendment will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the words “New York” and insert: 
“Improving the a at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment by deepening to 21 feet, mean low water, and wi g the channel to 400 
feet on the northern side from the foot of Percival street alon tne cos ps to 
the 23-foot curve opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Theappropriations for the harbor of New York 
embraced in this bill were passed over at my request owing to the ab- 
sence of the gentleman from New York, with the privilege on his part 
of rec to them after he returned if he should see proper to do so. 
The committee, therefore, have no objection to going back, nor is there 
any objection to the amendment, It does not increase the amount. 

There being no objection, theamendment was considered, and adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous 
consent to go back to page 12 of the bill in order to offer an amend- 
ment to lines 22 and 23, referring to the harbor at Monroe, Mich. I 
find that I was absent from my seat at the moment this part of the 
bill was considered. This portion of the bill was considered on the 
3d day of January, when I happened to be absent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, I nowsend up the amendmentto which 
I have referred. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 12, strike out “ $3,500" and insert “ $10,000." 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, this is the only harbor 
on the west side of Lake Erie. Itis upon the eastern side of the State 
of Michigan, north of Toledo, and is the center of the most indus- 
trious population of that great State, almost exclusively devoted to 
agriculture. This harbor, Monroe, is the only lake outlet, and the 
business of the harbor has doubled and quadrupled in the last few 
years. This appropriation has been recommended by the engineer in 
charge and by the Seeretary of War. In his report the following lan- 
guage is used: 


The whole amount appropriated for this harbor to date bas been $215,515.27, 
all of which has been expended. 

This is the report of the officer of the Government himself in charge 
of these appropriations, not merely of the engineer incharge; and, Mr. 
Chairman, there is no one harbor that can claim superiority to this as 
a matter of right, nor is there one which is more entitled to considera- 
tion in the p tion of bills of this character. As I have already 
stated, it is the only harbor on the east shore of the lake. and in case 
of trouble between this country and Great Britain it would be the only 
harbor of refuge for vessels in distress and where they could escape 
British or Canadian gun-boats. It ought to be put in a state of thor- 
ough repair without delay. The amount asked for is a mere bagatelle. 
If the amount can be appropriated by the House it would be used ju- 
diciously and wisely, in a manner which will produce the best results 
and give us what we have so much needed up there. I may state 
also that this is one of the oldest places in Michigan, or in the West, 
and, as I have shown, the money is needed largely in order to save 
from ruin work already done. Now, as the engineer in charge of the 


work and the Secre of War both state in their to this House 
the im; of the harbor and the need of this appropriation, I sin- 
cerely that the usual rule which requires the House to keep 


within the appropriations recommended by the committee may in this 
instance be relaxed, because of its fairness, because of its equity, and 
because of its justice. I hope the amendment will he adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this amendment 
should be adopted. The committee duly considered the interests of 
the harbor of Monroe, Mich., and allowed the sum of $3,500 upon an 
estimate of $10,000. The amount appropriated for the harbor in the 
last bill, which was double the aggregate of the appropriation here, 
was only $5,000; and the committee do not see that any particular ex- 
igencies have arisen since to justify any larger appropriation in pro- 
SF ape than was allowed in the bill of the last year. For this reason 

do not think that amendment should be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I also was absent, and beg leave to 
recur to page 9, in line 8, for the purpose of adding an amendment, 
which does not, however, increase the amount of the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. DIBBLE was read, as follows: 

Add to line 8, on page 9, “of which sum $5,000 shall be expended in continu- 
ing the work on the Mount Pleasant shore of the harbor,” 

Mr. DIBBLE. I understand that there is no objection on the part 
of the committee to which this has been referred, and it does not in- 
crease the amount. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment just read does not increase the 
amount of the total appropriation for Charleston Harbor, but makesthe 
phraseology of it conform to the bill of last year in reference to the ap- 
propriation for that harbor. For that reason I see no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at St. Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike ont “six thousand ’’ and insert “five 
thousand.” The reason for that is, the engineer in his recommenda- 
tion says $5,000 is all that is needed. That being thecase, I do not see 
why $6,000 should be put in there. 

Mr. BURROWS. The engineers asked for $20,000 in this case. 

‘The question was taken on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 3, the noes 70. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the gentleman from Iowa will withdraw 
his amendment when he discovers that the report he speaks of refers 
to St. Joseph River and not to the harbor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appointas tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. KERR. My attention had been called to St. Joseph River in- 


stead of St. Joseph Harbor in making my former statement, and there- 
fore I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the item. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 92. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr, CHEADLE were appointed tellers. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire how 
many votes are reported in the affirmative. 

The CHAIRMAN. One in the affirmative. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The intellectual impudence of that one 
is remarkable. 

- The tellers reported—ayes 2, noes 111. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
11765) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
yation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The vote in Committee of the Whole disclosed 
no quorum present. I therefore move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, 
and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port of Columbus; 

A bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to George W. Fogle; 

A bill (S. 2595) to increase the ion of Seth W. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker; 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith; 

A bill (S. spre ranting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher; 

A bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. nter; 

A bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H. Mars- 


ton 

A bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins; 

A bill (S. pe granting a pension to Mrs, Ellen Hand; 

A bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to C. Van Arnum; and 

A bill (S. 3733) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and to provide for writs of error in capital 
cases, and for other purposes. 

i CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 

their names: 


Allen, Mass. Culberson, Russell, Mass. 
Allen, Miss, Davenport, z Ryan, 

Bacon, Davidson, Lehibach, Seney, 
Barnes, De $ Lyman, w, 

Biggs, Dunham, Simmons, 
Booth ree Maffett, Spinote 

man, 2 a inoia, 

p: x A Stahinecker, 
Bowen, teh, Maish, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gibson, Mansur, Stewart, Vt. 
Enga Sirsi; Mason, nor 

ce, r cComas, bee, 
Buckalew, G MeCormick, Thompson , Ohio 
Bunnell, Hall, MeCullogb, Tillman, 
Butler, Hayes, McShane, Tracey, 
Butterworth, Heard, erriman, Vance, 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, N.C. Morse, White, Ind. 
Clements, Hires, Nichols, White, N. Y. 
Cockran, Holman, Norwood, Whitthorne, 
Collins, Hopkins, Il. Nutting, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Hunter, Phelps, Woodburn, 
Cothran, Johnston, Ind. Pideock, Yoder, 
Cowles, Johnston, N.C. Plumb, ost. 
Cox, Kelley, Richardson, 
Crain, La Follette, Russell, Conn, 

The following members were absent with leave of the House: 
Alien, Miss. Felton, Lehibach, Maffett. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Hayes, Lyman, 

Bannell, Henderson, N. C. McCormick, 

x, Laird, McCullogh, 


For the remaining members who failed to answer to their names no 
excuses were offered except in the following cases: : 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, be exeused until 4 o’clock to- 

day, as he has gone to attend a funeral. 
There was noobjection, and Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, was ex- 


Mr. MORROW. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Brees, be excused 
on account of sickness. 
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There was no objection, and Mr. Braes was excused. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. BOWEN, be excused on account of important business. 

There was no objection, and Mr, BOWEN was excused. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. BOUND, be excused on account of sickness, 

There was no objection, and Mr. BOUND was excused. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, be excused. He was called out or 
the Hall a few minutes ago on important business. 

There was no objection, and Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, was ex- 


Mr. ADAMS. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. MA- 
80N, be excused on account of important business. 

There was no objection, and Mr. MASON was excused. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. NUTTING, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and M¥. NUTTING was excused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, 
Judge THOMPSON, he excused. He was suddenly called out by a mat- 
` ter connected with the closing of a bank at 3 o’clock. 

There was no objection, and Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, was excused. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
TRACEY, be excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and Mr. TRACEY was excused. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the Chair how many members are 


present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the call dis- 
closes the presence of 221 members. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Then I ask unanimous consent that further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for further consid- 
eration of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors. The question is on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the paragraph 
just read. I make that motion because it seems to me entirely unnec- 
essary for this Congress to appropriate $20,000 for the continuing of 
this improyement. On July 1, 1888, there was a balance available for 
this purpose of $9,000.86, and in the act of August 11, 1888, an addi- 
tional appropriation of $25,000 was made to prosecute this work; so 
that there is now an unexpended balance on hand and available for 
this work of $34,000.86. Why the necessity of appropriating $20,000 
at this particular time? Had we not better first expend the $34,000 
now on hand before making this additional appropriation ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Mr. Chairman, I would say in reply to the gen- 
tleman that the harbor of Marquette is one of the most important on 
Lake Superior. The iron ore alone passing out of that port in a sin- 
gle season is a million of tons, and other articles increase the aggre- 

te tonnage largely. The harbor is inadequate for the rapidly increas- 

ng business, Seamen often attempt to use it as a harbor of refuge, 
yet since it is so small and so many storms prevail at some seasons of 
the year on Lake Superior, wrecks at this point are of frequent occur- 
rence, This appropriation is for the extension of the breakwater and 
‘for the enlargement of the facilities required for the transaction of 
business. 

The engineer reports that $175,000 is necessary to complete the work. 
As has been stated here, in August last $25,000 was appropriated, but 
in order to enlarge the facilities to the extent required it is necessary 
to increase the amount. It is not likely that another appropriation 
will be had before August, 1890, and during the early part of the com- 
ing year that entire amount will be expended, and also the amount of 
$20,000 which is proposed to be appropriated in this bill. ‘The neces- 
sity for the improvement of this harbor, the great amount of commerce 
on Lake Superior, and the few harbors of refuge that exist there, re- 

uire the construction and completion of this work at the earliest pos- 
le moment. 

Taking into consideration the amount on hand, the Secretary of War 
has recommended the appropriation of $50,000 at this time; be only 
the sum of $20,000 for this work is embraced in the present bill. So 
that, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, in the opinion of the en- 
gineers in charge, this amount is necessary, as much so as any item 
embraced in the pending measure, 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the importance of this work is ad- 
mitted; but the propriety of appropriating an additional sum of $20,000 
when there is still an une: ded balance on hand of more than $34,- 
000 is the matter to which I take exception. I do not dispute the im- 
portance of this work; but the question in my mind is whether we can 
profitably expend the balance now on hand during the coming fiscal 
year. ‘The propriety of any further appropriations by this Congress for 
this particular project is therefore doubted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SEYMOUR. In regard to the amount named, I wish to say that 
this appropriation is for another fiscal year. The last appropriation 
was made August 11 of the present year. The coldness of the climate 
of Lake Superior and the difficulty of doing work there in the winter 
season making the procuring of timber and doing the necessary dredg- 
ing impossible, I may say the letting of contracts, which would now 
show any considerable amount of work done, are reasons why thisamount 
is shown to be on hand at the time of this report, 

Whether the contract has since been let I can not say, but it would 
not be likely to be much before the opening of navigation. This ap- 
propriation, as I have said, is for another l year; and the whole 
amount desired to complete this work is $175,000, of which the amount 
shown to be on hand, together with the sum now asked for, is much 
less than should be expended during the season of 1889. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania admits the importance of the work, and yet, 
with the statement of the engineers before him asking for $50,000 ad- 
ditional to the amount now shown to be on hand, doubts the propriety 
of the appropriation of even $20,000. If any just criticism can be made 
on te amount named in this bill it is that the sum is entirely too 
small, : 

Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
The very argument advanced by the gentleman who represents this 
project is an argument in favor of my proposition, because he contends 
that this work can not be prosecuted during the colder portion of the 
year, during the winter season; and if this be true and there ison hand 
$34,000 for this work, how is it physically possible to expend this sum 
of money between now and the meeting of the Fifty-first Congress? 
Way appropriate $20,000 before the amount on hand has been ex- 
pende a 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
Shige want an answer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR obtained the floor. 

-Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
will give the gentleman the answer. 

Mr. GROS OR. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the point made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] is made in actual 
good faith and not as a mere matter of delay. From this point of 
view I shall answer his argument. I concur in what has been said by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SEYMOUR]; and I wish to add that 
the amount available (which has misled so many of our friends on this 
floor) will not be available at the time this proposed appropriation goes 
into effect. This appropriation will not be available until after the 
30th of June, 1890; and therefore the Fifty-first Congress can not make 
an appropriation in time so that any part of it can be expended upon 
the harbor of Marquette. Hence, if it be true that the $34,000, which 
appears to be the stumbling-block of my friend from Pennsylvania, 
shall have been expended in a whole year of operations up there, there 
will then be another entire year without a dollar. 

This is one of the most important of the smaller harbors on the lakes. 
Its commerce is growing constantly, and the importance of other har- 
bors depends upon the improvement of this harbor. Hence, this small 
appropriation—less than one-third of what it should be—ought not be 
attacked by anybody who under any circumstances favors the improve- 
ment of the harbors of the Great Lakes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is evidently laboring under a misapprehension when he 
states that this appropriation is only to take effect after June 30, 1890. 
ag gga oes Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine, I should 

ve said. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine I suppose the 
gankeman meant. That is a fiscal year to which the present balance 

as no application. If it is expended during 1889, I apprehend that 
the Fifty-first Congress will convene as usual under the Constitution 
in December, 1889, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what we may presume, anyhow; and 
its appropriation bill for rivers and harbors, we may also presume, will 
be passed in July or August of the next year, and can not by any pos- 
sibility have any effect upon these northern harbors during any part 
of the year 1890. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the gentle- 
man from Ohio is overzealous in his anxiety for the passage of this leg- 
islation. He wants to shift upon this Democratic Congress, which is 
about going out of existence, the responsibility of ing river and 

‘bor appropriations amounting in the aggregate to y $35,000,- 
000, something entirely unheard of in the past. This is the question- 
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ent he would have us establish. Over $22,000,000 have 
already been appropriated by this Congress for these improvements and 
the greater bulk of it is on hand and unexpended, and in the face of 


which we have another bill confronting us appropria: nearly 
$12,000,000, making the grand total of nearly $35,000,000 in all from 
a Democratic Congress that came into power upon its distinct pledges 
in favor of economy in the public expenditures. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SowDEN, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 8, noes 132, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,500, 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. No one 
realizes more than I do the importance of the commerce of these Great 
Lakes or the necessity of improving the various harbors that line them. 
I do not wish to delay the committee or to make any captious criticism 
on this bill, but I wish to extenuate my opposition to it— to show why 
I and other gentlemen are compelled year after year to record our votes 
in opposition to legislation of this class. Take this improvement in 
question. I find by reference to the engineer’s reports, to state the 
question sententiously, that this is an artificial harbor and that it had 
originally but 2 feet of water in it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state 
what harbor he is referring to? 

Mr. McADOO, I am referring to the harbor of Ahnapee, Wis. 
Why, they have undertaken to make a harbor where there is no water 
save the 2 feet, which may have been rain-water. They have scooped 
out a harbor on this sand-bank on the shores of Lake Michigan, and 
after an expense of over $100,000 they find what? That they were on 
another man’s farm, and that man is levying to-day, and has been 
since the first dollar was expended on this harbor, a tribute on every 
man who ships a ton or a pound of freight from it. 

If gentlemen will turn to the map of the engineers which accompanies 
the report on this improvement, they will find that the picturesque 
commerce as Ai pager on the map consists of two small warehouses, 
a hay press, and a large brewery. [Langhter.] Now, I can readily ac- 
count for the charms that this brewery has for the hardy mariners on 
Lake Michigan, but I can not on my own msibility and conscience 
as a Representative consent to vote for a continuance of this monopoly 
to this one man, — 

Now, tE -y to show that I do not exaggerate the merits of 
this que. _.,.et me read an extract from the report: 

From the commencement— 

Says the engineer— 
much trouble has been experienced in bie | on the work at this harbor, owing 
to the fact that a private party claims to own the entire site of the harbor, from 
the piers to the hiehway. bridge. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, have we come to this in our river and harbor 
improvements that we are going around throughout the country look- 
ing for sites where we may possibly, by an expenditure of Government 
money, make a harbor or turn a river? 

The engineer goes on: 

This man was the owner of a landing pier, from which he derived a handsome 
revenue before the Government undertook the improvement of the harbor. He 
has built a warehouse justin the rear of the south pier, and has continued to 
make his own charges for all goods shipped by the steamer, which an 
three times a week, As Ahnapee has no railroad communication and as this 
man claims to own the land on both sides of the river,no one can reach the 
piers except as he may di 

They have already available to continue the improvement a consid- 
erable sum, for there has been appropriated up to date for the enlarge- 
ment of this purely artificial harbor, dominated and controlled by this 
one man, who stands there and, as I have said, levies actual tribute 
upon the whole commerce of the place, $155,000, and we are asked by 
this bill to appropriate still further the sum of $3,500. 

The last appropriation bill for this purpose contained a very wise pro- 
vision—that before any more money should be expended on this im- 
provement the Government should obtain from the people of that vi- 
cinity a free right to the harbor, That has not been done up to this 
date, and says the engineer: 

The efforts of the citizens for free wharfage have been unsuccessful, and con- 
sequently there have been no operations carried on at this harbor during the 
past fiscal year, 

Now, what is the reason, so far as the engineer’s report goes, for 
making a further appropriation? It is this: About a half a mile from 
the entrance to the lake there is a bridge, and the engineer says that 
if they give a still further sum of money he will dig up into the in- 
terior of the country and get beyond the property of this man who owns 
this site. In other words, Congress, after having expended $155,000 
to dig a hole on tht shores of Lake Michigan for an artificial harbor, is 
asked to expend further a sum of $20,000 to continue the excavation 
beyond the limits of the property of this man, and these limits are not 
specified in the report. = 

Gentlemen will find in this report, by reference to it, a map looking 
from the pro improvements up the river, and will see there is a 
bridge, and the engineer asks you to give an appropriation of $20,000 
to continue the work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. SOWDEN was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, the truth is this. We are asked to place im- 
plicit reliance upon the reports of the engineers, and they enjoy a vast 
amount of the confidence of the people. But is not that confidence 
doubly shaken when we find that the Government has embarked in 
the digging of an excavation for an artificial harbor upon ground 
which was the property of a private citizen? Why did Congress em- 
bark upon that appropriation in the first instance? I do not remem- 
ber whether my distinguished friend from Louisiana was then chair- 
man of the committee or not, but at any rate here was a case in which 
Congress deliberately embarked upon the digging of this hole on land 
which was held in title by another, upon the recommendation of the 
Engineer Corps. 

Now it must be true thatif the engineers were mistaken in this case, 
and if this is a fair sample of their action, although I trust it is not, 
then we have no guaranty whatever that in the thousand and one ap- 
propriations we are making they were not misled in many other in- 
stances; and that being the case every man will see and willingly con- 
cede that we should not embark further in such a project as this until 
we know when we make an excavation like this on the shores of Lake 
Michigan for an artificial harbor, that the Government is doing it on 
land over which it can exercise control. 

Now we have embarked upon this enterprise, and what is the argu- 
ment of the engineers? That we have gone so far that unless we make 
further appropriations to protect the work, or unless wo put our struct- 
ure upon them, that the work so far done will be dan us and ob- 
structive to navigation. Mr. Chairman, it is a much better thing to 
stop the work now and make a small appropriation to take away the 
obstruction and break up this monopoly there existing than to con- 
tinue the work under such conditions. 

I would like to know from the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors the nearest point at which there is 
another harbor, because I want to be fair in the matter; and if another 
port is very distant it may have been more justifiable, as I find on ex- 
amination that this place is very small according to this report. 

Upon no other ground can there be any ible argument for such a 
wild-goose chase, such a rainbow chase, such a moonshine chase, to take 
the hard-earned money of the people to dig fish-ponds and make aquari- 
ums on these Great Lakes for the advantage of one single citizen. 

Now, look at the statement in respect to the commerce of this place, 
Very ingeniously they state ‘as the number of steamers ‘‘six hundred 
and over.” How do they make that up? I am afraid they make it 
up by the weekly trips of one steamer. Do they count canoes, row- 
boats, sail-boats, and dug-outs, or do they make it up by simply count- 
ing every trip that a steamer makes? Do they count itas one steamer 
when it enters the port and another when it goes out? The tonnage is 
made up in the same way. 

Gentlemen will notice on the map another thing which strikes me. 
It is one of these beautiful town sites which spring up when that enter- 
prising country of the Northwest has a boom to make. Is it an un- 
reasonable suspicion that the gentlemen who boomed this Eldorado on 
the shores of Lake Michigan and laid out this beautiful town of Ah- 
napee came to Congress to get water up to the town to further the real- 
estate boom at Ahnapee? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUDD. I fear that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
Apoo] is confounding some man in his imagination with the man who 
is charged with standing at Gibraltar and demanding toll of the com- 
merce at that place, and from whom we derive the word “‘tariff.” I 
can assure him that we have no such man in Wisconsin, and no such 
tax-gatherer at the harbor of Ahnapee; have no place on Lake Michi- 
gan where the Government is endeavoring to ‘‘scoop’’ a harbor ‘‘out 
of sand and rocks.’? The town of Ahnapee lies at the mouth of the 
river Ahnapee, which in times past has been navigable, and which is 
bridged. The gentleman speaks of it appearing on the map as some 
3 miles from the lake. That is like all the rest of the picture he has 
drawn. There may be a map of the place, but I have never seen it. 
His statement is entirely a matter of fancy and not of fact. This 
bridge is less than 30 rods from the lake shore itself. There is a valu- 
able harbor at Ahnapee, and it is ell soy assistance to the commerce 
of our great unsalted sea, Lake Michigan. Not only one steamer, but 
may steamers weekly land there. 

I have myself stood upon the shore at this thriving village and seen 
forty vessels heading for Ahnapee at one time. This isone of the — 
wheat depots for our State at one season of the year; and it is a 
coal depot for other ports of Wisconsin and the West. There is no 
fancy about this. My friend can not conjure up a Duluth and make a 
Duluth speech in referenceto Ahnapee. In years past money has been 
expended to create a harbor there, and now we only ask this, or at 
least the committée have only allowed $3,500. Why? Because in the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress $15,000 was appropriated at 
the request of the engineers, but it was coupled witha provision that 
until the claim of somebody who claimed to be the land-owner and was 
levying a sort of tribute over those who were shipping goods there 
should be set aside, that a riation was not to used.  Subse- 
quently it was ascertained that this man had no legal claim and the 
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bar or restriction was removed and the $15,000 became available. That 
was two years ago. Some part of that money is still unex and 
that is the reason why a small appropriation is called for this year. 

If we can have what is now put in this bill with that which is 
left over it would go far to make a valuable harbor at Ahna; I 
would be glad to see my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. AS toon 
He would find that they are not dug-outs which enter the port, but good, 
substantial steamers that accommodate and carry out the freight they 
have for shipment there and bring in freight for the West. I trust that 
there will be no attempt made to amend this provision, or to strike it 
out from the bill. It is a just, a fair provision, and one that ought to 
be made, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How about its being a hole ‘‘scooped out’’ of 


private ates 

Mr. HUDD. It is not private property. It is well known that the 
United States does not own land in any of the harbors which are be- 
ing improved, or which are under construction, but that there are 
riparian owners all along them. At Ahnapee one gentleman owns a 
small tract of land on one side of this harbor. He has a warehouse 
there, which is on the lake shore, which is used as a freight depot and 
warehouse, and he has the right and privilege of charging rent for its 


use. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. He says it is not owned by a private land-owner. 
It is not my fancy, but here is the language of the engineer: 

From the commencement much trouble has been experienced in carrying on 
the work at this harbor owing to the fact that a private party claims to own the 
entire site of the harbor. 

Mr. HUDD. If my friend had followed my remarks he would have 
heard me say that that was a misunderstanding. Itwas so understood 
by the engineers, but on subsequent sigs eee: and on proofs which 
were laid before the Secretary of War the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors it was ascertained that this gentleman had no legal right 
to this land, and the claim is now abandoned, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Louisiana will call at- 
tention to the fact that the project of the engineer is to extend deep 
water beyond the private rights in the river, he will be able to point 
out that the landing will then be open and free to the public, dis- 

of the entire point made by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was about to state that in addition to the 
reasons given by the gentleman from Wisconsin why the very small 
appropriation of $3,500 was placed in this bill for a continuation of 
work at the harbor of Ahnapee, the statistics submitted to the com- 
mittee, and which are now before me, showing the commerce of the 
harbor, fully justify the recognition which the harbor has received in 
the present bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there entered at this small harbor in the last fiscal 
year 280 steam-vessels and 330 sailing-vessels, ing 610 vessels in 
all, that entered and cleared from the harbor in the time mentioned. 
The commerce of the harbor was: Exports, $538,000 in value, and im- 
ports, $275,000 in value; making more than $800,000 worth of com- 
merce in one year, which showing of trade and of business I submit 
amply justifies the small appropriation embodied in the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will ask the gentleman where he gets his 

res? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. They are statistics gathered and furnished to 
Congress by the Engineer Bureau of the United States under the author- 
ity of law. Itis made the duty of the engineers in charge of these 
Government works not only to report concerning the progress of those 
works, but also to report to Congress the amountof business, commerce, 
or trade existing in the different localities; in other words, to report as 
to the necessity for appropriations for harbor or river improvement, as 
the case may be, at such points, and statistics thus gathered from com- 
mercial men and from boards of trade and other reliable sources are 
undoubtedly reliable and trustworthy. Does the gentleman from New 
York dispute the correctness of the statistics? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will answer the gentleman in my own good 
time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If he does, I hope he will furnish us the true 
statistics. These figures are furnished to Congress by the United 
States officials in charge, who are trustworthy and disinterested, 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MCADOO. The gentleman has stated that these statistics of 
the commerce of these ports have been collected by Government offi- 
cers. Now, if he will turn to 1847 of this document he will find 
it stated that ‘‘the commercial statisties for the calendar year 1887 
have been furnished by M. T. Parker, esq.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. These statistics are furnished by the engineer 
officer in charge and he appends them to his report, and, in that con- 
nection, he states the source from which he obtains them, 

Mr. MCADOO. But he does not verify them, Hesimplystates that 
one ‘‘M. T. Parker, esq., came into his office and handed him a 

_ bundle of statistics; but how are those statistics to be verified? 


Mr. BLANCHARD. : Mr, Chairman, the ineer in is not 
supposed to be at the given locality all through the year, and in col- 
lecting statistics he must necessarily get them from some reliable source.. 
Is is not to be presumed, as the gentleman from New Jersey would seem 
to intimate, that the engineer obtains them from an unreliable source, 
and when these figures are furnished here upon the authority of the 
engineer officer they are entitled to as much credence as any figures 
that could be obtained in any other way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the project for improvement of this harbor was 
adopted by Congress in 1875. The project, therefore, has been inher- 
ited, so to speak, by this Congress, and by the Congresses immediately 
preceding. Before many of us had entered Congress the work was be- 
gun, and it is not good policy or wise economy to stop short in such 
a work before it is completed. We found that the work had been 
prosecuted to a certain point, and that the commerce of this port had 
increased until it amounted to $800,000 a year, and we thought it was 
wise and proper to make this small additional appropriation of $3,500 
to continue the work. In connection with this Í desire to read what 
the engineer says: 4 

It is very desirable that work at this harbor should be resumed, and it is reeom- 


mended that the proviso about free w be omitted from future appropria- 


tions, as after thechannel has been excavated above the present site of the bri 


steamers can land above the limit of the land now claimed by the owner of 
warehouse and his monopoly will then be ended, 

So that if this work be now completed it will end the monopoly of 
which the gentleman from New Jersey complains, and will give the 
people who use this harbor free facilities for their tradeand commerce. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, itseems that whenever it is neces- 
sary the residing in the district where the a i 
is made knows more about the appropriation than the Board of En- 
gineers—— 

A MEMBER. He ought to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And whenever it is necessary that he should 
know nothing about the appropriation he falls back upon the report of 
the Board of Engineers. We have had from the gentleman from 
iana [Mr. BLANCHARD], the chairman of the committee, an exact state- 
ment of the commerce of the port of Ahnapeeas given by the Board of 
Engineers, When the river and harbor bill vetoed by President Arthur 
was before the House we had similar reports from the Board of En- 
gineers, I propose to give extracts from one of them. It is in refer- 
ence to the immortal appropriation for the immortal Cheesequakes 
Creek of New Jersey, [Langhter. | Its commerce, as every man living - 
near the creek and many a fisherman in the city of New York knows, 
is confined to row-boats, flat-boats, and othersmall craft. Yetthe Board 
of Engineers, this exquisite Board of Engineers, which goes to the 
United States records for its figures, puts down the commerce of Cheese- 
quakes Creek at 152 sloops, 30 146 barges, and 232 steam- 
vessels in one year. Such a statement is utterly pı ‘ous. Itis 
evident that the board in making it was suspicious of the accuracy of 
the figures, for they say— 

The amount of commerce is estimated by one of the parties interested at 
$110,000 per annum. 

And it is a pretty shrewd guess that the man who “estimated ™ it 
was the Congressman who is said to have been interested in the marl- 
bed and the brick-yard on Ch uakes Creek. Thus much for the 
accuracy of the figures of the of Engineers, Their reports, for 
years past, present similar inaccuracies. 

The discovery of the gentleman from New Jersey has led me to again 
enter my protest against this log-rolling scheme. To secure a moiety 
of the money needed to facilitate the commerce of our great ports we 
are asked to wink at appropriations for puny streams, cut-offs, creeks, 
and channels. Indeed, the advocates of the bill condone the jobbe: 
upon the ground that the benefits to be derived from it excuse it. 
quote the remarks of my colleague, Mr. FITCH: 


His second argument, I confess, has much more weight with me. I am sorry 
inaccessi| laces, where only the lumberman 
with the magnificent na- 


Sensi lnasosemanie of witeh Tan. aang), in favor. But I must choose and 
ae pane © "ping Ste po oaeoi Da WILI rtant national works going on 


provements emplo: hun 
culable good to the vicinity—we must choose between this as itis 
or not taking it at all, and I say for myself that I believe the expenditure of this 
money in improving the Harlem River alone will bring in more wealth to the 
this country than all the money that may be wasted in all the rest 


of men, and bringing incal- 
taking 


commerce 
of this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CummINGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Sir, this proposition of my colleague recalls the 
scheme of the Hon. Flavius Josephus. He paid from the public treasury 
to the robbers of Galilee such sums of money as he thought they might 
steal each year, and claimed that the arrangement was of great benefit 
to the province. After dismissing his two fellow-legates because they 
took bribes, and after he had become sole governorof Galilee, he entered : 
upon his log-rolling administration on business principles. [Laughter.] 
He details them thus: 

When I had sent for the most hardy marine bo ef robbers, I saw that it was not 
aor Reet TO ID Oe et them; Se ee eee 
allow them money as pay, and told them it was be' for them to give them a 


hostages 
ly, I made 
udge causes, 

eir Appro! jon it was ve my sentences, w. endeavo! 
tak jaaioo i att keep pena any dome ofall perce 


Like Congressmen and others interested in this bill, I e. So 
with my coag [Mr. FrrcH]. He admits that this bill may be the 
source of undefined jobbery; but he is honest, and ont of it will get 
a little for the benefit of the country. By bribing the robbers he 
would keep peace in Galilee. [Langhter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, are the gentlemen here so sodden in selfishness 
as not to see that an increase of the appropriations for our great com- 
mercial ports, where they are really needed, will prove of more real 
advantage to their sections of the country than to reduce them in the 
interest of seores of infinitesimal streams and alleged harbors? Must 
Savannah, the queen commercial city of the South on the Atlantic 
coast, forever bow the knee to the Feather River? Must the appro- 
priation for the harbor of proud Galveston always be held subservient 
to ny Si. eae for Gordon’s Landing? Must the welfare of the 
great harbor of New York be for time immemorial dependent upon ap- 
propriations for Petaluma Creek? Let the money be put where it is 
really needed, and next let it be honestly expended. Then the coun- 
try will draw a long breath, open wide its eyes, throw up both hands 
in astonishment, and with one acclaim exclaim, ‘‘ Thank God ! wehave 
at Jast a sensible Congress.” [Applause. ] 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, not a single dollar was expended upon this work. On July 
1, 1888, there was a balance on hand for the continuation of this im- 
provement of $15,274.62. The amount appropriated by the act of 
August 11, 1888, was $5,000, making the sum available for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, $20,274.62. The engineer in charge of this 
work says that it required for its completion $15,000, and that the 
amount which could be profitably expended during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, is $10,000, 

y not expend this balance of $20,274.62 before coming to Con- 
gress and as for an additional appropriation? Why was this work 
not prosecuted during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, when there 
was over $15,000 on hand to be expended upon it? Why ask now for 
$3,500 when there is over $20,000 on hand for expenditure upon this 
project? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with amazement 
to some of the speeches which have been made on this bill here to-day. 
I grant, sir, that New York is worthy of the highest consideration at 
the hands of Congress; Iam ready now, and shall be at all times, to 
vote liberally to comply with the just demands of that great city. 

But, sir, I wish it understood, I wish it understood most emphatically, 
that New York does not comprise the entire great United States of 
America. [Laughter.] There are other sections to which New York 
is not tributary, but upon which New York is entirely and absolutely 
dependent. 

The assault which is made here upon the Great Lakes and through 
the Great Lakes upon the great West, the hostility which has been 
shown to these appropriations is born of ignorance of the situation or 
of intense selfishness which will not admit the just claims of that 
great section. The Great Lakes, sir, are the avenues of the prosperity 
of New York. 

I would ask my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] what would 
become of his district, what would become of his great manufactories, 
if you attempt to stop up the waters of commerce which pour through 
the Great Lakes? Even his own beloved home for which he has fought 
so manfully here, and for which I hope in the end he will fight suc- 
cessfully, even Allentown would become a desert and grass would grow 
pa worry [Applause] The truth is this: There son de here and 

ere, and I am not going to sa: thing concerning this appropria- 
tion for Ahnapee, there may be here's and there—there Berea aa a 
be in a bill comprising so many subjects of appropriation—items which 
are unworthy. Ido not know what name the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cummines] used, whether it was Cheesequakes Creek or 
not, but I know no instance of appropriations for the Great Lakes, from 
beginning to end, for which the appropriation is not for a worthy and 
necessary object. 

I have no local appropriation in the bill. I am not here to support 
any merely local measure. Iam here in defense of the entire system. 
I am for the great water way stretching a thousand miles from Buffalo 
to Duluth anda thousand miles from Buffalo to Chicago, through which 
pours the commerce of a continent. Iam here to support the general 
improvement of that water way, to the attainment, if possible, 
of a mean depth from one end to the other of 21 feet, and as incidental 
to that I am here to support the improvement of all the harbors, the 
-harbors of refuge, the harbors of commerce, to support any and every 


to make commerce across the continent safe, and to 


measure necessary 

make it profitable to the le of the United States. [App 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the assault made by the 

man from New York [Mr. Cunmaxas] on the general scheme for the 

improvement of rivers and harbors, which necessarily involves and im- 

plies an assault upon the Engineer Corps of thé Army, is not newin 

thiscountry. Hedoesnot enunciate for the first time the doctrine that 


_the people of the country should pay tribute to the port of New York 


and receive nothing in return. I suppose the gentleman will join 
with his people in New York in insisting that the people along the 
Columbia River and over on the Pacific shore shall be taxed to pro- 
vide for the dumping of the sewerage of New York outside of the 
3-mile limit. [Laughter.] ; 

I wish to commend to the gentleman who seems to have gone into 
theexamination of the bill,and who talks so eloquently about ‘‘creeks,’’ 
the creek called Newtown Creek in New York; and I wish him tomake 
a report of the number of sugar refineries at one end and the outlet 
into the East River at the other. And I wish him to give the reason 
for the demand for $4,000,000 for cutting a channel between Harlem 
River and the East River for the p of ing the navigation 
and extending the rtation of the freight of the canal system of 
New York down into the bay of New York, a work peculiarly local to 
New York. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a country too large to be narrowed down to 
the outlet to the ocean at New York City. 

A MEMBER. You mean the New York Sun. [Langhter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Without the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors the people of this country would not for one moment continue the 
improvement of the harbor and bay of New York. The one system is 
the complement of the other. 

The Congress of the United States, since I have had observation of 
it, has been peculiarly and lavishly generous to the harbor of New 
York, considering the enormous appropriations which had before that 
time been made for this New York Bay; but the time has come, and I 
say it in all friendliness to my friends over there who represent New 
York City, that the great lakes, the great harbors, the great channels 
of intercommunuication, the great checks on railroad extortion, the 
great arteries of the commerce of this country are to be the especial ob- 
jects of the interest of the people of this country. 

And wherever a channel leads into a great lake there is an appro- 
priate subject of improvement if commerce is there; and I might as 
well say in this connection to my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
Apoo] that it is not always that a Congressman calls attention to the 
commercial importance of the point at the time when he asks for an 
appropriation. I have listened to the very eloquent arguments by 
members in this House in the direction of appropriations for dredging 
canals at points along our shores where there was i no com- 
merce at thetime, but the argument was based on the future prospects. 
They were looking forward to the day when the particular ove would 
ultimately be benefited and draw such commerce to it, is is wise 
and judicious. In this way the great system is being builded up and 
fitted together. 

Mr. McADOO, Mr. Chairman, I believe in the great West, and I 
have a great deal of respect for the Great Lakes; and I may also say 
that I have great respect for my friend from Michigan who has but 
recently spoken; but I would like to call the attention of this com- 
mittee again back to the case now before us. Ido not wish to indulge 
in any general remarks for the purpose of meeting the many things 
that have been said on both sides in this discussion, but simply desire 
to ask the House now to honestly consider the facts of this individual 
item and give its conclusions upon them in the light of the facts. If 
that is done, then I believe the House will agree to strike out the 
whole of this item, which I think is a very improper one, and if it be 
stricken out it will have a great moral effect upon river and harbor 
bills in future by showing a disposition to eliminate from them, as far as 
practicable, improper and unwarranted expenditures. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I must confess that I was disappointed that the 
distinguished and practical chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors should have advocated and defended this item. Let us con- 
sider briefly What that defense is. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
says it is not. a fact that all of the land upon which this harbor is situ- 
ated is owned by a private individual. He says that the citizensthere 
can get free access to the waters of the harbor and to the improvements 
that the Government is making. Mr. Chairman, if that be true, if 
the gentleman is not mistaken in his statement, then why did not the 
engineers expend the $20,000 which you appropriated in the Jast bill? 
It is not my fancy with which I am now dealing, but simply the facts 
as they are stated by the engineer himself. He did not expend the 
money because, he says, the land was claimed and is owned by a private 
individual; that after two years of agitation and effort the citizens 
there have been utterly unable to get free access by any means to the 
piers which have been built by the people of the United States. 

In view of this condition he asks us specifically that we make a fur- 
ther appropriation for the object which I have already specified, and 
that we shall not put in that restriction, and ifthat is done that they 
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will avoid it by deepening the channel of this river that flows into this 

bor, Suppose we give the money? What guaranty have we when 
we get up through this harbor to the bridge that we will not find another 
man claiming territory on both sides of the river, and the citizens of 
Wisconsin will find in the end that notwithstanding the appropriation 
they have only changed masters? Let us then thoroughly understand 
what we are doing before we take the money of the people and improve 
this harbor and the adjacent river, and be sure that the citizens of Wis- 
— ee find free access over the public property to the river or har- 

r bank. 

The gentleman from Louisiana says that this harbor has a very im- 
portantcommerce. He tells my friend from New York that these are 
facts from official sources; but I have called his attention to the fact 
that the commercial statistics of this harbor, as stated in the report, 
are not from official sources except indirectly, because they are fur- 
nished by a Mr. M. T. Parker, a gentleman who does not, so far as I 
am aware, bear any relation to the Congress or to this Government, 
and is presumably a private citizen of the State and interested locally 
in getting all the money he can for his section. 

My friend from Wisconsin says it is a flight of fancy on my part, and 
that itis the high tide of exaggeration by mewhen I talk of canoes and 
dug-outs, and would lead us to suppose that the United States would 
place the whole fleets of merchant marine that he saw on the salt seas 
with their prows turned for Ahnapee. 

If he will read the report of the engineers he will find it stated there, 
and it is not my statement, remember, that the one weekly steamer is a 
vessel upon which this tribute is laid, showing that the one weekly 
steamer represents the whole commerce of the place. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUDD. Mr, Chairman, I do not care to take up the time of 
the committee and hope we shall proceed at once with the bill. I un- 
derstand that there is no motion pending, but notwithstanding that 
they have taken my poor little harbor of Ahnapee to make speeches 
against the general policy of river and harbor bills and against other 
items which have no relevancy to the pending question. But to the 
gentleman last on the floor, as well as the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia who made the same inquiry as to the amount of money which it 
was said was unexpended and available for this project, I desire to say 
but a single word. I have endeavored to explain before that it was 
owing to an idea on the part of the engineers, an overcaution on behalf 
of the interest of the people, that the money had not been expended, 
on the ground that the man who had erected a warehouse, which he 
had a right to erect on his own land, had by consent of the people 
themselves been using that point asa shipping point. But if the peo- 
ple saw fit to land their goods at this warehouse and pay a certain sum 
for the privilege, I do not see that that has anything to do with the 
general question of improving the harbor or that it was any interference 
with the free use of the harbor. 

After ing that report the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, in 
the early part of the Forty-ninth or in the Forty-eighth Congress, put 
a proviso upon the bill that the money which was appropriated for the 
continuation of the improvement of this harbor should not be used 
until this embargo or tribute was removed; and it was removed to the 
satisfaction of the committee and the Government. Then there was 
an unexpended balance. That balance of nearly $20,000 has already 
been used or contracts have been entered into covering it. The work 
has been commenced and the entire amount will be expended. We 
only ask $3,500, or that is all that is given to us in this bill. 

Mr. Mc . Will the gentlenian permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman explain to me and to this House 
how it is that the engineer in the report says this? 

The efforts of the citizens for free wharfage have been unsuccessful, and con- 
fat be leg Macon have been no operations carried on in this harbor during the 

Now, will the gentleman, in case my amendment be not accepted, 
vote to put the same restriction on this appropriation in the present 
bill, that not a dollar of the appropriation shall be expended in this 
way unless we shall have free access for the people to this wharf? 

Mr. HUDD. I certainly should not; because that would be unfair 
to this man., The harbor has gone beyond this man’s property, and is 
now beyond his wharf to where others are making other warehouses. 

Ido not understand that in any harbor the rights of the riparian 
owner are surrendered to the Government. The Government does not 
fain the right of warehouseman. That belongs to the riparian owner. 

ere seems at the outset to have been some misunderstanding. It 
now appears clearly to the War Department and to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that this hindrance will no longer exist. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is with great reluctance, sir, I find I am com- 
pelled to say a word in defense of the city of New York, which has 
been so voluntarily and, in my judgment, unwarrantedly assaulted 
on the floor of this House this afternoon by my friend from Michigan 
and my distinguished friend from Ohio, One would soppor from 
listening to their remarks that the State of New York was depending 


upon the Congress of the United States for her existence. But it isal- 
most directly the reverse of that fact. We exist from our own resources, 


We take care of all the people of the country when they come to 
New York. We protect gentlemen who visit that city not thoroughly 
up in all the ways of the world, and see that no harm them, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, ‘Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr, SPINOLA. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. What is your population? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Of New York City? About 1,600,000 to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Have you nothad a book published there 
within a few months saying there were only 40,000 there? 

Mr. SPINOLA. That came from the Republican side—the aristoc- 
racy—for which the great mass of the population is not responsible, 
[Great laughter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it true? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Youmustgo to the Republican authority to find that 
out. Ido not mingle with that class of people much in New York, 
for I have discovered they are dangerous at times, and therefore shun 
them. [Laughter. ] 

Now, so far as “Ahna Pee’’ is concerned, I wish to say I am for 
‘* Annie Pee,” and, notwithstanding what my distinguished friend from 
Pennsylvania has said (and Ihave just as much love and respect for him 
as any one in this body) and my eloquent friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApoo], I am still going to support ‘‘Ahna” in this bill, and you 
may leave the ‘‘Pee”’ off if you want to. 

Now, sir, if the committee*had done what I think they should have 
done, and taken the report of the engineers and adopted their recom- 
mendation for the city of New York; if for that great harbor, the ben- 
efit of which is felt all over the country, not by the citizens of New 
York or the residents of that great city only but whose pulsation is 
felt throughout the length and breadth of the American continent, a 
proper appropriation had been made, a good work would have been 
done. Weask you to continue to aid us in such a way as to strengthen 
that pulsation. 

The Board of Engineers recommended for the improvement of Harlem 
River and East River $500,000, and they could use that amount with 
great economy during the stn, Sea It is one of the greatest im- 
provements now being considered by the American people. That should 
have been embodied in the report and provision made up to the full 
amount recommended by the Board of En eers. There should be 
$500,000 for the clearing of East River and Hell Gate. Give us what 
we want to have in New York and I will vote for all the creeks in the 
country. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SOWDEN. That is the source of our complaint against this 
character of legislation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If you would do justice to that great port I would 
vote to put jetties along the entire length of the Mississippi River and 
reclaim millions upon millions of acres of valuable , from which 
poar enough could be produced to supply the people of the whole 
world. 

Suppose we spent $100,000,000 on the banks of that river. In our 
present great financial strength we would not miss what would be spent. 
Suppose it took $5,000,000 a year for twenty years, and at the end of 
that time we had a vast territory reclaimed that would be able to fur- 
nish sugar to the whole world, the question of duty on sugar would be 
solved forever. And so it would be with all other great improvements. 
We never make large enough appropriations in the firstinstance. They 
should be large enough to complete the work and the money should be 
spent under the careful supervision of proper authorities. New York 
asks ae age favors at the hands of Congress or anybody else. [Ap- 
plause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I trust the Ahnapee will not be stricken out, but 
will be provided for. 

The amendment was di d to, ; 

Mr. MCADOO. I hope the gentleman will accept my amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

r the word “dollars,” insert: “ That n 
money shall Darai until a fee passage Poeier to the ¢ 
pier,” 

Mr. HUDD. I would say to the gentleman that that amendment 
would be entirely useless, as they now pass away out beyond the pier. 
I trust the bill will not be encumbered with unnecessary amendments, 

Mr. MCADOO. Then I will strike out *‘ the Government pier” and 
insert ‘“‘ the harbor,” and then I trust the amendment will receive the 
gentleman’s rappor 

Mr. BLAN! RD. Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApo0] to the lan used with 
reference to this harborin the bill of last session. I do this for the pur- 
pose of showing him that if his amendment be now adopted it will 
undo what was done by the river and harbor bill of last session. In 
that bill an appropriation was made for this harbor, which read as fol- 
lows: 

Improving harbor, Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000, And so 


of this 


overnment 


1889. 


much of the act of August 5, 1886, for the improvement of rivers and harbors as 
relates to the harbor ot Ahnapee is hereby amended by striking out the words 
“and no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended until the wharf- 
age over the Government pier shall be made free.” 

It seems that in the bill of 1886 the proposition which the gentleman 
from New Jersey desires to incorporate in this bill was adopted, but it 
was found not to operate advantageously. 

Mr. McADOO. Why? What was the reason it did not work? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. For the reasons stated in the report of the en- 
gineer for the last fiscal year it was found not to operate, and on the 
recommendation of the engineer in charge of this improvement Congress 
repealed in the bill of last session that restricting clause. 

In the engineer’s report, upon which the present bill is based, the 
same recommendation is made, and hence the omission in the bill of the 
restricting clause which the gentleman from New Jersey now asks to 
have incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the operation of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] 
would be exactly opposite to that which I am sure he intends. Here 
stands a riparian proprietor demanding toll or wharfage as a condition 
of the landing of commerce upon the bank. So long as this condition 
remains in the appropriation bill just so long he will have the power 
to hold that monopoly; but when you authorize the improvement of 
the river above him, then you get rid of the monopoly. That is all 
there is of the matter. 

Mr. McADOO. I should like to have a vote upon the merits of the 
amendment. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] states 
that this provision was incorporated in the act of 1886, but that the 
engineer found he could not expend the money although it was appro- 
priated because this man ownedall the land around the harbor, so that 
if he went on with the work this man alone would be benefited, and 
that thereupon the engineer asked Congress in his report to take away 
the restriction. Now the engineer says, ‘‘ Give me more money and I 
will dig, not in the harbor but away up the river beyond the bridge, 
and I will keep on digging until I come to some neighborly man who 
will let the Government go across his land to get to its own property.” 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman that the 
$20,000 has already taken off the embargo, because it has operated to 
carry the improvement beyond this monopoly, The improvement is 
now beyond the bridge. 

Mr. McADOO, My amendment provides for that. It differs from 
the old restriction. It takes in the whole harbor, and the money can 
be expended provided the citizens can get access to any part of the 
harbor. I do sincerely trust, in the interest of honest legislation, that 
the House will adopt this amendment, And I further trust that gen- 
tlemen who are in favor of this river and harbor bill—and I am so my- 
self, because I believe that in the main these improvements are neces- 
sary—lI trust that they will give a fair and impartial hearing to other 
gentlemen who criticise in good faith its policy, its measures, and its 
items, and seek to amend it, I hope that we shall now have a vote in 
good faith on this amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCADOO; and 
there were—ayes 28, noes 83. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 

Mr. MCADOO. Ihope my friend from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
the point of ‘‘no quorum.” I have offered my amendment, and the 
House has voted it down. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw the point. 

So the amendment was disagreed to, 

The Clerk read fs follows: 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and St. Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continuing 
improvement, $35,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to strike out the paragraph just read in re- 
lation to improving the harbor at Superior Bay and St. Louis Bay, Wis- 
consin. On July 1, 188§, there was a balance of $10,270.33 on hand 
for expenditure on this work; and under the act of August 11, 1888, 
an appropriation of $50,000 was made for its continuance; so that there 
is now an available balance on hand of $60,270.33, It does seem to 
me, therefore, that this sum ought to be a sufficient amount to carry 
on this work for the next year. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill contains three hundred and thirty-seven 
items of appropriation, including many of the small and unimportant 
rivers, harbors, creeks, and bayous of the country; and evidently a 
large number of these unnecessary and wasteful appropriations are in- 
cluded in this measure for no other purpose than to secure the neces- 
sary appropriations for the improvement of the more important rivers 
and harbors of the country. This reflects no credit upon this House. 
No one objects to appropriations of a reasonably amount for ex- 
penditure under the direction of the Secretary of War, or some other 
responsible officer of the Government, for the improvement of the more 
important rivers and harbors of the country in the interest of com- 
merce, 

But, as the President said in his last annual message, it would seem 
that Congress is incapable of providing for the improvement of the great 
harbors and water ways of the country in the interest of the commerce 
of the nation without adding to these appropriations large sums of 
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money to be wasted upon the most unimportant rivers, harbors, and 
creeks in the various Congressional districts of the country, and through 
the expenditure of which not a particle of benefit results to commerce, 
nor is the public good, in the least degree, subserved thereby. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Sow- 


DEN, there were—ayes 6, noes 79. 
Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. BLANCHARD were 
appointed. 
Aem committee again divided; and the tellers reported—aye 1, noes 
Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the committee rise. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A quorum having failed to _ 


vote, do not the rules require that the roll should be called ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatwould be the course taken had not the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHALD] that the commit- 
tee rise intervened, This motion, being equivalent in committee to the 
motion for an adjournment in the House, takes ence, it being at 
all times the right of the Committee of the Whole to rise. 

The motion of Mr. BLANCHARD was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. z 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House adjourn, 

Mr. DAVIS. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
port a bill—— 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam willing to yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
withdraw the demand for the regular order? 

Mr. BLAND. No, sir; I think we had better adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being demanded, 
the question must be taken on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


—— 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: è 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 12352) granting a pension to Lydia 
Everetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 12353) granting a pension io A, 
H. Bash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12354) for the relief of the heirs 
etc., of Gerard Prejean—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also; a bill (H. R. 12355) for the relief of Joseph Quebideau—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12356) for the relief of Marshall R. Hayes—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12357) for the relief of Mary R. Meche—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12358) for the relief of Treville Lagrange—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12359) for the relief of Joseph Mouton—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12360) for the relief of John Posey, administrator, 
etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12361) for the relief of Julia G. Wikoff, admin- 
istratrix, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12362) for the relief of St. Anne L. Fontenot—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12363) for the relief of Alice Duffy and Ellen 
Duffy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12364) for the relief of Joseph Rayon—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12365) for the relief of George W. Dunbar—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12366) for the relief of the heirs of Elisha An- 
drus—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12367) for the relief of Louis Meyer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12368) for the relief of Andreol Landry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12369) for the relief of the heirs, etc., of Terence 
Stelly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12370) for the relief of the heirs, etc., of Francois 

Commi Claims. f 


Mourland—to the ittee on War 
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Also, a bill ao R. 12371) for the relief of Theophile Sanvald—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12372) for the relief of Catharine A. Grimmer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12373) for the relief of Ann Kennison, admin- 
istra etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12374) for the relief of Valery Olivier, admin- 
istratrix, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12375) for the relief of Joseph Bernard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


X` PETITIONS, ETC. ^ 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
_ By Mr. BROWER: Petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 

Temperance Union of the State of North Carolina, representing 600 
members, asking prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN, petition of post-office clerks, for relief—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of Dwight Russell and 80 others, of 
Milford, Mass., for a constitutional amendment to prohibit mannfact- 
ure, etc. of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of H. J. Benham and 24 others, of Fort 
Atkinson, Wis., for a constitutional amendmentto prohibit the manu- 
facture, etc., of "alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Maine, for prohibition in the District of Cohumbia—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Richard Keane, McRae & Whit- 
ner, and others, for deepening Mosquito Inlet—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of B. 8. Whiteman, I. Wofford Tucker, and others, for 
deepening of Mosquito Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of citizens of Steele County, Dakota, 
for the division of Dakota and the admission of each part as a State— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New Mexico, asking for prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic ee Trafic. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of Robert H. Johnson, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. Bates and 50 others, of ae 
Mass., for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture, etc. 
of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance ualon of the State of Minnesota, representing nearly 5,000 
members, praying for prohibition in the District ef Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition favoring the passage of the Blair Sun- 
ayei bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition favoring the passage of the Blair educational bill—to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of John J. Eickoff, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Santiago, Minn., for an amendment to the Constitution te prevent the 
manufacture, ete., of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER; Petition of post-office clerks, for relief— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Reads. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Resolutions ef Board of Trade of Helena, Mont., 
ori to be made a port of entry—to the Committee on Ways and 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Helena, Mont., asking liberal 

tions for establishment of system of dams and reservoirs in 
Montana for the reclamation of arid lands—to the Committee on Agri- 
ture. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Josiah Cunningham, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petitionof Mrs, Maud W. Robinson and 100 others, 
citizens of Melrese, Iowa, praying for an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to forever prohibit the manufacture, sale, and 

rtation of alcoholic liquors used as a beyerage—to the Commit- 
wo on the Judiciary. 


“rhe following petitions against the passage of the international cop, 


4 “right bill were received, and severally referred to the Conis ties 4 s 


Patents: 
By Mr. BURROWS: Of W. H. Gardner, of greeting Mich. 
By Mr. GIFFORD: Of Frank Foster, of Tey tek 


{ 


J ANUARY 23, 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1889, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE ate Sa REFERRED. 


respective i purposes, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to validate leases 
heretofore made for said purposes by the proper authorities of any of 
said nations, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
The bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of inter- 
national money-orders from $50 to $100 was read twice by itstitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


THOMAS WYNNE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3116) granting an i increase 
of pension to Thomas Wynne, which was, after the word ‘ 
in line 7, to strike out ‘‘of $50 a month, in lieu of the pension uai 
now receiving,” and to insert “‘ for disabilities resulting from the gun- 
shot wounds of right leg, and rheumatism, and fordisabilities now found 
pep er ae gaa rp 

Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be etc,, That the 
thorieed and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the sopies and 
limitations of the — etsin the name of Thema Ww Wynne, inte a chy ones 


o yo: sence) t United — hace goes and iá hazir Sg yo to = 
ion for disabilities resulting from gunshot = 
rheumatism, and for disabilities now found to exist. ieg, and 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By be pregatir paces Regenerator td pors was authorized to 
appoint conferees on the e Senate; Mr, SAWYER, Mr. 
Davis, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 

PROCEEDS OF CHEROKEE LAND SALES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the draught of a joint resolution 
providing as to the manner for who are entitled toshare in 
the appropriation of $75,000 made by the act of October 19, 1888, en- 
titled ** An act to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their 
proportion of certain proceeds of lands under act of March 3, 1883;” 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of Fred. Wallroth, of New York 
City, praying for an investigation into the income-tax case of John A. 
Dickerson, of New York City; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HALE. I present the petition of H. G. Garcelon and 103 others 
(49 voters and 55 women), citizens of Auburn, Me., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment the man 
importation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev- 
_ I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Edu- 


A joint resolution topan the submission to the 
States of such a constitutional t has been ae 
Committee on Education and Labor, and is now on the A 
petition should therefore lie on the table, 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PADDOCK ted the petition of H, F. Smith and 112 others 
(49 voters and 64 women), citizens of Aurora, Nebr., praying for the 

of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and saleof allalcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, FAULKNER presented a petition of 21 citizens of Wh 
Ww. Va. pearing tc dea pment of SANNI Kaos an tee tasks Besar: 
DENR which was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 

r. 

Mr, PLUMB presented the petition of W. R. Hillman and 59 others 
(49 voters and 11 women), citizens of Sedan, Kans., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu 
pappien. exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 

soere: which was ordered to lie on the table, 
NER presented the petition of H. J. Benham and 24 others 
(8 preter and 17 women), citizens of Fort Atkinson, Wis., praying for 
tg pt of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, im exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr, SPOONER, I present the petition of Lewis H. Schilling, of 


1889. 
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Texas, setting forth that he was wrongfully and illegally imprisoned 
by the Mexican authorities; that he was wounded and beaten, and 
robbed of his money and his goods; that he is and was an American 
citizen, and he prays Congress for some measure of relief. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of citizens of Seattle, Wash., pray- 
ing that Congress in passing enabling acts for the admission of Dakota, 
Montana, New Mexico, and Washington, incorporate in such acts a 
clause allowing women to vote for delegates to conventions to frame 
State constitutions; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 


tories. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of A. W. Yatt and 361 
others (102 voters and 160 women), citizens of Madison, Nebr., and 
the petition of S. S. McQuilkin and 25 others (12 votersand 14 women), 
citizens of Dickey, La Moine County, Dak., praying for the proposal 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and saleof all alcoholic liquors as a 
beverage; which were referred to the Committee on Education and La- 

r. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Caleb G. Hall and 13 others, 
citizens of New Berlin, N. Y., praying fora free'circulation of the daily 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by providing that one copy shall be furnished 
to each school district upon the application of ten or more legal voters 
thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment and submitted thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth epet; 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller; and 

A bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 902) for the relief of Warren Hall, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a re thereon. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on the Census I report 
the bill (H. R. 1639) to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent 
censuses with sundry amendments. I ask that the bill be printed with 
the amendments and placed on the Calendar, and I give notice that as 
soon as possible, I hope at no very distant day, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of this important bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to report an amendment to the consular and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill, which I ask to have read and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, as follows: » 


rt ay eter eek ag enn ion of the and harbor of Pago- 
pago, in ine isan of ‘Tata nar pe of the necessary 


nr the 
wharves rane 
diately available. 


Mr. SHERMAN. LI also report from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations an. amendment to the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, which I ask to have read and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

For the execution of the sage ae monn and the protection of the interests of the 
United States existing thetreaty between the United States and the Gov- 


ernment of the Samoan Islands, $500,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
gary, to be under the direction of the President, this appropriation to 
y available. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3516) to further suspend 
the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, Title LXXII, in relation to Guano Islands, to report it without 
amendment. 

I desire to say that personally I dissented from the views of the com- 
mittee in proposing the passage of the bill, and Iam also requested by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], a member of the commit- 
tee, to make known his opposition to the b: 

Tae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1778) for the relief of Philip Loney, submitted an 
era report thereon, and moved that the bill be postponed indefi- 

Mz. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 

A bill (H. R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Afiairs 
to report back certain resolutions of the Headquarters Commandery of 
the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, in favor of the publication of the naval records of the 
war of the rebellion, together with a report and accompanying amend- 
ments which the committee intend to propose to the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial appropriation bill. I move that the amendments 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that the accom- 
panying report of the Committee on Naval Affairs be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. e 

ISAAC N. THOMPSON. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate postponed indefinitely the bill (S. 1589) for the relief of Isaac N. 
Thompson, and that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ROAD AT PLATTSBURGH, N. Y. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the assent of the Senator who reported the 
bill (S. 3754) to construct a road from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., 
through and along the Government military reservation in said village, 
I move that it be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3871) to grant the Home Mining 
Company the coal underlying the bed of the Missouri River opposite 
Fackler’s addition, city of Leavenworth; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3872) for the relief 
of William H. Cayce; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3873) for the relief 
of Oliver 8. Glisson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3874) for the relief of Ed- 
mund R. Calhoun; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (8. yg providing 
for the establishment of certain light-houses in the State of Maryland; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposet by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AND ECKINGTON RAILROAD. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
report to the Senate forthwith whether the Soldiers’ Home and Eckington Rail- 
read Company is indebted to the District of Columbia; and if so, whatsum and 
on what account; and btedness exists, why the same is not col- 


POSTMASTERS’ ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Resolved, That the Aas ctr gat be directed to report to the Senate the 

uted applications presented to the Pest- 

‘9 of the In laws of 1883, upon the basis of cha: 
y to the requirement of section 8 of chapter 

r 119 of the laws of 1833, as the requirement of said 
is laid downand published by authority of the Postmaster-General in “ 
Emit rt of Senate Executive Document, No. 146, woes ninth Congress, bao 
sion; and in Post-Oftice Department circular, form 1223 ; such report to exhibit 
in each case theamount of computed salary for each biennial term of service, and 
for each fractional biennial term of service, less theamountof paid forthe 
same term of service in all cases in which it appears that postmasters of the three 
classes within the acts, received salaries 10 percent. or more less than they would 
have received in commissions under the act of 1854, had not the acts su! uent 
to 1854 been enacted, and to be made from time to time as report of such claims 
already com uted can be prepared and tabulated in cach State. And that the 
Postinnstentienaral he directed to make a like report tothe Senate, as early as 
penctieahls, of all such claims presented tothe Postmaster-General prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1887, which haye not yet been computed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideratiou of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would involve an incalculable amount of 
labor in the Post-Office Department. It seems to me that the informa- 
tion called for by the resolution has already been covered by a resolu- 
tion previously introduced and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, which was reported adversely by the commit- 
tee, and is on the Calendar. I must, therefore, move that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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SEIZURE OF SHIP BRIDGEWATER. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit to the Senate 
copies of all correspondence on the files of the Department of State relative to 
the seizure and release of the ship Bridgewater, owned by Mary E. Allen, of 
New York, and of all documents and papers in his on relative thereto, 


^“ INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 


Mr CHACE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the uso of the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
Rom hag 554) “to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United 


COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
concurrent resolution in regard to the electoral count. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. e ZAE y 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution reported by Mr. 
Hoar from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate pe House of Representatives concurring), That the two 
Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of as wegen anette 
on Wednesday, the 13th day of February, 1889, at 1 o'clock in the afternoon, 
pursuant to the requirement of the Constitution and laws relating to the elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President of the United States; and the President of 


bled 
be deemed a declaration of the persons elected President and Vics-President of 
the United States; and, together with a list of the votes, be entered on the Jour- 


nals of.the two Houses. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the 
resolution is in the usual form. i 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution is a precise copy of that adopted four 
years ago, and, I believe, of the one adopted eight years ago, but cer- 
tainly of the one adopted four years ago. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is all I wanted to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution, the question is on 
agreeing to the same. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. i 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ROBERTSON. 


Mr. GIBSON. A “m from the House of Representatives, by 
its Chief Clerk, T. O. Towles, communicated to the Senate intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Edward White Robertson, late a Repre- 
sentative in the House of Representatives from the State of Louisiana, 
and resolutions thereon by that body.’’ I ask that the resolutions 
may lie upon the table, and I give notice that I shall call them up on 
Friday, the 15th of February next, at 4 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie on the table 
subject to the call of the Senator from Louisiana. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. BLODGETT. Mr. President, I ask permission to make.a per- 


sonal explanation. 
The Senator from New Jersey is 


pied ae as pane 
i ‘or that purpose. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I notice in the RECORD this morning that the 
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] is reported as hav- 
ing made an explanation of his position upon the Senate substitute for 
the tariff bill, in which he stated that he would not have voted for that 
bill. As I was paited with that Senator, and acting entirely in good 
faith, it is due to the Senate that they should understand all the cir- 
cumstances of the case. 

The junior Senator from New York [Mr. Htscock] asked me to pai 
with the Senator from Virginia, which I did, and I announced when 
my name was called that'I wasso paired. I understood—in fact, I had 
a right to suppose and believe—that the Senator from Virginia was in 
favor of the passage of the Senate bill until after I had made the an- 
nouncement. I then found the Senator from Virginia and told him that 
I had announced my pair with him; and at his request I allowed the 
pair to stand. That is all the explanation I desire to make. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, there is no difference be- 
tween any statement that I could make and that which the Senator 
himself has made. I sup that I could correct him in one matter, 
and that isthat he and I both thought that the vote which was then 
being taken was a vote on an amendment and not on the Senate sub- 
stitute. I think the Senator will agree that the misapprehension was 
mutual. He came into what we call the cloak-room here, and he said, 
t Well, let this pair stand.’’ I think the Senator fron New Jersey will 

that we both misunderstood it at the time, because the hour of 

8 o’clock had not arrived. Neither, I think, would attack the integ- 

rin the other on the question of a pair between Senators here. That 
g understood egg er was understood. 

Mr. BLODGETT. will only say that I had no information that 
the Senator from Virginia was opposed to the passage of the bill. I 
paired with him in absolute good faith, believing him to be in favor of 


the passage of the bill, and I want that fact distinctly understood by 


the Senate. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CROW RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order.| 
The first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII will be stated. f 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Al- 
bert Bonsack. A. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 3794) granting to the Big Horn Southern 
Railroad Company a right of way through a part of the Crow Indian’ 
reservation in Montana Territory. oy 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not want to antagonize the Senator’s bill, a 
local bill, but I wish to call up the bill to declare unlawful certain 
trusts; and I should like to have it passed as soon as possible, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
I do not think there can be any objection to this bill. It will only 
take the time to read it and pass it. It is a local matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall try to get up the trust bill after that is 
disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps it is proper that I should say to the Senator 
from Ohio now that I have given some careful study to his bill with 
reference entirely to making it more certain and accurate in its defini- 
tion. There are one or two amendments which have been suggested 
to me by a very high quarter indeed (I will not call the name of the 
person publicly), which I should like to submit to him. I think if 
he would let the bill go over one day it would be more convenient. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That makes no difference as to the consideration 
of the bill to-day. The Committee on Finance have one or two amend- 
ments already agreed upon to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3794) grant- 
ing to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way through 
a part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Territory. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. ; 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘ way,” 
to aa soe grounds adjacent thereto, as provided in section 2;’’ so 
as to read: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of 
compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of , and grounds Sy. om 
cent thereto, as provided in section 2, and vide the t and manner for t. 
pee thereof; and also to ascertain and fix the amount of com tion to 

made individual members of the tribe for damages sustained by thers bs rea- 
son of the construction of said road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 18, before the word “‘ re- 
gard,’’ to insert ‘‘due;’’ so as to read: 

But no right of sball vestin said railroad in t: 
right of Asi Bethany p-f for until lats pusher pins o cela 
for the definite 1 ion of such rail and including 


build 
shall be 


of the 
survey 
the points for station 


due regard for the rights of the Indians and in 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of what is known as the trust bill, stating that at the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] I will not ask for a 
final vote until to-morrow, as he desires to offer one or two amend- 
ments; but I should like to have it read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Senator from Ohio moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in re- . 
straint of trade and production. a 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
persons or corporations made witha view, or which tend to prevent full and free 
competition in the importation, transportation, or sale ofarticles imported into 
the United States or in the production, manufacture, or sale of of do- 
mestie growth or production, or domestic raw material that competes with an 
similar article upon which a duty is levied by the United States, or which shail 
be transported from one State or Territory to another, and all arrangements, 
contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between persons or cor; tions 
designed, or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer of any of such ar- 
ticles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, and void. 

Sec. 2, That any person or corporation injured or nified by such arrange 
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ment, contract, ment, or ccnbinasion may sue for and recover, in 
any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, of any person or cor- 

ration a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, the 
Fall consideration or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise 
included in or advanced in price by said combination. 

Sec. 3. That all persons entering into any such arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination descri! in section 1 of this act, either on his own 
account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stock- 
holder of any corporation, or as a trustee, committee, or in any capacity what- 
ever, shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any 
district or circuit court of the United States shall be subject to a fine of not more 
than $10,000, or to imprisonment in the peniten for a term of not morethan 
five years, or to both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in which such persons reside to institute the proper proceedings to enforce 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out, in lines 9 and 10 of section 
1, the words ‘‘ competes with any similar article upon which a duty is 
levied by the United States, or which,” and to insert in lieu thereof, 
after the word ‘‘ that,’ in line 9, the words ‘‘in due course of trade;”’ 
so as to read: 

Or in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of domestic 
production, or domestic raw material that in due course of trade 
ported from one State or Territory to another, etc. 

I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio proposes an 
amendment to the amendment reported by the Finance Committee, 
which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 9 and 10 of the amendment reported 
by the committee, it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ competes with 
any similar articles upon which a duty is levied by the United States, 
or which,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “in due course of 
trade;’’ so as to read: 

That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween persons or co tions made with a view or which tend to prevent full 
and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles im- 
ported into the United States or in the production, manufacture, or sale of ar- 
ticles of domestic wth or production, or domestic raw material that in due 
course of trade shall be transported from one State or Territory to another, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I promised the Senator from Massachusetts to 
let the bill lie over until to-morrow, as he has some amendments that 
he desires to pro I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the importance of the bill. Ido not wish to say a word about it, but 
to-morrow I will call it up for final action. 

Mr, HARRIS. Who desires that the bill go over until to-morrow ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] de- 
sires to offer two or three amendments, and I give notice that to-mor- 
row, when he has p them, I shall call up the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I will repeat, for the information of the Senator from 
Tennessee, that some week or two ago I gave some careful examina- 
tion to this bill, desiring to make it a little more stringent in one or 
two particulars, and I consulted a gentleman of very high character 
and great legal ability, whose name I will state to the Senator from 
Tennessee in private. It is notnecessary to state it publicly. Hesug- 
gested two or three amendments which I should like to submit to the 

ators having the bill in charge, which I think they will find will 
help to carry out their object, but by an accident I have them not 
with me this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course there can be no objection to having the 
bill go over for that purpose; and the more stringent you make it the 
better it will suit me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
whether he had made any amendment to the bill reported by his com- 
mittee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment isa substitute for the original 
bill, and contains three sections, one of which I believe was mainly 
taken from a bill introduced by the Senator—the punitive clause. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill reported from the committee. I was out 
and did not know whether the Senator made any suggestion to further 
amend the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I submitted one amendment from the Committee 
on Finance; and the bill will come up for farther amendment to-mor- 


row. : 

Mr. PLATT. Has the bill been read as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
committee, reported as a substitute, has been read and an amendment 
offered to it and agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Letus have an order that the bill as now amended 
shall be printed in the RECORD, so that we may all see it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by thecom- 
mittee has not been agreed to. The Senate has not acted on that. 
The committee reported an amendment which was practically a sub- 
stitute, and the Senator from Ohio offered an amendment to that 
amendment, which was agreed to. Now the question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What the Senator desires will be done anyway, 
because the Secretary has read the bill, and the bill as it now stands 
will be printed in the RECORD to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all I desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be postponed until to- 
morrow, if there be no objection, 
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wth or 
be trans- 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF NEW ORLEANS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of the State National Bank of New 
Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not object to the Senator’s calling this bill upout 
of order, but I beg leave to give notice now that the next bill on the 
Calendar I shall ask a hearing for, a bill that I have several times tried 
to get up out of order. - 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ishall help the Senator all I can, Iyield to the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. That bill has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. House bill 3715 has been already 
read, and is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
open to amendment. 
res SPOONER. I move to insert an amendment, which I send to 

e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 15, after the word ‘‘court,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the following words: 

So far as the same may be legally competent and proper under said rules 
and practice, 

So as to read: 

That the testimony and original pa filed by said bank before the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States in connection with said claim be, and the 
same 1 be, received by said court, so far as the same may be legally com £ 
tent and proper under said rules and practice, as evidence as if taken or filed 
under the rules of said court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr, PLATT. I desire to say that I am not in favor of the passage 
of this bill. I know that it has passed the Senate two or three times, 
and very possibly it may pass again. But I desire in some way to re- ` 
cord my opposition to the bill. I will not call for the yeas and nays 
on its passage, unless other Senators feel that they desire to vote against 
the bill, because what I am now saying will declare my position upon it. 

Without going into the facts particularly, it is a claim made by the 
State Bank of Louisiana, arising when it was the agent of the Confed- 
erate government, as I understand, for the purchase of cotton. Itis 
barred by the statute of limitations. A suggestion is made on behalf of 
the bank, as I understand, that since the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions has run against the claim there has been a decision of the Su- 
preme Court on the law, and that if it had known that the law was as 
it is now declared by the Supreme Court of the United States, it could 
and would have brought its case before the Court of Claims within the 
time required by the statute of limitations. 

I may not be exact about it, but I think that is the general claim 
upon which the bank asks that it may go into the Court of Claims. I 
am opposed to removing the bar of the statute of limitations in such 
cases, There are a great number of these cotton cases, to say nothing 
about the fund of some $10,000,000 which is now in the Treasury of 
the United States, derived from the proceeds of captured and abandoned 
cotton, upon which we shall be asked to remove the bar of the statute 
of limitations—and I do not think it ought to be done—to take that 
fund which is in the Treasury of the United States, amounting to 
about $10,000,000, the proceeds of captured and abandoned coiton, for 
which no claim has ever been made by the parties to whom the cotton 
originally belonged, and who could not within the time before the 
statute of limitations ran make any claim according to their under- 
standing of the law, because a requirement for making that claim was, 
as it was supposed, certainly upon the face of the statute, that they 
should be able to prove their loyalty. 

Since the time in which they could bring those cases has elapsed, as 
in this instance, a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
has held that pardon and amnesty estop the Government from set- 
ting up in such cases that the party was disloyal; and if we remove the 
bar of the statute of limitations in this case, it seems to me that no 
reason can be urged, when parties who were disloyal come forward to 
make claim for this $10,000,000 which is in the Treasury, against re- 
moving the bar of the statute of limitations. It appears to me that if 
we follow precedent we shall be hound to remove the bar of the statute 
in those cases, that being the only thing which stands now between 
the Treasury and the recovery of the fund of $10,000,000 in it as the 
proceeds of captured and abandoned property. 

This case, therefore, is of so much importance as a precedent that I 
feel I ought to record my opposition to the claim and have done with it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I concur with my honorable friend from 
Connecticut in the opinion he has just expressed, as I do on almost 
every opinion he expresses in this world, so far as it is a matter of prin- 
ciple. I know no person more unlikely to be mistaken in a matter of A 
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principle. But it does seem to me that this isa case to which the gen- 
eral principle he has announced does not apply. 

In the first place, this is not a claim against the Government in the 
sense of a claim to any property treated or recognized by the Govern- 
ment as its own. Itis nota claim against the Government for any 
wrongdoing or injury inflicted by itself or its agents, It is not a claim 
for any indebtedness on its part in the ordinary sense. It is a claim 
to what it took into the Treasury as a trust fund to be held solely for the 
owners and has always been treated assuch. It found certain prop- 
erty, a good deal of it property of Union men, which it collected, gath- 
ered, and sold, placing the pomen in its Treasury to be recovered by 
the owners when they should establish their right to it; and it never 
recognized this as captured and abandoned property which had been 
forfeited or as property which was to be treated as booty. 

The present case is the case of a party who ted his claim to 
the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States, there being-a 
provision that application should be made within a certain time, which 
has, of course, some general analogy to the ordinary statute of limita- 
tion; but it is not the case of a usual statute of limitation. It is the 
case rather of an executive officer having a particular power to deal 
with this for a limited time and before he had made the final determina- 
tion upon the subject the right of prosecuting the remedy expired, the 
right of going into the Court of Claims expired. That being the case 
and the Supreme Court of the United States having clearly established 
the title of this party to this property, it does seem to me that it would 
be a very strange thing for the United States, the trustee, to say that 
the cestui que trust did not come in soon enough and therefore the trus- 
tee will pocket this trust fund himself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this claim of the State Bank of 
Louisiana is not a new one for consideration in Congress. It has been 
here a good while as I believe, and is one of the cotton claims, the 
cotton having been seized under the captured and abandoned property 
act of March, 1863. That act did not confer upon the Secretary of the 

any authority to decide to whom the money, the proceeds of 
the cotton, should be paid, but in Mr. Johnson’s administration the 
then Secretary —— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to correct him in a fact in 
the statement made by him? Iam sure he would like to be correct. 
This was not seized in 1863, but after the war ended, in 1865. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator would patiently listen to me a little 
while he would see what I mean. I havenot, I think, made any wrong 
statement of fact, and the Senator does me the justice to say he does 
not suppose I would intend to do so. 

I think I may safely repeat that this cotton was seized under the capt- 
ured and abandoned property act. It was the only act of Congress 
that I know of which would have justified any officer of the United 
States, civil or military —— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said that it was seized in 1863. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rather suspect that the Reporter’s notes will 
show that Isaid it was seized under the act of 1863. I was notignorant 
of the fact—for this matter I am confident was once before the Commit- 
teeon the Judiciary—that it was seizedin 1865, as the Committee on 
Claims think after hostilities had terminated. I do not think it was 
seized after hostilities had terminated in the sense that the Supreme 
Court has decided when the war ended. 

It became important some time ago, in canses arising between par- 
ties, for the Supreme Court to determine, as it was their mission to do 
in a case between parties, when the war between the United States and 
the so-called Confederated States of America—or whatever may have 
been the title of that establishmént—ended; and my present impres- 
sion is, without referring to the decisions to fix it, that the court held 
that the war terminated later than June, 1865, if that was the date of 
the seizure. My impression is that it was sometime in August, but, 
as I say, I am not now speaking by the book, and it is a long time 
since I have seen the decision. 

My friend from Massachusetts corrects me again, and very properly, 
that the Supreme Court held that the war in the sense of the rights of 

ies terminated in 1866 and perhaps in some sections of the country 
earlier than others. I thank my friend for the candor (although he is 
in favor of this measure) of stating that fact. Now let us see what the 
act of 1863 was and whom it was intended to benefit. Hereitis. The 
first section provided— 

That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury from and after the 
passage of this act, as he shall from time to time see loan saeide peste en 
or agents to receive and collect all abandoned orcaptured property inany State 
or Territory, or any portion of any State or Territory of the United States des- 
ignated as in insurrection against the lawful Government of the United States 
by the proclamation of the President of July 1, 1862. 

And soon. It then provided that that property might— 


Be appropriated to the public use on due appraisement and certificate thereof, 
or forwarded to any place of sale within the loyal States as the public interest 


may require, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding under 
Rule VIII. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I ask unanimous consent to go on, for I do 
not wish to interrupt the will of the Senate if they choose to pass this 
bill; but it can not be justly debated in any five minutes, 


a VOORBEE, I have no objection at all to the time being ex- 
ten 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand that we are proceeding un- 
der the five-minute rule. There was a motion made to proceed to the 
eatery ae of this bill. It did not come up on the Calendar regu- 

arly. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was absent attending to 
other business of the Senate when the bill was brought before the Sen- 
ate, buthesubsequently understood that, the Calendar under Rule VIII 
being in order, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] moved the 
consideration of this bill, and no objection was made to it. It wasnot 
taken up by vote. The Chair thinks that when the Calendar is in or- 
der under Rule VIII, unless a bill is taken up by vote, the five-minute 
rule applies. Ifthere be no objection, the Senator from Vermont will 
proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was proceeding tosay that the act provided that 
the property which was not appropriated for public use by the Army, 
etc., at the time might be sent for sale in any of the loyal States, and 
that the proceeds should be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States. I will stop there on that section and tell you what took place. 
The very large sums of money, probably more than twenty millionsat 
times, accumulated at the end of the war, in 1865 or 1866. Although 
the statute said that the proceeds should be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, it was found on inquiry that in the technical sense, 
on the books of the , the money had not been paid into the 
Treasury at all, and that although it was in the Treasury building or 
in the su in New York, or somewhere, it stood in such shape 
that on the order ef the Secretary of the Treasury, without any appro- 
priation by act of Congress (which alone can take money out of the 
Treasury of the United States), it could be paid to anybody that the 
Secretary chose to giveit to. He, of course, acting under his just sense 
of responsibility, gave it to people whom he thought were the original 
owners of the cotton and ought to have the money back. That was 
called to the attention of Congress, and Co alaw, in which 
I had some part, directing peremptorily thatevery dollar of that money 
thus held outside of the technical Treasury of the United States should 
come into it, so that no further order of any Secretary of the Treasury 
could take a dollar out of it until Congress had passed on the question 
as to whom any part of it should go to. 

The result was that the money which was left, ten or twelve, or per- 
haps fifteen million dollars, was turned into the Treasury in the proper 
and legal and constitutional sense. That ended that part of it; and 
there was no time, so far as I understand the law, with great respect 
to the committee, when lawfully the Secretary of the Treasury had any 
authority to decide upon the question as to whether the alleged owner 
of the original cotton was loyal or disloyal, whether he was the owner 
or not, or to make any order concerning the return of the proceeds of 
the cotton to him. So the claim of this bank that it was delayed in 
filing its application in the Court of Claims because the matter had not 
been determined adversely to it by the Secretary of the Treasury is 
totally without foundation. Ithas, according to the best of my knowl- 
edge, information, and belief, nothing whatever to stand upon. 

Then came the remedial part of the act, which provides that— 

Any person claiming to have been the owner of any such abandoned or t- 
ured propast- may, at any time within two TOE a tiie supremo of e 


Which, as my friend from Massachusetts reminds me, the Supreme 
Court determined was long after 1865— 


prefer his claim to tho proceeds thereof in the Court of Claims; and on proof to 
the satisfaction of said court of his ownership of said property, of his right to 
the proceeds thereof, and that— 


Now I beg Senators to notice— 
and that he has never given any aid or comfort to the present rebellion, to re- 
ceive the residue of suh. proceeds, after the deduction of any purchase-moncy 


which have been paid, with the of rtation 
a of said property, and any other lawful exponen attention disposttion 
reor. 

The point of the law was first that cotton being really a contraband 
of war, and ishing really, as we all know that it did, the whole 
sinews of war to the Confederacy, was declared by this act of Congress 
to be one of the things that should be seized wherever it could be 
found by capture, or if abandoned by retreating troops or the depart- 
ure of the owners of plantations who had gone into the rebellion it 
was to be taken up; but Congress saw that it might happen, as it did 
often happen, that the owner of that cotton had stood by the flag and 
that he was rejected by the Confederacy asa traitor to it, and they 
therefore through their officers would take his cotton without paying 
for it, as they had a perfect right to do so long as the state of war ex- 
isted. Congress therefore declared that no man (and I take it the Su- 
preme Court has decided that corporations are men within the protec- 
tion of the Constitution as to depriving people of rights, etc.), no per- 
son, no corporation, I will say, altho the word ‘corporation’? is 


not used in the statute—no set of men, under whatever form of or- 
ganization they may style themselves or associate themselves, should 
be entitled to any return of the proceeds of this cotton unless he or 
they had been on the side of the United States during the rebellion; 
and it stood upon just and broad principles of public policy and public 
justice. 


` 


1889. 

What was the next step in this drama of events about this money in 
ithe Treasury? The Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
a pardon by the President of the United States of a person who had 
levied war against it, and therefore according to the Constitution had 
been guilty of treason toward it, was equivalent to his having always 
been a Joyal man in fact, and that it puthim in point of law under this 
statute in the same attitude as if he had been fighting on the side of 
his country instead of againstit. That agp said was the law; perhaps 
it was; and they said therefore that this clause in the statute which 
gaid that the claimant of the cotton must prove to the satisfaction of 
the court that he had never given aid or comfort to the rebellion was 
satisfied by his producinga paper ed by the President of the United 
States stating that he had forgiven him for that, and that therefore he 
was entitled toa standing in the Court of Claims just likeareally loyal 
citizen. 

It became, then, of some consequence, if the real will of Congress was 
to be carried out, to hold up this statute in its other respects which the 
Supreme Court could not get over if they wanted to, one of which was 
the statute of limitations that the rebel who applied thus having been 
made a loyal man by the President of the United States must apply 
within the time that the statute had provided. There was one safety 
left for the Union side and for the Treasury, although the Supreme 
Court had overthrown the other part of it, And accordingly all these 
cotton claims a few years ago went to the Committee on the Judiciary 
as relating to the instituting of judicial proceedings in court; and if I 
am not wrong in my recollection (as I think I am not) that commit- 
tee, when it had among its members the late Senator from Ohio, Judge 
Thurman, and the former Senator from Arkansas, Mr. Garland, and 
two or three other Democratic Senators, probably not more than two, 
had several cases of exactly this character as it the statute of 
limitations, where the time had gone by to sue in the Court of Claims, 
and where the claimants appealed for relief to that committee (which, 
as I say, was then given the duty of considering and reporting to the 
Senate on these questions), and asked us to pass an act waiving the 
statute of limitations; but that committee, I believe unanimously, cer- 
tainly with the assent and with the decided approval of the Democratic 
members I have mentioned—I am confident of that—determined that 
there was no justification in cases of this character in Congress remov- 
ing the statute of limitations. So we declined to report bills to do 
that thing, and I think he reported some adversely, although it very 
often happens in that committee, as I suppose it does in others, that 
when all the committee are opposed to a particular relief being granted 
and they are oppressed with so many things, they just let it lie in the 
committee without making any report at all. 

My present impression is that there will be found in the files of the 
Senate written reports upon some claims involving the question of the 
statute of limitations under this captured and abandoned property act, 
adversely, upon that very ground that it was due to the interests of the 
United States, due to the good order of its laws, due to the safety against 
false claims, in fact, the manufacture of evidence, after the seizing of- 
ficers and the circumstances of seizure had been lost sight of, to bring 
up persons on plantations to swear that there was cotton and that it 
had been seized, and all that sort of thing; that every principle of jus- 
tice and of policy required that the bar of the statute of limitations 
should not be removed unless the claimant could show a clear case of 
that fraud or accident or mistake which sometimes leads courts of 
equity to relieve against the bar of the statute of limitations in the ju- 
risprudence of the various States. 

That is what became of these claims upon this question in the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when we were honored with the confidence of 
the Senate in consideringthem. Such cases latterly, for several years, 
have been withdrawn from the consideration of the Committee on 
the Judiciary and sent to the Committee on Claims. It appears that 
in this instance the committee has reported in favor of removing this 
bar. Now, upon what ground of justice can it stand? This cor- 
poration, although a person not existing otherwise than in contempla- 
tion of law in the technical sense, was still a corporation that was 
composed of citizens of the United States who that bank. 
The bank was situated in New Orleans. It was a Confederate bank 
in the sense of carrying on its operations under the Confederacy, and 
under its direction during four years of the war, and as my friend from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says, and as I believe is true, it was the fiscal 
agent of the Confederacy, and for aught I know—and I should be 
strongly inclined to believe it to be a fact, but I can not prove it at 
this moment—the very funds that the bank sent into the country to 
collect and buy this cotton were made up of the deposits which the 
Confederate government had made in that bank; but that, as I say, I do 
not state upon any evidence which is in my possession. It is merely 
a surmise, a belief of mine, because I wish to state everything, as ot 
course every Senator does, with absolute fairness and candor, so far as 
I understand it. 

That bank, then, having bought this cotton and it having been seized— 
having bought the cotton for the purpose of gathering it in and mak- 
ing a profit for itself and the Confederacy, or both—did not get it 
within the lines to dispose of it for English gold, until the armies of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1123 


the United States got in a condition where it could not be done, and so 
it staid at the various plantations and depots where it happened to be. 
Then it came forth. Then itwas seized under this act of 1863 thatI 
have recited, and the proceeds—at least I will assume—got into the 
Treasury, and now it is proposed that this fiscal agent of the Confed- 
eracy, probably acting with Confederate money, is to come to the 
Treasury of the United States after every other man is shut outby the 
statutes of limitations long since, and be repaid. It does not seem to 
me to be right. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent of the Senate to occupy a few minutes 
in reply to the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotru in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, the Senator from Vermont has stated 
the names of some eminent gentlemen, not now members of the Sen- 
ate, who he thinks, either publicly or privately, agreed to a certain 
policy in dealing with captured and abandoned property when legis- 
lation was desired. < 

I do not question at all the wisdom of those gentlemen or the accu- 
racy of the Senator’s recollection so far as it applies to the question with 
which they were then dealing. But I think this case is entirely dis- 
tinguishable from the class of cases to which the Senator’s argument 
referred and the class of cases which Judge Thurman and Mr. Garland 
considered; and perhaps as the Senator has referred to a matter of au- 
thority it may not be improper for me to state that this matter was 
considered very carefully by the late Senator from Tennessee, Judge 
Jackson, one of the fairest-minded men with whom we were, any of 
us, ever associated in the public service, and a man who set his face 
like flint, although hi from the section of the country formerly in 
rebellion, against all that class of Southern claims, so called, to which 
any reasonable doubt anywhere either on grounds of honesty 
or on grounds of ponera) public policy. was no Senator to whom 
the Senate looked in his time for a more faithful, taronghs and rigid 
examination of such things, a member both of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and of the Committee on Claims, and this matter has been be- 
fore the Committee on Claims in several Congresses, and I believe on 
investigation the favorable report has been always unanimous, Iam 
not aware of any dissent. 

Now, this does not come within the class of captured and abandoned 
property in its principle atall. A number of Louisiana planters sold 
to the State National Bank of Louisiana certain cotton, and that was 
in violation of the non-intercourse act. Probably the contract of sale 
was illegal. But after the forces of the United States had been in pos- 
session of New Orleans for years, late in the year 1865, after an assur- 
ance had been given to that people that they would he dealt with in 
all respects, so far as their rights of property were concerned, like other 
citizens of the United States, after the war had ended all over the coun- 
try, although technically it extended to 1866—hecause it was necessary, 
of course, after subduing the enemy to hold the grasp upon them un 
peaceable relations could be re-established—after the Han oe war had 
ceased, these planters who were in possession of their property and had 
a perfect right to hold it and keep it against all the world, including 
their vendee, if they chose to set up this technical objection to the va- 
lidity of the contract, as honest men and as honorable men delivered 
the cotton in pursuance of their previous contract to this bank. They 
Sad been paid G8 1k and they delivered it. 

The State National Bank of Louisiana, whatever its predecessor might 
have done—its predecessor was the State Bank before it was reorgan- 
ized as a national bank—in relation to the Confederacy when it was _ 
in control there, was a lawful corporation of the United States, exer- 
cising all the rights of citizenship. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who bought the cotton? 

Mr. HOAR. The predecessor had bought it and the national bank 
received it after the war was over; and under these circumstances the 
authorities of the United States took that cotton, and its proceeds went 
into the Treasury under a policy well established in legislation. The 
United States received that property as a trustee and not as a captor, 
r be accounted for to the owner and not to be treated as booty or prize 
of war. - 

The claimants went to the Treasury and said, ‘‘ This property does 
not come within any principle or policy or purpose of the United 
States to seize it and to hold it; it was taken from us long after the war 
was over and when the character of a disloyal or rebel citizen could not 
possibly be imputed at the time to any man within the limits of the 
United States, as in the case of the old capture or abandonment while 
the war was flagrant, and you must give it up to us, whether the stat- 
ute has given you a right to deal with this general captured and aban- 
doned property fund or not, because you have taken it unadvisedly or 
by mistake.” The Treasury Department considered that question and 
they held erroneously that they could not give it up to the bank be- 
cause of the illegality of the old contract of sale, not adverting to the 
consideration that it was not now a question of the illegality of the old 
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contract of sale, but a question of the legality of the delivery and the 
ratification of that old contract and the making of a new one after the 
non-intercourse act had by the President’s proclamation expired. 

President Johnson had issued his proclamation long before that time, 
in which he announced the restoration of the rights of intercourse to 
all parts of the country. I had it on my desk a moment ago. That 
proclamation was issued June 24, 1865, 

Under these circumstances the bank went into the Court of Claims 
under this law, and the Court of Claims said, ‘* You are too late; the 
statute of limitations has applied.” The question now for Congress is, 
is that laches? Ido not think it is laches. The parties went to the 
Treasury in time, and it was a mere blunder or error of the Treasury 
Department not to return the money to them, and they were perfectly 
justified in not going into the Court of Claims and incurring the ex- 
pense and costs of a lawsuit until they got this decision. Then they 
came, and came seasonably, to Congress. 

The Senator from Vermont dwells, and dwells with emphasis, as if 
he thought it was of some importance—and I take it he utters no word 
that he does not think of importance—on the fact that this claim has 
been here a good while, It has been here a good while through the 
fault—or the condition of business, whether the fault or not—of Con- 

because whenever it has got exumination from a committee of 
Oonan it has had a unanimous recommendation of its justice and a 
recommendation thatit should pass. 

I ought further to say that it was not until the decision of the case 
of the United States vs. Klein, in 13 Wallace, decided in December, 
1871, that it was generally understood or supposed by the profession 
that this class of claimants could go into the United States courts at 
all. 

So we have got this naked proposition that here is a trustee holding 
this pro; for the owner, never desiring or claiming or proposing to 
keep it hi ; here is an owner, a lawful owner, without a sugges- 
tion of flaw in that owner’s title; and that trustee is asked to take this 
property from the innocent owner, or the proceeds of it, and put them 
into his own pocket and keep them, because, it is said, the owner ap- 
plied to the wrong officer of the trustee by mistake to get his property 
back. 

I have never been able to understand those arguments which pro- 
ceed on the ground that the moral law and the law of honor do not 
apply to that great, noble, moral being, the United States of America, 
and should not govern it in its dealings with all mankind just as much 
as they should apply to a private citizen. I can not understand how 
my honorable friend from Vermont can ask his country to do a thing 
which he would burn off both his hands to the stump rather than do 
it himself. There is not a member of this body who would not feel a 
sense of infinite mortification, shame, and humiliation if he were to 
sup that any of his grandchildren or great-grandchildren a hun- 
Rick vein hence would discover in looking over the records of the 
United States that he had done in his private relations to mankind the 
thing which the United States of America is asked to do to this bank, 
to wit, take a lot of trust property, pocket it, cheat the owner out of 
it, and plead the statutes of limitation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont may pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I disagree with my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts as to this captured and abandoned property money 
being a trust fund for anybody except for that owner of the seized 
cotton who should have been on the side of the United States during 
the rebellion and not against it. That is what the act of Congress 
saysinexplicitterms. And although the Supreme Court of the United 
States thought they were bound to hold as a matter of law that a par- 
don gave a rebel the legal status of never having been engaged in the 
rebellion, they certainly could not hold, and Congress could not hold, 
and no lover of his country could hold that that gave rebels the status 
of falling in fact within the description of the persons whom Congress 
intended that this captured and abandoned property should be returned 

. to. 
Mr. HOAR. This national bank never set up a pardon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it neversetupa pardon. I am speaking 
about the principle of this trust fund, so called, and I repeat that the 
plain and explicit language of this act was that there was no trust 
whatever in favor of any enemy of the United States, and the fact that 
that enemy got pardoned afterwards did not create a trust; but, as the 
Supreme Court said, in point of law as the law then stood, they were 
bound to declare that he had never been in the rebellion at all whether 
Congress meant it or not. 

Now, when not availing themselves of the decision of the Supreme 
Court on that question, they come to Congress and ask us to remove 
the two years which Congress had provided as the time within which 
the claim of every loyal citizen must be presented, I think I havea 
right to say that I will disregard the technical effect of a pardon and 
declare that property captured from the enemies of the United States 
and its proceeds turned into the Treasury shall not be returned to 
them, whether they were pardoned or not pardoned. 

The difficulty about the pardon question applied to this would be 


the technical fact that this rebel fiscal agent of the Confederacy was 
ideal entity, and probably therefore, in the legal sense, not capable 

a pardon, and perhaps in the legal and technical sense not capable of 
being guilty of treason, although every one of its stockholders and 
every one of its directors was a secretary of state of the Confederacy 
or a brigadier-general in its service. 

I do not propose te be a party to any kind of reasoning of that char- 
acter; but when the gentlemen who managed this bank, the old State 
Bank of Louisiana, from whom the present national bank was a mere 
purchaser or successor to its assets, if it had any, shall set up the idea 
that it was not an individual person capable of committing treason, I 
may submit; but if its managers and agents and operators and its fun 
were exerting themselves in favor of the Confederacy when in 1 
they took Confederate money, as I believe, and paid it for this cotton 
and waited until after they could, in a military sense, get it into New 
Orleans, I must decline to facilitate their being paid for it from the 
Treasury of the United States. That is my position. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any amendment pending? If not, I 
move to amend, in line 5, by striking out the word “belonging” and 
inserting the words ‘‘alleged to belong.’ I donot propose in this act 
of Congress, if it should pass, to admit upon ex parte evidence before a 
committee that this bank is the owner of the cotton. Let them prove 
it just as anybody else must. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word ‘‘cotton,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘belonging’”’ and insert ‘‘alleged to belong;”? so 
as to read: 

For the payment of the proceeds of cotton alleged to belong to said bank, 


Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill by striking out, in line 
12 and the succeeding lines, all after the word “‘law’’ to the end of the 
section, and inserting these words: 

But the claimant shall not be entitled to recover unless it shall appear that 
the managers of the Louisiana State Bank were at the time of the purchase of 
and the payment for said cotton in fact loyal to the United States, and had 
never been in fact engaged in the rebellion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will theSenator from Vermont send 
his amendment to the desk in writing? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam afraid the Secretary can not read it, I was 
in hopes it had been taken down as I stated it. I will write it down! 
more plainly—the Secretary can not possibly read it as I have it now— 
if the Senate will pardon me for a minute’s time. i 

Mr. HOAR. While the Secretary is writing that down I may as well 
go on and comment upon it, as I would do otherwise. 

The rights which this bank is entitled to prosecute were acquired 
long after the rebellion was over. Now, the idea of sending a claimant 
into court after the rebellion is over and saying he shall not have a legal 
or equitable right against the United States which is clearly his un- 
less he proves that long before he acquired it his predecessor did not do 
something to aid and comfort the rebellion ! 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire upon what grounds the Senator from 
Massachusetts says the rights of this bank to this cotton were acquired 
after the war? 

Mr. HOAR. The right of this bank was acquired in the year 1865. 
I do not mean after the technical end of the war, but long after any 
human being in the country gave aid or comfort to the rebellion. 

Mr. PLATT. But this bank bought this cotton during the war, in 
1863, paid for it in 1863, and did not get possession of the cotton till 
1865, 

Mr. HOAR, Certainly, 

Mr. PLATT. But the Senator will permit me to say that after the 
war was closed the cotton was delivered. Now, was that a new con- 
tract? 

Mr. HOAR. The very question that the Supreme Court decided 
makes the right to date from that delivery in 1865. Thatis the whole 
substance of the decision. 

Mr. PLATT. What decision of the Supreme Court is that? Ido 
not understand that the Supreme Court has decided that this was a new 
contract; nor do I understand that their question is left to the Court of 
Claims to decide by this bill. If it were, there would be more reason 
for the passage of the bill. There is nothing in the bill, as I remem- 
ber it, which would leave the Court of Claims to reject this claim if it 
should be found that that was not a new contract, but simply an ex- 
ecution of the old contract. 

Mr. HOAR. The non-intercourse act-—— 

Mr. PLATT. I cannot see how that question is left to the Court of 
Claims by this bill. I may be mistaken upon that point. I have not 
examined it sufficiently so that I can speak with certainty about it, but 
a hasty consideration of the bill led me to suppose that that question’ 
could cut no figure in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI may be pardoned for one more suggestion, this con- 
tract was made with the bank in 1863, when there was a prohibition, 
of intercourse. New Orleans was in our possession and other parts of, 
Louisiana were not. In 1865, after President Johns »n had issned a proc- 
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hematin removing all obstructions to intercourse, after the war was 
practically over, after the last person who aided and comforted the 
rebellion had got through, these people went in and delivered the cot- 
ton, as they were bound in honor to do, to the bank, and after that it 
was taken possession of by the officers of the United States. If that 
does not make a good title founded on that delivery, in 1865, it is, as 
Judge Jackson said, like a contract invalid if made ona Sunday, but if 
you deliver on Monday the thing agreed to be sold on Sunday, that is 
a good contract. If that is not so, then these people have never got 
the bill to this cotton and will not recover under this bill, any more 
than they did before. 

The P IDING OFFICER (Mr, Pasco in thechair). Theamend- 
ment ‘proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] will be 
read 


The SECRETARY, Itis proposed to strike outafter the word ‘‘law,”’ 
in line 12, to the end of the bill, as follows: 


That the testimony and original papers filed by said bank before the Treasury 
Department of the United States in connection with said claim be, and the same 
shall be, received by said court as evidence if taken or filed under the rules of 
said court, if legall kre yee and proper under said rules and practice; that 
the said bank and Uni States may take further evidence as may be deemed 
proper, subject to the rules for taking testimony in said court. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


But the claimant shall not be entitled to recover unless it shall appear that 
the managers of the Louisiana State Bank were at the time of the purchase o! 
and payment for said cotton in fact loyal to the United States, and had never 
been in fact engaged in the rebellion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Vermont posau The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In support of this amendment I have to reply to 
my honorable friend from Massachusetts, who thinks it a very im- 
proper amendment, after this long period of peace, to require anybody 
that makes a claim against the Treasury for an event which took place 
during the war to prove that he fell within theintent of the act of Con- 
gress that provided for such cases. I have to say that I do not see the 
force of his argument. 

I have only to repeat what I said before, and I wish to repeat it with 
all the earnestness of which I am capable, that when a fiscal agent of 
the enemies of the United States, although it is a corporation, engages 
in the act of purchasing contraband of war, not only in violation of 
the laws of war as between enemies, but also in violation of the non- 
intercourse act, which was merely in accordance with the laws of war, 
and got a delivery of that property, which, the war still pending, was 
seized under and in conformity to a constitutional act of Congress then 
in force, and the proceeds turned into the Treasury, and Congress said 
they should not go out to any man that had been an enemy of the 
United States, when he asks Congress to relieve him and let him gointo 
a court after everybody else is cut off, no matter how loyal he was, he 
shall prove as a fact that according to the spirit and intent of that act of 
Congress he stood in an attitude to have any right to claim that this 
seized property should be returned to him. On this amendment I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, on which he calls for the yeas 
and nays. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
I ask the Senator from 


ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). 
Massachusetts if he considers this a political question? 

Mr. HOAR. Ifit was I should vote the other way. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then I vote nay. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], but I doubt somewhat 
whether in his design that pair covers a question like this. I will ask 
the Senator’s colleague what view he takes of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I do not think there is any objection to 
the Senator voting on this question. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator fram Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAWLEY], who has not yet returned to his seat and is compelled 
to be absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Chace, Edmunds, Paddock, Stockbrid, 
Chandler, E Palmer, Teller, E; 
Cullom, Farwell, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Da H Piumb, 
Dolph, Morrill, Sherman, 

NAYS—S. 

s Call, Eustis, Gorman, 
Blodgett, Coke, Faulkner, Gray, 
Brown, Colquitt, % 

utler, Daniel, G: 


Hoar, Pasco, Saulsbury, Vest, 
Jones of Arkansas, Payne, ner, Voorhees, 
Jonesof Nevada, Pugh, Stewart, Walthall, 
Mitchell, Ransom, Turpie, Wilson of Md. 
Morgan, Reagan, Vance, 
ABSENT—23. 

Aldrich, Bowen, Hawl Quay, 
Allison, Cameron, Hea: =! Riddleberger, 
— poora ered ma 

rry, vis, Zenna, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Biair, Hale, Manderson, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the act approved June 18, 1878, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the distribution of the awards made under 
the convention between the United States of America and tlie Republic 
of Mexico, concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 2563, being the bill providing appropriations for 
the District of Columbia. . 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to dispose of the bill which 
‘has been ae 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall not object to that, but I want to take up the 


f | appropriation bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas pro- 
pose to withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw it for the purpose of allowing the 
bill of the Senator from Massachusetts to be concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
nnanimous consent that the Senate proceed with the further considera- 
tion of the bill which has been under consideration during the morn- 
ing hour. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inow move to strike out all after the word “ law,” 
in the twelfth line, to the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “‘Jaw,’’ in line 12, it is pro- 
posed to strike out all down to and including the word “‘ court,’* at the 
end, in line 19, as follows: 

That the testimony and original papers filed by said bank before the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States in connection with said claim be, and the 
same shall be, received by said court as evidence as if taken or filed under the 
rules of said court so far as the same may be legally competent and proper 
under such rules and practice; that the said bank and United States may take 
further evidence as may be deemed proper, subject to the rules for taking testi- 
mony in said court, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the generosity of my friend from 
Massachusetts and of the other gentlemen who have voted with him 
in support of this claim ought not to ask us or induce him, when we 
have reinstated this ancient Confederate bank and agent to all that it 
has lost by not conforming to the law of the statute of limitations, and 
when we have waived any requirement that the bank shall prove itself 
to have been loyal to the United States, to add to that the facility of 
its proving its claim by papers and evidence that it filed in the De- 
partment of the Treasury, taken ex parte, without any notice to the 
United States, and for a p in the Treasury Department that the 
law did not recognize at all, because the Secretary of the Treasury 
never had any power or authority to exercise any jurisdiction in decid- 
ing upon these cotton claims under the act of 1863. 

ow, having granted to this bank a waiver of its treason, and having 
granted to it a waiver of the statute of limitations, I can not see upon 
what ground itis that its ex parte affidavits, taken in support of its 
claim and filed with the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be received as 
evidence. If that is all stricken out the case will stand in the Court 
of Claims, if the bill becomes a law, just as every other claimants case 
stands, to be proved by evidence that is lawfully admissible and by 
witnesses who can be cross-examined. $ 

I should hope that even the gentlemen on the other side, whose 
friend this bayk was in the time of it, to be sure, would see that in pro- 
tecting the Treasury of the United States it is right that whoever now 
makes a claim upon the Treasury and is relieved from the other disa- 
bilities, should prove his claim just as anybody else would be required 
to prove his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Task for the yeas and nays. 
pec = and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his namewascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after haying voted in the poesia y I 
have voted, but I am pai with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WILSON], who I see has not responded to his name. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 
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The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—17. - 
Chace, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Farwell, Platt, T A 
Callom, e, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Sherman, 
unds, Morrill, Spooner, 
NAYS—30. 
Bate, Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Vance, 
Call Geng | Paras v 
Tay, yne, ‘oorhees, 
Colquitt, “ey Poa tha 
Daniel, Hoar, $ Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—29, 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Davis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Dawes, Manderson, Stanford, 

S George, McPherson, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blackburn, e, Paddock, Wilson of Md. 
Blair, Hawley, ees 
Bowen, Hearst, uay, 

Cameron, Ingalls, 
So the amendment was rejeeted. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, before the vote is taken on the passage 
of the bill, to ask the Senator from Massachusetts or some other mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims who is in favor of this bill, as it re- 
moves the bar of the statute of limitations in this ease and allows these 
plaintiffs to recover the proceeds of eaptured and abandoned property 
in the Treasury of the United States under the captured and aban- 
doned property statute, if they are in favor of, and propose to recom- 
mend, a general removal of the barof the statute of limitations in cases 
of a similar nature; in other words, whether they propose to open the 
Treasury of the United States to the demand of all claimants of eapt- 
ured or abandoned property where the statute of limitations has now 
run, or whether they propose to open it in this single case or in special 
eases merely? I should like to know what the views and purposes are 
of the Senators who advocate the removal of the statute bar in this 


case. 

Mr, HOAR. I must have failed to make myself clear in the appre- 
hension of the very clear-sighted Senator from New Hampshire in what 
I saiď before. I do not think this iscaptured and abandoned property 
in any true sense of the term. It does not come within the principle 
or the policy of it. I do not think itis a case really where the statute 
of limitations can properly be said to be removed. Althongh, when 
they went into the court the court said it was too late, yet it does not 
seem to be the class of property to which that remedy in the Court of 
Claims was intended to apply. 

It is property, let me repeat, which a national bank, under the na- 
tional-banking law, acquired in 1865 after the war was all over. It is 
not to say that they shall not have their title established to property 
which they acquired, without showing that their managers, some of 
whom were managers of the old bank which they succeeded, in the time 
of the Confederacy, were loyal to the United States. There is no pur- 
poze on the part of the committee to reopen the door, which is shut, in 
the matter of captured and abandoned property, or to recognize any 
different policy from that which has always obtained. 

Mr. DA I have not been able to examine this claim in detail. 
I should like to inquire ef my colleague what it is that the new bank 
succeeded to? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The old bank made a contract in 1863, which wasin- 
valid in consequence of the non-intercourse act, for certain cotton. In 
1865, after President Johnson had issued his proclamation restoring 
intercourse between all parts of the United States, after profound peace 
had taken in this country, the owners of the cotton, considering, 
I suppose, that it would be dishonorable for them to set up that thing, 
went in and delivered it to this national bank, which had been organ- 
ized out of the old State “Bank of Louisiana, and which the Senator 
from Vermont says was the fiscal agent of the Confederacy. I know 
nothing about that, and care nothing. That was seized under a mis- 
take as being captured property of a disloyal person. The bank went 
to the officers of the Treasury to have it given up. The officers of the 
Treasury declined to give it upon the ground of the violation of the 
non-intercourse act, which prevented any property being vested in them, 
notwithstanding the delivery after intercourse was restored, by the 
owners, who had kept aop to that time. Then they came to Congress 
years and years ago, and they have had a unanimous rt from every 
eommittee that ever investigated it; and I believe if my honorable 
friend from Vermont had understood all the facts and had had the case 
presented to his legal mind he would have been as earnest for itas any- 
body. But of course I can not undertake to vouch for him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think I did understand the statement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts nearest to me, both his first statement of 
the case and the statement which he has now made in answer to his 
colleague. I understand him to say that in his view, and in the view 
of the Senators who support the bill, the taking of this cotton was not 
a taking of captured or abandoned property, but I also understand the 


fact to be that every pale of this cotton was taken and the proceeds, 
pa into the Treasury under the captured and abandoned Droperty aes] 

do not suppose the Senator will dispute that. He thinks that it was' 
not captured or abandoned property. 

Mr. HOAR. If tne Senator will pardon me, I will state that it was 
taken at a time when tle right of capture had long passed away and 
the armies of the United States had gone. You might just as well say 
that if a bale of cotton in my possession was taken by the General of 
the Army this morning as I walked down Pennsylvania avenue, that 
was captured or abandoned property. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is a wide distinction between the case, 
suggested by the Senator and this case. The Senator may say there 
was no right to take this cotton as captured or abandoned prop- 
erty at the time that it was taken; but I still say that it was taken 
by the officers of the United States in the exercise of the authority 
given by the captured and abandoned property act. When the Sen- 
ator says there was no authority under that act to take ion of 
cotton which had become the property of the Confederate States, I say 
he is mistaken about it, and that the authority existed long after the 
close of hostilities, if cotton was found which had become the property 
or the Confederacy, to put the proceeds into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my honorable friend pardon me for suggesting to 
him that that would not be on the ground of the right of capture? It 
was on. the ground that the United States succeeded to all the property 
of the Confederacy as owners. If they had found these bales of cotton 
in the port of Liverpool, where our war power certainly did not ex- 

belonging to the Confederacy, the agents of the United States 
would have been upon it and taken it, by consent of Great Britain, of 


course, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I well understand the distinction between the 
taking of cotton on the battle-field as captured and claiming it after 
the battle as the result of the capture. I understand the distinction 
which the Senator undertakes to set Sp eee well, but I dispose 
of it by saying that in all these cases proceeds of the cotton were 
put into the Treasury of the United States under and by virtue of the 
captured and abandoned property act, and there has been but one way 
to get the proceeds of that cotton out, and that was to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims within a certain period. To those suits the statute of, 
limitations has been applied, and now the question is whether the 
statute of limitations shall be removed in these cases. 

I for one might have been willing to allow this one claim to go to the 
Court of Claims without the bar of the statute, but as discussion has 
arisen upon it I am bound to say that I do not see howthis statute bar 
can be removed in this case without being removed in every case. It 
seems to me that if this bill passes it will be a precedent for the re- 
moval of the statute bar in every case, and for the opening of the doors 
of the Court of Claims to every man, loyal or disloyal, under. 
the construction of the Supreme Court of the United States, it makes 
no difference whether a man was a rebel or not, if he has been par- 
doned. Under that decision of the court loyal men and disloyal men 
all stand equal in the eye of the law, provided they can get into the 
Court of Claims or into the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
there is nothing that stands in the way of any disloyal claimant, of 
any rebel whose cotton may have been seized on the battle-field and 
put into the Treasury of the United States under the captured and 
abandoned property act, except the statute of limitations. 

Isay to the Committee on Claims that if they propose to remove the 
statute bar and allow every claimant to come in without to loy- 
alty or disloyalty, let such a bill be brought in here and let it be 
dealt with on its merits, but do not let us take one claim and another 
claim and remove the statute bar simply because the Senator from 
Massachusetts thinks the claim is a little better than some other claim, . 
and that it is not strictly a claim for captured or abandoned property. 
Do noton that ground undertake to make a distinction between one 
ease and all the others, but bring in a bill that will let in all these 
claimants, and then the Congress of the United States will have to de- 
eide, not whether it will give this bank $300,000 or $400,000, or what- 
ever the amount may be that is claimed, but whether it will pay to 
rebels whose cotton was taken, rehabilitated by the decision of the 
Supreme Court, not $1,000,000 but $10,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must be excused if I say a very 
few words more upon this subject, for I think the last statement of my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], in answer to his Golleagne [ Mr. 
Dawes], does not justly represent the history of this case. I will try 
to state it as far as it appears in this report, and then add something of 
my own information and belief about it. 

““The State Bank of Lonisiana,’”’ this report says, was ‘‘ a banking 
corporation chartered by the laws of Louisiana, and located in the city 
of New Orleans, in 1863, while said city was in the permanent occupa- 
tion and control of military forces of the United States.” That is the 
first statement of the report. The first step in this history, therefore, 
is to know what sort of an institution that State Bank of Louisiana 
was when General Butler and Admiral Farragut went in there and got 
it into our military possession. 

The State Bank of Louisiana, as I am informed and believe (and 
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nobody has disputed the statement I have repeatedly made upon the 
subject here), was a bank of the State of Louisiana while that State 
was a member of the Confederacy and in hostility to the United States. 
It was the fiscal agent and operator for the Confederacy. Whether the 
money in the bank was deposited by the Confede: or not, I do not 
know. You can not prove it at this moment; but I believe the de- 
posits made by the Confederacy itself, which depended upon cotton to 
carry on its war (and I think the war was somewhat fervent in the 
year 1863, although the city of New Orleans had been captured), were 
sent out into the pas of the country that then were notin the mili- 
tary possession of the United States, the extreme regions of Louisiana, 
and over in Ar) and in the Confederate country, and with this 
Confederate money cotton was bought of the various planters. 

They could not ship it to England to get more gold for the Confed- 
eracy then, because we held New Orleans and the key to the entrance 
into the Mississippi River. Accordingly, this Confederate bank, hay- 
ing used these funds and bought this cotton and paid forit, waited until 
1865, whenone supporter of the Confederacy had assassinated President 
Lincoln and Mr. Johnson had become President. Mr. Johnson issued 
a proclamation allowing commercial intercourse between certain parts 
of the United States and certain other parts of the United States that 
had not been allowed before. Then this Confederate bank, having 
turned itself into a national bank of the United States, and as the suc- 
cessor of the Confederate bank the national bank took all its claims, 
rights, assets—a mere transformation—sent its agents up into the coun- 

that had been rebel country (and it was rebel country until the 20th 
of August, 1866, when the war terminated), and got this cotton, and 
brought it for shipment to various places to send it to New Orleans, when 
it could then be got out, if the United States did not seize it. 

Mr. DAWES. Before August? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before August. In June. It having thus been 
discovered, the agents of the United States acting under the act of 1863, 
either rightfully or wrongfally seized it and turned its proceed into the 
Treasury of the United States, as the law required. 

Then this transformed and rehabilitated Confederate bank applied to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to get the money. The Secretary of the 
Treasury had no more business to pay them the money, whether they 
were entitled to it or not, than I have at this minute, out of the Treas- 
ury, because the law said that the money should be paid into the Treas- 
ury and not into the pocket of the Secretary to be paid back by him at 
his discretion. 

Congress found ont that the Secretary of the Treasury waz exercis- 
ing a jurisdiction that did not belong to him, and that the money had 
not technically been turned into the Treasury, the whole sum. Con- 
gress instantly passed an act to bave it turned into the Treasury. 
Then it got into the Treasury, so that the Secretary could no longer 
deal with it illegally as he had been doing before. ę 

Now come these people and say, ‘‘ We got outside the statute of lim- 
itations because we did not sue within the two years, and our excuse 
for this laches is that we were honestly struggling with one of the De- 
partments to get that money, and that Department did not give it to 
us.’? That is a little too much for me. 

Mr. HOAR. The facts suggested by the Senator from Vermont are 
entirely the creatures of his own fancy. , In the first he said in 
answer to my colleague that this was before June, 1865. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before August. 

Mr. HOAR, It was expressly after. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was before August. 

Mr. HOAR. June 24, 1865, is the date of the President’s proclama- 
tion, and this is found to be subsequent to June 30. Butif there were 
any pretense—there never has been a word from any quarter so far as 
I know—that it was the property of the Confederacy, that is a perfect 
defense before the Court of Claims and before the Supreme Court of 
the United States open to the defendant there. The only question is 
whether it is sound policy to have facts of that kind ascertained in the 
omas or taken from the excited fancy of Senators in the heat of de- 

ate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the passage of the bill I demand the yeasand 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with him. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). I should like 
to Se Pek if the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is re- 
co: ? 


-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 
Mr. PALMER. Then I withdraw my vote. 


I am paired with 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Witson]. If he were t, I should vote “‘ nay.” I 
also desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. ALLISON] with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MoPHERSON]. 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 20; as follows: © 


YEAS—32, 
Bate, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Spooner, 
Butler, Gorman, urpie, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Ransom, Walthall. 
NAYS—20. 
Bowen, Evarts, Ingalls, Plumb, 
A Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
zoe Morrill, - Sherman, 
Dolph, Haw ey Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Edmunds, 5 Platt, Teller. 
ABSENT—24. 
Ald Cockrell, Harris, Sabin, 
Allison Cullom, Hearst, Stanfo: 
Beck, Davis, Kenna, Stewart, 
Berry, Dawes, Vance, 
Blair, George, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
So the bill was 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the House of Representatives be asked 
for a conference on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 11651, being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Under special orders the bill (S. 994) to amend and 
enlarge the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the distribution of the awards made under the convention between 
the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
on the 4th day of July, 1868,” was made a s order for Wednes- 
day, 12; and Senate bill 3401, which is the bill touching the 
Pacific railroads, was made a special order for December 4, eight days 
before the time fixed for the consideration of Senate bill 994. The lat- 
ter was necessarily postponed on account of the tariff bill then under 
consideration, and it seems to me that Senate bill 3401 properly is to- 
day in advance of Senate bill 994. Ido not understand that any ob- 
jection is urged against this view, or at any rate against placing the 
Pacific railroad bill in advance. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was about to state De being in temporary occu- 
pancy of the chair at the hour of 2 o’cl examined the record, and 
it appearing upon the Calendar thatthe bill referred to first by the Sen- 
ator from Maine was on the Ist of October last made a special order for 
the 12th of December, and that on the 15th of October last the bill 
concerning the Pacific railroads was made a order for the 5th of 
December, and that it was postponed until the 12th of December, the 
rule seemed to require that the bill which was last made a special or- 
der should be given preference. Therefore the occupant of the chair 
laid before the Senate the bill which was made a special order for the 
12th of December on the 1st of October. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is to say, Senate bill 994, 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill was laid before the Senate at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent, the Pacific Railroad bill being 
one of great public importance, that it may have precedence of Senate 
bill 994 and may now be taken up, and if it is taken up I will then 
yield to the Senator from Kansas for the consideration of the District 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the special order (S. 3401) toamend an act entitled 
** An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out 
of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rail- 
roads, and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned, may have prece- 
Tence in the list of special orders, and þe first assigned for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether that will interfere at all with the unanimous consent which 
the Senate gave for the consideration of the British extradition treaty? 

Mr. FRYE. It will not. I do not mean that it shall. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. In that case I do not object. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Ishall not object if the only effect is to transpose 


those two special orders. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the effect. 


Mr. HALE. What is the other special order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the act 
approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the distribu- 

on of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th 
day of July, 1868.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Maine, 
the chairman of the Special Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
whether it is his intention to call up Senate bill 3041 for considera- 
tion this week. 

Mr. FRYE. It is, immediately, only I will yield to the Senator 
from Kansas to proceed with the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to inquire further from the chairman of 
the committee whether there has been any action taken by his com- 
mittee on an important amendment introduced by me and referred 
to it. 

Mr. FRYE. There has been consideration; but not final action, 

. Mr. MITCHELL. I have no disposition to interfere with this mat- 
ter if it can be postponed until next week. However, unless the 
chairman of the committee is willing that the bill shall not be pro- 
ceeded with until next week, I shall feel like objecting. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going to express the hope that my colleague 
would get this bill out of the way as soon as possible. Iam desirous 
of calling up the bill providing for the next census, which is an im- 

rtant matter, and may take some time in the Senate; and I wish to 
feig itup as soon as at least the Pacific Railroad bill is out of the 
way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 3401 may have pre- 
cedence on the list of special orders, 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he had 
better ask unanimous consent to consider the bill some day next week, 
so that we may have an opportunity to be prepared. I think quite a 
number, probably, of our friends would object to its being taken up for 
consideration immediately after the appropriation bill. While I have 
no disposition on my part to object, I suggest that the Senator fix a 
day next week, say Monday or Tuesday. 

Mr. FRYE. The trouble is that appropriation bills will be coming 
in then. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to suggest that I understand there are to be 
one or two pretty full speeches on the bill, explanatory of the measure, 
and after those are made undoubtedly there will be no difficulty in a 
postponement of the further consideration of the bill until next week. 
Those speeches will probably take all the week, and we shall not sit 
on Saturday this week. To-day is Wednesday, and it is now 3 o’clock. 

Mr.GORMAN. With the understanding that there shall be no vote 
taken on the question until next week, I shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Speaking with reference to the order of business, 
I desire to say that it was my intention this morning or some time to- 
day to move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution for the 
investigation of the Louisiana election. The Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Greson], however, indicated to me that he desired to speak on 
the resolution, and would not be prepared to go on to-day. I wish to 
say that I shall at the first convenient opportunity, certainly not later 
than Friday of this week, make a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of that resolution, and I trust the Senator will be prepared at that 
time. Ifthe investigation proposed by the resolution is to be ordered 
at this session of the Senate, it is certainly important that the subject 
should be acted upon at an early day, and not later than Friday I shall 
make that motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I have no objection to the Senator 
testing the sense of the Senate on that question whenever he desires to 
do so, provided I may be present. If there is any memorial here from 
any member of the Legislature of Louisiana or any citizen of Louisiana 
asking for an investigation, I should be glad, if that citizen feel 
aggrieved, to move that the investigation shall take place. But Iam 
opposed to an investigation being made at the request of a citizen of 
New Hampshire against the wishes of the people of Louisiana. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The whole Republican party, I think, is ready 
for an investigation except the two colored men who, I see, were run 
out from Louisiana yesterday for undertaking to organize the Knights 
of Labor in that State. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RATLROADS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. If it is the understanding that no vote on any 

roposition connected with the funding bill shall be taken this week, 

F have no objection to the change in the order of business asked for by 
the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that Senate bill 3401 may be assigned first in the Calen- 
dar of special orders. Is there objection? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iappeal to the chairman of the committee to know 


if a vote will be asked on any matter connected with the bill this week. 

Mr. FRYE. To-day is Wednesday. No; I will consent that no vote 
shall be taken this week. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. Sen- 
ate bill 3401 has precedence on the Calendar of special orders, and the 
order heretofore made laying Senate bill 994 before the Senate is re- 
considered. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeds to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled t An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri pre to se Pacific Heen and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, Lad also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 11651, being the District appropriation bill. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
for that purpose? 

Mr. FRYE. I do. 

PUNISHMENT OF RAPE. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Kansas to yield just a 
moment, that I may secure action on the conference report upon House 
bill 5870, to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the punishment of the 
crime of rape. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report of the committee of con- 
ference was presented, and was laid on the table at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. UALL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that the Senator from Florida does 
not care about making any remarks upon the conference report, or I 
should not have asked the Senator from Kansas to yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
a proceed to the consideration of the conference report, which has 

n read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know what the report is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the os A votes of tho two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. ) to amend the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the 
pousan of the crime of rape, having met, after full and free conf-rence 
A ivo agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Strike out before the word “District,” in line 4, the words “any Territory” 
and insert the word “‘the;” in line 5, after the word “place,” insert * except 
the Territories; ” in line 11, before the word “ years,” strike out “five” and 
insert ‘‘fifteen:” in same line, after the word “and,” strike out the words 
“for the second or other” and insert “each su! uent;’’ and in line 13, be- 
fore the word “ years,” strike out “ten” and insert " thirty;” so as to : 

“ That every person who shall carnally and unlawfully know any female under 
the age of sixteen years, or who shall be accessory to such carnal and unlawful 
knowledge before the fact inthe District of Columbia, or other place, except the 
Territories, over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, or on any 
vessel within the admiralty or maritime jurisdiction of the United States and 
out of the jurisdiction of any State or Terri , shall be guilty of a felony, and 
when convicted thereof shall be punished by imprisonment at hard labor for 
the first offense for not more fifteen years, and for each subsequent of- 
fense not more than thirty P tost 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee further recommend that the title of the bill be amende 1 so as 


read: 
"A bill to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful knowing of any female 
under the age of sixteen years.” 
CHAS, J. FAULKNER, 
JOHN ©. SPOO: 
O. B. FARWELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
JNO. J. HEMP’ 
BARNES COMPTON, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on concurring in the 


report. 

The report was concurred in. 

USE OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask the Senator from Kansas to allow me to call up 
the bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to permit the temporary occupation and crossing of certain 
streets in the city of Washington and District of Columbia by the tracks 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the demands of 
increased travel incident to the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th of 
March, 1889. 

Mr. PLUMB. As that is a matter relating practically to the inau- 
guration ceremonies to occur early in March, I will yield for that pur-' 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill moved by the Senator from Rhode Island ? 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commis- 

sioners of the District of Columbia to permit the tem occupation 

and crossing of certain streets in the city of Washington and District 

of Columbia by the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 

pany, to meet thedemands of increased travel incident to the inaugural 
ceremonies on the 4th of March, 1889. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 11651. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1890, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading be 
dispensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments will be acted on as they are reached in the text of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was in the appropria- 
tions ‘‘for salaries and contingent expenses for executive office,’’ page 2, 
line 6, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert: 

One Maik, stenographer, and type-writer, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 15; after the word 
‘t dollars,” to insert: 

Three laborers, at $1 per diem each, $939. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for salary of ‘‘one chief inspector of plumbing” from 
$2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next afnendment was, at the end of the same clause, on page 3, 
line 3, to increase the total amount of the appropriation ‘for salaries 
and contingent expenses for executive office’’ from $44,064 to $46,703. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: The next amendment was, in the appropriations t‘ for assessor’s of- 
og on page 3, line 12, after the word ** dollars,” to insert ‘‘ one clerk, 

1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 3, line 17, after 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ six hundred;”’ so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, detection of 
frauds on the revenue, and other necessary items, 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 3, line 17, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for assessor’s office” 
from $17,300 to $18,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ít for collector's 
office,” section 1, line 1, page 4, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to insert 
“five hundred; 2” so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, and other 
necessary items, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on Page 4, 4, line 1, section 1, to increase the 
oa amount of the appropriations “‘ for collector’s office’? from $18,200 
to $18,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 1, section 1, to increase the 
appropriation ‘* for necessary expenses in the collection of overdue per- 
sonal taxes by distraint and sale or otherwise, and for other necessary 
items ’’ from $1,000 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 25, in the appropriations 
‘for attorney’s office,” to increase the appropriation for ‘‘one assistant 
attorney ’’ from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 9, to increase the total 
San of the appropriations “‘ for attorney’s office” from $11,600 to 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 14, in the appropriations 
‘f for engineer’s office,” to increase the appropriation for the salary of 
“fone superintendent of roads”? from $1,400 to $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 6, line 15, to 
oera tke a sry for the salary of “one superintendent of 

i » from $900 to $1,200. 

e amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 6, in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 


One superintendent and inspector of sewers, $2,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 7, line 2, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations for salaries of clerks and 
employés in the ‘‘engineer’s office’? from $40,050 to $42,750. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 9, to increase the amount 
of the appropriation ‘* for contingent expenses’? of engineer’s office from 
$4,800 to $5,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 7,in the appropriations for “streets, 
avenues, alleys, and roads,” after the word ‘‘ninety,’’ in line 25, to 
strike out ‘‘and for resurfacing and repairing of Pennsylvania avenue 
from First to Seventeenth streets northwest, six hundred and seventeen 
thousand,” and insert ‘‘ one million seventy-nine thousand eight hun- 
dred and four;’’ andin the same clause, on page 8, line 5, after the word 
“‘appendix,’’ to strike out ‘‘and on Pennsylvania avenue;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For work on sundry streets and avenues named in Appendix “ OC,” Book of 

, for the fiscal year 1890, $1,079,804, to be expended in the discretion of 

the commissioners on streets and ayenues ‘specified in the schedules named in 
said appendix and in the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 8, after the words ‘‘ Gen- 
eral schedule,” to strike out: ‘‘ Including the work of resurfacing and 
repairing of Pennsylvania avenue from First to Seventeenth streets 
northwest, two hundred and forty-four thousand five hundred,” and 
insert “two hundred and seventy-eight thousand; ”’ so as to read: 

General schedule: Two hundred we seventy-eight thousand dollars. 


The amendment was 

The next amendment anges 8,line 13, after the words ‘‘ George- 
town schedule,” to strike out “ thirty-seven thousand’? and insert 
‘seventy-six thousand five hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Georgetown schedule: Seventy-six thousand five huodred and fifty dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 15, after the word ‘‘ sched- 
ule,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred and forty-five thousand ” and insert 
‘‘ three hundred and fifty-seven thousand seven hundred and forty- 
nine;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Northwest section schedule: Three hundred and fifty-seven thousand seven 
hundred and forty-nine dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, afterthe word ‘‘sched- 
ule,” to strike out ‘‘fifty-eight thousand”? and insert ‘fone hundred 
thousand and seventy-five;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Southwest section schedule: One hundred thousand and seventy-five dollars, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 20, after the word ‘‘sched- 
ule,” to strike out ‘“‘ fifty-eight thousand” and insert “‘one hundred 
and twenty-five thousand eight hundred and seventy-five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Southeast section schedule: One hundred and twenty-five thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-five dollars, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, after the word 
“schedule,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-four thousand five hundred ” and 
insert ‘‘one hundred and forty-one thousand five hundred and fifty- 
five; ” so as to make the clause read: 

Northeast section schedule: One hundred and forty-one thousand five hun- 
dred and fifty-five dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 6, after the word ‘‘ base,” 
to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That these conditions as to price and depth of base shall not apply 
to those streets on which, in the judgment of the commissioners of the District, 
by reason of heavy traffic, apa foundation, or other causes, a payement of more 
than ordinary strength is required. - ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, under the head of ‘‘ Re- 
pairs to pavements,” to increase the appropriation “ for repairs to con- 
crete pavements”? from $90,000 to $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 9, line 17, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

For resurfacing and re Sob dal aa ae. ania avenue from First to Seventeenth 
street northwest, $130, in all 

The amendment was eene to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 24, under the head of “‘ Per- 
mit work,’’ to increase the appropriation “for the improvement and 
repair of alleys and sidewalks and the construction of sewers and side- 
walks’’ from $100,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 10, line 12, 
after the words ‘‘ according to the,” to strike out ‘* area ”’ and insert 
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“lineal frontage;’’ and in line 19, in the same clause, after the word 
‘t property,” to insert ‘‘ according to its lineal frontage;’’ so as to read: 
And RA DERS That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
Prersnck io in ir discretion to order such of the above en work as 
in their opinion is necessary for the public health, safety, or comfort, and to 
pay the total cost of such work from said appropriation; one-half of the cost 
of such work so done, including material and labor, shall be 
and become a lien upon the property abutting upon the line of improve- 
ment, and shall be levied pro rata according to the lineal frontage of each lot 
or part of lot abutting upon such improvement, within sixty days after acon 


such assessment, and in order to reimburse said og Heap ae s50 © 
one-half of the cost of such work so done, including labor and material, ~hall 
be c against and beconte a lien upon the property abutting upon the line 


of the said work, and shall be levied pro rata upon said property according to 
its lineal frontage upon such terms and regulations as to notice to proprietors 
and the method and terms of such notice as shall seem to the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia right and proper, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 1, under the head of 
“ Repairs, streets, avenues, and'alleys,’’ to increase the appropriation 
‘for current work of repairs of streets, avenues, and alleys’’ from 
$30,000 to $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 4, under the head of 
“Repairs, county roads,’’ to increase the appropriation ‘‘for current 
work of repair of county roads and suburban streets’’ from $45,000 to 
$60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 11, on page 12. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ishould like to offer an amendment at this point, 
with the permission of the committee, to come in after line 11, on page 
12: 

To grade and regulate First street west—— 


Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator that the rule is to go on first 
and complete the consideration of the amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. If the Senator pan that, I shall 
wait until the committee amendments are concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that will be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Ohio will lie on the table until the committee amendments are con- 
cluded. ‘The of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the biil. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, under the 
head of ‘‘ Constructing county roads,’’ after line 15, to insert: 


For paving Pomeroy street, from the west building line of the Freedmen's 
Hospital to the east building line of Brightwood avenue, $1,625; 

To extend Eighteenth street, middle section, to Columbia road, $5,000; 

To grade and regulate Massachusetts avenue extended from Boundary to 


cy ey ape son Roanoke and Irving streets from Seventh to Four- 
teenth pereets, $10,000, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment, was on page 13, line 5, after the word ‘‘road,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ where widened;’’ so as to read: 

For Rock Creek Church road, where widened, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 6, to insert: 

For Naylor road, $3,500. 

For Woodley road, $5,000. 

To grade and macadamize Good Hope road to the District line, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 12, before the word 
“ Branch,” tostrike out ‘“‘ Piney’s’’ and insert ‘‘ Piney;’’ so as to road: 

To grade and regulate Seventeenth street from Park street to Piney Branch, 

„600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 23, to reduce the appro- 
priation ‘‘for Bunker Hill road” from $8,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 24, to strike out ‘‘for 
River road from Tennallytown west, $5,000; ’’ and in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ ninety-nine thousand four hundred” and 
insert ‘‘one hundred and forty-six thousand five hundred and twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read: 

In all, $146,525. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 4, before the word “‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten’ and insert ‘‘five;**’ so as to read: 

Condemnation ofstreets, roads, and alleys: For condemnation ofstreets. roads, 
and alleys, $5,000, 

‘The amendment was agreed te. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 6, to insert: 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia may at any time proceed to 
condemn lands for streets, alleys, roads, and highways, to the ascertainment of 
the costs thereof, under the pro of chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes per- 

to said District: Provided, That in all cases where there are no fundsap- 
plicable to the same no further proceedings shail be had until payment of the 
condemnation money, and all such condemnations not paid from moneys fur- 
respective dates, be- 


nished or ig nah noun for shall, after six months from their ive 
come void for all purposes, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment: In line 14, to in- 
sert ‘‘twelve’’ instead of ‘‘six,’’ so as to allow twelve months, 

_ The Senator will see that sometimes appropriations are made a con- 
siderable time in advance of the beginning of the fiscal year and do_ 
not take effect until the Ist of July, and sometimes in the long session 
they are made after that time. à 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On page 14, line 12, in the amendment proposed by 
the committee, I pro: to make it read ‘twelve months.” Itshould 
be at least that, and I think really it ought to be two years; but I sug- 
gest twelve months instead of six months. 

Mr. PLUMB. The point in reference to that is that the property- 
owner ought to be taken into account. When his property has been 
condemned, that is, when all the machinery for condemnation has been 
set in motion and the property has been appraised, he is entitled to 
know within some reasonable time whether it is to be taken or not. 
This is designed more specifically to cover cases where individual prop- 
erty-owners, individual persons, owners of adjacent property or other- 
wise, having an interest in the subject-matter, are willing to putup the 
money, but can not put it up until they know the amount which will 
be necessary, and that can only be determined by the a isal pro- 
vided for in thissection. It seemsas though six months should be long 
enough to keep the nat govt tarot in that waiting condition after the 
appraisal is made until the time when the owner can know whether 
the property will be taken or whether it will be abandoned. 

I may say to the Senator that the courts have held that under the 
present law, unless there is money appropriated and actually under the 
control of the District issioners for the payment of the appraised 
price of property to be taken under condemnation proceedings, no con- 
demnation proceedings can be had. We have designed here to cover a 
condition of things in which the necessity for the condemnation might 
exist, but for which no money could be had, leaving the question open 
as to whether the money might come in one case from the adjacent 
property-owners, as I have said, or in the other case from Congress by 
appropriation after report made. 

While I have no objection to having the time made twelve months, 
it seems to me to be unjust to the property-owners to keep them in 
that uncertain condition for so long a period. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take some time to make the condemnation, 
and then the property-owners ought to have at least twelve months 
afterwards to raise the money or make their arrangements. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall not object to the extension of the time to 
twelve months, 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention has been called to this matter by a 
person who is interested as a ~owner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, line 14, of the amendment reported 
by the Committee ou Appropriations, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘six’’ 
and insert ‘‘twelve”’ before the word ‘‘ months;’’ so as to read: 

And all such condemnations not paid from moneys furnished or spstopeet 
for shall, after twelve months from their respective dates, become void for all 
purposes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. ` 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 24, after the word 
‘í Provided,’’ to strike out: 

That the said ground can be acquired without publie expense. 

And insert: 


That the said Bioons. be acquired, or the cost of the same be defrayed, other- 
wise than at public expense, A 


The amendment was agreed to. 5 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 6, to insert: 


Surveys on account of subdivisions of land: To pay the expenses of such sur- 
ve to enable the commissionersof the District to deter- 


ys as may be necessa: 
mine if plats of subdivisions of land within the District offered for record have 


been made in conformity to the “ Act to regulate subdivisions of land within 
the District of Columbia,” approved August 27, 1888, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “sewers,” on 
page 15, line 21, before the word “‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
three’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five; ” so as to read: 

For cleaning and repairing sewers and basins, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 23, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to 
read: 

For replacing obstructed sewers, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Thenextamendment was, on page 16, line 1, after the word ‘‘sewers,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’? and insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read: 

For main and pipe sewers, $125,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next: amendment was, on page 16, line 3, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “forty ° and insert “‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

For suburban sewers, $60,000. > 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 3, to insert : 

‘That hereafter the commissioners of the District of pete Ceo author- 
Pig eyeopener apply tħe money for the repair of sew- 
ers and replacing of obstructed sewers, by contract or otherwise, as may be 
most economical and advantageous to the District. 

The appropriations made in thisact for the improvement of streets and county 
roads, exclusive of repairs thereon, for the construction of sewers, and for the 
erection of school buildings, shall b be immediately available. 

Selita ere of the ge ees is h cons eens tes a er 

sani; shall pna ages e system 
pissan ipp poe Aa n the District of Columbia, together wi Aged 
and recommendations as may to them seem necessary or desirable for 
ion extension of the same, and such report shall be transmitted to Con- 
by the President at its next session. for the i Fares of defraying 
the of such examination and report the sum $15,000, or so much 
AAs. reagas be necessary, is hereby appropriated, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘Current expenses, 
streets, avenues, and alleys, Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning,’ om- 
page 17, line 1, after the word ‘‘avenues,’’ to insert “‘and;” and, in line 

2, to strike out “ and suburban streets; so as to read: 

"sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets, avenues, and alleys, $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 17, line 2, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: 

Provided, That no expenditure hereunder shall be made at a price higher than 
27 cents per 1,000 square yards for streets and avenues, and 3) ee Te 
square yards for alleys. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


ee ua the yments for such work for the fiscal year 1889 shall be at the rate 
ng to the terms of the contract now existing under which the same 
Di aines done, and for this purpose a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, to increase the appropriation 
for contingent expenses of the parking eommission from $18,000 to 
$25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Lighting,’ on page 17, 
line 12, after the word “‘Georgetown,”’ to insert “including the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue;’’ and*in line 13, before the word “*thou- 

sand,” to strike out ‘' thirty-five’ and insert ‘‘forty-five;’’ so as to 
read: 

For electric lighting, includin, 
mac Ste r as r ie aaa a Waahtagion 
cluding the south side of mea alpen avenue, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 18, line 14, 
after the word ‘‘Provided,”’ to strike out the following proviso: 

‘That no more than 40 cents shall be paid foreach light per night ey | 
from sunset to sunrise, and each are light shall be of not less than 1,000 
candle-power, and no part of this appropriation shall be used for electric light- 
ing after September 30, 1889, by means of wires erected or maintained on or over 
any of the streets or avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
That no more than 60 cents per night shall be paid for any light burning from 
sunset to sunrise, and no more than Laonis pent shall be paid for any light 
burning sunset to sunrise an d operated Lar iraia in Aee by 
es s ad each are light shall be of not less than 1,000 act „and 
of thls appropriation shail be used for electri ighting afier 


pppoe mae asf 


ee Se ee ara er nE streets or avenues of | an 


on las es of Washington and Georgetown, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, on line 23, page 18, by striking 
ont ‘‘fifty’’ before the word “cents” and inserting *‘ forty.” 

I desire to say that I think the proposition of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is better than the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I do not think that these electric lights running on wires 
overhead should be tolerated in the city of W: at all. They 
ought all to be placed under ground. We have noticed the calamities 
which have overtaken and horses in various cities where these 
wires have been strung overhead. They arealways asouree of danger. 
Every time a building takes fire, if a fireman approaches and happens 
to touch one of these wires, it isdeath tohim. Therefore I think that, 
instead of giving these corporations an nds saber to place these wires 
overhead, they ought to be compelled to p them und und, 

So far as the pending proposition is eoncerned, I do not think that 
the difference between 50 and 60 cents is sufficient to compel the com- 
panies to put the wires under-ground. If the present system is to be 
tolerated at all, I want to have the difference in the amount allowed for 
lighting large enough to induce them to place the wires under-ground. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has notobseryed, I think, thelatter part 
of the committee amendment. If he will read that, he will see that 
after the 30th day of September next none of the money s riated 
by this bill will be available for the payment of any laas whieh: is 
operated by means of a wire carried overhead. 

If he looks at that amendment carefully I think the Senator will 
find that it is superior to the provision contained in the bill as it eame 
from the House of Representatives, because it provides, which the 
House bill does not, ina practical way, as the committee think, for the 
ype adjustment of this matter, and the sum of 50 cents has hereto- 

‘ore been fixed as the proper sum for overhead lighting. The District 
commissioners, the engineer commissioner especially, say that that is 


the ‘proper sum; and we only design to carry this on to the 30th day 
of September, at which time every single doilar of this appropriation 
ceases unless the wires are put under-ground. 

Mr. MORRILL. But still I would not authorize the cunstruetion 
of these wires overhead. 

eree PLUMB. Therèis a positive provision in the existing law for- 

the erection of overhead wires, which went into effect on the 
isth day of September last, and no overhead wires have been put up 
since that time. 

The amendment of the committee not only constitutes an induce- 
ment to these people to put the overhead wires under-ground, butit 
vides that unless they do so by the 30th day of September next, 
shall not have any pi the money appropriated by the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. The explanation of the Senator from Kansas is 
entirely satisfactory, and I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The ques- 
tion, then, is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 7, after the word 
“‘shall,’? to insert “investigate, ascertain, and;”’ in line 9, before the 
word electric,” to insert ‘‘gas and;’’ and in line 10, after the word 
“contracts,” to strike out ‘‘and that they be authorized to invite pro- 
posals for supplying said light at reduced rates, and in this they are 
not limited to any one system;’’ so as to read: 

Provided further, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall in- 

„ascertain, and report to the first session of the Fifty-first Congress 


what deduction may be made for gasand electric lighting, both for annual and 
for five-year contracts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ Public schools,” on 
page 20, line 14, before the words *‘in number,” to strike out ** forty ” 
and insert “ forty-five;’’ in line 18, before the word “‘dollars,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘seventy’’ and insert “eighty; ; in the same line, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike ont ‘four hundred and ninety-five thousand 
eight’? and insert ‘‘five hundred and six thousand six;” in line 21, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out “nine hundred” and insert 
‘one thousand;’? and on page 21, line 1, after the word “grades,” to 
insert “exclusive of principals of such normal, manual-training, and 
country schools;’’ so as to read: 


For teachers: For Bates not fo exceed seven hundred and Sere. Lye 
number, inclading teac 

rate of compensation not to exceed the rate provided 

bed bonged at an average not to 

d to teachers in pee sa now receiving $1, oe or feat except er 
cases of ction to fill vacancies occurring before or after the 
this act, and except in salaries to pees of normal, man 
country schools, and no increase umber of teachers Y. 

grades, exclusive of principals of such normal, manual-training, an ml unies 


schools, shall be made, and the minimum compensation shall not be 
at the rate of $300 per ann and the namesofand actual compensation to 
under this provision shall Congress at the g 
of soon regular session by the commissioners. 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, on page 21, line 11, after the word ‘‘ du- 
ties,” to insert: 


in each and es schools in the District for the 
fiscal year 1891. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘‘janitors and 
care of buildings and grounds,” on page 22, line 12, before the word 
new,” to strike out “eight” and insert “ nine;’’ so as to read: 
pia: new eight-room school buildings, at $500 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 22, line 22, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for janitors and care of 
school buildings and grounds from $41,311 to $41,811. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, to increase the appropri- 
ation ‘‘ for repairs and improvements to school buildings and grounds”? 
from $20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 5, to increase the appro- 
mana ‘t for eontingent expenses, including furniture, books, station- 

ry; printing, insurance, and other necessary items,’’ from $22,500 to 


age A wes ace 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert: 


To enable the commissioners of the District to ot, Tor th lots 51, 52, and 53, in 

square 633, joining the Arthur school-building lot, for the use of said school 
$3,702.50: and also to purchase lots 73 and 74,-in said square, for use of said 
school, $3,192.80; in all, $3,985.30: Prov: That not exceeding $1 per square 
foot shall be paid fop oni’ lote de either ef iioii 


The amendment was agreed to. 
ee BAET ees after line 24, on page 24, to insert: 


commissioners shall have all the powers conferred on the 
SE the TEANAS ont other officers of the United States by the act of August 


1132 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 23, 


1888, entitled "An act to authorize condemnation of land for sites of public build- 

and for other purposes,” for the condemnation of land for sites for school 
buildings, engine-houses, and for policestations, and for circles to become publie 
reservations. Applications for such proceedings shall be filed in the supreme 
court of said District, by the attorney thereof, under such orders as said court 
may prescribe in such cases. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I propose an amendment to the amendment of the 
committee, which, I suppose, the Senator from Kansas will agree to. 
In line 10, on page 24, after the word ‘‘reservations,’’? I move to in- 
sert—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary is reading on page 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then he is reading from another copy of the bill. 
In the copy I have it is on page 24. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator should insert his amendment on page 
25, line 8, in the amendment of the committee which has just been 


read, 
Mr. SHERMAN, I have a different print. I think it is an old 


t. 
Pie PLUMB. There was another print made for the committee. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 25, line 8 of the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations, after the word ‘‘reservations,’’ it is 
to insert: 


And for streets, alleys, and roads authorized by law. 


Mr. PLUMB. The commissioners already have that authority. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think there is a difference of opinion about it. 
If we insert these words, and the Senator does not find that the law to 
which I refer is better, the conference can strike them out; but the 
law regulating the condemnation of land by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for public-building sites throughout the United States is care- 
fully framed, and has undergone the ordeal of the decisions of the 
United States courts as to the mode of condemnation. 

Mr. PLUMB. So has the law which has been in existence here for 
many years, providing for the condemnation of streets. The commis- 
sioners and the attorney for the District—and the attorney for the Dis- 
trict drew this amendment—said in response to a suggestion of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations that no additional 
authority is necessary for that purpose, because ample authority is al- 
ready conferred under the existing law, as has been settled by the 


courts, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator is sure of that, I shall not insist on 
my amendment, but I understand that, the law I have referred to has 
undergone the closest scrutiny. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no question about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio with- 
draw his amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do, on the assurance of the Senator from Kan- 


sas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. ‘The question recurs on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Met- 
ropolitan police;’’ on page 25, line 20, after the word ‘‘superintendent,”’ 
to strike out “two thousand seven’? and insert ‘‘three thousand 
three;”” on page 26, line 8, before the word ‘‘lieutenants,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ on the same page, in line 9, before the 
word ‘“‘ sergeants,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-two’’ and insert “‘twenty- 
eight; on the same page, in line 11, before the word “‘ privates,” to 
strike out ‘‘ forty-five’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-five;’’ on the same page, 
line 12, before the word “ privates,” to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert 
‘fifty;? on the same in line 23, before the word “‘ drivers,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘seven;’’ on page 27, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘each,’’ to insert ‘‘ three police matrons, at $600 each, $1,800;’’ 
and on the same page, line 2, after the word “‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ three 
hundred and sixty-two thousand three hundred and forty ’’ and insert 
“ four hundred and twenty thousand four hundred and twenty;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

FOR METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


For one major and superintendent, $3,300; one captain, $1 ; two lieuten- 
ants, inspectors, at $1,500each; one chief clerk, who shall also roperty clerk, 
$1,800; one clerk, $1,500; one clerk, $900; four surgeons for the police and fire de- 
partments, at $480 each; for additional compensation for privates detailed for 
spen service in the detection and prevention of crime, $1,440, or so much 

ercofas may be necessary; ten lieutenants, at $1,320 each; twenty-eight ser- 
geants, at $1,140 each; one hundred and by Be privates, class 1, at $900 
each; one hundred and fifty privates, class 2, at $1,080 each; nineteen station- 
keepers, at $720 each ; nine laborers, at $480 each; one messenger, $700; one mes- 
senger, ; one major and superintendent, mounted, $240; one captain,mounted, 
$240; twenty-five lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at $240 each; one 
van-driver, $360; one ambulance-driver, $480; one assistantambulance-driver, at 
$300; seven drivers of patrol-wagons, at $360 each; three police matrons, at $600 
each, $1,800; in all, $420,420, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation ‘‘for the fire depart- 
ment,’’ on 29, line 5, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ ex- 
changing two fire-engines, $8,000;”? in line 9, after the word ‘‘ items,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven thousand five hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ eight thou- 
sand;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 


eight thousand two” and insert “thirty-six thousand seven;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For repairs to engine-ho $2,000; irst t d li; 
$3,000; purchase of ae, $3,000; for fael, $2,000 s purobasa of horses, $3,000; for: 
age, $5,500; purchase of one chemical engine, $2,250: exchanging two fire-en- 
gines, $8,000; contingent expenses, including oftice-rent, horsesiiocing, furni- 
ture, fixtures, washing, oil, medical and stable supplies, harness, blacksmithing, 
labor, gas, and other necessary items, $8,000; in Th, $36,750, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “telegraph and tele- 
phone service,’’ on page 30, after line 2, to insert: 

For purchase of new fire-alarm boxes and one additional repeater and other 
necessaries for enlarging the fire-alarm telegraph, $5,000. 

And the commissioners of the District of Columbia may hereafter, under such 
reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize the overhead wires ofan 
telegraph, telephone, or electric-light company to be laid under any st 
alley, highway, footway, or sidewalk in the District, whenever in their judg- 
ment the public interest may require the exercise of such authority, such priv- 
ijeges as may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress 
without compensation, and this authority to continue only until the termina- 
tion of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggestanamendmentin line 6, to strike out “And” 
and insert ‘‘That,’’ at the beginning of the last paragraph. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘ Health department,” on page 30, line 21, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘for one clerk” and insert ‘‘ one chief clerk, 
who shall hereafter, in the necessary absence or inability of the health 
officer from any cause, perform his duties without additional compen- 
sation.” In thesame clause, on page 31, line 1, after the word ‘' each,” 
to strike out ‘‘one clerk, $1,000,” and insert ‘‘two clerks at $1,000 
each;’’ on the same page, line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ in the same line, after the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred and forty” and insert ‘‘nine 
hundred and twenty;’’ and on the same page, in line 12, after the word 
“fall,” to strike out “forty-eight thousand and sixty” and insert 
‘‘ forty-nine thousand five hundred and forty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 

For one health officer, $3,000; six sanitary i at $1,200 each; two food 
nspectors, at $1,200 each; one Seapecnoe of aD D $1,200; Gas abit 
clerk, who shall hereafter, in the necessary absence or inability of the health 
officer from any cause, perform his duties without additional com tion, 
$1,800; one clerk, $1,400; two clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 each ; 
one messenger ,$40; one pound-master, $1,200; laborers, at not exceeding $40 
poz month, $1,920; one ambulance-driver, $480; and for contingent expenses, 

peg ay Ra A ramon ih goer xem, eee to pound ney Mamma 7 piel 
m for orseshoeing, . Dee] z 
lection ROR Teed of panre pi a x $20,000; in all, 950. T mee tps 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous ex- 
penses,” on page 33, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ thonsand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
‘all,’’ to strike out “‘ fourteen Pand insert ‘'fifteen;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For rent of District offices, $3,600; for general advertising, $3,000; for books, 
and repairs of books for register of wills, $200; to enable the register of willsto 
complete the assorting, briefing, indexing, and filing the records of his office, 
and reproducing the administration an rdian dockets, prior to 1879, in- 
cluding clerical service and purchase of file-holders and books, $1,000; printing, 
checks, damages, forage, care of horses not otherwise provided for, horseshoe- 
ing, fuel, ice, gas, repairs, insurance, rebinding and Zepairi records, and other 
general necessary expenses of District offices, $8,000; all, $15,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ reformatories 
and prisons,” on page 34, line 5, after the word ‘‘ hostler,” to insert 
**$120;” and in the same line, to strike out “and ambulance-driver, 
$240” and insert ‘tone ambulance-driver, $120; so as to read: 

For peered Asylum: For one intendant, $1,200; one matron, 9600; one 


visitin , $1,080; one resident physician $430; one clerk, $600; one 

baker, $420; one overseer, $800; five overseers, at each; one engineer, $600; 

one assistant engineer, $350; one second assistant engineer, $300; five watch- 

a roan ; one blacksmith, $200; one hostler, $120; one ambulance- 
ver, ~ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in theappropriation for ‘‘ Reform School,” 
on page 35, line 24, to reduce the amount appropriated ‘‘for grading, 
draining, and permanently improving patie i from $600 to $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* the Industrial 
Home School,’’ on page 36, after line 5, to insert: 

To provide for heating the several buildings by steam and lightin; 

$8,700: and the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $1, 


Boiler and connections and repairi 
District appropriation act appro 
Treasury. 


same by 

d h ade b y the 
an ng nhouses, made by the 
July 18, 1888, Shall be covered into the 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 23, under the head of 
“t For charities,” to increase the appropriation for the relief of the poor 
from $15,000 to $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 23, to insert: 

For temporary support of indigent persons, male and female, to be expended 
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in such manner as the commissioners of the District may deem best, $6,000; and 
from this sum the commissioners may allot not exceeding $2,500 to board 
of management of the TORPO Home for Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army 
of the Republic, District of Columbia, and not exceeding $1,500 to the Young 
Woman's Christian Home, and not exceeding $1,500 to the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union. 

The amendment was agreed to. e 

Mr. DAWES. I moveto strikeout “‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘“‘ twenty ” 
before the word *‘thousand,” in line 10, on page 37. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understood that the com- 
mittee amendments should be concluded first. 

Mr. DAWES. This is from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 37, line 10, before the word ‘‘ thousand ” 
it phe to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’? and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to 
read: 

For the support and maintenance of the Columbia Hospital for Women and 
Lying-in Asylum, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 37, after line 15, to insert: 

To complete and connect drainageand sewerage of building with main sewer» 


To erect coal-vault and to change the laundry, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 5, toreduce the appropria- 
tion ‘‘for the Washington Hospital for Foundlings, for maintenance,” 
from $7,000 to $6,000. 

‘The amendment was to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 12, to insert: 

To aid the House of the Good Shepherd in erecting a building, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Charities,’’ on 
38, line 19, before the word ‘‘appropriation,”’ to strike out “the an- 
nual’? and insert ‘this act and in former;’’ so as to read: 

That hereafter the several institutions included under the heads of asylums, 
reformatories, industrial schools, and charities named in this act and in former 
appropriation acts for the support of the District of Columbia shall report to the 
commissioners of the District, on or before the lst day of October of each year, 
> full and detailed account of receipts and expenditures, and all their opera- 

ons. ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 2, to insert: 

And for th: f defrayi that be incurred tai 
ing the information necessary to carry into effect the above requirenÀnta the 
sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, 
and the commissioners are authorized to make such tions as they may 


deem necessary to enable them to make full report of the transactions of the 
said several institutions. 


Mr. PLUMB. It is necessary to make an amendment there in order 
that that may be, to use a printer’s phrase, ‘‘run in” immediately fol- 
lowing the word ‘‘same,’’ in line 39, instead of being made a separate 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be arranged by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. PLUMB, I wish to have that done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 10, to insert: 

And all sums of money heretofore appropriated by Congress or which may 
hereafter be approp and expended in aid of the purchase of real estate 
shall (subject to any trust deed, mortgage, or other security or incumbrance 
ipa be such property at the time of its purchase, or created at the time of 
its ase) be a lien upon such property, and in case of the dissolution of an) 

corporation as in the preceding ph is mentioned, owning su: 
property, or in case of the disposal of such pro: y by such corporation, entitle 
the United n to any other contributions or 
funds in the of such property. The acceptance of any sum of 
money by any pat 4 corporation as is in this act appeupeet for its benefit shall 
be deemed an acceptance of and agreement to provisio! 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the word ‘‘and”’ at the begin- 
ning of the paragraph and insert the word ‘‘that;’’ so as to read: 
That all sums of money heretofore appropriated by Congress, ete. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to insert as a new section: 


Sec. 3. That hereafter all moneys received from the sales of animals or mate- 
rial of any sort, purchased under appropriations made for the District of Colum- 
bia since July 1, 1878, other than for the water department, shall be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the United States and the 
District in equal ; and all balances of appropriations that have been here- 
tofore or that shall be hereafter made for the District of Columbia under section 
3 of the act of June 11, 1878, entitled “An act providing a permanent form of gov- 
ernment for the District of Columbia,” heretofore or hereafter remaining unex- 
pended at the end of two years from the close of the fiscal year for which such 
appropriations have been or shall be made, shall be covered into the Treasury, 
one-half to the credit of the surplus fund and one-half to the credit of the gen- 
eral fund of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have three or four amendments that I wish to 
ffer, all of which I believe are estimated for in the regular estimates 


States to reimbursement in propo: 


or in special estimates. First, on page 12, between lines 11 and 12, I 
move to insert 

To grade and regulate First street west, from Boundary street to Soldiers’ 
Home, $5,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. How much is that? 

“r ARMAN: Five thousand dollars. That is what was recom- 
mended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. On page 8, after line 25, I move to insert: 


To grade and regulate Boundary street from Fourth street west to North 
Capitol street, $15,333. 
reed to. 


The amendment was 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer another amendment to make the appro- 
priations for the suburban and outside streets conform to the provis- 
ions in the bill in regard to the streets within the city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13, after line 23, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For the roads streets, 
catininted for by the COLA of ths DIEUS of Colusbie: tx Appesait 
“CC” to their report, and not specifically included in this bill, to be expended 
on such roads and streets as they shall designate, $40,000. 

Mr. PLUMB, That seems to be contradictory. I suppose the de- 
sign of the Senator is to have the appropriation for the country roads 
correspond to the estimates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator desires to do that he must leave out 
that portion which would authorize the commissioners to designate, 
The words ‘‘ as they shall designate ’’ ought to be eliminated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection. I simply found in the bill 
the amounts estimated for certain streets in certain schedules, leaving 
the appropriations to be designated by the commissioners of a certain 
sum. Some of those estimated for have been omitted from the details 
of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House of Representatives, in taking up this 
matter of suburban improvements, itemized, that is to say, individu- 
alized the various items of appropriation. The Senate committee ac- 
commodated itself to the House idea, inserting some additional ones, 
but not all of those estimated for. I have no objection if the Senator 
wishes to insert the remainder of them. If he wants to do it in a gen- 
eral way I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This will be better, because they are all set out 
in the schedule referred to, 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. The last part of the amendment, that 
authorizes the commissioners to put the money wherever they please, 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wherever they please on the designated streets 


and roads. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will Jeave out the last portion of the 
amendment it will be all right. I suggest to strike out ‘‘ wherever 
they shall designate,” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out of the amendmént 
the words “to be expended on such roads and streets as they sball 
designate;’’ so as to read: 

For the grading and improvement of the county roads and suburban streets, 
estimated for by the commissioners of the ct of Columbia, in Appendix 
“OC? to their report, and not specifically included in this bill, $40,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In Appendix “CC” of what year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of the present year. It is referred to once or 
twice in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill make one other suggestion to the Senator from 
Ohio, and that is that he should say not ‘‘Appendix ‘CC’ of their re- 
port,” but ‘‘Appendix ‘CC’ of the Book of Estimates.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis referred to once or twice in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is first referred to on page 7, in 
lines 23, 24, and 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better use the same language that is used 
in the preceding part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see how it reads now about the appendix 
when it is corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the letters ‘‘CC”’ insert: 

Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1890. 


Mr. PLUMB. The language will be found at the foot of page 7: 


For work on sundry streets and avenues named in appendix “CC,” Book of 
Estimates for the fiscal year 1890. 


count: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That language has been inserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio as modified. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. At the request of a very respectable body of gen- 
tlemen who are interested in an old charity here, I offer an amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the list of charities provided for in the 
bill. 5 z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 37, after line 25, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, I offer an amendment for an improvement that has 
been estimated for, I believe. I move, on page 8, after line 25, to in- 
sert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, after line 25, itis proposed to in- 
sert: 

For paving Twentieth street from R street to S street, and for paving S street 
to Connecticut avenue northwest, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 13, line 3, I moye to strike out the word 
t“ five” before *‘ thousand,” and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ which is according 
to the estimate of the commissioners of the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13, line 3, beforethe word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 

To widen and regulate Brightwood avenue, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 13, between lines 23 and 24, I move to insert: 

For paving Kansas and Colorado avenues, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk, to come 
in on page 12, line 2, after the word ‘‘dollars.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, line 2, after the word ‘“‘dollars,”’ it 
is proposed to insert: 
street-railway com: es haying tracks or road-beds on the streets of the 


cause said rails and road-beds to be made level with 


rations owning 
oners of the Dis- 


and the cost thereof shall be collected from the corporatio: 


ively own- 
ing said street-railroads by suit in the name of the United to be instituted 
by the United States attorney for the District of Columbia, a t said corpo- 


rations in the district court of said District, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would like to have the Secretary read the first 
clause of the amendment, the descriptive clause of what it is that is to 
be corrected. 

The CHIEF CLERK, After the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 2, page 12, 
it is proposed to insert: 

All street-railway companies having tracks or road-beds on the streets of the 
city of Washington shali cause said rails and road-beds to be made level with 
the surface of the streets—— = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. I think that covers the point. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Missouri to modify the amend- 
ment by requiring the street-railway companies to remove the present 
rails and use the flat rails. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. That is my mean- 
ing. Iwant them to change the T rails, I think they are called, which 
extend now from half to three-quarters of an inch above the surface of 
the street, and use the groove rails or flat rails, which will present no 
obstacle to vehicles passing over them. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have been required to do that hitherto, but 
in defiance of law, as I understand it, they have put down these T 
rails, which are an utter nuisance everywhere. 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wantto say furthermore that, for instance, at New 
York avenue and Fourteenth street, whenever there is a rain, mud and 
water accumulate to such an extent that it is almost impossible to get 
across the street on Fourteenth street going north or south. I thi 
the persons whose business it is to attend to that sort of improvement 
should have their attention called to it, so that the streets shall be kept 
in better condition. 

Mr. VEST. AsIunderstand theSenator from Massachusetts he wants 
to insert a provision for the use of flat rails. I think the amendment 
covers it now, but Iam willing to make it as strong as possible. 

. The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Does the Senator desire to modify 
the amendment? ` 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts desires it I have no 
objection, although I think the amendment covers the point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
last part of the amendment, which provides for reimbursement of the 

_ expense of putting these tracks and road-beds in the condition that the 


spirit of the law has always required that they should be. In the State 
from which I come, on such oceasions of private corporations having 
rights in streets, when they do not do what their charter requires them 
to do in to keeping the streets in order, the executive authority 
of the locality, no matter what we call it, is to go and do it; and in- 
steadof bringing an action, like any other tax or assessment that is laid 
in my State, the proper authority is to issue a warrant for the amount 
expended, to be collected out of the property of the delinquent then 
and there. If it is illegal the delinquent can sue and rectify himself. 
If it is not, you get your pay without a five or ten years’ lawsuit. 

I am very sorry (there is no time at this moment to change it) that 
the amendment does not provide that whenever the corporations occu- 
pying the streets do not do what the law requires, and the public 
money is obliged to be expended to do it, a warrant shall go against 
their property then and there, like any other tax, and collect it, and 
pay it into the Treasury, and if they have any rights to defend let 
wears sue the United States or the District, rather than our haying to 
sue them. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to say a word about this matter. Iam 
inclined to think that the amendment as now drawn will compel com- 
panies to use this newrail Will it not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope so. 
ir SHERMAN. Does it not require them to use the new Johnson 

Mr. VEST. It does not specify the rail, but requires them to put 
the rails down on a level with the street upon each side, so as to pre- 
sent no obstruction to vehicles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble with the old-fashioned rail was that 
it was not possible to do that because of the flanges, It seems to me 
that when we are com the railroad companies practically to re- 
build their roads we ought to regulate the motive power. I am in fa- 
vor of doing that now. Whenever the Committee on the District of 
Columbia will take up the question I am in favor of requiring the 
railroad companies here, except one or two in remote parts of the town, 
but all the chief railroads, especially the Metropolitan and the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown railroads, to put on a different motive power. 
When the railroad companies were chartered twenty-five years ago, it 
was considered a great advance, but now in no large city would sucha 
thing be done or authorized, and the principal railroads ought now to 
be required to use some other kind of motive power than horses. 

I think the railroad facilities in this city are much poorer than in 
many cities of the North. We discussed that question somewhat last 
year. Chicago and all the chief cities they have now substituted to 
some extent either the cable road or the electric road. 

Notwithstanding the criticisms made in to the electric road, 
that I believe is going to be the final railroad of the future. It may 
be necessary for them to devise some way of putting the wires below 
ground, but even above ground, as the road now built here shows, it 
is far superior to any other railroad in this city. I should be very glad 
indeed to see that system adopted, though it would be better, as the 
oe from Vermont has contended very strongly, to put the wires 

ow. ' 

It seems to me, therefore, that when this proposition is made it ought 
to be accompanied by a provision requiring new motive power. These 
corporations, I am told, are strong enough and able to do it, at least 
two or three of them; and those in remote parts of the town, where 
probably the patronage would not justify the increased cost, need not 
be required to doit. I have been hoping all along that the District 
Committee would report some such bill. 

Mr. VEST. I agree entirely with the Senator from Ohio as to the 
need for a change of motive power, and I have expressed myself in that 
regard several times pretty strongly. But thereis one difficulty about 
it. There are provisions in the charters of some of these companies 


which would seem to give them control of the motive power upon their 
respective roads. Some time I got together all acts in regard 
to the franchises of the street rai in the District of Columbia, but 


I frankly confess that it was an undertaking beyond whgt I supposed 
it to be, and I gave it up because the press of other business took me 
away fromit. But I went far enough to ascertain the fact that there 
are some provisions in the charters of these companies that would make 
an absolute (I will not use the word arbitrary, but absolute) require- 
ment on them to give up the horse transportation and adopt that of the 


think | electric railway or cable road very oppressive. 


I say that, while I have not the slightest sort of sympathy with the 
present system here, for I think it is the worst in any city of the 
United States, I have no doubt with my friend from Massachusetts 
that we have the right, that is, we have the power, to control these cor- 
porations and to force them to change their motive power. We have 
that power; but we did give them certain privileges in their charters, 
and we can escape from those grants only by just saying that we take 
them back or we nullify them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In other words, we would exercise our power to 
repeal, alter, or amend. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The proposition in this amendment is a very different 
one, if the Senator from Ohio PAL panime I have thought a great 
deal about this matter, because I think itis patent to everybody that 
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there are great abuses existing here in the street-railway system of the 
District. They have no charter rights as to the way in which they 
put down the rails. 

The Senator from Vermont is right when he says that the spirit of 
the existing law requires them not to put down the sort of rails they 
haye in this District. They have rails here extending from one-half to 
three-quarters of an inch above the surface of the street. I can go to 
one place here, immediately on my way from the Capitol to my resi- 
dence, where it is almost impossible at times for a delicate vehicle to 
go across the track without injury when rain and mud accumulate, 
and always the driver is compelled to go at a very slow rate of speed. 

All this, as a matter of course, does not bring up the question of 
charter rights. They are putting obstacles in the streets here, and they 
are dangerous obstacles, and they have no right to doit. When you 
come te the other questionof changing the motive power, I have no 
doubt of our having the authority to doit, but it is a little intricate as 
to whether we ought to exercise it absolutley in every case. In other 
words, putting it all ina single sentence, I want to start this reform 
with something about which we all agree; and if the Senator from 
Ohio wants to put it in an amendment or wants to change this as to 
motive power and thinks we ought to do so, I am perfectly willing. 

_Mr, SHERMAN. I am not prepared to make any proposition at this 


time. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go as far as we can now. 
Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. ! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 
The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 2, page 12, 
it is proposed to add: 
AN street-railway companies having tracks or road-beds 
city of Washi n shall cause said rails and road-beds to be made level with 
the surface of the streets upon each side of said tracks or road- so that no 
obstruction shall be presented to res ee over sald tracks. The cost 
of making the changes herein required s! Boel paia by the corporations own- 
ing said street railroads; and if, after being ed by the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia in writing to comply with the terms of this act, the 
said corporations shall not within thirty days thereafter begin the work re- 
mired to complete the same within a reasonable time, it shall be the duty of 


the commissioners to cause the changes in said rails and 


neeessary 
to be made, and the cost thereof shal] be collected from the corporations re- 
spectively owning said street railroads by suit in the name of the United States, 
to be institute United for the District of Columbia 


d by the States attorne: 
against said corporations in the district court of said District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri, as corporations, I have discovered, are rather technical, to 
the language, which merely speaks of a corporation owning the thing. 
I suggest to him to modify his amendment in that connection by say- 
ing “the corporation or persons owning or operating,’’ so as to hit 
everybody who has anything to do with it. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. I move to make that change. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to make one other suggestion in regard to the 
matter. The amendment says ‘‘on each side of the track or road- 
bed.’? That perhaps would mean only on the exterior, and not the 
space between the rails. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought of that, and thought of suggesting it, 
but I concluded that the word ‘‘ road-bed’’ was intended to cover the 
space between the rails. 7 

Mr. PLUMB, I have no doubt of it, but the only question is 
whether it is broad enough to cover it. I only make the suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course they can not use the asphalt, be- 
cause that would not permit of horse-power. 

Mr. HALE. I do not rise tooppose the amendment, because it isin 
the direction, I take it, that all of us desire action; but I should like 
to ask the Senator from Vermont whether it is possible that such an 
amendment as that is needed in order to secure this very desirable 
change in the way that these tracks are placed. Isit notclearly in the 
power of the commissioners of the District, who are intrusted by Con- 
gress with the management of the District for Congress, for the people, 
for the country, to regulate such matters in a proper way? 

Mr. DAWES. Theclaim is that they have been going on for twenty- 
five years in this way. j 

. HALE. I supposed that would be the answer. I donot know 
what the Senator from Vermont would say in reply to that question. 
It may be that it is not material. Perhaps the answer would be, as 
indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts, that things have gone on 
in this way for years, and that now, in order to see that right is done, 

has got to interfere. All Ihave to say is that it is none too 


on the streets of the 


early. 

The people of no city in the country are imposed upon and ill-treated 
as are the people of Washington and the people who visit Washington 
by the street-railway companies in their manner of conducting busi- 
ness. The trouble is that every year it comes around and the griev- 
ance is felt by everybody here, and we grumble and fulminate and de- 
clare what shall be done, and Congress goes by and nothing is done. 
The committees do not report any schemes that will relieve us of the 
evil, the ineonvenience, the trouble; and whoever areimposing upon us 
after a time get to feel that they can do it with impunity, and from 
year to year they continue. I bave no doubt that when they get to- 
gether and sit down and consider the subject, draw their dividends 
and go on for the next year, a part of the performance is to laugh in 


derision at the talk that is made in Congress aboutit. So we suffer 
ourselves, we suffer our constituents who come here, and everybody 
else, to be imposed upon. 

If anything can come of this amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, I hope it will be passed and become a part of the law. It is not 
half that ought to be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I reply to the Senator from Maine as to the state 
of the law by saying that I think he is right in supposing that the gov- 
erning executive power in the District would probably have the right 
to require this very thing. Whether the existing law would give even 
such a weak and ineffectual remedy as is provided in this amendment, 
Ido notremember; but the fact is, as the Senator from Maine has stated, 
that; granted the commissioners have the power to compel the doing 
of this rightful and necessary thing, they have not done it, and Iam 
very much afraid it will be a good while before they will do it if left 
to themselves, 

I can relate very briefly an instance in my own experience showing 
the relations or the contrast between the governing power in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and these corporations and their grace to private in- 
dividuals. I take it itwas just about a year ago that I wrote a formal 
letter, as one person resident in this District, to the commissioners of 
the District, calling their attention to the absolute nuisance of the two 
railway crossings, I think, at Third street and Massachusetts avenue, 
where you had to stop your horse to a walk and go as you would across 
a mountain brook full of stones to get across the railway tracks, I 
asked them to call upon the railways and compel them to make those 
crossings there in a condition suitable for traffic. They replied with 
great politeness and courtesy that they would attend to it at once, 
and they sent a notice to the railways to doit, From that day to this 
it has not been done, and stones larger than you can see in excavated 
Pompeii of twenty-five hundred years ago are now in the road-bed be- 
tween the tracks there at those crossings in that street, standing just 
as they did a year ago when I made the humble and piteous appeal to 
the commissioners. 

Having had that experience, and there being at Du Pont Circle a sim- 
ilar condition, though not nearly so bad, in getting over the railway 
tracks there, I gave up the commissioners entirely and addressed an 
humble and piteous and respectful petition to the masters, the railway 
company, without going to the commissioners at all, and appealed to 
them as an act of grace to everybody who traveled along there to have 
that thing putin order. I got an immediate gracious response that 
they would do it right away, and within two weeks it was done. 

So the way for any citizen of the District or resident here to get any- 
thing done in ameliorating these crossings is to apply to the masters 
of the situation, the corporations themselves. : 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the amendment. I think the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the seventh line of the amendment, after 
“fbe” and before “made,” it is proposed to insert: 

Relaid with the flat grooved rail and. 


And in the fourth line, second page, after ‘‘corporations,’’ to insert 
“or persons,” and after the word ‘‘owning’’ to insert the words ‘‘or 
operating;’’ so as to read: 

The cost of making the chan mired 

Ka = ng Kas Roa Baron oN Sna DO RAIE DY SNO COCER 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There may be another place where the very same 
phrase should occur. I think there is one somewhere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator suggest an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is another place where the same 
words occur in the original text, and the same addition should be in- 
serted, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The clerks will carefully inspect the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a merematterof phrase, The clerks can put 
itin. I wish to call the attention—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Letthe amendment first be disposed 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The clerks are inspecting the amend- 
ment to see if it needs any further corrections, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While the clerks are doing that, I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri to hisdescription of thecourt 
in which a suit may be brought. ‘‘ The district court of the District 
of Columbia,” I think the phraseis. There isnot technically any such 
court. It is the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST. Let that be changed. Idid not have the statute be- 
fore me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it would be proper to make that change. 
eine neared protempore, The amendment first suggested will 

stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the second line of the amendment, after the 


` 
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word ‘‘ companies,’’ insert ‘‘or corporations operating or; so as to 
read; 

All street-railway companies or corporations operating or having tracks or 
ioe Baha y compan’ perating g 

And also at the end of the second after the word ‘‘ corporations,” 
to insert ‘‘ or persons,” and after the word ‘‘ owning ” insert the words 
“or operating;’’ so as to read: 

And the cost thereof shall be collected from the corporations or persons re- 
spectively owning or operating said street railroads. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is one other matter of phrase about the de- 
scription of the court that ought to be corrected. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On the last page strike out the word ‘‘ Dis- 
trict” and insert the word ‘‘ supreme; ” so as to read: 

To be instituted by the United States attorney for the District of Columbia 
against said corporations in the supreme court of said District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It should read “‘ against said corporations or per- 
sons.’? The words “or persons’’ should go in there also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment tothe amendment 
will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAwEs] if the amendment proposed by him to the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri contemplates a change of rail to be immediately 
adopted on all the roads in the city? 

Mr. DAWES. That would be the effect of it. . It has occurred to 
me since its adoption that perhaps that would be pretty hard on some 
of the new ontlying roads, where it would not be so necessary. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri, if I 
remember the general proposition, requires the work to be commenced 
within thirty days and completed within a reasonable time, I believe 
it is stated. It seems to me it may involve a very great hardship on 
the railroad companies to compel them to adopt an entire change of rail 
in so shortatime. 

Mr, DAWES. It would. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to their being compelled to adopt 
the very best steel rail within such reasonable time as may be allowed. 

Mr. DAWES. Tt has occurred to me that perhaps in conference that 
will be required to be subjected to some changes that may meet the 
exigencies. I should not want to require the outlying roads in the 
suburbs to dispose at once of their rails and adopt the flat rail, It 
would be an expense upon them that would be unreasonable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me assure the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the amendment as it is drawn does not require them to lay down 
any other rail than they have now, because they have a flat rail. They 
must conform the rail to the surface of the street. That is all that is 
required. Of course if they were to lay down a new rail it would take 
a year or two years. They could not certainly get a new rail and lay 
it down without a very large investment of money and withouta good 
deal of time, but the amendment does not require that, I think. Its 
fair and legal construction does not require them to get a new rail, but 
it does require them to make the rail conform to the surface of the 
street. 

Mr. DAWES. As to the amendment adopted, I think the Senator is 
mistaken. Whenever they have any other than a flat rail they would 
be required to replace it within the time fixed there, which I think 
the Senator from Tennessee rightly says might impose a very great 
hardship if they were required to do it within the time limited in the 
amendment, I think, however, it may be safely adopted, and we can 
leave that to a conference, though if the Senator can suggest any lan- 
guage that would be certain, that would not leave these roads to take 
their own time for doing the duty which they ought to have performed 
twenty-five years ago, it can be i now. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senators who are familiar with 
the horse-railroads in the city of Washington one question. I have 
never been able to understand why the United States and the cities in 
the United States allow their streets to be absolutely destroyed by these 
horse-railroads. One day in Liverpool I hired a horse and lage to 
take a ride, and I was riding through several streets where there were 
horse-railroads, or tramways, as they call them. I avoided them the 
same as I would here, but accidentally I got on the track and after- 
wards I had no occasion at all to avoid the railroad tracks. No one 
riding would have noticed that there was such a thing asa railroad 
track there. There was not the slightest disturbance to the carriage, 

and you could ride over it in any direction. You could ride over it 
lengthwise, and it would not disturb the carriage in the slightest de- 
gree. I got out of the carriage and examined the rail, and I found 
that it was a very simple contrivance. Instead of aT rail, such as we 
have here almost everywhere, it was a simple U rail, the flanges of the 
rail coming just level with the pavement, and the slot of the U not 
being ne enough to admit of an ordinary carriage wheel. 

Mr. § There are some of those rails here in this city. 


Mr. FRYE. There are some here? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Where are they? 


Mr. SHERMAN, Right in front of the President’s House, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just in front of the Executive Mansion, 

bait hs Why do we not make every railroad in the city have 
a 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould be glad to go farther when we do that, 
and go to the extent of having new motive power. The railroad upon 
New York avenue has a most beautiful rail. Youcan go over it with- 
out disturbing your carriage in the slightest degree, riding right over 
it, and it isconcreted between. Your carriage.can go anywhere, astride 
the rail, or across the rail, diagonally, or in any other way. 

Mr. FRYE. Since my return I have never been able to understand 
why so many cities in the United States allow their streets to be sac- 
rificed in that way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nobody else understands it; but we do not re- 
quire them to adopt this new rail. A new rail is not provided for by 
this amendment. What we ought to require is a new motive power; 
that is, either the cable or the electric motive power. In my judgment 
the electric motive power is now far in advance of any other. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
thinks that the New York avenue street-car line is a model with their 
columns in the middle of the street and their death-dealing wires hang- 
ing over the street on both sides? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad the Senator asks me if I think that is 
a model railroad. It has wires above, but there is no unsightly aspect 
about them; astraight, open way with the columns 200 feet apart. At 
night lit with brilliant electric light, it is rather beautiful than other- 
wise. The ‘‘death-dealing wires’? would not kill a cat, I imagine, 
The evidence is conclusive that the wires carrying electricity sufficient 
to light are very dangerous, but that the power, according to the tes- 
timony of experts, required for moving these cars is not sufficient to 


cause death. 
Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that if the 
whole power a dynamo machine can generate for pro the cars to 


which the Senator refers was put upon the wire, he would experience 
only a slight shock if he should come in contact with it; but when you 
come in contact with the wire that furnishes the power to the arc light, 
it is a death-dealing power. 

Mr. TELLER. They have not only the power necessary for the street 
ear, but for the lights, and they have their columns in the middleof the 


street. Idonot know myself where they getauthority to use the streets 
in that way. 
Mr. HARRIS, It requires no other power than the one I have al- 


ready described, which is absolutely safe. 

Mr. TELLER. I may be wrong about it, but I do not think that is 
the proper way to use the streets, For one, I do not intend, when I 
have an opportunity to be heard—and we seem to be powerless about 
it—to give my consent to the use of the streets of this city for that kind 
of locomotion, although I know that the Congress of the United States 
is not to be consulted in the matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether he is to be understood as saying that the electric current which 
passes through the wire which moves the car on the New York avenue 
railroad is not dangerous to life? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do desire and intend to be so understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator say that thecurrent from those 
wires which moves the car might be applied to an individual and not 
hurt him; that it might pass through him and not hurt him? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the concurrent testimony of every expert 
who has been examined on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has made sufficient examination to 
advance that proposition as one of which he is convinced ? 

Mr. HARRIS. There are 400 volts used—a volt is the unit—in the 
locomotive power. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ate that these colloquial debates are very difficult to report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The utmostcapacity, as I am informed, of the chains 
that generate the electricity will not exceed 500 volts, and abont 400 
volts is the power employed to propel the cars and to furnish the in- 
candescent light upon the poles. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state that the manager of an establishment near 
Boston, which is a very large one, employing many hundred workmen, 
brought to me a letter during the last Congress from a gentleman whom 
I know well, andin whom I have absolute confidence, representing him 
as a person entitled to very high confidence, who stated that the work- 
men in that factory handled the wires when they are to the 
fall extent of the mechanism with electricity for the purpose of pro- 
pelling horse-railroads with absolute indifference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator whether he means that 
they handled the wires when the batteries were on? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator omitted tostate that. I would not 
be afraid to handle them myself when the batteries are not on. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I did not mean to have that loop-hole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not feel that part of the charge. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to state that new discoveries are all the time 
being made, not only as to the method of applying electricity but as 
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to the effect of it, and that recently it has been discovered that what 
is a perfectly harmless shock to one individual is fatal to another, 
and that which is perfectly harmless to one individual at one time is 
fatal to that individualatanother time. Nooneas yet has been able to 
say when any particular individual is safe who comes in contact with 
these electric wires. Human life is at the mercy of conditions if these 
wires are within contact. Within a few days the dress of a lady in a 
parlor lighted by electricity, upon which she had some metal buttons 
or ornaments, coming in contact with the wire, was set on fire. 

Mr. HOAR. That was electricity for lighting. 

Mr. DAWES. Iknow it was electricity for lighting. Whether these 
electric wires be for lighting, or for power, or for any other purpose, 
we have not yet been able to understand when we are safe and when 
we are in peril, except when we know they are beyond our reach. We 
are not safe whether they are used for one purpose or another. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad to learn from the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] and from the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that electricity pass- 
ing through these wires is safe. Iam glad to learn that we are get- 
ting-over the dangers. Ido not understand how it can be, because 
certainly there have been many fatal accidents reported. Every day 
we see that some workman has been instantly killed by contact with 
these wires. But now it seems that there is no danger. Iam glad 


of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, speaking from the 
standpoint of such information as I have been able to obtain by having 
a lot of experts before a committee to which I chance to belong, charged 
with the duty by the Senate of investigating and getting such infor- 
mation as we could obtain upon this question, it depends upon the 
energy and the amount of the current, no matter what wire the elec- 
tricity is conducted by. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It depends somewhat on the nature of the cur- 
rent, because there are two different natures. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
says it also depends somewhat on the person. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is somewhat 
if not entirely mistaken in that declaration. Different nervous organ- 
isms will be affected differently by electricity; I do not know to what 
extent. But the information the committee derived from that investi- 
gation amounts to something like this: No accident or injury to hu- 
man life has been known to occur where a volume of, say, 500 volts 
has been employed. In the moving of the cars to which reference has 
been made about 400 volts is the maximum of power used. The bat- 
teries employed here on this railroad can not generate exceeding 500 
volts. But the are light requires from 1,500 to 2,000 volts, and that 
is far beyond the danger line. Wherever a man comes in contact with 
that power, there is very great danger, if not absolute certainty of de- 
struction of animal life. That is the state of the information that we 
derived from the investigation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not prepared to take issue with so much 
learning as the Senators are able to exhibit on this subject. I am 
very glad if the facts which they stateare correct. I had not supposed 
that the power used upon the new railroad on New York avenue was 
so slight as the Senator from Tennessee says. I want to ascertain 
what his figures are exactly. I understand him to say now, and I re- 

+ it in order that I may be accurate, that the current used in mov- 
ing those cars is not greater than 400 volts, and that the batteries 
which create the current are not capable of more than 500 volts, 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the information I have. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that the scientific testimony of experts is 
that the limit of danger is within 500 volts of electric power. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no danger to man or animal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So I understand the Senator from Ohio also to 
vouch for the safety of the New York avenue railroad, asserting dis- 
tinctly to the Senate that the electric currents which are used for mov- 
ing the cars on the electric railways are not dangerous, and that the 

y danger from these wires is from the electric-light wires. Iun- 
derstand that to be the information communicated to the Senate. 

I have not so understood the facts. I shall be glad if they turn out 
to be true, but I am myself under a suspicion that there is a conspiracy 
among the promoters of these electric railways (who are not willing to 
put their wires under-ground, and who are determined to occupy and 
disfigure the streets and avenues of the cities of this country with their 
wires) to misrepresent the amount of power used in the electric rail- 
way, and I am sorry to say I believe it is true. I do believe it, and 
I believe that we shall learn this eventually to our cost. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire a short executive session. 

Mr. BUTLER, I am not particular about it, but I am not quite in 
a condition to hear lectures on the subject of electricity. If we are 
going to continue with those lectures, I shall move to resolve this bod, 
into a committee of the whole or adopt some other method by ‘which 
to get rid of them. i shall insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can not hear a word the Senator says, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thé Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be but five minutes of executive ses- 
sion required. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw my request for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina withdraw his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. BUTLER. For the present. 

Ponte I hope there will be a vote on the amendment I have 
offered. 
INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

Mr. FRYE. Let the unfinished business be laid before the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unnid business, being Senate bill 3401, concerning the Pacific rail- 
Toa 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p-m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 24, 
1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 23d day of January, 1889. 
PROBATE JUDGES. 

E. P. Johnson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Box El- 
der County in said Territory, vice John D. Peters, whose term of office 
has expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at 

Joseph D. Jones, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Utah 
County in said Territory, vice W. N. Dusenberry, whose term of office 
has expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

James McGarry, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Beaver 
County, in said Territory, vice F. R. Clayton, whose term of office has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

Harry U. Butler, of Maryland, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Second Assist- 
ant Engineer Paul Barnes, resigned. 

James M. O’ Donovan, of New York, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Her- 
bert W. York, declined. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Archibald H. Grimke, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at San Domingo, vice H. C. C. Astwood, removed. 
POSTMASTER. 
Daniel Budd, to be postmaster at Rye, in the county of Westchester 


and State of New York, in place of Daniel Budd, whose commission 
expired July 5, 1888. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXHIBITS, NATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with accompanying communication, alist of exhibits 
for the national military and naval museum; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTING THE CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting deficiency estimate of an 
appropriation for lighting the Capitol building and grounds for the 
fiscal year 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 

the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying papers, 
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a draught, and recommending the passage of a joint resolution to secure 
to the Cherokee freedmen the proceeds of certain lands under the act 
of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition to enable the Secre- 
tary to divide the money heretofore appropriated to the proper owners 
among these i 

TheSPEAKER, The Secretary incloses draught ofa joint resolution, 
and recommends its passage, making more specific distribution of the 
$75,000 heretofore appropriated by Congress to the Cherokee freedmen, 
and states that under the legislation already passed he is unable to dis- 
tribute this fund. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct, sir, and I ask unanimous consent to 
consider that question now. 

TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution recommended will be read. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
tho joint resolution ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether this is the same matter to which objection was made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] when its consideration was songht 
in the last Congress? 

Mr. PEEL. It is the same, only that this makes more explicit the 
bill heretofore passed. 

Mr, PAYSON. If it be the same I object to its present considera- 


tion. 
‘Che SPEAKER, Objection is made, and the communication will be 
re erred—— 
Mr. PEEL, I ask unanimous consent that it lie on the table for the 
csent, 
The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 
‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair is proceeding to execute the regular or- 
der. ` 
REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; which were read twice, and referred as indicated, 


nam : 

The bill (S. 3800) directing a survey of the road from the Aqueduct 
Bridge to Mount Vernon and angan ‘appropriation therefor—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; and 

The bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern 
Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays military res- 
ervation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. On the 19th of the present month the Chair laid 
before the House a communication from the Secretary of War in rela- 
tion to the British vessel State of Alabama, which was referred, it 
seems, to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The gentlemamfrom 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] asks that the reference be from the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, which the Chair thinks is the proper committee, 
and if there be no objection the change of reference will be wade. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SHAW. I wish to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Ialso have a privileged report to submit from the 


Committee on Accounts. 
Mr. RANDALL. Against these reports I must raise the question of 


consideration. 
I ask for the reading of the report which I have sub- 


, Mr. SHAW. 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the report. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


` 


Resolution providing for the payment’ out of the contingent fund of the House 
to the widow of James K. Edwards, late Oficial Reporter of the House, the ex- 
penses of his last illness and funeral, not to exceed 


Mr, RANDALL. Ido not like to interfere with the Committee on 
Accounts, but the arrangementof yesterday was that I should goon to- 
day with the sundry civilappropriation bill. I donot want todiscrimi- 
nate as between gentlemen or subjects, and therefore I am compelled 
to raise the question of consideration against.all reports at this time. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw the report that I have sent up. 

Mr. RANDALL. These reports can wait for a day or two. It will 
not interfere materially with them. 

Mr. SHAW. Rather than consume the time I will withdraw the 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the 
regular order, which is the hour for the call of committees. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the hour for the call of 
committees, and pending that I ask unanimous consent. that gentle- 
men having reports to make from committees may file them as here- 
tofore at the desk. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 
There was no objection. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 
oe following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


ELLEN EDWARDS. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee om Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Ed- 
wards; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH J. POWERS. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3479) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Powers; whieh was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

REUBEN ASH. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (S. 3283) granting a pension 
to Reuben Ash; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILROAD COMPANY., 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 11823) to amend the charter of the. Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. ROWELL also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported, in the nature of a substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 
12376) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
road Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. STACY. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3888) granting a ion to Mary H. 
Stacy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WADDY T. JAMES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bili (H. 
R. 12377) to pay Waddy T. James and others for horses killed in the 
service of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. B. MORROW. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2981) for the relief of W. B. Morrow; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BIG HORN SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H, R. 12150) granting to the Big Horn Southern 
Railway Company the right of way through a part of the Crow Indian 
reservation in Montana Territory; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the aceom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. THORNE. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3903) for the relief of John D, Thorne; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee en eap eniras isc back 
favorably the bill (S. 29) to authorize the Secretary ar to issue 
ordnance and ordnance stores to the Territory of Washington in pay- 
ment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Orego 
of the said Territory during the Nez Pereé war of 1877 and 1878, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

HARDIN COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Ken- 
tucky; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


JAMES HEALY. ; 
Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 4551, a bill (H. R. 12378) for the relief of James 
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Healy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES COLVIN. 


Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2148) for the relief of James Col- 
vin; which was referred to the Committee of. the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
r ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 104) for the relief of Archibald Hun- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the siate of the Union to consider gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it not 
necessary first to dispense with the morning hour? 

Mr. RANDALL. It bas been dispensed with. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not the consideration hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is but one hour 
recognized by the rules, which is the hour for the presentation of re- 
ports. The hour for the consideration of bills may be cut off by the 
motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
eonsider general appropriation bills or revenne bills, which motion has 
been submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And takes precedence of that order? 

The SPEAKER, It does, under the rules of the House. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, Mr, Dockrry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation bills, 
and the Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading at the place 
where it ceased when this bill was last under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter no plan shall be prepared or approved by the 
Treasury for any publie building authorized by Congress to be erected 
after the site therefor shall have been purchased and paid for; and he shall not 
TSAA ETAN DRAT the souipiohica af onan NODAU TARANI antag: op 

exper rein eom: of suc ng, a 
paratus, elevators, and approaches thereto, than the amount that shall pr 


of the sum specified in the law authorizing the erection of such building as the 
limit of the cost of the site and building the site shall have been paid for. 
That hereafter the United States shall not be for or chargeable 


responsible 
the paving or repaying of any streets 


with any expense attendi surrounding 
ding constructed by the United States outside of 


or adjacent to any public 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order on lines 21 to 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. The point of order I make is under clause 3 of Rule 
XXI, that it changes existing law. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. `Wil the gentleman refer to the law? 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will restate the point of order. 
We can not hear anything whatever over here. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that this is new legisla- 
tion, and that under clause 3, Rule XXI, it is not in order inan appro- 
Pra ROGERS. Mr. Chai 

Mr, A irman, I rise to a parliamen: inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will nines it. matical 

Mr, ROGERS. I have been unable so far to understand to what the 
point of order is addressed. 

The CHAIRMAN, To that part of the bill beginning at line 21, on 

4, and continuing to line 25. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think this is subject to a point of order since 
it does not change existing law, and is but an affirmation of the law as 
it already exists. There is no lawfal authority anywhere to impose 
taxes upon the Federal Government for the-paving ef streets adjacent 
to public buildings in any of the States or Territories, In ether words, 
it is now the law that the Government of the United States is not liable 
to be taxed to pave streets adjacent to public buildings outside the 
District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman refer to that law? 

Mr. RYAN. It is a general principle of law that a State can not 
tax the property of the United Biatea 

Mr. ROGERS. That has been decided over and over, 


Mr. RYAN. That has been conceded and decided over and over 
again. Now, I might disagree with my colleague from Pennsylvania 
ing the policy of the Government in respect to the payment of a 
tax for paving streets adjacent to public buildings; but it is the well- 
settled law of the country, repeatedly adjudicated by the Supreme 
Court of the United Staies, that Government property is not subject to 
taxation by a State. Hence, this provision is simply an affirmation of 
that law. 

Me CONGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- ` 
tion 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Why, if that has been settled over and over by de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, is it necessary to put it in this bill? 

Mr. RYAN. It is idle legislation. 

Mr. CONGER. Why put itin here, then? 

Mr. RYAN, So far as I am concerned, I am not in favor of putting 
it in; but it is not subject to the point of order that it is new legis- 
lation, or that it changes existing law in any respect. 

Mr. CONGER. So far as to its not changing existing law or being 
new legislation, it has been the custom of Congress to make appropri- 
ations in this very bill to pay for the paving of streets adjacent to its 
public buildings. It was done, I think, in the Forty-seventh and in 
the Forty-eighth Congresses; and if there is any legislation in regard 
to it at all, and if there are any precedents, they are in favor of the 
Government’s paying for the paving of streets around its publie build- 
ings. Itseemstome, Mr. Chairman, it is but just that itshould doso. 
Why should the Government build buildings in my town, or in any 
other town, and then not be compelled, as the city government com- 
pels private citizens, to pay for the paving of the streets and the laying 
of the sidewalks about its buildings? It is not only right, but it has 
been the custom of Congress to enact legislation upon this very bill to 
pay for this work. Therefore an enactment prohibiting this is new 
legislation and subject to the point of order I have made. 

Mr. RYAN. As to the merits of the question, perhaps myself and 
the gentleman from Iowa would not disagree. But upon the point of 
order we do not agree. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There is not a deed of dedication for any Federal 
building that gives a State or municipality the right to enforce any 
burden whatever by any State or municipal government on such pro; 
erty; and the anxiety of localities to secure public buildings is suc 
that they readily make provision that they not be subject tosuch 
taxation. The deeds of dedication in every case show that they are 
not to be subject to such charge, 

Mr. ADAMS. If it is not fair play to do that in this Congress the 
present Appropriations Committee can answer it by refusing the ap- 

iation, and if it is not fair play in some future Con to make 
asimilar appropriation the Appropriations Committee in that future 
Congress can be trusted to take care of the matter. But the effect of 
this provision is to prevent some Appropriations Committee in some 
future Congress from making an appropriation for this purpose, how- 
ever fair and proper it may appear to be. 

Mr. RYAN. It does not change the existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. It does change law. The gentleman from Kansas 
says it does not change the law. Why? He does not maintain that 
there is any existing statute on the subject. All he says is that there 
have been decisions of the Supreme Court covering this point. 
If that were true it would still change the existing law; for when you 
take the decisions of the Supreme Court and put them into the form 
of a statutory provision, it is a provision changing existing law within 
the obvious intent and purpose of the rules of this House. 

Mr. RYAN. Does not the Supreme Court simply declare what the 
law is, and not make the law? 

Mr. ADAMS. But, Mr. Chairman, it is not even true to the extent 
to which the gentleman states it, that the provisions of the Supreme 
Court do cover this case. He says that that court has frequently de- 
cided that the lands of the United States can not be sold for taxes, 
Admitted. But it is a defect in remedy and not a defect in liability. 
And, moreover, the obligation of the United States to pay for a street 
improvement is not an obligation to pay taxes. It is something en- 
tirely different from a tax. 

Mr. RYAN. How can you enforce it? 

Mr. ADAMS, I do not say that you can enforce except by making 


an appropriation. : 

Mr. RYAN. But if it is a legal tax you can enforce it. 

Mr, ADAMS. You can sell the land for taxes, and public lands 
have been sold for taxes in my State, but the tax provision is practi- 
cally valueless. Thatisall. The United States could be sued if the 
Attorney-General chose to enter the appearance of the United, States. 

Mr. RANDALL, Has there not been a decision of the Supreme 
Court that taxes levied upon Federal property can not be collected ? 

Mr, ADAMS, I do not know. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I do, 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well. Isay that that does not cover this point, 
because this is broader thanatax. The obligation to maintain a street 
in good condition around a Government building, where the wearing 
out of the pavements may be due mainly to the passage of mail-wagons, 
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is not an obligation to pay a tax. It is another and different obliga- 
tion. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, the distinction that I see in the case 
is this: While it may be unlawful for a State or a municipality to levy 
a tax against the Government, this provision, if enacted into law, ties 
the hands of the Appropriations Committee in reporting an appropriation 
to pay foran improvement. At present the Appropriations Commit- 
tee are not so tied, and were they to bring in an appropriation for the 
purpose of paying for an improvement a point of order would not lie 
against it; but if this clause is enacted into law, then the point cf order 
will lie against such an appropriation hereafter. : 

Mr, RANDALL. I do not think it will bind the Appropriations 
Committee any more in the future than they are bound now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. RYAN] if he can refer to any law or decisions covering 
this point. 

Mr. RYAN. I have no decisions of the Supreme Court at hand, but 
I do not think any Jawyer will maintain for a single moment that the 
State has a right to levy a tax upon Federal property. That has been 
decided repeatedly. I think the Chair can safely assume it to be ad- 
mitted that the law is as I have stated it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Kansas to the fact that the doubt which now exists in the 
mind of the Chair is as to whether the proposition he presents covers 
the point under consideration. 

In the one case the question is as to the right to tax; in the other it 
is as to the right to appropriate, 

Mr. RYAN. If the Chair is rendering his decision I do not care to 
interrupt him, bnt—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The Chair is not rendering a de- 
cision at this moment. 

Mr. RYAN. Butif I am correct in assuming that the State has not 
authority or power to levy a tax upon Federal property, then if the 
Appropriations Committee should report here in a bill an item to pay 
such a tax it would be a violation of existing law and subject to the 
point of order. The condition in that respect would not be changed by 
the proposition in the pending bill. If it is now unlawful for a State 
to levy a tax upon Federal property, then it would be out of order for 
the Committee on Appropriations to report in an appropriation bill an 
item to pay any such tax. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the su tion made by the Chair 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] presents, in my view, the 
real point involved here. This is not a question of taxation, but a 
question of appropriation. In regard to the point about which the 
Chair made inquiry, there is no question as to what is the settled law 
on that point. Ever since the decision of Chief-Justice Marshall, in 
the case of McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, it has been the set- 
tled law of the land that no State can tax the property of the United 
States; for if that could be done, then a State might tax Lain, nah 
- of the United States out of existence. So Chief-Justice M 1, in 
an opinion which, in my judgment, is the greatest ever delivered in 
this country—an opinion which gave vitality to the Federal Govern- 
ment, an opinion which determined the question whether or not we 
had a Federal Government; which in point of fact clothed the great 
skeleton of the Federal Government with flesh and blood and life— 
held that ‘‘a State can not tax a branch of the Bank of the United 
States established within it.” That is the decision in McCulloch vs. 
The State of Maryland, 4 Wheaton. So that upon that point the law 
is fully settled. 

But that is not the point here. This is not a question of taxation. 
If no State can tax the property of the Federal Government, then a 
State has no power to delegate any such authority to a municipality 
of the State, and therefore no city can tax the property of the United 
States. Hence, any procedure whatever which may be set on foot by 
a municipal government of any State undertaking to impose any bur- 
den upon property belonging to the Government of the United States 
(without reference to whether or not the State may have withdrawn its 
jurisdiction from such property) is an absolute nullity and void. 

But the real question presented here is another one—whether the 
Congress of the United States, in the exercise of the power conferred 
upon it to construct public buildings, to condemn property for public 
purposes, ete., shall have the power to improve that property accord- 
ing to its own judgment. There is no law whatever prohibiting that, 
and a proposition to that effect would be a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The opinion of the Chair is that this clause is 
obnoxious to the runle—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Clerk read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair was about to remark that in his view 
language more forcible and to the point than that embraced in the rule 


could not be employed. 
Mr, RANDALL. When I asked the Clerk to read I thought the 
Chair had concluded his decision. I understood him to hold t the 


clause in the bill is obnoxious to the rule. 
Mr. TRACEY. I was unable to hear the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. RANDALL. The Chair has ruled that the clause goes out. - 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustained the point of order. i 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter all legal services connected with the procurement of titles to 
sites for public buildings shall be rendered by United States district attorneys, 
and without extra compensation therefor: Provided er, That hereafter in 
the procurement of sites for public buildings, it s be the duty of tho Attor- 
ney-General to require of the grantors in each case to furnish, free of all ex- 
Genost Ol Ua that tha Atiseney-Cemenimag Aa POEET ee 

Mr. REED, I desire to make a point of order on this clanse, on the 
go that it is a change of existing law. Under existing law, 

nited States district attorneys can be paid for these services—— 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the objection of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]? ] 

Mr. REED. The objection I have to this paragraph is that it seems 
to me decidedly unfair to the United States district attorneys to 
oblige them to examine the title of property without allowing them 
payment therefor, because the principle upon which these officers are 
paid is that of piece-work, so tospeak. They receive asalary which is 
merely nominal, which is in the nature of a retainer, and a very small 
one at that. Ido not see any reason why they should be called upon 
to do work for the United States and receive no pay for it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The matter involved here is the examination of 
titles to sites for public buildings, and it occurred to the committee 
that the disirict attorney living in the locality where it is proposed to 
purchase any site and erect a building is the appropriate officer to do 
this legal work in connection with the title rather than any one out- 
side, and we have a sort of right to call upon him for service of th 
character. 

Mr. REED. Undoubtedly, but why should he nôt be paid for it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we think the district attorney receives suf- 
ficient compensation in connection with his other duties to warrant the 
Federal Government in asking the performance of this work under the 
$200 clause. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will strike out the clause which 
provides that this work shall be done without extra compensation, and 
then let the rest of the paragraph remain. 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to say to the gentleman from Maine—and 
when he comes to understand the effect of this provision he will at once 
see its propriety—that in the past the Government has paid extraor- 
dinary amounts for services of this character. I will cite a few cases 
to prove the necessity for legislation of this kind. 

When the Government of the United States came to secure a title 
in Brooklyn whereon the public building was to be erected in that 
city, I find a charge for that legal service of $4,985. 

I find in the city of Baltimore—and these charges are all excessive, 
but they run down—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman know the amount 
of labor for which the charge of $4,000 was made? 

Mr. RANDALL. I relieve them in this graph of that part of 
the labor by compelling the vendor to furnish the abstract. The gen- 
tleman will not contend the extortionate charge of nearly $5,000 in the 
city of Brooklyn for examination of title is just. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does that charge include the making of 
the abstract of title? 

Mr. RANDALL. That included what went to the lawyer or lawyers 
in connection with that site. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The custom of lawyers is for the pur- 
chaser to pay for the abstract. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know what the custom is. 

I want to go on and show what the charge was in other places. In 
Baltimore the Government was put to the expense of $3,500 for law- 
yers’ fees in securing a title to the property there. Here is the little 
town of Hannibal, Mo.; the Government paid $800 for getting a title 
in that town. In Pensacola, Fla., it paid $527, and so on all the way 
through. Insome twenty or twenty-five places there isan expenditure 
in that connection of $15,600. Now we want to break that up. 

Mr. REED. Were these sums paid to the district attorney ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not able to answer that. 

Mr. REED. Were they just sums? Were they proper sums? 

Mr. RANDALL, I think they were outrageously high. 

Mr. REED. Why, then, did the Department pay them? 

Mr. RANDALL, Iam not able to answer that. I can only answer 
for myself. 

Mr. REED. Is it not the presumption that they were fair charges? 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose the Department paid those sums believ- 
ing they were due, or ought to be paid; I do not know what to say in 
answer to that question. But when I present this case of $5,000 to 
secure title to a building in Brooklyn, the gentleman, good lawyer as 
he is, must admit it is extravagant. 

Mr. REED. If it is extravagant I think you should be able to show 
us the items which make itso. If the Department has paid ont this 
large sum of money the presumption is it was paid because it was due. 
If it is due you propose to force the district attorney with his salary of 
$200 to do all the work for which the Department of Justice has seen 
fit to pay $5,000 in one instance, $3,000 in another, and $800 in another. 
It would be a trifle unjust to the United States district attorney. It 
may be these items for which $4,000, $3,000, and $300 were paid were 
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items which are covered by the other portion of this amendment to 
which I have no objection. Ido not think it is just to the district 
attorney. 

Mr, RANDALL. ‘In Brooklyn the was made an arbitrary one, 
being 1 per cent. upon the purchase-money or costofthelot. I judge 
in some d that is the mode of charge in other cases. 

But I am not here to defend the action of the Department in this 
direction. I am trying to correct what the committee believe to be a 

` useless and extravagant expenditure of the public money. I want 
hereafter to provide that the vendor of such property shall supply this 
information to the Governmentand that then the districtattorney of the 
locality shall make an examination and report to the Department upon 
it without extra compensation. 

Mr. REED. Why not modify the proposition so that the Depart- 
ment of Justice may be at liberty to pay the officer a fair compensation 
for the additional work, as they do in other cases? All Iam contend- 
ing for is merely what I conceive to be an act of justice. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that an officer of this Government who 
is already paid a fair salary—ranging in the neighborhood, I think, of 
$3,000 a year—should be willing to assume a little extra duty, and that 
the district attorney ought to be public-spirited enough when the Con- 
gress of the United States has exhibited its willingness to erect a pub- 
lic building within his bailiwick, to do that additional work for the 
Government of the United States in addition to his other duties. It 
can not be very considerable. 

But I am not tenacious about the manner of doing it. If the gen- 
tleman can show any proper way that is better to cut off this extrava- 
gance—this utterly unjustifiable expenditure of the public money—I 
am quite willing. 

Mr. REED. Why not strike out that portion of it which provides 
that ‘‘this shall be done without extra compensation therefor ’’ and 
allow the Department of Justice to pay what is reasonable for the serv- 
ice rendered ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because that would nullify the very provision it- 
self and remit us tothe same condition of affairs of which we now 
complain, They might come right back and say ‘‘ You may pay the 
same percentage that private parties are compelled to pay for such 
service. 

Mr. REED. Well, if private parties pay that why should not the 
Government? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because primarily no private individual would 
have done so in the case of Brooklyn. 

Mr. REED. Then the Department of Justice ought never to have 

id it. 
ag RANDALL. I think not, also. 

Mr. REED. Then the remedy would seem to be not to have the De- 
partment of Justice force such duties upon the district attorneys for 
nothing. They certainly are entitled to some compensation forit. It 
is not a fair thing. The Department of Justice day after day pays dis- 
trict attorneys for what work they perform. They do not undertake to 
appeal to the patriotism of the attorney to serve the people and the 
Government for nothing, but on the contrary we raise money on the 
patriotism of the people and distribute it pro rata in proportion to the 
work done, and our patriotism is supposed to be equal to the amount 
of property we have. Is that to be the rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. The only defense inthe Brooklyn case, as I under- 
stand it, was that the lawyers there had been in the habit of charging 
1 per cent. commission as their rate for the transaction of such business; 
but I assume that was in ordinary cases and that no individual would 
be willing to pay 1 per cent. on a purchase of $500,000. Itake it that 
a smaller sum would have been agreed upon. I do not believe that 
any individual would have been willing to pay that amount. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will permit me, I will state to him that that is the uniform rate in 
New York. The lawyers pay that, no matter what the amount of the 
purchase may be. 

Mr. REED. I think the object of the gentleman would be accom- 
plished without that clause, But as it stands, it certainly seems to me 
a piece of gross injustice, 

. RANDALL, It was not so intended. 

Mr. REED. I know it was not so intended, but that is its effect. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is intended to break up, root and branch, one 
of the most unjustifiable expenditures to which this Government is 
subjected. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Why not say that they shall be en- 
titled to a reasonable compensation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, because a lawyer may say to his fellow what 
was a reasonable compensation, which would not be accepted by a 
layman, ‘There is no definite line. 

Mr, REED. There is no definite line, precisely, for professional re- 
muneration, and hence you have got to leave it to somebody to decide 
what is proper. It is a good deal better than refusing all compen- 
sation. 

Mr. ROGERS. If I can have the attention of the Chair for a mo- 
ment, I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The C . The gentleman will state i 


Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask if the gentleman from Maine made 
any point of order? x 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Maine to raise an objection to the paragraph. ; 

Mr. REED. I made the point of order in regard to it; but I sug- 
gested to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that, upon striking out 
that clause, I would have no objection to the remainder of the para- 
graph. I dislike to interpose this point of order, which is an illustra- 
tion of the one-man power, butI shall have to doit if the change is not 
made, for I regard it as a piece of injustice which ought not to be en- 
acted into law. 

Mr. ROGERS. IfI may have the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for a moment, I wish to state that I know nothing what- 
ever of the extravagant charges to which the gentleman has alluded. 
Of course we would all of us naturally sympathize with any effort on 
his part to curtail extravagant and improper appropriations; but I sub- 
mit to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that there is one aspect of the 
case, as well as one argument in regard to it, which I think he has 
overlooked. The mere furnishing of an abstract by the party who wants 
to sell property to the Government does not relieve the Government or 
the Government counsel, who represents the Government, from the 
responsibility and duty of verifying the correctness of the abstract. 
There are one or two cases within my own knowledge, and I apprehend 
about which there is no complaint whatever as to the rates, where offi- 
cers of the Government have been compelled to go a hundred miles 
where a new court was to be located for the purpose of making an ex- 
amination of title. 

In a case of that character he leaves his court. He goes to the place 
where a new court is to be located and remains there a sufficient length 
of time to examine the titles. He pays his own expenses to and fro, 
his hotel bills, etc., and when he gets back home he gets his salary, but 
gets not a solitary cent for his services under the provisions of this bill 
as now prepared. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it seems to 
me, would at once recognize that this is an injustice to the district at- 
torney if this duty is to be imposed upon him. Therefore, if this pro- 
vision is to go into the bill, it should be limited in such a way as that 
the ent would be allowed to pay at least such sums of money 
as the district attorney may have expended for the purpose of paying 
his own individual expenses. So I make this suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, without arguing at all the question of the 
point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I understand the gentleman from Maine to 
make the point of order against the proviso—— 

Mr. REED. I make it against the section, but I say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that if he will strike out that clause I will 
withdraw all objection. J 

Mr. RANDALL. Allright, then. We will have it to do. Strike 
out the words ‘‘and without extra compensation therefor,” 

Mr. REED. That is all right. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to offer this amendment after the words 
“ without extra compensation,” 

The CHAIRMAN. That is out now. 

Mr. ROGERS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. RANDALL. That goes out on the point of order; I admit that 
that is subject to the point of order, and therefore I had no remedy ex- 
cept to take what I could get. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam in some doubt yet as to what has been done. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have stricken out that proviso, and provided 
that hereafter the district attorney shall do the work and the Depart- 
ment can pay for it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before that shall be adopted —— 

The CHAIRMAN, That has already been adopted. It went out 
P iir SPINOLA. T was d 

2 was desirous of expressing my views in regard to 
it. I wish to have a limit inserted, that for the searching of a title to 
ai given piece of property in any State of this country, or in any large 

wn 


The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman send up his amendment? 
owes RANDALL (to Mr. SPINOLA). What do you want tomake the 

Mr. SPINOLA. Not to exceed $250. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the words “that hereafter all legal services connected with the 
procurement of titles to sites for public buildings shall be rendered by United 
States district attorneys,” “at a charge not to exceed $250.” 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, sir, for the examination of the title for the 
Brooklyn city post-office I think they charged $6,000. Between 
$5,500 and $6,000 was the fee which was paid for the examination of 
that title. The examination of the title of that piece of property 
could have been made in one day. No question could have arisen of 
any character whatever that would have left the least cloud on the 
title of that property; but certain favorites or certain pets were al- 
lowed to charge between $5,500 and $6,000 for that service. It was 
an astonishing thing to the people of Brooklyn. It alarmed them; 
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and they at once came to the conclusion that there was something 
wrong in the appropriation for the purchase of the site when the at- 
torney for the examination of the title alone was allowed to charge 


$5,500. 
Now, sir, I am willing that our legal friends shall be well compen- 
_ sated for their services; but ifthey form a combination upon the floor 


of this House to take care of themselves against the people, then I 
will have to be against them. That is all there is aboutit. Two 
hundred and fifty dollars is what I want to go in, and I appeal to the 
good jud tof this House to adopt that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Theamendment will need to be modified. The words 
.‘ withont extra compensation’? have been stricken out, and you should 
put it ‘Sata com not to exceed $250 in any case,” 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is what I want. 

Mr. REED. I care very little about this matter, It is not worth 
any “great amount of argument. Ido not know who are concerned 
a ata 5 or who will be; but certainly $250 would be a very small, 

y compensation for the United States sie for looking up 
the ete. of a very valuable oe of property. the United States 
were to pay $250 it would be y to get but $250 worth of work and 
no more; and it might be very desirable that it should be more. 

I can conceive of a case where the title of property pe be very 
difficult to look up, where the property might be very valuable, and 
where the res; lity of the person who looked it up would be very 
onerous, and it seems to me thata proposition to limit the compensa- 
tion to $250 in every case is a piece of mistaken economy arising from 
want of knowledge of what legal services actually are. It sometimes 
happens that legal services which take a short time to perform are 
nevertheless very valuable and carry with them an amount of respon- 
sibility of which the time occupied is no indication or measure. Every- 
body knows that where amounts are involved and the nsi- 
bility is greatly saat ye wyer always gets from the world at large 
greater compensation, and I know of no reason why the United States 
should not pay a fair compensation in such cases except a survival of 
the old idea that the king ought to command the services of his sub- 
jects for nothing, and that whatever he gives them is a gratuity. I 
supposed that we had got beyond that idea in this country, and that 
we gauged every man’s on a level and expressed it by the 
taxes we exacted from him, and then proceeded to pay him for any 
services that he rendered without whining or begging him to take less 
simply because he was working for a rich client. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I want to saya word in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Rerp]. In the first place, the kind of property to 
which the gentleman refers is not a kind that the Government is likely 
to want to buy; and in the second place, as to his reference to the 
king’s pra ‘they were subjects oft the Re ican party to whom I 
referred, these men in Brooklyn who the Government $5,600 
for doing work which the very first lawyers in Brooklyn would have 
been glad to do for $250. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do-you know that? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Therefore, sir, I am not surprised that our friends 
here desire to have the same system continued under the incoming. 
administration. Now, let us look at this matteralittlefurther. This 
bill contains the following proviso: 


Pag eye ww Arann, That hereafter, in the procurement of sites for public build- 
ings, it be the duty of the Attorney-General to require of the grantors in 


each case to furnish, free of all expense to the Government, all requisite ab- 
stracts, official and of title thatthe Attorney-General may 
deem necessary. 


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, under this clause in the bill the grantor 
has got to furnish all these proofs, and I think that $250 to a lawyer 
for simply running his eye over the documents after the grantor has 
furnished them is very liberal compensation. 

Mr, REED. All I have got to say is that ifthe United States pays 
only $250, it will never get more than $250 worth of work. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will guaranty to furnish as good lawyers as there 
are in the city of New York, experts in this very line ef work, real 
estate, who will do the work for that figure 

The question was taken on the pci, bese offered by Mr. SPINOLA, 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer, by instruction of the committee, 
the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the sees as follows: 


at Fort Smith, Ark.: For iron fence and ap- 
proaches, including stone flagging for sidewalks, $15,000. 

“ For public building at Frankfort, Ky.: To enable the ‘Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the persons named in House Exeoutive Document No. 83, Fiftieth 
Cou, second session, the sums severally ascertained to be due them for 
labor and material supplied ; 44 the construction of the court-house and post- 
office at Frankfort, Ky., $6,11 


The CHATRMAN. The paring is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CONGER. Where does that amendment come in? 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimons consent to have it placed where 
it belongs alphabetically in the bill. Iam not certain as to the line. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The ent was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer anamendment to come in on page 2, line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 2 of the bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. Weare on that page now. We have just returned 
to it and the gentleman from Pennsyivania has offered an amendment, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania has modified 
his motion so as to have his amendment come in on page 5 of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Let this one come in on page 5, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES. I wish toinquire of the Chair or of the proper com- 
mittee why there can not be provided acopy of this appropriation bill 
for each member of the House. There seems to be a t deal of 
“economy and reform’? in regard to the printing of the bill. 

. The CHAIRMAN. That is not a matter over which the Chair has 
any control. 

Mr. HOLMES. Iwas simply inquiring why it is that a copy of 
this appropriation bill is not provided for each member of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The number printed, I believe, is 1,500. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is reported to us this morning that there are no 
copies of the bill to be had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The number of bills printed is fixed by law, 
and the Committee of the Whole has no control over the matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nor the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMES. Still it would seem to bea matter of privilege con- 
nected with the business of the House that each member should be 
provided with a copy of the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sent to the 
desk bythe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For court-house and post-office at Des Moines, Iowa: To defray the expense 
of wate alley adjoin: court-house and fice at Des Moines, Iowa, 


Mr. RANDALL. Imakethepoint of order that there is no authority 
of law for any such appropriation. The dedication o £ popat to the 
use of the United States contains a stipulation that the Government 
shall be free from any such charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to be kirs a moment upon the point of 
order. 

The-CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ‘ie the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The appropriation proposed here is for paving a 20- 
foot alley which adjoins the Government building in the city of Des 
Moines; it is practically the approach to the building, so that the build- 
ing can be of no use to the public—can not be used for the purpose for 
which it has been erected—unless this alley is paved. is amend- 
ment proposes only that the Government shall pay one-half the expense, 
r — on page 3 of this bill an item pores an appropriation for 

ypproaches’’ to the post-office at Rochester. ‘Thatmay mean merely 
dao s steps by which the building is reached or it may mean the side- 


Mr. RANDALL. ‘The “‘approaches”’ referred to are exclusively on 
the ground owned by the Government of the United States. ‘The idea 
of the Government paving an alley in Des Moines upon ground which 
it does not own is something quite novel. 

Mr. CONGER. This building can not be used for public purposes 
withoutthisalley. It isa20-foot alley between the Government build- 
ing and theadjacent buildings. You can not approach the Government 
building with a mail-wagon for the of unloading it without 
the use of this alley, and in order that it may be used the alley must 
be paved, otherwise for nine months in the year it can not be used. 

Mr. RANDALL. LT insist on the t of order. 

Fr CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels compelled to sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam undertaking to show that the t of order 
is not good, because this alley is an approach to the building, and the 
building can not be used without it, and in the legislation which pro- 
vided for this building this very thing was contemplated. 

The C . The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. LAWLER. I offer the amendment which I snd to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


eee repairs and preservation of custom-house building at Chicago, I1., 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no estimate for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
this amendment to come in? 

Mr. LAWLER. Immediately after the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

While there is no estimate for this, I wish to state that $158,000 
was asked a year ago for repairs and preservation of this public build- 
ing at Chicago; but the amount appropriated was only $28,000. There 
is a portion of that building the wood-work and walls of which have 
not been painted since the building was completed. The $28,000 ap- 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1143 


priated in the last appropriation bill has been about all expended. 
Tor Sean seni ve: tase bere, OAE Soa matey anntighs 00 gud thie 
building into proper condition; and I submit that this large public 
building at Chicago should be allowed $50,000 for repairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I tnderstand, the committee has endeavored, 
as far as it could, to provide for the repairs of this building; but an 
examination of the appropriations heretofore made in this connection 
goes to show that a large portion of the amount asked under the head 
of repairs has gone in fact for salaries, ‘There is no estimate for this 
appropriation; and I hope the committee will vote it down. 

Mr. LAWLER. Thestatement just repeated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was made when the last appropriation bill was being 
considered. I wish to say that the only officers on the pay-roll in con- 
nection with these repairs were a superintendent and a clerk. Those 
are the only two officers on the pay-roll now. 

Mr. RANDALL. There ought to be asuperintendent there without 
reference to repairs. 

Mr. LAWLER. Wait one moment—— 

Mr. RANDALL. But there is a superintendent of repairs, attend- 
ing to nothing else. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to say that in this bill there is found for 
this building only an item of $2,000 for clocks. We have been en- 
deavoring for four years to obtain money for ventilating the building. 
No public building in the United States is more crowded to-day, there 
being a vast amount of work at that building as a general di ibuting 
point. It seems to me I am asking but very little for the third larg- 
est city in the United States when I propose that the House allow 
$50,000 for the purpose of putting in repair a building which cost over 

000,000—a building which, since the time of its completion, has 
not seen paint-on its walls or door-frames or other wood-work in the 
rear portion of the building. 

I repeat the assertion—as the chairman of the committee in the con- 
sideration of this bill before raised that same point, that this appropri- 
ation was eaten up by salaries—that there are but two men on the 
salary-roll at this building, a superintendent and clerk. 

I do not like toset myself up against the Appropriations Committee, 
but all our recommendations for four years have not received the 
slightest attention. We got only the meager sum of $28,000 last year 
when we should have asum sufficient to supply adequately all needs of 
the service at Chicago. I say it is bad treatment toa city like Chicago 
when you have this bill up year after year, and see the liberal appro- 
priations made in other cities not one-third the size of Chicago. 

Mr. RANDALL. On three or four occasions wemade this appropri- 
ation. This year no estimate was made, Of course it did not include 
any appropriation for any money required in this connection, as it can 

et it ont of the $200,000 of the general fund which we know accord- 

g to the estimates is for this general character of work. 

Mr. LAWLER. When the Secretary of the Treasury did make his 
estimate for $158,000 for general repairs and preservation of the build- 
ing at Chicago last year why did not the committee give itte Chicago? 

r. RANDALL. I should dislike to be governed by the estimates 
made in connection with public buildings in the United States. 

Mr. LAWLER. One word more. I wish the House to understand 
abont the $200,000 for general repairs of all buildings in the United 
States and say that it would not give the city of Chicago $1,000. One 
year ago the Secretary of the Treasury made a recommendation for 
$800,000 for the preservation and general repairs of public buildings in 
eight large cities in the United States, and the Appropriations Commit- 
tee never appropriated a dollar of that, but let us come in under the 
$200,000 of general appropriations. We can not get a dollar of that 
fund. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is all expended each year. 

Mr. LAWLER. It may go over to Philadelphia. 

Mr. RANDALL. It did not. 

Mr. LAWLER. It did not go to Chicago. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move tostrike out the last word. Whether there 
is an estimate or not the gentleman knows better than I do. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam able to say there is absolutely no estimate. 

Mr. ADAMS. But the fact of the needs of that mang in Chicago 
is unquestioned. I know it from personal inspection. I can verify 
every word my colleague has said. There is need of painting, of which 
my colleague has spoken, and there is need of ventilation. I supposed 
that would have been done outof last year’s appropriation. Theques- 
tion is not what was done last year, but what is the absolate need this 
year. There is need of ventilation for the clerks who work there in 
the basement. 

There can not be the slightest possible question in my mind, for I 
have been through it on purpose to ascertain the fact. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says we have $200,000. Yes, but 
that is for the whole country. If Chicago takes $30,000 or $40,000 of 
it some other city has to suffer. We need, according to the facts made 
by my colleague, a special appropriation for Chicago for the purpose of 
relieving the clerks in that building, or rather we need to put the 
building in a condition of repair. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no estimate, and it will be seen at once 
what the result would be if we appropriated without an estimate, 


Mr. ADAMS withdrew his formal amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. LAWLER’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 28. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to insert the words ‘ to complete repairs.’” 
The gentleman will not object to that. 

Mr. LAWLER. If he will make the appropriation $150,000 I will 
not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to insert the words ‘‘ to complete repairs,” 
so the fifth struggle in this connection will be the final one, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
I object. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Objectionis made. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Devil's Island light-station, Michigan: For. establishing complete 
Devil's Island, Apoia Group, Lako superior, Michigan, $15,000. or 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to make a change in line 3 of this amend- 
ment, and also in line 5, by striking out the word ‘‘ Michigan’ and 
inserting ‘‘ Wisconsin.’’ Itisan error which appeared in the first esti- 
mates, but has since been corrected. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REED. {I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the building of a new keeper's building at Bear Island light-station, 


Maine, $3, 
For a light and fog-s on Great Duck or Long Island, Maine, $30,000. 
atta , near the entrance to Burn Coat Harbor, Maine, 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order onthe amendment that 
it is not in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. REED. There could be a law for it ifthe gentleman would not 
interfere. [Laughter.] 

oe RAND. But as there is no Jaw for it I can not make a dis- 
tinction. 
< M BEED: But if you will not interfere for a moment there will 

a law. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I must treat all alike, and however much I 
may sympathize with the object of the gentleman’s amendment, I am 
compelled to perform what I conceive to be my duty under the cireum- 
stances and to make the point of order. The Committee on Appro- 
priations has taken from methe power to do otherwise. 

Mr. REED. But it has not taken from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania the power to be silent on this point, and as I-have said, if he 
will not interfere—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman will get the Committee on Com- 
merce to make a report in this connection and the House and the Sen- 
ate to act jointly upon the bill, and the President to sign it, just as 
soon as there is a law for it the gentleman will find me providing an 
appropriation with alacrity. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, the gentleman will not interpose an ob- 
jection if it will be futile. ughter. ] 

I want him to refrain from interposing an objection now when his 
objection iseffective. This isrecommended by the Light-House Board, 
it should be remembered. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no man in the House that I would run to 
do a favor quicker for than the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. That is the first time, I may be permitted to say, that 
I am sorry that a sense of public duty on the part of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has been so strong. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For new life-saving stations on the sea and lake coasts of the , 
United States authorized by law, $50,000. 

Mr. McADOO. I want to ask unanimous consent to go back to that 

peo of the bill which makes provision for lighting the rivers and 


Mr. RANDALL. There is so much confusion that I ean not hear the 
request of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the request of the Light- 
House Board, I am simply asking now unanimous consent to go back 
to that portion of the bill providing for the lighting of rivers and har- 
bers, to offer an amendment appropriating $1,000 to light the jetties 
on the Raritan River between the bay and New Brunswick. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have not reached that part of the billyet. It 
is further on. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after line 


on page II, as follows: 
“ For the establishment and tenance of a refuge station at or near Point 


w, Alaska, on the Arctic Ocean, $15,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must reserve the point of order. 

I want to say that I recognize with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that this is an appeal to our humanity, and that it is in the cause 
of humanity; nevertheless I interpose to make the point of order—— 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me to 
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state that this is reported by the Committee on Commerce, and pre- 
sents a different case from the other amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Unanimously reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know how to yield without being incon- 


sistent. 

Mr. DAVIS. The urgency is so great that I hope there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. RANDALL, It is a pretty close corner to drive a man into. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will submit 
the question. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wili read. 

Mr. RANDALL. . What has become of my point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted the question and there was 
no objeetion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. I do not see but that this transfers my complaint from 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the Chairman of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL, Thatisjust what I expected you to say. [Laugh- 


.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SERVICE. 


For kor, Spey of the revenue-cutter service: For pay of captains, leuten- 
ants, engineers, cadets, and pilots employed, and for rations for the same ; for 
pay of petty officers, seamen, cooks, stewards, boys, coal- and firemen, 
and for rations for the same ; for fuel for vessels, and repairs and outfits for the 
same ; ship-chandl and engineers’ stores for the same; traveling expenses of 
officers traveling on duty under orders from the Treasury Department; instruc- 
tion of cadets; commutation of quarters; for protection of the interest of the 
Government on the Seal Islands and the seal-otter hunting-grounds, and the 
enforcement of the provisions of law in Alaska; contingent expenses, including 
wharfage, towage, dockage, freight, advertising, surveys, labor, and miscella- 
neous expenses which can not be included under special heads, 000, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the importance of what I regard as a necessary amend- 
ment in this connection, that is to enlarge the provision a little in the 
twelfth and thirteenth lines where the language is used: 

For the protection of the interest of the Government on the Seal Islands, ete. 


I suppose the object of that paragraph is to protect the seal fisheries 
of Alaska, or rather that is one of the objects of the provision, and yet 
the words ‘‘ the seal fisheries’? are not mentioned. I simply suggest 
to the gentleman that he insert after the words ‘* protection of,” in the 
twelfth line, the words ‘‘ the seal fisheries in Behring Sea and the waters 
of Alaska,’’ so as to make it sure that under this appropriation it is 
intended to provide a certain sum for the protection of seal fisheries, 
and with the consent of the gentleman I will send up an amendment 
making the language here a little broader, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting after the words “ protection of,” in line 12 1, the 
following: “The seal fisheries in Behring Seaand other waters of a and;’’ 


so that it will read: *‘for protection of the seal fisheries in Behring Sea and the 
remo eng of Alaska, and of the interest of the Government on the Seal Isl- 
an 

Mr. RANDALL. We have used in this sen re the same lan- 
guage that has been used for many years. do not think the lan- 
guage is objectionable. 

Mr. DUNN. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
order that the House may understand the importance of the language 
used by thé amendment proposed, that for the protection of the seal it 
is not merely necessary to protect the Pribylov Islands. Thetrespass 
upon our fisheries and seals is rarely made on these islands, The un- 
lawful destruction of seals takes place in the Behring Sea, from 10 to 
60 miles from these islands, where the seals go during the season when 
they are hauled out on the islands. They go out for food during the 
time the females are having their young. The investigation that we 
have made in the Committee on Mercbant Marine and Fisheries shows 
that the destruction of seal life in the open sea by unauthorized and 
unlawful hunters extends all the way from one to two and three hun- 
dred thousand seals per annum—greater, very much greater, than the 
take of seals autho: under-the contract with the Alaska Commer- 
cial Company, and the law for their protection can not be too strong. 

Mr. RANDALL. I fully concur in the object that the gentleman 
from Maine and the gentleman from Arkansas who has just taken his 
seat have in view, and I therefore do not feel called upon to object to 
the insertion of these words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For labor and expenses of engraving and printing: For salaries of all neces- 
sary clerks and employés, other than plate-printers and plate-printers’ assist- 
ants, $363,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury: Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
in States notes of larger denomination than those that may be canceled or 
ret . 
For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secre! of the 
ury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for s work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each,when employed, and for wages 
of printers’ dssistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each, when employed, and 
for royalty, at not exceeding 1 cent per thousand impressions for use of 
plate-printing machines, $376,000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended 


for printing United Statas notes of larger denomination than those that may be 

canceled or retired: Provided further, there shall not be an increase of the 

auae of steam plate-printing machines in the Engraving and Printing 
reau, A 


For Serre: printers’, and other materials, except distinctive 


, and 

or 
fe oe i ionia Sanani $174,000, to be expended under the di of the 

Mr. LANDES and Mr. FARAONA rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. LANDES]. 

Mr. LANDES. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to raise the point of order 
against a provision in the section just read. The provision that I de- 
sire to antagonize reads as follows: 


And for royalty, at not exceeding 1 cent per thousand impressions for use of 
steam plate-printing machines. 


I contend, Mr. Chairman, that that changes existing law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, to hear what 
the gentleman says. 

Mr. LANDES. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that this 
provision is obnoxious to the last clause of the third subdivision of 
Rule XXI, which provides: 

Nor shall any provision i 
propriation bil a in any Bar Bare ae heip otan py rere 

And in order to simplify the presentation of the point I will state, 
in calling the attention of the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
to what I am about to state, I understand the object of this limita- 
tion to be to prevent the use of steam plate-printing presses in the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing. That I understand to be the object, 
and that will be the effect. Under this section of the rules is not that 
a change of existing law in this respect? I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether I am correct in that view? 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not think that this provision is subject to the 

int of order, and I state that outside the merits of the question, and 

‘or this reason: There is no law fixing the payment of a royalty for 
the use of these presses at all. It is a contract under which the pat- 
entees are paid $1 per thousand impressions. Now, it has always been 
held here that the House had the power to place a limit or restriction 
upon the amount provided for in this bill, and as to the manner in 
which it should be expended, and for any work that might be proper. 
I say further that the practice for many years has been to place limits 
on apropriations, because it is claimed that there is no authority under 
the statutes for any officer of the United States to make a contract in- 
Meroe Be ae of public money beyond twelve months, 

Mr. LAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, however, has 
failed to answer my question. 

_ Mr. RANDALL. ell, I will try to answer it if the gentleman 
will repeat it. 

Mr. LANDES. The question I propounded to the gentleman was: 
Will not the effect of this legislation be to prevent the use of the steam 
plate-printing presses? 

Mr. RANDALL, I believe it would; and I will say why it is in- 
serted here, At the last session of this House there was passed unan- 
imously (atleast I am so informed, as I was not here) a bill which 
in so many words pote for the displacement of these steam-presses, 
The committee did not go so far as that, however, because the com- 
mittee recognized the fact that the Government of the United States 
had an ownership in these presses at a cost of $1,400 each, or there- 
about, and they concluded that it was not desirable to remove them 
from the Department at all, even though the use of them might be by 
law prohibited. 

I will also say frankly that, from what I can learn from these con- 
tractors, the effect of the reduction of the Ae bed from $1 per thou- 
sand to 1 cent per thousand impressions will be to prevent the use of 
these presses in the bureau. —~ 

The Chairman desired to hear the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LANDES] simply on the point of order, and not upon the merits of the 


proposition. 
Mr. LANDES. The point of order issimply this, that the provision 
will change existing law. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the existing law to 
which he refers? 

Mr. LANDES, It would take me a considerable time to review the 
history of the use of the steam printing-presses in the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing, so I will confine myself at present to the pro- 
vision in the statute which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That any of this sum may be used for purchasing and operat 
ing new and improved plate-printing presses. 

Mr. LANDES. Now, Mr. Chairman, since the enactment of the law 
which has just been read, the Secretary of the Treasury has entered 
into a contract with the patentees of these presses, by the terms of 
which contract he has agreed to pay them the sum of $1 for every thou- 
sand perfect impressions produced by the presses. I hold that contract 


in my 5 
Mr. FORAN. Does it fix the term of the contract, its duration, how 
long it shall continue in force? 


Mr. LANDES. It is to run as long as the presses are used. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman give the date of that contract? 

Mr, LANDES. The agreement is dated the 30th day of September, 
1887. I will read a portion of it: f 

And the said party of the second part hereby covenants and agrees to and with 


the said parties of the first in consideration of the foregoing covenants, to 


pay the said ies of the t part or their the sum of $7. for the con- 
struction of six of said Milligan pi ; the said sum to be as follows, to 
wit: The sum of $1,250 when each of said presses shall have delivered at 


the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, and shall 
have been inspected and accepted as satisfactory, both in construction and in 
operation, by the proper officers of that bureau, and a royalty of $500 for each 
press on its delivery to and acceptance by the chief of paid DERSAN, and a further 
royalty for the continuous use of said presses of $1 for each one thousand per- 
fect impressions thereafter printed thereon, and to keep and furnish the parties 
oo Levu rst part a true and correct account of the number of impressions so 
p . 

Mr. FORAN. Does not the gentleman think that Congress has the 
right to terminate that contract at any time? 

Mr. LANDES. I will say, in reply to the gentleman, that I hold 
that a contract made by an officer of the Government in pursuance of 
law is binding upon the Government, That is the very question that 
is now submitted to the Chair upon this point of order. 

Mr. McADOO. Suppose the Government officer did not have the 
right to make the contract, do you think it would be binding in that 
case? 

Mr. LANDES. No, sir; not if he had no authority to make it. 

Mr. FORAN. Is there any authority in law on the part of any Gov- 
ernment officer to make a contract to pay a royalty ? 

Mr. LANDES. I will say to the gentleman that in 1878 the intro- 
duction of the steam plate-printing presses into the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing occurred, and the contract was made by the Govern- 
ment with the patentees to pay $1 foreach thousand perfect impressions 
made by those presses—— 

Mr. FORAN. But my question is, is there any authority of law 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, or anybody else, to pay any 
such royalty? 

Mr. LANDES. Iam about to state the authority. Since that time 
from year to year, with the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
before the Congress of the United States, we have gone on appropriating 
and directing the payment of royalty to the patentees of these presses, 
and this particular clause which it is now proposed to inject into the 
appropriation bill is a novelty. 

. FORAN. Another question: Does an appropriation to pay a 
royalty extend beyond the year for which the appropriation is made? 

Mr. LANDES. Iwill answer in the language of the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. This question was 
suggested, I think fairly, in the last Congress to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], when an amendment was offered, in 
effect prohibiting the payment of royalty upon the use of these presses. 
Ithink that amendment was offered by the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. McApoo]. 

The amendment was: 

Amend by striking off these words, in lines 5 and 6, on page 14: “And for 
royalties for the use of steam Leek Piper machines.’ 

Mr. RYAN. The effect of that would be to prevent the use of the presses now 
owned by the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have not the power to do that; the Jaw and the contract 
prevent. 

Mr. FORAN. Iam not asking what the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations said last year; I am asking the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDES] himself with refer- 
ence to this contract. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is nothing inconsistent in my position on 
this question. This provision pro to put a restriction upon the 
amount to be paid for royalty; it does not strike out the provision for 


ment. 
ag st LANDES. But thedistinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, has stated to the 
House that the effect of this limitation is to prevent the payment of 
any royalty by striking down the use of the machines; and I take 
it—— 


Mr. RANDALL. The contractor so said to me. 

Mr. LANDES. I take it that the ore can not do indirectly 
what he himself confesses he can not do directly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman answer another question? 
Is there anything in that contract which compels the Government to 
continue the use of the machines ? 

Mr. FORAN. There is nothing except authority to purchase and 
operate the machines. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to know whether there is in that con- 
tract one word which compels the Government to keep on using these 
mr LANDES. Thel that the Sec f the Treasury 

Mr. LANDES. e language is that the Secretary of the 

buy and operate the machines, whatever that may mean. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made this point of order for the reason that 
unless it be sustained or unless this ph be amended, there will 
be an expenditure of money to the extent of more than $100,000 for the 
accomp! ent of a purpose which can be accomplished without such 
expenditure; in other words, the additional expense incurred by the 
Government to do the work which these machines do amounts, accord- 
ing to the statement of the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, to the sum of $102,000; and in the interest of economy I have 
deemed it my duty to interpose objection to this clause, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to ask my friend a question for in- 


formation. If I understand his point it is to this effect—that this ar- 
rangement between the Secretary of the Treasury and the owner of 
these patents was not in the nature of a contract, but in the nature of 
the acquisition of property in a patent for which the Government stip- 
ulates to pay a certain sum, and that thus it stands upon a different 
footing from the case where there is a mere contract from year to year 
to render service. 
ae LANDES. ‘That is the point I was endeavoring to make to the 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was not here when the gentleman first 
stated his point. Now, I wish to ask him another question: Does he 
understand the Secretary of the Treasury to be clothed with power to 
make such a contract; that is, to acquire an interest in a patent and 
the right to use a machine, and to stipulate that the payment shall be 
in the manner provided in this contract? 

Mr. LANDES. Thelaw which was read by the Clerk covers, I think, 
that ground exactly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was out of the Hall when that law was 


read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That brings us to the inquiry what law was read— 
whether it was the appropriation bill of last year or not? I ask that 
il be read again, together with the title of the act. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


making appropriatio: civil nses of Govern 
for the fiscal peat caning J oe es amine Gaet Eapana, E A peer 
p Proviso under the head of * Engraving and printing:” 

“Provided, That any part of this sum may be used for purchasing and operat- 
ing new and approved plate-printing presses.” 

Mr. LANDES. Now, I only desire to say that, in pursuance of the 
authority contained in that clause, the contract was made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury stipulating to pay $1 for every thousand im- 
pressions—— 3 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe, however, that the 

rovision of the act just read—and I say this without reference to what 
ie may propose—is that any part of the sum Sy ang may be used 
for purchasing and operating machines, etc. Does the gentleman think 
that that provision authorizes a contract which would be continuous, 
requiring payment from year to year during the life of the patent? In 
other words, does the gentleman understand that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has the power to buy this piece of property—that is, a patented 
device—for the use of the Government, and that in purchasing it he 
can contract in such a way as to require appropriations from year to 
year, for instance, for seventeen years, the life of the patent? Do we 
change the law when we refuse to make that appropriation and provide 
that the machines shall not be used hereafter? 

Mr, LANDES. I think so, sir. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this law, it simply 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to use any portion of this ap- 
propriation for the purchase and operation of improved machinery. 
Now, it may be admitted that this contract was made; but suppose the 
machinery should prove inoperative and the work unsatisfactory, is 
it to be supposed that the contract would be binding, and that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would have to continue the use of these ma- 
chines, though turning out defective work ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In that case there would be a failure of 
consideration. 

Mr. FORAN. Well, take the other view of it. Is this contract to 
be eternal or to continue only from year to year? Have we not the 
i, to terminate it at any time? 

. RANDALL, I submit that the point of order involved here 
is whether this House has the power in this way to put a limitation 
or restriction upon the amount provided for in this h, which is 
to go to the payment of royalties. I took the position before that to 
strike out entirely the provision for the payment of royalties would be 
in effect a provision for discontinuing the use of these machines, 
While I am on the floor I want to oppose that which seems to have 
got into some minds, that the officials of this Goyernment, inthe face 
of a direct statute to the contrary, can involve the Government for a 
period over one year. 

Mr. LANDES. What, then, did the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
mean when he said in this House on June 18, 1888? 

Mr, RANDALL. We have not the power to do what the Jaw and contract pre- 
vent. We have tried as far as we could to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to make inquiry to see whether that royalty could not be got rid of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he will see by 
the terms of the contract he has not done so. 

Mr, RANDALL. They have gone beyond the realm of their power, 

Mr. LANDES. They have purchased their machine and then agreed 
za t shall pay a dollar of royalty for it without saying a word for 

ow long. 

Mr. MCADOO. So far as the point of order is concerned it seems to 
lower the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has no hesitation in overruling the 
point of order, 


Mr. LANDES. We have no power to do that. - 
Mr. RANDALL. I neversaid we hadnot the right tosay how much 


money should be appropriated. I am here as the representative of my 
committee. - 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, The 
House, under the rules, has the right to make any limitation for the 
fiscal year on any appropriation it makes. As to ene con- 
tracts, that is a matter for the courts and not for the ir. 

Mr. LANDES. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

In lines 9 and 10, page 12, strike out the words “not exceeding 1 cent per thou- 
sand impressions, 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. LANDES. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that unless this 
gmendment prevails, according to the declaration of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Government will be prevented 
from using seventeen or eighteen steam printing-presses, which it now 
owns and is now using at a great saving to the people of this country. 
In 1878 the first one of these machines was purchased. It gave satis- 
faction, and from time to time additions have been made until now the 

ent owns seventeen or eighteen of these presses, and is oper- 
nineteen of them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Eighteen of this particular kind. 

Mr. LANDES. Eighteen the Government owns at thistime. All 
the $1, $2, $5, and $10 silver certificates have been for many months, 
according to the chief of that bureau, printed on these presses. 

Mr. RANDALL. Only the backs. à 

Mr. LANDES. The backs only. They are not intended to print 
the faces, as I understand. 

According to the statement of our officers, if these presses are dis- 
eontinued it will cost more than $102,000 per annum to do the same 
work by hand plate-printers, work no better in quality, no better in 
style, than the work now turned out by these presses, 

I understand that the plate-printers of the Government are to-da; 

ing war upon these steam-presses. Because the presses them- 
selves do as much work as three, or four, or six, or eight men there 
seems to be a hostility against the use of the steam-presses, and the 
question is, inasmuch as we have the testimony of the chief of the bu- 
reau, of the superintendent of the bureau, of experts and bankers of 
the country, that the work is entirely satisfactory, can we afford to 
drive out these presses for which the Government has paid something 
like $20,000, and perhaps more, and incur an expense of $100,000 in 
order to add to the force in that institution of 160 employés? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LANDES. I would like to finish my statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the gentleman go on for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was so ord: 

Mr. LANDES. In order, Mr. Chairman, that there may beno doubt 
about the quality of work, I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have 


read copies of three letters written to the Chief of the Bureau of En- | al 


graving and Printing from tlemen whose opinions on the subject 
ought to be of value, and I do this to corroborate the opinion of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fimsr NATIONAL Bank, New York, October 8, 1888, 


Dear Srn: In reply to yours of 3d instant, the silver certificates of series of 
1886 seem to mean improvement over all other issues of notes since bord at mean 
legal-tender greenbacks, and I see nothing in them to facilitate counterfeiting 

We ba z ta the tanks fe terfeits of the certificates, and did 

e bave seen e very few coun! 
not regard those as more dangerous than others we bave seen or had. 
Trusting that this gives you all the information you desire, I am, 


- Yours truly, 
GEORGE F. BAKER, President. 
E. O. Graves, Esq., . 
Chief of Bureau Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 


Tax AMERICAN EXCHANGE NATIONAL BANK, 128 BROADWAY, 

$ New York, October 4, 
Dnis EL o e a Eaa aan fea syne tog etl 
1, engraving, and printing of the United ver certificates of series 
especially of the backs, T take pleasare in saying that they seem to me to 


commend their workmanship. 

I have also seen a counterfeit of each of the one-dollar and five-dollar notes. 
They are such miserable imitations of the genuine that a glance at them by the 
least experienced observer would show them to be spurious. They have never 
caused us annoyance, The faces of them are bad and the backs are worse. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
X GEORGE S. COE, President. 
E. O. Graves, Esq., 
Chief of Burcau, Washington, D. C. 


COSTINENTAL NATIONAL Bask, 5 AND 7 NASSAU STREET. 
New York, October 5, 1388, 
DEAR Sık: Your favor of the3d instant is received, asking for an con- 
cerning the silver certificates of the series of 1586, as to the a engrav- 
ing, and the printing—especially the printing of the backs. We have accord- 
y examined them anew critically, only to confirm the opinion we had already 
formed aa to shed excellent deiga ted adovivable work in every ; and 
as far as there being any appearance of deterioration in any of the work as 
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com, with former or hich would in facilitate 
pared issues, or anything w. = any way 


we en 
As to the counterfeits of the one-dollarand five-dollar certificates, those which 
have come under our notice haye been of very poor quality, and we have been 
subjected to no loss by them. 
Very truly, yours, 


EDW’D D. RANDOLPH, President, 
E. O. Graves, Esq., 
Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 


any LANDES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read an extract 
m the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The steam-power plate-printing presses have continued in successful opera- 
tion during the year. The quality of their work has steadily improved, and it 
ean now be said without qualification that all of it is equal to that done on the 
hand All the backs of the new silver certificates of the denominations 
of $1, $2, $5, and $10 have for many months been printedon them. For evidence 
of the quality of their work it is only necessary to inspect the backs of these cer- 
tifleates. Inclearness, and uniformity of im and all the quali- 
pies vo tend to prevent successful counterfeiting, are up to the highest 
5 ard. 

The steam-presses are now printing much more than one-third of the work of 
the bureau with a great economy of room, labor, and expense. The cost of 
the prin! done by them is less than $80,000, To print the same work by 
hand would cost $180,000, or $100,000 a year more. There has also been in use 
for many years a number of steam-power phic presses, on which are 
printed, from steel dies, the tints on many of internal-revenue stamps 

d the seals on United States n: silver certificates, and national-bank notes. 


an 
replace all Lew eevee mea ting-presses | 
presses —— add nearly son doot to the anual expenses of the Serene, oe 
© necessary on bureau 
der to provide room in which to Serer we ‘es 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, it seems to be, after the discussion 
of last year, simply thrashing over old straw to go over allof this dis- 
cussion again; but I think the House will be impressed, after hearing 
from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who has investi- 
gated the subject as chairman of the investigating committee, and who 
proposes to now address the committee in regard to this question, as to 
the feeling on the part of the bureau in sustaining the use of these 
presses there. 

Mr. FORAN. And you know why? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly I know why; I understand it perfectly. 
The present chief of the bureau takes it very foolishly as a personal 
matter that his official ca is to be somewhat dimmed if the Con- 
gress of the United States es to set up its wisdom as against 
the infallibility of that gentleman. He is a good man, weighing a re~- 
spectable number of pounds. 

Now, sir, in answer to the gentleman ‘from Illinois [Mr. LANDES], I 
wish to state in the first place that we dispute as to the saving to which 
he has referred. We assert that the chief of the bureau has not made 
a fair comparative statement of the relative cost of work done on the 
steam-presses as against the hand-presses. He has omitted from his 
statement, as I am informed, some very important facts; first, the pay- 
ment of royalty, which amounts to $500 on each That is omitted 
from his statement. He has o the eost of wasted cer- 
tificates and bills which are sg A or rendered useless by the opera- 
tion of these presses. He has omitted the cost of the steam-power. 

Mr. FORAN. Also the cost of the patterns. 

Mr. McADOO. Also the cost of the patterns, as my friend suggests; 
and veo assert and tear vindicate the assertion by an ost unanimous 
array of testimon: experts and bank presidents throughout the 
United States, eek shes by a letter from the chief of the seeret service, 
that this mode of prin‘ injures the fiber of the paper so as to make 
counterfeiting simple and easy. Why, sir, the Government securities 
and notes ought to be printed on the very finest paper, and should be 
engraved in the highest style of the art, and printed with the utmost 
skill and care. In order to do this the press work must be done with 
the most exacting care. It is impossible to get a machine to do that 
work with that fine and delicate touch with which the expert printer 
will doit by hand, 

The result of printing them on asteam-press, with a powerful press- 
ure applied, is to bake out the paper; and if any man present—for 
members of Congress are generally is the fortunate possessor of 
one of these silver certificates he will find that if it has been in use for 
six months or a year the bill has gotten into a most disgraceful con- 
dition and is certainly not fit to be used as currency by the people. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, a comparison of the bills printed for the Canadian 
Government, which I have seen, and those printed here on our steam- 
prera makes our currency look absolutely disgraceful. Ibavein my 

and three silver certificates of the denomination of $1, and one of 
them isa counterfeit, and I might challenge every member of this 
House to take the three bills and select from among them the one which 
is a counterfeit. Ido not believe any man present can doit. If you 
are poor, you are all honest, so that I will hand them around. 

Co’ i is accomplished readily by reason of the work done 
by the presses, and it is not confined alone to the silver certificates, 
which, as I have said, are short-lived, and are in a disgraceful condi- 
tion after a few weeks’ use, but counterfeiting is also carried on in in- 
ternal-revenue stamps; and I have in my hand an item from the New 
York Herald where reference is made to the arrest of a party in New 
York for haying a counterfeit bill in his possession, or attempting te 
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pass one of these bogus silver certificates, which was said to have been 


ecuted in France. 

We are somrpisng. the criminal ingenuity of the whole world by the 
wretched manner in which our work is being done, 

Mr. LANDES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. McADOO. With pleasure. 

Mr. LANDES. Whatexpert banker or Government officers have ob- 
jected to the quality of the work done by these presses ? 

Mr. McADOO. I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. The 
chief of the secret service, Mr. Bell himself, and my friend from Ala- 
bama knows, for he has the papers, which I have not had the oppor- 
tunity of examining, that a number of bank presidents and leading ex- 

have called attention to the same fact. 

Mr. LANDES. I hope the gentleman will have read the testimony 
of Chief Bell. 

Mr. MCADOO. I will dosowithpleasure. I will accommodate the 
gentleman at once, and ask to have read now a letter which I send to 
the desk. I might also, if I had time, have read his startling and em- 
phatic testimony before ‘the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Secret Service DIVISION, a oe or CHIEF, 
Washington, D. C. 22, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of piece communication or 
the 2lstinstant, making certain idauieies regarding counterfeit inte 
pranan y and United Btaten silver certificates (1886 series), andin reply thereto bes 

we to state: 

1. Internal-revenue stamps, printed from lithograph tes made by Paul 
Bernon, captured July 17, 1869, in the city of New York. Atthesametime, chon 
17, 1859, one Achille Patti was arrested ut Snake Hill, N. J., 6 miles from Jerse: 
City, andon his premises were found lithograph plaies for printing 10, 16, Sod 
60 pound tobacco-sta: narape $3 internal-revenne manifest-stam and Fagor 
tobacco-stamps, prin from plates engraved by Hart L. and 
stamps captured from Sopen B. Clark, October 30, 1869, in New r Yor Oly; proved one- 
cent proprietary stamps, printed from plate engraved by Hart The 
pete containing two hun and ten pera was ca fue one John 


the same die as above, was oa; Pek oie gA Story March 3, 1870, at 

Pleasant Plains, N. J. This na mea made 1OnG C. & D. Howard, proprietors 

named John n Rippon. o The stamps were all printed by the above- 
pon, 


urth-barrel heer-stam, rinted from lithograph plates by N. H. Trau- 
bol, of Camden, N J. ; plate ce rid 7,187, trom one Frank Mackey, 
ees 
ps, discovered J 1 rinted fr 

eleciroiype plates (4) capiu 4) captured ion aaa peel Sean a + at Sheed ARN 

pg onion 

all discovered by reason of deficient wor! 

cates, series 1885: $1, portrait of Martha 

The above have been discovered upto the present time, and up to date would 
estimate the number of hig arrested in connection with the above counter- 
I x 1 
am, sir, very anik A F JOHN 8, BELL, Chief, 

Hon, Frank 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. SAYERS was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. MCADOO. 
cret service in conversation with me has had no hesitation whatever in 
declaring as his belief that the steam printing of these bills does lead 
superintendent of the Engraving Bureau, Mr. O'Neill, that justice is 
not done to the engraver’s work in that bureau when the bills are printed 
But, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of my friend from 
Illinois to the amount of money which this company is from 
$1,250 is paid for the presses; $500 in addition for each press by way 
of royalty, and $1 for each 1,000 sheets or impressions by way of fur- 
sea and the chief of the bureau himself last year returned to the 
vernment an item of expenditure for repairs of the presses upon 
and in addition to that it is c by those conversant with the mat- 
ters in the bureau that this sum of $8,000 does not represent the whole 
the purpose of calling the attention of the committee more clearly to 
the exact condition of affairs with regard to this contract, let me read 
their way into the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of this Govern- 
ment: 
this purchase of the right to make and use ig yng aforesaid is for the pir- 
pose of a more thorough test of the economy of the press, and ee the price 
presses, e! 
Mr. isis what does that mean? Gentlemen, it means this, 
powers of our presses, and for the purpose of making this we will sell 
you a press at $1,250, with $500 royalty, 31 por thous thousand impressions; 
y 


contained feria oasis ons. 
Cote Ohio. 
Counterfeit sil ror cetits 
Ping S portrait of Grant: two different issues, ash lng- 
feit notes to be about 
Hiscock, 
United States Senate, 

Mr. McADOO. In addition I want to say that the chief of the se- 
to easy counterfeiting, and I have the assurance of the present 
as they are now. 

1 r getting 

the Government. They have struck rich vein. In the first place, 
ther royalty. Besides that, the Government has been re the 
which this heavy royalty is exacted the sum of very nearly $8,000, 
amount which the Government has spent in repairing the presses” For 
a brief extract from the contract under which the presses have found 

And it is oye poy understood and set > between the parties hereto, that 
paid for the same not be a basis for any future purchase of other like 
that this company says, ‘‘Giveus an opportunity to make a test of the 
and if it is a success, and if we can do the ernment work sstisfac- 


terily upon these presses, we are not bound by this contract, but we 
will raise the price,’’ 
The . The time of the gentleman from New Jersey haz 


jired. 
“Tir. LONG. Will the gentleman from New Jersey answer a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Ifall these things are true, how do you account for the 
fact that the Secretary of the Treasury favors the continuance of the 
use of these same presses? 

Mr. MCADOO. I never could nor attempted to account for theaction 
of many of the officers of the Government. And Iam not aware of the 
fact that the Secretary of the Treasury had done that. I was under 
the impression that he rather favored the reduction of this amount of 
royalty, but that can not have anything to do with the facts of the case. 
We have the same evidence upon which he passed and our committee 
favors the hand-presses. Ithink, moreover, that the Secretary takes no 
decided stand in this controversy. 

Mr. LONG. Only one word, Mr. Chairman. I think the House 
should understand exactly what the question is before it. The bill 
proposes that the amount paid as royalty on these presses shall be cut 
down from a dollara thousand to 1 centa thousand impressions. That 
is a reduction from $18,000 a year, which we have been heretofore 
paying, to $180 a year. 'I trust the House will notice that enormous 
reduction. Instead of paying for these valuable machines $18,000 a 
year, according to the contract which we have made, and by which we 
are saving the Government $100,000 a year, we now propose to pay 
them the absurd sum of $180 a year. In other words, we propose to 
pay them nothing for the use of their property. 

Mr. FORAN. Will my friend permit a question ? 

Mr. LONG. Ina moment. 

The necessary result of this must be that they will refuse to allow 
us the useof their property. It is perfectly well understood that they 
will refuse to allow us the use of their property. In other words, the 
object of this innocent-looking amendment is to prevent us from using 
these machines at all and from for the Government the econ- 
omy and reduction of expenses which their use affords. 

Now, why is that done? In order toanswer that question you must 
go back to what is the real issue at stake. It is an issue between those 
on the one hand who believe in the invention and use of labor-saving 
machinery as better for the Government and in the long run better also 
for labor, and those men on the other hand who tend to the belief that 
wherever there is labor-saving machinery it should be put out of use, 
in order, as they say, that more manual labor may be employed. 

An extension of the same penal moala compal us to abolish the 
use of labor-saving machinery in the erection of public buildings. It 
would lead us to take from the Printing Office all labor-saving ma- 
chines. The real question, therefore, at issue here is whether this 
House will, in the matter of its engraving, permit the extended use of 
labor-saving machinery for the benefit of the community and of labor 
itself, or go back to manual labor. That question is a fair one. Itis 

a perfectly fair question. ‘Those who hold one side or the other of it 
Se ape AEE wg eat on this floor, But the proper way, and the 
honest and square way, to raise it isto introduce a bill directly abolish- 

ing the use of these steam plate-presses. 

ite. FARQUHAR. That has passed the House already. 

Mr. LONG. Waitamoment. Such a bill as that was introduced 
at the last session. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It was thoroughly discussed on the floor. 

Mr. LONG, And passed the House, and is now pending in the 
Senate, and the Senate is now giving hearings respecting the abolition 
of the steam-presses. On that question one side has there been heard— 
those who were opposed to the use of the presses. The other side, 
which is the Government—the Secretary of the Treasury, the Super- 
intendent of Printing and Engraving, and others—have not yet been 
heard, but are awaiting a hearing. 

In other words, that question is in the Senate, and there it ought 
to be settled, and we ought not to interfere with itin this way. Hav- 
ing these plate-presses, and having made a contract by which we 
have agreed to pay for their use, if we continue this use we ought 
to appropriate a Fafficient sum for that purpose. 

But is it well to give up the use of these steam- ? That de- 
pends upon the question whether they save the Government anything 
and whether they do good work. Mr, Graves, one of the best officers 
of this Government, thoronghly unimpeached, says upon his official 
honor that the use of these steam plate-presses saves the Government 
$102,000 a year. Hesays that he does reckon in thisshowing the cost of 
the repairs. He saat a the eae repairing of his establishment is done 
by five machinists, that those work upon the steam plate- 
presses and also upon the hand-presses, and thatif you abolish the use 
of the steam plate-presses those five machinists will still have to be 
retained, so that there will be no saving in that You have first 
a direct saving, as I have stated, of $102,000 a year. Second, you have 
avery large saving in an indirect manner. For by means of these steam 
plate-presses we are enabled now to bid ourselves for the printing of 
postage-stamps, and by bidding we compel other persons, Pts 
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f these postage-stamps, to print them thousands of dollars less than 
"Tdi doing before. 
en the next question is, is the work done as well? Of course par- 


ties interested against the machines say the work is not done as well. 
But who is the party interested here for the Government? The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Superintendent of Engraving and Print- 
ing. The Superintendent of Engraving and Printing says officially 
upon his honor that the work done by the steam plate-presses is equal 
to that done by the hand-presses and is up to the highest standard. I 
defy any man here to go into that bureau, as I have done, and examine 
the back of a bill printed on the hand-press and another printed on a 
steam-press and tell the difference between them. Letters have been 
read here from presidents of banks and other parties interested in this 
question, who give testimony to the same effect, that the work done 
upon the steam plate-presses is just as good as that done on the hand- 
presses, and that counterfeiting is not encouraged by the use of the 
steam plate-printing presses. There are 197 men now employed in the 
engraving of these bills. The’ building was crowded to excess when 
there were 230. Even then it was overcrowded. If youdo away with 
the use of the steam plate-printing presses you will require 286 men 
to do the work that is now done by 197. You will have no room for 
se increase and will have to build a new buiding to accommodate 
em. 

I undertake to say that there was never a more absurd proposition 
made in an enlightened age before an enlightened House representing 
the American people than the proposition to abandon the use of these 
steam plate-presses. ‘They are the result of the inventive genius of our 
people. The man who invented them died in poverty. Heleft a wife 
and children. He left creditors who had aided him in procuring money 
to carry on the work. Some large returns have been received from the 
use of these presses during the last few years, I think about $45,000; 
but a large portion of that must have gone to repay the money which 
he had borrowed and which stood as a charge against his estate, how 
much I do not know. If the royalty for the use of these presses is too 

reduce it, 

en the proper time comes I will, in order to give an opportunity 
for debate as to the value of the use, move to substitute in place of 
1 cent, 50 cents or 75 cents thousand impressions. This can he 
done, for the contract is not for the life of the patent, but is of such a 
nature that the Secretary of the Treasury can at any time decline to use 
the presses at all and so pay no royalty, or can say he will use them if he 
can have them at a reduced Bit rth It is, therefore, a perfectly fair 
question for us to consider whether we can save anything upon the 
present pin of using these presses. In other words, is the price now 
paid too high? Mr. Graves, the Superintendent of the Bureau of En- 
ving and Printing, says that the use of these presses saves us $5 
or every dollar that we pay in the way of royalty. It saves us a 
hundred thousand dollars a year, I believe that the royalty we have 
hitherto paid, therefore, was not excessive at the time. Butif it is 
now, let us reduce it. But do not pm these people off by refusing to 

pay anything at all for the use of their property. 
we do not want their machines let us say so, and let the Senate 
pass the bill for their disuse. But, as long as we use the machines, let 
us not refuse to pay for using them. Mr, Chairman, eighteen of these 
resses are the property of the Government, and if the patentees re- 
to let us use them for nothing they will lie idle on our hands, and 
you will have eighteen steam plate-presses, the product of the invent- 
ive genius of this age, lying useless while you will be compelled to 
put fifty additional men into your building in order to do the work, 
although it will not properly contain more than are employed there 
now. As I have already said, I will at the proper time move to sub- 
stitute for 1 cent per thousand impressions either 50 cents or 75 cents, 
as shall be determined upon consultation. I append to my remarks 
the followingstatement by the Superintendent of Engraving and Print- 
ing, Mr. Graves. It answers concisely the question of economy and of 

the character of the work done: 


MEMORANDUM CONCERNING STEAM-POWER PLATE-PRINTING PRESSES, 

1. The printing done by the steam-power plate-printing presses now in use 
in the Bureau of Engraying and Printing is up to the highest standard, and is 
fully equal to that done on the All of the 2 and 4 ounce tobacco- 
stam we been printed on them for many years. They have for many 
months printed all ofthe backs of the $1, $2, $5, and $10 silver certificates and of 
the $10 and $20 United States notes and a portion of the 50-cigar stamps. This 
work has been done to the entire satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and the Treasurer of the United States, and not a word of complaint 
Sividunl. "(Boe et toport of tne Beeretacy of the Treawary, pags xii, and report 

ua report of the of the Treasury, page xli, and repo: 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 7.) 
On the contrary, letters have been received by the chief of the bureau from 


hand-presses. 


some of the most rienced and distinguished bank officers in New York 
testifying to the excellent quality of the work on the silver certificates as re- 
both the engraving and printing. Among these are George S. Coe, pres- 
George F. Baker, president 


ident of the American Exchange National Bank; 
of the National Bank, and Edward D. Randolph, president of 
nental National Bank. Their letters are as follows: 
THE AMERICAN EXCHANGE NATIONAL BANK, 128 BROADWAY, 
New York, October 4, 1858, 
DEAR Ste: In reply to your note of yesterday, asking my o on of the de- 
engraving, and printing of the United States silver ficates of series 


especially of the backs, I take pleasure in sa; that they seem to me to 
Sis ck pa sorora quality raro aispa a Sea oen LaPa |, which I have 
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carefully examined, are in printing, and in every cular, in the best style 
the engraver’s art, and I see nothing in them Apani per but everything g 
their Litaigenamyrn o 
I have also seen a counterfeit of each of the one-dollar and five-dollar notes. 
They are such miserable imitations of the genuine that a glance at them by th? 
experienced observer would show them to be spurious. They have nev 
caused us annoyance. The faces of them are bad and the backs are worse. 


Yours, very res; Y, 
GEORGE 8. COE, President, 
E, O. Graves, Esq. 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D.C. 


First NATIONAL BANK, New York, October 8, 1888. 
Dear Srg: In reply to yours of 3d instant, the silver certificates of series of 
1886 seem to me an ans mba over all other issues of notes since the origi- 
nal legal-tender greenbacks, and I see nothing in them to facilitate counterfe 
ing more than in other series. 3 
e have seen in the bank very few counterfeits of the certificates, and did 
not those as more dangerous t] others we have seen or had, 
Trusting that this gives you all the information you desire, I am, 


Yours truly, 
GEORGE F. BAKER, President, 
E. O, Graves, Esq., 
Chief of Bureau Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 


> 


CONTINENTAL NATIONAL BANK, 5 AND 7 NASSAU STREET, 
New York, October 5, 1 

DEAR Sır: Your favor of the 3d instant is received, asking foran opinion 
concerning the silver certificates of the series of 1886, as to the d the en- 
graving, and the printing—especially the printing of the backs, o have ac- 
cordingly examined them anew critically, only to confirm the opinion we had 
already formed as to their excellent design and admirable workin every partic- 
ular; and as far as there being any appearance of deterioration in any part of 
the work as compared with former es, or anything which would in any 
way facilitate counterfeiting, we entertain ee the opposite opinion. 

As to the counterfeits of the one-dollar and five-dollar certificates, those which 
have come under our notice have been of very poor quality, and we have been 
subjected to no loss by them, 

Very truly, yours, 
EDW'D D. RANDOLPH, President, 

E, O. Graves, 


Esq. 
Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C, 


2. The nineteen presses now in use effect a saving of $102,147.30 a year. The 
cost of the printing done on them, including the amount paid for royalty, is 
$79,316.69. To do the same work on the hand-presses would cost $181,463.99 
(House Report No. 3646, on sundry civil bill), The saving is therefore 56.3 per 
cent, These figures are not a matter of estimate, but of exact calculation from 
the records of the bureau, based on the work now being done, 
clude the cost of repairs, or of the spoiled work, for the reason 
ence between those two items on the two different classes of 
siderable. The RADEN st item in the cost of re: 
ists. Only five machinists are now employ: 


Tey do not in- 
tha me ate 

presses neon 
irs is the wages of the machine 


upon the peona work of the 


bureau, including the repairs to steam-presses, and it would not be ible to 
reduce the number even if all of the steam-presses should be re laced by hand- 
presses. The following statement shows the cost per thousand impressions of 

rinting by band and by steam the securities now printed by steam, including 


bor, repairs, royalty, steam-power, and spoilage : 


Character of work, Hand, | Steam, | Saving. 


wn age and note backs... 
y-cigar Stamps ........00+« 
Two-ounce tobacco stamps... 
Four-ounce tobacco stamps... 


8. To print by hand the work now being printed by steam would 
services of 89 additional plate-printers, increasing the number from 1 
The largest number of = ie 
pied by the bureau was 230, and the bureau was the 
many of the employés being pa grt to work in rooms unfit for human occus 

o 


uire the 

to 286. 
te-printers ever employed in the building now occu» 
n greatly overcrowded, 


pancy. The number required to do the present work by hand is 56 a gt than 
the highest number of printers ever employed in the bureau. It would be ut- 
terly ble to provide accommodations for this number of printers and 
their assistants in the building, and the bureau would be unable to execute the 
work required for carrying on the various departments of the Government. 

4, The question of discontinuing the use of the steam-presses is now pending 
before the Senate Committee on Finance, Should the bill now under co 
sideration by that committee become a law the use of the steam-presses will 
discontinued without any further action by the House. The committee thus 
far have heard only the persons fayoring the passage of the bill. The chief of 
the bureau, who is opposed to the passage of the and the witnesses wh: 
he expects to produce have not yet been heard. He is prepared to prove b 
the testimony of the experts of the bureau and of other experts in engraving 
and printing that the work h essa on the steam-presses is equal, if not superior, 
to that printed on the hand-presses; that the steam- effect an economy 
of more than 50 per cent. in the cost of the printing executed by them, and that 
the witnesses summoned in support of the bill were utterly unable to distin- 
guish*between the hand-printed impressions and the steam-printed impressions 
when specimens impartially selected from the daily work of the bureau were 
submitted to them. In nearly every case the hand-printed impressions weré 
declared to be the work of the steam-presses and the steam-printed impressions 
to be the work of the hand-presses. 

5. The royalty for the use of the steam-presses was established at $1 for each 
1,000 impressions by Secretary Sherman, on the recommendation of the chief of 
the bureau, and was based on an estimated saving of 50 = cent, As the intro-’ 
duction of new Paares increases the saving to the Government in the 
same proportion that the royalty to the patentees is in , the same rate of 
royalty was fixed for the presses recently introduced. As the above statement 
shows, the Government saves at least $5 for each dollar of royalty paid, 

6. The question of the rate of royalty to be paid and of the number and kind 
of presses to be used is property. a matter of executive discretion which may 
safely be left to the judgment of the Secre of the Treasury. ere is no 
more reason why Congress should limit the discretion of the head of the De- 
partment in this matter than in the multitude of other administrative details 
which are left to his decision. 
7. The law requires the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to compete nto i 
four years for the printing of the postage-stamps. The present contract is abo 
to expire, and a new contract for the ensuing four years will be made n: 
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steam-presses by a private com; A 
E pa laen bidden. o penad vn esses, it eens ate to page 4 
‘guccessfully with private companies for t important branch of the prin 

of public securities. 

Mr. FORAN. I desire to say to my colleague on the Committee on 
Appropriations, in reference to what he says about the ownership of 
these machines, that the Government constructs the machines and pays 
for the construction $1,250 for each machine. Then it pays the pat- 
entee a royalty of $500 on each machine, and in addition to that $400 
for the use of the patterns while it is constructing the machine—the 
patterns to be returned as soon as the machine is constructed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the Government own the machines? 

Mr. FORAN. Certainly it owns them. 

Mr. KILGORE. They are Government property? 

Mr. FORAN. Yes, sir. j 

Mr. KILGORE, But it pays a royalty for the use of them? 

Mr. FORAN. Yes. Itpays $900 for the right of building and using 
each machine. Another thing in response to my colleague. I think his 
statement as to this being a fight between people who desire that ma- 
chinery shall not be and those who desire to avail themselves of 
improved processes is somewhat misleading. Speaking for myself, I 
may say that I have always been in favor, and always will be in favor, 
of the use of labor-saving appliances and of the most perfect labor- 
saving machinery that can be produced, because I believe that the use 
of improved labor-saving appliances is going to solve the social problem 
of the future, But this isnot a question of that kind. This isa ques- 
tion as to cheapness in the end. I do not think that Mr. Graves has 
dealt fairly with this House in regard to these matters. He has not 
put in or given the real items of expense. He has not put in the cost 
of repairing these machines, which amounts, so far, to $8,000. He has 
not put in the wastage and destroyed and defective notes, and he has 
omitted various other items. Let me say to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts also that the American Bank Note Company of New York, 
which prints some of the best notes and checks in the world, does not 
use these machines. They are not used by England; they are not used 
by France; they are not used by Canada; they are not used by any 
country that desires and intends to put in circulation a first-class cir- 
culating medium. 

There are some things that machinery can notdo. One of thethings 
it can not do is to print a first-class steel engraving. Machinery has 
been tried in the setting of type, but it has not proved to be a success, 
and perhaps never will be. Wherever machinery can be eccess- 
fully I am in favor of it; but in this instance I think the general con- 
sensus of opinion among those who are competent to judge is against it 
in printing Government securities. The work is so defective that it is 
easily counterfeited, and the people suffer in the end from bogus cur- 
rency. Besides, the notes do not wear so well or last so long, and re- 
issues are therefore oftener. This machinery does not save. Its use 
really entails a loss in the long run. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH obtained the floor, 

Mr. LANDES. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] proceeds I would like to puta question to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Foran]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I presume my colleague [Mr. FORAN] can 
take another occasion to answer the question, and it will not consume 
any more time than now. 

Mr. Chairman, the real question before this House is whether these 
machines perform the work as well asthey ought to? Has good judg- 
ment been used in utilizing these presses as labor-saving machinery ? 
Is the work they turn out of such character that it can be easily coun- 
terfeited? The friends on my left assert that the work is so poorly 
done that its bad character is palpable to even the casual observer who 
has ordinary intelligence. 

If that statement is true—if it approximates to being true—then the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the superintendent of this bureau have 
been guilty of gross dereliction of duty; they ought to be impeached; 
they ought to be removed from their offices. Their duty in those posi- 
tions is to determine what the best interests of the Government re- 
quire. If it is true that these machines do work of such a character 
as to enco e counterfeiting—if the work done by hand-presses is so 
greatly superior—then the machines ought to be put out, and that 
promptly. We have the evidence of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the superintendent of this bureau and of experts that the work is good, 
and I will not do or say anything that tends to impeach the high in- 
tegrity of those officials. I am myself in doubt about the merits of 
the work, for I am not an expert. 

But there is one phase of this question to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House and the country. One thing is clear—that the 
organization of hand plate-printing, a branch of the Knights of Labor, 
have declared war upon these machines and have determined that they 
shall ‘‘go.’? If the machines ought to ‘‘go’’ upon their merits, then 
amen; but if they ought not to ‘‘go’’ upon their merits, the fact that 
these gentlemen desire to have them “‘go” is not the least reason in 
my mind for putting them out, 

Now, I want to ask my friends whether, when they investigated this 
matter, they ascertained whether men employed in the bureau were 
free to come up and give their testimony touching the character of this 
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work? Iam advised—and I spoke toa member of the committee who 
represents the Knights of Labor in this matter—that when men who 
work the steam-presses go to their work in that institution, when they 
go to attend these plate-printing presses, they are hissed and hooted; 
they are insulted upon the street and when they go to their meals be- 
cause they work upon these presses and earn the salaries which the 
Government pays them. I do not know as to the truth of these charges 
except that men in the bureau tell me that they are true. If the 
charges are true, and there is no redress for these men, then the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the superintendent of that bureau ought to 
be removed for not vindicating the right of men in this country to earn 
bread where and as they can get a contract to earn it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FORAN. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAN. Has not one member of the committee informed you 
distinctly and emphatically that that was not true? 

’Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am coming to that. I shall state this 
case fairly. - 

If this is true, and if I had been superintendent of that bureau, the 
man who hissed would not have come into the bureau again if I could 
have prevented it. peg & as suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], the superintendent did not know who the 
men were. But I insist that this is still America, and some of the 
rights of freemen linger with us still; and my boy has a right to work 
without asking the permission of any combination or association of 
men in this country; and when he can not, I am in favor of revolution. 
[Applause.] I want to say to my friend that I have been assured 
by men who work in that establishment—constituents of mine—that 
they were hissed in the bureau and upon the street, and that the ‘‘ Dead 
March” was whistled as they moved to their work. If that is true, it 
is an ou an unspeakable outrage, And that actis alleged to have 
taken place within the shadow of this Capitol, and no redress afforded! 

A young man, a member of the committee, who seems to be a thor- 
oughly fair man, called upon me, and I called his attention to this mat- 
ter. Isaid to him, ‘‘ Do you gentlemen pro that we shall not use 
labor-saving machines in this country?” He replied, ‘‘ No, sir; far 
from it; we are in favor of labor-saving machinery. We simply assert 
that in this case the labor-saving machinery does not meet the just re- 
quirements of the situation.’’ ‘‘Thatis fair,” said I. I may not give 
the exact lan; but I give the substance fairly. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] 
will be recognized, and as the Chair understands he yields to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I said to this young man, “I understand 
that when these men leave the hand-presses to go to work upon the 
machine-presses they are hissed; and if that is true,” said I, ‘‘themen 
wko hissed should be promptly put out of that building.” To thathe 
agreed. He said, ‘‘ That is no partof our purpose or policy.” He told 
me—and I want to be fair about this matter all the way through—that 
the hissing arose from this fact: that on the occasion of a meeting of the 
Knights of Labor of this union, one gentleman who was a hand plate- 
pena was vociferous in denouncing every man who would go from a 

and-press to a power-press—if I may use that expression—and that 
the first man to do this very thing was this brother who had been so 
vociferous in the meeting; and thereupon for the purpose of “‘guying ” 
him some of the men indulged in this little demonstration, and which 
the young man speaking to me did not approve; and he stated that his 
brethren on the committee, and he believed a majority of the members 
of the union, did not approve it. 

Nevertheless it took place, and I am assured by others it is very un- 
comfortable over there for those who call in question the necessity and 
propriety of putting these power-presses out of that bureau. 

I wish simply to put myself in the position before this House of one 
protesting against this body becoming the mere passive instrument for 
registering the will or the bidding of any society or combination of in- 
dividuals, by whatever name they may be christened. [Applause.] 

I believe in standing by the blacksmith, not because he is a black- 
smith, but because he isa man. I believe in standing by the carpen- 
ter, not because he is a carpenter, but because he isa man. When we 
pass beyond that and begin to make anything but moral and intel- 
lectual worth, true manhood, the measure of the rights and obligations 
of a citizen, we are entering upon a most unfortunate period of our 
country’s history, for we will not be extending, but abridging, the area 
of human freedom and the range of individual opportunity. 

A committee was appointed to look into the character of this work, 
and I have been solicitous to know, and I ask the question in all can- 
dor, whether all the printers in the bureau felt absolutely free to tes- 
tify over there, as they would have done had it not been for a reign 
of terror established, if there was a reign of terror, and I do not say 
there was. 

Mr. FORAN. By Mr. Graves or by the Knights of Labor, which? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, my friend—— 

Mr. FORAN. Who has the right to discharge over there? k 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We have nearly reached a condition of 
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things in this country when nobody has the right to discharge and no 
individual the right to employ an American freeman without permis- 
sion of some society. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I recommend the Knights of Labor estab- 
lish a whipping-post out in front of the Capitol and whip twenty-five 
members of this House on the last Saturday of each month. We would 
hardly become more utterly abject after that ordeal than we have been at 
other times since I have been a member of this body. [Great laughter 
and applause.] I hope in God’s providence the time will come when 
our manhood will assert itself, and our own honest judgment be our 

ide in the discharge of public duty, and we will not sneak like pol- 

ms, as we have done over and over again, at the dictation of some 
gentlemen in the galleries. [Applause.] Ihave insome measure sur- 
rendered my manhood once or twice, and I hope the next time I do it 
I will be paralyzed, as a fit punishment for such self-abasement and 
betrayal of duty. 

I have witnessed enough and more than I hope to again in this coun- 
try of the vassalage of the Senate and Honse, the vassalage of the of- 
ficers of the Government, and I hope, in the interest of American 
manhood and American freedom, these humiliating spectacles will 
cease. 

Iam not against organizations for the prolv...on and promotion of 
the interests of all, not because they belong to this class or that or the 
other, but because they are American citizens, my countrymen, and 
entitled to the full and equal protection under the law. [Applanse.] 

The daily papers teem this morning with suggestions that men are 
to be shot for being guilty of the offense of exercising the rights of 
American freemen in making a contract to work for a price that was 
satisfactory to them. 

Now, that practice has become common, too common, and as a citi- 
zen of the United States I protest against such a system of barbarism 
as being un-American, and for that reason I speak of it now, it being 
whispered that a trace of that spirit had cropped ont here as a result 
of the well-grounded belief that whenever a thing is required of this 
body by certain organizations of this country we are to do it or suffer 
political decapitation. 

In what position would we put the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the head of this bureau? If it is trae this work is as bad as it is inti- 
mated it is, if it is true that this work is not economically done, then 
these gentlemen are not fit to occupy the positions they hold. If 
this work is not fit, as the committee say it is not, then put these 
presses ont. I agree with my friend here [Mr. Lona], if we intend to 
abandon the use of these machines let us do it in esi Pron ieee 
not offer one cent, a mere mockery. I do notsay we should stop their 
use, but agree that if it beshown that the work is not good we should 
stop it at once. I asked one of the gentlemen of the committee of the 
Knights of Labor, who seemed as smart as a whip, “How is it you 
pene pa take such an exceptional interest in the public service in 
the matter of saving the public money as to devote your whole time 
to it away from your em t?” 

He answered me frankly and candidly that he was pressing this mat- 
ter because what is assumed here as a useful advance in a certzin art 
is not in fact for the benefit of the Government, and is injurious to his 
craft. Isaidtohim, ‘‘ That isa frank and manly answer, and if it be 
true that this is not an advantage to the Government you are entitled to 
the relief you ask, not because you belong toany powerful organizati n, 
or to any organization, but because you are American citizens strug- 
gling to road ees families by honest labor, honest effort.” 

Now, Mr. i my own plan would be as I have suggested, 
that the matter be referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, or that 
some lower rate of compensation be fixed for the present if this rate be 
too high; but at all events, the attention of the House and of the coun- 
try having been called to the matter, we have reason to hope that there 
will be an investigation and determination upon which we can rely as 
to whether the work is, in fact, of a character which we can properly 
accept, or whether it is of that grade which we ought to reject. We 
certainly should insist upon it that the work be of high character. 
The Government wants and ought to have the best. 

But while securing this I do want to still the ion that seems 
to fill the minds of some gentlemen that we will continue, for fear of 
threatened political consequences, like spaniels to put our tails be- 
tween our legs and run to cover whenever the order issues from those 
who have been assuming the right to issue it, Let us rehabilitate our- 
selves with a spirit of true manhood and decide upon the merits of the 
proposition that is before us, and not act on the high behest of any or- 
ganization or any body of men, no matter who they are or the ostensi- 
ble object of their creation or the dangers that threaten to eut short our 
public career for a refusal to betray our duty.to the whole people by 
becoming mere pawns on the political chess-board. 

I with my friend from New York here, that if these presses are 
bad they should not be retained. We should strike out the 1 cent, be- 
cause that is a mere mockery; it is unfair. But I am not satisfied 
that the work is not fairly good. Let us determine that fact first. Nor 
do I want to vote for its continuance without further investigation. 
The young men who waited upon me were, so far as I could see, candid 
and fair in their statements, and they were as earnest in their position 
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as any men could be. They wentover the whole field; and I hope we 
will meet the question in a manner as dignified and courageous as was 
shown by the men who presented it, and not lurk behind any imaginary 
dangers or difficulties that may beset a full, fair, and honest consider- 
ation of the subject. [Applause.] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the gentleman from 
Ohio, whether intentionally or not I do not know, has used language 
in the remarks he has just made which has a tendency to prejudice this 
case. Mr. Chairman, this is not a question as to a combination of la- 
bor against capital, nor the repression of individual freedom by the 
confederation of these powers, ‘This isa practical question with which 
we are called to deal, and that is, as my friend has stated, whether 
these steam-presses now in use in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing are turning out as good work as the band-presses, and if they are 
not whether they should beretained. Theside issues interjected would 
lead to questionsas old as humanity and asillimitable as the unbounded 
heavens; the relation of man to man, and man to God, and all men to 
the state; of capital to labor and labor to itself. Let us pause on the 
shores of this unbounded ocean and consider this case on its merits. 

I will not attempt to follow my friend in his earnest excoriation of 
the combinations of labor and in behalf of the freedom of the individ- 
ual for which I contend against the savagery of monopoly, but I would 
like to remind my friend and the committee that these powerful organ- 
izations of labor in the United States were unknown until the capital 
of the conntry was organized. It was an organization for self-defense. 
There was no such powerful organization known as the Knights of La- 
bor until after the business men in the back rooms of commercial build- 
ings in New York and other great cities got together and fixed ascaleof 
prices upon the necessaries of life, the price of labor, and adopted rates 
of carriage. Cold, crue], unehristian, savage, and merciless combina- 
tions are these. Labor under those conditions was compelled to organ- 
ize asa defense against the selfish and unchristian power of capital. 
The heartless and soulless power of money is a harder master than the 
feudal lord or the savage chief. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend does not pretend to intimate that 
I in the least degree have sympathized with organized capital or any 
other organization that uses its powers for oppression ? 

Mr. McADOO. Not in the slightest degree; but I have simply 
called the attention of the Honse to the fact that the organization of 
labor was the logical result of the organization of capital. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think so, too. 

Mr. McADOO. Bnt now, Mr. Chairman, let us get back to the 
facts. Let us return to the subject before us for consideration. Ihave 
asserted, and I repeat, that the work done by these machines in the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing is not of a character that should be 
found upon the bills and currency and revenue-stamps of a great coun- 
try like the United States. Let me read a briefextract from the testi- 
mony given in connection with this matter. 

The expert here states that the paper is dried and out, and 
that four blankets have to be used instead of two to protect frora the 
violence of the steam-press as against the hand-machine. 

Here is a delicately engraved plate. It is to be printed of necessity 
with the utmost nicety and delicacy of touch. . If the impression is to 
be preserved and the paper of which the bill is composed is to present 
a neat appearance after the impression is ee elena go through the 
press with as little violence as possible; but w. the bills have been 
subjected to the powerful pressure of the steam-presses, which work so 
much quicker than the hand-presses, you have burned the sap right out 
of the paper, rendered it dry and brittle, and, as is well known, it does 
not present an a; after heing in use but a brief time such as it 
should, but becomes defaced, and wrinkled. This is the testi- 
mony of those persons who have examined the matter and were quali- 
fied as experts to give testimeny. That is the difference between the 
work done by the steam-presses and the hand-presses. 

The steam-presses can not give that nice delicacy of touch which can 
only be obtained through the agency of the human hand. This isso in 
innumerable branches of art. The exquisitely sensitive nerves of the 
mystical human organization have not yet been fully imitated in cold 
steel and iron and forceful steam. Man, even in an age of sham and 
counterfeit, has not yet quite successfully counterfeited himself. The 
divine secret of human intelligence and soul still rests in the bosom of 
God, and from the impenetrable depths of heaven makes mockery of 
invention and arrogating science. The highest and most cultured form 
of human knowledge still stands in the wave-line of an unknown ocean, 
questioning the dark waters and shouting its doubts or puny conclusions 
to the peaceful and unguestioning inhabitants of the inland. 

It is the exquisite delicaey of touch and feeling centered in the hn- 
man brain which no machine can give to this print. Now, my friend 
from Ohio touched upon the confines of a great and Almost bonndless 
subject. He says this was the battleof civilization and progress against 
a certain form of conservative and organized labor on the printing of 
these plates by steam machinery, if 1 understood him aright, and that 
these organizations were opposed to this and kindred inventions. $ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; they are not. They sre very far 
from it. 

Mr. MCADOO. Well, I misunderstood the gentleman, then. Well, 
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I say we are fighting for the cause of civilization and the cause of the | ods. We are simply called upon to decide whether or not it is advisa- 


whole people—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam not saying whether the organization 
was for it or not. I do not claim that it is or that it is not, but I am 
listening to the gentleman from New Jersey so as to be advised, If it 
is to be resolved against the machine because of the enlistment of a 
mere organization against it, without reference to the merits of the 
case, then it is conclusive. Iam only listening to the gentleman for 
information. 

Mr. MCADOO.. The intelligent laborers.of the United States, as I 
understand it, are in favor of all these labor-saving machines, because 
they cheapen ‘the cost of production and bring the fine things of life to 
every man’s door; and as my other friend from Ohio [ Mr. FORAN ] sug- 
gested, they make a final solution of the labor problem. The cost of 
production i is not so much a question in this case. What are you pro- 
ducivg—bread, bricks, house-making material, clothing? No. You 
are producing the paper currency of the country; and its safety from 
counterfeiting, its stability and life depend upon the finest execution in 
the making of it. Therefore the great, broad principle which my friend 
interpolates into it respecting labor is not a fair one, and can not apply 
to this case. Here are the certificates of the indebtedness of our Gov- 
ernment. ‘The safety in holding them depends largely on their not 
being counterfeited. 

Here are your internal-revenue stamps. They should be respecta- 
ble in appearance at least, and the fine work of the engraver should 
be preserved by the delicate and skillful printing of their impressions. 
Therefore, that question does not come into this case. 

Now, my friend from Alabama, who is to follow me, and who was 
chairman of the committee of investigation, will show that the testi- 
mony, instead of being one-sided on the part of steam plate-printing 
presses coming from bank presidents and other experts, is 
them. The testimony of bank presidents and experts, and of the chief 
of the secret service, whose letter I have read, and the superintendent 
of the engraving in the bnrean is against them. The superintendent 
of engraving said to me personally, and I assert it as a member of this 
House, that these machines did not do justice to the engraver’s work. 
How could they? Isa chromo as good as an oil painting? Isa print 
as good as an etching? Is a carefully pressed steel engraving not su- 

ior to an ordinary cut run off a steam machine? Is art all centered 
in cold mechanism? Are our present wretched postage-stamps to con- 


tinue with our bad money bills? 
Now, the chief of the secret service and his predecessor and many 
experts testify that counterfeiting has gay beyond ques- 
Sich Aae thas TAE wears DAAK SEA Í A 


Now, one word more. Gentlemen have stated rras already you have 
expended a large sum on these machines in their purchase at a cost of 
$30,000, and that this will be lost if we withdraw them, or if their 
use be not continued. Is not this proving too much? The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. LANDES], as gentlemen are aware, has stated 
that weare saving $100,000 a year by theuse of these machines. If he 
is right, and if $100,000 a year have been saved, the Government has 
saved over and over again the amount of $30,000 which was originally 
paid in the purchase of these presses. So that the Government, in- 
stead of losing by relegating these machines and sending them back, 
will have made a large saving. 

I read some time ago an extract from the eontract of the party of the 
first part—the owners of these machines—that they are not bound by 
the price they were originally sold tothe Government for; that if they 
proved a success they were not to be bound by that price. Whatdoes 
that mean? It means that they were to absorb the whole work of 
printing these plates, and after thus having taken control of the whole 
work of the Government the price of their machines was to be raised to 
an indefinite limit. After the Government shall have with 
its skilled hands, after Saat Scie its plate-printers and its 
whole skilled foree and back to the parts of the country 
whence they were brought to this city to execute your work, you are 
then at the merey of this powerfulcompany. If they demonstrate the 
fitness of these machines it would result in increasing the price of the 
machines to the United States and give tothe company the large bounty 
of $1 for each thousand impressions, and leave us at their mercy. 

Mr. LONG. I will now offer an amendment, which I hope will be 
accepted. I will ask the gentleman from Ilinois to withdraw his 
amendment, and I will move to strike out ‘‘1 cent’ and substitute 
* 50 cents.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw his 
amendment? 

Mr. LANDES. Ido. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 12, line 9, strike out o words “one cent” and insert in lieu thereof 


“fifty cents;" so that it will read 
“And for wages of at steam) sps day, each one 
usand impressions.” 


printers’ tea SS 
employed, and for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per 
Mr. TAULBEE. What are we paying now? 
Mr. McADOO. One dollar. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chai it seems to me that the matter 
under consideration merely involves a question of plain business meth- 


ble that the Government shall continue to give a large royalty for the 
use of certain machines for plate-printing. 

After listening to the eloquent and patriotic appeal of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] I began to think I had entirely mis- 
taken the character of the bill under discussion. The gentleman soared 
so high that I can hardly the House to immediately get itself 
down to consider the subject in the light of a plain business proposi- 
tion. 

I suppose very few of us are well informed as to the method of print- 
ing the securities of the Government. I certainly was ignorant upon 
the subject until last April, when a bill was referred to the committee 
of which Iam a member, which made it necessary for that committee 
to give the matter a very thorough investigation. In considering the 
bill all persons from whom we could hope to acquire information were 
invited to appear before the committee, 

Gentlemen say that the proposed reduction in royalty is due to ar- 
guments placed before Congress by plate-printers. But I believe that 
a plate-printer, or any other craftsman, has just as much right toa 
hearing before Congress as have the lawyers and agents of the sugar 
trust, the steel trust, and numerous other gigantic corporations and 
capitalistic combinations who throng this city, and whose arguments 
in behalf of the interests they represent are listened to with care and 
attention, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Who said they bad not? 

Mr. WHEELER. It has most certainly been intimated that plate- 
printers are in some degree responsible for the clause in the bill which 
has precipitated this disenssion, and no doubt it is true that it has been 
through their efforts that some of the information we now possess re- 
garding this question was laid before Congress. 

Most probably one object these gentlemen had in view was the pro- 
tection of the vocation of their fellow-craltsmen. 

No doubt they looked with some degree of dissatisfaction upon the 
effort to substitute inferior machine-work for the superb artistic en- 
gravings produced by the skilled plate-printers from hand-roller presses, 
and they have contended that this inferior work ought not to be ac- 
cepted and issued by the Government when the best results of the 
een ce of the printing art could easily have been attained. 

this was possibly their principal object, it is quite true that 
Congress isindebted to them for much information which will, I think, 
materially assist us in determining what legislation is necessary upon 
this subject. 

I think I am correct in saying that when the bill providing that Gov- 
ernment securities should be printed in the highest style of art, by 
hand roller-presses, was first presented, the majority of the committee 
to which it was referred was impressed with the idea that the proposed 
legislation was not advisable, and they felt that any legislation de- 
signed to prohibit the use of machinery was a movement in the wrong 
direction. But the further the inves was carried the more 
fally they became convinced that to maintain the high standard of ex- 
eellence and integrity of Government currency it was necessary that 
the execution of the notes, certificates, ete., should be in a higher style 
of art than had been accomplished by the steam-presses. 

While we were here giving our best attention to this matter some 
of the gentlemen who are foremost in the continued use of 
steam-presses were off attending to campaign rs. 

So thoroughly were those who examined the subject impressed with - 
the necessity of improving the character and quality of the Govern- 
ment notes and securities that the records of Congress show that when 
the question was voted upon 170 members were present and 167 voted 
in favor of the proposition, and only 3 are upon the record in the nega- 
BY kip upon the final vote, I believe, the House was unanimous, 

the gentlemen had been here, instead of in the excitement of a 
itical battle, and giving this matter their consideration, we 
would not have had the speeches of the gentleman from Ohio 
tM Mr. BUTTERWORTH] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

NG]. 

Mr. LONG. We were in States where there were contests, 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. i there has been some discus- 
sion regarding the relative expense of the two methods of printing the 
notes, certificates, and securities of the Government. 

The advocates of the continued use of the steam- give us the 
views of Mr. Graves, and I admit that the exhibit presented by him 
goes far to sustain the argument. But a careful investigation shows 
that there are many items of expense incident to steam plate-printing 
which are not included in Mr. Graves’s estimate. The statements of 
Mr. Graves to which my attention has been called omis the following 


items: 
First. Se getter vilege of construction is $500. 
enanat = the different presses is $400 for each size, and 
itis Grianna: a agreement said patterns must be returned to owners when 


press is ucted. 
Third. Twelve hundred and fifty dollars is paid for the construction of each 
press by the Government. 
pega oe of $1 is paid on every 1,000 impressions printed on these 
presses w! use. 
Fifth. An employé of the bureau made all the » Improvement: that is on ssid 
and cla SS Geren wont to surrender his wings and plans to tho © 


pos 
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Sixth. Mr. Graves, in his testimony before Bankingand Currency Committee, 
stated, "Among other things I haye increased Mr. Harley's pay recently, simply 
on account of his services.” 


This is shown on page 84 of the stenographer’s report of Mr. Graves’s 
testimony before the Committee of the House on Banking and Currency. 
The Mr. Harley referred to by Mr. Graves is a machinist who has for 
many years been in the employ of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 


ing. 

In addition to this, Mr, Little, in his testimony before the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, said: 

The work done on these presses is inferior, and a lower standard has been 
adopted in the examination of steam-press work. 


After the bill passed the House last session it was referred by the 
Senate to the Finance Committee of that House, who have taken testi- 
mony onthesnubject, which has been printed. I read from Mr. Ralston’s 
statement to that committee, pages 8, 9, and 10: 


I started to speak on the subject of economy. There have been a great many 
tables submited by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing on this question of 
economy. I will venture to say without fear of contradiction by Mr. Graves or 
por Feary else that no two sets of tables have d; that every showing sub- 
mitted by Mr. Graves or any prior chief of that bureau has differed from every 
other showing submitted by them; that at one time Mr. Graves figured out a 
saving of $9 for $l expended in royalty, another time he figured outasaving of 
$4 for $1, and if I mistake not, a third time $2.65. I may bein error upon that 
point, but upon the $9 and #4 I am not in error. Never have there been any 
reports of economy submitted that agreed with any other reports. In every 
attempt made to show alleged superior economy of steam-press printing there 
have been from one to half a dozen different items of cost actually suppressed, 
that did nota in Mr. Graves’s res. Imake thatstatement in the broad- 
est way, and I defy successful con iction by Mr, Graves or any one else, To 
refer to the items—— 

Senator Harris. Do you mean suppressed items? 

Mr. Rarsrox. I mean the suppressed items that he bas suppressed time and 
again, items entering into this question of all relative economy. Repeated 
reports have been submitted to sae. Pr by Mr. Graves, or in various ways by 
Mr. Graves, in which he has ign the vast difference between the prime cost 
of the steam-press and the prime cost of the Sane, The prime cost of a 
hand-press I believe is about $125, possibly $150. The prime cost of the steam- 

ress used to be $850 for building the press. It has now risen to $1,250. That 


ifference has never been taken into consideration at all. In addition to that 
own- 


Mr. Ratsron. Yes, sir; I 
been taken into consideration. patte 
for the presses. There isa difference, I may say, with regard to the statement 
of fact between ourselves and Mr. Graves upon that point, but that difference 
is very easily settled by reference to the Treasury Department and the contracts 
under which the presses aremade, Our understanding is this, based somewhat 
upon examination of the contracts, that $400 additional is paid for the patterns 
for constructing each press, the patterns to be returned to the patentees. Mr. 
Graves contends that that payment of $400 isa single payment. We contend 
it lies to each press. But whetherit be one thing or the other it makes no 
difference in this = that Mr. Graves has never referred to it in making up 
his reports as to the relative economy of these presses. Upon that point there 
can be no contradiction. 

Then there are several other items that Mr. Graves has suppressed. I say he 
has suppressed them, deliberately, because what I say is capable of absolute 
proof, Rt. Graves has supaeensed the facts in, I think, all his statements to Con- 
gress (all that I remember having seen), that items of e for the re- 
construction of these presses have been inc and should have been taken 
inte consideration in estimating the relativeeconomy. For instance, last winter 
one press was reconstructed—a press that had been in use in the bureau for five 
or six years—at a cost in the neighborhood of $1,000, almost the prime cost or 
perhaps the prime cost of its original ion, A press that had lasted five 
or six years was entirely reconstructed at that expense. 

Bear in mind this, that the press was undergoing reconstruction during the 
months of January and February of the current year, and that on the 8th of 
March, 1888, while the work was not yet through on the press, Mr. Graves sub- 
mitted a report to the Banking and Currency Committee in which he undertook 
to make out the comparative cost between the work of the two presses, hand 
and steam, and although that press at that time was undergoing reconstruction, 
the amount which he repo: as expended for repairs on those steam-presses 
within those two months amounted, I think, to for each month, while at the 
same time probably $600 in these two months had been expended in reconstruct- 
ing a an he pea The reasons why all these items haye been suppressed are 

explicable to me. 

Nor is this all. There have been machinists continually employed on those 
presses in keeping them in order; continually employed on the steam-presses ; 
and although they were actively at work doing this very work, the repair of 
the steam-presses, to the extent of over $100 a month to one man and something 
like the same figure, I think, to a second man, during the same month that this 
report was submitted, they are entirely ignored,and the money paid to those 
men is entirely ignored. So I say for all these and other reasons it is utterly 
impossible to place the first item of dependence on any figuressubmitted by Mr. 
Graves to Congress or to the Secre! of the Treasury. 

Senator Hiscock. Before you pass point I want to understand it. In Mr, 
Graves’s letter to the chairman of the committee he uses the following lan- 


guage: 

z Fhe last annual report of the chief of the bureau shows that while the num- 
ber of sheets of securities printed increased from 28,217,706 in the fiscal ye 
1885 to 32,652,207 in 1887, the cost of maintaining the bureau ran down from 
$965,195.47 to $794,477.90.”" 

There is a decrease of $175,000 in running the bureau. It seems to me that 
you have got to show this, either that there was a large diminution in the other 
work which was done in the bureau in those years or else that that statement 
is not correct. 5 

Mr. Ratsrox. Iam perfectly willing to meet the statement on that point. The 
matter of economy, of course, it is well known, been Mr. Graves'’s hobby 
for many years, and it is well worthy of investi, ion as to how this economy 
is effected, I think his bureau will stand investigation upon that point and the 
result will be not at least creditable from another point of view. The reasons 
for that, as I understand it, have nothing to do with this question of steam- 
printing. They have something to do with Mr. Graves's treatment of his em- 
ployés. There sre girls in that bureau who, I believe, formerly got from $2 a 
day to $3 a day that were reduced down to $1.25 and $1.50 per gar: so that this 
grindin economy of Mr, Graves, who isa ay hel ar official, as should be, 
a ag ted simply to the detriment and the ip of hundreds of employés 

ureau, 


If aman deserves credit for grinding tho face of the poor, Mr, Graves is entitled 
to it. The connection between that and the steam-press printing has not yet 
been demonstrated. I am prepared to admit that the bureau is conducted eco- 
nomically, I am prepared to admit that the employés are paid less wages than 
they ever were before. I am prepared to admit that Mr. Graves has lengthened 
the hours of the plate-printers and of the pris I am prepared to admit that he 
has put on an additional hour, or someth: ng of that sort, to the time of his em-' 
ployés, who certainly were wearied out with the work they had to do under 
the old system. Iam pre toadmitall that. That is the way in which the 
economy has been effected. One thing more. He has effected this economy 
by constant deterioration of the materials employed in producing the results 
which he has attained. The ink which he has used in the plate-printing is not 
equal to what was used before. The rubber blankets which are used upon the 
hand-presses, as shown in the testimony taken before the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee of the House, have deteriorated in quality. There has been 
a deterioration in the quality of the paper used in the printing of Government 
securities, Iam pre to admit all that. 

Senator K. Mr, Graves says in this letter: 

“A just and orderly system of promotion hasbeen followed, and the employés 
as a rule have had more constant employment and better wages.” 

Mr. RALSTON. I am prepared to dispute that. 

Mr. JORDAN, You mightadd that Mr. Graves wanted, according to his lan- 
guage to Congress in asking the change of the system from per diem to yearly, 
to have an opportunity, as he states in his reports for 1855 and 1886, to gct extra 
work out of the employés without extra compensation. As the system is now 
he exacts at least four days a month out of every employé outside of the plate- 
printers with less wages. 

Senator Hiscock, So that what you claim is that the decrease of $175,000 a 
year, with a large increase of the work put out, is due to the decrease in the 
wages paa to the employés and to the poor material he uses? 

Mr. Rauston. The wages paid to the employés, the poor material, and the 

ened hours. 

T. JORDAN. He does not pay for overtime. 
Mr. Ratston. It has no connection with the steam-press work at all. 


This testimony goes far to justify the conclusion that the diminu- 
tion in the cost of the present management of the bureau, as compared 
with its conduct in former years, is atleast measurably due to lengthen- 
ing the working hours of the employés of the bureau, while the pay 
of some of them has been decreased. 

When I last addressed the House upon this question I said: 


On this question of the relative cost of steam and hand work we can get some 
information from the report of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General of 1885. 
It appears that advertisements were made for bids to priut postage-stamps for 
the year 1886. In the blank form of proposals furnished to bidders they were 
invited to bid upon five different classes of work. , 

The specifications in these five different classes were as I will read: 

“Class No. 1: Price per thousand for stamps printed on hand-roller presses, 
Marked No, 1 in accompanying specifications. 

“Class No. 2: Price per thousand for stamps printed on steam- 
with part hand-work. Marked No. 2in soom en fie J 8 

iaa No. 3: Price per thousand for stamps prin w 
Marked No. 3 in accompanying specifications. 

* Class No. 4: Price per thousand for stamps printed by steam-power presses 
which require a portion of the work, such as wiping an: Lape to be doné 
by hand, with the right reserved tothe Postmen torequire the work 
5 be done on hand-roller presses. Marked No.4 in accompanying specifica- 

ons. 

“Class No, 5: Price per thousand for stamps printed Py phere upon which 
all the work is done by steam-power, with the right reserved tothe Postmaster- 
General to require the work to be done on hand-roller presses, Marked No. 5 


len 


er presses, 
ifications, 
lly by steam-power, 


-roller presses), to $132,545.49, 
being bid under class No, 1.” 
It will, I suppose, be admitted that the bid by the Secretary of the Treasury 
was made under the advice of the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and „Or at least that the Secretary relied upon the Lie jse and ex-, 
ef of the Bureau of! 


executed 
therefore t 


press. This result was soa) nt to those who pre the bid for the Treas- 
Dry Department that the bid of the ped i eed $132,545.49 fok 
e same, 


resses, 
y the De ent to require that the work be done by hand-roller 
presses, provided it should appear that the stamps ex by steam-presses 
were not satisfactory. 
I think, may be taken as an admission that one having the option to 
choose between work done on a and that done on peer ape 
with power, backed by a contract, to rce his choice, would be expec: to 
ject work done ona ress and only accept done on a hand-preas. | 
there would be a saving to thg, 
Government by the use of steam-presses, and even Eisregen, Pong the saying. 


nse of 

Treasury Departm curred he obligations i 

r bs nested hee e 

diture which = be ee so maaa tbe lala pngy ip RIS abis to sins 

= ry ia p erpin Ray ele of REIMAA in printing our notef 

be reached there will be the further Ree x of expense 
attending the prosecution of captured counterfeiters. 

Include the omitted items of expense and add the royalty of $1 per 
thousand sheets, and the saving claimed for the steam-presses would 
be much reduced, if not, as is contended by some, wiped out altogether. 

More than one gentleman has insisted that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury advocates the use of thesteam-presses. I think they are mistaken 
in this; butif he has said anything to justify such a conclusion it was no 
doubt o to the fact that he had been misled by the Chief of the 
Bureau pag, Honan as and Printing. 
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That gentleman has been very strenuous in his efforts before the 
committee to present all the advantages of continuing the use of the 
steam-presses, 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department did 
not content itself with merely taking oral testimony. The commit- 
tee went in a body to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and made 
a thorough examination of the presses and the work turned out by them. 

We were escorted by the chief of the bureau and by other gentlemen 
who seemed very earnest in their advocacy of the steam-presses. 

I donot think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] is cor- 
rect in his suggestion that any advocates of steam-presses have been 
jeered, or that any terrorism has been exercised towards the advocates 
of steam plate-printing; but I can say that, unless reliable men have 
been very much in error, there is a system of terrorism in the bureau, 
but the terror is felt by the employés who, in their testimony, ventured 
to expose the comparative defects of steam-press printing. 

Now, with regard to the object to be attained, we took the evidence 
of every gentleman who would come before us whether he was for or 
against the use of the presses. We took the evidence of the officials of 
the Treasury Department, of Mr. Graves, of Mr. Bell, of Mr. Brooks, 
and those detectives testified that it was impossible to protect the people 
against counterfeiting if those steam-presses were allowed to remain in 
operation. 

Mr. LANDES. Have you reported that evidence to the House? 

Mr. WHEELER, I reported the evidence in full. I made a report 
of fifty-seven pages, with all the evidence and the deductions of the 
committee, but it appears that my friend [Mr. LANDES] who makes a 
speech here this morning, has not taken the trouble to read it. 

Mr. LANDES. I ask the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not suppose that one gentleman who has 
spoken in favor of retaining these presses has read this evidence which 
we took during three months of hard labor. One by one the members 
of the committee gradually changed their views until they arrived at 
the unanimous opinion that these steam-presses ought not to be used 
by the Government. > 

Mr. MACDONALD. Who does the gentleman say is responsible for 
this ‘‘reign of terror” in connection with this work? 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not say positively; but I always observed 
that Mr. Graves seemed much more inclined to consider favorably 
lawyers, witnesses, and others who came before a Congressional com- 
mittee to advocate use of steam-presses than those who came to urge 
opposite views. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Now, will you please state more clearly than 
man done upon what ground you claim that this terrorism has 
existed? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ican only state that men whom I regard as re- 
liable say that it is dificult to get employés of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing to give testimony which is unfavorable to the use of 
the steam-presses, because they do not wish to incur the displeasure 
of Mr. Graves; and, without making any special inquiry, I have been 
forcibly impressed with the idea that the chief of the bureau is not 
favorable to those who do not sustain or share his views upon the subject. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WHEELER, Iwill hear it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman has any 
official information from the Treasury Department that there is now 
in cireulation among the people an unusual number of counterfeit bills, 
and whether this fact grows out of the character of this printing? 

Mr. WHEELER. I have here the evidence of Mr. Bell, chief of the 
secret service division of the Treasury Department, who testifies that 
during the last year there was more counterfeit money placed upon the 
market than ever before, and that this was in a great measure due to 
the inferior printing caused by the work being done on steam-presses. 
I will read one paragraph from what he said: 

The CHAIRMAN. You are of the opinion that the present style of printing of 
all of our securities that are printed with steam plate-presses can be easier coun- 
terfeited and the counterfeits are more difficult to detect? 

Mr, BELL. I would like to say in answer to that, that the Government, with 
sixty millions of people and $140,000,000 of surplus, a rich Government, ought 
not to use inferior means of work to make Government obligations. They 
aay to use the best paper that can be made, and they ought to have it engraved 
in the highest style of the art, and from my knowledge, and from seeing bills 
that have been puaa by steam methods of printing and by hand, there is no 
gaenen at all, to my mind, that every bill should be printed by hand. I donot 
think they can get the depth of printing on a bill by steam, not in any of those 
I have seen. hen a person can sit 10 feet away and discover the differ- 
ence between those printed by hand and those re by steam, as I did awhile 


ago I think there is quite a difference in the bills in regard to ace Some 
of the gentlemen in charge of the Bureau of Engrayingand Printing might hear 
my statement and perhaps make one oftheir best kind of steam bills anda 
kind by hand, and ask me to show the difference. In that case, I want to 

the privilege of going to the bureau, in the printing division, and getting one of 
them as they usually come out, 


He states that he has been in the secret service for three years, and 


has had occasion to compare genuine and counterfeit bills. He then 
continues: 


Mr. Brooks has said there were no better counterfeit bills than those shown 
here, It is hard to detect them for the reason that the genuine bills are so 
poor, 


‘Then he goes on for some two pages of this report explaining that 
XX—73 


the very inferior character of the bills makes it impossible to detect 
counterfeits. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does Mr. Brooks hold the same view? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. He preceded Mr. Bell in giving his 
evidence, They both agreed that the work now done by the bureau 
was very inferior. Mr. Bell said that some two months ago one of his 
detectives, the most expert that he has, condemned nine bills in Pitts- 
burgh as counterfeit; that those bills were sent to the Treasury De- 
partment and were found to be good; in other words, the bills printed 


by the Government were so poor that the detective pronounced them’ 


counterfeit. In fact, he says that many of the counterfeits now printed 
by hand-presses are far superior to printing of the Government by 
steam-presses, 

Gentlemen have said that they have examined these bills printed by 
hand-presses and find them inferior to those printed by steam-presses, 
I admit that Mr. Graves shows this in some cases, but itis done by 
comparing bills printed by hand in an inferior manner, and these bills 
were compared with some bills printed as finely as possible by the 
steam-press. Iadmit that if you run a bill through the steam-press 
with the same care and in the same slow manner as if you were oper- 


ating ahand-press you may makeit as good as a bill printed by the hand- 


press; but I contend that printing these bills in the ordinary way, as 
they are actually furnished to the public, they are infinitely inferior to 
those printed by hand-presses. 

In conclusion, I wish to express the hope that as the Committee on 
Appropriations has investigated this matter so carefully this House 
will not override their report, and will not vote to give one cent be 
yond what the committee recommends for royalty on these presses. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, this House has already settled 
the question whether the steam-presses shall remain in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. By an act passed at the last session—passed 


almost unanimously—this House declared that all this Government 


work in the future should be done by hand-presses. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, after one of the committees of this House has 
sat for weeks and weeks, after all its members have gone in person to 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and practically examined all 
this work, and after the committee has come in here with a unani- 
mous report against steam-presses and in favor of hand-presses, it is 
very remarkable that at this late day we find men on this floor resort- 
ing to special pleading on this question and bringing up arguments 
which have been settled for at least one whole year, which were turned 
out of the doors of the committee-room one year ago. _ 

Now, I call attention first to the fact that this House has already de- 
clared that the steam-press shall not stay; and next I wish to refer to 
the condition in which the United States Government is tied up under 
this contract with Steele & Milligan. You will notice all thro 
the report of Mr. Graves (this matter has been partially brought to the 
attention of the House in a speech of the gentleman from New Jersey) 
there is not one favorable word from this bureau for the hand-press. 
For years that man has stood there in defense of this patent and as the 
champion of Steele & Milligan; and this firm (Steele & Milligan) have 
taken $65,000 from the United States Treasury—for what? For hav- 
ing patterns of presses cast by the United States, assembled by the 
United States, repaired by the United States, and royalty paid by the 
Government at the rate of $1 for every thousand impressions coming 
from those presses. 

Why, let the House only think for one minute of this fact. I believe, 
to the best of my knowledge, while we were investigating this mat- 
ter we discovered that there had been at least twelve valuable improve- 
ments made on this Milligan press since it was putin the office in 1878, 
made during the employment by this national Government, paid out 
of the Treasury, by a man hired by Mr. Graves, and these improve- 
ments are now owned by whom? By Steele & Milligan. Andaccord- 
ing to my last and best knowledge of that transaction, Mr. Chairman, 
the poor man who made these improvements had not received one cent 
from Steele & Milligan, but his wages only from the Government. 

Men talk here of independence, of people being hissed at for being 
independent. There is no man employed in that office who can go into 
court and get his own improvements, because of the fact that he would 
lose his place. That is what is held over his head. That is the class 
of tyranny in use by the head of a department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I never knew until to-day that organized labor 
in this country had to come into this House and make apology to the 
wisdom, the prudence, and the honesty of its members. Why, what 


would be the difference suppose they had held a ‘‘ town meeting” in. 


the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and these men had afterward 
come here, what is the difference whether they are Knights of Labor, 
or who they are? They are mechanics, they are skilled mechanics, 
and they speak for their rights. The committee of which the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] was chairman investigated the 
matter fairly and gave them the rights they sought for, whether they 
were Knights of Labor or ‘‘scabs’’ or ‘‘ rats.” 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] spoke of the inde- 
pendence of dying in the last ditch for the rights of man. Why, sir, 
the worst things in the world can die in the ditch as well as the best. 
(Laughter. ] 
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I wish to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in 
my knowledge of organized labor, reaching back over thirty years, I 
defy any man in this House or elsewhere to say otherwise than that the 
organized mechanics of this land have been the men who have kept up 
your wages and built up your industries. Why,if we were not or- 
ganized we would be a mob subject to the caprice of capital and its 
ownership; but instead of that we level up in privileges as quickly as 
capital can and meet it face to face, as our existence depends on it. 

Mr. Chairman, I say independently of this sophistry of steam ma- 
chinery, this special plea put in here to save this monopoly, I say no 
skilled man in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing dare, under the 
solemnity of an oath, say the steam-press does work equal to the hand- 
press. I put it fairly, I do not speak as an expert printer, I say you 
can go and ask the foremen (guarantying them their places, that they 
will not be turned out of employment),and from the engraver down to 
the wiper they will condemn these steam-presses. 

More than that, it only wanted the presence of that committee to go 
through that whole building to find out aboutit. I went and exam- 
ined, sheet by sheet, what was turned out by the hand-press and what 
was turned out by the steam-press, and as a practical mechanic I con- 
demn the latter. I condemn it because I believe it is dangerous to 
put anything that is liable to be counterfeited in the hands of the poor 
and ignorant. : 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, One word more. I have no interest one way or 
the other in this matter. Ispeak simply as one desiring to see the 
Government honestly served and fairly treated, and that its employés 
should not be badgered because they belong to organized labor. [Ap- 

Mr. downen. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter into any 
discussion of the merits involved in this controversy, but simply rise 
to refute a single statement made by the distinguished and eloquent 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in the presentation of his 
manly and fearless t. I regretted exceedingly to hear him 
say that the Knights of Labor or members of this honorable and 
a n P m had hissed pirana emp oyes of the Boran. of 

and Prin engaged in operating the steam-presses as they 
went in and out from their work in that bureau. I would like him 
to point outa le instance of this kind that can be authenticated. 
he methods of the Knights of Labor are beyond such low practices, 
and as an order they are not opposed to the introduction and use of 
labor-saving machinery. On the contrary, it is favored. They come 
here in the interest of an honest contention for hand-press work in pref- 
erence tosteam. They contend that it has been established beyond 
controversy that the hand-printed Government securities and United 
States notes are far more excellent and durable and less capable of being 
simulated or counterfeited than steam-press work. As stated in the 
inning, I donot propose to discuss this matter. Ithink the House 
fully understands it, and I feel certain that I can add nothing to what 
has already been so ably said by others on this subject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing easier than 
to knock down a man of straw when you set him up with direct refer- 
ence to déing that particular thing. There has been no intimation 
here on any behalf, so far as I have heard, that it was unwise for labor 
to organize. Exactly the reverseistrue. I take a broader view, how- 
ever, on the question of labor than some gentlemen’ seem to take in 
the discussion of this question. If I do not misapprehend my country 
and my countrymen, this is a nation of laborers. I not only do not 
oppose organization in the interest of labor in all its branches, of every 
craft and handiwork, but I heartily approve of it. Ido not approve 
of all their methods. I do not approve of the exercise of force or any- 
thing akin to it for the purpose of either excluding any American cit- 
izen from any walk of life or any calling to which he may see fit to 
turn his attention. Very far from it. 

So far as the statement was concerned which related to the hissing 
of certain employés in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, I stated 
the facts as they came tome. The gentlemen of the committee who 
conferred with me here about it admitted that it was true and that the 
occurrence took place beyond any question. I merely stated the facts 
as they came to me, and they are undisputed. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while izing the importance of labor or- 
ganizations it is needless for members of this House to shut their eyes 
to the fact that one of these organizations in New York insisted upon 
starving a widow and her children into compliance with their behests, 
We are perfectly familiar with the facts, and while I do not in any- 
wise object to the organization of labor in the interests of men, how- 
ever or wherever they may be employed, I do protest against the utili- 
zation of these organizations for the purpose of compelling obedience 
to their high behests, except by argument, by reason, to influence the 
understanding of men, or by moral suasion, And, sir, I ask the com- 
mittee if they can ascertain whether, in point of fact, bureau employés 
were free to testify touching the excellence of the work now and here 
called in question; or would they, if so testifying, be placed under the 
condemnation of their fellow-workers and hissed upon the streets and 
in the building where they were employed? If it was true, as had 
been alleged, against that I did and do inveigh. 


Now, one other matter. I did not suggest that the Knights of Labor 
or that intelligent men anywhere in the ranks of labor, were 
to the introduction of labor-saying machinery. I know to the con- 
trary. I have investigated the influence of labor-saving machinery, 
and I have found, so far as I have done so, that instead of taking 
bread out of the mouths of the wage-workers exactly the reverse was 
true. It has enlarged the field of employment and increased thenum- 
ber of employés. It has increased the number of laborers and en- 
hanced their wages. But I know that sometimes misguided men, 
under the belief that it is against their interests, have fought, even to 
the extent of personal violence, against an introduction of labor-saving 
machinery. Jaequard, the inventor of the Jacquard loom, was driven 
from Lyons by the infuriated weavers, who thonght that his inven- 
tion was robbing them of the fruits of their labor; but he was wel- 
comed back by the same weavers in after years, and a monument was 
erected to his memory by the laborers whom his invention had blessed. 
The inventor of the bobbinet machine was driven from his home, his 
machine destroyed, and yet the laboring men afterward ized 
him as one of their great benefactors, The inventor of the sewing- 
machine was driven from the ranks of labor where he had moved in 
the city of Paris and was trying to perfect his invention; but the pop- 
ulace afterwards found that in point of fact his invention and similar 
inventions had multiplied the quantity of bread that they were able 
to earn for their children. 

Now, touching the Knights of Labor, another word. Itis well known 
that petitions have been prepared here and circulated broadcast 
throughout the country and again presented here in volumes when im- 
portant matters were under consideration. Thesingle individual who 
prepares these papers for the signers seemed to regard them as a sort of 
political shibboleth which is to be used in this House, not to persuade 
butto compel members to yote for that which their judgment may not 
approve. A certain gentleman affects to be able to touch a button and 
turn loose the pent-up wrath of a million Knights of Labor on the de- 
voted head of the member of this body who presumes to say his soulis 
his own and votes as he will have to answer to his constituents, his 
country, and his God, but in disregard of the mandate issued by the 
gentleman who controls all this bottled wrath. 

It is well known to this House and to this committee that all I insist 
upon in this matter is that we should stand by our deliberate judg- 
ment, formed and founded upon the facts introduced here, and not 
yield to a suggestion that it will jeopardize our political lives if we do 
it. I called attention once before in this House to the fact that a cir- 
cular was sent from this Hall to the country singling ont those who 
were the friends of the people, and singling out those who were not; 
and the author of that circular proposed that he should fix for the voters 
the standard of American manhood, and decide what the duty of a citi- 
zen of the United States was, and that any man who dared question 
the honesty or soundness of his judgment was to be kicked ont of the 
public service. Many men who were classed as enemies of the people 
were the worthy descendants of the men who fought the battles of the 
Revolution, who gave us a country and a free government and our grand 
Constitution, and whose children have kept and maintained them all 
until this hour, and are still the faithful and constant watchers on the 
walls of the temple of our freedom, and yet they were denounced as 
enemies of the people. And the man who thus denounced us has here- 
tofore exercised a mightier inflnence in this body than the prayers of 
all - patriots that ever marched under our flag in defense of the Re- 
public. 

Gentlemen, we can not shut our eyes to the fact that these influ 
are too potent in our midst. I say to my friend from New York tha 
it is not in him, and the Almighty God can not put it in him, to 
be more the advocate of the sons of labor, wherever they are, than I 
am. I have three boys, to whom I can not leave much beyond the 
rich heritage of citizenship in the United States, and I deny the right 
of any association of men to say to my boys or to any one of them that 
they or he shall not learn the trade of his father, whatever that trade 
or calling may be. Thatistherightassumed. Against that I protest. 
Wise and just legislation is sure to result if we will listen to the dic- 
tates of reason and be guided by an enlightened conscience. But when 
we hoist our sails solely to catch the political trade winds which are 
controlled by organizations here and there, just so long are our free 
institutions in danger, not because we do not know better, but because 
we have not the courage to do better. 

So far as these machines are concerned, I do not know whether they 
ought to go out or stay in. Touching that question I will pay my 
friend from Alabama whatever of compliment is implied in the sugges- 
tion that reports made from facts gathered in the midst of a wild politi- 
cal storm, where the report may be potent to turn the doubtful scale 
of a political contest, have no more weight with me than the deliber- 
ate judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury and the large number 
of experts whose testimony we have before us. It is this matter that 
leaves me a little in doubt as to whether we should utilize these ma- 


chines or not. 
. WHEELER. Have you read the made last August? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ireadpartofit. Itis that that makes me 
doubt what we ought todo. We had there a committee of honorable 
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gentlemen of this House who could hardly wait with patience until we 
could put those machines out. The sworn officers of the Government 
assure us, after making an examination under their oath, being sworn 
to protect the interests of the United States, and whoare not subjected 
to outside influences, that they should not be taken out. 

I was assured, as my friend from New Jersey suggested, that the 
use of these steam-presses entails a loss on the people; if counterfeiting 
could be in larger measure prevented or if we could better prevent it 
by reason of the better work of the hand-press, our course would be 
clear. We have been so accustomed to witness our judgment being 
warped a little as we watched the political breeze arising here and 
there that I am very anxious to know the facts from officers who are 
independent of these political trade winds before I act finally in this 
matter. 


My friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] has called attention to 
the fact that Government employés have invented certain improve- 
ments in this machine. I have always insisted here as a friend of the 
inventor, to whose genius we.are indebted for our magnificent develop- 
ment, that we have no right to take from him the products of his ge- 
nius, though in the line of his calling. I think my friend will find on 
the statute-book a law which I have considered unjust, that where an 
employé of the'Government, in the line of his calling or in the line of 
his-employment, invents any machine connected with that line of em- 
ployment, it shall:inure to the benefit of the Government to the extent 
that the United States may use it without paying royalty or other con- 
sideration for such use. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And thatthe royalty shall go to Steele & Milli- 
gan, as it would on this ‘machine. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam talking of the interest in the inventor. 
I have insisted upon this floor that it is not just, in case an employé 
of the Government invents an improvement in the machinery he is 
using in the éalling in which he is employed, that the Government 
should have ‘the right to use it without compensation to the inventor. 
I have said that I deprecated thatstatute beingin existence; but in this 
case it is not the fault of this House, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio to 
what trade he ‘refers when ‘he says that his son can not be entered as 
an apprentice? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the House will indulge me, I will an- 
swer by giving ‘a little experience, which is only one of many. One 
of my colleagues, who sat right by me, was. approached by a carpenter 
of this city. He said, “I wish you would find employment for my 
two boys; they can not get anything to do, and I-have nothing for 
them to do. The member said to him, * Why do not they learn the 
trade of their- father?” The carpenterreplied, ‘‘ Because they cannot 
under our rules.” The member asked, ‘‘Whatare yourrules?”’ The 
man replied, ‘‘ We can not take apprentices against the rules of the 
union, which only allow a -certain number, and the number is full.” 
The member said, ‘‘Do you mean to say that your two boys can not go 
to the house you are building and hold one end of the plank while you 
are nailing the other?” [Laughter.] ‘‘No,’’ said the man, “‘ they 
can not.” ‘*Well,’’ said the member, “‘what would be the result if 
they did? The man replied, ‘“They are not permitted to do anything 
in the trade ofa carpenter in assisting me unless they are regularly en- 
tered apprentices; and the list is full. If Idid permit them I would 
be dismissed from the union. If dismissed from the union I would be 
a ‘scab’? where I worked. If I wasa ‘seab’ no one would employ me. 
If they did employ me they would be ‘boycotted,’ and if they were 
"boycotted ’ they would be ina bad way.’ [Laughter. ] 

Beautiful e, isit not? The father must deny his own chil- 
dren the right to help him earn bread. They may become tramps, but 
they must not learn ‘their father’s trade or they will all be called scabs 
and starved into obedience. 

Hence it is that I say to my friend, against that policy Linveigh; that 
which prevents a carpenter or blacksmith or machinist from teaching 
his own boy the business or profession or calling of his father without 
the consent of these organizations. Must wehavealaw.above the Con- 
stitution and above the statute, a law that robs every citizen of the 
most sacred rightof a freeman, the rightto earn an honest living inthe 
calling of his choice? 3 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ido not want to follow the gentleman into the 
carpenter-shops; but I want to say this, that in two great departments 
here you can not put in an apprentice, the Government Printing Office 
and the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. Now, the reason for the 
action of every trades union in making an apprenticeship limit, what- 
ever may be the quotaallowed—seven journeymen to an apprentice, or 
five journeymen to an apprentice, or whatever itmay be—the real rea- 
son of it rests upon ‘the best judgment of the whole trade. T will 
give an illustration. This man, or any other man’ employing labor, 
can, in the course of four:or ‘five years, fill his establishment with two- 
thirders, that is, men who are not full journeymen, and with appren- 
tices, and he can then hire one or two skilled men to control the labor 
of the establishment. 

Now, I appeal to the gentleman from ‘Ohio himself. ‘Suppose ‘he 
was a journeyman in that shop and a member of the union, and ‘the 
question was presented, ‘‘Shall we unlimitedly bring in these unin- 


dentured apprentices?” And suppose he had his own family, his wife 
and four or five children, to take care of, I ask him whether he would 
allow either a scab proprietor, ora rat proprietor, or a two-thirds pro- 
prietor, or any other contemptible employer of such labor, to drive him 
from his bread and butter, and from the support of his wife and family? 
The gentleman appealed a while ago to my honor as a tradesman. I 
appeal now to his manhood to keep the man who is the head of the 
family at work, and let the apprentices find work elsewhere, and the 
two-thirders also. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is just the point. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And that is the aim and object of the efforts of 
organized labor for four hundred years. ` 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But where are the three boys of the car- 
penter to find work? Are they to go with their father and learn his 
trade, or are they to go out on the highway as tramps? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No; but I do not suppose they would all want 
to be carpenters. - 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; butthey have arightin afree country 
to be carpenters if they want to, and if they can nothandle ajack-plane 
and saw to earn bread without the permission of some association, we 
have scant liberty left. Skill and pluck in this country win the goal. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ah! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They do. But what is to become of the 
boys, I ask again, that this carpenter desired to have work with him ? 
They go to the next shop and they find the list of apprentices full; 
they go to the next and it is full. “What is to become of them? Shall 
the full-paid men keep them as paupers? Shall they become tramps? 
Shall they go out upon the highway as bandits ? 

Mr.FARQUHAR. And whatis to become of your adult laborer who 
is walking the streets now without employment? I can show you in 
New Jersey and in other places establishments in which more than two- 
thirds of the labor is made up of apprentices and two-thirders, while 


the heads of families walk the streets without means of getting bread . 


for themselves or those depending upon them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly, and if this House would do 
its duty the children of the men who have kept the Republic would not 
be crowded out of their employment by ship-loads of the lazzaroni of 
Europe that land daily upon onrshores. [Applause.] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatis just what the trades unions are doing, 
shutting out the lazzaroni and your two-thirders. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am with them if they do that; but the 
real trouble is here. The men and the boys from Nes England, from 
New York, from Pennsylvania, from Ohio, from Indiana, are pushed out 
upon the highways by reason, not of immigration—immigration brings 
energy, pluck, some money, the capitalof labor, and what is equally im- 
portant, they bring moral and intellectual worth and habits of indus- 
try; but we are having thrown upon onr shores every hour, and this 
House is afraid to interfere—I repeat it, afraid to interfere—beings who 
represent nothing on God’s earth but an appetite, a stomach, and an 
alimentary canal. [Laughter and applause.] And yet fool philan- 
thropy, and, what is worse, demagogy, welcomes this voting petka 
to our shores. Who, of right, shall say that I shall not teach my boy 
my trade? How long has it been, how long will it continue to be, that 
I shall not teach him to be a blacksmith if I am a blacksmith? That 
he shall not learn the carpenter trade if his father is a carpenter, or 
that he shall not read law with his father if his father is a lawyer? 

No man, no combination of men should say it. It is unjust, it is 
un-American, it is undemocratic, and is at war with the genius of our 
institutions. We all have a right to get bread. The country is broad 
and open, and I have a right, in defiance of the rule of any organiza- 
tion, to go to my friend [Mr. FARQUHAR] and say to him, “I want 
employment with my boy,” and it is infamous if he is in fear com- 
pelled to answer, “I will hire you, but I cannot employ the boy that 
comes with you (although I need him and you require his help) be- 
cause of the prohibition of some organization.” That is un-American, 
and either that system of despotism will cease or the Republic itself 
must perish, [Applause. ] 

Mr. McADOO, Will the gentleman answer a question? Is it not 
unfortunately true that the average American boy is not inclined to 
learn a trade? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, no;athousand times no. Buthe recog- 
nizes that there was a time in this country when moral and intellect- 
ual worth were the measure of a man’s social standing, and he has 
seen that standard changed and lowered by a system of immigration 
which has tended to dilute our moral organism, our social organism, 
our political organism, and degrade our business methods until the 
boys shun the association into which they may be thrown. They are 
not afraid of labor. They do not shun trades—far from it. But they 
have a right to shun the association of beings that are less than men. 
Labor is ennobling—it dignifies man—but we may bring to our shores 
to fill the places of worthy men those who, no matter why, are unfit 
to become citizens of the United States, but do none the less, and be- 
come mere voting animals. And we have refused to interfere until in 
the land vice holds the balance of power and we play to catch its favor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Where does Mr. Powderly, the head of the 
Knights, stand on this very question you are discussing? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know where hestands, Ido know 
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that neither House of Congress up to this time has dared in the pres- 

ence of political necessity to stand by the homesof my country. Con- 

es has not done this; I hope it will do it before this session is over; 
at I have no such expectation. 

I protest again, as I always will, that no association in the world 
has a right to punish me and starve me to death because I hire this man 
or that. My friend from New York can not approve the course pursued 
in New York City in regard to the poor widow woman who kept a 
bakery, which she carried on for the support of herself and children. 
She hired a baker without the permission of this association, and these 
gentlemen who are supposed to have charge of the laboring classes of 
this country and their interests, tried to starve her to death; placed 
stalwart sentries before the door of this poor widow to starve her into 
surrendering the highest right an American free woman ever enjoyed, 
the right in an honest way to earn bread for herself and her children 
without the permission of the louts who masqueraded before her door. 
That is un-American; and against that I protest. It is in that line I 
am talking here to-day. 

The man who denies that every man upon this floor (with ño excep- 
tion so far as I know) is the friend of labor in this country is a dema- 

e Istand in the presence of men who helped to preserve the Re- 
public, whose fathers won it, who themselves upheld it, who know that 
the homes of my country are the source of its strength and power, that 
that prosperity is not worth having which does not reach to every home 
in the land where intelligence, virtue, and industry abide. And there 
is only one way to bring about that general prosperity—thatis by means 
of the largest liberty to each individual to fight the battle of life as best 
he can, untrammeled by a system which prevents him from enjoying all 
the rights and privileges which ought to belong to free men. 

But I beg pardon; I had not intended to go at such length into this 
question, though I can say that I am reasonably full of it. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much edified by the 
discussion which has just taken place between two distinguished rep- 
resentatives of the laboring ple of this conntry on the Republican 
side of the House. It would have been very advantageous, I doubt not, 
for the Democratic candidates in the Jate election if the gentleman 
from Ohio had delivered, prior to that election, the utterances to which 
he has given vent to-day. 

Mr. NDERSON, of Illinois. He did. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ifit be true, as suggested by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, that he did express them, I am perfectly satisfied that those ut- 
terances were not greeted with that enthusiastic applause with which 
they have been met to-day. 

The Republican party, Mr. Chairman, has posed as the advocate and 
the champion of the rights of the laboring men of this country. In 
every speech that was made by the leader of the party on the other 
side and by every man who followed in his wake, it was charged that 
the mission of the Republican party to-day, slavery having been abol- 
ished, was to emancipate the laboring men of this country from that 
slavery which they predicted would necessarily result if the Democratic 
view upon the tariff question should obtain, and the pauper labor of 
Europe come in competition with the laborers of this country. 

Last night I received a letter from a representative Knight of Labor 
in the city of Galveston, in which he stated that the reason why so 
many of the Knights of Labor who had heretofore aligned themselves 
with the Democratic party had voted against its nominees in the 
last election was that it had been started from Washington that the 
Democratic party was the enemy of the laboring man, and that the 
Republican party was his friend. He cited instances. He called atten- 
tion to the fact that the Democratic leaders had refused to allow certain 
bills to come up in which the laboring man of this country was in- 
terested, and that the reply to the question why it had been done was 
that the Democratic party was the enemy of the laboring man and the 
Republican party was his friend. 

And to-day what do we find? After an election in which the labor- 
ing men by casting the balance of power in behalf of the Republican 
candidates elected them to the high offices of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, we find one of the most distinguished representatives of that 
party on the floor of this House attacking the laboring men because, 
forsooth, they have done what capital has done—because they have or- 
ganized themselves for their own protection. It has been asserted here 
repeatedly by the gentleman from Maine, by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and by other gentlemen who have spoken in behalf of the protective 
system, that the high wages in this country are attributable to that 
system. I venture to say that the reason the laboring men of this 
country have been able to maintain the rate of wages which they now 
receive is that they have organized themselves in trades unions and 
in Knights of Labor organizations, and in this way have compelled the 
corporations and other employers to pay them the rate of wages which 
they demand. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when I arose it was not for the purpose of enter- 
ing into this discussion. When the question of according to the Ap- 
propriations Committee the right of way for the consideration of this 
bill was before the House, it was stated by the chairman of that com- 
mittee that any gentleman who desired to discuss, in connection with 
this bill, any question in which he was interested would be accorded 


the right to do so at length. Iam interested in one item of the bill— 
that which affects the appropriation for the securing of the reservation 
upon which Fort Brown is situated; and I ask that I may be accorded 
the right, when that item comes up, to discuss it for one hour. 

I ask the unanimous consent of the House for that purpose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent, when the item is reached for the Fort Brown reservation, he 
allowed to address the committee for one hour. Is there objection ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the pending question 
depends upon whether or not the Knights of Labor are in favor of steam- 
press printing or are against it. I do not think it is to be determined 
whether or not one party or the other favor this appropriation. It is & 
naked question of what is for the interests of the American people. 
It relates to the soundness of our circulating medium. If we can is- 
sue as good a bill by steam-press as by the hand-press, and we can do 
it at a lese rate, of course, to my mind, there is nothing left in the way 
of difficulty in reaching the right conclusion. 

I do think it is of the highest importance to the people of this coun- 
try that our circulating medium should be made as difficult to coun 
terfeit as possible. I do not think there should be any question of 
cost in the issue of the bills at all. Ido not undertake to pass upon 
the steam-press or hand-press methods. I do not claim to be an ex- 
pert on that matter. I can only resort to the opinion of those who 
are of authority on this question. I find in this report, in the testj- 
mony of Mr. James J. Brcoks, who was for twelve years at the h 


of the secret service division, and was in special charge of guarding our 


currency against counterfeiting, testifying before that committee and 
using the following language: 


The CHAIRMAN, Have you examined notes executed by hand and by steam 
sry ea 

Mr. Brooxs. Ihaveseen some that were said to be executed by steam plate- 
printing, but of course I had to take the hearsay ; Idid not know; but those I 
saw were in my judgment inferior to the work that I had seen prior to the in- 
troduction of those machines, 

The CHAIRMAN. Were those which you understood were printed by steam 
pnie printer, bills which could be counterfeited easier than those printed by 

ma? 


Mr. Brooxs. Yes, they were; because they did not seem to have that care 
taken with them, Ihave seen a number of blurred notes, but it may have been 
that these blurred notes were in consequence of the hurry of the demand for 
such a denomination, and the notes have gone ont blurred and gone out on un- 
sized paper. I remember during the administration of Mr, John Sherman there 
was a great deal of paper that was lying around, Ithinkitwas atthe time they 
ceased printing fractional currency ; and I understood the pa was cut up for 
various uses, for notes and for bonds, and this paper was localized fiber, I have 
seen notes on which, instead of the localized fiber running right across as it 
should, it ran the entire lengthof the note. About that period of time when 
this paper for economy's sake was being cut up, I have bad a number of com- 
munications from around the country that a new counterfeit of the 20's and 50's 
was out, and when I sent for the notes I have found they had been printed on 
unsized paperand that they were genuine notes. 

Now, in relation to these present issues, while I say I am not an expert, I do 
say I do not know where there is a greater temptation for counterfeiting than 
on these issues, from what cause I do not know—whether it is in the plates, 
whether it is lack of depth of engraving—but whatever it is, after a short season 
of use, the geometrical lathe-work is all blurred so that you can not tell whether 
they be genuine or not. There was atime when I would defy anybody to de- 
ceive meon à counterfeit note. I would look, for the difference between a coun- 
terfeit and a genuine, at the engraved work on the geometrical lathe, aud if I 
found that perfect I should know it was gennine, for where it is done by hand 
I would find the lines broken and the crossing of them thick and Icould readily 
tell it; but if you ask me to determine that now without a very close scrutiny 
of these notes I would respectfully decline. 


Again he says, referring to certain notes: 


At the first glance if I had given my judgment I would have been greatly de- 
ceived. Ifthey were handed to me while new and crisp and had not suffered 
any extraordinary wear and tear, I should not be deceived in them. While in 
the Treasury on Thursday last I handled notes, genuine and counterfeit, and I 
tell you frankly I would not then hastily venture an opinion astocertain notes 
I handled, as to whether they were genuine or counterfeit. 


So Mr. Brooks goes on in this way in his testimony tothe effect that 
the present printing of these machines is more easily counterfeited. 

Then Mr. Bell, who has been for some years at the head of the serv- 
ice, says: 

The CHarmmMan. Was that the case with those bills that were printed years 
back by 2 hand-press in the highest style of art? 

Mr. BELL. I think not, because since I have been in the secret service—three 
years—I have had occasion to examine the old-style genuine bills and the old 
counterfeit bills which we have in our office. We have them in a book in the 
oflice, where we exhibit them to the public, and I have often gone to look at 
these bills, almost every day. Well, Mr. Brooks has said there are no be 
counterfeit bills than those that are shown there. It is harder to detect the 
now. for the reason the genuine bills are so poor—I will say that. I want to be 
placed on record as saying in my judgment the Government does not give thè 
same protection to the Government securities as they should give; and this is 
my candid opinion, that the Government should not look to economy; they 
should look to the highest style of art. It is much easier for the counterfei 
to deceive the public now, in my opinion, than ever before: It ought not to 
that the Government should a few dollars in printing their bills by em fi 

They should buy the best paper and use the igh | 
vers, They should f 
opted to protect the pu 


and with cheap paper. 
style of art in printing, and get the best men for en 
poua by hand, and every other means should be a 
ic from counterfeiters. 
s : * * e s * 

Mr. BELL. Yes; I mean to say that if the genuine bill was printed on the best 
of paper and the highest style of art now, it would be easier to detect than it 
would be with these silver certificates; that is what I mean to say. I have not, 
said this yet, which I intended to say. Chief Brooks said something about it i 
He meant to have said it—I know he did, for we have talked it over together— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


L157 


I mean to say now it is easier and less difficult to counterfeit now than ten or 


twelve years . They do not now have to engrave the plate entirely as they 

to do, ey now use a photographic Baber and they can get a counter- 
feit nearer the genuine now than they could with that older issue; and in place 
of the Government increasing the difficulty to counterfeit the bill,to my mind 
they are just opening the doors to counterfeiters. If that is plain English I want 


that put down. 

Here is an officer'at the head of the secret service who is specially 
charged with the matter, and who reports to the Commissioner and the 
House as I have read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MANSUR having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, % m: from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S, 
3794) granting to the Big Horn and Southern Railroad Company aright 
of way through part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Ter- 
ritory; and 

reser ey resolution providing that the two Houses of Congress 
shall meet in the Hallof Representatives on Wednesday, the 13th day of 
February, 1889, at 1 o’clock in the afternoon, pursuant to the require- 
ment of the Constitution and the laws, to count the electoral votes; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne, 
asked a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SAWYER, Mr. DAvis, and Mr. TuRPIE managers on the part of the Sen- 


ate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 
11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
permit the temporary occupation and crossing of certain streets in the 
city of Washington and District of Columbia by the tracks of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the demands of increased 
travel incident to the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th of March, 1889. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R, 5870) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection 
of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resuined its session. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 

ired. 

. Mr. TRACEY was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr.BLOUNT. Iwill not take the time, sir, of the committee further, 
although I could read various extracts from the testimony of the former 
chief of the secret service division of the Treasury Department, and 
also from the testimony of the present chief of that division, bearing 
upon this subject. 

The gentleman making this report, and I have not had time to ex- 
amine it thoroughly, uses the following language: 
. Mr. Graves admits that steam-printing is not equal to hand-printing. 


Now, sir, if that be true, and I know of no better testimony to go to 
than the persons who have been selected by the Government for fifteen 
years to watch the currency, to watch counterfeiting, and to put offi- 
cers, where there is any allegation or suspicion of crime, upon the track 
of the wrong-doer—I say I knowof no better persons to whom I can re- 
sort for testimony than these very persons to ascertain the exact char- 
acter of the currency of the country and whether it be true that the 
work of the counterfeiter is rendered easier under one process than the 
other. 

To my mind, if it is not conclusive testimony it is sufficient to put 
me on my guard and say that I will vote no more money on this ques- 
tion while the matter is in doubt. 

Gentlemen say, ‘‘ Why, this matter is under the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and under the head of the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing; let them correct it.” If it shall appear from these high 
sources that I have quoted that this has not been done in the past, if 
there is a difference of opinion between the Treasury Department and 
the chief of that bureau and other officials, and there shall be raised a 
question of doubt about it, it behooves every member on this floor to 
stop the use of this process until the matter shall have been determined 
beyond all question of doubt. Ihave a high respect for the head of 
the Treasury Department and I have a high respect for the Chief of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, but that personal respect has 
nothing to do with the matter presented here. Like the gentleman 
from Ohio, I am not here to do the bidding of the Knights of Labor or 
of any other person, butsimply to follow out the mental processes dic- 
tated by an honest effort on my part to do what is right, and taking 
this testimony as it appears on the report of the committee of the 
House, Iam unwilling that this process shall be continued, not be- 
cause of any dictum from the Knights of Labor, but because I believe 
that the interests of the people of this country and of all the people of 
this country are very greatly involved in the soundness of the currency 
which is to circulate amongst them and to be utilized in the transac- 
tion of their business, 


Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. inly. 

Mr. KERR. When did Mr. Graves, the Chief of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing, admit that steam-printing was inferior? At 
what time was that done? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have already stated to the gentleman that I have 
not had the opportunity to examine all the testimony in this connec- 
tion. I quoted the testimony of Mr. Brooks, formerly at the head of 
the secret service division of the Treasury, and also Mr. Bell, and then 
I read from the report of the committee, made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] a quotation to the effect— 

That Mr. Graves admits himself that steam-printing is not equal to hande 
printing. 

More than that I have not undertaken to say. 

Mr. KERR. Then why does he recommend the other? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not know. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Because it is dirtier and cheaper. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I fail to see the justice or the 
logic of this amendment. The bill provides the payment of 1 cent for 
a thousand impressions, The contract provides that while we use these 
machines we shall pay $1 per thousand. The pro amendment is 
that we shall use these machines in accordance with the contract, and 
pay only 50 cents per thousand in violation of the contract. And so, 

repeat, I do not see the justice ofthe amendment. Weshould either 
pay that which we agreed to pay or stop using the machines. Shall we 
stop using the machines? 

I personally know nothing of the quality of the work which they turn 
out, but I do know, as has been stated here so well by the gentleman 
from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT], that we should be careful in the produc- 
tion of our currency to take every possible precaution against its being 
counterfeited. I state further that a committee of this House investi- 
gated this subject, and that before them appeared, not gentlemen with 
eloquent speeches upon political and social economy, but men who were 
experts in the matter, to testify. They reported the testimony to this 
House and their conclusions of fact upon that testimony. 

There the question of facts, from the testimony which was so taken 
before them, showed that these impressions made by these steam-presses 
were much more liable to be counterfeited than those made upon hand- 

resses. These are the conclusions of a committee of this House upon 

he sworn testimony taken before it. The House took these conclu- 
sions by an almost unanimous vote, and passed a bill suspending the 
operations of these steam-presses. 

I read that report and every word of the testimony adduced by that 
committee carefully months ago, and I say here and now that if I had 
been a juror trying that case I should have been compelled upon my 
oath as a juror to find the same conclusions of fact upon that testimony 
which the committee did that took the testimony and made the report. 
So it seems to me that this House must act, not upon what some mem- 
ber saw when he was escorted through the bureau by the head of the 
bureau—a member who does not pretend to be an expert in these mat- 
ters; not by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is not and does not pre- 
tend to be an expert in these matters; but itseems to me the judgment 
of the House ought to rest upon the testimony of experts examined be- 
fore that committee, found true by that committee, and indorsed by 
the action of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD upon 
this subject. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and leave is granted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that all debate shail close 
in twenty minutes upon this paragraph and all amendments offered or 
to be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent that all debate upon this paragraph and amendments 
which have been offered or are to be offered be closed in twenty min- ` 
utes, Is there objection? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to know whether the amendment 
I offered is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York has not been read; but the gentleman can offer it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to cut off any 
amendment; but all I want is to close debate on this paragraph in 
twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York is not pending, but it can be offered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, May I offer that amendment now? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman may offer it; but the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not affect the presentation of 
amendments. The request is to close debate on this paragraph—on 
amendments that are offered or to be offered—in twenty minutes. Is 
there objection to that request? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I shall object unless I can be recognized to offer 
my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has repeatedly stated that the gentle- 
man may offer his amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, If the gentleman has any apprehension that his 
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amendment will be cub off, I will state to him that Iam not going to 
cut off any amendment. Iam only desirous of closing debate on the 


Mr. ene (to. Mr, RANDALL). Can I be recognized to occupy 
a part of the twenty minutes? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a matter for the Chair to decide as to whom 
he will recognize. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has promised to recognize four gen- 
tlemen. Is there objection, to the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that all debate on the pending paragraph shall close in twenty 
minutes? 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. Therequest is, thatall debate on this paragraph 
and the amendments offered and to be offered be closed in twenty min- 
utes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. LAWLER. ‘There has been a great deal said on this question 
both for and against. I do not understand that the friends of labor ob- 
ject to the introduction of machinery. We welcome machinery, be- 
cause it is the brains and the handiwork of the mechanic. Capitalists 
were never known to introduce an idea, much lessa piece of machinery. 
{Langhter.] With thenumber of bills that we find upon the Calendar 
here, carried over from session to session, and very many important 
Matters now occupying the time and attention of Congress, and with 
an appeal made by the press, by business men, and by the working 
classes of the country for the consideration of, among other bills, that 
known as the Chace bill, and all the appeals that have been made, I 
say, to this Congress show that its members have failed to accomplish 
what was desired. 

I say, in justice to the people of the country, that too much time is 
consumed in the consideration of questions of this class. It would 
not be so noticeable if this was the first occasion when this question 
was presented; but in fact we have had two or three reports u it 
heretofore. The whole matter in a nutshell is that these steam- 
do not produce as good work as that which is done by hand. ¥ That 
fact has been clearly demonstrated by the committee representing the 
men who are. producing these bills. They have shown the product 
of both kinds of presses to more than a hundred members of the Forty- 
ninth and Fiftieth and itis evident to every one who hassecn 
the bills that the workmanship of the steam-presses is not equal to 
that of the others. Hence I say this is not a fight against the intro- 
duction of improved machinery. We welcome improved machinery; 
we dare notset ourselves up against it. But in this matter it has been 
demonstrated to the satisfaction of not less than two committees of 
this House that steam-presses do not do the work satisfactorily. How- 
ever, my object in rising on this occasion was to suggest, as an hum- 
ble member of this House, that we should devise some way by which 
the business of Congress might be facilitated, and which would enable 
us to get more work done in a given time than we do now. Here, for 
instance, is a question which has occupied the whole of the working 
time of this day, when it might easily have been settled, and ought 
to have been settled, in an hour or less. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I offeran amendment, which I 
now send to the desk, providing that hereafter the name of each per- 
son whose portraitshall be placed upon any bond, security, note, stamp, 
silver certificate, or fractional or postal currency of the United States 
shall be inscribed upon the plate under the portrait. The object of 
using such ts in this way is not simply to adorn the currency, 
but to teach lessons of history and patriotism, to educate the people in 
those respects. We have thus spread abroad, and in daily circulation 
among the people, of many of our illustrions dead. In some 
instances the name is below the portrait, but only in few. The name 
ought to accompany the likeness in every case, so that it would be 
shown what hero or statesman is thus honored. 

Few, even of our most intelligent citizens, ean tell the names of all 
the great men or women whose features appear upon our currency or 
our stamps, and to many people these portraits are meaningless pictures. 
The true purpose for which they are used is not subserved unless the 
names are there. The additional expense which would arise from the 
adoption of this amendment is so insignificant as to be unworthy of 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE], which will be considered as 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 17, page 12, insert the following: 

“And further, That hereafter the name of each person whose por- 
trait be placed upon any of the plates for bonds, securities, notes, stamps, 
a or postal currency of the United States shall be inscribed below 
such portrait.” 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I have an amendment at the desk which I hope 


will be read now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 
Provided jurtter, ‘Phat uo part of this appcopriation shall be used for th 
pair or reconstruction of steam RESANO AAA © oR 
Mr. FARQUHAR. LI only want to call attention to the fact that 
when these Milligan presses were placed in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing under the original contract, one of the paragraphsof that 
contract read as follows: 


The Bureau of Engraving and Printing will also furnish the power, heat, and 
other materials consumed in printing, and will charge you— 


That is, the patentee— 
with the repairs to the machine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I find in the other three contracts following 
that there is no mention made of the repairs, and I do know that the 
United States are now paying for all the repairs and for the reconstruc- 
tion of these machines. I also know that it was nominated in the bond 
that Steele & Milligan should pay for them, and I simply want to call 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to the fact that these 
parties ought either to be required to return the money which they 
have taken from the Government unjustly, or, if that can not be done, 
that at least we should stop this expenditure. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, upon his conversion to a system of legislation which I sought 
to apply when the appropriation for the of the Civil Service 
Reform Commission was before the House. Bills for the repeal of the 
act creating that commission were buried in committee, and the only 
opportunity to reach the commission was by striking out the appropria- 
tion for itssupport. The gentleman gently chided me for this indirect 
method of trying to reach the commission, 

My distinguished colleague from New York [Mr. Cox], who is con- 
fessedly responsible for the civil-service excrescence, while humbly ex- 
pressing his contrition, kindly informed me that the manly way to reach 
the commission would be to bring forward a proposition for its re 
He did not, however, out of the immensity of his kindness and the 
quarter-century of his parliamentary service, vouchsafe the informa- 
tion how this was to be done, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania appears to be treading in my foot- 


steps. 


Mr. KERR. I rise to a question of order, 

Sg RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not raise any point of 
order. 

Mr. KERR. I submit that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS} ought to discuss the question before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, let him go ahead. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam endeavoring to discuss the question before 
the House; and I am not responsible for the lack of appreciation and. 
rere on the part of my friend from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

ughter. 

Now, I say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania appears to be 
treading in my footsteps. He seems to be trying to accomplish by inə 
direct legislation what has not been accomplished by direct tion, | 
I honor him therefor, although the necessity for his action is not so 

tas was mine. The House has upon this question, 
t has already, after due and careful consideration, condemned these 
steam-presses, 

It has already condemned their work as inefficient, and, as the - 
tleman from New Jersey so aptly said, as ‘‘ an invitation to the criminal 
ingenuity of the world.” That bill, however, is upon exhibition in 
the United States Senate. It is hung up in one of its committee- 
rooms. It has been left to the tender mercies of that convocation of 
millionaires who take such loving interest in measures for the indus- 
trial welfare of the workingman, and watch railroad legislation so care- 
fully in the interests of the people. It is because there is no hope of 
the rescue of this bill from the clutches of these millionaires that this 
clause was probably inserted in this appropriation bill. 

The end justifies the means. I hope the House will stand by its ac- 
tion heretofore by standing by the Committee on Appropriations now. 
Let the millionaire body crack its whip. We who come direct from 
the bosom of the people have it on the hip, and we can only secure an 
acknowledgment of our rights and of the rights of those we were chosen 
to pe vent by keeping it there and by standing by this committee. 

Applause. 
t The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, 12, strike out the words “one cent” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “fifty cents.” 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move to amend the amendment by, 
striking out ‘50 cents ’” and inserting ‘$1; ” making the clause read; 

For royalty at not exceeding $1 per thousand impressions, 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the committee for a few mo- 
ments upon this amendment, if I am now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been limited by order of the com- 
mittee, 
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Mr. WHITE, of New York. That, I understand, was simply upon 
the then pending question; not upon this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate was limited on all amendments. Three 
minutes of the time, however, remain, 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
New York should occupy five minutes, if the House will consent, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I think I can say all I desire to say in 
the three minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the purpose simply of 
perfecting this bill. Ido not understand that we are thereby to be 
committed in favor of voting for the continuance of these presses at all, 
or for the use of steam-presses. But we have had exhibited here, and 
partly read, the contract which has been made between the patentees 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, acting for the Government. That 
contract provides for the building of certain steam-presses and permit- 
ting them to be used by the Government as the property of the Goy- 
ernment, and for paying for them. 

It further provides, not that the Government shall continue to use 
them, but if it shall continue to do so, it shall pay for their use $1 per 
thousand impressions, except in one contingency—that is to say, ifthe 
royalty shall be reduced to other parties the Government shall have 
the benefit ofa similar redaction. That contract remains as a whole; 
and if you undertake to change it by making the rate of payment 99 
cents per thousand impressions or 1 cent per thousand impressions, you 
violate the contract under which the Government has received this 
property from the patentees. In doing anything of that kind the Gov- 
ernment would lay its strong hand upon these contractors and by force 
compel them to submit to that which as between two private individ- 
uals who had entered into a contract would not be permitted. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is it not optional on the part of the Government to 
rescind the contract? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iam not advocating the retention of 
these presses; but if the Government keeps them and undertakes to 
use them under the contract it must pay for such use according to the 
terms of the contract—$1 for each thousand im ions; and we have 
no right, simply because we have the power of the Government back of 
us, to say that we will pay only one-half of the contract price. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. How long does the contract continue? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. During the lifetime of the patent. 

If any gentleman meets me with the proposition that this contract 
can not be enforced without the authority of Congress, which must 
make the necessary appropriation, he is simply begging the question. 
No part of this agreement can be enforced without an appropriation on 
the partof Congress. These machines can not be paid for without such 
an appropriation. I maintain simply that when the Government has 
bought and taken possession of these machines it has done so with the 
right to use them according to the terms of the contract under which 
it took them; and good faith on the part of the Government requires 
that Congress should carry out this contract under which the machines 
were taken. We have the right to reject these presses, to throw them 
back upon the hands of the contractors, if we do not think it wise to 
continue the use of them; but if we keep them we are bound to pay 
the price agreed upon, unless the contractors permit other persons to 
use the machines for a lower price. 

Mr. LONG. Can not the Secretary of the Treasury in good faith 
say ‘‘ We can not use these machines any longer, and hereafter we will 
pay you nothing?” 

Mr, WHITE, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. May he not also say "We will not use these machines 
ani longer unless you agree to a modification of the contract; if you 
will agree to accept 50 cents per thousand impressions, we will con- 
tinue to use the machines; otherwise not?” 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Yes, that may be done without any 
question. 

Mr, FARQUHAR, Can not the Government stop these machines 
being operated any day it chooses ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And would the Government then be bound to 

y the royalty of $1 per thousand impressions? Is it not the fact that 
if the Government discontinues the use of the machines it does not pay 
the royalty ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I concede that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is just what I am contending should be 
done, that the Government should stop the use of these presses. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iam contending that the Government 
should keep its contracts with individuals, and should not, because it 
has the physical force, put itself in the position of extorting from an 
individual that which does not belong to it and that which is not right. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I thought the gentleman’s proposition was that 
the contract was for the life of the patent. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Yes, it is; but the payment of the roy- 
alty is dependent upon the use of the machines. If the machines are 
not used, nothing is to be paid. If they are used, then under the con- 
tract the Government must pay for them at the rate of $1 per thousand 
impressions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. RANDALL (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 12379) restoring Elizabeth Isabell to 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12380) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Able—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. 
Allen—to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 12382) for the relief of I. W. 
Young—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, A. R. ANDERSON: Memorial of the Loyal Legion of Des 
Moines, Iowa, praying for the publication of the naval records of the 
late war—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr, BAYNE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance ` 
Union of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia— 
to the Sclect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ; 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of E. C. Small and 119 others (36 
voters and 82 women), citizens of Cherryfield, Me., praying for pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 12061, for the relief 
of Susan C. Ashcroft, formerly Susan C. Jackson—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of August Behr, jr., and others, citi- 
zens of Detroit, Mich., against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of the Woman’s Board of the Seventh- 
Day Baptist General Conference of the United States, against the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Manistee County, Michi- 

p ia regard to Sunday work—to the Committee on the District or 

umbia. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of H. A. Mosher and 21 others, of Au- 
burn, Me., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment; also. of War- 
ren Hill and 206 others, of Union, Me., for a prohibitory constitutional 
amendment—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of A. C. Tyrrell and 242 others (92 voters 
and 151 women), citizens of Madison, Nebr., praying for proposal of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bey- 
erage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Mary Ready, asking for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 57 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of A. P. Frick, acting assistant surgeon 
United States Army, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Michigan Maimed Soldiers’ League, asking for ad- 
ditional pension by resolation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition of W. F. McMahon, H. B. 
Howard, and 82 others, citizens of Davie County, North Carolina, in 
favor of the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: Petition of 130 members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of the Twenty-seventh Congressional district of 
New York, in favor of the passage ofa general pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of James Farish, of Culpeper 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of heirs of Stephen Thormbale, of 
Bullock County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of J. A. Miller and 70 others, of Welling- 
ton, Kans., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the Peoria (Iil.) Turnverein, against the 
passage of the Blair Sunday bill—to the Committee on the District of 

umbdia. 

By Mr, REED: Petition of O. L. Gile and 20 others, of Cape Eliza- 
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beth, Me., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of S. Whiting and 117 others, of Clear Water, 
Minn., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholie Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of J. A. Nourse and 343 others, of La- 
mar, Ark., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Petition of A. Foster and 112 others, of Ox- 
ford, Mass., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of a statehood convention, praying for 
the immediate admission of Washington Territory inte the Union—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 


XS The following petition against the passage of the international copy- 
/,\ right Will was received and referred to the Committee on Patents: 
3 By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of James Timmons, of Ohio. i 
A 


SENATE. A 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1889, 


PRAYER. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., offered the following 
rayer: 

p nd Thou, who hast abolished death and hast brought life and im- 
mortality to light, the Prince of Life, our God and our Savior, we bow 
humbly, and thoughtfully, and soberly before Thee in the presence of 
death, and thank Thee that we may live this life with all its possibili- 
ties and hopes. We pray Thee, comfort the bereaved ones; sustain, 
and strengthen, and sanctify. Overrule for good all that is dark and 
trying and afflictive, and enable us so to live that we may serve our 
generation faithfully in the fear and love of God. 

Grant that this great Government may be so imbued with the spirit 
of justice, and of truth, and of right, so baptized into the life of Him 
who came that He might minister to men, that it may be helpful to 
all who are in need, and that the interests of this great land of ours, 
under the guidance of these Thy servants thus exalted, may be ad- 
vanced. 

Guide us this day. Help us so to walkin Thy fear, conscious of Thy 
nearness, ‘Teach us our frailties. Teach us our dependence upon 
Thee. And seeking Thee, O God, we know that Thou wilt be found 
of us, and that Thy peace, the peace of God which passeth all under- 
standing, shall keep our hearts and minds. Grant that as we have 
served our generation faithfully we may fall asleep and be gathered to 
our fathers. We ask it all in the name of Christ, our Redeemer. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of privilege in connection 
with the report inthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I suppose this is the 
proper time, following the reading of the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Corrections in the official record 
can be made by applying to the Reporter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis not a correction of my own remarks which 
I desire, but the remarks of some one else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When I made allusion yesterday to my inten- 
tion to call up the resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana elec- 
tion, the Senator from Louisiana replied in about half a dozen words, 
I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD this morning his remarks ex- 
tended so that they cover half a column. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Which Senator from Louisiana does the Senator refer 
to? He did not mention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I refer to the Senator from Louisiana who is not 
now present in the Senate, not the Senator who is addressing me. 

Mr..EUSTIS. He should mention his name, I suggest. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I refer to the Senator from Louisiana, Mr. GIB- 
son. I find that there is half a column of a speech in the RECORD, 
not ten words of which were uttered by the Senator. 

I desire to enter a motion to strike out the speech as inserted, and to 

+ have inserted in the RECORD the speech as it appears upon the Report- 
er's notes. Having made this motion, I will wait until the Senator 
comes into the Senate Chamber before calling it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would s 
ator from New Hampshire to submit his motion in writing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will do that, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
to withhold the motion until the Senator from Louisiana comes in. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I do. 


to the Sen- 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT KEY WEST, FLA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department recommending that 
an appropriation of $3,000 be made for a sea-wall to protect public 
buildings at Key West, Fla., and concurring in the recommendation of 
that report; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the mayor and 
city council of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for a grant of certain 
mountain lands adjoining the creek which supplies the city with water 
for culinary and other domestic purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dakota Territory, representing 2,500 members, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of J. A. Miller and 70 others (32 
voters and 39 women), citizens of Wellington, Kans., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale ofall alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of P. R. Stratton and 113 others 
(43 voters and 71 women), citizens of Oxford, Mass., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture 
and sale of spirituous liquors; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Salem N. J., praying for the proposal of a national 
pronibitay constitutionalamendment; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Dennisville, N. J., and a 
petition of 600 citizens of Salem, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law; which were referred tothe Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of Isaacs & Co., of New York 
City, E. J. Arapian, of Key West, Fla., and 71 others, merchants of 
New York City and fishermen of sponges residing in Florida, praying 
that sponges be not placed on the free-list in the bill now pending be- 
tween the two Houses to reduce taxation. As this matter has not yet 
been disposed of by Congress, and the petition came into my hands 
ana the passage of the bill by the Senate, I move that it lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of B. F. Fuller and 84 others 
(36 voters and 49 women), citizens of Du Bois, Nebr., praying for a 
constitutional prohibition amendment; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 20 citizens of Johnstown, 
Pa.; a petition of Knights of Labor of Flemington, Pa.; a petition of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Laurel Hill, Pa.; a petition of the 
Baptist Church of Mountain Dale, Pa., and a petition of the Teachers’ 
Institute of Mountain Dale, Pa., praying for the passage of a Sunday- 
ys law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of numerous citizens of 
Manistee County, Michigan, praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of the State of Maine, representing 2,500 
members, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac Winslow and 55 others (22 
voters and 34 women), citizens of St. Albans, Me., and the petition 
of E. S. Nash and 100 others (36 voters and 65 women), citizens of 
Cherryfield, Me., praying for the proposal of a constitutional prohibit- 
ory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 42 farmers, citizens of Richmond and 
Bowdoinham, in Sagadahoc County, and Litchfield,in Kennebec County, 
Maine, praying for protection to agriculture; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of W. E. Means and 57 others 
(20 voters and 38 non-voters), citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas, 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of citizens of New York, a peti- 
tion of the Good Templar Lodge and citizens of Westfield, N. Y., a 
petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and pastors of 
churches in Westfield, N. Y., a petition of members of eight churches 
of Broome County, New York, a petition of 150 citizens of Binghamton, 
N. Y., and the petition of James H. Kellogg and others, citizens of Troy, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on,Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of farmers of East Bloomfield, Ontario 
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County, New York, praying for protection to agriculture; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of H. A. Dunn and 71 others (28 
voters and 44 women), citizens of Presque Isle, Me., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture 
and sale of alcoholic liquors; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Thomas Miller Smith and 67 
others (38 voters and 30 women), citizens of Bellevue, Idaho, praying 
for a prohibitory constitutional amendment; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

RAILROAD BRIDGES IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved 
March 3, 1885, to authorize the construction of bridges across the Cum- 
berland and Caney Fork Rivers, in Tennessee, to report it favorably 
with an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. As to the bridge authorized to be constructed across 
the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers, I wish to state that the road 
leading up to the Caney Fork is now constructed, and I am informed 
that the road is in operation to that point. The company are exceed- 
ingly anxious to commence the work of constructing the bridge im- 
mediately, and I therefore ask the consent of the Senate to consider 
be a os de time. 

eP IDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill pe Si 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to its being considered sub- 
ject to objection, as we do other bills, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to objection the bill will be 
considered in Committee of the Whole and regarded as open to amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Commerce be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add at the end of the bill: 

Provided also, That all railroad companies desiring to use the bri afore- 
said for the passage of their trains or cars over the same shall have privi- 
Jege upon such just and reasonable terms as may be agreed upon by the parties, 
and in event of their failure to agree, the matter shall be finally determined by 
the Secretary of War, whose determination shall be final. Equal rights and 
privileges shall also be nted all tel ph and telephone companies in the 
placing wires upon said bridges, and if the construction of said bridges shall 
not be commenced in two years and completed within two years from the ap- 
proval of this act all the provisions of the same shall be void. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the first section by adding at 
the end of it, on page 2, these words: 

And Congress shall have the right to regulate the tolls and charges in respect 
of the use of said bridge. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point is, my friend evidently sees, that as 
this provides for a bridge for the people, wagons and horses and pas- 
sengers, and as the State Legislature would probably have no author- 
ity to dedl with a United States corporation, or a corporation acting 
under an authority of this kind, I think it right that the legislative 
power should be reserved to prevent that bridge being turned into an 
instrument of excessive charge to the people there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

Mr. VEST. I have not got a copy of the bill before me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will first be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the first section of the bill, on 
page 2, it is proposed to insert: 

nd Con shall have the right to regulate the tolls and charges in 
of the pea Papen bridge. es ee an Snae 

Mr. VEST. This bill is an amendment to an act already in force, 
and in the original act, if I am not very much mistaken, there is the 
ordinary provision which we have in all the bridge bills, that the Sec- 
retary of War shall approve the rates of tolls and charges. That is 
the provision we always put in these bills, so as to get rid of the delay 
which would attend the enactment of an act of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should have no objection to its being so, but 
this would be a superadded provision reserving explicit legislative 
authority by law to make a regulation; but until that regulation of 
Congress should be made to supersede what the Secretary of War had 
done or failed to do, this authority would continue. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to it, although the 
other provision, the ordinary one, applies in these bills, because it is 
made somewhere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to get rid of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend—probably it is not necessary. 
but it is always safer to do it—by adding as a new section at the end 
of the bill: 

The right to amend or repeal this act whenever Congress shall deem that the 
public good requires it is hereby reserved. 

I presume there will be no objection to that. ; 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to remark to the Senator from Vermont 
that the original act has that provision in it, and this amendatory bill 
is subject to all the provisions of the original act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should not agree with my friend about that. 

Mr. VEST. There is a special enactment that contains a vision ` 
that the provisions of the original act shall apply to these bridges. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all true; but as I have seen so many 
struggles in court over that question, that might be held as not apply- 
ing to the repealing clause. Here is the last act which confers new 
rights, and I want to have the capacity preserved in Congress to repeal 
this identical act if it wishes to do so. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr, EDMUNDS] will be stated from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new sec- 
tion: 

The right to amend or repeal this act whenever Congress shall deem thatthe 
public good requires it is hereby reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amenéments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. j 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask a conference with the House of Representatives on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, 3 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr, 
SAWYER, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


DEATH OF HON, JAMES N. BURNES. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence of the death of Hon. 
JAMES N. BuRNES, late a Representative from the State of Missouri, 
and the resolutions of that y thereon. , : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it becomes my most painful duty 
to announce to the Senate the very sudden and unexpected death of 
our distinguished colleague in the House of Representatives, the Hon. ° 
JAMES NELSON BURNES, Representative from the Fourth Congressional 
district of Missouri, who was stricken with paralysis at his post of 
duty, discharging his onerous labors in the House of Representatives, 
at 2 0’clock yesterday afternoon, and died at 12.45 o’clock this morning, 

I offer a resolution, which I send to the desk, and ask its immediate 
consideration. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
of the death of Hon, James N. Buryes, late a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I now ask that the message from the House of 
Representatives may he laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, January 24, 1889, 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. James N. Burwyes, late a Representative from the State of 


Missouri. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That n select 
committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members of 
the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and ta 
escort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial, and that the neces- 
sary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such si as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions 
of these resolutions, 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate, 
and that, asa further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the House 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I offer a resolution which I send to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


m 


Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House providing for 
the appointment of a select committee to take order for ep AE g tho 
oara lani to escort the remains of the deceased to the place of burial, and that 
the committee on the part of the Senate be appointed by the President pro tem- 
pore. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The resolution was agreed to nem. con. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces the members 
of the committee authorized by the resolution, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: Messrs. VEST, COKE, and TELLER. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the following resolution: 

mark the memory of th Is 
n T OGRA i neers nada 

The motion was agreed to; and (af 12 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 25, 1889, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1889, 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D., as follows: 

Almighty God, since last we gathered in this place, a representative 
of the people has fallen at his post, doing his duty manfully and faith- 
fully, as though he had fallen in the charge at the cannon’s mouth, or 
in the deadly breach, and therefore entitled to worthy and honorable 
recognition and commemoration. 

As we look at the desk draped in black, and at the empty seat, and 
think of our friend who only yesterday. was with us and to-day is be- 
yond the stars, grant that the solemn meaning and mysteries of life 
may rest upon every heart, not to unnerve and appall, but to fix in 
every breast the high resolve to live nobly, truly, simply, for the coun- 
try’sinterestand honor and for the welfare of our fellow-men; and that 
we shall walk before Thee in all Thy commandments blameless, 

Hear our devout petitions, we beseech Thee; in behalf of the wife who 
has been widowed, and the children orphaned, the fatherless children 
who have lost their best earthly friend and protector. Comfort and 
cheer them, we beseech Thee; and may they find in the faith and in 
the love and presence of Christ that only consolation which the broken 
heart can discover upon this earth. 

We pray through His name, our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


DEATH OF HON. JAMES N. BURNES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the sad duty has been devolved upon 
me by the Representatives in from Missouri of announcing 
to the House the death of Hon. JAMES N. BuRNES, late a Representa- 
tive.of the Commonwealth of Missouri. His death occurred at Wil- 
lard’s Hotel, in this city, at 12.46 0’clock this morning, after an illness 
of less than ten hours. 

At some time in the near future, Mr. Speaker, the Missouri delega- 
tion will ask the House to suspend its ordinary proceedings to pay a 
fitting tribute to the worth of the eminent gentleman who so recently 
was one of our esteemed colleagues, and whose death is a calamity not 
only to the great State he served so long and so ably but also to the 
nation, 

Mr. Speaker, I offer for present consideration the resolutions I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolutions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. James N. Burnes, late a Representative from the State of 


Missouri. 

Kesolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
committee consisting of seven members of the House and three members of the 
Senate be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral, and to escort 
the remains of to their of bu: and that the necessary ex- 
penses attending the exeoution of order be out of the contingent fund 


of the House. 
piany That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 


to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions 
jg aa erg orgy Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 
Phones pets as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the result, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair will appoint during the day the 
members of the House provided for in the resolutions just adopted, and 
will communicate the same to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The result of the vote was then announced. 

ote accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 7 minutes p.. m.) the House ad- 
journed, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CAINE; Petition of the mayor and city council of Salt Lake 
City, asking for a grant of certain mountain lands adjoining the creek 
which supplies the city with water—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. CHIPMAN; Petition of survivors of the Twenty-fourth Mich- 
igan Infantry, for a pension to Mrs, Emma Witherspoon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Peoria, TIL, in 
favor of an amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of heirs of C. G. and Celeste Wright, 
of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I find in the RECORD of the 24th 
instant, in the colloquy that I had with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], some remarks that I did not make, and it 
was as much a surprise to me as to him perhaps that they appeared 
in the RECORD, In the colloquy between the Senator and myself I 
spoke in a very low tone of voice, having been out of my seat when 
he began his remarks. In going out of the Capitol I stopped at the 
Reporter’s room for a moment and found one of the Reporters com- 
ing out with my remarks, saying he thought that he had not caught 
them accurately. I presumed they had no report of the remarks, and 
I sat down and wrote hastily what appears in the RECORD; but upon 
reflection I concluded not to put that in the Recorp, but something 
else which I supposed would reproduce as closely as ble the re- 
marks I had actually made, finding that the remarks I written out 
hastily were incorrect in several respects. I inadvertently, perhaps, 
handed the onpas paper that I wrote to the Reporter, and that ap- 
peared in the RECORD. I had assumed that the Reporters did not take 
down my remarks fully, as gentleman stated to me, but I find that 
they have my remarks taken down more or less accurately, and I shall 
ask leave to insert them instead of the words that ap in the 
RECORD. The remarks which ap’ were manifestly incorrect, be- 
cause I am made to say among other things that— 

ere is a proposition to in the n of the 
Benk Ap oposi vestigate electio: Senators, their title to 

Now, there is no proposition in the resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire to in te my election or the election of 
my colleague. The proposition, as I understand it, was to investigate 
the election of the members of the General Assembly before the peo- 
ple; that is, that the Senate should be the judge of the election, re- 
turns, and qualifications of members of the General Assembly of the 
State of Louisiana, and to ascertain whether the people of that State 
should vote for Presidential electors, and whether they had a repub- 
lican form of Tonna That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I had reduced to writing the 
motion which I made yesterday in the absence of the Senator from 
Louisiana, doing this in accordance with the suggestion of the Chair. 
I shall not offer the resolution which I had prepared in view of the 
statement made by the Senator; but I desire to have read by the Sec- 
retary the report of the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana,as taken 
down by the Official Reporter, which I have just handed the Senator. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have not looked at them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as requested, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I handed them to the Senator a few moments 


ago. 
Mr. GIBSON. Here they are. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Grason. Mr. President, Ihave no objection to the Senator tenting the senso 
of the Senate on that question whenever be desires to do so, vided I may be 
nt. Ifthere is any memorial here from any member of the ure of 
Loulsians or any citizen of Louisiana asking for an investigation, I should be 
lad, ifthat citizen feel lieved, to move that the investigation shall take place. 
Bas tam opposed to an investigation being made at the request of a citizen of 
New Hampshire against the wishes of the people of Louisiana, 


Mr. GIBSON. I mustsay that is the first time I have read the paper 
or heard it read. I do not think iprorh gs milguarnriegeae ay tI 
said. I forget precisely what I did state, but I intended to state, and 
I think I did state, that if there was any memorial here from the Leg- 
islature of the State asking for an investigation, or any body of people, 
I should not object to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the report as read from the Reporter’s 


notes to be a correct report of what the Senator said. It conforms to 
my own recollection of the Senator’s statement at the time. In an- 
swer to the Senator’s remark, as appears by the RECORD, I said: 


The whole Republican party, I think, is ready for an investigation except the 
two colored men who, I see, were run out from Louisiana yesterday for under- 
taking to organize the Knights of Labor in that State. 


I was willing to leave the subject with that remark as a reply to the 
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statement of the Senator. Much to my surprise, however, and to the 


surprise of other Senators, there appeared in the RECORD a of 
the Senator’s which occupies nearly one-half of a column of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD and contains. statements which certainly never 
would have been passed by me without comment. For instance, the 
following statement is made: ` 

And the complaint is that we- should investigant, not the recent elections in 
his own State, the State of New Hampshire, or his neighboring States of Rhode 
Island and New York, for Representatives or State officers or dential clect- 
ors, when the newspapers of the LA ena eee for months with charges 
that the elections in these States were c rized with wholesale fraud and 
the open purchase of votes. The Senator turns a deaf and unwilling ear to 
these complaints, and proposes, against all precedents, against the wishes and 
interests of the people of Louisiana, Republicans and Democrats, to put their 
State, its good name, its public order, its State government, its honored public 
servants, on trial before the Senate and the country. 

If the Senator had: made that statement I should have characterized 
his aspersion upon the State of New Hampshire as unjustified. by any 
facis whatever, and certainly an opportunity would have been given 
to the Senators from the State of Rhode Island and the State of New 
York to speak as they saw fit concerning the Senator's attack upon 
their States. But as those remarks were not uttered, of course suit- 
able reply was not made to them. 

The Senator now says that this speech was inserted inadvertently in 
the Recorp. I do not quite understand the position of the Senator. 
Does he mean to say that he did not write out this speech exactly as it 
appears in the RECORD, or how did it happen? Will the Senator state 
more explicitly how it happens that this speech, elaborately prepared, 
does appear in the RECORD instead of the simple remark of ten words 
which the Senator made at the time? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have stated to tho Senator and the Senate precisel 
howitoccurred. It isnot worth while for me to repeat it. The speec! 
as it appears in the RECORD is a repetition, more or less, of what I have 
said twice on the floor of the Senate, except in the one paragraph that 
I referred to. I have told the Senator how I had in the haste of 
the moment written out some remarks, not intending that they should 
appear in the RECORD, and withdrew them. and supposed I was hand- 
ing to the Reporter other remarks that confo 
reflect upon the matter, more nearly to what I had really said in the 
Senate. I disavowed the purpose of: having those remarks appear in 
the RECORD. I think that frank explanation ought to be satisfactory 
to every Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may besatisfactory to the Senator; it may be 
satisfactory to others; but I think I have aright to ask the Senator 
how it happens that he had this prepared speech on this point ready 
to inadvertently get into the hands of the reporter when he had no 
knowledge that I intended to give notice that it was purpose to 
call up the resolution. That is what I do not pa tia Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

‘The Senator certainly wrote out the remarks, and they are printed 
in the RECORD precisely as they appear in the paper, in the handwrit- 
ing of the Senator, which he handed to the Official Reporter. He had 
no knowledge that this subject was. to be taken up; and therefore it 
seems to me he must have prepared. this speech after the colloquy had 
taken place between him and myself. If, having thus prepared it, the 
Senator says on his honor as a Senator that it inadvertently was in- 
serted in the RECORD; I have nothing more to say. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the T; , transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of December 21, 1888, a full statement of all purchases of 
bonds made by the Treasury Department during the period from March 
4, 1885, to date; which, on motion of Mr. PLUMB, was, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, stating, in response toa resolution of the 3dinstant, that 
the records and files of his Department do not afford any information 
upon the subject relative to services of volunteers in Washington and 
Idaho Territories in the Indian war of 1887, commonly called the Nez 
Pereé war; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of September 4, 1888, 
a report from the Quartermaster-General in reference to the claim of 
James Bridger, for value of improvements said to have been constructed 
by him at Fort Bridger and for loan of property for use of troops in 1857; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON SCHOOLS IN UTAH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 25 of the act of March 3, 1887, the first annual report of the com- 
missioner of schools for Utah; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

: CREDENTIALS: 

Mr. FARWELL presented the credentials of SHELBY M. CULLOM, 


, when I came to |: 


chosen by the Legislature of Illinois a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be filed, 
> PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of the Leg 
islative Assembly of New Mexico, favoring the admission of that Ti 
tory into the Union of States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 1,667 citizens of Illinois, 
mostly representing the churches of Aurora, praying for the passage of 
the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. s: 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly. of South Carolina; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 
Tus STATE or SOUTH CAROLIN: 
In the Senate, December 22, 1888, 


Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the United States from South Carolina 
be requested, and the United States Senators from South Carolina be instructed, 
to use all efforts in their power to secure the passage, by Congress, and the ap- 
proval by the President, of such legislation or legislative acts as may be neces- 

to provide for the payment by the Government of the United States of the 
spoliation claims inourred by the French Government prior to the year 1801, 
commonly known as the French spoliation claims, or such thereof as have been 
udged valid by the Court of Claims of the United States. 
That a copy of these resolutions be sent by the clerks of the two 
houses to each of the United States Senators and Members of the United States 
Congress from South Carolina, 


Ix THE SENATE, December 22, 1888, 


to the resolution. 
mse of representatives for concurrence. 


H, A. GAILLARD, Clerk Senate, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 22, 1888, 
Resolved, That the house do concur in the resolution. 
Ordered, That it be returned to the senate with concurrence, 


By order: 
. JOHN T, SLOAN, 
Clerk House of 
Certified; A true copy from the journals of the two houses. 
JOHN T. SLOAN, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of George C. Jewell and 126 
others (63 voters and. 64 women), citizens of Cortland, Ohio, and the 
petition of William Hopkins and 67 others (34 voters and 34 women), 
citizens, of Summit County, Ohio, praying for proposal of a constitu- 
tetas: EUn kod. tote of MT clackatis Daaa E tous 
tation, ion, an o i mors as a be À 
which were ordered to lie on the table. ia f 

He also presented the petition of 2,233 citizens of Longley, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of H. A Way and 104 others 
(51 voters and 54 women), citizens of Spink County, Dakota Territory, 
and the petition of J. W. Hansher and 399 others (143 voters and 167 
women), citizens of Rapid City, Dak., praying for the proposal of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, sale, ete., of alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, HOAR presented the petition of Joseph H. Bird and 98 others 
(40 voters and 59 women), citizens of Norfolk and Rockville, Mass., 
praying for the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional 
amendment; which was ordered to. lie on the table, 

He also presented the petition of Rev. S. D. Hosmer and othercitizens 
of East Brookfield, Mass., praying for the passage of aSunday-rest law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the: petition of W. S. B. Hopkins, a citizen 
of Worcester, Mass., attorney for the committee of remonstrants of 
Worcester, Mass., against the proposed location of the publie building 
of that city, praying for an investigation into the selection of the pro- 
posed site for such building by the committee directed by the Senate 
to investigate the aflairs of the office of the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury Department. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds. I should like to inquire 
of the acting chairman of that committee if any special order is re- 
quired by the Senate to direct the investigation, or whether it is within 
the discretion of that committee to make the investigation under the 
pending order? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is fully comprehended. 

Mr. HOAR. Then a motion will be unnecessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, HISCOCK presented a. petition of 21,356 citizens, largely rep- 
resentative, of the State of New York, praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 

Mr. DAVIS presented petitions of citizens of Minneapolis, North- ~ 
field, Dundas, Sleepy Eye, Cedar Mills, and West St. Paul, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Resolved, That the senate do 
Ordered, That it be sent to the 
By order: 
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He also presented the petition of James Dalzell and 70 others (46 
voters and 25 women), citizens of Carsonville, Minn., the petition of 
S. Whiting and 112 others (56 voters and 57 women), citizens of Clear 
Water, Wright County, Minnesota, the petition of Robert Rae and 89 
others (59 voters and 31 women), citizens uf Sleepy Eye, Minn., the 
petition of H. P. Lewis and 107 others (54 voters and 54 women), citi- 
zens of Fulda, Murray County, Minnesota, and the petition of L. B. 
Vail and 25 others (11 voters and 15 women), citizens of Seward, No- 
bles County, Minnesota, praying for the proposal of a constitutional 

_ amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. r 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 56 citizens of Corinth, 
Mich., aud a petition of citizens of Albion, Mich., praying for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Daniel Flanagan and 24 
others (11 voters and 14 women), citizens of Wheatland, Dak., pray- 
ing for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of A. F. March and 21 others (9 
voters and 13 women), citizens of Cumberland Mills, Me., praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr, DAWES presented the petition of John B. Baylies and 20 others 
(7 voters and 14 women), citizens of New Bedford, Mass., praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the South Dakota 
Educational Association, praying that the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections of public lands in Dakota be set apart for school purposes; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of the Lynchburgh (Va.) To- 
bacco Association, praying for the iu:mediate repeal of the tobacco tax; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of J. C. Brown and numerous other 
citizens of South Florida, praying for the improvement of the Mosquito 
Inlet and the harbor of New Smyrna, on the coast of Florida; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of Margaret Kennedy, widow of John 
Kennedy, deceased, praying for the passage of a bill in settlement of 
her claim on account of wood and other property used by the Govern- 
ment at Fort Sedgwick, in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of William S. Paterson and 
48 others (26 voters and 23 women), citizens of Atlantic Highlands, 
N. J., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic liquors; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of R. W. Dayton and 129 others 
(53 voters and 77 women), citizens of Cheney, Wash., praying for pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a bev ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of a considerable number of 
citizensof Milton, Vt., in relation to the protection required by the farm- 
ers of the country. The petitioners state that potatoes and cabbages 
are brought by the cargo from places where women work daily in the 
fields, coming hither as ballast, with eggs by the ship-load from Hol- 
land, cattle from Mexico, barley from Canada, and various other arti- 
cles. As the tariff bill has been acted upon by the Senate, I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of 54 citizens of Texas, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest Jaw, prohibiting needless 
Sunday work in the Government’s mail, military service, and inter- 
state commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report the 
bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, with sundry amendments. I ask that it be printed as proposed 
to be amended, and give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the bill 


early next week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo Mc- 
Crillis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereo’ 


n. 
He also, from the Committees on Pensions, to whom were referred 
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the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 

A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 

A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer; and 

A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3640) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 
858, 861, and 862 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom werere- 
ferred the followingbills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple; 

ASN a $ al pate a pension to Jennie Harris; 

i HA granting a sion to Nona J. Till minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; ete, PRES h 

A bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christiam Sanders; 

A be (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C, McPher- 
son; an 

A bill (H. R, 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, ts vim was 
referred the bill (S. 2029) granting right of way to the Forest City 
and Watertown Kailroad Company through the Sioux Indian reserva- 
tion, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian 
lands; and 

A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 746) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures 
made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to state that I do not concur in 
the report just made by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and I 
desire to reserve the right to present a minority report when I shall 
have it prepared. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
enoar and leave will be granted to file the views of the minority here- 
after. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. oan granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 

A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; and 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T, Richard- 
son, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2978) for the purchase of a portrait of Maj. Gen. 
Ward B. Burnett, etc., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of H. Corths, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. 3754) to construct a road from the village 
of Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and along the Government military res- 
ervation in said village, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to make two reports this morning from the 
Committee on Appropriations, and it will greatly promote my own con- 
venience if I can have unanimous consent for the consideration of these 
two bills this morning after the routine business is over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the trust bill acted upon 
this morning. Ido not think it will take more than five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The titles of the bills reported by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189, and 
watt QER 11854) eon EÀ appropriations for the support of the Military Acad 
emy for fiscal year pone dag Petr 80, 1890. ah - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will lie on the table sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from Iowa. 

LIGHT-SHIPS AT SANDY HOOK AND NANTUCKET. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
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port back the bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of a light-ship 
with a fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and to ask that 
it may receive present consideration from the fact thatif it is to become 
a law, it is very important that it should do so before the sundry civil 


appropriation bill is 
The PRESIDENT pro AAEE The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill this morning reported by him may be now 


considered, which can be done only by unanimous consent, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be for information, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is that an amendment offered in the Senate to the 
bill that came from the House? 

Mr. FRYE. Itis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator from Maine to explain it, sub- 
ject to objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it necessary to put on that amendment ? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, it was deemed by the committee important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection there is not, I reserve the 
right to object. I dare say I shall not object when the Senator from 
Maine has a chance to explain it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to say a word. The House bill has 
once passed Congress, It passed at the first session both the House 
and Senate, but reached the President too late for his signature. It 
has now passed the House of Representatives by unanimous consent, 
and I dislike very much to have added to it any amendment which 
may result in its defeat. 

Mr. FRYE. I will say to the Senator from New York that I have 
not the slightest idea that there is any danger of its defeat. The g 
vision for the Nantucket light-ship also passed both branches of Con- 
gress at the former session, and by mistake was not signed by the Pres- 
ident. Both measures have been reported unanimously by the com- 
mittees of both the House and Senate and recommended by the 
Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator whether these provisions 
are recommended by the Light-House Board ? 

Mr. FRYE. They are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to a ae beg $60,000 to 
establish off Sandy Hook, entrance to New York t arbor, a new light- 
“at: eae a steam fog-signal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by ‘the 
Committee on Commerce will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: _ 

That there be constructed and established a first-class light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal off Great Round Shoal, seacoast of Massachusetts, near Nantucket, 
the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $60,000: tthe con- 
struction of said A SEI shall be lettothe highest responsible bidders after 
advertisement, and that they shall be built in American ship-yards. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. ý 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the establishment 
of light-ships with fog-signalsat Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and 
off Great Round Shoal, seacoast of Massachusetts.” 

Mr. FRYE, I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment and 
ask for aconterence with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PALMER, 
Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed, t 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported themadversely; and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3775) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; and 

A bill (S. 3840) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, near 
Nantucket, Mass. 


INTERNATIONAL MONEY-ORDERS. 


Mr. SAWYER. From the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
I report favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 12107) to in- 
crease the maximum amount of international money-orders from $50 
to $100, and I ask unanimous consent, as it is a short bill, that it be 
passed at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 4028 oft the 
Revised Statutes so as to read: 

Src. 4028. The Postmaster-General may conclude arrangements with the 


pot departments of foreign governments with which postal conventions have 
n or may be concluded for the exchange, by means of postal orders, of small 


sums of moncy, not exceeding $100 in amount, at such rates of exchange and 
compensation to postmasters under such rules and Jations as he may 
deem expedient; and the sapeo of establishing and conducting such systems 
of exchange may be paid out of the proceeds of the money-order business. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by full 
committee or such subcommittee as may be a) inted by the chairman thereof, 
to continue during the recess of Congress the investigation authorized by the 
resolution of March 1, 1887, with the authority and in the manner and to the ex- 
tent provided in said resolution, and also to visit any reservations, bands, or 
bodies of Indians under the jurisdiction of the United States to which, in the 
opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3876) for the relief of John 
Little and Hobart Williams, of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3877) to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3878) granting a pension to Sarah 
J. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3879) making an ap- 
propriation for the benefit of the estate of William Moss, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. , 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 130) 
making appropriations to carry on investigations relating to yellow 
fever; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3880) for the relief of Hardin 
County, Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro) by him 
{o the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. FRYE. - I ask unanimous consent at this time for a reprint of 
Senate bill 3401 and the report. Mr. Smith informs me that the doc- 
ument-room is entirely out of both bills and reports. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. The Pacific railroad funding bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and report will be ordered 
printed if there be no objection. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist npon its amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue, and request a conference on 
the bill and amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist on its amendment to House bill 9051, being the tariff 
bill, and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives upon 
the bill and amendment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount of the claims of officers of the Navy which have 
been already presented and paid and the amount which will probably here- 
after be presented for payment for arrears of pay or allowances due such 
officers, known as the longer ity, mileage, and training-ship and receiving-ship 
claims; and to report said amounts to tbe Senate with the opinion of the com- 


mittee whether any legislation is advisable in order to prevent any further ale 
lowance of such claims; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual 
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and improper facilities se recently been allowed in the office of the Fourth The amendment was 


Auditor of the Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenti: 
training-ship and aart a, p pach, w ne. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask that the resolution may go over under the 


rule. : 
The PRESIDENT protempore. It is so ordered. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I now ask consent to call up the two appropriation 
billsI named. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that I do not think 
it will interfere with his bill, as I believe these bills will occupy but 
a few moments. 

r. SHERMAN. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
from Iowa I shall interpose no objection, anes, the trust bill is 
really the unfinished business of the morning hou 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not want to interfere with. that bill. I will 
allow it to stand as unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Very well. 
roan ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent 40 call up House bill 

658. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII-being in 
order, the Senator from Iowa asks that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The committee recommend but oneamendment to 

the bill. I ask that it may be read. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 
the bi amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to add to 

e bill: 


ely. 


The etek was to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
. a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. - 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair), The 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as 
they are reached in their order in the reading of the bill, if there be no 
objection. 

‘The bill was read. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, at the 
end of line 6, on page 1, after the word ‘‘ninety,”’ to strike out the 
period and insert a comma, and to insert the word “namely’’ with a 
colon. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 22, before the word ‘‘rub- 
ber,”’ to insert ‘‘and’’ and after the word “ bands,” in the same line, 
to strike out the words ‘‘and so forth; ’’.so as to make the clause read: 

For stationery, namely: Blank books, , envelopes, quills, steel pens, 


rubbers, erasers, pencils, mucilage, wax, w: ers, folders, jes, files, 
{ak lakeanda, type writing supplies, pen-holders, tape, desk-knives, blotting- 
pads, and pmr Bag meade. 

The amendment was gies to. 


The next amendment was, on page7, lines 5 and 6, after the word 
“ available,” to strike out “‘ upon approval of this act; ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For department of artillery, arn and infantry tactics, mee Ae For tan- 
bark or other per cover ie riding-hall, to red proarai available, and to 
be purchased in open market on ween diiit thee Seqperheacdéen h $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, on page7, line 18, after the word “fencing,” 
to strike out the comma and insert the word ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

Foils, masks, belts; fencing and boxing gloves, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 23, before ‘‘recitation- 
rooms,” to strike out ‘*cord’’ and insert č card; 7? so as to read: 

Chalk, crayons, sponges, slate, rubbers, and card for ‘Tecitation-rooms, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, to strike out lines 12, 13, and 
14, as follows: 


For a riding and training master for the more thorough instruction of officers 
and cadets, a sum not exceeding $1,500, 


to. 
: The next amendment was, on page 15, to strike out line 12, as fol- 
OWS: 

After approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, in line 15, after the words 

‘*zetiring-house,’’ to strike out the words “‘ for summer visitors,” and 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘available,’”’ to strike out ‘‘upon approval 
of this act;” so as to make the clause read: 

For one retiring-house, to be immediately available, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 22, after the word ‘‘avail- 
able,” to strike out “‘upon approval of this act; ;? so as to make the 
clause read: 


For one storehouse at north wharffor storage of supplies, to be immediately 
available, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 1, afterthe word “ avail- 
able,” to strike out ‘‘upon approval of this act;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: — - 


For coset od and improving the 
the purchase of trees, plants, took, ane ma 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 16, lines 3 and 4, after the word 
‘‘available,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ upon approval of this act;’’ soas make the 
clause read: 

For new settees, to be immediately available, $500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line’7, after the word “‘ avail- 
able,” to strike out ‘‘ upon approval of this act;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For one hundred and twenty-two new tent floors, one hundred and twenty- 
two lockers, and eight sentry boxes, to be immediately available, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 13, after the word ‘‘ avail- 
able,” to strike out ‘‘ upon approval of this act;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


bo grounds of the post cemetery, including 
materials, to be immediately available, 


For resetting four horizontal tubular pteridine including all material and labor, 
used for heating with steam the academic b g hp nape barracks, command- 
ant’s meas mess-hall, hospital and cadet emg i to be immediately available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 15, after the word ‘‘avail- 
able,” to strike out “ upon approval of this act; ” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For repairing gas-holder, to be immediately available, $2,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The increase in this ‘appropriation bill over the act 
of last year is accounted for almost wholly by the provisions for the 
construction of new buildings, one for the use of instructors and the 
other for a gymnasium, amounting together to $590,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Jd move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 3445, in relation to trusts and combinations, 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a privileged motion. I desire to enter a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief 
of the State National Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State 
Bank, was by the Senate on Wednesday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts en- 
ters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill named by him 
was passed. The motion will be formally entered. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the vote passing that bill 
be reconsidered, and that the bill be cgay pr to the Committee on 
Claims. Since the vote of the Senate, which I favored very earnestly, 

the chairman of the Committee on Claims, the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER], has made an examination at the Treasury Dep «t- 
ment and has learned some facts which, without stating them now, 
may not affect the result of the matteras it seems to me, but he thinks 
they ought to be examined and considered by the committee, and by 
the Senate before the bill finally passes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts en- 
ters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill gece . 3715) for 
the relief of the State National Bank of New Orleans, erly Louisi- 
ana State Bank, was passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Indiana [Mr, Voor- 
HEES], who seemed to take considerable interest in this bill, is not 

resent, 
p Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Indiana understands the motion and 
assents to it. I stated it to him. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator moves that the action 
of the Senate in the passage of the bill be reconsidered, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I want to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the pension appropriation bill was passed to-day. I simply 
want the motion entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee enters 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 11658) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, was passed. The motion will be entered. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. While I am on the floor I will make another motion, 
and that is, when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the absence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] I object to that motion being put, and hope the Senate will not 
allow that to be pressed because the Senator from Maine wishes to call 
up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 3445. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3445) to declare un- 
lawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and production, 
the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. SHER- 
MAN, in lines 9 and 10 of the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance, to strike out the words ‘‘ competes with any similar articles 
upon which a duty is levied by the United States, or which,” and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘in due course of trade;’’ so as toread: 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend, in line 11 of the substitute, by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘another,’’ the words ‘‘or to the District of 
Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to any State or Territory.” 
The District is omitted in the enumeration of the political bodies to or 
from which the transportation is to be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated from the desk. x 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, section 1, after the word ‘‘another,”’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or to the District of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to any State 
or Territory. 

So as to read: 


Or which shall be transported from one State or Territory to another or to 
Ler District of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to any State or Ter- 

tory, ete, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow move an amendment, to come in as a second 
section, not as a substitute for the present second section, but preced- 
ing that, making that present second section the third section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 2. If one of the eet of any such arrangement, contract, agreement, 
trust, or combination be to compel any person, partnership, or corpora- 
tion to become a party thereto, or to cease from doing any lawfal business, or 
to sell and dispose of any lawful business, or if acts shall be done under any 
such arrangement, contract, agreement, trust, or combination which have for 
mise — or which oe to compel the ering up = stoic any evin 

person, par tne T ration u here! may sue r 
end SOAR. in any court of tho. ‘United States of competent jurisdiction the 
damages sustained thereby ofany person or SPORNOG party to any such ar- 
rangement, contract, agreement, trust, or combination, or of al) orany number 


less than all of such parties, and if any purchaserof articles eis in the pre- 
ceding section shall be put to additional cost by the advancing of the price of 
such articles by means or because of any such arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination, he may in like manner sue for and recover the 
damages sustained, which shall in such case be estimated atthe full considera- 
tion or sum paid by him for the articles so advanced in pricelas aforesaid. 

Mr. HOAR. I think, on reflection, that the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Ohio is a wise one, that this proposed section had better 
come in after the second section as section 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be considered as a proposed 
amendment to come in after section 2, and to be, if adopted, section 3. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read once more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before it is read I wish to say that I have read 
the section very carefully, and although I am not authorized, as a mat- 
ter of course, in reporting this bill from the Committee on Finance to 
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accept it, yet I believe it does amplify and make clearer and stronger 
the provisions of the second section. As faras I am concerned, I shall 
vote for it with pleasure. It has evidently been very carefully drawn 
by persons who understand the matter. i 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire it this bill has been reported by a 
committee? s 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been reported twice by the Committee on 
Finance with a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. This amendment, it seems tome from a casual read- 
ing of it, is a very important one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been very carefully considered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would suggest that it be printed, and that the 
matter go over until we can examine it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill was introduced at the last session, and 
it has been printed two or three times. It has been up before, and, 
after being carefully considered, went over at the request of Senators. 
There is not a single thing, I am satisfied, but what the Senator will 
heartily approve. There are threesections of the measure as reported. 
The first declares the principle of the common law against combinations, 
trusts, etc., to affect the value of articles necessary to human life. The 
second authorizes any person injured by such a combination to 
sue for the recovery of damages, etc. The section now offered simply 
emphasizes that by providing for eases where the combination extends 
to preventing a man from carrying on his business. The third section 
as reported, but which will be the fourth section now, issimply a penal 
clause declaring that any one who violates the preceding sections shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If Iunderstood the reading of the section pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts aright, one of its provisions 
was thatany persons compelling another to give up his business and 
join with them should be liable to the provisions of the act. I inquire 
whether that is sufficient, whether you ought not to go so far as to say 

‘or shall induce by offers of stock?” The object, I suppose, is to 
break up these combinations, and if you limit the prohibition simply 
to cases of compelling persons to give up their business you do not 
cover proceedings by which persons are brought into combinations by 
being induced to give up their business. y not after the word 
‘t compel” insert ‘‘or who shall induce?” 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that language would apply not only to 
a harmful but to a meritorious arrangement. That was the difficulty 
with the bill of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], which would 
prevent lawful partnerships from uniting for a proper purpose. It 
there be a railroad from Wilmington toward Dover and a separate rail- 
road leading from Dover southward, it could transact business for the 
public in Delaware more cheaply by having one president and one treas- 
urer, one salaried officer instead of two. It would be for the public 
convenience that such companies should unite. Soa mere agreement 
to induce them to unite, putting no constraint or compulsion on them, 
should not be prohibited. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This applies to trusts, so that parties engaged 
in the same business shall not absorb the whole business by some 
means. Now, I understand that sometimes by use of force men are 
compelled by threats to give up their own business and become parts 
of the combination. 

Mr. HOAR. That may be, The Senator, as I understand, asks 
why in my amendment—I do not undertake to speak for the Senator 
from Ohio in regard to the general bill—I did not put in the word 
““induce?’? It was because I supposed the mere inducing such things 
as I suggested is strictly lawful and may be proper and meritorious, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But if they come to offer a share—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will read the first section he will 
find that it provides— 

That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween persons or corporations made with a view, or which tend, to prevent 
full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles 
imported into the United States or in the production, manufacture, or sale of 
articles of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw that com- 
petes with any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the United States, 
or which be transported Roan one State or Territory to another, and ali 
arrangementa, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combina’ between persons 
or corporations designed, or which tend, to advance the cost to the consumer 
of any of such articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlaw- 
ful, and void. 

In other words, it sets out in the most specific language the rule of 
the common Jaw which prevails in England and thiscountry, especially 
declared by the supremecourt of the State of New York in a very clear 
and able opinion, which I have bere on my desk. That section makes 
such agreements and combinations unlawful, and it goes as far as the 
Constitution permits Congress to go, because it only deals with two 
classes of matters: contracts which affect the importation of goods into 
the United States, which is foreign commerce, and contracts which af- 
fect the transportation and passage of goods from one State to another. 
The Congress of the United States can go no farther than that. Ib is 
not claimed by anybody it can. So that covers the whole thing. 

The second section provides that any person or corporation injured 
or damnified by such arrangement, contract, agreement, trust, or com- 
bination may bring an actionfordamages, If any combination should 
be made to strike down any particular person or corporation, if that 
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person or corporation should be injured by the combination, he or it 
can sue in the courts and recover according to the language of the bill.- 

Then the section now offered simply provides for cases where a cor- 
poration seeks to compel other corporations or persons to enter into 
combinations, etc. If they enter into them willingly by persuasion or 
inducement, as the Senator from Delaware suggests, the case is covered 
fully by the first section, and the section now offered simply aims to 
protect a weak person from being compelled by surrounding circum- 
stances, by force or violence, or by threats or intimidation against be- 
ing forced into a combination of this kind, 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PLATT. I asked some little time ago that the amendment 
might be again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is this an amendmentto the amendment ? 

Mr. PLATT. A new section after section 2. 

Mr. REAGAN. But as an amendment to the sections of the bill as 
reported by the committee. I have not heard the committee amend- 
ment read yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was read a day or two ago, the 
Chair will inform the Senator. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be again reported. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Ido not wish to be out of order, but 
I desire to call attention, if it is in order, to the section. Was the 
amendment reported by the committee adopted as part of the bill? Is 
it incorporated, or is this an amendment preparatory to the incorpora- 
tion of the amendment of the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance is now pending, being a substitute for the original 
bill, and this is an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senate to the language of the first section of the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN . Will not the Senator wait until the pending 
amendment is disposed of? That is a separate section. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will wait until action is taken upon the amend- 
ment, and then I desire to call attention to the first section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 

offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

* Mr, HARRIS. I should like the attention of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. I ee the power that Congress has over the subject- 
matter of this is derived chiefly, if not entirely, from the power to 
regulate foreign and interstate commerce. On listening to the amend- 
ment as read, I do not see any provision in it that applies it especially 
to such commerce as either foreign or interstate. 

Mr. HOAR. Itdoes. It is there. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have only heard it read, and it may be that my 
ear did not catch the description; but if it is not there, it seems to me 
it ought to be there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It refers to the arrangements, contracts, agree- 
ments, etc., described in the first section of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. That may correct the defect which had occurred to 


me, 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘Ifone of the purposes of such arrangement’’—the 
arrangement being an arrangement previously described in the forego- 
ing section of the bill—— 

Mr, HARRIS. And that previous description applies to foreign and 
interstate commerce ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, section 3 
will be changed to section 4. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I would ask the Senater from Ohio whether this pro- 
ag law is to apply, as I understand it, only to future trusts, or whether 

e desires that it shall be applied to existing trusts? The reason I ask 
the question is this: A great many of these trusts are already in exist- 
ence. That is the evil which, as I understand, is to be reached by this 
new legislation. I do not think the provisions of the bill as it stands 
apply to existing trusts. They are combinations or ments, it is 
true, but the first section says ‘‘ made,” of course meaning ‘‘ made after 
the passage’’ of the act. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
the first section contains no sanction—that is, there is no penalty at- 
tached. It simply is a declaration that these trusts are void. In the 
other section, where a penalty is provided, that applies only to future 
trusts. Therefore in order that this proposed law shall cover existing 
trusts as well as future trusts, I shall offer the following amendment: 

That any m who thirty days after the passage of this law shall act asa 
manager, o , trustee, or agent of any trust or combination as described in 
the first section, shall be liable to the penalties prescribed in the fourth section. 

That is, the fourth section as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 


Mr. SHERMAN. As far as I can perceive, I think that the continu- 
ing agreement, arrangement, combination, etc., such as described in 
the first section will become illegal on the passage of this act and not 
before. Our laws can not be made retroactive, But Ido not see my- 
self any objection to making the continuance of a combination like this 
alter proper days’ notice an offense. I think, however, thirty days’ no- 
tice is too short because a law of this kind ought to have a broad cir- 
culation before it becomes operative. 

Mr. EUSTIS. {will accept any reasonable change in regard to the 
number of days. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam not at liberty to accept any amendment on 
behalf of the committee, but I should be inclined to vote for it if the 
Senator should say six months or a year. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Say ‘‘ninety days.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN, I would say six months ora year, because I do 
not think anybody ought to be charged with an offense of this kind 
with such severe consequences until he has had ample notice. A year 
would answer just as well. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ninety days is certainly sufficient for every man to 
be informed as to the state of the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the shorter the time that immunity is given to 
offenders such as these, the better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment will be section 5, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment which has just been agreed to 
be read again. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec, 5, That any person who ninety days after the piere of this law shall act 
as manager, officer, trustee, or agent of any trust or combination as described in 
the first section, shall be liable to the penalties of the fourth section, 


Mr. PLATT. I ask whether there is any distinction between these 
several words ‘‘arrangement,’’ ‘‘contract,’? ‘agreement,’ “trust, or 
combination,” and if there is, to suggest that section 2 only applies to 
what may be done under a combination and not to what may be done 
under an arrangement, agreement, or trust; and the amendment which 
has just been adopted only applies to what may be done undera com- 
bination or a trust, and has no reference to the other words which are 
used in section 1, ‘‘arrangement,’’ ‘‘contract,’? ‘ ent.” 

I do not know that there is anything in the suggestion, but if not, 
pay Ma! all those words used in the first section? The second section 
is this: 

Sxo, 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such 
ment, contract, agreement, trust, or combination may sue for and recover in any 
court of the United States of competent jurisdiction of any m orco m 
a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, the consid- 
eration or price paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise included in 
or advanced in price by said combination, 

Mr, EUSTIS, That is not part of the section I offered. 

Mr. PLATT. I know, but that uses only the word ‘‘ combination.’? 
The Senator’s amendment uses one other word, ‘‘combination or trust.’ 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘‘ As described in the first section,” where there is a 
full description. 

Mr. PLATT, The second section does not even refer to the first sec- 
tion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I have not referred to the second section at all. 

Mr. PLATT. I merely make this suggestion: If there is any differ- 
ence between the legal definition of those words as used in the first sec- 
tion, they ought all to be employed in the second section and also in 
the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr, EUSTIS. My amendment does not refer to the second section at 
all. It refers to the first section. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana will be agai A 

Mr. EUSTIS, It refers to the first section. I have no objection to 
the insertion of the words, but the first section defines specifically what 
this act prohibits. It was not necessary to insert the other words in 
my amendment. Iam perfectly willing to have them inserted. 

Lanse eae ie G OFFICER. The amendment last adopted will 
be si 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. Eustis. 

Mr. PLATT. Now let me say—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will amend the amendment, with the Senate’s per- 
mission, by including the other words, ‘‘ arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination,” as described. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is any legal difference, the subsequent sec- 
tions ought to include all the words in the first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the modi- 
fication suggested by the Senator from Louisiana? The amendment 
already voted on will be considered not agreed to, and the Senator from 
Louisiana modifies it as indicated, by the insertion of the words re- 
ported. His amendment will now be read as amended, 

Mr. EUSTIS. Put in the words ‘‘arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination, ” 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as modi- 
ed 


Mr. PLATT. While the change is being made, I want to make my 
point clear, if I can, to the Senator from Ohio, because it seems to me 
that the act ought to be perfected, and my suggestion applies as well 
to the second section as to the amendment offered by the Senator from 

The first section describes several different things, I suppose—if it 
does not, then the superfluous words ought to be stricken out—“‘ ar- 
rangement, contract, agreement, trast, or combination.” If it means 
trust and combination simply, and is not intended to go any further, 
then the words ‘‘arrangement, contract, agreement’’ oughtto bestricken 
out; but if it is intended to go further than reaching what are technic- 
ally known as trusts and combinations, then those words, as it seems 
to me, ought to be inserted in line 5 and line 8 of section 2, which 
reads: 


fi 


Src, 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, agreement, trust, or combination may sue for and recover, in 
any court ofthe United States of competent jurisdiction, of any person or cor 
ration a party to a combination d bed in the first section of this act, the full 
consideration or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise in- 
cluded in or advanced in price by said combination. 

If there is any technical distinction between. these words, the second 
section does not permit a party injured to recover damages from any- 
body except a party to a combination, If he is a party to an agree- 
ment, an arrangemant, a contract, or a trust which does not amount 
in legal definition as it shall be determined by the court to be a com- 
bination, then there is no liability. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana will now be read as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Src. —. That any person who, ninety days after the 
act as a manager, officer, trustee, or agent of any arran, 
ment, trust, or combination as described in the first 
penalties prescribed in the fourth section, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Texas will yield to me a moment 
I simply want to renew a motion which I made half an hour ago and 
withdrew, and that is that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr, HOAR. I hope that will not be put now when there are so very 
few Senators present. Let us have the judgment of the Senate upon 
that matter and not the judgment of half a dozen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that will be better. There are some rea- 
sons why there ought to be a session to-morrow. E 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know of any. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a great deal of undisposed-of public business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better wait until the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] comes in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I saw the Senator from Maine a moment since and 
he has no objection to, but he favors, the adjournment over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI can convenience the Senator from Tennessee 
when I have an opportunity of seeing the Senator from Maine, I will 
agree to it. I shall leave it to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it is to be regretted that a measure of this 
great importance should come up as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill. It is unquestionably a subject-matter that deserves the earliest 
and most careful consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to say it comes up on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is mistaken. This is 
an independent bill reported by the Committee on Finance. It is the 
bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint 
of trade and production. 

Mr, REAGAN. Very well. I misunderstood it, then. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will look at the head of the bill 
he will see. 

Mr. REAGAN. I see; but I was misled by our considering an ap- 
propriation bill, and I had not noticed that it was disposed of. 

Mr, SHERMAN, This bill has been here now for almost a year. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand. I desire to callattention tothe lan- 
guage contained in the first section because it is a matter of very great 
moment, There are some things which we have the power to do and 
some things, I take it, that we have not the power to do. The first 
section provides— 

That all arrangements, contracts, be gegen trusts, or combinations be- 
tween persons or corporations made with a view, or which tend, to prevent full 


oe this law, shall 
ment, contra 
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and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles im- 
ported into the United States— 
That is all right; then it proceeds— : S 


or in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of domestic growth or 
production, or domestic raw material that competes with any similar article 
upon which s duty is levied by the United States. 


That language evidently rests upon the idea that we obtain jurisdic- 
XX— T4 


tion over this question by virtue of tbe revenue policy of the United 
States, which it seems to me is a great mistake. If wehavethe power 
to deal with this subject, it seems to me it must be under the clause of 
the Constitution authorizing Congress to late commerce among the 
States aud with foreign countries. If Iam right as to that, then the 
language which I last read and which I will reread seems to me tobe 
unwarranted and I fear it would be inoperative; that is: 

Or in the production, manufacture, or sale of arlicles of domestic growth or 
production, or domestic raw material that competes with any similar article 
upon which a duty is levied by the United States. 

That would extend the jurisdiction of Congress, if it could be made 
effective, to all such combinations, arrangements, agreements, or trusts 
made wholly within a State and made with reference to commerce 
wholly within a State. I do not think the courts would give effect to 
such a provision, nor do I think it would be safe for the Senate to at- 
tempt to do what it appears to me is clearly not within the power of 
Congress. If the language were changed so as to read (I do not know 
that this precise language is the proper phraseology, but I suggest it 
as an improvement): 


Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
persons or corporations, made with a view or which tend to prevent full and 
free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles imported 
into the United States— 


Then these new words I would suggest— 


Or for transportation from State to State, or to or from a fore! country, or 
within the District of Columbia, or any of the Territories of the United States, 


And then I would proceed with the language of the bill: 
And all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Senator from Texas will per- 
mit, the Chair will suggest that amendments have already been 
adopted probably covering the same ground about which he is speak- 
ing. The Chair will have the amendments read for his information. 

Mr. REAGAN, I shall be obliged to the Chair for haying that 


done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ments agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 9, after the word “‘ that,” the 
words ‘‘ competes with any similar article upon which a duty is levied 
by the United States, or which’’ have been stricken out, and the 
words ‘‘in due course of trade’’ inserted; and after the word ‘‘an- 
other,” in line 11, the words ‘‘or to the District of Columbia, or from 
the District of Columbia to any State or Territory” have been inserted; 
so as to make the section read: í 


That allarrangements, contracte, ents, trusts, or combinations between 
rsons or corporations made with a view or which tend to prevent full and 


brig sar ery in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles imported 
n 


into the United States, or in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of 
domestic poses or production, or domestic raw material that in due course of 
trade shall be transported from one State or Territory to another, orto the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to any State or Territory, and 
all arrangements, contracts, ents, trusts, or combinations between per- 
sons or corporations desi or which tend to advance the cost to the con- 
sumer of any of such articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, 
unlawful, and void. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it likely that that covers the idea I had in 
view, but Iam not entirely certain of it. Not having been present when 
that action was taken is my apology for presenting the amendment 
which I intended to suggest to cover the difficulty. If the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] thinks that covers the difficulty, I am satis- 
fied. 


Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is mistaken about my supposing that 
the amendment covers the difficulty. I called his attention to the 
amendment so that he might discuss the bill as it stood. Ido not think 
it removes the difficulty by any means. 

Mr. REAGAN. I misunderstood the Senator, then. That would 
leave in the bill the words ‘‘or in the production, manufacture, or sale 
of articles of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw material’? 
thatare transported. Ido not feel able todetermine at this time whether ~ 
the language there covers the idea that I have presented or not. I have 
not had an opportunity to consider the subject, was not present when 
it was up before, and did not know it would be up this morning, or I 
should have been prepared for it. i 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose at 2 o’clock another matter comes up, and 
if this bill is to go over I should like to s t and have printed the 
following amendments to it: After the word ‘‘into,’’ in line 1 of sec- 
tion 3—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the special order for 
this hour, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and alsoan 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. 
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Mr.PLATT. I hope the Senate will allow me tosuggestsomeamend- 
ments to the bill which has been under consideration, which I desire 
‘to have printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to make my motion, I 
shall then take into account the convenience of himself and the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 11651, being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11651) making ap- 

priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


purposes, 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I want to say about the bill which was under 
consideration that I do not desire to interpose the appropriation bill so 
as to prevent that from being considered if the appropriation bill can 
be disposed of this afternoon; but I feel that it having been considered 
on a previous day and for reasons which occur to every Senator, it ought 
to be disposed of to-day without any doubt. 

Mr. PLATT. What I wasasking was that I might now submit some 
proposed amendments to the trust bill to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will consent to the appropriation bill being tem- 
porarily laid aside in order to allow the Senator to propose his amend- 


ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut pro- 

to amend the trust bill which has been under consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. With the idea of having the amendments printed. 
In section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘into,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or engaged 
in the execution of,” and after the word ‘‘under,’’ in line 4, to in- 
sert ‘‘whether the principal is an inhabitant of or established in the 
United States, or is an inhabitant of or established in a foreign coun- 

” 


I should like to have that printed if the bill is going over. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to offer an amendment to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest as the bill 
is going over that as it now stands it had better be reprinted and then 
the amendments be printed as proposals to be offered to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill the amendment I propose. It is as 
follows: 

That person deposit at int or assay offi f the United States 
either So or vae DAOA, or both, in quanGses oe nos jes Gan 5 ounces of 
gold or 80 ounces of silver, and demand and receive coin certificates therefor 
at the rate of $lin certificates for 25.8 grains Troy weight of standard gold, nine- 
tenths fine; and at the rate of $1 in certificates for grains Troy weight of 
standard silver, nine-tenths fine. 

The coin issued under the ero. this section shall be of such 
denominations as the Secre! of the ury shall prescribe: Provided, That 

shall not be of less deno: ion than $1 or more than §1,000, and that one- 
half of the amount issued shall be in denominations less than $50, and shall be re- 


sary to enable him to furnish coin for the redemption of such certificates. 
Th certificates issued under the provisions of this section shall be a legal 
nominal © for all dues, public and private, except where 
mado; and when such cer- 


out of any — in the Treasury not otherwise be pro- 
vision in section 1 of the act of Fi 28, 1878, enti “ An act to authorize 
the co of the standard dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” 


which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase at the market price 
thereof not jess than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month, nor more than 
$4,000,000 worth per month of such bullion, is hereby repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The trust bill as it has now been 
agreed to will be reprinted, and the amendments will be printed as 
popoa by the respective Senators who offered them. 

. SHERMAN. That being done, I wish to give notice that when 
this bill is taken up the next time, I do not care whether it is against 
the Lord’s Prayer or the Ten Commandments, I shall move and insist 
upon it that it shall only be displaced by the will of a majority of the 
Senate, and with all due deference not to be defeated by counter-propo- 
sitions in no way relating to the subject-matter, but that it shall be 
fairly tested if possible. I do think this bill is absolutely in 
the present condition of the business of thig country, and I intend, if 
possible, to get a vote of the Senate upon it. I can not object, of 
course, to its going over now, as an appropriation bill is pending, 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish'to offer an amendment to the bill now, as I 
am a member of a conference committee which is waiting my pres- 

- ence in the committee room. I desire to offer the amendment so that 
it may be taken up at the proper time as an amendment to the bill. 
It is on page 8, line 25, to insert: 

To pave C street northeast, from Eighth street eastward, $5,000. 

Ishould like to have that amendment inserted. I desire to state 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is called away 


upon a mournful occasion, left this with me and asked me to offer it 
as an amendment to the bill under consideration, I hope it will be’ 
adopted, although I shall not be able to remain here tillit is considered, 
unless it is disposed ofat this time, 

NEBRASKA LAND DISTRICTS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. Task the Senator from Kansas to yield to me for 
about five minutes to call up a most important local bill for my State, 
which I desire to have acted upon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield if it does not take over five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appropriation bill will be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us know what bill it is, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2524, being the bill (S. 3810) to establish two 
additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? F 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be taken up subject to objection. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject to objection, the bill will be 
read. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 12, section 2, I move to strike out the word 
“Territory ” and insert ‘‘State.’? - 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The same amendment will be made 
in line 4 of the section. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Yes, sir; that should be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be madé. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska if this 
scheme of these two land districts is recommended by the Department 
of the Interior? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill was drawn in the Department of the In- 
terior, and the boundaries fixed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. There was a bill presented by myself, considered by the 
committee, and referred to the Land Office for its opinion, and it was 
reported back by the Land Office with the recommendation that the 
boundaries he fixed as described in this bill, To meet this view of the 
Department this bill was reported as a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand the Interior Department think 
that this legislation ought to occur? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir; I think so. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment pending is that offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] be acted upon now? 

Mr. PLUMB. It might as well be, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment already adopted, 
after line 25, on page 8, it is proposed to add: 

To pave C street northeast, from Eighth street eastward, $5,000. 


The amendment. was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amendment to follow the one 
just adopted: 


To pave T street northwest, from Ninth to Vermont avenue, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any amendment pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] is now pending, and will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, line 2, after the word “dollars,” itis 
proposed to insert: 

All street-railway companies or persons operating or ha tracks or road- 
beds on the screcte of the elty of Washington shall cause said rails and road-heds 
to be relaid with the flat grooved rail and made level with the surface of the 
streets upon each side of said tracks or road-beds, so that no obstruction shall 
be presented to vehicles passing over said tracks. t 

he cost of making the changes herein required shall be paid by the corpora- 
tions or ns owning or operati said street railroads, and if, after being 
notified by the commissioners of the District of Colambia in writing to comply 
with the terms of this act, the said corporations shall not within thirty days 
the in the work uired and complete the same within a reasonable 
time, it shall be the duty of the commissioners to cause the necessary chan 
in said rails and road-beds to be made, and the cost thereof shall be coll 
ely, owning or operating said street 
nited States, to be instituted by the United 
or persons 


from the corporations or persons. 
railroads, by suit in the name of the 


States attorney for the District of Columbia against said co: 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. DAWES. One moment—— 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. While the Senator from Massachusetts is examin- 
ing this amendment with a view to seeing whether an amendment he 
offered to it has or has not been adopted, I wish to say for my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who is now absent that he asked me to look 
after this matter in his necessary absence, for him. He is of opinion, 
and I concur entirely, that the provision about collecting the cost of 
this change of rails and road-beds had better be changed to the pro- 
visions of the act creating the present government of the District of 
Columbia, the substance of which is that the commissioners may have 
such work done and issue certificates of indebtedness against the owners 
of the lines, which shall bear interest at the rate of 10 per cent., and 
if at the end of a year they are not paid the commissioners shall then 
cause the property to be sold to reimburse the people who did the work. 

I think there would be a better way still, and that is as we do in the 
State of Vermont, to have the commissioners either issue a warrant of 
distress and sale for the collection of these assessments or apply in a 
summary way to the supreme court of the District, where the company, 
if it thought the matter was illegal or irregular, might resist and have 
the question passed upon at once, and then issue a court warrant for 
whatever ought to be paid. Butasthis matter will, of course, go intoa 
conference, and as it is desirabie to save time, I think it is just as well, 
after calling attention to it and the propriety of some change in the 
modus of reimbursement, to let the amendment be adopted as it stands, 
and then the Senate conferees can arrange with the House gentlemen, 
if a House agree to it at all, to make the machinery what it ought 
to be. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont to 
offer the amendment he suggested ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I only suggested as a more convenient way 
of getting the phraseology as to the method of reimbursement correct 
for the information of the Senate, without having time to prepare it 
myself now, in the hope that the Senate conferees, if the House will 
agree to the proposition at all, will put the machinery into proper 
shape for accomplishing the end. - 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was going to say that I had proposed to offer 
the sameamendment, and have drawn it, taken from the organic act of 
the District. I have called upon the commissioners for any informa- 
tion in reference to the operation of that original act, and I have 
learned from them that it has been perfectly: satisfactory in its opera- 
tions and exceedingly effective, so much so that they have had occa- 
sion only in five instances to issue certificates, and in every instance 
they were paid at once by the company. If the Senator from Vermont 
has not prepared the amendment and that is the reason for his not of- 
fering it, I will offer an amendment as follows: Strike out all after 
the word ‘‘ made,” in the fifteenth line of the amendmentof the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘made,” in line 15, it is proposed 
to strike out the remainder of the amendment, as follows: 

And the cost thereof shall be collected from the corporations or pe: re- 
peered owning or operating said etrect railroads, by suit in thename of the 
nited States, to be instituted by the United States attorney for the District of 


Columbia against said corporations or persons in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. = i 


And in lien thereof to insert: 


And shall issue certificates of indebtedness against the p rty, real or per- 
sonal, of such railway company, which certificates shall bear teres at the rate 


y 
some newspaper published in the city of Washington, and 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right; that is according to the existing 


W. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to offer another amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. After the word ‘‘tracks,”’ 
in line 6, I move to.insert: 


To be approved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


There are five different patents now issued by the Government under 
which grooved rails are being made, and this amendment simply pro- 
vides that grooved rails shall be laid level with the surface of the street, 
etc, It is just both to the companies and to the public that some one 
shall decide which patent shall be used in the laying of rails to cor- 
respond with the provisions of this amendment. One company may 
assume that one patent is all right and another company another, and 
the public of course will be benefited by either perhaps over the roads 
as at present constructed, although there should bea uniform rail laid 
upon all the streets of the city. I do not know in whom to yest the 
authority but in the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator any personal knowledge of the dif- 
ference in character of these five different styles? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no personal knowledge on the subject, 
but have received two communications in reference to it in which the 
persons who ure interested urge upon Congress or at least urge upon 
me to to Congress to fix the particular rail under the patents 
that shall be used. That Congress can not do, but 

Mr. DAWES. My only apprehension is this: there may not be such 
a wide difference between them that some rail may approximate so 
closely to the present rail that we should not make much by a change. 
If the Senator has any such knowledge of them as to form an opinion 
of his own, I would take that rather than run any risk. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no personal knowledge, but with the 
direction contained in this amendment to the commissioners as to the 
character of the rails, and the object and purpose of the action of Con- 
gress in the adoption of this amendment, certainly they will carry out 
that view which is expressed by the language used. 

Mr. DAWES. I have great confidencein the commissioners, and itis 
increasing daily, and so far as possible I would commit absolutely the 
interests of this District to the board of commissioners. But on the 
whole I have arrived at that state from experience that I would rather 
have some limitation upon these five patents, because I am afraid, not 
that the commissioners would intend any such result, but I am afraid 
thatifthere is any one of the five poorer than the rest, somehow, accident- 
ally, and without the intention of the commissioners, we shall have 
that one. That is all I can say about it. That is my apprehension. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think the amendmentof the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is onthe whole right. The con- 
tingency which theSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] suggests 
is one that constantly arises when we devolve duties on subordinates, 
There is, as I think, a fair consensus of opinion now to the effect that 
the street railways of Washington are a disgrace to the capital of the 
nation; a disgrace which is, of course, more to the discredit of the Gov- 
ernment, perhaps, than it is to the discredit of the railway companies. 
The facilities are inadequate; they are antiquated, obstructive, offen- 
sive to health, to life, to sight. They ought to beremoved at the earliest 
possible moment. This great and magnificent avenue, Pennsylvania 
avenue, which is said to be the finest street of its kind in the world, has 
down its center a gash which mars it, which is an eye-sore, and which 
contributes neither to the public comfort nor to the publie welfare, and 
to nothing in fact except the profitsoftherailwaycompany. When we 
come to consider the method of getting rid of this trouble we shall be 
confronted with different ideas about.rails, motors, and so on. We 
have got to have in fact the co-operation of the Government and the 
railway companies. They have got tobe made to see that it is to their 
interest to do that which is fair and right. 

The Senator from Vermont at a previous session spoke of the great 
success he had in getting a repair of their track out of them, when of 
course he had not any success in getting it out of the commissioners as 
a matter of right. Thatonly illustrates what I said a moment ago, that 
we have got to have the co-operation of the railway companies. When- 
ever they have got to do something to take these rails outand put other 
rails in their place, I have no doubt they will, as SENSO at et finan- 
cial prudence, agree to putin that which is best, so far as they believe 
it to be best for them at all events, upon the idea that that which is 
best will be most t, rather than to put in that which is indif- 
ferent and which will subject them to further adverse legislation on 
the part of Congress. 

Therefore I believe we shall find the railroad companies, when we 
have gotto the point of doing something, co-operating with us in doing 
the best thing, and that then we may perhaps with safety leave the re- 
mainder of it, that supervision which somebody must have represent- 
ing the public, to the commissioners themselves, whether they be the 
present commissioners or some other body of men—they are at all 
events the men whom the President of the United States appoints upon 
the theory that they are the proper representatives of the public—hayv- 
ing “no personal interests to subserve, but keenly alive to the public 
interests. In that view of it of course they are the persons who ought 
to be able to assist the railroad companies in conference with them, or 
as a matter of final authority in ce of the railroad companies to 
require the placing upon the streets of the very best possible rails to 
accomplish the double purpose of securing the safe and speedy trans- 
mission of the public in the cars of the railroad companies and of con- 
serving that other portion of the public who are obliged to travel on 
foot and those who travel in private vehicles, and at the same time to 
relieve the streets from that which is a blemish to the sight. 

Of course it may happen, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] suggested a moment ago, that some details may be overlooked. 
There may be some very radical adjustment of this matter in fact to 
be made when we come to*consider the subject in connection with the 
conferees of the House of Representatives. If we find them willing, 
then of course the question of language, of detail, and so on, will be 
very easily settled. In the mean time, as a suggestion at least, if noth- 
ing further, I think the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] is exceedingly timely. I haye no doubt it will far- 
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nish a very much better method, in the first place, of collecting the 
money which the Government may expend in carrying out this very 
necessary reform than that provided for in the original amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. It constitutes a lien under 
which the railroads may be sold, and there can not be the dilatory pro- 
ceedings which would probably result from the operation of the orig- 
inal provision; and whether that be the best or not, or whether in con- 
nection with what remains of the original text the very best thing has 
been provided, it is at all events a valuable suggestion which will ena- 
ble the conferees to take the subject up with a more intelligent consid- 
eration than they could without it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be read. TheChairsuggests that the 
Senator place the amendment at the end of line 6, or after the word 
‘*road-beds,’’ in line 5. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so reported. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘road-beds,’’ in line 5, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ to be approved by the commissioners of the District 

_ of Columbia,” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we depart from this railroad subject I 
think it right to say, first, on the point referred to by my friend from 
Kansas, that these changes necessarily involve a very considerable ex- 
pense. They ought not the less to be done; but it may happen in re- 
gard to two or three of the weaker roads (none of whose agents, or at- 
torneys, or officers, or stockholders, I am glad to say for their sake, and 
mine, too, as to my temper, have said a word to me on the subject) that 
they may not be able financially to do this thing immediately; and in 
the end the matter as it regards perhaps some of the roads, as compared 
with others who are strong and whose stock is far above par, ought to 
be given a longer time in to making these changes than the 
strong roads should be allowed. I merely make that suggestion for 
consideration when the matter comes into conference between the two 
Houses; and in the same connection, on the subject of the wretched con- 
dition of the tracks and road-beds, and particularly at crossings, to one 
of which I referred yesterday, I wish to read to the Senate the positive 
law of 1878: 

When street railways cross any street or avenue, the pavement between the 
tracks of such railway shall conform to the pavement used upon such street or 
avenue, and the companies owning these intersecting railroads shall pay for 
such pavements in the same manner, etc. 

Here is a positive law which is ten years old that at all these inter- 
secting crossingsand running across streets that are paved one way, ete., 
thc pavement between the tracks and on thesides shall conform to the 
street pavement in order to make the passage across the tracks practical 
and uniform; and yet I venture to say from my own personal observa- 
tion, without stopping to count them up, that there are scores of these 
intersections of railways as well as the railways crossing streets and 
avenues where.the pavement of the railway is entirely different from 
the pavement of the street and is absolutely atrocious in respect of one’s 
being able to get across it all. And yet for some reason or without 
¿my reason the executive authority of this District has failed to secure 
action (although in one very prominent instance their attention has 
been called to it for nearly a year and they have called upon the com- 
pany to do it), and vast rocks still are there and everywhere else; and 
why it is I can not possibly understand. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire of the Senator why they were re- 
quired by law to make the points at the crossing uniform with the 
pavement of the street and to let the continuous line in the street be 
supplemented by Belgian blocks in an uncomfortable way, as on Penn- 
sylvania avenue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot know, except that in the organic act for 
creating this government those who drew it may have thought—I am 
not defending it—tbat at the crossings and intersections there would 
be double if not four times the amount of traffic that there would be 
where the street and railway line were continuous and parallel. 

Mr. DAWES. One of the most serious inconveniences to travel is 
the fact that not only the space between the two tracks but the space 
between the tracks themselves and 18 inches on each side outside of 
the rail there is a different pavement, generally Belgian blocks, rising 
up above the rest of the street and making still more inconvenient the 
use of wheel carriages. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly true; but it might be said in 
favor of these horse-railway operations that in the long line following 
one street or avenue asphalt could not be used between the tracks, as 
the horses are subjected to a heavy strain every time the car has to be 
started again when it stops, as it is n to have something that 
ei shoes can take hold of better than they, can asphalt. That might 

ve it. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that is a good reason for having Belgian 
blocks between the two tracks on each continuous line, but that is no 
reason why 18 inches on the outside and all the space between two 
separate tracks should be so constructed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is no reason at all, Mr. President. Probably 


the object in doing that was to keep people from getting on there as 
far as they possibly could. But I think the matter is now in a con- 
dition where, if the House of Representatives shall be willing to enter 
upon it at all, the representatives of the Senate will be able to put it 
in practical and workable shape to do justice and to manage this im- 
provement. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator from West Virginia would consent 
to further improve the amendment so that the railroad companies shall 
find it necessary to follow out the spirit of the law which has just been 
read by the Senator from Vermont, and extend it to everything except 
the space between the tracks where the horses travel. It is very ap- 
parent that they could not travel upon an asphalt pavement, but as to 
all the rest of it there is no occasion for any Belgian pavement any 
more than there is in the rest of the street. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That may be done in the conference committee 
when the conferees come to consider the whole subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN, In line 12 of the amendment it is provided that 
within thirty days after notice by the commissioners this improvement 
shall be begun by the railroad companies. I suggest that that is not a 
sufficient time. It would be impossible for the companies to comply 
with that condition. I therefore move to strike out ‘‘thirty”’ and in- 
sert “‘ ninety,” so that they shall be required to commence the improve- 
ment within ninety days after notice by the commissioners. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think that is fair. 

Mr.GORMAN. It would be impossible for them to get the new rails 
in the time ified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They could not get the materials, probably, in 
thirty days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the beginning of line 12 in the amendment it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ninety;’’ so as to read: 

aoe said corporations shall not within ninety days thereafter begin the work, 
ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 13 of the amendment I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ within a reasonable time ’’ and to insert ‘‘ on or before No- 
vember 1, 1890,” so as to require this work, after the notice has been 
given, to be completed by the 1st day of November, 1890. For one I 
am not prepared to put this power in the hands of the commissioners 
and let them determine when it shall be done, I think probably it 
never would be done unless we fixed the time for its completion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. [n line 13 of the amendment itis proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ within a reasonable time” and to insert ‘‘on or before 
November 1, 1890.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble about that is that if the companies 
think they can have the same luck that they have had hitherto, they 
will not raise a hand or buy a rail until the 1st of November, 1890, and 
then they willsee what they can do with Congress and the commission- 
ers, and so on. 

The suggestion of my friend from Maryland, that it gives too much 
power to the commissioners, I do not think is well founded, because the 
commissioners are not the persons to decide what is a reasonable time. 
If the commissioners after these ninety days, the companies having 
started within the ninety days to do this thing, think that they are 
not carrying it on with reasonable expedition they can then issue their 
certificates, and when those certificates come to be collected a court of 
law will have to determine whether the commissioners were acting 
within their authority in taking this work out of the hands of the com: 
pany, and that will be for a court of law to determine upon the ques- 
tion whether the company had a reasonable time to complete the im- 
provement. So I think it is better on principle to let the clause stand 
as it is. 

There is only one argument that I can think of in favor of the sug- 
gestion of my friend, which fixes an absolute time, and that is, accord- 
ing to our previous experience in the last twenty years here, if the com- 
missioners are to act in the first instance, when they think the com- 
pany has been unreasonable in de'ay, they are likely never to act at 
all. I hope they will do better hereafter, and I am willing to trust 
them on that as the better chance of the two. 

Mr. GORMAN. My experience with all these corporations here 
(and I had some little experience while I was on the District of Columbia 
Committee) is that we have not accomplished anything in the way of 
reform with any of these railroad cormpanies when the matter was left 
specially to the commissioners. I offered the amendment with a view 
of requiring this improvement to be made within some fied time, 
I know the Senator from Vermont iş very anxious, as I am, to have 
thisimprovement made. After giving it some thought and conferring, 
not with anybody interested in these matters, but with practical men, 
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it was thought that by November, 1890, they could procure these rails, 
which are all to be made and can only be made after the order is given; 
that it would give ample time to complete the work; and that probably 
to fix a less time would be a very great hardship upon the companies. 
Believing that and having that object in view, I offered the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Might not the Senator carry out the very idea hehas 
in mind in another way? He wants to give more time. A reasonable 
time may be more than the Ist day of November, 1890. It is a ques- 
tion of circumstance to be settled time to time. They might not 
be able to get the rails. Iwant, so far as I am concerned, to give them 
all the time that is necessary, making it perfectly sure that they shall 
do not only the thing which we have generally in mind, but the very 
best thing. It may take two or three years to doit. I should feel 
reasonably well satisfied if I could see the work in process of being done 
upon the wisest suggestion that could be made. There might be a con- 
dition of thingstn which the railroad companies might havea few months 
before they determined as to what was best to be done, and then some 
delay gomiue oat of a strike or something of that kind might occur, 
and they might see no reason to do anything at all because they could 
not do it all by that time. 

I rather think that the words ‘‘ within a reasonable time ” are more 
likely to be beneficial to them and at the same time perhaps more bene- 
ficial to the public than the limitation of a specific date, as the Senator 
from Maryland proposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we were to have a specific day in order to get 
this thing wound up, the 1st of November, 1490, would be two years, 
lacking three months, in round numbers. If the Senator from Mary- 
land would modify his amendment so as to have the limitation on or 
before November 1, 1890, to come in after the word ‘‘made,”’ at the 
end of what would be, if the figures went down, line 15, at the end of 
the print of this amendment, it would read in this way: 

The said corporation shall not within ninety days thereafter begin the work 
required to complete the same within a reasonable time, it shall be the duty of 


the commissioners to cause the necessary changes in said rails and road-beds 
to be made on or before the Ist of November, 1890. 


Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt that will accomplish the purpose 


better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would put a terminusthen. As the Senator 
from Kansas it might be found impracticable really to com- 
plete it all by that time. As there is no forfeiture it will be perfectly 
easy for Congress to be applied to to extend that time if it is found 


necessary. 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. GORMAN. No objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will do, to transpose the clause and 
put it after ‘‘made.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I will so modify the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment, : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Leave the ‘‘reasonable time” to stand and put 
in the limitation. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘made,’’ in line 45 of the amend- 
ment, it is proposed to insert: 

On or before November 1, 1890, 

So as to read: 


The cost of a changes herein required shall popsa the corpora- 


tionsor owning or operating said street rail and if, being noti- 
fied by commissioners of the District of Columbia in writing to comply with 
the terms of this act, the said corporations shall not within ninety days thereafter 


begin the work ee rab and complete the same within a reasonable time, it 
shall be the duty of the commissioners to cause the necessary changes in said 
rails and road-beds to be made on or before November 1, 1890. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offeran amendment to come in as an additional 
section at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


Src, —. For the establishment of a national park in the District of Colambia, 
$1,300,000, to be expended under and in acco ce with the provisions follow- 


ae that is to say: 
hat, in order to establish a park in the District of Columbia, a commission 
shall be constituted, com: of three persons, namely, the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Attorney-General, which shall 
be known and designated as the commission for the establishment of a park. 
That the said commission is hereby authorized and directed to make an in- 
spection of the country along Rock Creek, beginning at the point on that creek 
at Massachusetts avenue extended, and extending upward along its course to 
where said creek is crossed by the road leading west from Brightwood, and to 
select from that district of country such s tract of land, including said creek and 


not more than one-fourth of a mile on each side thereof, on an average, as said 
commission shall deem to be suitable and appropriate fora park. 

That the said commission shall cause to be made a careful map of said park, 
showing the location, quantity, and character of each parcel of private perty 
to be taken for such purpose, with the names of the respective owners dneeribed 


thereon, and the said map shall be filed and recorded in the public records of 
the District of Columbia: and from and after that date the several tracts and 
parcels of land embraced in such park shall be held as condemned for publie 
uses, subject to the payment of just compensation, to be determined by the said 
commission and approved by the President of the United States: Pro ded, That 
pers eaten be accepted by the owner or owners of the several 

o 

That if the said commission shall be unable to purchase any portion of the 
land so selected and condemned within thirty days after such condemnation, 
by ent with the respective owners, at the price approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, it shall, at the expiration of such period of thirty 
days, make application to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by 

tition, ata general or special term, for an assessment of the value of suc 

d, and said petition shall contain a particular description of the property 
selected and condemned, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and 
his, her, or their residences, as far as the same can be ascertained, together with, 
a copy of the recorded map of the park; and the said court is hereby author- 
ized and required, upon such application, without delay, to notify the owners 
and occupants of the land, and to ascertain and assess the value of the land so 
selected and condemned by appointing three commissioners to appraise 
value or values thereof, and to return the appraisement to the court; and when 
the values of such land are thus ascertained, and the President shall deem the 
same reasonable, said values shall be paid to the owner or owners, and 
United States shall be deemed to have a valid title to said lands. 

That the said commission is hereby authorized to call upon the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, or the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey, to make such surveys as may be necessary to any into effect the pro- 
visions of this section; and the said officers are hereby authorized and peanteol 
to make such surveys under the direction of said commission. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the question of order on that amend- 


ment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will modify my amendment first, if the Senator 
will pardon me fora moment. Instead of ‘‘ $1,300,000 ” I wish it to 
read ‘*$500,000.’? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the pro- - 
posed modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Everybody understands it. I propose to appro- 
priate ‘$500,000’ instead of ‘‘ $1,300,000.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 2 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘one million three ’’ and to insert “five; so as to read: 
**$500,000.’? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
if there is any provision made for an appeal in case of condemnation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment provides that if this commission 
of three heads of Departments can not agree upon the value of the land, 
they shall apply to the supreme court of the District, which 
judicially, and then, asin such cases, no appeal is provided for unless 
a question of law arises, and in that case an appeal is vested by general 
law. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the question that the amendment is 
not competent under Rule XVI. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the clause 
of the rule? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the question that the amendment is irrelevant 
to r — of the bill, and also the question that it proposes general 
legislation. 

should like to inquire whether it has been reported by a standing 
committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations more than 
twenty-four hours before being offered here? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds an amendment for a zoological park, not the 
amendment for a general park. 

Mr. HOAR. Thisisaseparateamendment, and has not been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, I understand, twenty-four hours 
before being offered in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While the question of order is not 
strictly debatable, as an appeal would lie the Chair will hear the Sen- 
ator from Vermont on the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was under the impression that my colleague had 
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds the 
amendment for a general park, but he says he only reported the one 
for a zoological park at $200,000. Therefore I think myself that the 
amendment would be subject to the point of order that it proposes a 
new item of appropriation which had not been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The other parts of the point of order I do not 
think are well founded. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifit would be out of order for any purpose, I suppose 
it is not necessary to pass on the other points at present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Chair may differ with my friend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be compelled to 
hold that under the second paragraph of Rule XVI, technically the 
amendment is open to the point of order suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ends that. Now, I offeran amendment which 
has been reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment will be read. 
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The SECRETARY. It isproposed to add to the bill the following addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. — For the establishment of a zoological ces in the District of Colum- 
bia, $200,000, to be expended under and in accordance with the provisions fol- 
lowing, that is to say: P 

That, in order to establish a py es park in the District of edee for 
the advancement of science and the ction and recreation of the pon 8 

of three persons, namely : e Sec- 
rotary of the Interior, the dent of the board of commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the ofthe Smithsonian Institution, which shall 
be known and designated as the commission for the establishment of a zoologi- 


cal park. 

That the said commission is hereby authorized and directed to make an in- 
spection of the coun’ along Rock Creek, between Massachusetts avenue ex- 
Soos and wae said creek is crossed by the road leading 


on, 
tof the 


such zoo! par! 

held as condemned for public uses, subject to the Lert A eee com 
e 

on be accepted by the owner or 


to be determined by the said commission and approved 
United States, provided that such com 
owners of the several parcels of land. 

That if the said commission shall be unable to purchase any portion of the 
land so selected and condemned within Arenasa aiar aen pan A e e A by 
agreement with the respective owners, at the price approved by the President 
of the United States, it shall, at the expiration of such ga of thirty days, 
make application to the supreme court of the District of Col 


at a general or anana term, for an assessment of the value of such Ia 
said petition shall contain a particular description of the property se! and 
condemned, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or 
their residences, as far as the same can be ascertained, together with a copy of 
the recorded map of the park; and the said court is hereby authorized re- 
quired, upon application, to notify the owners and occu- 
pants of the land and to ascertain and 

and condemned by appointing three commissioners to appraise the value or 
values thereof, and to return Padge graeme mage ht and when the values 


of such land are thus President shali deem the same rea- 


ascertained, an: 
sonable, said values shall be paid to the owner orowners, and the United States 
shall be deemed to have a valid title to said lands. 

That the said commission is y to call upon the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, or the Director of the Geological Survey 
to make such surveys as may be necessary to carry into effect the visions of 
this section; and the said officers are hereby authorized and req to make 
such surveys under the direction of said commission. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proj by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. HOAR. Iraise the question of the relevancy of the amendment 
to the bill to which it is pro; 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
this amendment to go on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I trust the Chair will pass on the question of 
order. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is a matter of very great importance, involving 
the question as to whether we shall preserve the animals that pecu- 
liarly belong to this continent—— 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. I call the attention of 
the Chair to the third clause of Rule XVI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is familiar with therule, 
but supposed there would be no objection to the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] proceeding. If the Senator from Massachusetts de- 


Mr. 8 NER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] may be allowed to 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Chair submit the question for unanimous con- 
sent that the debate may proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will rule on the question of order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
The question of relevancy must be submitted to the Senate without 
debate. 
- Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion submitted by the Senator from 
relevant? 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent—— 
oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain de- 

te. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not pro 
sent that the Senator from 


The question recurs on the proposi- 
oa is the amendment 


to debate, but I ask unanimous con- 


ermont [Mr. MORRILL] may proceed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards that as in the 
nature of debate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be taken on the 
relevancy of the proposed amendment. Is the amendment relevant? 

tting the question.] By the sound the ayes have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum voting, the Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bate, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Blair, Evstis, Jones of Arkansas,Spooner, ' 
Brown, Evarts, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, Faulkner, Paidock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Frye, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Pasco, Turpie, 
Culom, Hale, Platt, Voorhees, 
pers ea ton, Piumb, amg 
wes, of ows, 
Dolph, Hoar, Saulbury, 5 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
upon the relevancy of the proposed amendment, which, under the 
rules, must be decided by the Senate without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair to read the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the third 
paragraph of Rule XVI, omitting the last clause. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. No amendment which proposes egislati 
general: a} m bill, nor prea panien daaar gnats deara 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clanse of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate, etc, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthe proposed amendment relevant 
under the rule? [Putting the question.] By the sound the ayes have 
it. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw any farther call for the yeas and nays, 
as the Senate seems to be decidedly of the opinion that the amendment 
is relevant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the ques- 
tion of relevancy to be withdrawn, or shall the decision stand in favor 
of the amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair holds that the Senate 
decides that the amendment is relevant. The question recurs upon 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS]. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I was observing merely that it was 
important to have early action if it was intended to preserve the ani- 
mals to, this continent. I understand that the Smithsonian 
Institution have had quite a number already donated to them, and al- 
though they are not seeking the employment of taking care of this 
zoological park or of these animals, yet if the duty is devolved upon 
them by Congress they will undertake it, 

So far as the park is concerned it is absolutely indispensable that ac- 
tion shall be taken at an early day if it is intended to have this park, 
which is said to be the most desirable spot perhaps in the whole coun- 
trp and which has already been surveyed. Unless it is taken hold of 
immediately it is very likely to be grabbed by a syndicate of 
tors, and when it shall be undertaken to improve it with streets and 
with city lots it would be entirely ruined as a zoological park. 

Therefore the earliest action possible is necessary if we would be sure 
by nore the park where it is supposed to be very desirable to have it 

ocated. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I had my attention called to this scheme 
some time since, and have always very earnestly favored it. I think 
the establishment of such a place of wholesome recreation and instruc- 


tion for the youth, for the children, and for the poorer ofa 
city is eminently wise, ontagatde a barge ig Lore, at t should 
procured here at the national capital at the nai expense. 


The purpose in ing the question has not been to defeat or to at- 
tempt to defeat the proposition, but only to have the Senate decide as 
a precedent for other cases the question of order, which has been raised 
sometimes in like cases where I thought it could not be fairly sustained; 
and having accomplished that pu: I am content. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments wereordered to be engrossed and the bill tobe read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill and request a conference with the House of Representatives on 
the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
DAwEs, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to have inserted as a part of the proceedings 
in connection with the bill a statement prepared by the clerk of the 
Committee on Appropriations, which shows the amount of the appro- 
priations in connection with the estimates and the action of the House 
of Representatives, 
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District of Columbia, 1890.—Statement showing the appropriations for 1889, the estimates for 1890, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the 
amounts recommended by the Senate Commitiee on Appropriations for 1890. 


‘ Senate 
Appropria- | Estimates, | House bill, 
Object. tions, 1889. 1890, 1890, ' | committee, 
SALARIES AND CONTINGENT EXPENSES, 

Executive Off Os ....cceccocsssesecssescecsapsoprenssseecsncseceseccss avesesaen wees E V S won senabeaves $43,864.00 | $16,543.00 | $44,064.00 $46, 703. 00. 
AssesSOr’s ofice .....reeecceecsesenererensenenenss sovosass -os 17, 300.00 18, 900. 00 17,300. 00 18, 900.00 
Expense of assessment of real property.. ...mss.sesssssss. BE OD ODT O ME E A pahsaws vidui e 
Collector's ofce...... 2... ssnsereerrnrsnereeei 20, 400. 00 18, 700. 00 18, 200. 18, 700. 00 
Collecting overdue personal taxes.. 2, 000. 00 2, 000. 00 1,000. 2,000. 00 
Auditor's office...... ox 16, 500, 00 16, 500. 00 16, 500, 00 16,500. 00 
Attorney’s office. 11, 600, 00 12, 600. 00 11, 600. 00 12, 600. 00 
Sinkiug-fund office 2,700. 00 3, 300. 00 2,700. 00 2,700.00 
Coroner’s office....... 2, 800. 00 2,800, 00 2, 800. 00 2, 800. 00 
Market-masters... 5,000. 00 5, 000. 00 4, 600. 00 4, 690. 00 
Engineer’s office.......... 40, 050. 00 60, 365, 00 40, 050, 00 42,750.00 
Engineer’s contingent expe 4, 600, 00 4, 600, 00 4, 800. 00 5, 100.00 
Engineer’s expenses, laboratory, 1,000. 00 500. CO |. f 

Boarå of examiners, steam r ch E REA EI ef ETE E E E e E A AAEE | ien A Pree Pace 1,000. 00 |. 

Total salaries and contingent........ cpueepeceasseess Boageecbspacsdsecseuness 182, 814. 00 192, 808, 00 
STREETS, AVENUES, ALLEYS, AND ROADS. sat ts 

Work on sundry streets and avenues as per schedules....... ž «| 615,000.00 | 1,079, 504. 00 1, 079, 804. 00 
Repairs to Pennsylvania avenue.......... E EADE 130, 000. 00 } 617, 000. 00 z 30, 000, 00 
Grading streets, alleys, and roads. ol 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 
rs to pavements............... 95, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 90, 000. 00 100, 000, 00 
PIER EY WTI oon A REA a 90, 000. 00 200, 000. 00 100,000. 00 200, 000. 00 
Repairs to streets, avenues, and alleys „ness seesseese 35, 000, 00 50, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 50, 000, 00 
Repairs to county roads........-cerecerccorecnesenseenensensnees 45, 000.00 60, 000. 00 45, 000. 00 60, 000. 00 
ng county roads and suburban streets ... 88, 950. 00 198, 000. 00 99, 400. 00 146, 525. 00 
Condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys ...... 10, 000.00 20, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
rveys of the District...............0sssccesereoces eens: 10, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 10, 000, 00 10, 1.00. 00 
eys on account of subdivisions of land ........... A E EAA A AE cveea sev TEE E tes EER A 5, 000, 00 
OF DEI g O89 .....2...--<+0--ss0scress--o00. onnss sere eneqeenetanswennnesessepereees sansarereneansenss senesererosooseonen ss naeasanssters ceseeeses 5 15, 900. 00 13, 400. 00 13, 400. 00 


Parking commissiot 


8 
S85888 f 
282888 


7, 450.00 7,450.00 
4566, 810. 00 495, 800. 00 
5,500.00 5, 500.00 
37,711.00 41,311.00 
15, 000. 00 10, 000.00 
35, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
3, 000.00 
22, 500.00 
22, 000.00 
8, 000. 00 
9, 000, 00 
327,000.00 


SEGRE ONG RENNIN EE e N E EA 


: 
A 
E 


43, 310. 00 49,549. 00 
14,518. 00 14, 918. 00 14,518, 60 14, 518, 60 
2, 500. 00 2, 500. 00 2, 500. 00 2, 500, 00 
2, 000. CO 2, 000. 00 2,000.00 2, 000. 60 
2,500.00 f....nese secerenesee leoesererseeneee seeeeeeere eses 


21,518.00 | 19,418.00 19,018. 09 19, 018.00 


E E 
eireas paces purse, bo osnis? seoesereel 1, 213, 947.97 | 1, 213,947.97 | 1,213, 947.97 | 1,213, 947.97 
eee 


See SS See eee 
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District of Columbia, 1890.—Statement showing the appropriations for 1889, the estimates for 1890, ete.—Continued. 


Object. 


MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, 


Rent of District offices.. 
General advertising... 
Contingent expenses o! 
Emergency fund..... .......cecccccseees serres a 


Total miscellaneous OXPONsSeS....0.<./scece cessed ssunss nscesesenoscsadaen seers susnes sagen rocoses bene 


Tempo: relief of indigent persons..... 
Columbia Hospital for Women, support. 
Columbia Hospital building (sundry civil 
Woman's n Associatio: 
National Association for Desti 
On account of colored found! 
Children’s Hospital ............... a 
St. Ann’s Infant Asylum ................. 
Church Orpha: n 


Association for Works of Mercy..... 
House of the Good Shepherd, building.. 
National Homeopathic Hospital 
O DET DECES and Benes 
n an e 
Expenses of reports on chari 


le institutions aš 


Purchase of pum 
Interest and sin 


Grand total, District of Columbia ............... destenes snevesessebeneects dereeensstes 


I wish to say very briefly that the committee in considering the bill 
proceeded upon the assumption, warranted as they think by their own 
observation and by the observation of all others who have given to this 
subject any consideration,'that there should be appropriated for the ex- 

of the District of Columbia, including the improvement and 
maintenance of streets, country roads, and schools, all the money which 
has been levied upon the property of the District plus the amount 
which under the agreement made by law in 1878 the United States was 
to pay as its contribution towards those e: 

n pursuance of this idea, the committee in nearly every case have 
appropriated an amount equal to the estimate made by the District 
commissioners. In some cases those estimates have been exceeded. 
The total of the bill as finally passed, leaving out the Rock Creek park, 
is $104,333 in excess of those estimates. Notwithstanding this excess 
there will be a surplus of exclusively District revenues in the Treasury 
of the United States at the close of the period covered by the appropria- 
tions of the bill equal to or exceeding half a million dollars. 

So far as Iam concerned, I only regret that the estimates were not 
sufficient to warrant the committee in providing for the appropriation 
of this sum in addition to the sums already appropriated in the bill. 
Certainly during the next three or four years, while the streets of the 
city of Washington are in their present condition and while the schools 
are needing the ample appropriations called for by the increasing popu- 
lation, there should be a complete expenditure of all the money result- 
ing from the present system of taxation. It is not only necessary be- 
cause it provides for improvements that are needed from the ordinary 
municipal standpoint, but because it distributes, in a comparatively 
equitable way, the benefits among the people who have borne the bur- 
dens of taxation. i 


For relief of the DOERR A T I R EEA S E EA 


Appropria- 
tions, 1889. 


At ERNE ERE N EEN HOEE seres tenesenewanenes 


13, 415.00 
40, 000,00 


11,500. 00 
, 000. 00 4,000. 00 
116, 561.00 114, 511. 00 


79, 185.00 


Fear E T oan ate 15, 000. 00 16, 000.00 
2,500. 00 |. 6, 000.00 
15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 
TE A EEE cone tne ot feats NA 
4, 000.00 4, 000. 00 4, 000. 00 
9, 000. 00 9,000.00 9, 700,00 
1,000, 00 |. 1, 000. 00 1,000.00 
5, 000.00 |. 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
6,000.00 |. 6,000. 09 6, 000. 00 
5, 500.00 |. 1, 500. 60 1,500.00 
12,600. 00 |. 7, 000. 00 6, 000.00 
5, 000.00 |. 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5, 500. 00 
RAA AREN KETENE Kew ees oo) 15, 000, 00 
6, 500. 00 5, 000.00 
2,500. 00 2, 500. 00 

12, 250.00 as a 
SERIE DERE N 2,000.00 
150.00 | 15,960.00 | 81,500.00 | 105, 200.00 


m 
“m 


8 


2325888 
22333388 


Efir 


È 
g 
8 


For many years the people of the District who have had no benefit 
from these appropriations have paid taxes for the improvement of the 
streets opposite the property of their more fortunate neighbors, and have 
paid for school-houses for which they have had no use, and the time 
has come when the Government is under an obligation to these people 
which can only be met, and even then only inadequately, by the ex- 
penditure of all the sums of money which are the result of the present 
system of assessment and taxation. 

In another sense these appropriations are desirable because they add 
to the grossamount of taxable valuation of the property of the District. 
There is no expenditure which has been so judicious with reference to 
fature sources of revenue as the improvements of the streets, avenues, 
andalleys. Both within and without the boundary every street opened 
and improved doubles, quadruples, and sometimes increases in a still 
greater degree the taxable valuation of the property abutting upon it, 
and the sources of revenue are being constantly in such & 
way that these expenditures judiciously and economically carried on, 
as they are, will result in bringing increasing revenue into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Within a very few years, if this system shall be judiciously carried 
on, by reason of the operations of the sinking fund, which is constantly 
diminishing the debt of the District, and by reason of the increase of 
the valuation of property of which I have spoken, I haveno doubt that 
the rate of taxation may be reduced within the District, and therefore 
a reduction of the burdens upon the tax-payers of the District and the 
tax-payers of the United States will occur. ; 

It is upon this principle and with these ideas in view that the com- 
mittee have addressed themselves to the consideration of the bill, and 
have been induced to report it in the shape in which it came before the 
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Senate, and I think these considerations would have induced them to 
add to its appropriations if the estimates had warranted them in doing 
60. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXPENSES OF INAUGURATION, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 3869, also an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. What appropriation bill is it? 

Mr, PLUMB, Itisan appropriation for the expenses of the inaugura- 
tion ceremonies. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield 
2 me for a moment to call up a bill which I think will not excite de- 

te. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, the bill 
of which I have spoken will not take more than a minute, and after 
that the Senator will have ample opportunity to call up his bill. This 
is a bill relating to expenses connected with the inauguration ceremo- 
nies to occur in March. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 3869) to secure the maintenance of 
public order during the inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and for other 
purposes. It pro; to appropriate $8, 500 to enable the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to maintain public order and to protect life 
_ property from the 28thof February to the 9th of March, 1889, both 
inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand that there was an amendment of the 
committee to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, there isno amendment to it, It was reported 
as an original bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


INTERNATIONAL GEODETIC ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation 
of the Imperial German Government to the Government of the United 
States to become a party to the International Geodetic Association. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


BLACK BOB INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6364) to ats for the sale of land allotted and patented 
to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for 
other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Attorney-General of the United States shall be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to cause a suit in uz to be brought in the name of the United 
States, in the circuit court for the district of Kansas, to quiet and finally settle 
the titles to the lands claimed byor under the Black Bob band of Shawnee In- 
dians in Kansas, or adversely to said titles. 

All persons having any claims to said lands, or any part thereof, as well as 
said band of Indians, shall be made parties to said suit, either personally or by 
SY rior as said court may deem convenient, consistently with justice to 
all the interests involved, and notice of the institution and pendency of said suit, 
and for the appearance of the parties thereto,shall be given, either by personal 
service or by such publication as the court shall order, or both. 

It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the rights of said band of 

, and the individual members thereof, to be duly presented and pro- 
tected in said snit, and he shall employ counsel to aid in such protection; and 
any other claimants tosaid lands, or any part thereof, may appear in said cause 
ety. or by counsel, to defend the same and assert their rights; and said 
court shall, npon proof and hearing, to determine, according to the 
principles of law and equity, all questions arising in respect to said lands, or 
any pärt thereof, and decree accordingly, and cause such decree to be carried 
into execution, and the possession of the lands or parts thereof, 
be delivered to the persons entitled thereto; and zyon a final d 
matters it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to sopore deeds for 
said lands in conformity to such decision. No objections shall be allowed in 
said suit in respect to want or misjoinder of parties other than such as are re- 
quired in this act, or for multifariousness or want of form, - The right of appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States shall exist as in other cases. 

Src. 2. That all the provisions of the aboye section, including those as to noti- 
fication of parties, as far as the same may be applicable, are hereby extended to 
all conveyances and transfers of land within the jurisdiction of the United 
States circuit court for the district of Kansas acquired under Indian treaties 
with the United decay ira covered by deeds of Indian ailottees and patentees 
which the Secretary of the Interior has refused to approye. The id circuit 
court is hereby empowered and required, in cases properly before it, to hear 
and determine all questions of inheritance to any sald 1 lands, determine the 
rightful heirs thereto, and the interest of each heir in and to any such lands, in 
eases where money has been id, advanced, or de ited for the transfer of 
any lands and the title thereto for any cause fails or is imperfect, the said circuit 
court shall inquire and determine as to the rightful application of any such 


id, advanced, or deposited, and shal ke such ord dgments, or 
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ently with justice to all interests involved ; and said circuit courtshall, in all cases 

roperly before it, hear, try, settle,and determine all controversies or disputes 
aind occupants on said lands and the owners or holders of the titles to the 
same; and all other controversies or disputes in regard to the transfer of any of 
said lands, the said circuit court shall hear and determine, in every case, accorde 
ing to the principles of law and equity, and enter up judgments, orders, and de- 
crees accordingly,and enforce the same,and on final hearing apportion the 
costs among the parties as the equity of the case may require, 

That the joint resolution of March 3, 1879, entitled “ Joint resolution instruct- 
ing the Attorney-General of the United States to bring suit in the name of the 
United States, to quiet and settle the titles of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians,” be, and the same is hereby, re ed: Provided, That this act shall 
not be so construed as to affect the validity of any decree heretofore rendered by 
the United States circuit court for the district of Kansas under the provisions 
of said joint resolution, or to impair the power of said court to set aside or 
amend or correct any such decree, or to divest any party in interest of his right 
to appeal to the United States Supreme Court within the time limited by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘* Anact to provide for the set- 
tlement of the titles to the lands claimed by or under the Black Bob 
band of Shawnee Indians in Kansas, or adversely thereto, and for other 
purposes,’? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. DANIEL, Mr, 
PLATT, and Mr. BOWEN were appointed. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a privileged question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
rises to a question of privilege. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the record of the proceedings of the Senate on the 23d of Janu- 
ary contained in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 24th of January be amended 
by striking out the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] con- 
cerning the resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana election, as thoy 
appear according to the report furnished by the Senator, and by inserting 
remarks as they appear in the notes of the Official Reporter of the Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBsoN] this morning to request that his remarks as they appeared in 
the RECORD yesterday be stricken out and that the remarks as re- 
peng by the Official Report beinserted. Under those circumstances 

was willing that the subject should be dropped. However, I under- 
stand since that he did not make that request, or does not understand 
that he made that request; and therefore, recurring to my is gress 
motion, I have put it in writing, as suggested by the President of the 
Senate. I desire to say that I shall ask for its consideration whenever 
the Senator from Louisiana happens to be in the Chamher. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
to be called up hereafter. 


FORLORN HOPE STORMING PARTY. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1140) authorizing the Secretary of War to secure and 
present suitable medals to the survivors of the ‘‘forlorn hope storming 
party’? of Port Hudson. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 9, after the word 
‘*forty-nine,’’ to insert ‘‘ June 15, 1863;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to procure a suitable medal to present to the survivors of the ‘forlorn ho 
storming party” against the works at Port Hudson, June 15, 1863, in - 
ment of the promises made by Major-Genersl Banks, commanding the Depart- 
ment of the Gulf, and contained in General Orders No. 49, June 15, 1863, 

Seo. 2. That for the parpones of this act a sum sufficient is hereby appro- 
priated out of the moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DEPOSIT OF SAVINGS OF SEAMEN, 

Mr. HALE. There are two bills relating to the Navy to which I 
think there will be no objection. Both the bills have already been 
passed by the Senate ina preceding Congress. I ask the Senate first to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill 1y R. 4351) to provide for the 
Gepost ot the savings of seamen of the United States Navy. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HOME FOR DISCHARGED SEAMEN. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons dis- 
charged from the United States Navy. 

Treten rn e one as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bi 
i ce thes PE E N ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. I should like to have the next bill on the Calendar, 
which is on the same subject, considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think two bills in one day are enough for one 
— a Henader had bettat Sol breo a che vert OF aa baie A 


Mr. ote HALE. I do not want to trespass upon the Senate, but it would 
only take a minute. 


VIRGINIA THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leaye to ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 
515) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Theolog- 
ical Seminary and High School, in Virginia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with an amendment, tostrike outsection 2, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Src. 2. That this act shall be in force from and after the passage thereof. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not ont tur appropriated, the sum umn af $20,000 to be to the 
trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary and High Sehool, in 
Virginia, that amount having been found due them by the Court of Claims. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production; which was ordered to be printed | has 
and lie on the table. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
pprov: signed the following bills: 
on ee 154) for the erection of a publie building at Milwaukee, 


a 


An act (8. 182) to provide for the of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Nebr.; and 
An act (S. 1931) to inerease the a; i for the of a 


site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 22d in- 
stant approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. 
Heintzelman; and 

An act (S. 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott. 

The further announced that the President had on the 23d 
instant and the j resolution (S. R. 104) to print 
additional copies of the United States map of the edition of 1887, pre- 
pared by the Commissioner of Public Lands. 


COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the jurisdiction of the United States dis- 
trict judges, and of the courts over which they preside, in the State of 
Alabama. 


The bill was read. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire that bill to go over for the presen 
The PRESIDENT The Senator from Iowa objects to 


The bill received the unanimous su of the Judi- 

ciary and I was authorized by that committee to report it. 

Itisa Jocat bill, and I should like to have it passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I prefer not to have it considered to-day. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT LA CROSSE. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 3734) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge or bridges across the ippi 

River at La Crosse, Wis. 

- By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘ War" toinsert ‘‘ after 
an examination and report by a board of three United States engineers, 
and appointed by him;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That it shall not be lawful to construct said bridge or bridges until 


ee Seer Woe after an examination and report by aboard of three United 
and ted j pasik certify that the will 
tes engineers, ignara oy ify same not 


The amendment was agreed ‘eaters 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SURGEON-GENERAL OF MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate to take up the joint resolution 
(S. R. 124) relating to the salary of the Supervising Surgeon-General 
of the Marine-Hospital Service. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides that hereafter 
the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service shall 
receive the same and allowances as are now allowed by law to 
the n-General of the Army. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know what the salary and al- 
lowances of the Surgeon-General of the Army are. 

Mr. CULLOM. The total would be about $6,200 a year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know the officer in charge of this service, Dr. 
Hamilton. He is a very worthy man, but I know this measure would 
create great confusion in the Treasury Department if this office should 
be put higher than the First Comptroller of the Treesury, or the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, or the Comptroller of the Currency. I 
simply suggest to the Senator that it would create trouble and a very 


pi 
at the head of a bureau in the Treasury Department, where there are 
nineteen or twenty bureaus, the heads of some of which are the most 
important officers of the Government. I think it would be better to 
fix the salary at what the Senator thinks is a reasonable rate, within 
the limit provided for these other officers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Myimpression is that the actual service of the Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service is superior to that of al- 
most any army officer. Everybody in this country knows the vast 
amount of work and of valuable service that this officer has rendered 
in trying to check and control the yellow fever and other diseases. It 

has become a very important office to this country, involving the safety 
of the lives of very many people. While it might be as well that the 
salary should be fixed specifically, so far as I am concerned I think 
the salary that he would receive, under the proposed law is not too 
much. Ihave a statement from the Paymaster-General of the Army 
himself as to exactly what the amount would be. 

Mr. SHERMAN, What is the sum? 

Mr.CULLOM. Five thousand five hundred dollars, with $720 added 
for commutation, which makes $6,220. 

Mr. PARRIN: That is the pay of the Surgeon-General of the 
Army? 

Me CULLOM. Itis the pay of the Surgeon-General of the Army. 
This statement is from General Rochester himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service is not an officer of the Army. He is liable to be displaced at 
any time. The of the First Comptroller of the Treasury is 
$6,000. The salary of the Comptroller of the Currency the 
national banks is, I think, about $5,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am ‘willing so far as I am concerned to insert 

“* $6,000’? instead of the in the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it would him far beyond the rank of 
the various Assistant Secretaries. are two or three Assistant 
Secretaries of the Treasury. Itwillonly createconfusion. This officer 
reports to one of the Assistant Secretaries. It makes the subordinate 
officer much higher than his chief. 

Mr. CULLOM. But thisoflice is becoming moreand more important 
to this country every year, as we haye seen within the last two or three 
years; this officer is recognized, I think, by everybody who knows 
him in his profession, as one of the ablest men in the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iknow him very well, and I can speak very highly 
of his position and his character and his qualifications; but I know the 
disturbance that such an increase of his salary would make. I do not 
object to the joint resolution on any other ground than that. It would 
create very serious difficulties in the Treasury Department, I know. 

The PRESIDENT pro x Does the Senator from Ohio object 
to the further consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. I shall vote against it. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


WILLIAM KNOWLAND. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland, reported with- 
out amendment from the Committee on Claims. It provides for the 
payment of only $193. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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ed to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to William Know- 
d, of New York City, $193.17, being balance due for services as mes- 
senger to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice, in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. BROWN. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from the southern 
judicial district to the northern district in the State of Georgia, and to 
divide the northern district in said State into two, to be known as the 
western and eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


ga is hereby established, to be com e counties of Warren, Glascock, 
cDufie, Columbia, Richmond, Burke, Jefterson, Johnson, and W: n of 
the southern district, and of the counties of Lincoln, Wilkes, and T: ferro of 


duties arieni to their positions, and no additional clerk or marshal shall be 
appointed in sai 


n, and Augusta would be the third place of 
poll: g.meking his expense heavy, it shall be the d of the marshal, and he 
is hereby authorized to pay, out of — money of the United States in his hands 
not otherwise disposed of, all hotel bills and other necessary mses incurred 
by the jndges of said district in holding said courts, said taking and 
rende: n proper vouchers for same. 

Sec, 3. at all civil suits not of a local nature must be brought in said north- 
eastern division where the defendant resides in said northeastern division of the 
southern Federal judicial district of Georgia. But if there are two or more de- 
fendants, some residing in the northeastern division and others residing in any 
other portion of said southern district of Geo: the action may be brought in 
any one of the divisions in which any one of efendantsresides, When the 

endant is a non-resident of either division action may be brought in that di- 
vision wherein the defendant be found. Cases removed from any of the 
courts of the State of Georgia to the circuit courts of the United States shall be 
removed to the cireuit court in the division in which said court is held. 

Sexo, 4, That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses committed after the 
which this act takes effect in any of the counties of the said northeastern divis- 
ion shall be cognizable within such division, and all p: for crimes or 
offenses committed prior to the date when M e Aa nod GAYE 
counties, taken as aforesaid from the northern district, or commi in the 
southern district as heretofore constituted, shall be commenced and proceeded 
with as if this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 5. That civil actions or proceedings now at Atlanta, in the north- 
ern district, in which the parties residing in the coun 
to the southern district are interested, may be transferred, by 
the parties, to the proper courts in the northeastern division of 
district as herein provided; and all civil actions or proceedin, 
either at Macon or Savannah, i in which 


therein, with les of all 
fice of the court to which 
with in all respects as tho 


ried on as if this act had not 
Sec, 6. That all dand t jurors summoned for service in said north- 
eastern division be residents of such division. 


Seo. 7. That this act shall be in force from and after the Ist day of January, 
iad, nd oll pute gad parte of ata ineoaalabend KEENT aun POROU bepealed. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to create the northeast- 
ern division of the southern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and 
to take certain counties from the northern district and add to the south- 
ern district, and to provide for holding courts in said northeastern di- 
vision, and for other p 4 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WILSON of 
Iowa, Mr. Brown, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


W. W. WELCH. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole, 
procceged to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to W. W. Welch, of 

eridian, Miss., $103.58 on account of services rendered from Febru- 
ary 10, 1872, to April 12, 1872, both datesinclusive, as local mail-agent 
at Meridian, Miss. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2407) to anthorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shaw- 
nee Indian lands in Kansas, 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as is Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are one or two amendments to the preamble, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Indian Affairs report to 
amend the preamble in the second line by striking out the word ** north- 
west ’’ before ‘‘ quarter,’’ and inserting ‘‘northeast;’’ and in line 11 
by striking out ** Whiteside ’’ and inserting ‘‘ Whitestone;’’ so as to 
make the preamble read: 


Whereas the following-described tracts of land, namely, the east half of the 
northeast quarter, and the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter, of sec- 
tion 29, in townshi| 12, range 23 east; and the south half of the portela ughe 
of section 5, and the south half of the southwest quarter, and the north half of 
the southwest quarter, and the northwest quarter of section 8, in township 13, 
ae hy east, in Johnson County, Kansas, and known as Absentee Shawnee 
Indian lands, were erroneously set apart Aon gpm therefor opropt Sea 
to Nancy Whitestone, George eager and Lewis Hayes, Shawnee ape 
who had previously received By potas rom the United States the quantity 
lands to which they were lawfully entitled; and 

Whereas the patents so erroneously issued have not been canceled : Therefore. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The preamble as amended was agreed to. 
JAMES R. BERRY. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenne tax collected of 
James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘the,’’ to insert ‘‘sum of $200 out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being 
for;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


aaa pny yy ets peers bp f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to refund ta Jenene R Berry, eE OAU of the Gente 
of Arkansas, the sum of $200 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
approp thesame being for internal-reyenue tax illegally on his 
sa as such officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of individual pension bills under Rule 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator will let us goon for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will yield for the present. It will take but ten 
minutes to dispose of the pension bills. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western Mary- 
land Railroad Company. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That pna bill was called to my attention 
by the Senator from South Carolina not now in his seat, who sits near- 
est me [Mr. BUTLER], with the suggestion of sundry amendments 
which he thought were indispensable, and I think it ought to go over 
until his return. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish it to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will retain its place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont to ob- 
ject to the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido for the time being, because the Senator from 
South Carolina, not now here, called my attention to sundry points in 
the bill that needed important amendments, and I think the papas 
will show that those amendments were already drawn out. I do not 
think the bill ought to be disposed of until the Senator from South 
Carolina shall have the opportunity to be heard upon the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ofcourse if the Senator from South Carolina de- 
sires to make any amendment, I have no objection to his having an 
opportunity of doing so, but I want to say to the Senator from Ver- 
mont that I understand this bill has been considered by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and recommitted and then reported again. 
It has been twice considered by the District Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but still I think it fair to the Senator 
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from South Carolina that he should have an opportunity to be here 
when the bill is considered. The bill need not lose its place. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ifthe Senator from Vermont is aware of the fact 
that the Senator from South Carolina desires to amend the bill, of course 
I have no objection to its going over, but I do not wish it to lose its 


place. 
PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope the Senator will allow us to have a short 
executive session. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope we shall be allowed to consider pension bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield for pension bills. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to proceed to the consideration of the pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, Iask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield to me for a 
moment. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Vermont will not yield for any- 
thing but pension bills. I understand the Senator from Florida merely 
wishes to move to recommit a bill. I give way for that purpose, but 
can not yield further. 


RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the bill (S. 1661) making an appropriation 
for the establishment of a light or lights and other aids to navigation 
to guide into St. Andrew’s Bay, Florida, be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEARING ON SUNDAY-REST BILL, 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 43, 
being minutes of the hearing before the Committee on Education and Labor 
upon the Sunday-rest bill, 50,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


MRS. R. S. HORTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the pension bills, beginning with Order of Business 2312, 
House bill No. 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be stated by its title. 

The SECRETARY, A bill (H. R, 8) to restore Mrs. R. 8. Horton 
upon the pension-rolls, 

Mr. SAWYER. That bill has been objected to, and it can be passed 
over and we may come back to it. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] objected to it before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was only a question of an amendment, I 
have the amendment now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at Seg oe 

The bill was read, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to restore Mrs. R. S. Hor- 
ton, widow of Capt. William H. Seaton, late of Company D, Twenty- 
sixth Ohio Volunteers, to the pension-rolls, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only question I raised was whether that would 
not give her arrears of pension all the time. 

Mr. SAWYER. That was not the object of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee said that was not the object, and 
I therefore move to amend by striking out the words “‘ or restore,” in 
line 4, and at the end of the bill toadd ‘‘and pay her a pension from 


the passage of this act.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4it is proposed to strike out “‘or restore; 
so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, empowered and directed 
to replace Mrs. R.S. Horton, etc. 

And at the end of the bill to add: 

And pay her a pension from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to replace Mrs. R. 8, 
Horton upon the pension-rolls.”’ 

Mr, COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and request a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
Dayis, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed, 

LOUISA ROGERS. 

The next pension bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8549) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa Rogers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better have that bill passed over, 


Mr. SAWYER. It was passed over once before. Task that it be 
passed over again. is 
a The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over under objec- 

on. , 
WIDOW OF COMMANDER 8. H. BAKER. 

The bill (S. 3724) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Navy,” to insert ‘‘ the same to be in 
lieu of any pension she is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di d to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, 
the name of Margaret Baker, widow of the late Commander Samuel H. Baker, 
United States Navy, the same to be in lieu of any pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ANNA W. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 3611) granting a ion to Anna W. Smith was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Anna W. Smith, widow of Robert Smith, late ad-. 
ditional paymaster United States Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MERYAH WATTS. 

The bill (S. 3618) granting a pension to Meryah Watts was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Meryah Watts, mother of Robert Watts, late of 
Company G, One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Volunteer In- 

antry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA A. ROUSSEAU, 


The bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of ion to Maria A, Rous- 
seau was considered as in Cemmittee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Maria A. Rousseau, widow of 
Lovell H. Rousseau, late a brigadier-general in the United States 
Army, at the rate of $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. GLOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George A. Glover, late a private in Com- 
pany fe Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, at $30 per 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOTTIE R. HUNTER. 

The bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. Hunter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lottie R. Hunter, widow of John E. Hunter, late 
of Company H, Sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH W. PENNY. 


The bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to strike out: 

Jn lieu of the pension which he now receives, to the sum of $12 per month 
for wound in side, and such additional amount per month as he may now, or 
may hereafter, be allowed by law for the loss of an arm near the shoulder, said 
increase to take effect from the passage of this act, 

And insert: 

By paying him the sum of $12 a month for wound in the side in addition to 
the amount to which he is entitled by law for loss of arm at the shoulder. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aus 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny, late lieuten« 
ant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth ment of Indiana Volunteers, 
by paying him the sum of $12 a month for wound in the side, in addition to the 
amount to which he is entitled by law for loss of arm at the shoulder. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


~ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and ask for a conference thereon, 

The motion was agreed to, 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to | pension of Jacob Rogers, late a private in Capt. J. McChesney’s com- 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
Davis, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


JULIA TRIGGS. 


The bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto place onthe pension-roll 
ihe name of Julia Triggs, mother of William Triggs, deceased, for- 
merly of Company D, Twenty-third Illinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELI GARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Eli Garrett, formerly of the United States Navy, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES S. HARDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It Sy to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James 8. Harden, of West Salem, Ill., late a 

rivate in Company D, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment Ohio 
olunteers. - 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA H. LYON. 


The bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pee on the 

nsion-roll the name of Rebecca H. Lyon, a nurse in the late war, at 
$25 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THIRZA 8, JENNER. 

The bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thirza S. Jenner, the insane mother of Charles 
Henry Jenner, late private Company C, Twenty-second Regiment New 
York Cavalry Volunteers, and to pay her pension to her husband, Charles 
H. Jenner, for her use and benefit, and in case of his death to her le- 
gally-constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARA M. OWEN. 

The bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 

nsion-roll the name of Clara M. Owen, widow of William H. Owen, 

te of Company C, Twentieth Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN P. MURDOCK. 

The bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Susan P. Murdock, mother of W: n 
Murdock, late a member of Company G, Thirtieth Regiment of Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTHER GOULD. 

The bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Esther Gould, late volunteer nurse during the war of 
the rebellion, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. W. BOYD. 

The bill (S, 3617) granting a pension to J. W. Boyd was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of J. W. Boyd, late of the Sixth Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONAS LEHMAN. 

The bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to Jonas Lehman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jonas Lehman, late of Company H, One hundred 
and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB ROGERS. 


The bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 


pany, i in the Sixteenth United States Infantry, war of 1812, to $50 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY JANE HARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Jane Harris, mother of George M. Har- 
ris, Company C, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH CLOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Clover, widow of A. S. Clover, 
late a private in Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment New York State 
Volunteers, at the rate of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROWLAND WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Rowland Ward, late private of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment New York Heavy Artillery, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

_ ERASMUS W. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Erasmus W. Jones, late chaplain of the Twenty- 
first Regiment United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J, ALEXANDER. 

The bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander was con- 
sidered as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, before 
the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five,” and insert ‘‘twelve;”? 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the npn eg ee to the provisions and lim- 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Alexander, an army nurse in 
the late war, and pay her at the rate of $12 per month, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed tothe considera- 
tion of executive business. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to give way for a few minutes. 
There were seven or eight pension bills reported to-day not yet reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are several yet remaining on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There do not seem to be any more on the copy 
of the Calendar I have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 24, Order of Business 2565. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar I have does not contain them, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are eight additional pension 
bills yet upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Very well, then; I shall reserve my motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

ELIZABETH HARPER. 

The bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harper was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Harper, widow of William 8. H. X 
late a private in Company G, One hundred and twenty-third Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Miller, of the city of Reading, Pa., late a 
private in Company B, Two hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. SUE B. JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
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the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson, widow of Gilbert M. L. Johnson, 
late colonel of the Thirteenth Regiment of Indiana Cavalry and briga- 
dier-general by brevet, to the sum of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without pr ria ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills yet remaining on the Cal- 
endar have not been sent from the Printer. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then of course they ean not be called up now. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr, COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes, as in Committee 
of the Whole, the consideration of the unfinished business, being Sen- 
ate bill 3401, concerning the Pacific railroads. The Senator from Mis- 
souri moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
P. W the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1899, at 12 
 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 25th day of January, 1889. 
UNITED STATES APPRAISER. 

Russell D. Wi of Maine, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Portland, in the State of Maine, to succeed Edward R. Pierce, 
whose resignation has been accepted. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER. 

Benjamin F. Chadbourne, of Maine, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise for the port of Portland, in the State of Maine, to succeed 
Russell D. Woodman, who has been nominated to be appraiser. 

POSTMASTER. 

Robert M. Branch, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county or 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Jesse F. Angell, 
resigned, 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 

Charles Francis Stokes, a resident of New York, to bean assistant 

surgeon in the Navy, to fill an existing vacancy in that grade. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 

First Lieut. James O’Hara, to be captain, November 30, 1888, vice 
Mount, resigned. 

Second Lieut. David J. Rumbough, to be first lieutenant, November 
30, 1888, vice O’Hara, promoted. 


First Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Otto L. Hein, to be captain, January 16, 1889, vice 
Hunter, ap ted major and judge-advocate. 


Second Lieut. Samuel C. Robertson, to be first lientenant, January 
16, 1889, vice Hein, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. George H. Paddock, to be captain, January 16, 1889, 
vice Davis, appointed major and judge-advocate. 
Second Lieut. Lester W. Cornish, to be first lieutenant, January 16, 
1889, vice Paddock, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut, John B. McDonald, to be first lieutenant, January 15, 
1889, vice Jouett, resigned. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Asher C. Taylor, to be captain, January 20, 1889, vice 
Graves, deceased. 
Second Lieut. John T. Thompson, to be first lieutenant, January 
20, 1889, vice Taylor, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Ormond M. Lissak, to be first lieutenant, January 16, 
1889, vice Craig, appointed captain and assistant quartermaster. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Eugene T. Wilson, of the Fifth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, December 4, 1888, vice Harmon, promoted. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Peyton C. March, to be second lieutenant, 
November 30, 1888, vice Rumbough, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 25, 1889. 
COLLECTORE OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


George Washington Hensel, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
John Tyler Campbell, of California, to be consul at Foo-Chow; 
John Darcey Connolly, of California, to be consul at Auckland, 
POSTMASTER. 
Robert 8. Adkins, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Missouri. 
MARINE-HOSPITAL SURGEONS, 


Preston H. Bailhache, of Illinois, to he a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 
John Vansant, of Virginia, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 


~Service of the United States. 


William H. H. Hutton, of Illinois, to be asurgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

Walter W. of Missouri, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

William H. Long, of Kentucky, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

Robert D. Murray, of Florida, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

Charles S. D. Fessenden, of New York, to be asurgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

George Purviance, of Pennsylvania, to be a surgeon in the Marins- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry W. Sawtelle, of Maine, to be asurgeonin the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

Hiram W. Austin, of Ohio, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

James M. Gassaway, of the District of Columbia, to be a surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

W. Stoner, of New York, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 

pital Service of the United States. 

John Godfrey, of Alabama, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

Charles B. Goldsborough, of Pennsylvania, to be a surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Fairfax Irwin, of the District of Columbia, to be a surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Frank W. Mead, of New York, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry R. Carter, of Maryland, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John Guitéras, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 

William A of New York, to bo a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Charles E. Banks, of Maine, to be a assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Duncan A. Carmichael, of New York, to be rah 0 ti assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Samuel T. Armstrong, of Missouri, to be a — assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 

Cyrus T. Peckham, of Massachusetts, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Robert P. M. Ames, of Massachusetts, to be a assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Spencer C. Devan, of Missouri, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

-Francis M. Urquhart, of New York, to be a 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United tates._ 

Parker C. Kalloch, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 

Arthur H. Glennan, of the District of Columbia, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Engene Wasdin, of South Carolina, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Stephen D. Brooks, of Massachusetts, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Joseph H. White, of Georgia, to be a passed assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Paul M. Carrington, of Maryland, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Louis L. Williams, of South Carolina, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

William D. Bratton, of South Carolina, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 

William P. McIntosh, of Maryland, the? oarostpggenmce SESON 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Seaton Norman, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

John B. Fattie, of Illinois, to be an assistant surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

William J. Pettus, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Frederic C. Heath, of Maine, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
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George M. Magruder, of New York; to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Thomas B, Perry, of Georgia, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. . 

Joseph J. Kinyoun, of Missouri, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Rell M. Woodward, of Indiana, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry T. Goodwin, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

George T. Vaughan, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Julius O. Cobb, of South Carolina, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. g 

James B. Stoner, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Arthur W. Condict, of New Jersey, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Gregorio M. Guitéras, of South Carolina, to bean assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Stephen H. Hussey, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry D. Geddings, of Alabama, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Charles P. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1889. 


The Housemetati2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

FORT ELLIOTT, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of 
an appropriation for the purchase of the site of Fort Elliott, Texas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF A FOREIGN VESSEL FREE OF DUTY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
in response to the resolution of the House, the correspondence in relation 
to the admission, free of duty, of a foreign vessel for dredging the main 
ship-channel, New York Harbor; which wasreferred tothe Committeeon 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST POINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of a board appointed to ascertain 
the value of a tract of land at West Point, proposed to be purchased 
for the use of the Military Academy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASES UNDER THE TWO-HUNDRED-DOLLAR LIMIT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with accompanying correspondence, a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers in regard to the proposed modification of 
section 3709 in the case of purchases under the $200 limit; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIP CHANNEL, JERSEY CITY AND ELLIS ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report 
of surveys fora ship channel between Jersey City and Ellis Island, 
New York Harbor, and between deep water of the Hudson River and 
Ellis Island; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, with the papers in each case, a schedule 
of Indian depredation claims determined between January 5, 1888, and 
January 1, 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT FUND, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a statement of expenditures trom the contin- 


gent fund of that Department for the fiscal year 1888; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 
CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 

of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying papers, the draught, 


and recommending the passage, of a joint resolution providing for as- 
certaining who are entitled to share in the appropriation made to se- 
cure to the Cherokee freedmen the proceeds of certain lands under the 
act of March 3, 1883. = E 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois will not 
insist upon his objection I would like to have that considered now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without knowing what it is I must demand the 
regular order, s 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution relating to the distribution 
of the amount of the appropriation of $75,000 for the benefit of the 
Cherokee freedmen heretofore made by Congress, which was laid before 
the House a day or two ago when objection was made to its consider- 
ation, and the gentleman from Arkansas asked that it be permitted to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PEEL. I renew the request that it continue to lie upon the 
table for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that, but demand the reg- 
ular order against the consideration. 


VARINA B. GAITHER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of finding of facts 
by the court in the case of Varina B. Gaither against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. , 

REPORT OF BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
dent of the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting the report of the Brightwood Railway Company for the year 
1888; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

THE BRIG FORTUNE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, referring to amended findings by the court in the 
spoliation case of the brig Fortune; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF FACT IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in certain 
cases; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BIG HORN AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3794) grant- 
ing to the Big Horn and Southern Railway Company the right of way 
through a part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana tory. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent to consider that now. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. TOOLE. Then I ask that it be allowed to remain on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

There was no objection. 

COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate resolution re- 
lating to the meeting of the two Houses to count the electoral vote; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Members of the House of Representatives. 

REPRINT OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
asks that the bill H. R. 11765, known as the river and harbor bill, 
be reprinted for the use of members. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 7 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave ofabsence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FRENCH, for five days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. SHERMAN, for two weeks, on account of business. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, for three days, on accountof important business. 

FUNERAL OF HON, JAMES N. BURNES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the following as the com- 
mittee appointed to attend the funeral of the late JAMES N. BURNES; 
Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri; Mr. C. H. MANSUR, of Missouri; Mr. 
W. H. WADE, of Missouri; Mr. D. B. HENDERSON, of Iowa; Mr. E, 


N. MORRILL, of Kansas; Mr. J. D. SAYERS, of Texas, and Mr, W. D, 


BYNUM, of Indiana. 
THE MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to reserve all points of order on that bill. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged mat- 
ter. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. [I call up for present consideration the bill S. 681. 

The SPEAKER. Itis a motion to reconsider if the Chair under- 
stands correctly. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is a motion to reconsider a vote taken at the 
last session of Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without knowing what it is, I raise the question 
of consideration against it, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

er bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B, Bur- 
ne! 


The SPEAKER. The House rejected the bill, and the gentleman 
desires to move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was rejected. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to state to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. STRUBLE] that I have been applied to on all sides to permit these 
requests for unanimous consent to be offered. It is my desire to move, 
some time between 4 and 5 o’clock, that the committee rise if the 
House will go on with the sundry civil appropriation bill, with a view 
of permitting these unanimous consents to presented to-day. It 
would be a great personal comfort to me if I could be allowed to go on 
with the sundry civil bill at once. 

Mr. STRUB. With that statement I withdraw the bill for the 
present, ifit can be considered to-day. 

The bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. On last Friday, as will be seen by the 
Recorp of Saturday, the bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Frances 
H. Plummer was reported favorably to the House, and by unanimous 
consent it was agreed that the previous question should be considered 
as having been ordered, and that it should come up in its regular order 
this morning immediately after the reading of the Journal. The ques- 
tion I desire to ask of the Chair is, Would not that be in order now ? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question was ordered on the pas- 

of the bill, it is, 
. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
the passage of the bill.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, then, calls up the 
bill the title of which he has named. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not care to interrupt the consid- 
eration of the appropriation bill this morning if this order can be con- 
tinued until some early day in the future, and that a vote be taken. 

The SPEAKER. It can be passed with the understanding that it 
shall not lose any privilege it now has. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will that affect all the bills upon 
which the previous question has been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. There are several bills on the Calendar which have 
been reported from the Committee of the Whole upon which the pre- 
vious question has not been ordéred. It will affect those upon which 
the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I consent that the bill may be passed 
with that understanding. 


‘The previous question was ordered on 


The bill was so passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the consideration of pri- 
vate business to-day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I object unless leave is given to file re- 
ports from committees. 


The SPEAKER. ‘This motion does not relate to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I propose to provide for that by a subsequent mo- 
tion. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now I ask unanimous consent that the morning 
hour be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having reports to make 
may have leave to file them with the Clerk. This being Friday, I do 
not know whether that will apply to private bills only 

The SPEAKER. As stated by the Chair in putting the question, it 
applies to all bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


JACOB WOLF. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to 
Jacob Wolf; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN LIMERIC. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension 
to Toha Tineti: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyin or- 
dered to be printed. ii Renee epee 
JOHN A. MARTINDALE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3960) granting a pension 
to John A. Martindale; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


HANNAH M’KEE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6886) granting a 
pension to Hannah McKee; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH JACKSON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from ,the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6411) granting a 
ension to Sarah Jackson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
le House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
EMILY CROSS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief 
of Emily Cross; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NANCY B. BROWN. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12282) ting a pen- 
sion to Nancy B. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE COLWELL. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12047) granting an 
increase of pension to George Colwell; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

GERTRUDE NORTHROP. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Northrop; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. KINSLOW. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8205) granting Fag to Mary A. Kinslow; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Prie 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTER GAVEN. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Ga- 
ven; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Eoma Calendar, and, with thẹ accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM FORD. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JULIA W. FREEMAN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12205) granting a pension to Julia W. 
Freeman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, orderd to be 
printed, 

W. W. WILSON. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wil- 
son; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. z 

D. G. RUMMEL. 

Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3109) granting a pension to D. G. Rummel; 
which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY, 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back favor- 

ably the bill (H. R. 11777) granting theright of way to the Fort Smith, 
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Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


+ MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12111) to establish a national 
military and naval museum in the city of Washington; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG'S BAY, OREGON. ; 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Rail- 
way Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a 
navigable stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Ward’s Ferry, La.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with Senate amendment the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden in the State of 
Alabama; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the creas Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, . 

CHRIST CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11817) vesting in the vestry of 
Christ Church, Washington Parish, in the District of Columbia, all of 
the right, title, and interest of the United States of America in and to 
square south of square one thousand and ninety-two in the city of Wash- 
ington, District aforesaid j which was referred to ihe Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, 

MARY K. ALLEN. 


Mr. L 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Alen; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNA HAARSTICK. $ 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12016) granting a pension to Anna Haar- 
stick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB E. GOUDY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8821) granting a pension to Jacob E. 
Goudy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the zee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin y - 

CHARLES G. SANDERS. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. 
Sanders; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 11767) to establish two additional land districts 
in the State of Nebraska; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. STOCKDALE also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re+ 
ported, as a substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 12385) to estab- 
lish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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IMPROVED STREET LETTER-BOXES, ETC. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12106) to au- 
thorize the Postmaster-General to advertise for and purchase improved 
street letter-boxes and locks and keys; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


LYDIA K. WHITE, 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to Lydia K. 
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROMEIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11957) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to levy an assessment on real estate in the District of 
Columbia for the purpose of taxation;’’ which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALPHURNIA WILLSON. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12227) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Calphurnia (Calfurny) Willson, widow of the late Stewart 
Willson, to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. If I yield to one gentleman I 
must yield to others. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation bills. 
The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Clerk read the pending paragraph as orig- 
inally reported in the bill and then the pending amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, and for wages 
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each, when employed, and 
for royalty, at not exceeding 1 cent per thousand impressions for use of steam 
plate-printing machines, $376,000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be ex- 
pended for printing United States notes of larger denominations than those that 


may be canceled or retired: led further, That there shall not bean increase 
of the number of steam plate-printing machines in the Engraving and Print- 


g Bureau. 
‘To which the following amendment is proposed by the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts [Mr. Lone]: 
Line 9, page 12, strike out the words “‘ onecent” and insert “fifty cents.” 


Tow the following amendment is proposed by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WHITE]: 

Amend the amendment by striking out “fifty cents” and preen “one dol- 
lar,” making the clause read: “and for royalty at not exceeding $1 per thou- 
sand impressions.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison the amendment to the amend- 
ment, offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us hear that amendment read: 

The Clerk again read the amendment offered by Mr. Lona. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that amendment now subject to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move to strike out ‘“‘fifty’’ and insert 
“ twenty-five.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair declared that the noes seemed 


‘to have it. 


Mr. LONG. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 56. 

Mr. LONG. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no -quorum has 
voted, the Chair willappoint to act as tellers thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lona] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER]. The question ison the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

The committee proceeded to divide by tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL (pending the division). Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
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mako a suggestion by which I think time may be saved. I AER 
that the proposition be considered as adopted and that we have a yea- 
and-nay vote upon it in the Honse. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course noagreement can be made by the com- 
iA that will bind the House, but perhaps an understanding can be 

ved at. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the amendment is adopted we shall have a 
right to have a yea-and-nay vote upon it in the House if demanded. 

The tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 85. 

So the amendment of Mr. Lone was rejected. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr, RANDALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. FARQUHAR, as fol- 


says: 

e 15, page 12, after the word “retired,” amend as follows: “Provided far- 
ther, ‘That no part of this propriation shall be used for the repair or recon- 
struction of steam pa eakas dpa presses.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve a point of order on that proposition. I 
would like to submit an amendment which was prepared by the late 
Mr. BURNES, and which, I think, the gentleman will accept, as it 
meets the contingency for which he wishes to provide. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rales New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. ALL. No, he does not withdraw it; but I wish this 
Ee ee as I think it reaches the point con- 
temp 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
read for information. 

The Clerk read as follow: . 

That unless the patentees of said steam-presses 
atready pai anes said presses shall Lorgan yoan vernment after the close 
bape the sah girne year. 


Mr. LONG. I desire to reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas been simply read for information. When 
it is regularly offered a point of order may be made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state the object of this amendment. If the 
paragraph as now fixed should become a law, this is designed to pre- 
vent the officers of the Government from putting such a construction 
on the contract as would extend it beyonda year. Thisis intended as 
a declaration by Congress that if the patentees do not accept the terms 
here provided no claim against the Government shall arise from the 
non-use of the machines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. FARQUHAR], which has been read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to; there 

yes 46, noes 41. 

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will now report the pending amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Tht Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after line 17, on 12, the following 

“And provided further, hat hereafter the name of each person whose portrait 
shall be placed on any of the plates for bonds, securities, notes, stamps, frac- 
tional or = ee currency of the United States shall be inscribed below such 
portraits. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to modify that amendment by inserting, 
after the word ‘‘notes,’’ the words “‘ silver certificates,” and such eer- 
tificates were intended to be comprehended in the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary question. 
‘There is a proviso beginning on line 15 forbidding any increase of the 
number of steam plate-printing machines. I wish to know whether 
that proviso has been read. I desire to raise a point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk read the entire paragraph, beginning 
with line 3 and concluding with line 17. 

r. BLAND: I wish to raise a point of order upon the proviso be- 
ing in line 15. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the point of order comes 
too late. That proviso was read when the bill was last under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BLAND. The amendments offered have all had relation to 
other portions of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The entire h was read when the bill 
was last under consideration, and when its consideration was resumed 
to-day was read again at the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL]. Therefore the Chair is of the opinion that the 
point of order comes too late. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I wish to move an amendment to strike out 
that proviso. 
` The CHAIRMAN.” The Chair will entertain that motion at the 
proper time. Is there any pigecon to permitting the gentleman from 

hio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to modify his amendment by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ notes’? the words ‘‘ silver certificates ?’’ "The Chair hears 
no objection, and the amendment will be so modified. 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio so far as I am concerned. It merely provides, as 
I understand, that the names of persons whose portraits are printed om 
notes, bonds, ete., shall be placed below such portraits. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is all; the amendment contains no other 
provision. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE as 
modified, it was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now effer the amendment which has already 
been read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the paragraph add the followin 

We cro That unless the patentees of raid s Arg ragrt ingens shall accept the 
$500 alread id as ery on each press, and the rate per thousand sheets 
herein ed, the said patna Ghali abs io mand ley thn Gorreceasent- Afide Use 
close o! the present fiscal year.” 

Mr. LONG. I raise a question of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
raises a question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. LONG. I submit that this proposition is very clearly a change 
of existing law. Under the law as existing to-day, the Secretary of 
the Treasury has a right to contract with the owners of this patent for 
its use; and he has done so. If this amendment should be adopted 
the law will be so changed that the Secretary can not contract with the 
owners of this patent unless he contracts at the rate of 1 cent per thou- 
sand impressions. To-day under the law, or under some provision of 
law, he has power to contract with the patentees at any price. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman if there is 
any general law aside from that referred to by the gentlemar’ from 
Illinois [Mr. LANDES] covering this point ? 

Mr. LONG. Iam not familiar with the law myself, but under the 
general law as it stands this contract may bo made, and the very best 
evidence of the existence of the law is that the contract has been made 
and recognized. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is no evidence; there may have been no 
authority to make it. 

Mr. LONG. And now you propose to pass a law forbidding the ex- 
ecution of that contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman refer the Chair to the law? 

Mr. LONG. I have said that I am not familiar with the law, but 
ae eee et ae existence is that the contract has been made 
and is recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed his inquiry to the point as 
to whether or not the Jaw under which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts makes his point of order was that referred to by the gentle- 
man from Ilinois Mr. LANDES], who submitted a point of order 
when this bill was last under consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isubmit that there is no lawexcept the law of 
the appropriation bill which authorizes the use of these steam-presses, 
There is no law authorizing the Secretary to make the contract. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. None whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. And itis a matter that rests with Congress and 
arose out of an appropriation of money in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is all. 

Mr. LONG. But, Mr. Chairman, admit for the sake of argument 
that there is no law—you are now making a new law, one which re- 
stricts the Secretary of the Treasury. That is necessarily new legisla- 
tion ; and it is a familiar principle in the application of our rules here 
that new legislation is not permitted upon appropriation bills, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
Chair to clause 3 of Rule XXI, which provides as follows: 


That no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or 
be in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
preg! by = unless in continuation ofappropriation for such public works and 
o! as are alread 


n pri nor ae A istin 

law be in order in any Bi iy dba aa tion bill bill orin. vision changing yid 

Now, sir, is it possible that with regard to the matter of printing the 
bonds, notes, and securities of the United States, a matter of such vital 
importance, that it is not competent for this House to say in an appro- 
priation bill whether it shall be done by machines or how it shall be 
done? wy, sir, that exception was put into our rules for the very 
purpose of allowing some latitude to the Committee on Appropriations 
in the preparation of such bills and in providing for objects already in 
progress. This is an cg already in progress. It is not questioned, 
I think, by any in that the printing of the notes and 
securities of the United States sak be executed in the best manner. 
Why, suppose the use of the pla ng presses was authorized by 
law, suppose there was pea ag of w for this contract, and we should 
understand that under that we were having the bonds 
and the notes of the United States counterfeited in a most notorious 
manner, would it be held for an instant that under that condition of 
things we would be powerless here to help ourselves? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Besides, this is simply a limitation on the expendi- 


ture, 
Mr. BLOUNT. And, as the gentleman from Indiana fur- 


suggests 
ther, it is simply a limitation upon the expenditure of the money. It 
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has been done in this way over and over again under our rules; and 
the right to do it, it seems to me, can scarcely be questioned. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwant to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia to the fact also that this contract was made under an appro- 
Se ee of that law shows that this was the 


Prov and 
att ag A pot of this sum tr ase used for the purchasing 
Now, that applied of course to the appropriations contained in that 
particular bill, or that portion of the appropriation that might be ex- 
pended for this purpose, and under that this payment was authorized. 
Fe i BLOUNT. And it only related to that single appropriation 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Onfy to that particular case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Georgia 
whether or not the only law this question is that found on page 
515 of the Statutesat Large, Ba a 24, in the sundry civil appropria- 
Wa ik of the lan Sarai yong, in which it appears as a proviso, as fol- 
ows: 

o ma: of 
Bg (ier fee aa 

Is that the only law? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the statement of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, to which he has just called attention. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the only law that I know of, and I do not 
think it sets out the power to make a contract such as has been sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks—— 

Mr. LANDES. In connection.with the question submitted by the 
Chair, I understand that since 1878 the appropriation bills have pro- 
vided for the payment of royalty for the. use of these steam printing- 

and this has been embraced in each succeeding appropriation 

ill without any limitation. I understand further, Mr. Chairman, 

that a contract was made in 1878 between the patentees and the Gov- 

ernment under which this royalty has been continuously paid from 
that time to this. 

The law referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in the ap- 
propriation bill was two years ago, I believe, and a contract was 
made between the Government and the patentees for the payment of 
$1 per thousand perfect impressions made on these ines as a roy- 
alty. The original contract, I think, was made with regard to the first 

and it has never been renewed, but has been recognized by the 
as being in force year after year, and has been accepted as the 
law governing this particular payment of royalty. Therefore, I sub- 
mit, in view of these circumstances, that the contract is a continuing 
one, and that it was so recognized by the Congress of the United States, 
an implied contract, and was accepted by Co: and is now in force. 
Otherwise it would become the duty of the Secretary of the Treasu 
to make a new contract every year for the use of the machines, whi 
construction I insist would be ridiculons. 

The CHAIRMAN. A question involving a contract under existing 
law is not a matter which the Chair feels called to pass upon. The 
Chair is unable to ascertain whether there is any other law than this 
provision in the sundry civil bill of last year. If that be trne—and no 
gentleman has suggested that there is any general law—the Chair will 
be compelled to overrule the point of order; because it is in the power 
of the House, under the rules, to place a limit upon this appropriation 
unless there be a general law to the contrary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not like the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANDES] to go without any expression of difference 
of opinion as to binding of the Government by these contracts. The 
difference of opinion between that stated by the gentleman from Illinois 
and the one I conceive to be the condition of things is wide and radical. 
I would never consent to that construction without dissent as to the 
pra which is claimed as resulting from the legislation of 1878, that 

t was a continuous contract. I maintain that the statute law doesnot 
provide for a continuous contract, and that it is not within the power 
of any Government officials to bind this Government in that way be- 
yond twelve months. 

The amendment of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

For en $ s A s 
a A A 
Becretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. FORAN. Imoveto strike out the last word, I rise, Mr. Chair- 
man, more for the purpose of making a correctionin the RECORD of last 
Wednesday’s proceedings than for the of addressing the com- 
mittee on this proposition. I desire the Clerk to read what I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A eommittee was appointed to look into the character of this work, and Ihave 
been solicitous to know, and I ask the question in all candor, whether all the 

ters in the burean felt absolutely free to testify over there, as they would 
ve done had it not been fora reign of terror established, if there was a reign 
of terror, and I do not say there was? 

Mr. Forax. By Mr. Graves or by the Knights of Labor, which? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Oh, my friend— 

Mr. Forax. Who has the right to discharge over there? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We have nearly reached a condition of in this coun- 
try when nobody has the mght to discharge and no individual the right to em- 
ploy an American freeman without permission of some society. [Applause.] 

Mr. Foran. I am glad of it. 


Mr. FORAN. I now ask that the Clerk read the transcript of the 
original official notes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Forax. Who has the right to oe H over there? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, We have n a condition of things in thiscoun- 
try when nobody has the right to discharge. 

Mr. FORAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be noted that in this 
colloquy my colleague simply says this: 

We have nearly reached a condition of things in this country where nobody 
has the right to harge. 

And to that I replied: 

Iam glad of it. 

As this colloquy appears in the RECORD, however, there is this in- 
terpolation: 

And no individual the right to employ an American freeman without the 
permission of some society. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Foran] if he is aware of the fact that Mr. BUTTERWORTH is ab- 
sent? 2 

Mr. FORAN. ITinformed Mr. BUTTERWORTH yesterday that I in- 
tended to call attention to this matter. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Would it not be better to wait until 
he is present? 

Mr. FORAN. I am not going to say anything derogatory of Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. ` The interpolation was no doubt made inadvertently 
and without design to place me in a false position. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Why not wait until this afternoon or 
to-morrow? 

Mr. FORAN. I desire to correct the RECORD now. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman think he can suc- 
ceed better now than if Mr. BUTTERWORTH were present? If he does, 
then I would suggest that he can go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. FORAN. I decline to be interrupted. I desire to be placed 
right on the record. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iam informed that Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
is before the Supreme Court and unable to be here, and I think itis 
unfair to call it up at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ifthe gentleman declines to be inter- 
rupted I suppose he will have to go on. 

Mr. FORAN. The only fault I find is, what is here stated, to wit, 
tand no individual the right to employ an American freeman without 
permission of some society ° was not uttered by my colleague, and of 
course my reply could not apply to it. No such colloquy occurred, 
and all that I desire is that what my colleague did say shall appear. 
What I said was, that I was glad to see that we have nearly reached a 
condition of things in this country in which employers had almost 
lost the right to discharge men. WhatI had reference to was the fact, 
the notorious fact, well known everywhere, that employers do dis- 
charge men because they are American freemen, and because they ex- 
ercise the rights of American freemen; ‘because they belong to labor 
organizations, and because, frequently, they exercise the rights of 
American freemen as to how they shall vote. Thatis allI said. Of 
course I never meant to say that I was glad we lad reached a condition 
in which no individual had the right to employ anybody except by 
permission of some society. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Repairs of light-houses: For repairing, rebuilding, and improving light- 
houses and buildings, for improvements iA Anae peer therewith; for 
establishing and repairing pier-head lights; for illuminating apparatus and 
machinery to replace that already in use, and for incidental expenses relating 
to these various objects, $300,000. 

Mr. ADAMS, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Page 13, line 6, after the word “ therewith,” insert “including the erection of 
oil-houses and other inexpensive structures that may be uired for the stor- 
age and care of lic property at or near light-houses; and in line 9 strike out 
“$300,000” and $400,000." 


Mr.RANDALL. Upon that I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. That amendment proposes to authorize the con- 
struction of oil-houses not now authorized by law. If any one will read 
the estimates, he will find that of the four hundred thousand there in- 
cluded, $50,000 was intended to be used for the erection of oil-houses 
at light-houses. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not a point of order. Iam perfectly willin; 
to modify the amendment so as to reduce the amount to $350,000, bu 
I hope the point of order will not be made. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want to make the point of order against 
this proposition, because I wish to fairly consider what amount of money 
is really necessary for this purpose. 
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Mr. ADAMS. For oil-houses? 

s Mr. RANDALL. Both as to oil-houses and as to repairs to light- 
onses. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me tostate my im- 
pression, which may perhaps bear upon the point of order. I under- 
stand that for several years last past we have been trusting to mineral 
oils in place of lard oil for our light-houses, and that these oil-houses 
are greatly needed because the mineral oil is more bulky and more 
dangerous than the other, and -ought not to be kept in the light- 
houses. Now, my information is that this plan of constructing these 
houses is not new; that about fifty such oil-houses have been already 
constructed, and tbat nearly five hundred of them will be needed in 
the course of years to complete the system. 

Mr. RANDALL. In that connection I want to say that whatever 
houses of this kind may have been heretofore constructed have been 
constructed out of a general fund, if I am correctly advised. Last 

ear, however, the appropriation bill contained a clause appropriating 
$18,600 for the construction of oil-houses, at a cost not to exceed $500 
each, # 

The estimate was that the necessary structures would cost about 
$1,200 each, but upon examination the committee determined that 
$500 was adequate to erect a suitable building for this purpose. Iam 
advised thatthe amount, $15,000, so appropriated, would have con- 
structed about thirty oil-houses, and also that none of that $15,000 has 
been expended. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say to the gentleman that so far as the proper 
cost of these oil-houses is concerned, if the committee really think it 
ought not to exceed $500, they may know better than I. That is a 
question, however, which relates to the merits of the proposition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Thecommittee rose informally; and a message from theSenate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced the adoption of the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
of the death of Hon. James N. BURNES, late a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House providing for 
the appointment of a select committee to take order for superintending the 
RRA PE escort the remains of the deceased to the place of burial; and that 
the committee on the part of the Senate be appointed by the President pro tem- 


The President pro tempore appointed Mr. Vest, Mr, COKE, and Mr. TELLER, 


The message also announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 11604) to 
amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers, in Tennessee, 
with amendments; requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. VEST, 
Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. HARRIs. 

The message further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 9061) 
to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenue, with an amendment, and requested a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. DocKERY in 
the chair. 

Mr, ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have here acopy of a letter from the 
Light-House Board to the Secretary of the Treasury, which, if I were 
to have it read now, would perhaps be regarded as discussion upon the 
merits of the proposition rather than upon the point of order. 

Mr. RANDAL do not object to its being read. I have received 
so many communications from that board that I do not think the read- 
ing of one or two more will hurt. [Laughter] 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of order? 
Mr. RANDALL. No, sir, I do not withdraw it until I ascertain 
whether we can arrive at an harmonious arrangement. Perhaps that 


is ble. 
he Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE Licut-Hovuse BOARD, 
‘ashington, January 23, 1889. 

Sm: The board desires to call your attention to the following item contained 
in H. R. bill No. 12008, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pu: 8 

“ Repairs of light-houses: For repairing, rebuilding, and improving light- 
houses and buildings; for improvements to grounds connected therewith; for 
establishing and repairing pier-head lights; for illuminating apparatus and 
machinery to replace that already in use, and for incidental expenses relating 
to these various objects, $300,000,” 

The amount asked by the board for this purpose (see Estimate Book, page 
197) was $400,000, but there was included among the detailed objects to which it 
was intended to apply these funds “the erection of oil-houses and other inex- 
pensive structures.” It is noticed that the bill os preasan by the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations makes no provision of this kind, and it appears to 
have been the opinion of the framers of the bill that by removing this item 
they 2a ae reduce the amount asked for by one fourth. This is not by any 
means the case, and the amount that it is now proposed to appropriate is far 
below the actual needs of the service. 

It should be remembered that the appropriations for this object have for sev- 
eral years past been inadequate. It been with the greatest difficulty that 
the board has been able to get through the year without serious accidents and 
losses, because of the ee condition in which important structures are left. 
It is true that repairs can be delayed, but this is invariably bad economy, as it 
leads to the rapid deterioration and destruction of the buildings, The amount 
asked for this purpose has constantly increased for several years past, not only 
because of the natural increase in the service (amounting to from twenty to 
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fifty new structures yearly), but also from the neglect which has been caused 
by the failure of Congress i make adequate appropriations. 

„It may be said that there has been stored up an annual deficiency of a con- 
siderable amount and of an alarming character, bearing compound interest. 

The result of this policy has been that the board has found it necessary to 
ask for an appropriation of $633,439.40 to complete the service for the present 
how (See or reer for Deficiencies, Ex. Doc. No. 71, Fiftieth Congress, second 
seasion, page 5. 

The situation at present is even more embarrassed than it was at the time the 
deficiency was asked for. There is now in the Treasury to the credit of this ap- 
propriation the sum of $129,873.28, while against this are requisitions of officers 
still to be filled oman | to more than $220,000. A deficiency appropriation is 
therefore urgently needed and should be made at the earliest possible moment, 

In case this is made the total appropriated for the present year will be $368,- 
439.49. It is hoped that this will put the buildings and grounds of the Light- 
House Establishment in a fair condition, and that the amount then reqni for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 18%, can be reduced to $350,000, 
exclusive of oil-houses and similar structures. Should Congress conclude to 
allow the building of these much-needed structureg the sum of $400,0.0 origi- 
nally asked by the board will be required. 

The board earnestly requests that you will call the immediate attention of 
Congress to the importance not only of appropriating the sum of $68,439 40 as a 
deficiency for the fonrce year, but also to increasing the item of $300,000 now 
in the sundry civil bill to at least $350,000 for the service of the next fiscal year, 

The constant expansion of the Light-House Establishment makes it necessary 
to increase year by year this appropriation, which is the sole means for coups 


the buildings and unds of an extensive servicein order. Yet the sum w. 
it is now pro; to appropriate is actually less than that appropriated five 
years 


ago. 
Respectfully, yours, 
S. 0. ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral United States Navy, Chairman, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. ADAMS. Perhaps if this proposition was modified so as to 
limit the cost of each oil-house, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
I understand that the normal 
cost of a structure of this kind is $1,500; but if the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has a definite opinion on that point, I do no. know enough 
about the matter to put my opinion against theirs. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senate and the House agree, I think, with- 
out any controversy whatever, that $500 is fully sufficient for the con- 
struction of one of these oil-houses; in some cases the cost ought to be 
less, in no case greater. On behalf of the committee I make this point 
of order against entering upon any new structure, because the provision, 
when offered on a bill of this kind, comes in conflict with the rules of 
the House. It should properly emanate from some other committee 
than the Committee on Appropriations. There are already provided 
for by law thirty of these structures; and we are told that their erec- 
tion will not be entered upon, if I remember correctly, until spring. 
We have thought, therefore, it would be proper to see what the plan is 
before making any appropriation beyond the $15,000 already appro- 
priated. It seems to me there is reason in this view. 

Now, I want to be understood that this is a separate and distinct 
ae from the question of repairs, which will be entered upon after- 
ward. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that. But although I think it per- 
fectly competent for the gentleman, when we come to the merits of the 
proposition, to move to modify my amendment, yet if he says that 
provision was made last year for the construction of a number of these 
oil-houses—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Fifteen thousand dollars was appropriated for 
thirty oil-houses. 

Mr, ADAMS. Iam curious to know under what clause of the rules 
he now makes this point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. My point of order is that there is no law for enter- 
ing upon the construction of these oil-houses. 

r. REED. Did not the other bil! so provide? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not remember neat the point of order was 
made in that case or not, 

Mr. REED. Why should the gentleman from Pennsylvania make 
the point of order now if he did not make it then? 

Mr. RANDALL, I have said that I did not wish to make the point 
of order if I could avoid it. I only wish to have the position of the 
committee thoroughly understood—that we should not give $65,000 
for this purpose when $15,000, already given for a similar purpose, is 
unexpended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido. 

Mr. REED. Iwould like the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state 
what his point of order is. 

Mr. RANDALL. That this amendment proposes in specific lan. 
guage to enter upon various structures not now authorized by law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let the gentleman point out the particular clause in 
the rules with which he thinks this proposition comes in conflict. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is not a public work authorized by law. 

ae ADAMS. Let the gentleman refer to the clause and the para- 
grap 

Mr. REED. If the construction of oil-houses is contrary to law, 
how have these others been built? 

Mr.RANDALL. The others are specifically provided for. This is 
a proposition to make a general law which would permit any part of 
the sum of $400,000 embraced in the gentleman’s amendment to be 
expended in this way. These are entirely new structures. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Ifit is conceded that there is no law authoriz- 
ing the construction of oil-houses the Chair must, of course, sustain the 
point of order. 

Mr. REED. Ido not concede that by any means. A light-honseisa 
public work, and requires certain appurtenances. Among other things 
it requires oil; and if for purposes of economy or superior efficiency 
the mode of furnishing oil and the kind of oil are at any time changed, 
surely the right to provide suitable receptacles for the use of the new 
substances employed would be included in theright to maintain thelight- 


n 
house in its highest state of efficiency. There can be no doubt about 


that. The gentleman from Pennsylvania admits that other oil houses 
have already been built; and if they have been built in defiance of law, 
it is very singular, because I have found that the Departments of this 
Government, instead of acting in defiance of law in the expenditure of 
money, are in most cases unwilling to go to the extenf of the law in 
that respect. 

Mr. RANDALL. These structures have not been built. If the Chair 
will permit me, I will illustrate just exactly what I mean. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to say that several oil structures had been constructed? 

Mr. RANDALL. Specifically, the number and amount to be ex- 
pended. It is true we have a Congressional Library, and suppose it is 
universally conceded further accommodations are necessary in that con- 
nection. It will not be pretended it is necessary to pass a separate act 
to allow that additional accommodation. 

Mr. REED. I will take that same example. There could not be a 
better one. We have a Congressional Library, and a certain sum isap- 
prepriated for that Library. Does he mean to say we could not have 
extra service if a more advantageous system of shelving was discoy- 
ered, and if money was appropriated for it it could not be expended for 
that purpose? 

Here is the main thing, something plainly authorized by law—that 
is, a light-house, the object of which is to give the most efficient pro- 
tection to sailors. Does he mean if a better light will do that more 
satisfactorily than a worse light where the light-house has been using 
a sca tage heer not by operation of the statute, but in theexercise 
of a wise discretion, if they purpose now to use a different material, 
in order to use that different material they have to build a different 
receptacle when this use of another material will increase efficiency? 
Surely that is not within the meaning of the rules of this House, 

Mr. ADAMS rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iadmitsomething might beadded to and expended 
in that connection which would require additional accommodation in 
the Co! ional Library. But here is a different structure proposed. 

Mr, ADAMS. Not necessarily. 

Mr. REED. And it becomes absolutely necessary to accomplish that 
result to authorize these oil structures —— 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman refers to my amendment he will 
find—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order we may understand 
this matter I ask the Clerk to read the clause which provides for the 
erection of these thirty structures for which money was given, and it 
mas seen the law did not provide for any general system of structures 
at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Oil-houses for light-stations: For establishing isolated houses at light-stations 


for the storage of mineral oil, $15,000; Provided, That no oil-house erected here- 
under shall exceed $500 in cost. 


Mr. REED. That shows conclusively there is no law against this, 
otherwise the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in pursuance of that stern 
sense of duty which actuates him at this session, would have it put out 
no doubt. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say the language which the gentleman seeks to 
insert necessarily involves new legislation and the entering upon a 
new plan for the construction of these oil-houses, which should come 
from some other committee. 

Mr. REED. Itis impossible the Committee on Appropriations would 
have attempted to sanction in this way a proposition contrary to the 
rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
against the amount? 

Mr. RANDALL. Against the language itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what respect? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis new and different from that for the current 
year. 

Mr. ADAMS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will pass upon the question, unless 
the gentleman from Illinois wishes to be heard further. 

Mr. ADAMS, I hope the Chair will not be misled by the use of 
the word ‘‘house,’’? ‘‘Oil-house”’ is no more than the use of the word 
“house” with the word “‘ powder” attached to it, for a powder-houseis 
merely an appurtenance of a fortification. So it is with an oil-house, 
which is a necessity for a light-house, and just as necessary inside as 
outside of the light-house. It is simply a big building partly sunk 
in the ground for the storage of oil, and is a mere appurtenance to the 
main building. 


Mr. REED. It is, in other words, a big oil-can. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no; but a large structure. 

Mr. REED. Nothing but a big oil-can. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is quite a different thing; it is a structure for 
the storage of oil-cans. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, every one of these light-houses was 
established by authority of law. A light-house establishment consists 
not only of the tower which contains the light itself, but also, and 
ily, a keeper’s house and a boat-house at least. There isnota 
single light-house now in existence but which was when authorized 
by law simply authorized as a light-house, and there is not one of them 
which does not contain, as I have said, at least the keeper’s house and 
the boat-honse. 

Now an oil-house is simply an appurtenance to a light-house estab- 
lishment, and as much, certainly, a part of the light-house as the keep- 
er’s house and the boat-house; and it seems tome that by the decisions 
heretofore made under this rule this should be considered as a work 
already in progress under authority of law. It has been, for example, 
held here that the Committee on Naval Affairs couldintroduce in their 
appropriation bill under the rule a provision making an appropriation 
for the construction of a new naval vessel, and for the reason thatthere 
was authority of law for anaval establishment, the new vessel being a 
part of the naval establishment. This is a case of the same character. 

The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of individual opinion, the Chair be- 
lieves that the view presented by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is the correct view, 
and should be the practice of the House, But the Chair feels com- 
pelled under the practice of the House to sustain the point of order if 
insisted upon, although he does so with hesitation and dowbt. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, with regard to the general features of the sery- 
ice, I have another letter to which I desire to call attention, and I ask 
to have it read. 

Mr. RANDALL. In this connection I wish to say that I make no 
point of order on the question of repairs. I want to come to a right 
view und action in this matter because of subsequent information that 
came to the committee, and I really would not have objected to the 
proposition for the oil-houses if any of the thirty heretofore ordered 
had been completed or commenced. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman can amend the provision by a proviso. 
I have no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Until we have begun work upon the thirty al- 
ready authorized, I think such propositions as that suggested by the 
gentleman from Illinois should wait. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, of course—— 

Mr. RANDALL. And I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the point of order is overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated a in accordance with the 
practice of the House the Chair would compelled to sustain the 
point of order, although with hesitation and doubt. 

Mr. REED. I understand that the Chair sustained the point of or- 
der, but with reluctance, which is a yery good beginning in the right 
direction, and shows that the Chair’s head is nearly as good as his 
heart. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will imitate the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I shall imitate the Chair, of course, in all good re- 
spects, which is in almost all respects. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. ADAMS. The point of order being sustained, it would there- 
fore strike out the first part of the amendment., - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the point of order to be 
directed only to the first clause of the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I will withdraw the amendment and offer an- 
other, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 13, line 9, strike out ‘* $300,000" and insert " $350,000.” 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read a state- 
ment of expen:es for the present year in this department, which I ob- 
tained a week ago from the Light-House Board. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 


Statement of expenditures made from the appropristion for repairs of light- 


houses, 1889, with estimates of amounts required for the remainder of the 
year. 


52, 463. 87 
62,222. 00 


879, 340. 80 


The appropriation was $300,000, the same sum as that for next year in the 
sundry civil bill. 

The board has asked for a deficiency appropriation this year, and, if no in- 
crease is made in the sum mentioned in the sundry civil bill, a still greater de- 
ficiency will be required next year 

From twenty-five to fifty new light-houses are added yearly, yet the appro- 
priation allowed to keep them in order is actually less than was allowed six 
years ago. 


‘Mr. ADAMS. It will be observed that there will be deficiencies this 
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year and also next year, and in fact for every year, as there has been 
for several years past, 

Mr, RANDALL. If the gentleman will allow a statement I think 
we can perhaps reach an understanding. When the amount was fixed 
at $300,000 by the committee the fact was recognized that, there never 
had been a deficiency applied for. 

Mr, ADAMS. ‘That there never had been? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; for several years, with asingle exception, 
the amount has been $300,000, and there has never been a deficiency 
applied for or given. 

r. ADAMS, Up tothe present year? 

Mr. RANDALL, This year we had, subsequent to reporting the 
_ bill, a deficiency asking for $68,000. That, however, has never been 
considered by the Appropriations Committee at all, and it is not known 
that it is required, though the deficiency estimate was submitted. We 
were confronted with the fact that no deficiency had ever existed in 
the years past, but in view of the facts, part of which the gentleman 
has presented, and after a conversation with the individual members 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I feel authorized myself to pro- 
pose an increase here to the amount of $25,000, which is a large in- 
crease over last year. 

Mr, ADAMS, But the gentleman is aware that it has stood at $300,- 
000 for several years, and that every year we add twenty or twenty- 
five new light-houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. I realize that fact, and the committee in view of 
it have suggested this quite large increase. 

Mr. ADAMS, ‘That means a deficiency next year. 

Mr. REED. If the evidence on which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has acted is so good as to warrant him in raising this amount 
$25,000, it certainly ought to be good enough to induce the House to 
give $25,000 more, 

Mr. RANDALL. Simply because the gentleman wants to adopt 
the rule of going a little better. 

Mr, REED. ere is a deficiency of $68,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no deficiency in fact. 

Mr. ADAMS. There will be. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. They want $68,000 to spend. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says there was a deficiency asked for. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is an additional amount asked. , 

Mr. REED. How could a deficiency be asked for if it does not 
exist? 

Mr. RANDALL. They want an additional $68,000. They could 
make new contracts. Not a dollar beyond that has been embarked in 
any particular. They can not go beyond the amount appropriated for 
the present year. 

Mr. REED. What are the items? 

Mr. RANDALL. That would have to go to a deficiency ? 

Mr. REED. I have a vague impression thata statement made to me 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania shows that there ought to be a de- 
cided increase this year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, $25,000 is a decided increase. 

Mr. REED. Six years ago it was $300,000. Since then this country 
has been eenaa from twenty to fifty light-house buildings per annum, 
and a ea yee y improvements are going on in the service. 

ALL. The gentleman been growing and yet he has 
not ESEN any more expenditure. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I 
doannually. And where they have asked for an increased expenditure 
of $68,000 over six years the increase ought to be more than $25, 000 
inall thistime. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been singularly 
unfortunate in his illustrations this morning. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwas, I thought, quite at home this morning. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Whether the amount ought to be increased $25,000 
or $50,000, I wish to show that the statement of the expenses here sub- 
mitted is not unreasonable, 

Mr. RANDALL, The expenditure of the $68,000 has not been en- 
tered upon. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me read these items of the estimate for the re- 
mainder of the year, and let the gentleman from Pennsylvania say 
which of the expenses is unnecessary: 


For repairs urgent and needed, one hundred Sa three thousand and odd 
doliars; for repairs not urgent, Dut pramsers: 5 ;, salaries, — $52,000; 
maintenance of tenders employed in transporting rarai oesi $52,000, 


Now, where is there anything that the gentleman can say is unrea- 
sonable ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot say what is unreasonable from the re- 
cital of the figures in that way. ‘The subcommittee on deficiencies 
will hereafter investigate these necessities in connection with the work. 
I would not like to express an opinion now whether they are necessary 
or unnecessary. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thisis for the next fiscal year, which must necessarily 
þe provided for. There will be an increase of $25,000 in this year. I 
think that we ought to have $350,000 at least for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. RANDALL. The expenditures for the first half of this year 
show that $300,000 isadequate.. There has been an expenditure of one- 
half of it. Now, for the second half of this year there is half of the 
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amount given, and yet they come in and ask for $68,000 deficlen 
that they have in no way entered upon the expenditure of, and wey fl 
Government is in no way involved. If the gentleman desires us sa 
make this appropriation exclusively on the estimates I want to sa; 
we do not ever do that, because if we did this Light-House Foteblich: 
ment in its original estimates asks for $2,200,000; and of the letters that 
are offered I may say that they would indicate a desire to persist in 
these re 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is mistaken in that half of 
this appropriation was expended in the first six months. The letter 
that he has before him is for five, not six months. One-half of this 
amount has been expended in five months, 

Mr. RANDALL. Up to the 7th of December, and that included 
the saummer—from July 1 up to the fall, when frost begins—which is 
about the time they would be likely to expend more money. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the estimates made for the balance of the 
year are $229,000? 

Mr. RANDALL. They have no contracts in excess “of the amount 
appropriated. 

fr, ADAMS. The gentleman will remember that in the part of the 
country which I represent, which is the wintry part of the country, 
that work would cease from December until April. A part of the 
work of the winter months is to make contracts for the following year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the ameniment. 

Mr. REED. I thinka wae ought to be said on this general sab- 
ject. It is not what we ought to expend, but what has already been 
expended. During the time that I have been amember of this House 
here I have never at any time heard any complaint of extravagance 
made against the Light-House Board. 

It is a board entirely divorced from politics in every way. There is 
no method by which any prejudice can arise with regard to those who 
have charge of these affairs. Now, the expenditures which they have 
already made for five months are $150,000, and at that rate they need 
at least $350,000 per year. As they very properly say, there can be 
no worse policy i in the world than refusal tomake necessary repairs; ye 
that isa policy which the Committee on Appropriations, it seems to 
me, have allowed themselves to lapse into to too greatan extent, The 
result has been a saving of money in ap which has not been a 
saving in reality, and it seems to me very much like what is known in 
common parlance as ‘‘skinning’’ a railroad; the dividends look well 
and the accounts look well, butthe road looks bad. [Laughter.] So 
buildings like light-houses, like court-houses, and other property of 
the United States in many instances have been allowed to iat agate 
and that has been called ‘‘economy.” But it is a great mistak 

The complaints that are made all over the United States on this sub- 
ject are of such a character that they ought to be heeded by Congress. 
Attention ought to be paid to the actual and real situation. Now the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has himself stated cer- 
tain facts which are directly in the line of the argument that I am making. 
He admits that this amount which he appropriates should have been 
appropriated six years ago. During that period of six years at least 
two hundred light-houses must have been built, and a certain other 
number of light-houses must have fallen into a condition demanding 
repair, and we have the statement of the parties in charge that $103,- 
000 is actually needed for repairs, and that $11,000 more ought to be 
expended, Is there anything except the necessities and exigencies of 
the service which would have induced the Light-House Board to make 
this appeal to Congress over the head of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? Then again the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by offering 
000, has declared, ina manner which must have impressed this House, 
the absolute necessity of increasing the appropriation, and if you are 
going to increase it, why not increase it in accordance with authentic 

gures instead of in " accordance with the vague conjectures of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RANDALL. According to the figures which are presented by 
the Light-House Board, the result of the six ? accumulation of re- 
pairs is that $68,000 is needed. That would show, according to my 
arithmetic, an a requirement of about $10,000 each year in ex- 
cess of the amount given, Now, although that statement shows that 
these accumulated repairs not heretofore provided for press only 
about $10,000 or $11,000 a year, I have suggested an increase for the 
next fiscal year of $25,000. 

Mr. REED. The argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
an argument which is necessarily snicidal. If he believes that the 
$68,000 deficiency is over six years, and that it indicates a need 
of only $10,000 a year, this House knows him too well to suppose that 
he would propose an increase of $25,000. Hence it is perfectly evident 
that his argument has not convinced himeelf. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to be protected to some little d from 
this constant criticism about ‘‘illiberality ” in giving away the money 
of the Government, as contradistinguished from giving away my own. 

Mr. REED. And yet I am sure that the peed aidan 4 from Pennsy]- 
Caan would not, for the purpose of getting himself a reputation for 

iberality— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, I lost that long agoand have never attempted 
to recover it. oa git 

Mr. REED. I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
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lvania, even for that purpose, would not consent to ropriate 
$35,080, or $15,000, if he thought that only $10,000 was ; soit 
is perfectly evident that his ent has not convinced „ and 


if it has not convinced him ought it to convince the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the $25,000 is ample, and I have so 
stated. I say further that there has never been illiberality on the 
partof this House in connection with the Light-HouseService. On the 
contrary, there have been appropriations up to the point of making 
our light-houses, as far as human skill could make them, points of 
safety for the mariners of the world, and this Government, unlike 
most governments, has never adopted the system of making a 
for such service upon the shipping of the world. The ee upon 
which the constituency of the gentleman from Ilinois ADAMS] 
is situated is the best-lighted sheet of water in the world, to the credit 
of the gentleman himself and of others who have preceded him here. 
So, too, the river upon which my own district is situated, is, I am ad- 
vised, the best-lighted river in the world; and in proof of that I may 
mention that captains of vessels assert that it is safer at night than in 
the daytime. Therefore, I do not want this House to entertain for a 
moment the idea that there has ever been in the of the 
United States or in any of the committees of this House the least illib- 
erality towards the Light-House Establishment. ` 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to my colleague [Mr. RanDALL]—— 

Mr. RANDALL, LI yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to my colleague on the committee, in con- 
nection with the remarks he has already made, that all this department 
asked for this service for 1887 in the estimate two years ago, was $310,- 
000. Now it isasking for $400,000, an increase of nearly 33} per cent. 

Mr. REED. They are asking $50,000 of that for oil-houses-—a prop- 
osition which has heen rejec by the House. The actual increase 
in the direction of which the gentleman speaks is only $40,000. 

Mr. RYAN. But that is a most remarkable increase in two years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It shoul be remembered that from twenty to 
forty new light-houses are established every year. 

Mr. RYAN. I agree with my colleague on the committee that there 
ought to be an increase;.and evidently, in view of the deficiency ap- 
propriations which are asked for, the amount as here reported should be 
enlarged. Iam not certain that an increase of $25,000 is sufficient; but 
I do say that an increase of $50,000, making over $300,000 in two years 
for this service in its ordinary expenditures, is a little exorbitant. 

Mr. ADAMS. Why ? 

Mr. REED. Ifthe gentleman from Kansas concedes that $25,000 is 
not enough, will he consent to $35,000? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes; I will agree myself to $35,000. 

Mr. REED. I simply want the House to understand the situation 
as it now is. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
barre. Nee the manifest weight of argument on this subject, has sug- 
gested that there should be an increase of $25,000-— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, I was prepared to assent to that before I heard 
the weighty arguments of the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. REED. Upon being asked his reason for preferring $25,000 
rather than $50,000, the gentleman announces that it is because the 
figures show that only $10,000 should be given. Upon being further 
p he announces that the reason why $25,000 should be given is 
that he is a liberal-minded man. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think I said that. 

Mr. REED. On being pressed still farther as to his reasons, the 
gentleman announces that he takes this position because the lake which 
the gentleman from Chicago represents is the best-lighted lake in the 
world. Being still farther pressed, he states that his reason is because 
the Committee on Appropriations is generally liberal. Now, the result 
of all this, when you come to ‘‘simmer it down” to the exact proposi- 
tion, is that he asks us to accept his idea that perhaps there ought to 
be $25,000 additional appropriated; and he gives no figures to support 
this view as against the recommendation of the Light-House Board, 
which has given definite figures as to the amount of money it wants and 
the subject for which it wants it. The Light-House Board proposes a 
certain sum, and gives the figures in support of it; the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania proposes another amount; and upon the endeavor of the 
House to get his reasons, he has given reasons which I think the House 
will admit I have carefully and accurately and respectfully stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idonotat all agree that the gentleman’s analysis 
of my reasons is either fair, or (if the gentleman will not take offense), 
I will say, truthful. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. The House has heard both of us, and I must leave to 
it the question of accuracy as between us. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have in this matter, as in regard to appropria- 
tions for charities and for works of science, overstepped what I would 
myself be disposed to do in the way of expenditure of the public money. 
I am satisfied that the House will be quite safe in fixing $25,000 as the 
amount of increase over the appropriations of the last five years for 
this item. 

Mr. REED. Suppose we should compromise on the amount sug- 
gene by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN], your colleague on 

committee— $35, 000. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam not willing to monpemniinn, hooia the gen- 
tleman always wants the of the comp! 

Mr. RE Certainly; that is the position of the righteous man 
always; he wants the earth. 

Mr. RANDALL. In this matter I would prefer to proclaim my 
righteousness in the closet rather than in public places, 

Mr. REED. Idil not hear the last remark of the gentleman. 
the gentleman from Kansas suggests $35,000; and he is a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Tiare no authority from the majority of the com- 
mittee toassent to any amendment in excess of $25,000; and Iam here 
as the representative of the committee. ` 

Mr. REED. Let us vote first on $50,000; and if that should be voted 
down, we will afterwards vote on $35,000. Perhaps we may compro- 
mise on that. 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate on this propo- 
sition is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend by striking out the las word. I 
wish to say that if the Northern lakes are the best-lighted waters in 
the world they ought to be, because—— 

Mr. RAND. I do not object to that. I have only cited the 
fact as proof that there has been no illiberality in this matter on the 
part of Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to remind the gentleman that in this very bill 
his committee has proposed appropriations for certain new lights on 
those lakes. 

Mr. RANDALL. In obedience to law. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is true; but it shows that the demands of the 
Light-House Service are constantly increasing; and I believe they are 
increasing in far greater ratio than intimated by the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the necessities of the service have presented 
themselves from time to time the number of light-houses has been in- 
creased. IfI remember aright, there are hardly 5 miles of coast on 
that lake that have not been lighted. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘True; because a vessel navigating that lake must 
necessarily be near the shore; and there is greater danger of shipwreck. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only cite that as a contradiction of the assump- 
tion that there has ever been any illiberality on the part of Congress 
in regard to this service. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman overlooks the fact that the needs of 
the service are constantly increasing; and, as I believe, are increasing in 
more than arithmetical ratio. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to move the amendment Songea by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, to make this increase $35,000 instead of $50,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks 
on the subject of repairs of light-bouses, which may apply not only to 
this appropriation, but to appropriations in the future forsuch repairs, 
It should be borne in mind that the expenditures for light-houses must 
inevitably increase in asmallamountfromyeartoyear. Thereareadded 
to our Light-House Establishment annually from thirty to forty light- 
houses, Three years ago, if not four years, and if not four years, cer- 
tainly three years ago, we reached an appropriation of $300,000 for 
light-houses. That was surely a sufficient amount at thetime, but two 
years agocertainly the Light-House Board began to indicate in their re- 
port there were some repairs for the preservation of this establishment 
that ought to be made, and were being neglected, the appropriation 
notwithstanding for light-houses being put at the same figure. 

In the lastap tion bill, notwithstanding the Light-House Board 
asked for $350,000, I think, for repairs, yet the amount was kept down 
to $300,000. And now the Light-House Board say in their reports they 
have neglected important repairs during the two years EER acs 
because they had not sufficient means to doit with. During the 
fivé months of the fiscal year they have expended $150,000, or one-half 
of the appropriation made in the last bill, and they are neglecting im 
poen t repairs which ought to be made in order to secure these estab. 

ents. 


It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, when they come in with such state- 
ments as this, and knowing the efficiency and economy of the Light- 
House Establishment, when they represent our light-houses are suffer- 
ing in consequence of needed repairs, and in order to my out these 
repairs in the remaining seven months of the present fiscal year they 
bee need an appropriation of $130,000, I think it ought to be given to 

em. 

Mr. RANDALL. When was this report made? 

Mr. DINGLEY. December 1, and there are seven months remain- 
ing. They say they will require $120,000, and it ought to be given to 
them. We ought not under the circumstances to deprive the Light- 
House Board of the necessary funds to carry out the repairs necessary 
to the service. ‘ 

If there had been made an appropriation of $325,000 or $350,000 it 
would have been sufficient. It is, of course, our duty in this matter to, 
give what the House would deem fit after hearing all the facts, but it 
appears to me on a subfect of this kind it is economy to give a sufficient 
amount to make the repairs necessary to the Light-House Establish- 


But 
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ment. I wish the amount could be made $350,000, for from my exami- 
nation of our light-houses along the coast, when there are many light- 
houses needing re 

Mr. RANDALL, How many have you visited ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have visited twelve in the last year, and in an- 
swer to my inquiry why these repairs were not made the reply was that 
they had not sufficient funds for that purpose. | 

Mr. RYAN. That is what the deficiency is asked for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; that is why the deficiency is asked, for 
the purposes of carrying on these repai From year to year there 
will be an increased amount needed use of the increase each year 
of the Light-House Establishment, 

I am glad the committee raised the amount to $325,000. Iam cer- 
tain if $350,000 were appropriated it would be an economical expendi- 
ture of the public money. Less than that amount will result in in- 
creasing the expenses of the Government rather than in any economy. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question recurred on Mr. RYAN’s amendment to Mr. ADAMS’S 
amendment. 

The question was put on Mr. RyAn’s amendment to the amend- 
ment, and it was declared to be disagreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] to make it $325,000. 

Mr. RYAN, ‘Thereis some misapprehension in regard to the amend- 
ment offered by myself, and therefore I desire to have it submitted 
again to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the amendment of the 

tleman from Kansas is to fix the amount at $335,000 instead of 
325,000. 

Mr, KANDALL. That was voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was, but there was some misapprehension, and 
by unanimous consent the question is again submitted. 

Mr. RYAN. Iask for a division on my amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 53. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for tellers, as there was no quorum on the 


vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania indicate 
some gentleman to be appointed teller to act for him? 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the appointment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, Mr. KEAN, sitting near me. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. KEAN and Mr. RYAN as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes79, noes 
55. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the adoption of the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ved reet preria oe Tillamook Rock (Oregon) light-station by telegraph cable 
and telegraph line with Fort Stevens (Point Adams), Oregon, the sum off $6,000,” 

Mr. RANDALL. I must make the point of order that that is not in 
order at this place. If it is in order at all to be adopted, it must come 
in at another point. § 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow 
me, I desire, in further explanation of the amendment, to have read this 
communication from the Treasury Department, Light-House Board— 

Mr. RANDALL. But, Mr. Chairman, I make the point that this is 
not the place where the amendment should come in. 

The RMAN. The Chair would prefer, if agreeable to gentle- 
men, that they should first address themselves to the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. In answer to the last objection of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania I will state that I have carefully examined the bill 
from the first to the last, and I could discover no better place than this 
to offer the amendment. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania can sug- 
gest a better place—— 

Mr. RANDALL. A better place is under the head of ‘* Light-house 
beacons, fog-signals, ete.” 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand we have passed that now, however, 
and I will ask, as that is the proper place in the judgment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, unanimous consent to recur to that part ot 
the bill for the purpose of presenting this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the circumstances, as the gentleman was 
under a misapprehension, I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania make 
the point of order ? 

. RANDALL. No; the gentleman supposed this was the proper 
place to insert the amendment, and as he states that he was under a 
misapprehensich and that he had the amendment, as I understand it, 
ready to offer when we reached what seemed to be the proper place, I 
do me wish to prevent him from having the opportunity of submit- 
ting it. & 
. HERMANN. But I prefer to have the amendment where it be- 
longs, although we have passed from the consideration of the para- 
graph, and if the amendment is adopted I want it to relate back to the 


proper place. Iwill ask unanimous consent to recur, then, to that 
part of the bill, which would be on page 8, line 11. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, you can offer the amendment now, and if 
adopted then I will ask consent to have it put where it belongs. 

Mr. HERMANN. Very well. I desire to have read in connection 
with the amendment and to show its necessity the communications 
which I now send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to recurring to the 
line and page suggested by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The Clerk will read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman if this matter can not 
printed? If all of these communications are to be read, I fear we wil 
not get through with the bill. 

Mr. HERMANN, Idesire to have this redd, inasmuch as it bears 
upon the merits of the point of order, if the point should be made, as 
well as upon the importance of the amendment, so that the Chair may 
understand both, and because it is here presented in a much more ac- 
curate manner than I could present it, coming as it does officially from 
the proper Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the 
made against the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the communications re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, January 18, 1889, 

Sır: Tho Light-House Board has the honor to inform the De entthatthe 
board, at its session held on January 16, 1889, bad under consideration the mat- 
ter of connecting the Tillamook Rock (Oregon) La, i Yor pee with Fort Stevens 
(Point Adams), Oregon, by telegraph cable and a land telegraph line, when it 
was ordered that the proper steps be taken to have an item of $6,000 for this ob- 
ject included in the sundry civil bill now pending before Congress. 

The Tillamook Rock iy creo has no means of communication with the 
shore except by ths K a ouse tender. Attimes there is no communication for 
six weeks or more. In caso of accident at the station it might be days before 
any vessel came near enough to see a signal of distress, 

he tender generally communicates with this station once a month, Much 
of her time is taken up in ope wwe the station. Often the weather at Astoria 
seems favorable for making a landing at Tillamook Rock, but when the tender 
gets there it is too rough to land. The distance from Astoria is about 30 miles, 
so that in addition tothe coal burned, going and coming, the day is lost for other 


work. 

It is believed that the saving in time of the tender and of coal usually burned 
would be in two years equal to the cost of the telegraph line. 

ides the service it would be to the Light-House Establishment, the line 

would be useful also to the general commerce passing the mouth of the Colum- 
bia River, as vessels sighted from the advance station on Tillamook Rock could 
be telegraphed to Astoria, which at times would be a great convenience to the 
pilot and tug service on the bar. 

Request is therefore made that the Department ask that the following item 
be included in the sundry civil bill making appropriations for the next fiscal 


year: 
“ For connecting the Tillamook Rock (Oregon) light-station by telegraph cable 
te land telegraph line with Fort Stevens (Point Adams), Oregon, the sum of 


point of order is 


Respectfully, yours, 
8S. C, ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral United States Navy, Chairman, 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, January 18, 1889, 
My Dear SIR: I transmit herewith a copy of a letter dated January 18, 1889, 
addressed by the board to the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, aski 
that the proper steps be taken to have an item of $6,000 included in the sundry 
civil bill, for connecting the Tillamook Rock (Oregon) oa by telegrap’ 
cable and a land rious line with Fort Stevens (Point Adams), Oregon. 
The board would much obliged if you would use your influence to have 
this item included in the sundry civil bill making appropriation for the next 


fiscal yae 
ours very truly, 
R. D. EVANS, 
Commander, Uniled States Navy, Naval Secretary. 
Hon. BINGER HERMANN, M. C. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Oregon 
that we had no estimates for this before our committee. If there were 
any estimates they must have gone to the Commerce Committee, where 
they properly belong. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if that 
communication is not in itself a sufficient explanation as well as an es- 
timate coming from the Light-House Board, and specific as to the 
amount? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee was entirely uninformed about 
the matter. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman pardon mea moment? In 
view of the urgent necessity of the case, at least permit me to present 
afew facts, of which no doubt the gentleman has himself ample knowl- 
edge, with regard to this work. Tillamook Rock is well known as one 
of the most salient and isolated objects, standing far out as it does on 
the Oregon coast and near the Columbia River. In fact it is one of the 
most isolated points on the Atlantic or Pacific coasts. There isa light- 
house upon the rock, but the light-house crew remain there often half 
a year at a time without seeing the light-house tender referred to in 
the communication, or even the face of a white man. This light is a 
very important one for the great commerce that flows daily in and out 
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of that river, and there is urgent necessity for the work proposed in 
this amendment, not only because of the health of the crew em- 
ployed at this spot, but often in the interest of human life, and I ap- 
peal to the gentleman to allow the item to be inserted and that he 
forego the point of order, if he still seriously contemplates making it. 
I need not detain the House in illustrating how very valuable the tele- 
graph service will prove to the commerce of the great Columbiaregion, 
and having a point of telegraphic observation so far out in the ocean 
where the passing sail or incoming ships can be advantageously ob- 
served and at once telegraphed inland. These benefits are officially 
adverted to in the commanication addressed to me from the Treasury 
Department, and which is now before this Congress for examination. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not made the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I trust the gentleman will not do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. There may be the existing necessity, which the 
gentleman has so graphically described, for the work, but I submit that 
the Committee on Appropriations have no information on the subject, 
and that if there has been an estimate it went to the Committee on 
Commerce, where it belon; Now, I strongly object to loading down 
this bill with every sort of extraneous matter in this manner. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask the gentleman if, in view of the explana- 
tion given of the necessity for this work, it is fair to speak of it in con- 
nection with ‘‘every sort of extraneous matter?’’ : 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I have spoken with great respect so far as 
Ihave reference to those engaged in defeading the amendment, and 
suppose if the Committee on Commerce should report favorably upon 
it, that the work should be entered upon, there would be no objection. 
But there is no more reason for undertaking this work than there is 
for the construction of every light-house suggested by the estimates 
which have come to the committee and which we have not been able 
to upon, there being no law for them. 

r. HERMANN. The gentleman will concede that the facts which 
are set forth make good ground for this request. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it proper to say that the Committee on 
Appropriations ought not to have the bill loaded down beyond their 
recommendation in this way from every quarter on the private letters 
from the Light-House Establishment for the increase of their houses 
throughout the country. 

Mr. HERMANN. But this is on the recommendation from the De- 

ent, The amount is given. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then let it go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HERMANN. The amount is set forth. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have been quite willing to allow the gentleman 
to offer this amendment, but I do appeal to the House that they will not 
in this way permit additions to this bill; but let this matter go to 
the Committee on Commerce. Let that committee make an investi- 
gation in connection with it and make a recomfnendation, and I as- 
sure the gentleman that the Committee on Appropriations will recom- 
mend the appropriation of the money. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman will agree with me that at this late 
day in the session a remedy could not be obtained by sending this to 
the Committee on Commerce now. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not the fault of the Committee on Appro- 

riations. If this great necessity existed why has the Light-House 
Board been so late in making the recommendation ? 

Mr. HERMANN. For the reason that these facts as to the urgency 
of the requirement have only recently come to the knowledge of the 

Mr. RANDALL. How long has there been a light-house there? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think not exceeding four years. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then it has been there long enough for the board 
to have found out whether this necessity existed 

Mr. HERMANN. Oh, no, sir. The necessity has long been known, 
but in view of the economy practiced by your committee I presume the 
Department hesitated to submit an estimate. 

Mr. RANDALL. And to have provided for it in an estimate. 

Mr. HERMANN. The recent great increase of the volume of com- 
merce now justifies this improvement more than ever, though human- 
ity has appealed to us ever since this rock was lighted by the Govern- 
ment and became so important. In view of these facts I ask the gen- 
tleman to permit a vote to be taken by the House. 

A MEMBER. He has agreed to permit a vote. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope so; and now I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let it be reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken, and the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have that put back under its proper head- 


ing on 8, after line 8. 
The RMAN. That will be done. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quarters where n and similar inci- 
dental expenses of not exceeding one thousand one hundred igh t-house and fog- 
signal keepers, $6,000. s 
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Mr. ADAMS. I have an amendment to that paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 13 and 14 strike out “six hundred thousand dollars,” and insert “six 
hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars.” 


Mr. ADAMS. That is the estimate of the board, and they say that 
that estimate does not represent the new light-houses which will be 
established according to law; and I ask to have read the letter which 
I sent to the Clerk’s desk on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LicHtT-HovsE BOARD, 
Washington, January 22, 1889, 

Sm: The board desires to call your attention to the item contained in the sun- 
y A eas page 13, making an appropriation of $600,000 for salaries of keepers 
of li ouses. 

The amount asked for by the board was $625,000, and this is barely sufficient 
for the actual needs of the service. For the present fiscal year the appropriation 
was only $585,000, and in consequence the board has been obl: to ask for a 
deficiency appropriation of $33,520. The case isconcisely in the remarks 
laeran to the estimates for deficiencies (Executive Document No. 171, page 5), 
as fullows: 

“There are at presentin the light-house service one thousand and twenty-four 
keepers who receive salaries amounting to $554,970; allowances of fuel amount- 
ing to $10,855; of rations, $12,585; and rent of quarters, where necessary, and 
travel when sing aons, $2,400. 

“This number will beincreased during the year ending June 30, 1889, by about 
thirty keepers for new lights, which, at the avene of $600 provided for by law, 
will require $18,000, The salaries of employés of the Light-House Board, not 
provided for in the legislative bill, are payable from this Bi riy g— and 
amount to $19,706. These sums together amount to $618, which is $33,520- 
more than was appropriated for these purposes at the last session of Congress.” 

The deficiency ropriation is actually necessary to carry on the force as at 
present constituted ; hence, the expense Jor the present year will be $618,520, 

As the force for the year ending June 30, 1890, will be increased by thirty or 
ea Ts Aoga pasini fornew lights, the sum of $625,000 asked for by the board 
wi req š 

If this sum is not appropriated, it will be impossible to put the new lights in 
operation after they are erected for the want of keepers. 

An amendment should be immediately made to the sundry civil bill increas- 
ing the amount to the original estimate of the board, and it is respectfully re» 
quested that rer huegenoneg of Congress be called to the matter, 

Respectful Q 
ee S. 0. ROWAN, 


Vice-Admiral United States Navy, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. ADAMS. The substance of that is that there will be an actual 
deficiency in the current year. The salaries being $600 a man, they 
can not hire and maintain such as are actually now in operation; but 
under the law there will be twenty-five or thirty lights more, and there 
will be actually not enough men to attend these lights unless we allow 
this money. - ` 

Mr. RANDALL. There has never until this year, that I remem- 
ber, been any deficiency. The committee increased the amount over 
last year $15,000—at least from $585,000 to $600,000; and it provides 
for other matters. As has been stated, it provides for fuel, rations, 
and various other matters, and incidental expenditures—that pernicious 
mode of expenditures. And now, after the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have made full examination, and after they have increased the 
amount for the number that they think to be adequate, shall they, 
in the absence of investigation by anybody, or of a committee of this 
House, on a deficiency clause, which has been alluded to, be asked to 
further increase the amounts? 

Mr. ADAMS. It is the general belief that a number of lights will 
be or ought to be in operation next year, but can not be put in opera- 
tion, 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount that we do increase it was the am 
that was estimated for the additional lights. r 

Mr. ADAMS. This is the language of the letter—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, I know. I have read these letters before. 

Mr. REED. Is this not a mere matter of mathematical calculation? 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not give itin express terms, It includes 
these ‘incidental expenses,” ~ 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does it not follow that as there are a certain 
number of lights authorized by law specifically, it is a mere matter of 
mathematical calculation as to how much it will require? 

Mr. ADAMS. Here is what is stated as to the number of men who 
are employed in the various departments: 

There are at present in the Light-House Service one thousand and twenty-four 
keepers, who receive salaries amounting to $554,970; allowances of fuel amount- 
ing to $10,855 ; of rations, $12,585; and rent of quarters where necessary, and 
travel when changing stations, $2,400. 

So that the great bulk of this sum makes up the $600,000 a year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that if the statement in the estimate of 


deficiencies is correct the chairman of the committee must be mistaken 


as to there being miscellaneous matters included. 

Mr. RANDALL. The deficiency, if I remember right, is put at 
$33,000, but that has not been investigated at all by the commi 
because the figures only recently came to them, and for that reason 
can not say whether $33,000 is right or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. According to the statement which I have here, 
which is presented by the Secretary of the Treasury, the salaries of 
these officers, with allowances, commutations, ete., provided for by law 
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as they exist to-day, amount to $618,000, and certainly there will be 
additions during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. RAND. I do not know, but I am afraid there has been 
some ‘‘ icious activity” on the part of this t-House Board in 
connection with these appropriations. [Laughter. 

Mr. REED. I wish that in the way of explanation there had been 
some activity not pernicious on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, any lack of activity on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has been fully compensated for by the activity 
of the gentleman from Maine, so that the country has not suffered. 


ughter, 
Sr REED. Mr. Chairman, that istrue. To the extent of $35,000 
something is due to the activity of the gentleman from Maine and the 
activity of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. ADAMS] and the activity 
of several other gentlemen. Now, to make that activity more effectual 
I should like.toinquire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania what item 
of this $635,000 he objects to. He has given us thus far only vague 
ralities which have not even the advantage of being ‘‘glitter- 
? 


Mr. RANDALL. I give you the fact that we ize the neces- 
sity of an increase in this appropriation, and also the fect that there 
never has been until this year but $585,000 appropriated for this pur- 
pose, nor has there been any deficiency presented. I have also stated 
that this deficiency, or het deficiency, has only come to the com- 
mittee quite recently, so that they have not had time to ascertain 
whether it is essential or not. It oR oe may not be so. 

Mr. REED. If it is not essential, can it be spent? 

Mr. RANDALL. Your experience must teach you that whenever 
Congress —_ the money it is expended. 

Mr. REED. Here are definite i and the great bulk of the 
amount is for salaries, the aggregate of which is a mere matter of 
mathematical computation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, $585,000 is the amount that has been fixed 
heretofore for salaries, fuel, rent, and incidentals. That has been the 
amount for the past five years. Now they come in this year, for the 
first time, with a deficiency of $33,000 which is all 


Mr. REED, Precisely, and they come in here with the to 
show that last year there was paid 000 for salaries, which is the 
pro; forsalariesandincidentals 


total amountthat you propose to ap: 
ther. 


that the of the 
rect, but simply that 
priations, does not know. 

Mr. RANDALL. I never speak positively about any matter, as 
some other gentlemen may or might do in this Honse, unless I think I 
do know, and I am not going to be drawn into a statement in to 
this matter when I have not examined and do not know whe the 
$33,000 deficiency is right or wrong. But Ido say that we have in- 
creased this amount $15,000, so as to come up to the point—— 

Mr. REED. But if $15,000 is not enough, it does not come up to 
the point. Now, I suggest to the chairman that, after all, these ap- 
propriations are passed, in name at least, by the House of Representa- 
tives, and that when the House sets a committee to investigate a matter 


vote with them blindly against the detailed estimatesof the Department 
which are in accordance with law, and to doit simply upon the general 
statement that, on the whole, the of the ttee on A 
pro; thinks that possibly $15,000 may be the proper sum. 

this in the face and eyes of detailed figures which show that last year 
$618,000 was oy pera and we all know that next year the ex- 
penditure must be greater. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Department can not expend the money if it 
does not receive it; and it does not attempt to do so. 

Mr. REED. I am aware of that; but our object in making this ap- 
propriation is not simply to have certain in the law, but to pay 
for such services as are necessary. The only object in appropriating a 
single dollar for light-houses is to secure proper and ient service. 
If the Light-House Service last year demanded $618, 
know that an increased expendi 
coming year is a certain thing, why in the world should we not appro- 
priate the money? This is not a question of what we can refuse to do 


= what work we can stop, but what work we can continue and pay 


Mr. RANDALL. There is nointerest which can suffer if the appro- 
priation as proposed by the committee be made. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. there is not a word of evidence, so 
far as I can find, that if this additional amount were allowed a single 
dollar would be spent for any other ng! gps the payment of addi- 
tional light-house keepers at the rate of $600 a year. e gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has said that this covers other items—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The paragraph so reads. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly; there are other words here; there are pro- 
visions for salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quarters; but the note in the 
Book of Estimates itself shows that the difference between the commit- 
teeand the board involves simply this question, whether we shall em- 
ploy more or fewer men at $600 a year; and if we employ fewer men 
than there are lights ta be kept, some light-houses will have to stay 
dark in order that we may be economical. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Apams, there 


we es 64, noes 65. 

Mr. REED,” I think we had better have tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and will appoint the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Ana: a again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, 
noes 76. 

So the amendment of Mr. ADAMS was to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following: 

Li ee rene For establishing, ne, Bk meee post-ligh' 
ote udson and East Rivers, New 1 ork; the Delaware BPOS nan 
Philadelphia and Bordentown, N. J.; Connecticut River, Connecticut; the Elk 
River, Maryland; Fear River, North Carolina; Savannah AARNE i oe 
St. John's River, Florida; at the mouth of Red River, Louisiana; at 
Pass, and to mark navi; channel along Grand Lake, Louisiana; on the 
Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee, Illinois, and Great Kanawha Rivers; 
on the aumbia and Willamette Rivers, Oregon ; Sacramento and San J in 
Rivers, California; St. Mary’s River, Michigan ; and on Pu 
ton Territory ; the Light-House Board being hereby au to lease the nec- 
rall such lights and beacons as are for temporary use or are 

channels, and which in consequence can not be 


Mr. RANDALL. The provision in this paragraph for St. Mary’s 
River, Michigan, is, in my judgment, subject toa pointoforder. I 
was not aware until after the bill had been reported that there was no 
law authorizing this provision. Ishall ask at the proper time to have 
that clause ruled out on the point of order. 

srg CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit the point of order 
now 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the poins olori against that clause, 
pee een eras for it, as I have found since the bill was re- 


po: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, ef Florida. I move to amend by inserting in line 
11, after the words‘‘St. John’s River,” the words ‘‘ and Peace River,” 
so as to read ‘‘St. John’s River and Peace River, Florida.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
on the point of order. This amendment is offered in the interest of 
commerce and for the protection of human life. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has had it in his power to present 
this matter to the Committee on Commerce. It is a very disagreeable 
duty tome to make a point of this kind—— 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I appreciate the gentleman’s feeling. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the point of order is 
that there is no Jaw authorizing the establishment of lights for this 
river. 

Mr. RANDALL. Originally there was an act passed in which cer- 
tain rivers were specified, and from time to time other rivers have been 
added; for instance, last year the Illinois River was inserted by special 
act, the Committee on Commerce having passed upon the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, But the Chair understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to submit that there is no law author- 
izing the lighting of Peace River. 

Mr. D. I think not. If there is, I shall be glad to be in- 
formed of that fact; and in that case I will not object. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The necessity for this provision has 
arisen very recently -—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Florida refer the Chair 
to the law authorizing this appropriation? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. There is no statute of that kind. I 
had hoped that the gentleman from Pennsylvania would not raise the 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr, RANDALL. I have a duty to perform which is very disagree- 
able at times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to sustain the point of 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to make a point of order against the clause 
in regard to St. Mary’s River, Wisconsin. Since the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations on this subject I have found that there is no 
law authorizing this provision. The committee has adopted a uniform 
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cy in this connection. I make this point of order as an individual 
esentative. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY obtained the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order that the amount namedat theend of the 
paragraph may harmonize with the action just taken by the Chair in 
sustaining the point oforder, I move to amend by striking out, in line 
21, the word ‘‘sixty-five’’ and inserting “‘ fifty;’’so as to make the 
amount $250,000. f 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that change will be 
made. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. 1 was about to offer an amendment as an 
amendment to that submitted by my colleague [Mr. Davipson]. Of 
course thesame point oforderwhich has been made against his amend- 
ment would lie against mine. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say that if gentlemen desiring 
visions of this kind for rivers in which they are interested would go 
before the Committee on Commerce and obtain the proper action of 
that committee in providing a law authorizing the appropriation, our 
committee would have great gratification in recommending appropria- 
tions accordingly. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. In that connection I desire tostate to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania the reason such action has not been taken 
by the Florida delegation is that the urgency for these lights has re- 
cently arisen. That is the reason the matter was not brought before 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr, RANDALL. I understood the delegation from Florida had com- 
municated with the Committee on Commerce, j 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. As my colleague has just stated, this 
was only recently brought to our attention, and its urgency compels us 
to act in this way. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lighting of rivers: For establi 


Columbia and Willamette Rivers, Oregon; Sacramento and San J Rivers, 
California; St. ore? fhe River, Michigan; and on Puget Sound, Was! Ter- 
the Light-House Board being 


manent, $265,000, J 
Mr. McADOO. I submit the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 14, line 8, after the words “ New Jersey,” add “Raritan River, New Jer- 


sey, between the bay and the city of New Brunswick;” also, in same line 
21, strike out the word “five” and insert "six; ” so it will read “ ? in- 
stead of ‘ $65,000."" 


Mr. RANDALL, I make the point of order against the Raritan 
River part of that amendment. 

Mr. MCADOO. The gentlemancan not make ae) pest Se amir A 
cessfully against that amendment. It is provi y law, and the 
Raritan River has been lighted for one hundred years. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a different proposition. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask that the communication which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk be read, as it will show just what this is for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSB BOARD, 
Wi ton, January 17, 1889. 

My DEAR Sik: I beg te call your attention to that clause in the sundry civil 


ion for the lighting of rivers 
for the next fiscal year. The Raritan River, Jersey, oa not included in this 


tide. For this an 


The board wo be much obliged if yo d use influence to have 

the clause of the sundry civil bill a —— ea amended so as to 

- include the Raritan River, and to have approp: m increased $1,000, to 
cover the expense of lighting the river, 


Yours, very truly, B.D VANS 
Commander, United States Navy, Naval Secretary. 


Hon. Wittram McApoo, M. O., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Mr, RANDALL. That is another one of the series from the same 
source. That letter concedes there is no law for this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey will indicate 
the law under which he offers the amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. I can not do that now, but I have no doubt the law 
exists, as the Raritan River has been lighted for a hundred years. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not on the statute-book. 

Mr. McADOO. The river has, been lighted eversince I have known 
it, and as I have already stated, it has been lighted for over a hundred 


years. Of course it was not expected that any particular law would 
be called for, 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing this amendment for 
the Raritan River. I think that letter plainly admits that fact. ‘The 
gentleman’s remedy is with the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MCADOO. It seems to me, if there is any law authorizing the 
lighting of any of our rivers, it certainly authorizes the lighting of the 


Raritan. Iask by unanimous consent I may be allowed to go back 
and move this amendment when I shall find the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must object to going back. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is ruled out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one accountant, at $1,800. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move, on page 23, to strike out lincs 20 and 21 
and insert ‘‘for two accountants, $1,800 each, $3,600.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For two computers, at $1,850 each, $3,700, 

Mr. RANDALL. I move, on 
one title computer, at $1,600.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For three clerks, at $1,200 each, $3,600. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pagesa, line 3, strike out “three” and insert “two,” and in line 4, strike 
out “$3,600” and insert ‘*$2,400,”" 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For two Ta, ab $820 each, . 

For Sauce CIANA, at $640 cache $1,920, 

For cne driver, at $730. 

For one packer and folder, at $820. 

For one and folder, at $630, 

For two laborers, at $630 each, $1,260, 

For two laborers, at $550 each, $1,100, 

For one laborer, at . 

For one laborer, at $365. 

For one janitor, at $1,200. 

For two watchmen, at $880 each, $1,760, 

Total for pay of office force, $129,785. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, in line 20, strike out “two” and insert “threo;” in line 21, strike 
out ‘$1,640,’ and insert “ $2,160; and on page 29, inlines 14 and 15, strike out 
“$199,785 " and insert “$132,705.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Maintenance of vessels: For the maintenance of the vessels and steam- 
launches of the United States Fish Commission, and for boats, apparatus, ma- 
chinery, and fhe other facilities required for use with the same, including sala- 
ries or compensation of all necessary civilian employés, $43,900. 

Mr, RANDALL. On page 33, strike out all of lines 1, 2, and 3, and 
insert in lien thereof the following: 
The Olerk read as follows: 

peter in chee. erg the interior of the Arm building on the mall, i 
the city of Washingto idas as a hate Scandia: doe Waconia 
dation of the officers of the United States Fish Co: ion, for general repairs to 
said building, including heating apparatus, and for the repairing and extending 
the outbuil , $7,000,or so much thereof as may be 


24, after line 25, to insert ‘for 
t was left out by mistake. 


of this building all rties except such as are connected wW ps 
i un his control, and workshops now in the second 
story of said buil shall be transferred to and vided forin the third story 


-thereof, and the Architect of the bar sp is hereby directed to examine and make 

report to Congress at its next reg session as to the practicability and cost of 
constructing a basement story under the National Museum building. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to state to the committee that while 
this seems to be a large sum, yet it should be remembered in this con- 
nection that it saves an annual rental of $2,500; and the committee 
will, therefore, see at once that this is not only in the line of conven- 
ience in the transaction of the business of the commission, but that it 
saves rent, and is also in harmony with the plan generally advocated 
and being largely entered upon of having our own buildings for the 
offices of the Government as far as practicable. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Statistical inquiry: For the collection and compilation of the statistics of the 


fisheries of all portions of the United States, incl 
tal invested, and the quantity and value of the ucts, and for su 
and miscellaneous expenditures as the Coi mer may find necessary in the 
prosecution of this work, including salaries or compensation of all necessary 
employés, $10,000, 
Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions of the committee, I submit 
Lo amendment I send to the desk, which is in obedience to existing 
wW. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the f $5,000 riated by the act ved October f 
the agcharitets aig of the fish oultural onat Neos ag Mo; be, and Fpa 
hereby, reappropristed and made available during the fiscal year 1890, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


: PREVENTION OF EPIDEMICS, \ 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threatened 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended balance of 
the sum appropriated by the joint resolutions approved September 26 and Octo- 
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ber 2, 1888, in aid of State and local boards or otherwise, in his discretion, in 
preventing and suppressing the spread of the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is in accordance with the act of the last 
Congress as to unexpended balances. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to state what balance of this epidemic fund is on hand unex- 
pended ? , 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount of the epidemic fund unexpended is 
$167,508.96, and the amount of the appropriation in aid of the yellow- 
fever sufferers on hand, unexpended, is $99,767.50. The committee 
believed that putting the two together made an adequate amount to 
meet any contingencies likely to arise, such as the calamity that oc- 
curred in Florida during the past year. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would like to ask the gentleman a farther 
question: if the Surgeon-General has expressed any opinion as to the 
sufficiency of the amount so remaining on hand? 

Mr. RANDALL. The Surgeon-General, if I remember aright, and 
I think it appears in the records of the committee, asked that we should 
reappropriate the unexpended moneys arising from the sources that I 
have stated. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That is all right. 
$ aa RANDALL, I ask that the Clerk continue the reading of the 
- The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant custodians and 
janitors, including all personal ces in connection with all public buildin, 
-under control of the Treasury Department outside of the District of Columbia, 
$460,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall so apportion this sum as to 
prevent a deficiency therein, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 38, line 14, strike ont “ 460,000” and insert ‘‘ 600,000,” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, by reference to the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations accompanying this bill, on page 6 of the 
report, there is a recapitulation of the items in the sundry civil bill for 
the year 1888, showing the estimates and the amountof the appropria- 
tions, etc. in which recapitulation I find the statement, under the head 
of “Assistant custodians and janitors for public buildings,” that the 
appropriation for 1889 was $460,000, and the estimates for 1890 are 
$022,415.75. Now, it is to be presumed that the Department having 
the custody of the public buildings in its charge knows just about how 
much money is requisite to pay for the proper attendance and the nec- 
essary assistants in taking care of them. But notwithstanding the 
estimates we have the Committee on Appropriations making for the 
ensuing year the recommendation of the same appropriation as was pro- 
vided for the last year, disregarding entirely the recommendation of 
the Treasury Department in that particular, and notwithstanding the 
further fact that a large number of new buildings have been completed, 
and that it has thereby been made necessary to supply them with a 
proper force to take charge of them, thus of necessity increasing the 
expenditure in that direction, 

The public building in the capital city of the State of Ohio has been 
miserably taken care of, simply because the Treasury Department has 
been unable to supply the necessary janitors and custodians, by reason 
of the insufficiency of the appropriations for that purpose. We havea 
few men employed, but they are not sufficient to take care of the build- 
ing, and certainly not sufficient to keep it properly cleaned, nor prop- 
erly attend the elevator and take up the 1 number of citizens who 
go there on public business; besides which the work entailed upon the 
employés iş so much that two or three men are compelled each day to 

ut in twelve hours’ labor, when they should be permitted at least to 
Lave the privilege of working not more than eight hours. It is certain 
that an additional amount should be appropriated over the amount 
given for 1889, and I have offered this amendment for $600,000, which 
is stik $22,000, in round numbers, less than the amount required and 
estimated for by the Department. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will observe that we have not for 
many years followed the estimates when it came to the question of 
pene the appropriationsfor this purpose. In 1888$534,000 was asked 
and the appropriation made was only $440,000. In 1889 the amount 
of the appropriation was $460,000, and we have no information as to 
any deficiency on that account, and yet the estimates for thatyear came 
in, not for $460,000, but for $626,000. In other words, in the opinion 
of the committee the estimates have been extravagantly high, and the 
only way you can restrict the almost unlimited employment of persons 
in connection with our public buildings is by keeping the appropria- 
tions within narrow and reasonable Jimits. 

There is no deficiency for the current year, and we give the same 
amount. I want to say that in my experience, taking my own city, 
there are fifty-odd men employed there—and it is the same in New 
York—for the care of these buildings. We have every reason to be- 
lieve thata less number would have been entirely sufficient. I do not 
think any danger would come to public buildings in this connection. 
We ‘gaye the same amount last year and there is no deficiency. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


priations admits that his committee has attempted to determine the 
number of employés in this particular part of the Treasury Depart- 
ment instead of permitting the Treasury Department to determine for 
itself the necessary amount, and holding itaccountable for employing 
no more than actually necessary. The Treasury Department is in act- 
ual communication with all these cities and buildings through the 
custodians. The custodians in the interior of the country are fre- 
quently not representatives of the Treasury Department, but generally 
are postmasters who are called upon to do the dutiesof custodian with- 
out pay, and have no connection with the Treasury Department. They 
make the statement of the amount which will be necessary to properly 
take care of their respective public buildings. Now, the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations says that no deficiency appropriation 
has been asked for, I can readily understand that no deficiency has 
been asked for, because in the bill enacted last year the same clause is 
to be found that is found in this: ‘‘ That the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall so apportion this sum as to prevent a deficiency therein.” In 
other words, the Secretary of the Treasury has been given a certain 
ameunt; not that which he and his officers thought sufficient, but 
what the Committee on Appropriations thought sufficient. He has 
been told that he must not permit a deficiency to arise, and he has 
obeyed the law as a good officer should do; but it is no reason why 
there should not be an increase sufficient to enable him to conduct this 
part of his Department properly. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask a question there. I believe the sum 
recommended in this bill is the same as the amount appropriated for 
the current year. I will ask the chairman of the committee how many 
new public buildings have come in this year, or are to come in next 
year, over the number provided for this year? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not like to venture an answer to that as a 
certainty, but I could answer the question by saying that there has 
heretofore been an unnecessary number employed in this connection. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say in that connection that my under- 
standing is that there is a considerable number of new buildings to 
come in next year and to be cared for more than are to be cared for 
this year. I aminformed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry AN] 
who understands it, that there are probably twenty-five additional 
buildings. 

Now, at the commencement of this Administration gentlemen will 
recollect that a very determined effort was made to cut down the ex- 
penses of these buildings, and considerable favorable comment was 
made thereon; but it was ascertained after experiment was made that 
the expense could not be cut much below that which had been expended 
theretofore. My recollection is that a few years ago the expenditure 
for this purpose was $400,000 a year. From year to year many build- 
ings have been added. I think it is entirely likely that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUrHWAITE], which 
covers the full estimate, is probably more than an economical admin- 
istration would require; but I do think that there ought to be an in- 
crease in this item. 

Mr. RANDALL. Letme say inall pleasantness that $460,000 is en- 
tirely a sufficient amount in this clause. I think the force at some of 
the public buildings already is too large; but ifthe gentleman thinks 
that the public buildings are not ig anes cared for the next Congress 
will be able to find that out, and I shall not resist any increase in 
expenditures in that connection in the new Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. My opinion is that in many of the public buildings 
the help has not been sufficient and that the public buildings have not 
been properly cared for—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois tell which one 
has not been properly cared for? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me to complete the 
sentence I will state that they have not been properly cleaned and cared 
for in many instances, and for the reason that the appropriation was 
short. No deficiency can be made and I want to say now, as the gen- 
tleman is facetious, that if $460,000 was required this year under eco- 
nomic Democratic rule, that with an increase of twenty-five buildings 
to be cared for, $460,000 is not enough for next year. 

Mr. RANDALL. You and I agreed that it was enough for the cur- 
rent year. 

- Mr. CANNON, I think not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think so. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘The amount appropriated the fiscal year before this 
was $440,000. We increased it for the current year $20,000, for the 
reason that new buildings were coming in to be cared for—I think in 
the neighborhood of seventeen. Now, I understand that in the next 
year there will be from twenty-five to twenty-seven new buildings; 
and yet we haye made no increase whatever for these new buildings. 
I think that we ought to make some provision for those that are to 
come in. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not my friend think that there ought to be 
an increase of about $5,000? 

Mr. RYAN. I believe there ought to be a sufficient increase to care 
for the new buildings coming in. There is no provision made here for 
the increased number of buildings in the reported appropriation. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Because the force now employed is too large. 

Mr. RYAN. Whatever the cost of properly taking care of these new 
buildings would be a necessary increase. 

Mr. CANNON. If $20,000 was added for seventeen new buildings 
for the current year, I take it that $30,000 ought to be added for 
twenty-five new buildings during the coming year, and if the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] will accept a suggestion I shall be 
very glad if he will modify his amendment so as to increase the aggre- 
gate amount $30,000, making it $490,000 instead ef $460,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman is a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I will accept his suggestion and 
modify the amendment so as to make the amount $490,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Furniture and repairs of furniture: For furniture and repairs of furniture 
and carpets for all public buildings under the control of the De 
ment, including marine hospitals, and for furniture, carpets, chandeliers, and 

ures for new buildings, exclusive of personal services, except for work 

one by contract, $200,000. And all furniture now owned by the United States 

in other buildings shall be used, as far as practicable, whether it corresponds 
with the present regulation plans for furniture or not, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I see that that amount is only about 
one-half what is estimated by the Department. If we have got twenty- 
five new buildings coming in, ought there not to be an increase there? 

Mr. RYAN. Not necessarily. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink not. 

Mr. REED. What was appropriated last year? 

Mr, RANDALL. I think there has been in the past very great ex- 
travagance not only in the quantity of furniture purchased but also in 
the quality. Instead of these public buildings being fitted up as you 
or I would fit up our parlor, they have been furnished in.a style of 
luxury altogether out of the range of economical administration. 

Mr. REED. That must bein some otherState than Maine. [Laugh- 
ter. ]- 

. RANDALL. I do not know whether it is so there or not. 

Mr. REED. What was the te poet last year? 

Mr. RANDALL, Two hundred shiassn dollars, 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to my friend from Maine that this does not 
rest on the same basis as the preceding ph. Presnmably the 
public buildings that we have are already provided for, and here we 
are only providing for new ones. 

Mr. REED. If we appropriated $200,000 for seventeen new build- 
ings last year, why should we not appropriate more for twenty-five new 
buildings this year? I think you had better add $50,000 to that 
amount. 

Mr. RANDALL. They were put at about an average. There were 
seventeen buildings last year which required new furniture, and there 
are, say, twenty this year—— 

Mr, REED. Twenty-five this year. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is a mere guess. I think there are only 
eighteen. The same amount of money for furniture and for fresh pur- 
chases would average this year—— 

Mr. REED. The committee seem to have appropriated considerably 
less than what the Department have asked for. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but if this bill included all that is asked for 
by the Departments that it would carry in the aggregate about $7,000,- 
000 more than it does now. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Enf tract- 3 urpose of carryin, 

PP eg nento aien ihe. alien pontedera fins PEA wan Poe Kenit 20 og 
as amended by the acts approved February 23, 1887, and October 19, 1888, and to 
defray the expenses which the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to incur 
by the provisions of the last-named act, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of saying that this item carries, I believe, the full amount submitted 
in the estimates. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. It is the same amount that was appropri- 
ated last year, and the same amount that is in the estimate this year. 

Mr. CANNON. So that if the alien contract-labor law is not en- 
forced in the year to come, as it was not enforced last year and is not 
being enforced now, if we are correctly informed, the fault will lie with 
the Administration in not submitting proper estimates and not using 
the money after it is appropriated. My own belief and information— 
not as thorough as it ought to be as to details—my own belief is, that 
this law has been allowed to take care of itself. Itisa law of very 
great importance and the country is deeply interested in its enforce- 
ment, but if we can believe the evidence that has been submitted to a 
committee of this House, and universal public opinion in various por- 
tions of the country, the law has practically been a dead letter upon 
the statute-book. 

Mr. RANDALL, No; I do not understand that it has been a dead 
letter at all, but I understand that it has been enforced by existing 
officers of the Government in some way. I direct the attention of the 
gentleman to a letter which appears on page 20 of the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations in relation to thissubject. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, in reply to a telegram of inquiry which I sent to him, 


ject. A great deal of their investi, 


transmitted the communication to the Committee on Appropriations 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 2, 1889, 

Ste: In reply tothe telegram of the House Committee on Appropriations ofthis 
date, asking how much of the appropriation of $50,000, appropriated for the en- 
forcement of the alien contract-labor laws, made under the sundry civil act of 
October 2, 1888, to be paid out of the “immigrant fund,” has been expended up 
to date, and whether it will be necessary to appropriate the same sum for the 
fiscal year 1890, I have the honor to state that no money has as yet been paid 
from the Treasury from the appropriation for this object Arri made, gwen 
inspectors have been appointed at the ports of New York and Boston, to be paid 
from this fund, and others will be appointed where it is found to be necessary 
to properly execute the law. 

s the appropriation was only made in October last, the work of the service 
has not yet been fully ere and therefore it is difficult to say just what 
sum will be uired for this object. 
an koparan one, and it is desirable that adequate means 
at the disposal of the Secretary of the Treasury in order that 
he may fully enforce the provisions of the law upon the subject. 

With reference to the appropriation already made, the attention of the com- 
mittee is respectfully invited to the fact that itis made payable out of the immi- 
grant fund in the sum of $50,000, and it is su that, instead of making an 
fac anlynese ofas fic sum, as in the appropriation for 1889, the tary of 

be authorized to expend from the ‘immigrant fund” such sum as 
may be found Zany to properly execute the law in question. 


TOTP ©. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
Hon, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the face of that statement, the committee 
while they were with unanimity anxious that this law should be 
thoroughly executed, did not think it necessary to make the appropria- 
tion of this year greater than the amount asked for, especially as the 
previous appropriation had not been expended. 

Mr. CANNON. I agree with the gentleman, and my only objectin 
calling attention to this item was to emphasize the fact that none of 
the money has been expended, and that it is notorious that this law 
has not been executed; and I hope that, by calling attention to it, per- 
chance either the present Administration or the incoming ini 
tion will be induced to expend the money and execute the law. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is the idea which I understood to be im- 
plied in the remarks of the gentleman, and which I desired to contro- 
vert. He seemed to imply that this Administration had neglected the 
execution of this law. ThatIdeny. I do not think the Administra- 
tion has been neglectful in the execution of the law; on the contrary, 
I believe the present incumbents have been as sincere and energeticin 
this direction as can be those who may follow them, 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is the statute; and they have not spent 
one dollar of this appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but, asI understand, the gentleman is under- 
taking to go a little farther, and to reflect in some degree, upon the 
present officials of the Treasury Department in this connection. I do 
not think any such criticism is just; nor do I believe that the objects 
which Congress had in view in the passage of that act have been in 
any way obstructed. 

Mr.CANNON, Ido not know that they have been ‘‘ obstructed’? —— 

Mr. RANDALL, Well, I think that this Administration—and I 
am glad to be able to say it—has very fully met the emergency that . 
was Sf agar and has done all that it could to prevent the incom- 
ing of this alien labor under contract. ; 

Mr. CANNON. It does not so appear from the report; and it is no- 
torious that the contrary is the fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] know 
of instances of violations of the law which have not received the atten- 
tion of the officers of this Administration ? It is much easier to make 
charges than to make specifications. 

Mr. CANNON. I knowitis. I was not present in New York City 
when these people were landed from the various steam-ships in defiance 
oflaw. The law not only permits but makes it the duty of the Treas- 
ury Department to call upon every officer in its employ if necessary in 
order to execute thelaw. ‘Take the evidence before the ‘‘ Ford com- 
mittee’’ appointed by this House, and the report of that commi 
which, as I understand, shows sufficiently that the law has been adi 
letter on the statute-book. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois knows that the com- 
mittee to which he refers has proposed a of the law onthis sub- 
tion and of their report was de- 
voted to the changes necessary in the existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. There is law enough provided it is executed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out as many words 
as may be necessary in order to enable me to submit a few remarks on 
this question. [Laughter. ] 

There never was any state of the law which required much of an ap- 
propriation on this subject until the act passed in February, 1885, which 
contained an appropriation for the remainder of the fiscal year then 
running—the period from February till July, 1885. That, I believe, 
was the first appropriation ever made to enforce this law; and I think 
it fair to say that it was the first appropriation that was needed. There 
was a neglect on the part of the Department to ask for an appropria- 
tion for the succeeding fiscal year, and, if I reckon aright, for the year 
following. And from the time of the passage of the act of February, 
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1885, there never has been a word from the Department calling for 
any appropriation by Congress to enforce that law until last sammer, 
and then the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury on this subject 
was sent to this House a few days after the special committee had 
been appointed and had got to work investigating the troubles at New 
York. 

Now, all that I choose to say against the present Administration is 
ARAE OEO ir age) E E | yy CRBS Whether 


the year 1885, until a letter from 
summer, which was not sent to the Speaker of this House until after the 
been organized, and, I think, had begun its in- 


Meyor maie ingaran an bri nacine toe Cle 
will continue the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Enforcement of ees act: That for Pepere carrying 


aeiee tbere aghheagay an I, 1888, entitled “ An act 
a supplement to a AA par dag cop to execute eertain tions 
the6th day of May, 1882, and to the ex- 


valeting to agp 
penses which ma; be incurred in the enforeement of said aet by the 
Pf the Treasury, $30,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by making the amount of this 
appropriation $50,000, which I believe is the estimate. I think the 
full amount of the estimate should be given for the enforcement of the 


The leaanaa una dard ewer és will be abont $5 par day, and it is be- 
lieved that an appropriation adequate for the purpose for the 
a Sane On TK. 


Now, in accordance with this eeepeis fom the Deena Lee 
ment, the Committee on septa ss Be gentleman from 
nois will remember, reduced this cg my e D 
000, regarding the latter amount as entirely adequate. 

Mr. CANNON. I still think that my amendment 
the original amountof the estimate, $50,000, should 
do I think this amount SOG RE Ea OAT OGY Ty MEAP Admin- 
istration to expend in of this law more than is neces- 
guarded against atthe Fac poris especially at San Francisco, but 
guarded against at c ports, ly at t 
that we have a great border upon the north extending thousands of 
miles, and a great border also upon the eee yee think it abundantly 
proper that the sum of $50,000, as estimate, 
should be given for this service, aS aar, maser riagg sron 
ara aO TS DI S E cutting it down to 
$30,000. For my part I would be perfectly willing to give $100,000 
for this purpose. Certainly it is wise to give the original estimate of 
$50,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not believe there is a single member of the 
Committee on A who would not give what is essential for 
the execution of the law, but in the face of the statement of 
those who have to administer the law, that $30,000 is enough, I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Illinois, and others, we ought not to go 

into the Treasury than we are advised is necessary. 

Mr. MORROW. Inreference to thesuggestion made by the gentleman 
eT ene 
this additional appropriation isnecessary, SET ER 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois that the 
California had under consideration a few daysago a arent 

ar eaaa irap pho marsie aaan tare aa a 
effectual measures in respect to this matter of Chinese immigration. 

The fact is the i is now coming into this country by way 
of British Columbia, and it is larger from that direction than ever be- 
fore. They take advantage of the long frontier on our northern border 
to come into the United States. I am informed the reason why they 
do come in such Jarge numbers is because sufficient guards are not em- 
ployed to prevent them crossing the line. It isa matter of complaint 
since the so-called Scott law went into operation that it has not been fully 
carried out so as to guard against the entrance of Chinese ts. 
The amount provided by the gentleman from Illinois is deemed to be 
requisite to execute the law effectually. If not necessary it will not be 


RANDALL. If the gentleman from California will turn fo the 
report to which I have already referred he will find that up to the Ist 
of September it had been found necessary only to expend ont of 


the $50,000 
Mr. MORROW, The point I am trying to make is that the officers 


The Legislature of California has taken the 
and passed a resolution on Sneak 


have notexeeuted the law. 


Mr. MORROW. Itis notsensitiveness. Iam in earnest that some 
remedy is required. 
The question recurred on Mr. CaNNoN’s amendment, and it was dis- 


to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


rveys and resurveys of public lands, erage! Minter raed sam ee 
ned to settlement in the Territory of Montans under the act approved Ma: 
,000, at rates not exceeding $9 linear mile for standard and mean- 

for township, and $5 for lines: That in 


examinations as may 

dence in any suit or 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I move the BEER amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 45, in line 17, [kh the words “two hundred” and before the word 

Boor py elgg ogg og Ba ding 8,000 for survey of 
word * e x survey o 
the west boundary of the ine of White reservation in Arizona,” 


Mr. RANDALL. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
oe te chee eam noon ee eee ee 
pose; in T Wo we appropriate teatro tap 
stead of $100,000. Now, Phare are e pan: this shall be taken 
out of the $200,000 if will make his amendment conform 
to that idea. Dab ack Galak Nau to DARASA TA cm ATA 
to object to it in that form, but I am unwilling to increase the amount 
of the appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In other words, if the appropriation shall 
be $5,000 or $6,000, or so much as may be necessary, that it shall be 
ake out of the $200,000 appropriated for the surveys of the public 
ands? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; if the gentleman will put his amendmentin 
the form of a clause in the body of the paragraph providing that this 
Indian reservation shall be surveyed out of the amount appropriated 
for the general surveys, I will not object to it, so that it not in- 
the total amount of the appropriation. 


Mr. RANDA 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But the difficulty is this, that there seems 
to be a settled’ policy against the surveying of the public lands in the 
Territories until a new public-land law is enacted. We have had no 
y1 tory for years and years. 
on will be allotted to Arizona I do not know; buf 
theappropriation by adding five or six thousand dollars, a small amount, 
would survey this Indian reservation, running this boundary line, and 
a work which is in all respects absolutely important. 
What amount of the general fond my Territory would receive under 
dis act I do not know, I repeat. react pro ay maton arene 
our public-school lands are being settled upon PEETA oo 
pi, ad we are absolutely in a state of chaos Scans M poten 


Mr. RANDALL. LIonly look upon the 


and an intimation to the officials having direct 
that this survey shall take ce to the extent 
and above the amount allotted to the Territory. 


man, but my reason for offering the eS eee 
this: I have no means of knowing what the Secretary or the 
sioner of the Land Office, or whoever has charge of the duty of distrib- 
uting the fund, will give to the Territory of Arizona for these surveys. 
We may get five thousand or we may get one thousand. But if you 
appropriate $6,000 for that survey that is a definite amount which must 
be used for the purpose of surveying the west boundary line of the San 
sania acer isa nits tt EE 

ve already said. 

Mr. RYAN. Ishould think it would answer the purpose of the gen- 


the $5,000 over 
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tleman if he would add a proviso to the pending paragraph providing 
that $5,000 or $6,000 of the foregoing amount may be used for the pur- 
he indicates, 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will accept that in the absence of any- 
thing better. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Orso much as may be necessary. 3 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Iam willing to accept that modification. 


The CHAIRMAN. i h is to 
be passed over for the present with the privilege of recurring to it? 

Mr. RANDALL. With the privilege of recurring to it only for the 
purpose of the amendment to be offered to it by the gentleman from 
Arizona. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘That will be the understanding, then? 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the items under the head of 
“t United States Geological Survey.” 

Mr. RANDALL. By instruction of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Irrigation : For the purpose of in the extent to which th 
aria n of the United States can be redecmed by irrigation and the « n 
tion of irrigable lands in such arid region, and for the selections of sites for 
reservoirs and other hydraulie works necessary for the sto: and utilization 
of water for irrigation, and the prevention of floods and o ws, and to mak: 
the necessary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, 
of all instruments, paraos and all other necessary expenses 
connected therewith (the work to be 2 ala pag + by the Geological Survey under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior), $150,000.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve for the present the point of order upon 
that amendment. : 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] de- 
sires, as I understand it, to move an amendment to increase the amount 
$100,000, so asto make the aggregate $250,000 in place of $150,000? 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will be remembered that when we entered upon 
the consideration of this bill the general debate was cut off at my re- 
quest with the understanding that where a reasonable request was made 
as to time for discussion on important matters in the bill I would yield. 
I think this is a subject which is entitled to consideration, and under 
the terms of my agreement, that there should be a reasonable time for 
discussion upon it, I want now to know how much: time gentlemen 
desire, : 


Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, I would like 
about fifteen or twenty minutes to explain the matter. I will not enter 
into a discussion of the subject. I understand there are sev- 
eral gentlemen on the floor who desire to speak upon this most impor- 
tant amendment to the bill, and I think we ought to have about an 
hour and a half on a side. 

Mr. RANDALL. Gracious! I think there has been a pretty thor- 
ough examination amongst members into this subject already, and the 
time suggested by the gentleman seems entirely too long. 1 want to 
hasten the passage of the bill. I am willing to concede the fifteen 
minutes the gentleman suggested, and then he can proceed, and I will 
do the best I can for other gentlemen. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to follow somewhat the wishes of the gentle- 


e 
the cost 


because I appreciate the time necessary to pass this long bill; but yoy 


man, 

I do not myself feel like taking the responsibility of agreeing to much 

Str. RANDALL. Wel, I will ent this knot right here by yieldin 
n I will cut this knot t here ieldi 

fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Colorado. x 

Mr. SYMES. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that if a point of order 
is to be submitted, it ought to be made before three hours’ debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order can be waived temporarily. 
See gentleman from Colorado desires to be heard, and I will not dis- 

ige him. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied the only reason there is 
any doubt about the propriety of appropriations for proceeding so fast 
as is practicable with these topographic and irrigation surveys for stor- 
age reservoirs is because the subject has not occupied the minds of the 
gentlemen who report the appropriation bills, and the members of the 
House, and that the specific objects for which the money is to be used 
are not entirely understood. 

The gentlemen who opposed the appropriation of $100,000 made at 
the last session based their objections upon the ground that the Gov- 
ernment ought not to commence building dams, constructing reser- 
voirs and irrigating ditches, and peddling out water to adjoining land- 
owners. 

I said then, and I say now, that is not the object or purpose of these 
appropriations. 

The object of these appropriations is to make such topographic and 
irrigation surveys as will enable the Government to select the natural 
sites for reservoirs on the public lands in the arid region, reserve such 


reservoir sites from sale, and classify and reserve the irrigable lands. 
Let me refer to the statute making the appropriation at the last ses- 
sion: 


and the prevention of ws, and to make necessary maps, 
cluding the id of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 
paratus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected therewi! 
the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the direction of the 
of the Interior, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary,and the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the 
ry of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
pondes, he amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in 
locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the op Farapi tered 
this my rien ey all the lands which may hereafter be 
lected by such U; States survey for sites for reservoirs, ditclres, 
for purposes and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or canalsare from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 


in- 


There is nothing in this act authorizing any expenditure for the con- 
struction of ditches, canals, or reservoirs. There is nothing in the pro- 
posed appropriation for such purpose, as the proposed amendmentshows. 


the preven- 
tion of floods and overflows, and to make the 


$100, 000 


The object and purpose of this priation is to add to the value 
of the United States property, its public land. 

I have made a careful estimate of the increase in value to be derived 
from storage reservoirs. I said in my remarks last session: 


there are aj 
area than empire in Itis estimated that 10 per cent. or 
sat pag e ot tie eae vok mans on By 

& proper reservoirs. 
Without irri this desert or arid land is not worth m than 10 to 50 
cents an acre. land is reclaimed from arid to arable land it will be- 


is domain, and it can never , nor much of it sparsely, settled 
a cera jon. x : 


But this gives a small idea of the permanent wealth and aceruing benefits to 
be derived from thissystem of irrigation by storage reservoirs. It will provide 
homes in the future for many millions of people. It will create large, popu- 
lous, and wealthy communities in that po our country heretofore marked 
upon the'maps as the Great American Nature has given that country 
every kind of material wealth in profusion, except agriculture, without i 
on, < without water. The storage of water for irrigation is the one 
ni x 


Marvelous estimates are made of the number of acres that can beir- 
rigated—Governor Ross says 60,000,000 acres in New Mexico. A 
Colorado committee report 40,000,000 acres in thatStatealone. These 
are ted estimates. Major Powell estimates that 15 per cent. 


exaggera‘ 
of the whole arid region can be irrigated by a proper system of storage 
reservoirs. This would make about 75,0U0,000 acres. 
Major Powell has made a careful estimate of the quantity of land 
that can be made irrigable in several of the States and Territories: 
x Per cent, 


This estimate is based on the assumption that all the waters that flow 
the year round are utilized. 

Suppose the Government should charge $2 an acre more for tho 
land that shall be classified and reserved as susceptible of irrigation 
from the storage reservoirs. Selling it at $3.25 per acre instead of $1.25 
per acre, 50,000,000 acres would bring into the Treasury $100,000,000. 

At the last session I pointed out on this large map where the topo- 
graphic surveys of the United States had extended over the country, 
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I stated that this Government had expended about a million of dol- 
Jars during the last ten years in the topographic branch of the Geolog 
ical Survey for the purpose of making to phic surveys and - 
fying to a certain extent the public lands and other lands of the United 
States. Mr. Chairman, these topographic surveys point out only the 
general character of the country. They point out whether it is mount- 
ain, cafion, valley, or plain. It describes its general features, char- 
acteristics, and natural resources. 

Mr. Chairman, I said at that time—and I pointed out on this large 
map where the topographic surveys of the United States have ex- 
tended, and that up to this time they had cost this Government over 
one million of money, without being utilized for any special practical 
pore; and the sum sppropritjed of $200,000 for the topographic 

ranch of the Geological Survey is in the present sundry civil bill. 
Therefore I make the point, which is to introduce what I am to say 
about this new map, that the $100,000 we then obtained and the 
$250,000 we now ask for are in order that the $1,000,000 may be utilized 
which has already been expended for the topographic survey. In other 
words, Mr, Chairman, the money that we are now asking for is merely 
incident to securing an additional topographic survey that may be 
called the irrigating branch of it, utilizing a great portion of the work 
which has before been accomplished by the topographic survey in dif- 
ferent parts of the country. > 

Mr. Chairman, geological survey parties or the irrigating branch of 
that survey may go where the topographic survey has been extended 
over a portion of the country, as in the special map that I shall illus- 
trate from in a moment, without having to commence anew. They 
commence with their field notes of the original topographic survey 
right where the topographic surveyors left off, and proceed to extend 
that topographic survey by drawing contour lines, establishing the 
sites for reservoirs, run: lines for ditches, laying their levels, and 
marking off the lands suitable for irrigation from these reservoirs 
when the water shall be utilized in the future. That is what I desire 
the House to understand—that this sum which is tobe a riated 
here may utilize and obtain for the public the benefit of the million 
dollars that has already been expended. 

Mr. Chairman, to illustrate, this map before us represents an irri- 

ting survey of an irrigating district on the Jemez River in New 
Mexico, about 100 miles from Albuquerque, which has been carried on 
since the appropriation was made last summer under the personal 
supervision of Major Powell, DirectoroftheSurvey. These blue patches 
on the map represent reservoir sites that have been surveyed on that 
river, or creek, up in the mountains, near where the stream has its 
source. Those represent sites for reservoirs that were surveyed during 
October and November last. That long, meandering, dotted black 
line represents the irrigating canal which will take the water from 
those reservoirs gradually during the irrigating season down to the 
foot-hills below, where the land which is ted now and reserved 
under the provisions of the act of last September as irrigable land, 
made susceptible of irrigation from these reservoirs, is located. 

Mark you, gentlemen, where those sites for reservoirs are located the 
place where the irrigating canal commences is at such a high altitude 
that agriculture can not be carried on. It is from 7,000 to 10,000 feet 
above the sea. These lands away down here on the foot-hills [indi- 
cating on the map] and in the valleys, these townships the boundaries 
of which are marked by these red lines show the Government land 
that is, by the act of last summer, segregated from the public domain 
to be disposed of, under the proclamation of the President, or by di- 
rection of Congress, in such a way as future statesmanship shall de- 
termine. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I agreed that the committee should 
rise at half past 4, and if the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] 
will consent to interrupt his remarks at this point, I will now move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. SYMES. I do not object. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
of the Government, etc., and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES B. EADS. 

Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations a joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an ap- 
propriation for payment of the legal representatives of James B. Eads, 

Mr. RANDALL. This report was prepared by the late Mr. BURNES. 
I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD, so that 
members may understand it, and I give notice that I will call it up to- 
morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

PAYMENT TO LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES B. EADS. 

Mi. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the follow- 

ing report: 
[To accompany H. Res. 257.] 
The Committee on Appropriations having considered the estimate submitted 


by the Secretary of War on 177 of the k of Estimates for 1890, for the 
payment of $500,000 to the Pas cepnemente avon of James B, Eads for construct- 


ing jetties and other works at South Pass, Mississippi River, report herewith 
eae caer y peter oy resolution to make the spuropelaslon: as pA raSi Ay and 

A full explanation of the subject will be found in Appendix V of the Book 
of Estimates for 1890, page 294, and in the following letter,with accompanying 
papers, from the of War: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 22, 1889, 

Sır: Referring to the bill to provide for an appropriation of $500,000 for pay= 
ment to the legal representatives of James B. Eads of half the sum of $1,000,000 
retained by the United States under the act of March 8, 1875, as amended by the 
act of March 3, 1879, to be paid on the expiration of ten years’ maintenance of 
the channel as required by the said act of March 8, 1879,1 have the honor to 
transmit herewith a report of the 19th instant, on the su! from the Chief of 
Engineers, expressing the opinion that the act of March 3, , amended the 


original jetty act of March 3, 1875, by advancing certain mon to James B, 
Eads, and by reducing the widths of channel required by the o act to be 
u 


Attention is invited to the opinion of the Acting Attorney-General, dated June 
27, 1881 (Senate Executive Document No. 130, Westp-oaronth: Congress, first ses- 
sion), in which he states that all questions betwixt the United States and Cap- 
tain Eads in res to the securing of the depth of water stipulated for under 
his contract having been happily ended, such as may arise in future will prob- 
ably Ts aii only the maintenance for a specified period of what has thus been 
secured. 


1879, bee * 
consequently the $1,000,000, half of which ‘will be due in Septem! 1889, 
the channel ia maintained, had been earned. oR re eee ae 
I concur in these views and recommend an riation of $500,000 in accord- 
ance with the estimate submitted to Congre (book of Estimates, page 177). 


Si ts iad WILLIAM ©, ENDICOTT. 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, idake 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1889. 

Sir: Referring to the inclosed bill "making an appropriation for ent to 
the 1 representatives of James B. Eads, handed ne at the Tooke of the 
Co ttee on Np aes nkprin of the House of Representatives duringa personal 
interview with the committee on the morning of January 17, 1889, ve the 
honor to report that it is very evident that in the of the act of March 8, 
1879, it was the intention of Congress to amend the original jetty act of March 
3, 1875, by advancing certain moneys to James B. and by reducing the 
widths of channel provided by the o; act, These two objects having n 
accomplished the ce of the original act was left in full force. 

It appears from a consideration of the act of March 3, 1879: 

1, That the act was intended to cover and provide for all payments thereafter 
to be made by the Government to Mr. Eads on account of the construction of 
the works at the South Pass and for the securing and maintenance of the chan- 
nel. The lan. of the act is that “in lieu of payments ” provided by the act 
of 1875 the follo na poyineuis should be made, ete. 

There is no provision made in the act of 1879 for any other maximum chan- 
nel than the channel 26 feet deep, 200 feet wide at the bottom, and having 
bike, = it a central depth of 30 feet without regard to width. 

2. The act of 1879 Sey ree that when a channel 26 feet deep, 200 
feet wide at the bottom, and having through it a central depth of 30 feet with- 
out rd to width shall have been secured, the whole of t the contract price 

to be paid to Mr. Eads by the Government, * $5,250,000,” should be 
deemed as earned by Mr. Eads, 

If it was the intention of Congress that any other maximum channel should 
be secured than the modified channel provided by the act of 1879, the amenda- 
tory act would certainly not have provided the total compensation for 
pe Abe should be deemed as earned until the maximum channel had been 
obtained, 

The fact that by the terms of the act the total compensation for the entire 
work is declared to be earned when a channel 26 feet deep, 200 feet wide at the 
bottom, and hav a central depth of 30 feet without regard to width had been 
sec conclusively shows that that was the maximum channel that Congress 
intended should be secured. . 

3, The $1,000,000 held in reserve by the Government was, under the terms of 
the act of 1875, distinctly to be held as security for maintenance of the maximum 
channel. Upon thesecuring ofsuch maximum channel the money was earned, 
and interest was payable semi-annually to Mr. Eads or his representatives. 
The act of 1879 contains an express provision that $100,000 a year for a period of 
twenty years shall be paid to said Eads or his legal representatives in equal 

uarterly installments to cover the expense of maintaining a channel 26 feet 
sae pa yore wide at the bottom, and having through it a central depth of 30 feet 
without regard to width. Can itbe pees te view of this expressed provision 
defining the character of channel to be maintained, that payment of the $1,000,- 
000 can az held to be conditional upon the maintenance of another and different 
channe! 


30 feet in depth without rogard 
$1, p pledge as security b 
ment, should be paid “at the time ànd in the manner” provi: 


1875. 

This provision applies only to the matter of payment. It has no relation to 
the condition of the channel. Sap geger were to be made at the times— 
what times? At the expiration ten and twenty years after the modified 
channel was secured, and in the manner—what manner? Upon warrants 
eda by the Secretary of War upon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

ta! 

The language means no more than this, and to hold that the word “manner” 
should be construed as referring to widths and depths of channel would seem 
to be a distortion of the language of the act and a clear violation of the inten- 


has been modified channel] provided for in the act of 1879, to wit, a channel 
26 feet deep, 200 feet wide at the bottom, and having through it a central de 

of 30 feet without regard to width. To now place such a construction upon the 
acts as would prevent the payment of $500,000 of the $1,000,000 upon the main- 
taining of such channel for a period of ten years would necessarily involve the 
conclusion that large sums of money heretofore paid to Mr. Eads were improp- 
erly paid. All of these payments have been made upon the theory that Congress 
intended by the act of 1879 to reduce the maximum channel required to be se- 
cured by the act of 1875. Several Attorneys-General of the United States have 
considered the question arising from the payments of installments of interest on 
this $1,000,000, and in no case has it been questioned that Mr. Eads was entitled 
to receive this interest money upon the maintenance of the modified channel, 


1889. 


6. We have seen that the jong’ of the act of 1879 in itself clearly indicates 
the intention of Congress. is Ttcation: however, is further illustrated b 

the report of the Senate Committee on Transportation Routes to the ‘Seaboard. 
which committee favorably rted the act of 1879. This sy oh may be found 
in Senate Reports, volume 2, 1878-’79, Forty-fifth Congress, ion, report 


o. 781. 

In concluding the report the committee maya: “ 

“The provisions of the act of 1875, before adverted to, were oppressive in this: 
First, that they required so large an amount of work to be done before any pay- 
ment by the Government; and, second, that they ig bet unnecessary widths 
ofchannel. All that can be reasonably desired by the Government is thata 
channel shall be secured through the jetties of sufficient width and depth to ac- 
commodate present and pie onsen commerce, The committee is satisfied 
that a channel 26 feet in depth by 200 feet in width is entirely adequate, and 
they reach this conclusion from the testimony of experts of undoubted ability. 
The commission of 1874, in recommending the application of the jetty system 
to the South Pass, contemplated the securing of no greater depth of permanent 
channel than 25 or 26 feet, without regard to width; and General Wright, in his 
testimony before the committee, stated in substance that a channel 26 feet in 
ospi by 200 feet in width was ample to accommodate the commerce of the 

ver. 

“Mr. Eads does not propose nor does the committee recommend that a less 
depth than 30 feet be secured through the center of the jetty channel, but this 
great depth would have to be increased to 35 or 40 feet in order to produce the 
maximum channel required by the original act. 

“In order to secure a channel of the width and depth required by the jetty act 
it would be necessary to largely increase the volume of water through the pass. 
This would cause a disturbance of the regimen of the three , and might 
involve serious danger to the works. Relying upon the testimony of Generals 

rd and Wright and upon the emphatic declaration of Mr. Eads, the com- 
mittee is of opinion that it would be unwise for the Government to require a 
trial of this experiment. 

“The Government should require nothing to be done which might involve 
destruction of the jetties. 

"In view of the a KAN other matters presented to it the committee is 
of opinion that Mr. s is entitled to and should receive relief at the hands of 
Congress, and that the decrease of widths from those required by the act of 
1875 will be as much to the interest of the Government as to that of Mr. Eads. 

“Wherefore it recommends that all of said bill No. 1422 after the enacting 
clause be stricken out and that the annexed amendment be inserted in lieu 
thereof, and that said bill, when so amended, do Bs 

I append three opinions of the Attorney-General of the United States bearing 
upon the general questionsinvolyed, namely: Opinion of May 24,1879; opinion 
of June 28, 1879; opinion of January 20, 1830, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS, LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 


of War. 


[Opinion of May 24, 1879.] 
> DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, May 24, 1879. 
Sm: In conversation yesterday you submitted to me an inquiry arising upon 


the following state of facts : 

Assuming that it ap: to you that on the 7th day of April last Captain 
Eads had complied with all the conditions of the act so far as relates to main- 
taining a channel through the South Pass and theshoal atits head, and, further, 
had obtained in the channel from the South Pass to the Gulfof Mexico a depth of 
25 feet and a width of notless than 200 feet, is he now entitled to the payment of 
$500,000 Lem Nee by the act of March 3, 1879, which provides that * when a 
channel shall have been obtained by the action of the jetties and auxilia: 
works authorized by said act 25 feet in depth and not less t 200 feet in widt! 
at the bottom through the said jetties there shall be paid $500,000 "—the further 
fact now appearing that since the 7th of April the channel from the South’Pass 
to the Gulf of Mexico has reduced in width by the action of the current 
from over 200 feet Gamer 230 feet) to 140 feet in certain points, still retaining, 
however, through this width the depth of 25 feet? 

The original act contained four provisions for payment on obtaining certain 
depths and widths of channel, which were to be accompanied by additional pay- 
ments for mantaining such channels for a year; thus, upon obtaining channe 


Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary 


AM es feet of the width required by the act, Mr. Eads was to receive the 
sum ,000, and upon main ing ofthese depths for a year he was to 
receive the additional sum of $250,000; on obtaining the depth of 30 feet, ete., he 
was to receive sum of $500,000, 


„andon maintainingit for a year, the additional 
sum of $500,000, All the additional sums for pana het the depths, etc., were 
to be paid with interest. 

The act of June 19, ate provided for the payment of $500,000 to Mr. Eads upon 
his “ relinquishment ofall claim to the payment of $500,000 provided by the here- 
inbefore recited act to be paid when a channel of 24 feet in depth and not less 
Sa mit feet in width s! have been obtained. 

e 


passage The same section pro- 
vided that Mr. Eads is to relinquish all claim to the deferred payment of $350,- 
for twelve months a 
to time Mr, 
e $500,000 
3, 1875, when a channel 26 feet in depth, cte., 


The effect of these provisions was, therefore, to substitute for the paymentto 
be made accordin; act on obtainin 


This being the state of the law, the act 3 system 
of payments to be made in lieu of the payments before provided for. This lat- 


depth, ete., $500,000 were to be paid; when it shall have obtained 26 feet, etc.,an 
additional $500,000 were to be paid; and when a channel 30 feet in depth, with- 
to width, had been obtained through the jetties, there was to be paid 


these changes Mr. Eads was to receive the same sum that was provided for 
in original but he was to receive it on different terms; and it will be ob- 
served thatthe de: payments of the original act, which related to his main- 
taining the depths of 24, 26, 28, and 30 feet, respective 
eevee ney ane arpaa Ea ira Lene by the acts of J: 1878, and March 3, 
1879. deferred payment npon apres 3 A erwise 
provided fox oe ee a one or mie a jefe 
ments, upon ; 28, an feet, respectiy ‘absorbed 
payments provided for by the act of March 3, 1879, sie = 4d 
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therein con- 
une 19, 1878, 


channel 30 feet in ce ire and 350 feet in width (which was the original width 


il. works, 
s and bis associa 


rpo: p 
were that when the channel at its full width and yt should have been main- 
tained for ten years Fads should receive the sum of half of $1,000,000, and when 
the same depth and width should bave been maintained ten additional years he 
should receive the remaining half of the same $1,000,000. 

The same act contemp! that after the full completion in width and depth, 
Mr. Eads and his associates should also receive $100,000 per annum,in equal 
quarterly payments, so long as the channel should be maintained fora period of 
twenty pea from that date at the ultimate depth and width. 

Tn rel Ce ete ey deferred payments, above adverted to, upon obtaining 
the specified depths, it is to be observed that the United States still retains as 
security for the maintenance of his work by Mr. Eads the sum of $1,000,000, and 
the further sum of $100,000 per year for twenty years, which the United States 
agrees to pay, provided the channel is maintained. 

An examination and comparison of these acts, which are perhaps compli- 
cated, rather from the number and variety of the payments than from any legal 
difficulties, leads me to the conclusion that Mr. Eads is now entitled to the pay- 
ments provided for by the act on obtaining the specified depths and widths, even 
if, after obtaining them, there should by accident or otherwise be a filling up of 
the channel which should reduce the width; provided, of course, that the con- 
ditions which relate to the pass itself, and the shoal at its bead, are at the same 
time complied with. 

This opinion is fortified by the character of the act. Unless Mr, Eads goes for- 
ward and obtains the greater depth which he is required to obtain, he can re- 
ceive no more money. When he obtains the ultimate depth, etc. of 30 feet, al- 
though he will be entitled to receive all that is then contemplated to be pai 
obtaining such depth and width, yet he will still find himself under the neces- 
sity of maintaining the same depth and width if he would establish his claim to 
aes of $100,000 annually for a od of twenty years, and the sum of 
$1,000,000, which is to be paid in two installments of $500,000 each, upon the 
maintenance for ten and twenty years, respectively, of the channel, together 
with the interest upon this million. 

In answer, then, to your oral inquiry I have to say that, assuming that the 
conditions relating to the pass itself and the shoal at its head had been complied 
with on the 7th day of April last, and that Mr. Eads on that day had obtained a 
depth of 25 feet in the el between the South Pass and the Gulf, with a 
Width of 200 feet in the same channel, he is entitled to the payment of $500,000, 
Eeh pii that since that date the width of the channel has been dimin- 


CHAS. DEVENS, Attorney-General. 
Hon. GEORGE W, McCrary, 2 
Secretary of War. 


{Opinion of June 28, 1879.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, June 28, 1879, 

SIR: Yesterday you orally inquired of me whether Captain Eads is entitled to 
$500,000, or only $250,000, upon obtaining a channel 26 feet aoso 200 feet wide 
through the South Pass of the Mississippi River to the Gulf ‘exico (including 
the requisite depth in the pass and over the shoal atthe head of the pass); or, to 
state your question in another form, whether the sum of $250,000 heretofore ad- 
vanced to him, being one-half of the sum to be paid under the act of March 3, 
1575, for a channel 26 feet deep and 300 feet wide, is to be deducted from the pay- 
aor for achannel 26 fect deep and 200 feet wide provided for by the act of March 

$ X 

Your question assumes, of course, thatin other respects sg ge Eads has com- 
plied with his contract: thatis, in maintaining thedepth and width through the 
South Pass itself and the shoal at its head, which he is bound at this time to 
maintain, and relates only to the amount of Joren now to be made upon his 
having obtained a channel 26 feet deep and 200 feet wide. 

Itis n for me to a briefly the provisions of the several acts 
bearing upon this subject, confining myself to them so far as they relate to pay- 
— at r. Eads. This I will do substantially in the terms of my letter to you 
of May 24, 1879. 

The original act of March 3, 1875, contained six provisions for payments on 
obtaining certain depths and widths of channel, four of which were accompa- 
nied by additional payments for maintaining such channels fora year. Thus, 
on obtaining a channel of 20 feet in depth, of the prescribed width, Mr. Eads 
was to receive $500,000; on obtaining a channel of 22 feet in depth, and the ap- 
propriate width, he was to receive $500,000: upon obtaining channeis of 24, 26, 
and 28 feet in depth, of the width required by the act, he was to receive the sum 
of , for „and upon maintaining them for a year he was to receive 
the additional sum of $250,000 for each; and,on obtain ng a depth of 30 feet, 
ete., he was to receive the sum of $500,000, and $500,000 additional for maintain- 
ing the same for a year, All the additional sums for maintaining depths, ete., 
were to be paid with interest. 

The act of June 19, provided for the payment of $500,000 to Mr. Eads upon 
his “ relinquishment of all claim to the payment of $500,000 provided by the here- 
inbefore-recited act, to be when a channel of 24 feet in depth and not less 
than 250 feet in width shall have been obtained.” 

The third section of the same act authorized a further payment to Mr. 
in the gate not to exceed the sum of $500,000, to be paid monthly, “* for ma~ 
terials ished, labor done, and expenditures incurred, from and after the 

of this act, in the construction of said works,” 

It ais rovided that Mr, Eads was to relinquish all claim to the deferred = 
ment of ,000 provided for in the act of March 3,1875, which was to be paid 
for maintaining for twelve months a channel of 24 feet in depth, etc.; and, fur- 
ther, that from time to time he was to relinquish, as monthly installments of 
the remaining $250,000 were paid, like amounts, which were to be deducted 
from the $500,000 provided for by the act of March 3, 1875, when a channel 26 
E otfect of these provision aan Sa 6 abstitute for th t to 

e effe ese provisions was, os ute for the paymen 
be made, according to the original act, on obtaining the depth of 24 feet, ete., a 
payment in advance of $500,000, and a further payment of $500,000 for ** mate- 
r furnished,” which was to be compensated for by the deferred t pamen of 
$250.000 due upon maintaining the depth of 24 feet, and one-half of payment 
of $500,000 due upon obtaining the depth of 26 feet, 
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. This being the state of the law, the act of March 3, 1879, provided for a system 
Glpaymente to be made in lieu of the payments before provided for. From the 
nature of the case, this provision eo ts under the laws 


only affect the pa: 

March 3, 1875,and June 19, 1878, when construed 

made, This act of March 3, 1879, 
rej 


th 

This state of legislation shows clearly that the act of March 3, 1879, was in- 
tended to o e only upon those payments which were to follow the pay- 
ments vided for by the act of June 19, 1878. Those Pedy oor a are 000 

nel of 26 feet and a width of 300 feet, and $250,- 

$500,000 upon obtaining 
a channel 28 feet deep and 350 feet wide, and the additional sum of $250,000 upon 
maintaining the same for a year; Pona opon obtaining a depth of 30 feet 
with awidth of 35v feet, and $500,000 additio. upon maintaining the same for a 
year; in all, $2,250,000, 

The new s; 
template 


an po 
of 25 feet witha width a payment of arger Des a depth of 26 feet 


and a width of 200 feet, $500,000; at a depth of 30 fect, without regard to width, 
$500,000; in all $2,250,000. 

The important change made in favor of Mr. Eads by the of the act of 
March 3, 1879, is not in the amount of the yments. The amount con- 
templated by the original act of March 3, 1 by theact of June 19, 1878, and by 
the act of March 3, rial < the same; but he obtained by aa Bo act the im 

tant advan oi an immediate paymen! ja nt o! 
aoe anes DOIS A ai of 25 feet anda width of 200 feet; $500,000 on ob- 


and there will remain yet to be paid to Mr, Eads only the sum of ,000 under 
i A pr Bagya been 4 for the 26-foot channel, 
e, however, is ge entitled. 


nal 


therein 
visions of the act of June 19, 
late 006 


rovision has now 1o ERT DEORE SS SUES CROSS Sater cen 

hole of the payments provided in the 
e n aoe oe 
of Jane 1 was an ose w. were contem 
aE Lark whan the not of 1578 was passed, 

the construction otherwise, the compensation of Mr. Eads would be re- 

duced by the sum of $250,000 from that contem by both the preceding acts. 
Ereg ey portion of the act goes to show tbat such a construction would be inad- 
m 


In direct answer, therefore, to your inquiry, I would reply that, assumin 
Mr Eads to have obtained a channel of 26 feet in depth and 200 fect in width 
through the South Pass of the Mississippi River to tbe deep water of the Gulf 
of Mexico, includi. ages juisite in the pass and over the shoal at the 
to 


[Opinion of January 20, 1880.) 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, January 20, 1830. 
Str: Your letter of the 13th instant submits to me an inquiry as to the 


struction of the act of Congress March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., 464), and 
pte acts, reference to the time for whieh Capt, James B. Eads is en- 
titled to interest which amount remains “as security in the pos- 
session of the United States,” payment of installment 


nel constructed shall. when comp! be maintained for the iod of 
twenty years. To assure the performance of this part of his und: is the 
of security held by the United States. For this 

service he is entitled to annual compensation at the rate of $100,000. 


But it is provided: 
“If any failure to maintain said channel of 30 feet in depth and 350 fect in 
width shall the date 


The d and widths uired bythe act differ from those 
Se ecpeneedenete nensn ee tate urripena daana Noea 
In Se sence A it was held cous d notbe 


paid for 


Len quacterty aed soneal payaenin provited tore, Wish dete epi 
and ann: ymen for. 

sat „and now pooner 6 to be correct. The reasons riy reele berean I 
then reached and the quotations from the acts to support the same I do not 
think it necessary to here restate. 

The question now presented is whether (even assaming the ion referred 
to to be correct) interest is still to be paid upon the sum by the United 
4 


like the pay- 
are to be postponed, so as to exclude such pe- 


The provision for the payment of interest is to be found in the following clause 
of the original act: 

“When a channel 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in width shall have been ob- 
tained by the effect of said jetties and auxiliary works aforesaid, the remaining 

000,000 shall be deemed as having been earned by said Eads and associates; 
but said amount shall remain as security in the possession of the United States 
for the purpose hereinafter set forth, interest at 5 per cent, per annum on the 
same being payable to said Eads, his assi and representatives, semi- 
annually, from the date when a channel of 30 feetin depth and 350 feet in width 
shall have been first secured, so Jong as said money, or any part thereof, is held 


by the United States.” 

The provisions for the payment of interest on the money held in pledge, and 
of the annual compensation, are found connected ther in most of the sec- 
tions of this statute. It seems not to bean unreasonable inference that Congress 
looked alike to the money received by Eads as interest and to what is termed 
“annual compensation,” for the maintenance of the channel. The clause 
hee provides for an expenditure from the sum of money held in pledge is 
as follows: 

“That in case said Eads and associates, in order to maintain a channel of 30 
feet in depth and 350 feet in width, shall deem it necessary to expend on said 
works, during any one or more of said twenty years, any money in excess of 
the annual payments received by them during said year or years under this act, 
the of War shall, on satisfactory proof of such expenditures, author- 
ize, as often as such extra expenditures may Lar iiog Se 
from the said money in pledge to said Eads or h 

Strictly speaking, there are no annual payments. The compensation, as dis- 
tinguished from interest, is paid quarterly, and the interest is paid semi-annu- 
ally. The words “annual payments,” as used in this clause, may fairly be in- 
terpreted to mean the sums payable to Mr. Eads during a year. 

‘he sum held in pledge is np a g retained as security for the maintenance 
ofthe channel. How Mr. Eads could be fairly entitled to interest upon the same 
during the periods when the channel is not maintained it is not easy to per- 
ceive. It is contended, however, that this is the precise language of the statute, 
and that any ether on violates the language. But any construction 
which would give to Mr, Eads interest during the periods of failure would 
violate the whole spirit of the act,and would lead to a result, if the act itself as 
a whole is considered, so clearly at variance with it as to be inadmissible. Ac- 
cording to this theory Mr. cons tare if he failed to maintain the channel per- 
manently, would still be enti! to these semi-annual payments, and asecurity 
given for the maintenance of the channel would result only in this, that the 
party would not at the end of the twenty years receive the principal sum, but 
would be entitled to a claim against the United States for the interest on that 


States during such ods of failure, hhether these 
oaa eE pins dns panna ined EER whey on igh Panis, 


the payment of the same 
s legal representatives,”’ 


9 Meeson & Welsby, 398.) 
Mr. Chief-Justice Taney, in speaking of the rules of interpretation, says in 
Brewer vs, Blougher (14 » 197): 
“It is undoubtedly yeg tay ra toascertain the meaning of the Legis- 
n the statute, and the subject-matter to which it 


iio eae Sia the tral meaning of is language would os 
are teral meaning o: would ex- 
kor to cases which to aiies ky ak 


the Legislature never 
Mr. Justice Davis remarks, in Heydenfeldt vs, Daney Gold and Silver Minihg 


i thecal Tatarka Pion of part of it would operate unjustly, or Jead to 
“Ifa ofany would ope: y, or 

absurd results, or becontrary tothe evident of theact taken asa whole, 
it should be There is no better way of discovering its true meaning, 
when ons in it are rendered ambiguous by their connection with other 
— Ag considering the necessity for it, and the cause which induced 


Applying these well-known rules of construction, it would mye seem that 


e providing itself 
tenance of the work, and give to the party failing the 
benefit of the security in what is aoe satisfactory form—that of 


maintenance of 
be unjust, nor would it be at variance with the fair intent of this act, to hold that 
nited States mi in, devote the sum thus held in pledge 
to the ee of A wrong pls pee eee it through itsown ofl- 
cers, or 
In direct answer to your inquiry, I am therefore of opinion that Mr. Eads is 
not e to payment of interest for all the time from July 8, 1579, continu- 
according to the time of the calendar year, if during that time there 
when he has failed to maintain the channel ; but that such 
periods of ure must be deducted, as such deduction is made in the matter 
of what is termed the “annual compensation.” 
Very respectfally, your obedient 


Hon. ALEXANDER RAMSEY, 
Secretary of War. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage, with amendments, of the bill (H. R. 11683) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship with a fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York 
Harbor, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. PALMER, Mr. CULLOM, 
and Mr. GORMAN. 

It also announced the with amendments in which concur- 
rence was requested, of the bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890. 

it also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Impe- 
rial German Government to the Government of the United States to 
become a party to the International Geodetic Association; 

A bill (H. K. 11207) to increase the maximum amount of interna- 
tional money-orders from $50 to $100; 


DEVENS, Atiorney-Generat. 


1889. 
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A bill = R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland; 

A bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of sea- 
men of the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy. 

It also announced the passage of the bill (S. 3310) to establish two 
additional land districts in the State of Nebraska; in which concur- 
rence was requested. 


JAMES K, EDWARDS, DECEASED. 


Mr. SHAW. I am instructed by the Committee on Accounts to 
submit a privileged report, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the original resolution so that it will read: 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of James 
K. Edwards, deceased (late one of the Official Reporters of the House), the ex- 
penses of his last illness and funeral, not to exceed $500; and also to pay to the 
widow and only daughter of said Edwards, in pque smounts,a further sum 
equivalent to six months of the salary which said Edwards was receiving at the 


time of his death. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How does that matter come before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to.ask the gentleman from Maryland, 
who presents the report, whether the sum of $1,000 extra was not ap- 

ropriated last session for the benefit of this reporter. 

Mr. SHAW. Yes; anda like sum was appropriated for each of the 
other Official Reporters of the House because of extra expenses incurred 
in transcribing the debate during the last longsession; so that, in order 
to equalize matters entirely, it would be necessary for them all to die. 
{Laughter.] I ask for a vote. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
‘the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent to report and have considered 
oe ere which I send to the desk. 
~ . Iriseto t a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
*bill proposed to be reported by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. McMILLIN, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McMILLIN, Whena gentleman states that he rises to present 
a privileged report, does not that take precedence of any other matter? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does, and the Chair will so decide; 
bartas gentleman from Massachusetts has a right to have his request 
sta 


The Clerk read the title of the bill proposed to be reported by Mr. 
Davis, as follows: 

A bill amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring 
ukani iat on steamers, 


INDEXING JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 

The SPEAKER prot e. Pending the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Daves] for unanimous consent, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] desires to submit a privileged 
si ey which will be read. 

Clerk read as follows: ; 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Seplember 29, 1838. 

Mr. CARUTH submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed: 

“t Resolved, That the Committee on Rules are hereby authorized to reappoint 
ms roy tr under the resolution of May 22, 1882, atthe rate of 
compensation fixed by the said resolution, to assist in the peg reeg ofa - 
eral index of the Journals of res hens er the resolution of June 18, 1678 to 
bee out of the contingent fund of the House until an appropriation be 
e. 


The re on peewee ce iy fae was preven the ban tare py gp 
authorizing rea) ntmen e recently employed 
ration of a general index of the Journals of O landat resolution of May 
22, es have considered the same, and report it with the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 3 strike out the words "com ion fixed by said resolution” and 


insert the words “twelve hundred do r annum; and in the last tine 
strike out the words “an ey go peat l be made" and insert the words 
“the 4th of March, 1889, and the Committee on Appropriations are hereby in- 
structed to provide for the compensation of the a after the said 4th 
riation bills at the rate 
As so amended 
y That 


of March in one of the ap; $1,200 per annum.” 
the resolution will read: 
the Committee on Rules are hereby authorized to reappoint 

the loon recently employed under the resolution of May 22, 1882, at the rate 
~of $1,200 per annum, to assist in the preparation of a general index of the Jour- 
nals of Con: under the resolution of June 18, 1878, to be paid out of thecon- 
tingent fund of the House until the 4th of March, 1889, and the Committee on 
Appropriations are jeted to provide forthe com of the said 


by instru 
person the said 4th of March in one of the appropriation bills at the rate 
of $1, 200 per annum.” 

And as so amended your committee recommend the resolution be adopted. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to inquire the name 


| of the person referred to in the resolution, so that I may move ‘an amend- 


ment to strike out the phraseology describing that ‘‘ person” and to in- 


| sert his name. 


Mr. SOWDEN. The person referred to is Mr. Charles Abert, of 
Maryland, who isthe author of this personal index. He was appointed 
under resolution of May 22, 1882, by the Committee on Rules, at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum. tins xm the status of this matter 
was changed and an increased fored provided for in the legislative, 
executive, and judiciary appropriation bill of July 11, 1888. This ad- 
ditional force was appointed by the Committee on Rules, and through 
some mistake Mr. Abert was not continued on the work. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why notstrike out the words 
describing this “person” and insert his name? 

Mr, SOWDEN. I have no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know that my colleague [Mr. SowpEN] 
is correct in referring to this gentleman as the author of this publica- 
tion. So far as I know, Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia, was its 
author. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is evident that the object 
of this resolution is to have a certain gentleman employed, and I am 
simply suggesting that he be named in the resolution instead of being 
indicated by certain descriptive words. 

A MEMBER. That would relieve everybody. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I think this matter had better be brought up at 
another time. There seems to be some little mystery about it. We 
can not understand whatitis, I forone object to its consideration now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the regular order, 

Mr. SOWDEN. This is the regularorder. Thereisno ‘‘mystery”’ 
at all connected with this proposition. This gentleman was in the em- 
ploy of the Government, and had charge of the preparation of this 
personal index until the resolution was adopted increasing the force 
— the view of facilitating the publication and preparation of the 
work—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think it is very mysterious that the person in- 
tended to be employed is not named in the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it is contemplated by this res- 
olution to create a permanent office? How long is this thing to con- 
tinue? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state this plan of indexing the Journals of 
Con: was originally introduced here by the Hon. Alexander H. 
Stephens. If I remember aright it was in 1882, 

tleman who was appointed to do this work was General Ord- 
way. nder General Ordway the work progressed so slowly that after 
seven years and more of labor in this connection we were advised it 
would take sixteen years more before it would be completed with the 
force General Ordway then had. Some of us thought we would like 
to see it finished. à 
' Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, before we die. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. But we had no security under the then condition 
of affairs as to when it would be finished. We increased the force so 
the work would be accomplished in four years, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the increase of force? 

Mr. RANDALL. Four times as many. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This is another, in addition ? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘This Mr. Abert, of Maryland, was displaced; that 
is, he was not reappointed, because his office was practically done away 
wi He was employed by General Ordway at $2,000 a year. There 
were fixed certain salaries, some at $800, some at $1,000, and some at 
$1,200. This gentleman was legislated out of office. He received 
$2,000, but his reappointment was not provided for; and he now asks 
to come in as additional, and it will have the effect to that extent to 
hasten the finishing this index. ‘The salary is to be $1,200. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why not put in the nameof 
the person described in the resolution? 

Mr. RANDALL. It will not in the end decrease the expense or in- 
crease it, but in the natural course of things will hasten the day when 
the work will be done. à 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isthisgoingtocomeoutofmytime? [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SownEn] has the floor. 

Mr. Mc. IN. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether it is not the fact that at the last session of Congress, by 
provision in the appropriation bills, the number of men engaged in 
this work was doubled? 

Mr. RANDALL. The number was quadrupled. 

Mr, MoMILLIN. We had two two years ago, and now we have 
eight; and by this resolution it is proposed to make it nine. 

Mr. RANDALL, It was proposed to take sixteen years to finish this 
work and we made provision that itshould be finished in four years. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The more you put on it the longer it will take. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SOWDEN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TAULBEE, I donot want more than fifteen or twenty min- 
utes. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. SOWDEN. I will give the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. -You had better begin on that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will consume at least a portion of that five min- 
utes in asking the gentleman from Pennsylvania if there is in this res- 
olution any possibility of fixing in employment by the Government an 
officer beyond the control of the Committee on Rules, or anybody else, 
whether he performs any service or not for at least a period of four years 
more, or longer if this work s take up more than four years? 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as I know, General Ordway has the super- 
intending of this work. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not see the person to be employed under this 
resolution shall be under General Ordway or anybody else. 

Mr, SOWDEN. The appointment is under the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It provides for an appointment, but there is no 
general law, and this resolution does not say who shall be appointed 
to this position. 

I have on two or three occasions found this condition of things to 
exist, where persons have been employed under the Government at a 
fixed salary, and designated to other work at a higher fixed salary, and 
have neglected the work for which their compensation was fixed by 
law. That has been especially the case with some of the architects 
employed, and we have been called upon to make additional appro- 
priations for the salaries of more offices than one. 

I do not know that this would occur under the resolution as now pre- 
sented, or as to this party, but I am opposed to the principle embodied 
in the resolution. I prefer to leave the power of appointment and re- 
moval for cause in the hands of some responsible I know of no 
better Leary Pray the Committee on Rules of the House of Re ta- 
tives, and if the resolution poridog that the appointment of this party 
should be under the control of that committee and subject to removal 
for cause, I would not oppose it if the appointment was deemed nec- 
essary. But I think the resolution is setting a dangerous precedent, 
and ought not to be adopted. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. [Langhter.] 

Mr. SOWD I demand the previous question on the report and 
amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Pending that I move that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution was laid upon the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending request is that of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAvis]. Is there objection to the 
present consideration ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask for the reading of a short report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thedemand for the regular order cuts 
off requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I move that the House take a recess until 
7.30 this evening, to consider bills under the special order. 

Mr. BOUTEL I desire to make a report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdraw the demand for the regular order 
if gentlemen have reports to submit, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. SOWDEN and others demanded the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The demand for the regular order was withdrawn 
to let me make a re ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the demand for the regular order 
has been renewed by several other gentlemen. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 47 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until past 7 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m. was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading 
of the following communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF aii aay a PEON 

Sr: Hon. BexroN MCMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at the session of the House this erangi ORS ac LE, 

Hon, pg B. CLARK : y 


erk House of Eepresentatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ask unani- 
mous consent, pending that motion, that the same rule prevail as hereto- 
fore; that is, t the names of the members be called in alphabetical 
order, where we last ended, so that as each member’s name 
is called he have leave to call up one bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this can 
probably be in Committee of the Whole. 

Pct ie Generally it has been arranged before going into 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Michigan. 
Is there objection to the request just stated ? 
There was no objection. 
CARA CURTIS. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, before the motion of the gentleman is put, 
I would like to make a request for unanimous consent, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan the gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent 
to submit a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX. The bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll was sent 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the report drawn and adopted, 
I understand my friend from Michigan, Judge CHIPMAN, favorably 
reported this bill, but for some reason I do not find it on the Calendar. 
I know it was favorably considered. I wrote the report myself, and 
the committee adopted it and seemed to be content with it. I would 
ask unanimous consent, therefore, that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be now put upon 


its passage. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What #s the rate of pension? 

Mr. COX. The rate of pension of the mother of this young lady 
was $50 per month, but I propose to amend this bill by putting it at 
$30 per month. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this young lady is the 
daughter of General Samuel R, Curtis, who died just after the close of the 
late war from disease or wounds contracted in the service, I forget 
which. He had been a general in the Mexican war and the late war, 
and afterwards was as a civil engineer in Ohio and in St. Louis 
and on the Pacific railroads. He had been connected with Congress 
when the war broke out, but resigned to take part in the war and died 
poor. He served gallantly in two wars. His widow received a pen- 
sion only a few years ago, and was left in destitute circumstances, 
while her daughter, the young lady in question, the beneficiary in this 


bill, isleft y helpless and very poor. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The widow received $50 month? 
Mr. COX. Yes; and all I ask in this case is per month. Itis 


rather a hard case that General Curtis, who had served with signal dis- 
tinction and gallantry in two wars, with more distinction perhaps than 
any other man in the service, should, by the result of misfortunes, 
have left his family in that destitute condition. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not object to the consideration of this bill, 
but smpi want to apui the statement made over and over again 
that I think it unwise legislation to give to the child of one soldier of 
the co a greater pension than is given to the child of another. * 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has some doubts about the 
consideration of this bill and will cause the order to be read which 
limits the consideration of bills to-night to those which have been re- 
ported from the Committees on Pensions and Invalid Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until further ordered, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p.m., the 
House shall take a recess until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the 
Private Calendar ting pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions and the Committec on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary political disabilities, 
shall be considered; and no other business shall be transacted at such evening 
aces and the House shall adjourn on each of said evenings not later than 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in some doubt as to 
whether this matter can be disposed of at this time, it not having been 
reported by one of the committees mentioned in the special order, but 
will submit the question to the House and let it determine. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from New York? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. I move that the amendment be adopted making the pen- 
sion $30 per month. ; 

Mr. KILGORE. What did the mother receive? 

Mr. COX. The mother received $50, and I propose to cut the pen- 
sion of the daughter down to $30. 

Mr. KILGORE. Cut it down to $25. 

Mr. COX. I do not think that would be enough to do honor to the 
record of her father. He was at Camargo, you know, at an early day. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think $25 would be sufficient, 

Mr. COX. I will make it $25, then. 

= DORSEY (to Mr. KILGORE). Saved the Government $5 a 
month! 

Mr. COX. I ask leave to file the report, sothat it can appear of rec- 
ord that this was a meritorious case. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from New York asks 
leave that the report may be filed, and that it may hereafter be printed 
in the RECORD. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett 
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Mr. STRUBLE. Does not that give arrears of ion? 
Mr. COX. Ido not know, but I will withdraw that portion, and 
will make it read, at the rate of $25, to take effect from the date of the 


passage of the bill. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Let the bill be reportedas amended. 
The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Cara Curtis, daughter of Maj. 
Gen. Samuel R. Curtis, she to be paid a pension of $25 a month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN], that the House resolve 
itself in Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under 
the special order. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole under 
the special order, and the Clerk will call the first name. 

JOHN M’COOL, 

Mr. DORSEY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5807) grant- 
ing a pension to John McCool. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of John McCool, late sergeant Company B, Second 

ment of lowa Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5807) granting a sion to John McCool, submit the following report: 

‘The claimant in this case made aimee] fora pension March 19, 1883, alleg- 
ing wound of right thumb, received at Bird’s Point, Mo., August 10, 1861. The 
records in the Adjutant-General's Office furnish no evidence of the wound, and 
he offers no evidence whatever in support of the claim, The record shows that 
he served faithfully for four years and two months, and evidence has been fur- 
nished your committee that the soldier is now blind, that he has a family de- 

dent upon him for support, and is without the means adequate to care for 
hem; they would therefore recommend that a service pension of $12 per 
month be granted him. 

The passage of the bill is recommended with an amendment, adding, after 
volunteers, ‘‘and pay hima pension of $12 per month,” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. = 

ZO. S. COOK. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (S, 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook. That gentleman is per- 
fectly and entirely helpless. He can not move either hand or foot. I 
state upon my own responsibility as a member of Congress that it is so. 
T have visited him at his house and know it to be true. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: $ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension now paid under certificate numbered 8308, 
to Zo. S. Cook, of Wilcox County, Alabama, a soldier in the war between the 
orig States and Mexico, be, and is hereby, increased to the rate of $25 per 
mon 


The report (by Mr, Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3249) grantin 
an increase of pension to Zo. S. k, have considered the same, and report it 
back to the House, recommending its passage. 

The facts are shown in the Senate report, as follows: 

[Report S. 2056, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The beneficiary under the bill is a Mexican war pensioner, under the act of 
January 29; 1887, certificate No. 8308, He came out of the war greatly debili- 
tated, and for years, according to the testimony filed with the committee, he 
has been a helpless invalid, uiring the attendance of from one to three per- 
sons, and by reason of his disa ilities, and not on account of careless or aie 
lute habits, his property has been dissipated, and he is leftin old age a charge 
upon e Y. 

The committee do not think it necessary to present the mass of this testi- 
mony, but select, in justification of their favorable report, a letter from Senator 
corroborative, The let- 


MORGAN, to the statements in which all the evidence 
ter follows: 
"UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., July 20, 1888, 

“Sr; Please find some statements relative to a bill (S. 3249) to increase the 
pension of Zo. S. Cook, Wilcox County, Alabama, inclosed. 

“In addition, I wish to make the following statement: 

"I have known him personally and well for more than thirty years. Hisstate- 
ment on any question is entitled to full credit. He was judge of probate for 
Wilcox County for several terms, mid ta Oe think, a period of sixteen years. 
Since his return from the Mexican war his health has never been good, ugh 
heas been an active, self-sustaining man until his health failed utterly. His 
menns of support have disappeared, but he n frugal, temperate, and in- 
dustrious. For several years past he has been a helpless man with suffer- 
ing, without the means of support, and dependent entirely on his friends. He 
says he hasrheumatism. I supposed that it was paralysis attended with acute 
nervous excitement, $ 


“ He is a most estimable man, and all who know him would be glad to see his 
last days cheered by the benevolence of the country. Iam telling what 1 know 
about Judge Cook and his condition, and my statement can be used in support 
of his petit on, if the committee desire so to use it. 

“Very respectfully, 
“JNO. T. MORGAN,” 


Mr. STRUBLE. How much pension does this bill grant? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five dollars per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the House bill 4914, for the 
benefit of the same party, will be reported with the recommendation 
to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the House bill allow the same 
amount? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it does. 


LYMAN D. GREEN. 


Mr. DAVENPORT. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to Lyman D. Green. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I must demand the regular order in justice to 
the committee. I have been here four nights without my name being 
called. 
REBECCA D. VEDDER. 


Mr. FARQUHAR called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11737) 
granting 2 pension to Rebecca D. Vedder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca D, Vedder, step-mother 
of Edwin H, Vedder, late of Company A, Third Regiment New York Cavalry, 
and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

11787) nting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder, have had the same under con- 
sid on and beg leave to submit the following report : 
The proposed beneficiary is the step-mother of Edwin H. Vedder, who was 
killed on picket duty near New Berne, N. O., while serving as private of Com- 
pany A, Third Regiment New York Volunteers. She was married to the father 
of the soldier when the latter was about four years of age, and had the care of 
him all through his tender years. 

The soldier made his home with his father and step-mother until he enlisted, 
at the age of nineteen years,and aided much in their support. He died leaving 
neither wife nor child Neia oops The family was always in need 
stances, depending upon their daily labor for pas rake The father of the soldier 
died May 9, 1885, leaving claimant at the age of sixty-five without means of sub- 
sistence or any person legally bound for her support. 

Congress has always liberally responded to the call of this class of persons not 

rovided for under the general law, and being satisfied from the evidence be- 
ore us that the case is meritorious, your committee return the accompanying 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYMAN D. GREEN. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] withdraws objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DAVENPORT]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? The Chair hears 
none. s 
Mr. DAVENPORT. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6314) 
granting a pension to Lyman D. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lyman D, Green, late of Company 
F, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, at the rato 
of $50 per month, 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment offered 
by the committee will be considered as agreed to, 

Mr. MACDONALD. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6314) ting a pension to Lyman D. Green, have considered the same and sub- 
mit following report: 

The claimant is aproat receiving a pension of $24 per month for shell wound 
of left leg. He made application for increase, alleging “that the rating is dis- 
baby fama low, as it would be better off at the hip.” Atan examination 

e November 10, 1886, before the board of examiners at Bath, N. Y.,the board 
gave the following conditions: E 

“The left leg is shortened 6 inches; walks on the toes by bending the right 
knee. A shell burst near him and he was struck in four places. The femur was 
fractured at juncture of upper and middle third. The lower end of upper frag- 
ment is protruding against skin in outer side. At this point is an adherent, 
ragged scar as as the palm of the hand; just back is another adherin: 
scar. About one-third of the distance below knee is another large, ragged, 
herent sear 4 inches in length, and in inner side of dorsum of foot a fourth. 
The knee is anchylosed in an extended position; hip, moveable; ankle, nony 
completely anchylosed; the entire muscular structure of the leg much w F 
There are numerous scars where abscesses have opened, and while nove are 
discharging now, the scar at the point of fracture exhibits a tendency to open, 
While he does use the limb in walking, an artificial one would be more useful, 
and he should be rated as for amputation abore the knee." 

a, examination by the same board, October 5, 1887, after describing the 
case, adds: 

“There is total disability of left leg, and should ke rated at the legal rating 
provided for that disability.” 
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Jaen affidavit made by Dr.O. W.Sutton he declares in relation to said case 
as Ws: 
“T have attended the said Lyman D.Green when he has been sick and suf- 
from the wound in his left hip, and do believe he would be better with 
the limb off,as the diseased bone is continually troubling him,and would be 
patter ate eto fe t around if the limb was off above the knee; and he can never 
y better, but is growing worse, in my opinion. From examination I have 
a I find quite from the diseased 
The claimant is rated as high by the Pension Bureau as he can be rated un- 
= existing laws. The committee believe, however, from an examination of 
the evidence and an inspection of photographs of the diseased leg, that the 
claimant would be in a better condition were his leg amputated at he raria 
We therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the 
bill with the following amendments: 
` aa the title so as to read: “A billinereasing the pension of Lyman D. 
reen 
In line 4, strike out all after the word “to” and insert “ increase the pension.” 
Strike out all of line 5, In line 7, after the word “Volunteers,” nk sor, “and 
pay him a pension.” In line 8 strike out “fifty” and insert “forty-five.” 
en so amended we recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. MACDONALD (during the reading) said: Iask that the further 
reading of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas to insist upon the reading of the report. 

The reading was resumed and concluded. 

The amendments of the committee were to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA J. WARREN. 


Mr. DEEE called up the bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension to 
Warren. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

mrene pupas Oe That the of the Treasury be, son hi $e Loe ag 23 
authorized and directed to e pension-roll the name of Martha J. 
Warren, widow of the late EDW D. Warren, of oa Y H. Thi Thirteenth Regi- 


ment Kentucky ppd and pay her at the rate 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws of the 
The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


to whom was referred the bill Bead = 
arren, have had the same under consi 


$12 por me ahe ae age to 


Martha 
States Army from October 1, 1861, until March , 1865, 


service, he contracted wie ot the. left leg, which extend 
ankle-joint to the in, of which he complained while in the Seeya and e 
which he contin ‘Shor, nabio to march m w 


his neighbors and friends w. 
In the 0} of p Aaaratrronan nap 
ome unable to work for ali 


returned tevin a AA and children. 
bese Sas without an ragni vas support other than manual labor. He continued to 
cast pubes fips wall; yarita. until which left 


a pap yan wife and “aed minor children y and destitution. The 
claimant gave birth to a posthumous ehild short pt tte the death of her husband, 
and is now penniless and dependent upon the charity of her neighbors. 

The soldier died while preparing to ask for a pension, but before an. 
sg nay ra ea re, and under w. 


person igent interest in the jon of h at oie 
t inte: n tion of her case; 
she, in poverty and with four children to appar ab bak 
‘our committee believes, is case as it ought, should, and 
n prepared so as to make the case perfectly clear to the Pe m Bureau "of 
her right to a pension, and the claim was rejected under and by reason of the 
general rulings of the eae BT requiring evidence of the time, place, and 
circumstances of incurrence of the disease, medical treatment, existence of 
disease at discharge, COUA of same bey death resulting therefrom. 
Claimant shows that she has been una! testimony of officers of the 
company and hospital surgeons who had nied of soldier's disease, being 
unable to find them when written Pig oe closed, Fox piser adaa the 
Department located e putes l respects, so far as the committee 
can judge, in good faith, tried to resent all the facts within her rehab After 
aver Corben the committee a ye the least that the claim is 
with perfect conscientiousness that her 
claim i a is jusi See so far as heard from, 
eve 


appli- 
t cir- 


charge to his death, and y it 
the opinion of the ph; and ers attending him ak tr last sickness that 
he died from disease o 
ST in the tebtimony o or Piana 
disease other than Beras akaran E are comsicabied r be- 
jeg soldier died from Sons the service, P as claimed, if not directly, sna i 


ATARE and resulting from hard service, and we recommend the passage of 
e 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the bill that I had in- 
tended to call up this evening is not printed, and as itis doubtful 
whether I shall have another opportunity during the present session, 
I ask unanimous consent that when my name is reached this evening 
it be passed over, so that I may not lose my place in the list, but may 
have leave to call up my bill at the next pension session. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

OTHO G. HENDRIX. 


Mr. FULLER called up the bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to 
Otho G. Hendrix. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is h = 

thorized pee gn ety dy nsion-roll —— name of Otho G. Py, nace 

neers, and pay him int Com i many A; to fee pesvishiwaan’ HA “Eng 
a nsion, su 

pension air, ond fect or after the passage of this net. Arcadia mae 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
a pension to Otho G. Hendrix, have had the same omar ola 


beneficiary served as artificer in 
eteran Volunteer Engineers. 


in fistula 


claimant is unable to f verter e testi f M a bare 
e u mony of an officer or comra o estab- 
lish the origin of the disability in service =o line of duty. 

It appears from the sworn statements of the nt tng pa only person 
known to him present at the time of the injury was Sergt. Peeper of 
the company, now deceased. He was treated for the inj Panes lately after 
its incurrence by a civil physician, and subsequently pat fiar to the hospital, 
from which he was conveyed, after a few days’ treatment, to his command to 


be mustered out. 

The poy wih n of the ils muster out shows that claimant was sent to hospital 
six Sees row rA vious to muster out, but no further a: touching the 
ee Jacob Upiegrant, i weiner on oe ME Fourth I Caval has 

aco! mpany ‘ou owa ry, who 

been negun tuted with the faisan, sines a0 856, testifies that while on duty at 
— e, Tenn., some time during the month of September, he found the lat- 

ter suffering from an injury said to have been received while at work at a saw- 
mill. Was then moving around by the aid of a crutch and cane. Has known 
claimant since the war and lived near neighbor to him for twelve years, and 
ears yann ia suffering from the effects of the injury received in the 
service. 

The physicians who treated claimant immediately upon his arrival home and 
for years subsequent thereto are dead. But there is oo lay testimony 
establishing a a doubt the continuous disability fro cause ever 
since Soan el while medical examinations show the jearen of a disability 
in a pensionable degree. 

The fact that the soldier was absent from his com while injured under 
the circumstances heretofore stated as well asthe further: fact that but a few da: 3 
intervened between the incurrence of the disability and the disbandment of 
ae in the opinion of rR committee afford ample and satisfactory ae 
planation of the absence of that positive proof required under the rules of the De- 
partment. The showing made, however, is deemed sufficiently strong to me 
rant favorable Congress, and the bill is therefore returned, with th 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELVIRA PARISH. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I call up the bill (H. R. 8482 a pension 
to Mrs. Elvira Parish ( pacar A pen 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ea aaar etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Sit men la the name of Mrs. Elvira Parish, mother of 
Cyrus O. Parish, late of Company H, Second United States Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid iraan to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8482) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish, have had the same under considera- 


me an eave Sa submit the following report: 
‘ira Padian isi ther of O. Parish. who served in Companies H 


he mo! Erea 
ann rs Conan Regiment United States Cavalry, from November 1, 1861, to June 
ine incurred in 


29, 1865, when di for ation, Vå.» in vami of injury to s; 
line of ‘duty near Mitchell's Station, Va., in Feb: 1864, He died at St. Louis, 
Mo., August 28, 1868, as alleged, from the effect of injury. 
The claim of the niother is not susceptible of pens, bee because the necessary 
roof as to the immediate cause of death can not ed, as the Bossa of of 
Realth records of that city afford no information and the attending physician 
can not be found. Mrs. Parish has furnished, however, a newspaper cl ipping 
of that date, announcing the death of the soldier after a protracted illness of 
three years and a half from the effects of a fall from his horse while bearing dis- 
to his commanding officer, The soldier was a pensioner at the time 4 
death t at the rate of $20 per month, because of his inability te to 


manual labor. This pion was ted in ahenn: cat of the certificate of tho 

post s n at Fort date of ber 16, Re as follows: 

no | Hes fin lee said C, O. Par isi dangerous'y Le general Sebil, ity; ns pre 
completely paralyzed; a curvature e spine caused o ury 

(without doubt). by the subsequent necrosis and abso: oe ot of the up per dorsal 

vertebra, and with an issue near the tei vi ne Scan Sing dis- 

eased dorsal portion. He is still i the lake oud eet E th thin: 


for lifetime.” 
From this of the disability there can be but little, if any, doubt 
the immediate cause of the soldier's death, following shortly upon 
this medical examination. 


The claimant had two other sons in the Army. 
Aay the other received injuries in the service from w 
he father of these soldiers was killed by the Mormons, r with his elder 
ze in 1858. Claimant was smoren at Fort Tane, pr Coua at gs noe 
ital, for several years after her husband's and wend she 
y peo to attend to her dying son. With the aid of the sons’ priar onja pe oa. 
they being minors at the time of their services, she bought a smal! home. oid 
age has overtaken her, and having lost her house by fire, she is now in need of 
from the Government, which she and her family have served so well. 
The claim is highly meritorious, and as it can not be established under the 
general laws for reasons heretofore stated, your committee take pleasure in re- 
porting favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
= MARY A. BEDEL. 


One eBay oe eos while on 
has not recovered. 


Mr. GALLINGER called up the bill (H. R. 10691) to increase the 
pension of Mary A. Bedel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactetl, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mary A. Bedel, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. John Bedel, from thirty to fifty dollars per month. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The claimantin this case is the widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. John Bedel, of New 
Hampshire, one of the bravest soldiers of the country, having served with dis- 
tinction in both the Mexican war and the war of the rebellion. 

General Bedel was a son of General Moody Bedel, a private in the Revolution- 
ary war, and an officer in the United States Infantry in the war of 1812, and 
who, as ‘lieutenant-colonel, led the sortie the British at Fort Erie, in 
1814. General John Bedel was well edi and was a h member of the 
New Hampshire bar. He enlisted as a private in Compan Ninth United 
States msn per, in the mag eon ere — oa oe ream of lieutenant, peog 
discharged at Vera Cruz, August 8, , for disability, was subsequently re- 
appointed, and discharged in August, 1845. painian Se New Hampshire, he 
practiced law for a time, and then accepted a position in the Third 
Auditor's Office at Washington, from which he was transferred to the First 
Comptroller's Office, where, it is said, he superintended the revision and adjust- 
ment of all judiciary accounts arising from vg Tee of the United States courts. 

General el was appointed major of the Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry August 6, 1361; was promoted to licutenant-colonel June 27, 
1863, and to colonel August 6, 1864, and brevetted brigadier-general on the 13th 
day of March, 1865, being mustered out July 20, 1865. He died of disease con- 
tracted in the service February 26, 1875. General Bedel was wounded in the 
first attack on Fort Wagner, July 10, eign ig in the second attack, July 18, 


Mrs. Bedel was left in circumstances of momprentive poverty, with a family 
of children dependent upon her, one of whom been a helpless invalid from 
birth. She has struggled along thus far, but in ber advancing years feels com- 
pelled to appeal to Congress for some degree of additional relief. She is now 
receiving the usual pension of $30 per month, and asks that it be increased to 
$50. One member of this committee has knowledge of the necessitous 
condition of the claimant, and we are of opinion that, considering the exce 
tional services of the soldier in two wars and the needs of the widow, the bill 
should without objection; and your committee therefore report it back 
favorably with that recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES PATTERSON. 


Mr. GEAR called up the bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Patterson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to pay to James Patterson, late a private in Company E, 
Third Missouri State Militia Cavalry, a at the rate of $25 a month, in 
ws of that which he now receives, to take effect from and after the passage of 
this act, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5, 2623) 
granting an increase of pension to James Patterson, submit the following re- 
rt: 


Phe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully and clearly 
the facts in this case and is herewith adopted, and the passage of the bill recom- 


mended. 
[Senate Report No. 2253, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The br sme for increase of pension under the bill was private of Company 
E, Thi egiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and was pensioned 
on the ground of injury to right , Which was ted under an application 
which alleged, in addition, in the head. Application for additional 

on the latter was rejected. 

An examination of record shows that the testimony of different witnesses 
to claimant's disability on account of injury to leg sustains also the alleged dis- 
ee . An instance of this is shown in an 
affidavit the 22d October, 1886, by two comrades, Enoch Darrell and James 
B. Nelson, the substance of which follows: 

“Some time in the month of February, 1863, when we were stationed at Pilot 
Knob, Mo., we were sent out on a scout, and while on said scout the claiman’ 
James Patterson, was taken sick with ague and fever, and on his return from 
the scout he went into the hospital (regimental) at Ironton, near Pilot Knob. 
and remained there some six or seven weeks before he reported to thecomman 
for duty; and afterwards, some time in April, 1863, in ee Siong 
Battery, near Patterson, Mo., the claimant had his horse killed, and in the fall 
of his horse he was badly crippled and had to lie out all night, being exposed 
in wading creeks, etc., avd finally reached the command in bad condi ing 
crippled up and unable todo duty, The claimant was oftentimes complains 
with his head, sui with catarrh of the head; and he continued to suffer 
rmities until he was d vg 
mt six months after his 
for catarrh of the head and general debility. He states in an affidavit 


“ It was to all appearance caused by ex re while inthe service. Continued 
to treat claimant at intervals to about May, 1871. About that time claimant 
moved to Kansas in bope of regaining his . Part of the time he treated 
claimant he was unable to do any manual labor, and the other part he wasable 
to do half labor.” 

Dr. W.S. Wortman, in an affidavit, says that he treated claimant for catarrh 
of the head and nervous disease on or about June 15, 1867, and continued such 
treatment until the close of the year, when finding he could not effect a cure, ad- 


vised him toa change of climate. 
. Miller, in an affidavit filed September 8, 1881, says in substance 


Dr. H. W. M 
that— 

“He has been personally nted with claimant at least eight years, and 
has, at different times during period, treated him for catarrh and general 
debility—disabilities of a chronic nature.” 

, 1881, he examined claimant and 


September, 1 
jury to leg for which he is pensioned, and also 
. which has so injured his health that he is par- 
ing manual labor. 


tially incapacitated from 
Five , made at intervals from 1882 to 1887, by examining 
beginning with a 


medical examin: 


surgeons and boards under orders from the Pension Bureau, 
quarter, close with a total rating for catarrh, 
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The Army record shows that claimant was confined in hospital, as stated in 
his applications; but this record fails to show the diseases for which he was 
under treatment. So faras it goes it is confirmatory of theclaimant’s statement; 
while the fact, as shown by the abstract of medical testimony herein given, that 
within six months after his discharge he was under medical treatment for 
catarrh, which treatment was continued for six years, showing it had already 
become chronic, and that the intervenin —— rom that tothe present is sub- 
stantially covered by corroborative med testimony, lay and official, forces 
the conclusion upon the committee that the disease which has been so obstinate 
and continuous was contracted in the service, and that the claimant is entitled ~ 
to the relief sought in the bill under consideration. ‘This, therefore, is hereby 
favorably reported, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM L. WILSON, 


Mr. GEST called up the bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to 
William L. Wilson, S 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of William L. 
Wilson, who was a ate in Capt. Moses G. Wilson's company of mounted 
volunteers in Colonel Thompson's regiment in the Black Hawk war, and pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10976) grant- 
ing a pension to William L, Wilson, have considered the same, and report as 


follows: 

The departmental records show that the claimant was asoldicr in the Black 
Hawk war of 1832, miiia in Capt. Samuel Hollinsworth’s company in Colonel 
> roar aneng regiment of Illinois volunteers, and was hon ly discharged 

rom. 


He is now in the seventy-ninth year of his age, isdisnbled for performing any 
manual labor, and is supported by his daughter, who makes their living at the 


wash-tub. 

‘This old soldier will be a beneficiary under the bill to pension the survivors of 
the Indian wars prior to 1842, reported favorably by this committee to the House 
(H. R. 8594). Your committee are of the opinion that this is a very deservin 
ease, and that the service pension should granted as proposed by the bili 
They therefore report the bill back and recommend its passage, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out the words “ Moses G. Wilson’s,” in lines 5 and 6, and in- 
serting in lieu th the words “Samuel Hollinsworth’s,”’ and also amended 
by inserting, after the word “regiment,” line 7, the words “Illinois volunteers.” 

Mr. GEST. I move toamend the bill by striking out “twelve” and 
inserting “‘twenty;’’ so as to make the pension $20 per month, Lintro- 
duced the bill at $12, understanding at the time that that was the 
highest rate, but now I know that it is not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What is the nature of the case? 

Mr. GEST. It is an old Black Hawk war case. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to; 
and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

SARAH J. FOY. 
3 mR GROUT called up the bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah 

. Foy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at rate of $25 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
J. Foy, late a nurse in the Second Vermont Regiment Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2829) 
granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy, beg leave to report: 

The committee bave considered this case and adopt the report of the Senate 
see their report, and in view of the facts of the case recommend that this 
{Senate Report No. 1149, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Sarah J. 


Foy, praying Congress to grant her a pension for services asa nurse, have care- 
fully examined sek ca contained in the papers submitted to them, and 
ve to report: 


. B, W. Carpenter, nd Vermont ment, says: 
“ While she was with the Army she as tal matron—that is to say, 
she did cooking and washing for the sick and wounded and took care of them 
and nursed them as bestshe could, I know that she did good and faithful sery- 
ice in caring for the sick and wounded, and in cooking and washing for them, 
I think her health was impaired while she was rendering this service in the 


Army.” 

General George J. Stannard makes affidavit that he was lieutenant-colonel of 
the Second Vermont Regiment at the time the petitioner was connected with 
it, and that he became well acquainted with her. He says: 

“She was with our ment in camp and in the field as long as I remained 
with said regiment. ile she remained she was connected with the surgeon's 
department and was at work in the hospital. I understand that she formed 
the work of a nurse while there,” 

Lieut. Col. Charles H. Joyce makes affidavit: 

~“ I also know that she did duty to the soldiers, in the hospital and out, taking 
care of the sick and wounded as carefully and tenderly as a mother would take 
care of her children. I know, also, that she did washing for the sick and 


wounded, and in every way administered to their wants and necessities, by 
night and by day, to the utmostof her power. I know that she was doing duty 
ital nurse. My attention was often called to Mrs. Foy whiie sho was 

to her self-sacrificing labors and bravery under fire. Ire- 
Gollen’s Farm, White Oak Swamp, and 


as hosp’ 
with us in the fiel 
member particularly her behavior at 
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Savage Station, where she was for hours under fire and refused fo leave us as 
long as she could be of any service to the sick and wounded.” 

A. 8, Tracy, colonel of the said regiment, also testifies to the faithful and ef- 
cient services rendered by the ea toner x ae nurse and hospital matron, for the 


space of fifteen months, and to the hardships and peril that she passed ugh 
during that period of herservice. The sametestimony in favor of the petitioner 
is given by Lieut. A.H. Weed, of the same regiment, 


the committee is of opinion that, under the evidence filed by the petitioner, 
she is entitled to relief at the hands of Congress, and that the prayer of the pe- 
titioner should be granted. 
The committee therefore accompany this report with a bill placing the name 
of Sarah J. Foy on the pension-roll. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELLEN EDWARDS, 
Mr. GUENTHER called up the bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension 
to Ellen Edwards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Ellen Edwards, widow of Robert 
Edwards, late a private in Company D, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

‘The claimant is the widow of Robert Edwards, who served as private in Com- 
any D, Eighth ery wegen Wisconsin Volunteers, from January 5, 1864, to Sep- 
ember 5, 1865, and died February 21, 1885. Her claim for pension has been re- 

jected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that, in the opinion of the medical 
referee, the death cause is not shown to be chargeable to the soldier's military 
service. Soldier was a pensioner on account of rheumatism and piles. 

Drs. N. M. Dodson and J. S. Walbridge testify that they attended the soldier 
in hislastillness. He suffered from rheumatism and disease of liver and lungs, 
which a post-mortem examination determined to have been of a tubercular char- 
acter. The liver was greatly enlarged and filled with masses of tubercular 
matter in a softening condition, the lungs being also involved in the tubercular 
disease. As he had suffered from disease of lungs as well as the liver, and from 
rheumatism, affants have no doubt that his death was the result of the disease 
contracted in the service, 

The records of the War Department show two or three months’ treatment for 
diarrhea, Rheumatism is established by the testimony of officers and others. 
Continuous and serious disability from rheumatism and piles from discharge to 
death has been clearly established in the invalid claim by medical and lay testi- 
mony. 

Dr. Dodson, heretofore referred to, was an examining surgeon of the Pension 
Bureau, and in response to an inquiry addressed to him by that bureau, under 
date of January 17, 1887, says: 

“I commenced treating him soon after his return from the Army for rheuma- 
tism and piles. He was afeeble, broken-down man. Prior to his last illness he 
was generally suffering from sciatica and articular rheumatism of knees and 
ankles, Fe hid also a chronic cough for which I sometimes prescribed. His 
last illness, term’nating in death about the 2ist of February, 1885, was accom- 
panied with somelpsculiar and unexplainable symptoms, to determine the nature 
of which a post-mortem examination was had, showing extensive tubercular de- 
posits in every partof the liver, with some tubercle of lung. Thatthis was not 
quite appreciated during his life, and that more stress was laid upon the rheu- 


matic element is true. Nevertheless, Iam fully of opinion that the broken health 
and ms y e bai development of this disease was the result of exposure during 
army life. 


Your committee are of opinion that the conclusions reached by the family phy- 
sician who treated soldier from discharge to death are entitled to consideration 
in determining the widow’s right to pension, and therefore report favorably on 
the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH B. SMITH. 


Mr. HALL called up the bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now 
d to Elizabeth B. Smith, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby 
mith, United States Volunteers. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. Smith, 
widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, late United States Volunteers, 
to $75 per month, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The report by (Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2910) to 
increase the pension of Elizabeth B. Smith ee 

That they concur in the Senate report, which is hereto annexed, and adopt the 
same as their own, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


“ General Thomas Kilby Smith entered the United States military service Octo- 
ber 31, 1861, as colonel of the Fifty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, was promoted briga- 
dier-general of volunteers August 11, 1863, and brevetted major-general of vol- 
unteers March 13, 1865. 

“ His military service was of the most brilliant character, As an evidence of 
the high esteem in which he was held for his personal worth and his military 
achievements by those who were best qualified to judge, it is a noteworthy fact 
thet both Generals Sherman and Grant repeatedly recommended his promo- 
view asa brigadier-general before it was finally accorded to him by President 
Lincoln in August, 1863. In February, 1863, General Sherman wrote of him: 

**His record is perfect, his habits excellent, his endurance wonderful, his 
bravery a little rash, his judgment good, and all he wants is a hard study of 

ne Pare esas H i mean of course military text-books and the men who com- 
armies, 

“In March, 1863, General Grant said of him: 

“* His advancement has been won upon the field of battle and in camp in dis- 
ciplining his men.’" 

‘General Smith was granted a pension of $30 in 1880 for disabilities. con- 
tracted auriog his service in the war, He died December 14, 1887, in the sixty- 
eighth year of his age, as the result of exhaustion following an a of gas- 

tis, rg tmnt by chronic diarrhea, He suffered from the latter from the 
time ofits inception during the war until his death, being thereby incapacitated 
for earning a livelihood for himself and family. 

“The claimant is now receiving a pension of $30 per month, being the same 


rd 


amount received by General Smith suger, Head life. The present bill increases 
this to $75 per month, In view of the distinguished military services of claim- 
ant's husband; in view of the fact that her income is almost wholly derived 
from her pension and from allowances from four of her adult children; and in 
view ofthe further fact that she is compelled to support and maintain four chil- 
dren and one Car ab your committee recommend the passage of the ac- 
companying bill.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that a bill making 
such an increase as that ought to pass under the present circumstances, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas object? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand from the reading of that report that 
this applicant is now receiving a pension of $30 a month, and that the 
protonien is to jump from $30 to $75 a month; which is a pretty big 

eap. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to enter into some sort of compro- 
mise with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HALL], and if he will 
make the amount $50, or somewhere along there, I will not object; 
but I do not think this is right. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Chairman, I think this bill ought to go over 
to a fall House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it onght to be amended and the amount 
cut down a little, and that then it should go over to a full House; but 
if the gentleman will agree to cut down the amount to $50 or $60 a 
month I am willivg that the bill shall be reported to the House. 

Mr. CHEADLE. So farasI am concerned I am perfectly willing 
that the previous question may be considered as ordered, and that the 
bill may go over to a full House for consideration at any time the gen- 
tleman may see proper to call it up. 

Mr. HALL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a memorial on this subject from the Loyal Le- 
gion of the United States. , 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not know whether I am willing to assent to 
the proposition as stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEA- 
pia. I would be willing —— . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, IALL] 
asks unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD— 

Mr. KILGORE, Before that matter is determined, I think we ought 
to agree on some disposition of this bill. [A pause.] Well, I will 
make a motion to amend by inserting $50; and I am willing that the 
bill go over with the previous question operating upon the bill and this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that the 
previous question be considered as ordered on the bill, with the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas, and that it go over till—when? 

A MEMBER. To-morrow. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

A MEMBER. Next Friday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Till next Friday morning, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. HALL] to printin the Recorp the paper indicated by 
him? The Chair hears no objection. 

The memorial referred to is as follows: 


MILITARY ORDER or THE LOYAL LEGION or THE UNITED STATES, 
HEADQUARTERS COMMANDERY OF THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Philadelphia, April 3, 1888, 
Read at stated meeting of the board of officers, April 2, 1883. 
Thomas Kilby Smith.—Lieutenant-colonel Fifty-fourth Ohio Infantry Sep- 
tember 9, 1£61; colonel October 31, 1861; discharged for promotion August 25, 


1863, 

Brigadier-general United States Volunteers August 11, 1863; honorably mus- 
tered out January 15, 1866. 

Brevetted major-general United States Volunteers March 13, 1865, “for gal- 
lant and meritorious services during the war.” 

Elected September 19, 1866. Class1. Insignia 376. 

Junior vice-commander of the commandery 1873-1877. 

Born at Boston, Mass., September 23, 1820. 

Died at New York City December 14, 1887. 

No fairer illustration could be found of the volunteer eitizen-soldier at his 
best, as developed in the experiences of our civil war, than is furnished in the 
character and record of Byt. . Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith. Born of a 
triotic Puritan ancestry in the city of Boston, he was, by the removal of his 
parents while he was yet a child, brought up under the stimulating and broad< 
ening influences of that newer New England life in the earlier West, which 
Sen sowa its potency in the men it has supplied as our nation’s leaders and 

efenders. 

In addition to other advantages in his education, he received the basal lessons 
of a military training in a preparatory school conducted by General Ormsby M, 
Mitchel; and again, after his graduation from Woodward College, he was a 
favored and a favorite law student of Hon. Salmon P. Chase. Honored with 
special appointments by the national administration and by the courts of his 
adopted State, he was at the outbreak of the civil war not in full political accord 
with the administration in power; but his absorbing patriotism and his pro- 
found loyalty to the fundamental principles of our nationality overbore all 
minor considerations, and he promptl —— his services to the Govern- 
ment for any position in which he coul made available for its support; and 
se Ht an by Governor Dennison, of Ohio, to the command of a regiment 
of infantry. 

Re ioe in February, 1862, to General William T. Sherman, at Paducah, 
Ky., he was at once under the conceivable conditions for efficient training 
in his new profession, and for the intelligent Se aan) of his services by his 
superiors, During the important battle of Shiloh he was suddenly called tothe 
command of his brigade by the wounding of its commander, and in that posi- 
tion he bore himself with conspicuous gallantry. General Sherman says of him 
in this emergency, ‘‘He was atthat time very young,very handsome,and unusu- 
ally well posted in his profession.” Referring to his return with his brigade 
under a heavy fire from the enemy. General Sherman adds, “As General Smith 


1889. 
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yr ag pa head of his men I thought I never saw more bandsome conduct un- 
er fire. 
Steadily gaining in the knowledge of his profession and in the confidence of 
his superiors, he was much in severe service after this vigorous beginning at 
Shiloh. He was in the siege of Corinth,and he bore an active part in Sher- 
man’s co-operative movements at Vicksburg, having command of a brigade in 
the battle at Chickasaw Bayou, and ee. in engagements at Arkansas 
Post, Rolling Fork, Haines’s Biuff, ker’s Creek, Rig Black River, and in two 
Sarg assaults on Vicksburg before settling down to the siege of that strong- 
old, 

By special assignment he was for some months on the staff of General Grant; 
and he was entrusted with various difficult and delicate commissions in the 
line of bearing dispatches between General Grant and General Banks, and in 
flag of truce communications with the Confederate authorities on the subject of 
the treatment of colored soldiers. He was also at the head of an important 
eourt of inquiry at Milliken’s Bend, Louisiana, and again he had a part in the 
battle at that point. He accompanied General Grant as his acting chief of staff 
on an official examination of the Drege and forces in the vicinity of New Or- 
leans; and later he was assigned to the command of a brigade in the Army of 
the Tennessee, then commanded by General James B. McPherson. He was in 
active field service at Natchez, and on the Black and Yazoo Rivers, until Feb- 
ruary, 1864, when he moved with General Sherman to Meridian, Miss., and 
had a part in the second battle of Champion Hills. In March, 1864, he was 
assigned to a part in the Red River expedition, in Louisiana; and in that cam- 

ign he did important and brilliant service, first in the capture of Fort De 
Eos , and afterwards in the preservation of Admiral Porter's fleet, and of the 
heavily laden transports which it convoyed, at a time when a greatly superior 
force “came in,” as Admiral Porter expresses it, "certain of victory.” 

After his part in the Red River e ition, General Smith was on sick leave 
for some time; although for two years after his entering service he neither ap- 
plied for nor received a leave of absence either longer or shorter, nor was he ever 
off duty in that period, not seeing his wife or children meanwhile. In January, 
1865, he was in command of a division of detachments of the Army of the Ten- 
nessee. He was a valued and important witness before the Committee on the 
Conduct of the War, and it was said of him there that he was a notable instance 
of a general officer having no personal grievance to lay bare. Later he was in 
command of the district of Southern Alabama and Florida, and again of the dis- 
trict and portof Mobile. Finally, in January, 1866, after more than four years of 
arduousand responsible service, he was honorably mustered out as brevet major- 
general United States Volunteers. 

As an evidence of the high esteem in which General Smith was held for his 
personal worth and for his military services by those who were in every way 
qualified to judge him fairly, it is a noteworthy fact that both Generals Sher- 
man and Grant repeatedly recommended his promotion asa brigadier-general 
before it was finally accorded to him by President Lincoln in August, 1863; and 
that they wrote of him to others in terms of exceptional commendation, In 
February, 1863, General Sherman wrote of him, “His record is perfect, his 
habits excellent, his endurance wonderful, his bravery a little , his judg- 
ment good, and all he wants is hard study of books and men; I mean, of course 
military text-books and the men who compose large armies. He has com- 
manded a brigade,and now commands one, and naturally should be commis- 
sioned asa b pos In recommending his promotion in March, 1853, General 
Grant said, “ Hisadvancement has been won upon the field of battle and in camp 
in disciplining his men. Promotion on Colonel Smith would be most worthily 
bestowed, and would not fall on one with whom the question would become, 
‘What will you do with him?” Yet later, in writing to General Smith's mother, 
after her son’s promotion, General Grant said, “I congratulate you upon his 
promotion, you will believe me when I say Large H because it was upon m: 
recommendation that he has been promoted. I do not know that Colone 
Smith was aware of my having recommended him, At all events, I did not 
tell him so.” And General Grant added that he was “ sincerely the friend ” of 
General Smith, “ with whom” he had now “become intimately acquainted,” 
and "acquaintance with him only ripens into egboacoeae i 

The later years of General Smith’s life were n the quiet of a home 
life, in marked contrast with the stirring scenes in which he bore so prominent 
a part in the days of his military service. But it wasa life which illustrated, in 
its unselfish regard for the dear ones of his family, and in the courtliness and 
ba ae of his personal bearing, the very qualities which had evidenced them- 
selves in his devotion to his country, in his considerate regard for the men of 
his command, and in his personal toron in his military duties in their time 
and place, when his soldier life was his only life. “ sees apm it he said of 
these quiet later Ter, ‘tin my solitude E have fancied myself quite forgotten, 
and have looked upon the conflict when I was a man among men almost 
as a dream of the night.” Yet thatthat seeming dream of a night was a ogar | 
of realities in his existence was manifest in his face and form and manner at 
times. In view ofthe strength of his army impressions and of the contrast to 
them which the occupations of his later years supplied, General Smith’s love 
for the Lo: Legion and for the companionships and associations which it con- 
tinued to him was peculiarly tender and hearty. In speaking of this fact he 
said, “ I find my home, my heart, my treasure, in that band of companions who 
have given me countenance, comfort, the sweet savor of companionship, when 
I had nowhere else beyond the limits of my own threshold to go,” 

And so it is that our lamented companion, General Thomas Kilby Smith, il- 
Tustrated the choicest characteristics, and was one of the best representatives of 
the membership of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion; and that he is sure 
of being held in special honor and in loving remembrance by his companions in 
that organization, both for what he had done and for what he was. 

H. CLAY TRUMBULL, 
n Tenth Connecticut Infaniry, 
. EARNEST GOODMAN, 
Colonel United States Volunteers, 
Brevet BripadierGeneeal, U. S. Vol 
A is. 
Commiitee, 
By command of— 
Byt. Maj. Gen. D. McM. GREGG, U. 8. F., 
Commander. 
JOHN P. NICHOLSON, 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel U. 8. V., 
Recorder. 


MICHAEL SHONG. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Iask the consideration of the bill (S. 2514) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Shong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Michael Shong, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
New York Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


From careful examination of the facts stated in the Senate report in this case, 
which is made a part hereof, the committee are of the opinion that this is a mer- 
itorious case, and thus report favorably thereon and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The claimant, Michael Shong, was a member of Company I, Fourteenth New 

tela Soy gemma Infantry. He alleges fever sores, resulting in amputation of 

eg. 

n support of the claim, Nicholas Metz, of Lincoln, Wis., testifies that he knew 
claimant from the time he was eight years old until he was enlisted and dis- 
charged, and to date of affidavit, November, 1881; that he was sound prior to en- 
listment; that panero, after he complained of trouble with his 
right leg, and so continued until it was amputated, in February, 1865. In 1864 
his leg broke and discharged; that he was treated by Dr.Schwartzmann. 

August heuska, a comrade, testifies to his having fever sores in the 
Army; to his continuous marching and icipation in the seven days’ battle 
before Richmond, Other comrades to the same facts. 

Dr. Schwartzmann testifies that he was intimately acquainted with claimant 
for over Mecha’ Pubes he was called to see him immediately after his dis- 
charge; found him with a fever sore and bad swelling on his right leg below 
the knee; attended him some time; disease was incurable; amputation neces- 
sary to save life; is satisfied that he lost his leg by disease contracted in the 
service of the United States. 

Dr. Bronson testifies to attending the claimant; found him suffering from em- 
bolism (obstruction of a vein or artery by a clot of asr p Myosin blood), result of 

t necessary 


cold cont: by exposure about February 19; found to have his 
right leg amputated. 

r. Spencer, who amputated the leg, testifies simply to that fact, and to the 
necessity for it, which was gangrene of the right foot and leg. The ground of 


rejection is that the gangrene was caused by his attending a dance, getting 
heated and cooling off suddenly; and it is furnished in a letter from Dr. Bron- 
son, who says he attended a ce January 1, 1865, became overheated, was 
taken with a pain in the side; mustard was sppiat and relief obtained; next 
day nearly well, but soon atter leg became painful and useless; that the chill 
claimant had was the cause of his leg trouble, resulting in amputation ; that he 
considers his scheme to get a pension an ingeniously gotten up fraud. 

There are a dozen witnesses who swear tothe man’s soundness before enlist- 
ment, to his good service, and to his fever sores and swelled leg in the Army, 
and there is evidence of continuance of the disease and treatment after dis- 
charge to the time of amputation. 

It seems to the committee that the effort to defeat this claim is a little strained, 
The leg was amputated Feb: 19, 1865. The dance he attended (and it is not 
aden ed that he danced) was January 1, 1865. Onthis festive occasion it is al- 

eged by Bronson, and no one else, that he took cold, resulting in pain in his 
side, which yielded to mustard; nevertheless he connects this pain in the side, 
which was cured six weeks before the amputation, with fanene of the foot 
and leg. There is too much honest and reliable proof of the existence of the 
diseased leg in service to admit of the singular theory of Dr. Bronson; too much 
evidence of his prejudice and inco! cy to allow what he says to destroy all 
the evidence corroborative of prior soundness, faithful service, and incurrence 


of disease of leg in line of duty. 
In rejectin claim weight is given tothe unfavorable statements, and none 
to that which favors the soldier. 


The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY VON OLNHAUSEN, 


Mr. HAYDEN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10951) 
granting a pension to Mary Von Olnhausen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Von Oln- 
hausen, of Lexington, , late a nurse in the Mansion House tal at 
Alexandria, Va., and at other hospitals, during the late war of the re 
and pay her a pension of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The propos beneficiary served for about three years as a nurse in the hos- 
pitals during the late war, The value of her services is fully set forth in the 
testimonials of surgeons, under whose instructions she se: , 48 well as of sol- 
diers whom she tenderly cared for while lying suffering from wounds and dis- 
ease. Her education and linguistic knowledge enabled her to render especially 
valuable services. At the breaking out of the Franco-Prussian war she left her 
home, and under the indorsement of the president of the American branch of 
the international association for relief of misery of batile-fields tendered her 
services to the German Government. They were accepted, and at the close of 
that war the German Emperor conferred upon her the “Iron Cross” and the 
“Order of Merit.” For her efficient and humane services during the war of the 
rebellion at the hospitals of Alexandria, Morehead City, Beaufort, and Smith- 
ville, N. C., the governor of usetts presented her with a letter of thanks, 

Mrs. Von Olnhausen is over seventy years of age, a widow, and without means 
of support. This is shown by the statement of Hon. E, D. HAYDEN, who has 
known her for many years. 

Your committee are ease gas that the claim of this petitioner to the bounty 
of the Government is eq y as meritorious as those of anr d others of her class 
who are now upon the pension-roll, and therefore Topor favorably on the ac- 
companying bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out 
the — “twenty-five,” in line 8, and inserting therein instead the word 
“ twelve. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 

ph of the report was read and to, and the bill as amended 

was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


ion, 


ELISHA KENNEDY. 


Mr. DOCKERY (when Mr. HEARD’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HEARD], as members know, came to the House to-night, 
but went homesick. I think under the circumstances there will be no 
objection to my calling up the bill which he would have called up if 
present, the bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elisha Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elisha Kennedy, 
os t. Tanie H. Morgan's company of Iowa Mounted Volunteers in the war 
wit exico. 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 
Elias J. Kenaday was a member of Capt. James H. Morgan’s eompar -as 
mounted Mexican war volunteers from January 1, 1848, to September 11, $ 


ppro of nine months. He remained during his term of service at Fort At- 
k = Iowa, and was not allowed travel pay at discharge. Heis now 69 years 


old. 
The Mexican act of January 29, 887, gives this man no relief, he not baving 
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nation, and his claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on that ground. 
> enlisted for gna yin a pa 


The company was 
ing the war by direction of the War and were paid from the ap- 


Department, 
ee for the expenses of the war. About half of the SaRAPORY who re- 


sided at from Fort Atkinson, were travel pay at discharge, 
easy a panes er yt al to are held by ihe Penson Baresea te have title 
to under the sald act of January 20,1887, 


oer eaten ta ana det aces ante Do Ata ak Ue peacion | Steam 
© ex- 
pivited hie ainoan bay a cad eticn 
The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, with 
the following amendment: Strike out the name * Elisha ge ig wherever 
it appears in said bill, and insert in its place the name * Elias J. Kenaday.”’ 
The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report was read and agreed to 
Mr. DOCKERY. I move to amend by adding at the end of the bill 
these words, ‘‘and pay him a pension of $8 per mon 
‘The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as soe was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 
JOHN J. BROWN. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed upon the pension-roll ger pene ae ig te yew te 
who was a private in pay Peter Vance’s company of Colone t 
EN ted Riflemen in the Biack Hawk war, and pay him 
mon! 
The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. BANOE 
ing a pension to John J. Brown, have given the same consideration, and report 


as follows: 
The Thomas Clark's company of Lilinois Volunteers 
again served as a corporal 
Colonel Leib, breaking st ot the Black Hawk wee H ho: 
o! wk war. He was honor- 
aad ARa beth DYDI He was granted a bounty-land warrant 


He is now eighty-four years of age and in impaired health, unable to labor. 
In the opinion of your committee the applicant should have a service pension, 
ne rted back to the House with the recommendation 
wever, by striking out the word “ Fry's,” in line 
the wi “ Leib’s,” and also by inserting before the word 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
ph of the report were read and agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this veteran, as ap- 

pears in the report, served i in two wars—in the Indian disturbance of 

1827 and in the Black Hawk war of 1832. He is now eighty-four 


the bill as amended was laid aside to be doe to the House ‘with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES WATEES. 


Mr. HERMANN. Task the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11714) 
to provide increase of to James Waters, formerly of Captain 
Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, war of 1812. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to increase the pension of James Waters, formerly a mem- 

Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, and who was 

= KOT PEETS TEIRA WAE OL IEE, LD FD OM ONENI ee OO SEED 
e is now 


The report (by Mr. BLīss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill a R. 11714) grant- 
ames Waters, have considered the same, and re- 


time also appears 
sion under the general law at $8 per enpi and his pension was greda pei 
Lanin 1856 to $25 a month, he having been aS jpeg O e T T die. 
y diseases, being also y blind. Since that has become 
totaly blind, and petitions for further increase of pension to afford him a com- 


He is a resident of Oregon and concerning his case Mr. HERMANN, of that 
State, certifies as follows 
“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED eg oe 
Washington, D. C., December 20, 


RMANN, 
Member of Congress.” 
FR eee id on SO S Neti iyo e PaaS S gems cookin hing Fa yee eek 
e magr Eok sap pepee eiren Baai La Boreas Lane ai 
e an ex- o 
A the absolute helplessness of the claimant, 
The passage of the bill is recommended, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS, M. S. JEWELL. 
Mr. HIRES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11091) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. M. 8. Jewell, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ae Pyaar ppt bse 


thorized and directed to increase the ion of Mrs, M, S. Jewell, widow 
Marcus Jewell, a soldier ip the war of 1812, and subsequently an officer in the 
regular Army, from $12 per month to $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Biiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Sea DiGi, RAUEN greni: 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary L. Jewell, have considered the 
and report as follows: 
mec pacman taper Fe served as a soldier in the war of 1812 in Capt. Asa 
quently an officer in Tenth Regiment New York Militia. He was subse- 
quently an officer in og New York Militia, His widow, the claimant, is a pen- 
sioner under the general laws at the rate of $12 per month. She applies for 
sg Nema: ma per month. 
Poy pecs in the ease show that she is now in her seventy-seventh year, that 
r financial circumstances, and that her pension does not afford her 
upport. 


t 
Jewell,” and strike out the words “ 
Army,” in lines 6 and 7 of the bill. 
The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report were read and agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


subsequently an officer in the 


IRVING W. COMBS. 
Mr. HOLMES. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12014) 


granting a pension to Irving W. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, elc., That the Parohy- Aho- tates be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to on the pension-roll, su’ pro d 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of . Combs, late of Com 

, Seventy-fourth ent Pennsylvania Volunteers, a resident of Des 
areca ip babor wi i etry his legally-constituted guardian a pension from and 
after the passage of 


The report {by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid cb ecg “yp atte to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs pS SG AEO SARA eRe Ee 
sideration. „and beg leave to submit the Stevia: 

u Lesa alleged 


sug served as pime in Com 
Pen vania Volunteers, from J 7 oe. sto August 29 
that abc about July 4, 1864, while on Fab at Folly aE Inana, uth am it he suffered 
from mind became which af- 


sunstroke, ce whereof 
fection continued until it developed into genius suoet 1877. 
The Pension Bureau admits that soldier suffered from at the time 
intemperate heb, s os oat Mo immediate cause of his insanity is due to 


intemperate habits. 
The case has been Sees 


P e wn that his 

date of mod price ts the thus when he sppeare $9 bevve Used latte to 

excess. 

1908,” “Was then suffering tro Paonia ot ita tee ae general er 

as then g from n nervous 

£ reap ack aggre intervals until Theillness 

was not due to Aflant undemtood a8 the tine kat ovidior sutoced 

Whatever du ke ony Army. Is of the opinion that soldier used no stimulants 

w er 


ang para mentally, lacking in 

soldier raises an injury while in service. Was a 

$ Med doe arte opinion tat his aan of strong’ drinks is 
o rmy injury. 

testimony goes to show that soldier r to being drafted was a hard- 
working man, sober, aoa © pone proiden SE family, in fact drank no liquor 
ofany kind. Upon his return from service he was absent-minded, irresolute, 
and made but little effort someon} his family. He 
constantly com) of diestness and painin bead. and became more and more 
irritable. Soldier and his family received their principal support i dinoe his dis- 
charge h the efforts of the wife. 

Dr. Kennedy, who treated soldier from 1572 to 1877,as hereto stated, and was 
aroe same church which soldier attended after discharge, when cross- 
by the special examiner aires it as his professional opinion that the 
Stee habit of drinking, which he soovis about 1875, was rather the result 
ofa teen Denes niod Ban Se SATYA MON 

The board ns at Des ftoines Iowa, under date of Janu- 
ary 4, 1588, attribute the to sunstroke, and state the soldier's attend- 
ant gives history of suicidal mania. 

Your committee have given the case careful consideration, and have reached 
the conclusion that, with the history of sunstroke in the Army and the affec- 
tion of the brain following the same, as clearly indicated by his actions after 
discharge, the prsa should be given the benefit of whatever doubts there may 
exist regarding the origin of his presni malady, and therefore report favora- 
bly on the accompanying bill an that it do pass. 


~The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN H. STARR. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I call up the bill (H. R. 10975) grant- 
ing a pension to John H. Starr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., AEA DSTO piem io author- 
ized and directed to place u the on-roil the name of John H. Starr, who 
gins rivate in Capt. William Ta ll`s company of Mounted Volunteers in 

pson’s regiment, in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension 
ary $12 per month, 
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The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10975) 
= ting a pension to John H. Starr, have considered the same, and report as 
ows: 
The claimant was a private in Capt. William C. Rall's company of Illinois 
Volunteers, Colonel Thompson's regiment, in the Black Hawk war of 1832, and 


was honorably therefrom, as shown by the records of that service. 
He is now panegi ia years of age, with no property of any kind, and not 
able to perform full labor. He has an wife depending on him, and applies 
to Congress to assist him in his old age 
Your committee are of opinion thata. service pension should be are tohim, 
and therefore report back the bill to the House use, recommending 
amended, however, by changing the word “ Rull's,” in line 6, to E hatte. and 
in the same line inserting the word “ Illinois” before the word " Beet 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the ws were read and to. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to amend this bill by striking 
out in the last line the word “twelve”? and inserting ‘* twenty,” so 
as to.make this pension $20 a month. The bill will thus conform to 
the action which we have taken in similar cases. 

The amendment of Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET M. NUGENT. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, called up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 11736) granting a ion to Margaret M. Nugent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: 
thorized and di to place rg the pension-roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the the name of Margaret M. Nugent, prottond 
mother of Patrick J. es, late OF Company G, One hundred and fifty-first 
rate ge New York Volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


from Ire- 
ie boy temporarily in charge of 
support out of her earn- 


aimant rpt eag married, whereupon she panara] fay Piranen Ireland topay 


The claimant is now a widow, and almost left penniless. The little property 
left by her husband is encumbered and affords no income. The soldier left no 
wife or minor child surviving him. His father died shortly after he passed into 


the care of claimant. 

Were she soldier's nat mother the case would come clearly within 
the provisions of the general pension laws, but being the foster-mother only 
claimant is debarred from its benefits. Congress, however, has in many in- 
stances granted relief to this class of pa. and being fully satisfied from the 
evidence before us that this claim meritorious, your committee pero the 
granting of the request, and therefore return the accompanying bill with the 
recommendation it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DOROTHEA RUOFF. 


Mr. HOWARD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4825) 
granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


. . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions 
— roomari the a ap sarai ari Tai of Dorothea ka ssid alae of P pecs 

Eaa, of Company irty-e jana Infantry Volunteers, an 
her a pension from and and after the the passage of this act during hA sisar as f _ 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The ponore on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
4825) gran pan to Dorothea Ruoff, haye examined the papers on file 
and Pim in faimai oe gpk 

Claimant is the widow of John Ruoff, Saa of aap ane F, Thirty-eighth In- 
diana Volunteers, who wasa pensioner of the United States for wounds received 
at the battle of Stone River = ppb ienie Ga. He died April 8, 1876, of 
enlargement and con: on of the liver. The widow filed her claim for pen- 
sion May 20, 1879, which was rejected on the ground that the remote cause of 
death was not the result of his military service. 

Your committee can not secany good reason for the rejection of this widow's 
claim. Accompanying the papers on file is the certificate of the attending phy- 
PATa the case of John, Ruoff late private Company P. Thirty-sigh 

“In case o! o! te private th Indiana 
Volunteers, who died April 8, 1876, Pr enl cp Be’ d congestion of the liver, 
Iam of the opinion that wounds received magi service in the war of the 
rebellion—gunshot wounds of arm, anoeia be hack, hip, and hg clearly 
the p g cause. I was, after his discharge from , called to 


this is due to inability to take reasonable exercise by reason of his wounds.” 
In reply to second inquiry of the Pension Office for his reasons more clearly 
sore gl in his affidavit he testifies that the soldier was of lymphatic 


ment, disposed to fob. His wounds were of sucha nature as to enforce aseden- 


cause is. clearly traceable to tho 
wounds, and that the rena ne eree tone to cause i car We therefore re- 
port the bill favorably, and recommend its passage. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY SAEGER. 


Mr. HUDD called up for consideration the bill (S. 3538) granting a 
m to Mary 
The bill was read, as “follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Saeger, a nurse in the United 
States , for the sum of $12 per month. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3538) 
granting a pension to Mary Saeger, submit the following report 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is herewith adopted; and the 
passage of the bill recommended. 
[Senate Report No. 2312, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
peri was a nurse on the United States hospital steamer Charles McDonu- 


In an affidavit executed September 11,1888, Dr. Rudolph Ravenburg, of Wash- 
ington, D. O., testifies to claimant's arduous and meritorious service as hospital 
nurse in the malarial districts of the South du the war ‘of the rebellion; that 
owing to hardships and exposure incident to such service she contracted mala- 
rial poisoning, which has continued to the present time, wholly disabling her her 
for earning her living by physical labor. 

In affidavit executed September 19, 1888, Dr. Mary E. Walker, of Washi 
D. C., testifies that she has known claimant fora number of ; thatthe 


a is now in the seventy-fifth year of her age, and never beable to do 
to support heraelf. 


vorable action is warranted net oe << in the claim, and your committee 
recommend the passage of 


The bill was laid aside to be cata to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM HARPER. 
Mr. HUNTER called up for consideration the bill (H, R. 10922) 
granting a pension to William Harper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
directed ect to and 


thorized and to place on the pension-roll, the provisions 
limitations of the pannon laws, the name of , dependent father 
of J T. Harper, late assistant surgeon of the Seventeenth "Regiment of Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (Hi. R. 
10922) granting a pension to William Harper, have had the same under consid 
rene tenes the retraite tor eas Dope t that Joseph T. Harper 

t appears m the reco: in ar biraine oseph T. was 
duly enrolled and mustered into the United States service as assistant surgeon 
of the Seventeenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry during the late 
war of the rebellion, and served as such until the 26th day of July, 1865, when 
os died Sa ret fraag fever at Russellville, Ky. 

r, mother of the deceased HES THS filed an application for pen- 
egrs on ie 28th day of June, 1880, as a dependent parent; but the claim was re- 
jected on the 26th day of May, 1834, on the ground of non-dependence. z 

It is shown by the testimony on file in the case that the rejection was based on 
claimant's husband being the owner of a small tract of 

While it is true that William Harper. husband of os ss and now owns 
er property referred to, it is nevertheless a fact that the land is located on a 

Ker poor, and incapable of rendering bim a sup] 
Harper died since the claim was rejected, an 
husband, and father of Joseph T. 
act. 


William Harper, her 
. Harper, the deceased soldier, now seeks relief 


by special 
Claimant is a vi man, in feeble health from advanced Rj inca- 
pacitated porta 4 for any kind of active manual labor w 


and recom oa passage of the bill with the follow 


geon ” in the seventh line. 


Mr. KILGORE. So far as this report is concerned, Mr. Chairman, 
it does not anywhere state the date of this assistant surgeon’s enlist- 
ment, It is said he was discharged in 1864 or 1865. He may not hayo 
served for asingle day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. To add the word ‘‘assistant’’ after the word 
‘late and before the word ‘‘surgeon’’ in the seventh line. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is all right. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to have some understanding of this matter. 
The report says he was discharged in 1864, but it does not say when 
he went into the service or whether he served a single day. If I could 
be satisfied on that point I wonld allow the bill to pass. If the 
did serve and the case is meritorious in other respects I would not inter- 
pose an objection, but I do think in its present condition it should be 
allowed to go’over for the present. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know when he entered the service, but he 
entered when the regiment was organized. 

Mr. KILGORE. What was the regiment? 

Mr, HUNTER. It was the Seventeenth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the report should be more explicit. 

Mr. HUNTER. He entered the regiment when it was organized. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman assures me that he entered the 


amen ? 
fore the aed “ sur- 
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regiment when if was organized, and from the number, Seventeenth 
Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, I judge it was organ- 
ized early in the war. While I think the report should be more ex- 
plicit, I will not object. I would ask the gentleman what pension is 
granted by the bill? £ 

Mr. HUNTER. The pension for assistant surgeon, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; let it go. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES H, TOLLY, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, called up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the pension- 
roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James H. Tolly, 
late private Company L, Twelfth Tennessee meee E from the date of his dis- 
gharge in July, 1885, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ws. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11861) | m ea the name of James H. Tolly on the pension-roll, have had the 
same under consideration, and now report: 

Claimant was mustered into the service of the United States at Nashville, 
Tenn., April- 19, 1864, and was disc at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., in July, 

865, on account of disabilities. In application for pension he alleges as the 
basis of his claim smothering or disease of heart contracted by his horse falling 
on him at the battle of Nashville, Tenn., on the 16th of December, 1864. 

The claim was rejected on the ground that claimant was unable to produce 
evidence from comrades or others that the disability occurred asalleged. There 
is abundance of circumstantial proof of comrades and neighbors, showing that 
there can be but little doubt that his injuries resulted from the fall of his horse, 
as stated. Believing that the claimant should have the benefit of the doubt, if 
any exists, we submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill 
with the following amendment: In lines 6 and 7 strike out “from the date of 
his discharge in July, 1885.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JAMES A. GRIFFEY, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, Mr. Chairman, there is a bill 
upon the Calendar, a bill (H. R. 6783) for the relief of James A. Grif- 
fey, which has been returned from the Senate with an amendment, to 
insert after ‘‘of’’ where it first occurs the name of ‘‘James,’’ instead 
of “John,” so as to make it read, ‘‘ James A. Griffey.” I ask that it 
be taken up and reported to the House with the recommendation that 
the Senate amendment be agreed to. 

There was no objection; and the bill was taken up and the Senate 
amendment ordered to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it be agreed to. 

W. D. GREEN. 


Mr. JOSEPH called up the bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to 
W. B. Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. B. Green, late assistant surgeon 
United States Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


ey diaper ay" 18,1865; and from a letter dated November 9, 


pi 20, 
zeuio io anchylosis of left elbow joint while on duty as an acting assistant 
surgeon 


sioner of Pensio 
rence of disability x 
attach 


Dr. D. C. Day, of Nashville, Tenn., states: 
“That hi 


J.M. Farley Fy 
“That he has known the claimant for thirty-four years; prior toarmy life he 
was sound and healthy; lived within one-half mile of claimant from 1850 to 1865, 
| and never knew him to be sick or baye rheumatism.” 
George B. Page says: z 
“That he has been a near neighbor of claimant, who has been his family 
paruasa for the past seventeen years, or since 1567. Claimant has suffered 


ant has been their family physician and has suffered from rheumatism and the 
left elbow-joint is stiff. 


C. Myers states: 

‘That he has known claimant since 1868, or sixteen years, and has had a per- 
sonal knowledge of his rheumatism for fourteen years, and that he has a stiff 
arm, and claimant would have to give up practice in consequence of his disa- 


bility.” 

J: H. Horah, special examiner for the Pension Office, who was sent to Nash- 
ville, Tenn., by Commissioner of Pensions to examine into this case, states in 
ne letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, accompanying his examination, as 

ollows: 

* From all the testimony now before me I am of the opinion that the claim is 
meritorious and recommend that it be admitted.” 

Dr. John A. Pillow, United States examining surgeon at Gainesborough, Tenn,, 


says: 

X From the condition and history of the claimant it is my opinion the disabil- 
ity was probably incurred in the service as claimed, and that itis notaggravated 
or protracted by vicious habits. I find the disability as above described to en- 
title him to two-thirds rating. Total three grades.” 

A board of United States examining surgeons, November 4, 1885, makes the 
same statement, except the rating, which is as follows: “ Total -+ one-half.” 

It is thus established by the testimony referred to, which was corroboi 
by other testimony obtained by the special examiners, that the claimant in- 
curred his disability while engaged as acting assistant surgeon United States 
Army in the summer and fall of 1865. 

Both special examiners recommended the allowance of the claim, and its re- 
jection was caused not by a failure of proof of the facts, but because claimant 
was not connected with the military service, but with the Freedmen’s Bureau, 

He had served two previous terms of service as acting assistant su n United 
States Army, one from April 6, 1864, to December 5, 1864, and the other from De- 
cember 10, 1864, to May 19, and wason duty at general hospitals. 

Under section 4693, paragraph 4, an acting assistant surgeon or contract sur- 
geon is pensionable only when his disability was contracted while performing 

uty with the military force in the field, or in transit, or in hospital, 

This man’s contract was entered into with the Freedmen’s Bureau in July, 
1865. His patients at the Freedmen’s Hospital, Pine Bluff, Ark., where he was 
established, were soldiers in the Army or those who had become disabled while 
serving in the military or naval service. He is shown by the evidence to have 
worn an army uniform while so engaged. It is proved that he e dis- 
abled while there, and is now severely afflicted by rheumatism and heart dis- 
ease. The strict letter of the general law has rejected his claim. Your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that he should be given a pension, and report the bill 
back recommending its passage with the following amendments: 

After the word “late,” in the sixth line, insert the word “acting,” and after 
sae word “States,” in the same line, strike out ‘‘ Volunteers” and insert 
“Army.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The question recurred on laying the bill aside. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand from the reading of the bill 
how much was to be the rate of pension allowed here. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, The usual amount in such 
cases, 

Mr. HUNTER. It provides, ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws.” 

Mr. KILGORE. What does the law give an assistant surgeon ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Seventeen dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this disability was incurred in the 
fall of 1865, which was after the close of the war. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would not carry arrears, I will say, if the 
language is ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

aws.’ 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that; but my objection was that the 
disability did not occur until after the close of the war, according to 
the report. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let that part of the report be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

He filed an application for pension May 19, 1882, and alleges in his declaration 
rg on or before September 20, 1865, he contracted rheumatism of the left arm, 
ete, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

, GEORGE W. DICKINSON. 

Mr. KENNEDY called up the bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension 
to George W. Dickinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the corm vet n the name of Geo: W. Dick. 
inson, late a private of Company E, Thirteenth ment Ohio Volunteer In- 


ar A at the rate of $20 per month, to be paid him and after the passago 
of this act. . 
The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 
George W. Dickinson, private in Company E, Thirteenth iment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, enlisted June, 1861, discharged December 11, 1564, and filed 


this declaration for pension May 9, 1831, 
at Bowling Green, Ky., February 20, hecontracted rheumatism, caused by 
exposure in the service. Claim was rejected on the und that the evidence 
elicited upon special examination shows the alleged rheumatism prior to enlist- 
ment. The claimant has no hospital record. 

Claimant alleges his inability to furnish the evidence of his family physician, 
proofs to his enlistment,except company and regiment, as to his ng freo 
from rheumatism, for the reason that said nt hareg an is dead. He states that he 
never had rheumatism at all till after his e ment in the said company and 
regiment to which he belonged, except when a boy of about fifteen years of age 
he had pains in his bones or legs, but that he outgrew them, Four years pre- 
vious to his enlistment he was perfectly free from rheumatism. ‘This is corrob- 
orated substantially by his parents, neighbors, and acquaintances with the ex- 
ception of one witness, who testifies of the evidence going to show that for 
years prior to his enlistment he was free from rheumatism, 

George W. Swallow testifies that he well knew the said claimant before his 
enlistment in said company and regiment to be a sound, able-bodied man, free 
from any disease whatever, especially rheumatism, ete. 

Jacob Seig, Ridgeway, Ohio, testifies that he has been acquainted with Soeren 
W. Dickinson for the past twenty-four years; that previous to his enlistment ho 
was actively engaged in farming. 

German B. Milliner testifies: 

“ While at Bowling Green, Ky., there was a battle fought at the time aforo» 


lacing his claim on the ground that 
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said Rey an beverage sent to help me drive a men to ron geta for regi- 
menial baggage. e weather was so severe and cold, an m the exposure 
he contracted rheumatism,” 

Jacob Seig testifies that ho was a private in said company and N ae with 
said George W. Dickinson. He was then detailed as teamster, for the reason, as 
aiant understood, that George W. Dickinson was unable to march and keep up 
with the regiment. 

There is no question as to the disability of the claimant since the service. 
The one question is to the prior existence of the disease, rheumatism. Theonly 
evidence on record is the testimony of one man, with the exception of his own 
and parents’ testimony that when a boy he had rheumatism, and that at the 
time of enlistment and for a number of years previous to his enlistment he had 


no symptoms of rheuma’ s 

Your committee is of opinion that the disease had not existed at the time of 
his enlistment; that if it not been for the exposure and hardships of the 
service he would not have been subject to this disease, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of this bill with an amendment striking out line 6, “at the 
rate of $20 per month, to be paid from and after the passage of this act,” andin- 
serting “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Theamendment recommended by the committee was adopted, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
FRANK D. WORCESTER. 


Mr. KERR called up the bill (H. R. 3451) granting a pension to 
Frank D. Worcester. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the onsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank D. Worcester, late a mem- 
ber of Company B, First Maine Battery of Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3451) 
granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester, submit the following report: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth clearly the facts in 
this case, and is adopted, and the passage of the bill recommended, 


[Senate Report No. 2407, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3451) granting 
a pension to Frank D. Worcester, have examined the same, and report : 

his case, which is quite voluminous, may be briefly stated as one in which 
discharge from the service occurred on account of insanity. which was all 

in the medical certificate to have had existence before enlistment, and which 
was rejected at the Pension Bureau on that ground. It involves a mass of tes- 
timony disproportionate to the settlement of the single point in question and 
which it would be useless to abstract in this report. 

There is some evidence, but not of a high grade, which fixes upon the soldier 
before enlistment some eccentricities but no aberrations, while the bulk of 
testimony, including that of the family physician, members of the family, and 
old neighbors, shows that the soldier, while not over-bright in scholarly respects, 
was an honest, faithful boy, and, as many expressed it, “the mainstay of the 
family, so far as work was concerned.” The committee, in estimating the value 
of such testimony as is conflicting, pay proper respect to character in giving the 
soldier the benefit of any doubt. 

The soldier came out of the service insane, and has for many years been con- 
fined in an asylum as an incurable. If he had in him the elements of insanity 
before enlistment, they were latent and were first developed afterward in the 
service and have controlled him since. 

The committee report favorably upon the bill, and recommend it for passage, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


E. C. PASCHAL. 


Mr. KILGORE. I want to call up the bill (H. R. 11566) granting 
a pension to E. C, Paschal; and to say that I call it up for a friend of 
mine who is very anxious to have it passed. Butit isa very good bill. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of E. O. , who 
served in Captain Gunn's company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 1836, 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The report (by Mr. Buss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill Si R. pei pu 
is pension to E. C. Paschal, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

he claimant was, as shown by the records of the regiment on file in the office 
of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, a private in Captain Gunn's Neg oen f 
of Major Webb’s regiment of volunteers from the State of Alabama, in the Flo 
Indian war of 1836. He served from June 1 to September 15 of that year, and 
was honorably discharged from the service. 

He is now a very old man and in needy circumstances. Your committee are 
of the na ma that he should have a service pension, and therefore report the 
bill back to the House, recomm ng its amended, however, by strik- 
ing out the initial letter “E” in the title ofthe bill and in line 5, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ Elijah.” 

Mr. LAWLER. I move to increase the amount to $24. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; we do not want that. 

Mr. LAWLER. I makethat motion. I would not do it for anybody 
else. [Laughter.] I hope the gentleman will accept it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by making it $20, the same 
as the other Black Hawk bills. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is a committee amendment, striking out 
the initial “E.” and inserting “Elijah.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatisanerror, Mr. Chairman. The amendment 
is incorrect. It should be ‘‘ Elisha,” and I move to amend by making 
it “Elisha” in place of ‘‘ Elijah.” 

The amendment was Da Hg 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


REUBEN ASH. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE called up the bill (S. 3283) granting a pension 
to Reuben Ash. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben Ash, late first lieutenantof 
Company E, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3283) 
gtantinga pension to Reuben Ash, submit the following report: 

That from a careful examination of the papers in this case and the Senate re- 
port, which is made a part hereof, your committee think this to be a meritori- 
ous case, 

(Senate Report No. 1967, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 

“This is a bill to increase the pension of Reuben Ash, late first lieutenant of 
Company E, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

“The claimant was wounded at the battle of Bull Run, for which he was 
pensioned at the rate of $4, $6, and finally $8 per month. The last increase was’ 
recently allowed, to date from October 19, Es. The soldier is now helpless, 
requires the attendance of another person, and it is in consequence of the inad- 

acy of the pension to the amaiiy that appeal is made to Con; 5 

* The original disability was a gunshot wound in the shoulder, which affected 
the spine. The effects have been ve, and for some time past he has 
been quite unable to help himself. 

"The last time he was examined by a medical board was at Chicago, on the 
19th of October last. It was found that he was very deaf, his eye-sight impaired, 
and that he was partially paralyzed, and the surgeons say ‘these conditions no 
doubt result from gunshot mt and are permanent,’ 

“ Dr. Russell, of Oshkosh, Wis., was assigned surgeon of this soldier's regi- 
ment, He is, moreover, known in all the Northwest as a gentleman eminent 
in his profession, He describes in an affidavit the incident and nature of the 
wound ; says that he is and has been professionally familiar with the case ; that 
his condition is what is known to the profession ey ve locomotor ataxia; 
that it is caused by the inj to his spinal cord by the gunshot wound; that 
he is from year to year growing worse; that he is now (April 16, 1888), and has 
been forthe past two years, wholly unable to perform any manual labor, andis 
at the present time unable to dress or undress himself, and requires some one 
emer attend him. 

“H. B. Harshaw, State treasurer of the State of Wisconsin, was a private in 
the com y in which Ash enlisted; knew-him to be sound when he enlisted, 
and testifies to his personal knowledge of the incurrence of the wound and its 
effects, and to his helplessness cau: by progressive paralysis in consequence 


of the wound, 

“Dr. Parker, of Chicago, in 1886, testifies to his condition, corroborating the 
above witnesses, and says he req assistance to dress and undress himself 
and to attend to the calls of nature. Dr, Parker is his attending physician, 

“ All the witnesses agree as to the soldier’s condition and the cause. 
port of the board of examining surgeons furnishes a basis for allowance on the 
grade provided in this bill. e soldier was, before his enlistment and until 
about two years ago, a resident of Oshkosh, Wis, The Senator who makes this 
report had knowledge of his prior soundness, and of his progressive a 
and suffering until he removed to Chicago for the benefit of the care he 
obtain from friends residing there. 

“Dr. Walter Kemster testifies that during eight years last past he has made 
several careful examinations of the claimant and found him suffering from a 
disease of the neryous system known as spinal sclerosis; that the Tiecaae is 
adh choad and has increased to such an extent that he is now, and has been 

for more than a year, entirely helpless and unable to help himself in any way. 
and requires the attendance of another person, being at this time unable tofeed 
himseld to walk, to dress or undress himself; that his present condition is the 
core of his wound; that he is entirely dependent upon his friends for support 
and care, 

“It is already shown by the evidence that this soldier is one of the class whose 
rating should be that provided in the bill, which the committee report with an 
amendment, striking out ‘a private in’ in the sixth line, and inserting * first lieu- 
tenant of,’ and in the same line, a mpany,’ insert ‘E’ in the place of 
*B;’ and after the word ‘ month,’ in line 8, insert ‘in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving.’ andas thus amended recommend that the bill do pass.” 

Since the Senate report was made the pension has been increased to $30, the 
office holding that claimant does not require ‘the constant aid and attendance 
of another person,” but the evidence shows very clearly that the man is help- 
less and does require the almost constant aid of another, and your committee 
therefore recommend the of the bill with an amendment striking out 
“seventy-two” and in: ing “forty-five.” s 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER (when the name of Mr. LAIDLAW was called), Mr, 

i there is a Senate bill on the Calendar in which Mr. LAID- 

LAW is much interested, and as he is necessarily absent, I will ask that 

his oe passed to-night, to be called at the next meeting of the 
commi 


Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Clerk will call the 
next name. 


HENRY V, BASS. 
Mr. LANDES called up the bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to 
Henry V. Bass. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and 


limitations of the sion laws, the name of Henry V. Bass, Company I, One 
hundred and th th Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HM. & 
have had the same under consid: 


T, One hundred and thirtieth 


: 
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Minois Volunteers, from September Son, to August 15, 1865, His claim for 
on on account of injury to right knee and ankle has ‘been rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the  dinabllitgr wan sah dneuccad to in the line 


i arg shown by the testimony of comrades that claimant was Awan on the 
ground near his tent; two comrades near by were wrestling, and while so en- 


ng, 
gaged they fell on him, rade named Bams his Hens knee out of joint and piace, The seg 
te, ‘Another ergere ar be led penton knee back ee 


pul 
—- have been carefully Sea ty wae 
that-claimant was not in cay wae nape Ary aa te area Seana 
that the injury was received without any fault of his. By reason of ‘these în- 
juries ot need § was detailed as driver of the hospital ambulance, in which ca- 
pacity he served until discharged. 
Your committee are clearly of opinion that the claim is nie phena and 


therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY K. ALLEN. 
Mr. LANE called up the bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to 
Mary K. Allen. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary K. Allen, paea mother 
of Second Lieut. Jesse K. Allen, late of the Fifth Infan TEN e United States 
Army, and who was killed in action by the Indians August 15, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred ‘this bill beg leave to rt that they 
have considered the same, and find from the evidence that the claimant is the 
mother of Second Lieut. Jesse K. Allen, late of the regular Army, and that he 
served about three years therein, and was‘anexcellcnt soldier, an: faith- 


fully; that he wasa uate of West Point, and rendered valuable services to 
the Government while in the Army, and that he was killed in action whilesuc- 
aarp 4 capturing a band of host le Indians in Washington Territory, on the 
Idth of August, 1858. It appears further that his mother was a very 
ing woman,and by manual labor educated her son and qualified t him to enter 
West Point; that the soldier, after he was in the Army, frequently sent his 
mother errs and was the chief means of her support while in the service 
and esorpdant life; and that be died unmarried, leaving no child or-children 
ord ant of such children, It appears forther from the testimony thatthe 
aber 5 now past seventy-seven years of , and is unable longer, because = 
ageand other infirmities, to DANAE manual or-other labor to et om ana 
and that she ‘has no means ‘whatever to support herself, and tha’ Aeneas 
has been dend for more than twenty years; and the committee are of the opin- 
nn that this woman, having lost her son and means of support in the service 
aamen Eid oF ier support Tor te Banes FEEN AA are MAA to live. The 
m ‘sup! ort years aro to live. e 
committee therefore report the bill back with a recommendation thatthe same 


do ‘pass, 

‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CATLENA LYMAN. 

Mr. LAWLER called up for consideration the bill (S. 2626) granting 
a pension to Catlena Lyman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

bat poets p eto., a nnr nalon-rol, subject to the provisione and 
limitations of the Sawa, the CASA atl ow of William 


pension of Catlena L; 
C. Lyman, late surgeon United States Nave, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now allowed her. 


‘The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


its committee, which report this committee adopts as their own,and hereby re- 
port the bill back with a recommendation that the same do pass, 
[Senate Report No. 1819, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was a menpe user i gems cena 

=< a — to Catlena Lyman, Widow of William ©. Lyman, have examined 
same, and report: 

That th the claimant is now a pensioner at the rate of $25 per month, the rate 

ones by law for her husband's rank, that of passed assistant surgeon in the 


widhotigh having officially 
on, dia actually serve as surgeon in the 


of New Orleans; he was in the ex; against the forts 

and fleets of the enemy in the Lower Mississippi. In d of his duties 
there he took the Selle fever, and only recovered after long suffering. 

wre served as surgeon on the Portsmouth, longa of Admiral Far- 

and in ition of the meritorious services he re- 


a testimonial from the admiral, being a box of sw eT instruments, in- 
scribed to him by that officer, which has been shown by the widow, in whose 
possession it is, to the committee, 

The claimant lost all her property by the Chicago fire and is now without 
means of support save the pension. The sum now mee her is inadequate, 
The committce therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Iam willing that the previous question may be 
considered as ordered and the bill go over to a full House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Subject to amendment. 

Mr.CHEADLE. If the gentleman is not willing to accept that, I 
will raise the question of no quorum. 

Mr. LAWLER. I agree to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [ Mr. CHEADLE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside, that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered, and the bill go over to a full House, subject to 
amendment and debate, 

Mr. LAWLER. On next Friday. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


JULIANNA MULLER. 
Mr. LEHLBACH called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 917) for 


the relief of Julianna Muller. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


aller, late a member of Company I, Regiment New J ersey 
Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. Prmcock) is as follows: A 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was —— the bill (H. R. 917 
for the relief of Julianna Muller, have had thesame under tion, an 


leave to submit the following report: 
begie claimantis the widow EET Muller or Mueller, who 


rged upon surgeon 
on account of gunshot aia ot oa of r 


Dallas, Ga. 27, 1864, causing è loss of right testicle and taa ia bat hernia 
of right sido. e-died Februa: y 23,1884, at was in receipt of pen- 
sion for the said disabilities at the rate of $12 per month. 


The claim of the widow has been rejected upon the ground that the fatal dis- 
ease, phthisis pulmonalis, as certified to ihe] ir attending physiċian, is not 
shown to be due to the disabilities for which pensioned, or shown to be other- 
wise chargeable to his mili service. 

The immediate eno of death seems to have been ascertained through post- 
mortem examination H Drs. Hewlett and Guenther. The former had no per- 
sonal acquaintance with the soldier prior to his roe ity Nem ves itas his opin- 
ion that the pulmonary trouble was aggra kimea inas ty and depression, 
caused bythe injuries received while prai service, Guon inas testifies to a 
ay wea acquaintance with the soldier from about 1864, and that he first treated 

im for disease of lungs December 28, 1878, From his observations of the soldier 
during these years it is affilant’s belief that the death cause was due to the in- 
juries received in the service. 

Soldier was treated prior'to 1878 by one Dr. John F. Ward, but his death 
oaea the possibilty offurnishing medical evidence covering the period of his 
treatment. 

A number of reliable citizens and neighbors of the egg anger including the 
pastor of the ren at which soldier attended, ' his debilitated condi- 
tion rete pierd fe form manual labor, which condition the they ascribe tothe 
injuries service. Their testimony is full ed by the 
several medina ene ‘inations dating back to November, 

Claimant va married to the iay beat Her DAA? sons served likewise in 

‘being serious! ‘reason of their servi ‘are unable 
Speke pih iperen enea nirami A epa SE 

aat mani eeil tn E n and at the age of seventy-two years claim- 

The disabilities incurred by the soldier were of a serious character, and their 


pects ie system yun 
tel pratan can not be st ng 


Army 
the Psi atin 
The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE (during the reading of the report), Does that bill 
just ask that the party be on the pension-roll? 

‘The Clerk read from the bill as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, sonar yore and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, etc, 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the report. 

‘There was no objection, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH L. NOTT. 


Mr. LONG called up for consideration the bill (H. R, 3167) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on pat pension-roll boy ator to the provisions and 
limitations of the or laws, the name of Elizabeth L. w of Dawes 
S. Nott, deceased, late of Company K, Twelfth ipaa saan Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8167) perents pension to Elizabeth L. Nott, have had the same under consid- 
— ver bo and TE Jeave to submit the imas | report: 

ott is aasi Paedah of Dawes S. Nott, who was drafted July 17, 
t Massachusetts Volunteers. The 
to ri House, Alexandria, Va., General 
peony o mter T 1863, with contusion, aca returned to duty January 13, 
1864. He was February 18, 1864, on surgeon's certificate of disability, 
by reason of incipient tubereul: ic and died June , 1871, of cirrhosis of the liver, 
as mle by the sda nen, Sn of di 


The widow's claim has been rejected on the ground ‘that the soldier's fatal 
Sipp, is, in the opinion of the Pension Office, not shown to be due to his mili- 
ry service. 


health from discharge to death. 

with the sol- 
1 11, 1867, and 
his enlistment, 


the 


Was 

rhea. Attended him in 1864, 1305. 1800, eens pio A ril 11, 1867. Remembers 

case very well, as it was Marg obstinate ure: Phe rheumatism was severe, 
pain. Wasfre- 


quently called toseehimatnight. He had also a “hase tag morets ger ll exhaust- 
pe Avantan i wasreduced almost to skin and bones, with frequent watery dis- 
charges. I "3 we ioe and mucus, Could not do much if any kind of work 
uring that pe 
Dr. . Pratt, the physician who attended the soldier in hislast illness, testifies 
on he died of pantari of the liver, which existed nnection 
e case, 


prior to afiant's co: 
Eriapa pear that there was a posi-mortem examination to determine the 
sue aa ergon the e fatal disease, Unquestionably it was located in tho 


ing and severe 


1889. 
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chest, but whether it was cirrhosis or any other kind of disease of the liver or 
any other disease of the chest, in the absence of such examination must neces- 
sarily remam more or less in doubt. 

The fact that the soldier was drafted must settle the question of prior sound- 
ness. Itis clearly shown by competent and undisputed testimony that at dis- 
charge he was a sufferer from rheumatism and diarrhea, and that 


long 
ing, larin rrr affects the liver, in, the most on physician often 
wrongly diagnoses a disease in its incipient state, hat appeared to the 
surgeon at date of soldier's discharge incipient Saberoulcais may, in fact, have 
been a diseased condition of the liver. 

Whatever view may be taken of the case under consideration, in the absence 
of any evidence adverse thereto it is the opinion of your committee that the 
fatal disease was due to causes shown to have originated subsequent to the 
soldier's entry into the service of the United States, and therefore report favor- 
ably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 

Mr. MACDONALD (during the reading of the report). Iask unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the further reading of the report. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN ha taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PETERS that the ttee 
of the Whole had had under consideration the special order, and had 
directed him to report to the House sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


House bills of the following titles without amendment were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca D, Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 9110) ting a pension to Martha J. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix; 

A bill (H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish: 

A bill (H. R. 10691) increasing the pension of Mary A. Bedel; 

A bill (H. R. 6893) ting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 11714) to p rovide increase of pension to James Waters, 
singers Por Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war o. 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs; 

A bill (i R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff ; 

A bill (E. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass; 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen 

A bill (H. R. 917) for the the z. Srt of Julianna Muller; and | 

A bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS, 
Amendments reported to House bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; ane Seine EE they were accord- 


ly ee ee 

A sin ie 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. rape fone ors 1 DIa D alee 
PE era granting a pension to Mary Von Olnhauser; 
A bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 

A TIT (HE oe, 11801) fo lacs tho mame ot Semen He on 

A DULE R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to Lyman D. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elisha Kennedy; 
3 ang = R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. 8. 
ewell; an 


A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to E. C. Paschal. 
HOUSE BILL LAID ON TABLE. 

The bill (H. R. 2914) granting a pension to Zo. C. Cook, in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole, was 
laid on the table. 

JAMES A. GRIFFEY. 


The TEISE G of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6783) to place the 
name of John A. Griffey on the pension-roll was concurred in. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported favorably, were ce 
ordered to s third reading, , read the third time, and 

A bill (S. 3247) granting a pension to Zo. C. Cook; 

A bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 

A bill (8. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 

A bill (8. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong; 

A bill (8. saci} granting a pension to Mary Saeger; and 

A bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 
Amendments reported to Senate bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to a third 
fae read the third time, and 
(8. 3283) granting a pension to iaenben Ash; and 
A bill (8. 2910) to increase the on now paid to Elizabeth B. Smith, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States Volunteers. 
BILL POSTPONED. 


In accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole, the bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman, was 
postponed till Friday next, and the previous question considered as 
ordered on its passage, with leave to amend and debate. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the several votes just taken, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (at 10 o’clock), in accordance with previous order, the House 
adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as below 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill GE R. 12386) for the relief of Edmund 
R. Calhoun—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 12387) granting a pension to Rich- 
ard Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 12388) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible 
a County, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on 

mimerce, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Osage River at some accessible point in the 
a of Benton, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Com- 


“BY Mi NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 12390) for the relief of Eliza A. 
Cochran—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 12391) for the relief of 
Nicholas Marshall—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12392) restoring to the pension- 
rolls the name of Aaron H. Rake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12393) for the relief 
of John M. P. Pool—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Memorial of the Lynchburgh (Va.) To- 
bacco Association for the repeal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of farmers of Moorestown, N. J., for 

n to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK: Resolution of the State Grange of Wisconsin to put 
lumber on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the same for a law to prohibit gambling in the 
necessaries of life—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the same for a law providing for the election of 
President, Vice-President, Senators, etc., by a direct vote of the peo- 
peate the Committee on the Election of President and Vice-Presi- 

ent, 

Also, resolution of the same for Cabinet officer for Agricultural De- 
partmeut—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of the Michigan Maimed Soldiers’ League 
for the passage of House bills 4339 and 4356—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of farmers of Sagadahoc County and 
Kennebec County, Maine, for protection to agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Merritt Johnson and others, and of 
T. P. Francis and others, of Madison County, Tennessee, for pure 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of B. Boutelle and 225 others, for increase 
of duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petitions of 170 citizens of Burlington, Iowa, pro- 
testing against the Blair Sunday bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the South Dakota Educational As- 
sociation, that sections 16 and 36 and other lands be set apart for 
a to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Tem ce Union of Dakota, 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the Wisconsin State Grange, for 
laws to prohibit gambling in the necessaries of life—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also. petition of the same for the election of President and Vice- 
President oa Senators by popular vote—to the Select Committee on 
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the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


Also, petition of same, to place lumber on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. “5 

Also, petition of the same, for a Cabinet position for the head of the 
Agricultural Department—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

y Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in favor of the naval reserve bill—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the State Grange of Maine, favor- 
ing House bills 11027 and 11266—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition and memorial of W. G. Walport, for the 
examination and publication of certain papers concerning American, 
colonial, and Revolutionary history and foreign relations—to the Com- 


mittee on reo. Affairs. 
By Mr. §. I. HOPKINS: Resolutions of the Lynchburgh (Va. ) Tobacco 
Association, urging the immediate repeal of the tax on tobacco—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of R. S. Kindrick Post, No. 63, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Tennessee, for a general service pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of A. R. Rich & Co. and 28 other whole- 
sale fresh-fish dealers of Boston and New York, asking that fresh fish 
remain on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Memorial of the Tobacco Association of Lynch- 
burgh, Va., for the repeal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of L. D. Woodfield and 22 others, of 
Fayette County, and of W. H. Baker and others, of Unityville, Pa., for 
pure lard and food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of George Belwoar and others, for relief— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. * 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of farmers of Milton, Vt., for the 
more effective protection of agriculture against foreign and Canadian 
competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Connecticut, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Erie County, New York, ask- 
ing for drawback on tin-plate used for canning purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of the Lynchburgh (Va.) Tobacco Associa- 
tion, for the repeal of the tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bey were received and 
severally referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic: 

By Mr. DAVIS: Of John B. Baylies and 20 others, of New Bedford, 


Mass, 
By Mr. DORSEY: Of John Pierce and 112 others, of Aurora, Nebr. 
By Mr. GIFFORD: Of J. W. Hancher and 309 others, of Rapid 
City, Dak. 
By Mr. HIRES: Of S. F. Wheeler and 70 others, of Paulsborough, 
J 


‘By Mr. KEAN: Of Thomas Murray and 48 others, of Atlantic High- 
lands, N. J. 

By Mr. LONG: Of James E. Brown, and 31 others, of Dedham, Mass. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of W. E. Means, and 59 others, of Montgomery 
County, Kansas. 

By Mr. REED: Of John F. Jameson, and 129 others, of Cornish, 
Me. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of J. H. Gaylord, and 87 others, of East Long 
Meadow, Mass. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 26, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 

VOTE OF ELECTORS FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of State 
for printing the certified copies of the final ascertainment of the vote 
of the electors for President and Vice-President; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and-ordđered to be printed. 

VESSELS FOR FISH COMMISSION. 


t 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate fromthe Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries, of an appropriation for maintenance of vessels 


for the United States Fish Commission for the fiscal year 1889; which 
was pease to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-SHIP, SANDY HOOK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 11683) for 
the establishment of a light-ship with fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New 
York Harbor, returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendments to that bill be concurred in. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, after line 3, insert “that there be constructed and established a first- 
class light-ship with a steam fog-signal off Great Round Shoal, seacoast of Mas- 
sachusetts, near Nantucket, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $60,- 
000; provided that the construction of said light-ships shall be let to the lowest 
ce eae rg bidders after advertisement, and that they shall be builtin American 

p-yards.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “For the establishment of light-ships with fog- 
signals at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and off Great Round Shoal, seacoast 
of Massachusetts, near Nantucket,” 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11854) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending June 30, 1890; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, with amendments of the Senate thereto, and the 
latter ordered to be printed. 
TARIFF BILL. . 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9051) to 
reduce taxation and simplify the Jaws in relation to the collection of 
the revenue, with an amendment by the Senate in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. REED. Subject to a point of order with reference to the meas- 
ure going to the Committee of the Whole, I desire to propose that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment. Or, if the House determines 
to non-concur, that a committee of conference be granted as the Senate 
has requested; and upon that I wish to submit some remarks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 reserve the point of order that 
=e ‘ons must have its first consideration in the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. MILLS. I reserve the point of order that the bill must first go 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], as the 
Chair understands, desires to be heard on the question whether he can 
or not, without unanimous consent of the House, move to concur or 
non-concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. REED. It is apparent, Mr. Speaker, that the question which is 
now before the House is a question of very grave importance, admitted 
to be such by both sides of the House. Ina delivered by the 
present occupant of the chair [Mr. CARLISLE] at the close of the last 
session this remark was made, which, among others, should be an in- 
ducement to us to have as speedy consideration and settlement of this 
question as is possible: 

The actual situation which now confronts us, a situation which makes it the 
ned eg th duty of the Representatives of the people to reduce the revenues 

ore this Congress shall adjourn. 

It is not necessary to add to that the various arguments which have 
been presented in favor of a revision of the tariff. I only point to that, 
and to the other remarks that have been made on the subject, to show 
the substantial agreement on the part of all persons concerned and the 
general desire of the country that this question should be disposed of. 
The House has done its preliminary part, whether well or ill I have 
taken occasion to say already in niany places as well as here; the mat- 
ter has gone to the Senate, and the Senate also has performed its part 
of the public duty. Not to speak of other differences which exist be- 
tween the action of the House and the action of the Senate, there seems 
to be one difference on principle. The House of Representatives has 
very largely increased the ad valorem list of duties, and the Senate has 
increased somewhat the specific duties. And in that the Senate has 
followed the advice of every Secretary of the Treasury and of almost 
every person who has had in hand the actual administration of the law. 

Differences of detail of course are always open, and ought always to 
be open, to the consideration of the two Houses. The Senate has ve 
carefully considered all the items contained in this amendment; an 
I would be the last to say that the House ought not also to examine the 
amendment carefully; and the rules of the House, as they stand, pro- 
vide for that, even if the House should agree to the request of the Sen- 
ate that a conference committee be appointed at the proper time. - 

Now, we are all agreed that it is very important, very desirable, that 
this matter should be put in the way of passage, not only for the co- 
gent reason given by the Speaker, but also for other reasons known to 
everybody who listens to me. The Senate, anticipating, perhaps, some 
difficulty arising from the ordinary rules of the House, have proposed 
a committee of ference; in other words, have asked us to take the 
speediest method of disposing of this great question, the importance of 
the speedy disposal of which is admitted upon all hands. They have 
therefore asked for a conference upon the amendment wherein they dis- 
agree with the recorded judgment of the House. Now the House, by 
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interposing no objection arising out of our rules, can come to a speedy 
conclusion upon the matter; and it is admitted that a speedy conclu- 
sion is very much to be desired. 

I had #lwayssupposed, until the decision of the Chair in the case of 
the oleomargarine bill, that whenever the Senate asks for a committee 
of conference the matter constitutes a question of privilege—not a ques- 
tion of privilege depriving the House of aright to scrutinize the amend- 
ment, but a question of privilege calling for speedy action, or at least 
deliberate non-action—intentional non-action—on the partof the House. 
For instance, I had supposed—and such was the practice up to that 
time, I think—that the House could concur or non-concur if it saw fit, 
or could send the matter to the Committee of the Whole, wherein the 
question could be taken up and discussed; and when a disagreement 
was reached, if one was reached, then a committee of conference could 
be appointed and the measure furthered. This is of course in accord- 
ance with the well-known principle of parliamentary law that it is the 
duty of each body possessing by moiety the legislative power to further 
in every way that is possible a bill that is farthest advanced in its stage 
of progress. This bill, having passed the House and having passed 
the Senate with amendment, had reached a stage in advance of a bill 
which had merely been introdnced. Therefore, the Senate, a co-ordi- 
nate body possessed of one-half the power of legislation, having re- 
quested a committee of conference, the matter thereupon became a 
privileged question in the House. I hope, therefore, that no point of 
order—for I hardly expect the Speaker to overrule his decision made 
in ‘the other case—I hope that no point of order may be raised except 
that of sending the bill to the Committee of the Whole; and then we 
can dispose of this question. 

My object in making these remarks is to bring to the minds of gen- 
tlemen on the other side the urgency which they have been so loudly 
proclaiming for so long a time, of action on the part of Congress with 
regard to the surplus in the Treasury and with regard to the revision 
of the statutes, to the end that they may not interpose any objection 
to speedy action upon this point. I had also another motive which I 
am frank to avow—one of the motives which very often govern discus- 
sion in this House—a very proper and suitable motive; and that is not 
only to recall to the House the condition in which our rules are, but to 
show to the House and the country that this side at least has not been 
wanting in any respect in its duty to the country in urging in season, 
and, if this be an improper occasion, out of season also, the necessity 
and propriety of speedy action on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that nothing will be interposed in 
the way of a point of order which will prevent us from discussing and 
disposing of this great question which is before the House again in a 
more advanced stage than it was. Should it go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, we know by experience that any discussion between 
persons of different belief on that committee is not liable to take place, 
and that such a submission of this question will only provoke delay. 
The session is so short that if we mean to discuss this question and 
dispose of it, we ought at once to go to work. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] ; ‘ 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, under the Constitution of the United 
States each House has the power to make rules to govern its own pro- 
ceedings, and each House, in the manner of disposing of its business, 
is independent of the other. This House, in pursuance of that consti- 
tutional authority, has made a rule which requires all bills of this 
nature to be considered in the Committee of the Whole House; and so 
yae has the House been of the purse of the people and so regardful 

it been of the people’s rights that it has adopted a rule that when- 

ever a bill dealing with these great rights comes from the Senate it 

nee receive its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
ouse, 

By the rules wbich we have adopted we have several Calendars, and 
before any bill can receive consideration in this House on those Calen- 
dars it must have been reported from some of the standing commit- 
tees of this Honse.. Suppose this bill had come from the Senate, with- 
out this House having sent to that body the bill which it did, to re- 
duce taxation; suppose the Senate had been vested by the Constitution 
of the United States with authority to originate revenue bills, and sup- 
pose that body had, not as it has done to-day, originated in defiance 
of constitutional provisions a tariff bill and sent it to the House, but 
had in pursuance of constitutional power sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a bill increasing or reducing taxation, where would it have 
gone under the rules of this House? It would have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and before it could be considered by this 
House it would have had to come back with a report from that com- 
mittee and would have had to go to the Committee of the Whole House, 
where it would be impossible for this House to vote on it until every 
member had had the right to offer amendments and to debate the bill 
by paragraphs. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have sent to the Senate a bill to reduce taxa- 
tion. They had originated in that Chamber, or were preparing before 
we sent this bill to them, in defiance of the Constitution, a bill increas- 
ng taxation on the people of this country, an act which they were pro- 
hibited by the great charter of our fathers from doing. They have 
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sent that bill so prepared here in defiance of the rules of this House,’ 
apd it is now proposed that we accept their invitation to appoint a 
committee of conference and pass this most extraordinary measure, 
that, too, at a time when the coffers of this Government are load 
with the excess of revenue, at a time when the people of this country 
are groaning with unnecessary taxation; a bill to reduce the revenues 
by destroying the commerce of the country and increasing the load of 
taxation upon the people for private purposes. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to go into a discussion of the merits of 
this bill on the question of order now pending; but I have been invited 
thereto by the remarks of my friend from Maine [Mr. REED]. He has 
criticised our bill because we have changed some of the specific taxes 
fixed by the existing law to ad valorem rates of duty, and he has also 
said that there has not been a Secretary of the Treasury from the foun- 
dation of this Government to the present time who has not favoredand 
recommended the enactment of revenue laws providing for specific 
duties, Å 

Mr. Speaker, when the House comes to have this bill considered, and. 
to have the differences between the two Houses discussed before this 
body, as well as the differences between the specificand ad valorem sys- 
tems, the gentleman from Maine will find that there has been more 
than oneSecretary of the Treasury who has advocated ad valorem duties, 
and he will also find that the most successful tariff that this country 
has ever had was the ad valorem tariff which we had in force from 1846 
to 1860, under the old Democratie administrations of Polk, and Pierce, 
and Buchanan. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr, Speaker, I will not indulge in further comments on this measure 
at the present time. There isa time for all things, and there will be 
a time when this bill will come before this House, if the majority of 
this House are true to themselves and true to their constituents; it 
will come here, and it will come here to be discussed, it will come here’ 
to be criticised, it will come here to be exposed to the American peo- 
ple, and it will come in accordance with the rules of this House, from 
the committee to which it properly belongs. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr.,Speaker, the question of whether we are to 
have any revenue legislation before the close of the present Congress 
will depend for its answer very much upon the action that is taken by 
the House of Representatives to-day upon the suggestion of my colleague 
on D Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. 

Everybody knows, Mr. Speaker, that if this bill with the Senate 
amendments goes to the Committee on Ways and Means, no practical 
legislation will be had at this session of Congress, and the great ques- 
tion of the reduction of the revenues of the Government, now so excess- 
ive, as claimed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILIS], will con- 
tinue unsettled, and nothing can be done for nearly eleven months, or 
until we assemble in regular session next December, and at best we can 
not hope for revenue legislation before the spring or summer of 1890. 
So that at this very point this House will determine whether we are to 
have any reduction of the revenues, and whether excessive collections 
are to continue for twelve or fourteen months in the future. 

The Senate ofthe United States, a co-ordinate branch of Congress, hasre- 
spectfully asked this House to agree toacommitteeofconference. Their 
purpose is manifest—it is to bring the two Houses closer together and 
makean mentpossible. Ibelievethatbutonce inthe history ofour 
century of legislation hasasimilarrequest been refused, and refused, I be- 
lieve, under a ruling of the present Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, because the request was not made at that stage of disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses when a conference was justified. We are con- 
fronted this morning with this request for consultation and conference. 
It is not a question of high tariff; it is nota question of low tariff; but 
it is a question of whether the House of Representatives will meet the 
Senate of the United States in free and open conference and deter- 
mine if their differences can be adjusted and their disagreements rec- 
onciled. 

The House has given to the country one bill framed upon one prin- 
ciple and based upon the line of party policy with which the majority 
isin accord. The Senate has given to the country another bill oar 3 
upon an entirely different principle and following out an entirely dif- 
ferent line of public and party policy. TheSenate has asked the House 
to consent to a committee of conference to consider the disagreement 
so presented, that they may see if in some manner this great difference 
between the two Houses can not be reconciled. 

Now, what do we want to doas practical men? What does the 
country expect of us? We want to reduce the public revenues, and 
we can reduce them without my friend from Texas being called upon 
to surrender one jot of his free-trade principles or this side surrender- 
ing one jot ofits protection principles. Ifthe House of Representatives 
meets the Senate in free and open conference and those provisions are. 
adopted where the two bills meet on common ground, we can reduce 
the revenues from thirty-five to forty millions of dollars and still pre- 
serve for future settlement the general policy of taxation respectively 
adhered to by the two parties. | 

All we have to do, Mr. Speaker, is to take up these two bills and 
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look at the duties and changes in rates which are common to both. 
First, the abolition of the tax apon tobacco—$30,000,000; that is com- 
et 


n to both bills. Then you he free-list; that is common to both 
Then you take the administrative features of both bills. Both 
geek the same purpose; both look to an honest collection of the revenue 
and an honest administration of the customs laws; and if a committee 
of conference that we might appoint here this morning would only 
occupy the common ground, common to both bills, not even enter the 
field of division or controversy, we would strike down from $35,000, 000 
to $40,000,000 ofrevenue that is being collected, and which the Admin- 
istration has repeatedly declared ifcontinued will put in peril the busi- 
ness of the country. This House has already spoken upon the subject 
and ap ge its approval of onesubjectofreduction, It wasonly the 
other day that it manifested its desire to have the tax taken from to- 
bacco when it refused to send a bill of that import to the Committee 
of Waysand Means, but sent it to another committee, because it be- 
lieved that committee would give to the majority of this House an op- 
rtunity to vote its sentiments and register its will in public law. 
Applause on the Republican side. } ; 
administrative bill has nothing to do with politics; it has noth- 
ing to do with free trade; it has nothing to do with protection; it has 
nothing to do with party principles or policies. It is above politics 
and should be divoreed from party. But ithas everything todo with 
an honest administration of the customs laws, whether they are based 
upon the principle of protection or upon the principle of free trade. 

Now, why not, as practical men, seeking to relieve the Treasury of 
the United States of its congestion, as described by the President of 
the United States, meet this condition and relieve the Treasury of its 
accumulating surplus and leave this vast sum of money with the people, 
where it belongs? ‘‘Itis not atheory; itis a condition.’’ Shall we 
run away from the condition which we can in part relieve, or waste our 
valuable time now upon theory? Shall we reduce the revenues of the 
Government? We haye got an opportunity to do it, and to move in 
that direction this morning; but if this bill goes to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, mark my word, there will be no practical legislation 
reached at this session of Congress. And I beg the gentlemen on that 
side of the House and gentlemen on this sidg of the House to signalize 
the close of this Democratic Congress with some practicable, sensible, 
patriotic legislation. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN., Mr. 5: er, I have failed to find either in the 
argument of the gentleman from Maine or of the gentleman from Ohio 
that means of attaining the end that they claim can be attained under 
the rules. The gentleman from Ohio has delivered a speech that might 
be very fine as a stump speech, but he has wholly failed to address 
himself to the rules of the House on this subject. 

Now, the gentleman said that the House has given the country one 
bill and the Senate has given the country another bill; that these bills 
are entirely different, and that they are. framed on entirely different 
theories. His request of this House is, in the face of that declaration, 
more candid than I could have expected from any man, that it shall 
walk up and surrender its constitutional prorogare to frame revenue 
bills and giveit over to the Senate. [App on the Democratic side, ] 
aot I, section 7, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 

es: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives; 

t the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

Here is a plain chart for the guidance of members of this House—a 
chart they have sworn to follow, one from which we can not depart 
without the degradation of ourselves and the sacrifice of the princi- 
ples and interests of those who have honored us by making us their 
representatives. The right to “‘originate bills for raising revenue’ 
was herek axes in the House of Representatives, because it comes 
more y from the People, and has to return more frequently to 
them for indorsement. Yet it is proposed to throw away this safe- 
guard of the people, to surrender this ancient right of the House, and 
to still further increase the power of the Senate. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] has not even pretended 
that this Senate bill is an ‘‘amendment’’ to the House bill. He could 
not. He is too intelligent to believe it and too candid to assert it. It 
is, as he describes it, an entirely different bill; a distinct proposition 
framed on a different ‘‘theory.’’ As a matter of fact the Senate does 
not assume to amend the House bill. The Senate struck out every 
section of our bill or threw it aside and framed one of their own. In 
doing so they violated the Constitution, and they now ask us to meet 
them in conference and concur in this demolition. 

What I want to know of the members of this House is, are you ready 
to do this in the face of that declaration of the gentleman from Ohio 
that this is a different and new bill? Have you so far degenerated 
from those principles that your sires held of adherence to the Constitu- 
tion as to be willing at the request of the gentleman from Ohio to give 
up the people’s rights to frame a bill in accordance with the people’s 

Le and give it over to the Senate, not elected by the people 

i y, but by the States? Others may doas they please, but for me, 

I will never, never consent to such a cowardly and ignoble tion 

of the rights of the people and the privileges of the House. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] ` 


Now, the gentleman says that there may be selected ont, by this ex- 
and cowardly process, thirty or forty million dollars of 
revenue that can be remitted to the people or repealed. I deny that 
assertion. Has he studied the Senate bill? Has he forgotten that it 
increases the tax on all theschedules save three? It increases the tax 
on wool and woolens alone between four and five million dollars. 
There are not thirty or forty millions in these bills in the repeal or re- 
ductions of which the two Houses concur. The internal-revenue feat- 
ure is taken up in order that it may aid in this extraordinary surren- 
der. IfI may follow the example of the two gentlemen at all in this 
regard, it will not be inappropriate for me to say that four-fifths of the 
relief given by the House bill against the extraordinary powers of the 
Federal court by modification or repeal of internal-revenue laws are 
taken away by the Senate. All the oppressive machinery is retained 
by the Senate bill that was proposed to be dispensed with by the House 
bill. The repeal of certain retail-dealers’ taxes is changed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the rules of this House concerning the 
consideration of bills raising revenue, or, in other words, tax bills, for 
by the rules we pro to stand or fall, and there will be no surren- 
der of every principle and prerogative of this House in violation of its 
ae and of the Constitution? Rule XX provides, Mr. Speaker, as 
follows: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to tho 

int of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the state of the Union, if, originating in the House, it would be sub- 
ject to that point. 

It will thus be seen that this bill must have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole, and not in a conference room. 

Clause 3 of Rule XXIII provides: 

All motions TO) : 
proceedings Pad wi peo roneetir vee Hird IEE OE wy ii so port eara Bers 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or authoriz- 
ing ments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and a point ofe ph ans under this rule shall be good at any time 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced, 

Neither the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] nor the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MOKINLEY] has suggested any rule under which we 
are forced to go to conference merely because the Senate invites us to 
conference. Nor can they cite sucha rule. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that these two rules settle it that this bill should receive its first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole and notin conference. In the 
next place, there is no means by which it can get to the Committee of 
the Whole except through a committee of this House. Hence it must 
first go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Sir, I made this point of order because I believed the Senate had at- 
tempted to override the Constitution and usurp the prerogatives of the 
House by originating a bill ‘‘ raising revenue.’ I was notand am not 
willing to acquiesce in this assumption of right. Letit go where it 
belongs under the rules, to the Committee on Ways and Means, And 
above all and beyond all let us not abate one jot or tittle of our consti- 
tutional right to originate bills for raising revenue. [Applause. 

The SPEAKER. Prior to the beginning of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress—— 

‘Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, from some remarks just made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] I fear that my position 
was not quite understood. The point which I make to the gentleman 
from Tennessee and to his colleagues is this: Last session of Congress 
the Speaker, voicing the opinion of his side of the House and greeted 
with their plaudits at the time, stated very forcibly the necessity for 
action, the necessity for a reduction of the revenue by the representa- 
tives of the people. I did not apprehend that the Speaker would now 
overrule the ruling which was made in the oleomargarine case, but I 
did hope that the representatives of the people, like the gentleman from 
Tennessee, in their anxiety to cause a reduction of the revenue and to 
dispose of this tariff question, would refuse to make any point of order, 
since by so refusing we should come to a more speedy conclusion; and 
I hope still that they will interpose no objection to a vote being taken 
upon concurrence or non-concurrence with the Senate, except that of 
requiring the matter to be first discussed in the Committee of the Whole. 
For I am sure that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] will both agree with me 
that such action on their part would facilitate the termination of this 
question and the passage of the bill. I am quite sure they would both 
admit to me, and, with equal frankness, to the House, that they do not 
expect that reference to the Committee of Ways and Means, if insisted 
upon by them, will further the of the bill. It was with that 
intent that I begged the other side not to interpose any objection to the 
speediness of a transaction in the s ess of which they have professed 

lves hitherto to be so much interested. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu Mr. Speaker, if I understand 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the position which heoccupies 
is that he raised the point of order with the certainty that it would be 
overruled, without any expectation that you would overrule your for- 
mer decision, and, therefore, simply for the of giving himself 
and his colleauge on the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY] an opportunity to make speeches to the country; not for the pur- 
pose of operating on your mind, but for the purpose, in this public way, 
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of seeming to play for position and to put the Domocratic side of the 
House in a faise attitude. À 

It will be borne in mind that on the 2d day of last April the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means reported to this House a tariff bill; that it 
was finally voted upon on the 21st of July; that in the interval no de- 
lay was interposed to its consideration by the Democratic side of the 
House, and that whatever time may have been wasted, if any was 
wasted, between the 2d day of April, when the bill was reported, and 
the 21st day of July, when it was voted upon, was by the interposition 
of gentlemen on the Republican side of the House. That bill went to 
the Senate on the 21st day of July. It went there under a provision 
of the Constitution which gives to the House of Representatives pri- 
marily not merely the duty but the exclusive right of originating 
bills raising revenue. 

The business of the Senate, therefore, was only to amend that bill 
in accordance with its sense of public duty. It did not do that, as the 

tleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] has frankly admitted. It 
framed a different bill, based upon different principles, and wholly 
unlike the bill sent to it by the House, and it is only and purely by a 
parliamentary legerdemain, if it be constitutional at all, that the Sen- 
ate has constitutionally the power to frame such a bill by doing what 
is called making ‘‘an amendment in the nature of a substitute,” That 
bill of the House having reached the Senate on the 21st day of July, 
now, on the 25th day of January, yesterday, we received the Senxte 
bill, more than six months after the time when the House sent its bill 
to the Senate; and now suddenly the gentlemen on the other side, 
who have always denied that there was any necessity for ribo 
some gentlemen on that side having elaborately shown that there woul 
be no surplus and that the expenditures under Democratic administra- 
tion would come within a very few millions of eating up the revenue— 
now suddenly they are found exceedingly anxious for a speedy set- 
tlement of this qu " 

The bill which the House passed altered the rates of duty on im- 
portations to the amoant of $179,000,000, in round numbers, on an 
aggregate importation of $450,000,000 on which duty was paid. The 
Senate bill covers all the importationsin thecountry. There are, there- 
fore, importations to the amount of $270,000,000 as to the rates on 
which this House has not expressed any opinion or taken any vote, 

In addition, this Senate bill has created new commissions; it has 
added to the bill various provisions of what was known as the Senate 
undervaluation bill. On these questions this House has had no op- 
portunity to express its opinion, and has no opinion, has 
made no vote. The bill as it comes from the Senate changes largely 
the legislation of this House on questions of internal revenue, and 
upon those there has been no expression of the House. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is 
that the House, without an opportunity to pass upon these amend- 
ments or these additions to the present law, these creations of new 
commissions, these alterations of duties, shall at once send this bill to 
a conference committee, the report of which committee will be an en- 
tirety, the House being given no opportunity to instruct that confer- 
ence committee, or to vote separately upon the various matters which 
that conference committee, nominally in the name of the House, will 
have to decide upon. It seems to me that this is simply a propose 
that the House shall not only empty itself of its right in this matter, 
but that it shall abdicate its duty to consider the question of taxation, 
both as to external and internal taxation. 

As to whether we shall have legislation or not, we must remember 
that largely the responsibility of failure, if there be failure, will be upon 
the Senate, which held this bill for six months. But the only road to 

ractical iy Ue is for this House under its rules to have reported 

k to its Calendar such bill as may be presented for its consideration 

by whatever standing committee has by the rules jurisdiction or by 
the vote of the House may acquire jurisdiction. 

Speaking only for myself, if this bill goes to the committee of which 
I am a member, I shall try so far as I can to see that the bill comes 
back; that there is reported a bill in accordance with the principles of 
the bill adopted by the House at the last session; and whether practi- 
cal legislation shall follow or not will depend largely upon the action 
of both sides of the House when that bill comes back and is put upon 
the Calendar, 

But for one Iam not willing while I am a member of the House to 
have the precedent made in 1883—I do not mean that part of the prece- 
dent that is connected with the change of the rules of the House, about 
which I have nothing to say—but I am not willing without protest to 
have the precedent repeated that the Senate of the United States has 
the right under the guise of a substitute to frame or originate a revenue 
bill, and practically to take out of the hands of the lower House—first, 
by the framing of the bill, and, secondly, by holding the bill until so 
late in the short session and then passing it through under the pretense 
of shortness of time—the constitutional privilege of the control of the 
great subject of taxation. 

Of course if the penans from Ohio is correct, as undoubtedly he 
is, in saying that the bill of the Senate is an entirely different bill, 

upon different principles from the bill adopted by the House, it 
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is not improper for me to say that in so far as this is trne I ^is-r « 
with those c In so far as the principles upon which the Mills 
bill was founded, which were substantially that the revenues of the 
Government should be decreased and the incidental burdens upon the 
citizen should also be decreased, have been departed from by the Sen- 
ate and the reverse principle adopted, by which the revenues of the Gor- 
ernment are to be decreased that the private aggrandizement and in- 
come of those interested in legislation shall be increased, I am heartily 
opposed to it; and I judge that my Democratic colleagues on this floor 
agree with that sentiment. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the same question now pre- 
sented not only in the case of the oleomargarine bill but upon sev- 
eral other occasions; yet it may not be inappropriate to restate briefly 
the grounds of those decisions. 

Prior to the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress all bills coming 
from the Senate, and Senate amendments to House bills, went upon 
what was called the Speaker’s table, which was one of the Calendars uf 
the House. The business on the Speaker’s table was reached precisely 
in the same way as the business upon any other Calendar—bya motion 
to proceed to its consideration; and when that motion was agreed to 
by the House the bills and amendments in their regular order were 
laid before the House, not for reference to a committee, but for imme- 
diate consideration, subject, of course, in case of te bills or 
Senate amendments to House bills making appropriations or creating 
liabilities on the part of the Government, to the point of order that 
they must first have consideration in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. So long as that practice continued it was in 
order for any gentleman, when a Senate amendment was taken up 
from the Speaker's table, to move to concur or non-concur, as the case 
might be, subject, as the Chair has stated, to the point of order thatthe 
popeo should go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion, if it was a proposition which the rules of the House required 
to go there. 

But at the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress the Speaker's 
table, as one of the Calendars of the House, was abolished; an‘! in lien 
of that proceeding the House adopted a rule which made it the daty of 
the Speaker every morning, immediately after the reading of tie Joar- 
nal, except on Monday mornings, tolay before the House for reference 
all bills, amendments, and other communications from the Senate and 
commanications from the heads of Departments; and under that rule 
the invariable practice has been to send Senate amendments to House, 
bills to the appropriate standing committee of the House, unless unan- 
imous consent was given to concur ornon-coneur. So the Chai- thinks 
that under that rule this Senate amendment must go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and can not, except by unanimous consent, go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, which is one 
of the House Calendars, until it has been reported back. 

On the other point, as to the effect of a request by the Senate for the 
bi rsa of a committee of conference before there has been su act- 
ual disagreement between the two Houses, the Chair has repeatedly 


ruled that until there has been an actual vote of disagreement òst + en" 


the two Houses the privileged stage of the bill has not been reached, 
and it can not be taken up for consideration, under the other rule to 
which the Chair has referred, but must go to the committee. 

The Chair has re-examined this rnle, and re-examined the practice 
of the House, and is constrained to adhere to the rulings heretofore. 
made, because the Chair believes it is the only proper practice under 
the rules which the House itself has established, and which hss been 
the uniform practice ever since they were adopted. 

Mr. REED. If no point of order intervened, would the motion to 
consider this be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it requires unanimous consent, 
as in another case of the same character this morning, and as if is done 
almost every morning. 

Mr. REED. I ask by unanimous consent to consider the Senate 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. MILLS. I have made the point of order. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes; I object. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If it is not referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, does it go back to the table ? 


Mr. ROGERS. ‘There is so much confusion in the House we can - 


not hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] rises 
to a parliamentary inquiry. i 

Mr. McKINLEY. In the event of a division on the motion to refer 
the bill and amendment to the Committee on Ways and Means, in the 
event the House should vote against sending it to that committee, I 
inquire what the status would be—whether it would lie on the tabt- 
or be before the House for consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has said in response that it requires no 
motion under the ruling of the Chair to send the bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; that it goes there under the rules of the House, 
The only way the House can prevent it from going there is by 2 vote 
to send it to another committee. The Chair will read the second 
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clause of Rule XIII. The Chair has already stated that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union is one of the Calendars of 
the House under the rules. 

Clause 2 of Rule XII provides: 

* 2. The question of reference of any proposition other than that reported from 
a committce— > 

This is not reported from a committee— 
shall be decided without debate, in the following order, namely: a standing 
committee, a select committee ;— 

Those are the only committees to which the proposition can be re- 
ferred under the rules of the House when not reported by a committee 
to the House— 
but the reference of a proposition reported by a committee, when demanded, 
shall be decided according to its character, without debate, in the following or- 
der, namely: House Calendar, Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
or th aaa ‘Committee of the Whole House, a standing committee, a select com- 
m 

So it will be seen that under the rules of the House no proposition 
can be referred to one of these Calendars until it has been reported by 
a committee; and if the House simply refuses to send this proposition 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, it would remain where it now 
is and would not go on the Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The'gentleman will state it. 

) Mr. DINGLEY. Is there not a distinction between matters which 
aire privileged and matters which are not privileged on coming up? It 
has been frequently held by the Chair when a bill has reached the stage 
where there is a difference between the two Houses, although it is pre- 
sented in connection with other bills coming from the Senate, it is priv- 
ileged and may be taken up for action. Here is a bill presented under 
a rule of the House, and my inquiry is whether or not, being a priv- 
ileged bill, it does not take the same position as a bill reported from 
the Senate where there is a difference between the two Houses. 

oe SPEAKER. This bill is not privileged under any rule of the 

ouse. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER. But it has no privilege except that the Committee 
on Ways and Means has the privilege to report at any time; and after 
it has been reported and gone to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union it has precedence under the rules over other bills. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it has been held that the right to report in- 
cludes the right to consider. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been reported. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been once reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 


Means? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to dispose of this matter. The 
Chair thinks under the rule the bill and amendment go to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and so decides. 

_Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be d from the 
further consideration of bill H. R. 9051, with a Senate amendment, and that said 
bill and amendment be made a special order to be considered in the House im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on ldr E February 5, 1889; that 
after twelve hours’ debate the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
on the question of concurringin the Senate amendment; and that if said amend- 
ment non-concu in, a conference on the d ing votes of the 
two Houses shall be considered as having been ordered. 


Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that that resolution must 
go to the Committee on Rules; and the further point that the bill is 
not yet in committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I make the point of or- 
der that it is not in order, except by unanimous consent, even to offer 
the resolution. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then I ask unanimous consent for the present 
eonsideration of the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Has the bill gone to the Committee on Waysand | 


. MILLS. The regular order, Mr. Speaker, has been demanded | 
a ones ree ES Bab, bt | am not certain what bill the gentleman wants called up, 


several times. 3 


To Mr. COTHRAN, for one day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. PERRY, for three days, on account of important business, 
To Mr. WILKINS, for eight days, on accountof important business, 


REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION, ETC, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. FORD], chair- 
man of the select committee to inquire into the importation of con- 
tract laborers, paupers, ete., asks unanimous consent that the bill H. 
R. 12291, reported from that committee, as well as the report of the 
committee on the same, be recommitted to the select committee with 
leave to report at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is this bill? 

The SPEAKER, It is the bill reported from the select committee 
on the importation of pauper labor, etc. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Michigan? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry before 
that consent is given. Do I understand that leave is asked to report 
at any time? 

The SPEAKER. That is the request. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that will carry with it the right of considera- 
tion at any time? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. I do not object. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. MCRAE to printre- 
marks on the bill H. R. 3288, authorizing the settlement of the debt 
due the United States by the State of Arkansas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL, I now demand the regular order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. § er, in pursuance of the regu- 
lar order, I ask a vote upon Senate bill No. 2091. So far as I am 
sonally concerned I have no desire to discuss the merits of this bill for 
amoment. Iam entirely willing to refer gentlemen to the report of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensi found on page 997 of the RECORD 
of last Saturday. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote”? ‘‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. RANDALL, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will defer his 
request for the present, 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. What is the bill the gentleman 
from Indiana wants to call up? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to 
Frances H. Plummer, 3 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that until 
after the sundry civil bill is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I very 
cheerfully gave way for the consideration of the appropriation bill, and 
I would not interrupt its consideration this morning but for the fact 
that I expect to be away from the House earlyin the coming week. I 
do not now desire to consume the attention of the House but for a 
moment, I am agian willing that the vote shall be taken without 
discussion. It is merely a question as to whether the widow of a 
deceased officer, who performed gallant service for twenty-one years 
and died in the service, shall have her pension increased from $50 to 
$75 per month. This officer received complimentary reports from 
Rosecrans, Pope, and Schofield. That isall there isofthebill. [Cries 
of “Vote!” “Vote!??] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of bills occupy- 
ing the same parliamentary status in this House that the one I sup- 
pose the gentleman from Indiana desires to call up occupies; and I have 
no doubt when these bills come to be considered that so far as my vote 
goes it will be found in the affirmative upon some, perhaps all of them; 
but what I want is that the sundry civil appropriation bill shall have 
preeedence of every other character of legislation at this time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana., Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
promise me this, that after the consideration of the appropriation bill, 


‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent | if I shall be absent from the House, which is probable, he will call up 


this bill for a vote? 
Mr. RANDALL. I can not make a promise of that kind, because I 
whenever 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Then I ask unanimous consent to offer the reso- | I am at liberty I think I am wedded to call up another bill of like 


lution for reference to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. ROGERS. Regular order, 

Mr. MILLS. Let it go there. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Arkansas as objecting to the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill with the Senate sub- 
stitute be ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LAWLER, for ten days, on accountof a death in his family. 


character. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. SPRINGER, I would also like to call up a bill of like char- 
acter. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, I think we might have disposed 
of this bill before this time if this controversy had not risen between 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand whether the ques- 
tion of consideration was raised or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise it. ix 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We may as well settle it now and here. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Will the House consider the bill 
the title of which the Clerk will read? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is itin order to lay the bill on the 
table now? 
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The SPEAKER. Not until the House determines whether it will Mr. RANDALL. Itis a reassertion of the Monroe doctrine. 


consider the bill or not. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S, 2091) granting a pension to Frances H, Plummer, 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of this bill? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 85. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have never been an obstructionist, 
and I hope I never may be. I haveserved here for nearly twelve years, 
and I have never filibustered on a single proposition. I donot intend 
to doit now. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And inasmuch as 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] has promised to call this 
case up in case I shall be absent, I will not demand the yeas and nays, 
but will depend upon the generosity of the other side. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. You will always win, then, 

The SPEAKER. Then the noes have it, and the House refuses to 
consider the bill. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] moves to dis- 
pense with the morning hour, and asks unanimous consent that gentle- 
men having reports to file may be permitted to hand them in to the 
Clerk. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS FILED. 


à The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


HARRIET C. HUNTER, 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12033) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Mrs. Harriet C. Hunter to the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Kentucky River; which was referred to the Committee of 
the herp House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC PARK IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, ré- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12136) authorizing and establishing 
a public park in the Districtof Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PAY AND RETIREMENT OF MATES, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1646) relating to the pay and retirement 
of mates in the Navy; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


EUROPEAN GOVERNMENTS AND INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 


Mr. McCREARY. I desire to report favorably from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs Senate joint resolution 122, and ask that it be 
printed and recommitted, with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 122, declaring the sense of the Government of the 
United States in respect of the connection of European governments with in- 
teroceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central America. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to make this report, have it printed, and recommit it 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with leave to report at any time? 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry first. Does the right 
to make a report at once make it a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. When the report is made it will come up for im- 
mediate consideration, subject to the right of any member to raise the 
question of consideration and the power of the House to determine 


_whether or not it will consider the resolution. Is there objection? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will withdraw 
his objection. It is due to the country, the Senate having spoken in 
this connection, that the House should likewise be heard. 

Mr. McADOO. No member of this House can afford to make objec- 
tion to the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was under a misapprehension as to what it 
was, and I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. IfI knew what it was—— 


Mr. KILGORE. Not the Nicaragua Canal bill? 

Mr. McCREARY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. Ido not make any objection, but I would like to hear 
from the gentleman from Kentucky at what time he will call this bill 
up for consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY. This is the joint’resolution which has passed the 
Senate almost unanimously, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, was considered by that committee, and has been reported to 
this House favorably with but one objecting vote; and it should be 
considered atan early day. It involves important questions that this 
House ought to consider at an early day; and my object is to get early 
consideration. 

Mr. COX. The sooner the better. 

Mr. RANDALL, Thereought tobe a prompt, firm utterandée on the 
part of this House. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I would ask how long it will take to consider 
this resolution ? 

Mr. McCREARY. There is no reason why it should occupy the 
House exceeding two hours. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, what is the question before the 
ts We can not hear on this side of the House because of the tur- 
moil. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent to make a report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, have 
it printed and recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs with 
leave to report at any time. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Unless the time for consideration be limited to 
two hours I shall object. If the gentleman having in charge the meas- 
ure will say that it shall be limited to two hours, I will not object. I 
regard it as an important matter; but I do not regard it as necessary 
to talk about it at any great length. This House ought to pass it 
unanimously, without any hesitation. Therefore discussion to any 
great length of time is unnecessary. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is not our purpose to have a prolonged de- 
bate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it is of more impor- 
tance than the gentleman seems to think itis now. It is a new de- 
parture in public policy, so far as I understand that policy, and is not 
a reaffirmation of the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it the Edmunds resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY. It is the Senate resolution originally introduced 
by Senator EDMUNDS, which passed the Senate with only three dissent- 


ing votes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reported back favorably? 

Mr. McCREARY. Reported back favorably by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donotintend to object, but 
I will object if debate is limited on a question here in the House of Rep- 
resentatives that would commit the American Government to a policy 
of this kind without any real consideration at all. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is the desire of the committee to have as full 
debate as members wish on this important question. I think that 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] comes to 
examine it carefully he will find that this is not a departure from the 
Monroe doctrine, but the resolution reaffirms the Monroe doctrine as 
applied to existing conditions, and certainly the great importance of 
this subject is such that there ought to be a time fixed for its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. DUNN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. Will it not be in the power of any member of the 
a om to call the previous question upon the resolution when he gets 
the floor? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in his power to demand the previous 
question, but the House alone can order it, Is there objection to the 
request made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]? 

Mr. HOOKER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
it is impossible to now limit the time for this discussion. There are 
several members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs who desire to 
be heard upon the question, and also several other members of the 
House, and it is not possible to specifically limit the debate at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY. The time can be fixed when the resolution comes 


up. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in view of the great ur- 
gency of the appropriation bills, I demand the regular order. [Laugh- 
ter, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of interna- 
tional money-orders from fifty to one hundred dollars; 

A bill (H. KR. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the sayings of sea- 
men of the United States Navy; 
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A bill (H, R. 4353) to provide a home for certain persons discharged 
from the United States Navy; ’ 

A bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland; 

A bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to permit the tem occupation and crossing of certain 
streets in the city of Washington and District of Columbia by the 
- tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the de- 

mands of increased travel incident to the inaugural ceremonies on the 

4th of 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 5870) to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful 
knowing of any female under the age of sixteen years; and 
. Joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Im- 
porin German Government to the Government of the United States to 
me a party to the International Geodetic Association, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded and insisted upon. 

Mr. HITT. The demand for the regular order is withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Gentlemen have assured me that they 
will come to an agreement on this question in a moment, and, in view 
of that statement, I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Unless the time is limited I shall object. 

A MEMBER, Limit the time to five hours. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let it be limited to one day. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. No; three hours is the utmost to which I will 
consent, There are other matters of importance before this House 
which are entitled to some consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] suggests, that the debate upon 
these resolutions be limited to three hours ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thereisno objection tothat. Ithink three hours 
will be satisfactory. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairhearsno objection, and theorder is made. 
s Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No objection to whaf, Mr. 

ker? 
The SPEAKER. To limiting the debate to three hours. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 
{Langhter.] If there is to be any limitation of the debate I shall ob- 


ject. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, who objected? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE] ob- 
jected, unless there could be an ent tolimitthedebate. Hesug- 
a it should be limited to three hours, but the gentleman from 

usetts [Mr. RUSSELL] objected, and thereupon the regular or- 
der was demanded. The regular order is the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to di with that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Prior to that I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Before 
that motion is put, I desire to ask consent to have a matter considered 
when we go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, a 
joint resolution relating to a payment due to the heirs of Capt. James 
B. Eads. The consideration of it will take but alittle while. Ireported 

_ the joint resolution yesterday, the report having been prepared by 
our late associate, Mr. BuRNES, and I would like to have consent of 
the House to di ofitatthistime. It will take buta few minutes. 

The SPE The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the joint resolution to which he refers 
is not in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, but 
in Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and if he desires 
to have it considered he had better move to discharge that Calendar of 

ı the joint resolution. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further con- 
ideration of the joint resolution. 
caret DINGLEY. Had we not better go on with the appropriation 

Mr. RANDALL. This will take only afew minutes, and itis a 
measure which will effect a saving to the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine object? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object. 

Pe yi MORE Mr. Speaker, I would like to know the character of 
claim. m 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has 


obj 4 
. Mr. CANNON. I think that if the gentleman from Maine under- 
stood the nature of the measure he would notobject. It is a joint reso- 
lution which will effect a saving to the Government of $125,000. 
Mr. DINGLEY, Then I withdraw the objection. 


The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn and the Clerk will re- 
port the joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an a priation for payment to the legal 
representatives of James B. Eads. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there be, and 
hereby is, appropriated, out of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
prop: , the sum of 000 to enable the Secretary of War to pay to the | 
representatives of James B. Eads half the sum of $1,000,000 retained by t 
United States under the act of March 3, 1875, to be on the expiration of ten 
years’ maintenance of the channel the maximum depth and width as required 
by said act of March 3, 1875, and subsequent acts. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, when I reported this joint resolution 
yesterday I secured consent to have printed in the RECORD the accom- 
panying report, so that members might have an opportunity to exam- 
ine it, and that the time of the Honse need not be occupied in lengthy 
discussion of the facts and the law. I now ask to have read—and I 
ask silence as far as practicable on the part of members—a portion of 
that report which I think fally sets forth the necessity for this legisla- 
tion. I will say that while this resolution makes an appropriation of 
money it does not relieve the heirs of the contractor from responsibil- 
ity. Payment is not to be made unless in the opinion of the executive 
officers of the Government the contract on which the appropriation is 
based has been executed. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is this the last installment? 

Mr. RANDALL, This is the first of two installments of half a mill- 
ion each which it was provided by the terms of the law should be held 
in reserve, the first for a period of ten years as a guaranty that the 
terms of the contract as to the width and depth of the channel to be se- 
cured should be fully executed. There will be half a million more 
of money to be paid at the end of twenty years, if the executive officers 
of the Government should find that the terms of the contract have been 
fully complied with. 

I now ask that the extract to which I have referred, from the report 
of the committee, be read; and I hope members will give attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1t appears from the consideration of the act of March 3, 1879: 
1. at the act was intended to cover and provide for ail yments thereafter 


2. The act of 1879 Apre enes that when 
feet wide at the bottom, and having through it a central depth of 30 feet with- 


out to width shall have been secured, the whole of the contract ce 

to be paid to Mr. Eads by the Government, "$5,250,000," should be 
deemed as earned by 

If it was the intention of Con: that an: um channel should 


gress ny other maxim 
be secured than the modified channel provided by the act of 1879, the 
tory act would certainly not have provided that the total compensation for 
eat wok should be deemed as earned until the maximum channel had been 
obtained. 

The fact that by the terms of the act the total osm aug for the entire 
work is declared to be earned when a channel 26 feet deep, 200 feet wide at the 
bottom, and Daciog a central depth of 30 feet without regard to width had been 
secured conclusiy y shows that that was the maximum channel that Congress 
intended should be secured. 

8. The $1,000,000 held in reserve by the Government was, under the terms of 
the act of 1875, distinctly to be held as security for maintenance of the maximum 
channel. Upon the securing of such maximum channel the money was earned, 
and interest was payable semi-annually to Mr. Eads or his Tejesenoisi to 
The act of 1579 contains an express provision that $100,000 a year fora period of 
twenty years shall be paid to said ds or his legal representatives in equal 

uarterly installments to cover the nse of maintaining a channel 26 feet 

eep, 200 feet wide at the bottom, and tia through ita central depth of 30 
feet without regard to width. Can it be possible, in view of this expressed pro- 
vision defining the character of channel to be maintained, that payment of the 
$1,000,000 can be held to be conditional upon the maintenance of another and 
different channel ? 

4. The act of 1879 expressly provides that when Mr. Eads secured a 
30 feet in depth without regard to width the sum of $500,000 should be paid, 
and that the remaining $1,000,000, held in pledge as oui, Sy, the Govern- 
meas, should be paid at the time and in the manner” pro by the act of 


This provision applies only to the matter of payment, It has no relation to 
the condition of the channel. The payments were to be made at the times— 
what times? At the expiration ten and twenty years after the modified 
channel was secured, and in the manner—what manner? Upon warrants 
cwo by the Secretary of War upon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

tate: 


s. 

The language means no more than this, and to hold that the word “ manner’ 
should be construed as referring to widths aud depths of channel would seem 
= be ~ cadre of the language of the act and a clear violation of the inten- 
tion o! mgress, 

5. For nearly ten years the Government of the United States has been pay- 
ing interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum to James B, Eads, and since 
his death to his legal representatives, by way of interest on the $1,000,000 held 
as security for the maintenance of the channel, and the channel thus maintained 
has been the modified channel provided for in the act of 1879, to wit, a channel 
26 feet deep, 200 feet wide at the bottom, and having through it a central depth 
of 30 feet without regard to width. To now place such a construction upon the 
acts as would prevent the payment of $500,000 of the $1,000,000 upon the main- 
taining of such channel for a od of ten years would necessarily involve the 
conclusion large sums of money heretofore paid to Mr. Eads were improp- 
erly paid. Allofthese popon have been made upon the theory that Congress 
intended by the act of 1879 to reduce the maximum channel required to be se- 
cured by the act of 1875. Seyeral Attorneys-General of the United States have 
considered the question arising from the payments of installments of intereston 
this $1,000,000, and in no case has it been questioned that Mr, Eads was entitled 
to receive this interest money upon the maintenance of the modified channel, 


channel 


Ve 
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Mr. RANDALL. I desire to state that under one section of the 
statute the Government is. obligated, in case the contract is complied 
with, to either make payment in money, orin default of that, the Gev- 
ernment is compelled to issue ten-year bonds bearing 5 per cent. inter- 
est. If the Government were driven to the necessity of issuing such 
bonds, it would ineur a loss of somewhere between $125,000 and $150,- 
000, according as the premium on such bonds might. be from 25 per 
cent. to 30 per cent., which I think a fair estimate. 

Mr. LONG. In other words, if we pay in eash, the Government 
gets off $125,000 cheaper than if we pay by bonds. : ; 

Mr. RANDALL. If we pay in cash we pay $500,000; if we pay in 
bonds, haying ten years to run and bearing 5 per cent. interest,we pay 
what is equivalent to $625,000 or $650,000. s yn 

Mr. LONG. ‘Thatis to say, we save $125,000 by passing this bill 
now. 

Mr. RANDALL. At least that amount. 

Mr. LONG. Then it would hardly seem worth while to read any- 
thing more in demonstration of the propriety of passing the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether by the failure of Congress on a former occasion to make 
an appropriation Mr. Eads did not actually receive bonds which were 
above par? : 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the fact, if I remember correctly. The 

tleman from Georgia himself had charge of that matter, and he en- 
eA to pass a bill here— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill did pass in this House. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman endeavored to pass here and 
suceeeded in getting passed a bill providing for the payment of money 
instead of bonds. Somehow or other the Senate failed to act upon 
the gentleman’s proposition; and the actual result was, as the gentle- 
man, I suppose, remembers, that bonds were issued instead of money in 
part payment of the amount due under this contract; and the Govern- 
ment was thereby subjected, if I remember aright, to an additional ex- 
pense of $80,000 or $90,000. I presume the gentleman recollects the 
circumstances, as he hada closer connection with the matter than I had 
at that time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I only desired to call attention to it, as I thought the 
facts in that case illustrated the force of the proposition which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania now makes. 

Mr. RANDALL. They do; and the case now presented is precisely 
similar—‘‘on all fours” with the case referred to by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
answer me a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly I will, if I can. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Pe: I know nothing about this 


matter, though much has been said about it in the newspapers. Ide- 


sire to inguire whether it is certain that this contract has been so com- 
pletely complied with that there can be no question as to the liability 
of the Government for the payment of this money? : 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to that I want to say that this bill if 
ib becomes a law only makes the money available, and that the duty 
and responsibility still rest with the War and the Treasury Depart- 
ments in that connection to see that the contract has been faithfully 
executed. 

Mr. FORNEY. Up to date. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, up to date; and I want to say and make pub- 
lic here, in order that the executive officers of the Government. may 
know that in passing a bill making this money available neither the 
House nor Co takes any ibility in any manner of seeing 
that the contraet has been executed. That must be left and is left ab- 
solutely with the Departments. 

But I wish to add somewhat for the general information of the House 
that under the act of 1879 the original contract for a width of 350 feet 

£ channel was changed to a width of 200 feet with 26 to 30 feet depth. 
t change was made, I think, by the act of 1879, so that the bill has 
been so drawn, and the fact so stated in the report, that the Depart- 
ments of this Government having the payment of this money shall not 
conclude by this act of ours that they are released from the least de- 
gree of responsibility incumbent upon them in connection with the 
matter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
further if, from the information in the ion of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the committee have any doubt of the fulfillment of the 
contract ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to commit myself or the committee 
in that regard or in any respect beyond the mere placing of the money, 
making it available to execute the governmental side of that arrange- 
ment. As to the fulfillment of the contract, that question is left to 
the parties who disburse the money. Because I do not want to have 
the executive officers of this Government to lean back, when they come 
to pay out the money, on Congress, and say in any manner that Con- 
gress has determined that this contract had been complied with. 

Mr. LONG., If I may be permitted to state this, the bonds will be 
available at any rate, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania now de- 
sires that the cash may be ready. ` 


| the Government, 


Mr. RANDALL. The bonds will be available without further action, 
The law provides: 

Src. —. That th ti f disch: the obli; herein assum: the 
Unite States, ailline in SOAT A pew ney rp ve ny tonnes iy Erag s4 
ué thé bonds of the Unit 


tar: the Treasury is hereby directed to atar, 
benrik 5 per cent. interest, of the character and description set out in the 
act to authorize the refunding of the public debt,” approved July 


enti % 
14, 1870, to said Eads, or his legal ves, in payment, at par, of the afore- 
the ‘ongress of the United States 


semen: 
said warrants of the Secretary of War, unl 
shall have previously provided for the payment of the same by the necessary 
appropriations ef money. 


I now read the law under which these bonds would be issued if the 
money was not paid: 


registered bonds of the United in m as he may oproba annae 
denominations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the 
resent standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after ten years 
rom the date of their issue, and bearing interest, payable semi-annually in such 
eoin, at the rate of 5 per cént. per annum. 
Mr. WEAVER. But they can not pay in bonds if we make the cash 
available. 
Mr. LONG. No; they must pay in cash; and the object of appro- 
priating the money now is to save the difference, which will be about 


$100,000. 
We want the cash available so that the Department 
may pay in cash instead of bonds. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], who is familiar with 
this matter. s 

Mr. KERR. Is there nota report in existence to the effeet that only 
$250,000 was due this party? 

Mr. RANDALL. No. Underthetermsoftheoriginalcontract$500,- 
000 was held back for ten years, and there is another $500,000 for twenty 
years, so that the channel and the width of channel prescribed shall 
be retained in width and depth for that time. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the reserve or indemnity fand. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, in 1875 the Government of the 
United States, by legal enactment, made a contract with James B. Eads 
by which he underteok to seeure, for the stipulated compensation of 
$5,250,000, a maximum depth of 30 feet depth of water at the South 
Pass of the Mississippi River, with a width of 350 feet. After pursu- 
ing the work of the constructicn of the jetties for several years and at- 
taining various depths. which he had undertaken in his contract to ob- 
tain, Captain Eads came to Congress in 1879 and asked a modification 
of the law of 1875. The matter underwent at that time a thorough ex- 
amination and investigation in both Houses of Congress, and the result 
was that the modification asked by Eads was granted by the passage of 
an act amending the act of 1875. 

The modification wasthis, that instead being obliged toattain a chan- 
nel 30 feet deep by 350 feet in width, Eads was to attain a channel 26. 
feet in depth by 200 feet in width with a central depth of 30 feet with- 
out regard to width. 

Now, from the time of the completion of the jetties to the present 
time, say ten years, or it will be ten years in September of this year, 
this channel of 26 feet depth and 200 feet width, with a central depth 
of 30 feet without regard to width, has beem maintained. How has it 
been ascertained that it has been maintained? Mr. Speaker, the War 
Department has had for ten years and has now at the jetties, near the 
mouth of the river, an engineer officer whose duty it is to report 
monthly to the Secretary of War the depth of water in the jetty chan- 


| nel and as to whether or not Mr. Eads and his associates are main- 


taining thechannel according tothe requirements of his contract with 
The monthly reports of this engineer officer show 
that a channel of the requisite depth and width has been maintained 


| constantly, and upon these reports there has been paid Mr. Eads by 


the Secretary of the Tr upon the warrant of the Secretary of War 
the annual compensation of 3100, 000, stipulated for in the contract, for 
maintaining the channel at the width and depth named. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, based upon these monthly reports, there has been. 
paid to Mr. Eads the 5 per cent. interest which the contract provides 
shall be paid to him annually upon the $1,000,000 reserved as security 
for the maintenance of the channel during the period of twenty years. 
So that the executive department of the Government has for years 
acted upon the conviction that the Eads contract has been completed 
in full by him, and the $t,000,000 held in reserve as aforesaid earned. 
That $1,000,000 was to. be paid, one half in ten years and the otherhalf 
in twenty years. 

The first installment of half a million dollars will be due in Septem- 
ber, and it is stipulated in the contract with Eads that in the event 
this million dollars, maturing in two installments, payable in ten and 
twenty years, is not paid, the Secretary of the Treasury shall there- 
upon issue the 5 per cent. bonds of the United States to Mr. Eads and 
his associates at par forthe amount of the defaulted payment. Weall 
know that the 5 percent. bonds of the Government of the United States 
are worth from 25 to 30 per cent. premium. 

So that if there be default on the part of Congress in making this ap- 
propriation all that the representatives of Mr. Eads would have to 
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would be to go to the Secretary of the Treasury and demand the bonds, 
and there is no discretion on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refuse to issue them, ~ 

Mr. BLOUNT. And he has done that once. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, as I am reminded by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], Congress did once default in making the nec- 
~ essary appropriation to meet a portion of the indebtedness due Mr. 
Eads, and the latter demanded and received from the then Secretary of 
the Treasury the bonds of the United States covering the amount due 
him. The law on that subject, which I have here, is as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to issue the bonds of the 
United States bear ing 5 per cent, interest, of the character and description set 


out in the act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the public debt,” 


proved July 14, 1870, to said Eads or his legal representatives, In payment of 


© various warrants of the Secretary of War, unless the Congress of the United 
States shall have A mair aan provided for the payment of the same by the nec- 


essary appropriation of money, 

Mr. Speaker, this is simply a business proposition. Will Congress 
provide the money, or default and thereby enable the legal representa- 
tives of Mr. Eads to demand the bonds? 

It will really be of great advantage to the legal representatives of 
Mr. Eads if this money be not appropriated, as the bonds are worth 

bably from 25 to 30 per cent. premium; and by their issuance a 
Cora of about $150,000 will be received by the Eads interest. Common 
business sagacity and prudence suggest that the money be provided and 
the issuance of the bonds obviated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. KERR. Iwantto call attention toaprovision. Isee that there 
has been a former report of the Chief of Engineers to the effect that 
Eads was only entitled to $250,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot know that there is any such report in this 
connection; but if there is, the officers of the Government have no au- 
thority to pay beyond what will be due. 

Mr. KERR. But the officers have already committed themselves 
and put themselves on record, because they say itis due. So that is 
in effect no safeguard at all. 

The question was then taken upon ordering the previous question, 
and on the engrossment and third reading of the joint resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution was engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution had been passed; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider general ap- 
propriation bills. 

The motion was to. ay 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, before going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union I move to limit debate on the irrigation 
amendment to one hour, not to include the time given to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. Symes]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and the gentleman from Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. SYMES. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I control the time in 
favor of the measure, 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I am a fair 
representative for the distribution of the time in this connection. I 
have the right to say individually that I did not favor this amend- 
ment in the committee in the absence of any mature plans being made 
by the Committee on Public Lands; but I think that the House can 
safely rely upon the Chair to make distribution of the time fairly be- 
tween the two sides. I represent the committee, and shall do it with 
fidelity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would desire to divide the time equally 
between the friends and opponents of the amendment. 

Mr. SYMES. I shall want about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would prefer that the Chair would see that the 
time is properly divided between the friends and the opponents of the 
measure, if it has any opponents. I may want a little time myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to see that the time is 
divided equally. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose last evening, 
I was proceeding to explain the map before us, which represents a to- 
pographie survey and an irrigation survey made during the months of 
October and November last, under the personal supervision of Professor 
Powell. Itrepresents the survey of the irrigation district on the Jemez 


River or Creek, in the Territory of New Mexico. As I said yesterday, 
the blue patches upon this map or plat represent the reservoirs, The 


black meandering line represents the proposed irrigating canal. 
red lines below represent and surround the different townships of ind, 
including 155,000 acres, which can be irrigated from these reservo 

Mr. Chairman, we have here a praca illustration of what we said 
could be done Jast summer if the House would pass the irrigation-sur- 
vey bill which we asked at that time, namely: We have here the waters 
of this creek utilized by this survey made in last October and Novem- 
ber; we have the sites of these reservoirs reserved from public sale; we 
have 155,000 acres of land which has been classified as irrigable land 
and made susceptible of irrigation by that survey. In that connection 
let me say, Mr. Chairman, that we have here utilized a great many 
thousand dollars of expenditures heretofore made which would have 
been practically thrown away but for the passage of the act which we 
insisted upon last summer. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to make a sug- 
gestion at that point? i 

Mr. SYMES. I cannot; I haveso little time. Mr. Chairman, there 
had been a topographic survey extended over the country on the head- 
waters of this stream in New Mexico, so that the Government engi- 
neers, in making this irrigation survey, commenced with their field- 
notes where the topographic surveyors left off surveying some years 
ago, and they only had to run the contour lines and lay their levels, 
and locate these natural sites for reservoirs. 

In addition to that they only had to run the line of the proposed ir- 
rigating canal and then go below and locate the lands which were made 
susceptible of irrigation. So we have presented here a practical illus- 
tration of the large irrigating district surveyed, as I have said, during 
the months of October and November last, made irrigable by utilizi 
a great many thousand dollars’ worth of the to phic survey whi 
was made before but was of no especial practical benefit until it was 
followed by the additional irrigation survey. This Jemez River, from 
the point on the map where my cane now rests, at Silla, down to the 
Rio Grande River, is lost in the sand and is nothing but a dry ravine 
during the dry or irrigating season; so that the waters in these reser- 
voirs, which gather all the waters of this stream in the mountains and 
make susceptible of irrigation 150,000 acres of land, could never be 
utilized otherwise for any purpose upon earth, because they are lost in 
the sand during the irrigating season. 

Mr. Chairman, there was a settlement found upon the Jemez River, 
where the Pueblo Indians irrigated in 1530, when the Spaniards first 
marched through that country. A settlement of Spaniards was made 
on this river in 1710, and they utilized all the waters of the stream 
that they could practically use for irrigation purposes without having 
storagereservoirs, and were able toirrigate from the waters of that stream 
only 2,700 acres of land. Now this irrigation survey, by the creation 
of the storage reservoirs, reclaims and makes irrigable 155,000 acres. 
‘The waters of the Jemez River or Creek in New Mexico are utilized 
by this survey for the reclamation of 155,000 acres of land, and the in- 
dustry of man for two centuries previous had been able to irrigate from 
that stream only 2,700 acres, 7 

Mr. Chairman, the inquiry may be made, how are the irrigating en- 
gineers able to report that there can be irrigated from these reservoirs 
by the utilization of this water 155,000 acresof land? Let me explain 
that. Major Powell has invented a unit for the measurement of water 
in reservoirs for irrigation. He has reduced it to what is called an 
“acre foot” of irrigating water. An ‘‘acre foot’? of irrigating water 
means a body or sheet of water 1 acre in area and 12 inches in depth; 
or it represents a body or sheet of water 12 inches in thickness and con-' 
taining 160 square rods in area; or, if you want to figure it as the hy- 
draulic engineers have figured it heretofore, it represents 43,560 cubic 
feet of water. This acte, or this footof irrigating water, will irrigate 
annually 1 acre of land. The average number of inches of water in 
depth required for irrigation on ordinary lands in an ordinary arid re- 
gion is 12 inches. In some places, on account of the dryness and the 
character of the soil, it requires from 16 to 18inches. In some places, 
on account of the tae pry of the soil and the partial humidity of the 
climate, it requires only 6 inches. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SYMES. Well, I think I am entitled to further time in order 
to finish my remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be 
recognized further. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘This, Mr. Chairman, presents a practical illustration. 
A storage reservoir that is 5 acres in area and 20 feet deep holds water 
enough to irrigate 100 acresof land. Of course certain allowance must 
be made for évaporation. In the latitude where these reservoirs ate 
located the evaporation is very little. When the water reaches reser- 
yoirs way down upon the plains at lower altitudes the evaporation is 
much greater. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not for me to criticise appropriations which have, 
been for many years reported by the distinguished gentleman, the, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and his colleagues oni 
that committee; yet as there is objection to appropriating the sum 6 

$250,000 for this valuable work to utilize the public domain of thẹ; 
Government, to reserve from the hands of grasping monopoly the si | 
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for irrigating reservoirs, and to prevent extortion being practiced upon 
the millions of people who will in the future settle that country, I may 
be permitted to compare the appropriations in this bill for the Geolog 

ical Survey, as respects their utility, with the appropriation asked for 
this particular purpose. 

We find in this bill, as we have found in previous years, an appropri- 
ation of $40,000 for ethnological researches among the North American 
Indians, Now, as a branch of pure science, it is an interesting ques- 
tion to ascertain whether the mound-buildersof the Middle and Western 
States are related in affinity, consanguinity, or in some other way to the 
ancient cave-dwellers of New Mexico; but I submit when we take into 
consideration the utilitarian value of that appropriation, the $250,000 
here asked will be of more benefit to the people of the great West and 
the teeming millions who in the future will inhabit the arid regions of 
the United States than many millions expended to determine whether 
the mound-builder is the relative of a cave-dweller in the mountains. 

There is also appropriated in this bill $40,000 for paleontologic re- 

carried on by Professor Marsh, the great comparative anat- 
omist, who, as illustrated by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT], has attempted to determine whether a certain fossil bird had 
one or two teeth in the cycle of centuries , when he was alive 
on the surface of this globe, before the daysof Adam, While Iam 
not criticising those appropriations, while I think this great Govern- 
ment can afford to carry on these interesting researches, yet certainly 
if I should take my choice between the two propositions I would wipe 
out the appropriation of $80,000 for pure theoretical science and I would 
expend the amount in making irrigation surveys that shall add to the 
eae of the Government domain and shall conduce to the comfort and 
prosperity of the millions that will hereafter settle this great country. 
We can afford to appropriate for both. A 

Again, Mr. Chairman, we have $6,000,000 appropriated or to be ap- 
propriated for a Library building out here infront of the Capitol that is 
to rival buildings of that characterin the Old World. I would have 
a good Library building; but at the same time, if we have not money 
enough for all these appropriations, I would certainly survey the pub- 
lic domain; I would te these reservoir sites and reserve them; 
I would classify and reserve this public domain for the benefit of our 
people in the future. 

This appropriation is indorsed by the President. He says on page 
26 of his last annual message: 


Nor should our vast tracts of so-called desert lands be yielded up to the mo- 
nopoly of corporations or grasping individuals, as appears to be much the tend- 
ency under the existing statute. ese lands require but the supply of water to 
become fertile and uctive. Itisa problem of great moment how most wisely 
for the public that factor shall be furnished. I can not but think it peril- 
ous to suffer either these lands or the sources of their irrigation to fall into the 
hands of monopolies, which by such means may exercise lordship over the areas 
dependent on their treatment for productiveness. Already steps have been 
taken to secure accurate and scientific information of the conditions, which is 
ard ple basis of intelligent action. Until this shall be gained the course of 
wisdom appears clearly to lie in a suspension of further disposal which only 
eee to create rights antagonistic to the common interest. No can 

follow this cautio conduct. The land will remain, and the publie good pre- 
sents no demand for y dispossession of national ownership and control. 


The Secretary of the Interior specially recommends it. He says: 

In the last annual report of this De ent to the President, which has al- 
ready been laid before the Con , Í had the honor to submit briefly ex- 
pramon of my opinion of the rability and importance of prosecuting the 

vestigating surveys bogun under the appropristion in the act referred to, and 
I think the exhibited by the report now presented lend additional sanction 
to the su ions then made, I beg leave to earnestly recommend favorable 
action, with a view to the early development of a scientific system of irrigation 
and legislation for the utilization of the desert lands. 


The Director of the Geological Survey reports as follows upon the 
field-work done since the passage of the act of last session: 

In obedience to the provisions of the above statute, steps were immediately 
taken to commence the work of an irrigation survey of the arid region of the 
United States. Before the p: of the act Congress had called upon the hon- 
orable Secre! of the Interior for general plans and estimates, and under the 
instruction of the Secretary the Director of the Selogions Pore bad outlined 
the scope of the work and delineated in brief the results that might be expected 
tofollow. He further ean estimate of the total cost and of the amount 
which it was thought could be wisely expended during the first so = 
tions. These reports were publ by Congress, and constitute te Exec- 
utive Documents Nos. 13 and 163, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 


TOPOGRAPHIC WORK. 

The necessary topographic work was placed under the charge of A. H. Thomp- 
son. Anumber oftopographers already employed in the Geological Survey were 
selected as his chief assistants, and the force was largely increased by the employ- 
ment of temporary field assistants, but no increase of the permanent co: was 
made. Under the direction of Professor Thompson the following-described work 
has been done: 

WORK IN MONTANA. 


Work was commenced on the continental divide at the headwaters of the Co- 
lumbia and Missouri Rivers early in October, one party surveying on the Colum- 
bin River side and another on the Missouri River side. 

The whole was under the immediate charge of Mr. E. M. Douglas. An area 
of 2,200 square miles has been surveyed. The vopòktaphis features of this coun- 
try were delineated, the courses of the streams and the sites of all considerable 
bodies of water were ascertained, and the altitude, position, and general char- 
meee of Arrigabis lands — Passes a is a region < aiondmas peren- 
nial streams, and man. vorable for the establishm: 
voirs have been discovered. eet 

WORK IN NEVADA. 

Early in November Mr. H. M. Wilson, with the parties under his immediate 
or reviously on phic work in the gold-belt m of Cen- 
tral rnia, was transferred to Nevada, near the watersof the Truckee, 
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arson, and Walker Riv and immediately began the work of an irrigation 
survey. This isa region where mountain waters are in great abundance, but 
where lands to which they can be economically conveyed are limited in extent, 
Up to the present time the survey of an area of about 800 square miles has been 
completed. Work will be continued as late into the winter as the season will 
permit and resumed early in the spring of 1889. 

WORK IN COLORADO. 


In the latter part of October, and immediately on the p: of the act, a 
party in charge of Mr. Anton Karl commenced work on the South Platte River. 
Phe season was too far advanced to enter the mountain region, so the survey 
was confined to the foot-hills and the plains extending eastward, embracing 
the city of Denver and a poson of the great agricultural district of Colorado, 
About 1,400 square miles have been surveyed. 

In this region the waters of the South Platte are already employed in the ir- 
rigation of many districts, and the entire volume of the river during the irri- 
gating season is utilized in serving the lands for agricultural purposes. The 
future development of agriculture in this country is Cepangens partly upon such 
an improved construction of irrigating works as will prevent waste and loss, 
but chiefiy upon the construction of reservoirs to hold the waters which through 
the remainder of the year now flow to the sea without performing their duty to 
agriculture. The topographic work in this region is now suspended, as it can 
not be economically carried on in winter, but it will be resumed in the spring. 

Early in October al party, under charge of Mr. W. D. Johnson, was sent to 
Colorado to operate in the valley of the Arkansas, and work is being re 
with vigor. An area of about 1,500square miles has been surveyed. embraces 
some regions which haye already been redeemed by irrigation, but which can 
be further developed by better utilization of the great flow of the Upper Arkan- 
sas and by the storage of watersin the higher mountains and the foot-hills. The 
upper portion of the Arkansas, unlike t of the South Platte, is well adapted 
to this pu as there are many valleys, morainal Jak 
be economically utilized for storage basins. On the South Platte much of the 
stored waters must be held in lakes created in the foot-hills and on the plains, 
while the waters of the Upper Arkansas can be held highin the mountain 
lands, where in many ways the conditions are more favorable and the engi- 
neering problems less difficult. 

WORK IN NEW MEXICO. 

At the time of the passage of the act above mentioned parties under Mr. A. P. 
Davis were at work in New Mexico making topographicsurveys of certain moun- 
tain regions. These surveys were on methods adapted to the purposes of the irri- 
gation investigation, and it was therefore only necessary to enlarge the scale 
and extend the work into districts of irrigable lands, The entire work of the 
season is therefore available. The region embraced is that drained by the Je- 
mez River and other tributaries of the Rio Grande rising in the Tewan group 
of mountains. The most northern river of this series is the Chama, which has 
its confluence with the Rio Grande above Santa Fé. The most southern is the 
Puerco, having its confluence with the Rio Grande below Albuquerque, and be- 
tween these rivers the Jemez and other streams join the Rio Grande, At the 
writing of this report an area in this region bas been surveyed topographically 
having an extent of about 6,000 square miles, 

From theabove it will be seen that, although the act for the irrigation survey 
was not signed until October, and the season favorable for surveys in middle 


latitude was almost , yet the work was immediately pushed with vigor, so 
that at the close of the calendar year five considerable tracts of country have 
been survefed—one in Montana, another in Nevada, a third in the Platte Valley 


of Colorado, a fourth in the Arkansas Valley of Colorado, and the fifth in the 
drainage basin of the Rio Grande, in New Mexico. 

Mr. Chairman, it would be interesting to discuss this subject of irri- 
gation for the next few hours, but time,which seems always to be the 
most valuable thing in the House of Representatives when an impor- 
tant measure is up, admonishes me that I must close. I do not think 
that the distinguished chairman of the Appropriations Committee will 
object to this increase of $100,000, which makes the aggregate appro- 
priation at this time $250,000, when the President of the United States 
has indorsed the measure, when the Secretary of the Interior has made 
an estimate and asks for $350,000. We are asking for $100,000 less 
than the Secretary of the Interior insists should be appropriated. 

Mr. Chairman, the land-grabbers are still abroad in the West. The 
song that has been sung by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. HoLMAN] and the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] for ten yearsin this Hall against the land-grabbers still leaves 
them at large, to use the pre-emption law to secure for corporations 
these natural reservoir sites, which ought to be reserved for the benefit 
of the people at large. The gentlemen have not been able, it seems— 
I do not say they are to blame for it, but suffice it to say they have not 
been able to bring about legislation to prevent these sites for reservoirs 
and theseirrigable lands from being land-grabbed in the future. Task, 
Mr. Chairman, that$100,000 additional, making the appropriation $250, - 
000, be granted for this great and beneficent purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I have a right to say that as a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, I did not favor the in- 
sertion of this item, because I did not believe I was sufficiently informed, 
nor, in my judgment, was the committee sufficiently informed, to jus- 
tify us in entering upon further expenditure in this direction. The 
Senate at the last session of Congress inserted a paragraph looking to the ~ 
prosecution of this work, and in that paragraph made provision for the 
e diture of $100,000. It came to the House and was concurred in. 

e proposition that comes now from the Chief of the Geological Bu- 
reau is a request for $350,000 to be used in this direction. The com- 
mittee, by a vote, directed me to report this amendment, which pro- 
vides for $150,000. This paragraph, in my judgment, contains no re- 
straint whatever upon the officer as to the manner of the expenditure, 
or as to when, where, or how it shall be expended. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL, Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. In the act passed last summer, on the amendment 
adopted here in the House, offered by the gentleman from Kentucky | 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and prepared by myself, it does require—and a 
very wise provision in fact, and one that should have been in all the 
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acts heretofore providing for the Geological Survey—a report of how 
much of this money is used, the manner in which itis used in the field, 
and what ion of it is thus used, and what for office purposes. 
So that I thin the gentleman’s criticism in that ag rect aaah entirely 
accurate, and this fund can not be eaten up here in i 

Mr. RANDALL. Still that is not a restraint of such character as I 
think ought to rest on an expenditure of the public money confided to 
an officer of the Government. 

Now, it. may be—I do not want to be understood as arbitrarily com- 
mitted against this work—it may be a very wise provision, but I do 
think that its friends should recognize the fact that before entering 
upon the expenditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars—— 

Mr, McMILLIN. Millions of dollars. 

Mr. RANDALL. My friend from Tennessee says millions of dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They say so themselves. 

Mr. RANDALL. That before entering upon such an expenditure, 
whatever it may be, we should have some foundation or basis of law 
covering the subject. I quite sympathize with those gentlemen repre- 
senting the arid region of this western country in their efforts to secure 
irrigation; but I do not know that anything is very pressing in that 
direction, especially in view of the fact that all of the public lands that 
are arable have not yet been taken up, and that there are many bun- 
dreds of thousands of acres of good land still available. 

Mr. SYMES. Not of arable lands. They are nearly all exhausted, 
and the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma will open up the 
only arable lands that are available. 

Mr. RANDALL. [I heard it asserted in committee, but there were 
no facts or records to substantiate it or make the statement good. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘The records could not do it. It would have to be 
done by some gentleman familiar with the matter and the land laws. 
Mr. NDALL. Yes; by the pse divit of some one, I presume. 

Mr. SYMES. No; but by the Land Office records. 

Mr. RANDALL. That, Mr. Chairman, is all I desired to say. I 
wanted to act in good faith, and yet I wanted to have myself under- 
stood, which is not perhaps a matter of very great importance to others, 
but is to myself. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow a further interrogatory, 
which I think will throw some light upon the question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 
~ Mr. SYMES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether or not wu Shed ges has been made or required upon the $200,000 
annually approp: for the phie survey; and whether they 
have not been at liberty to expend it wherever they saw fit, for any 
survey they thought fit, and that we did not know when we made the 
appropriation to what purpose they were going to apply it, so far as 

e particulars of the survey were concerned ? 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to the gentleman I will state that I 
have uniformly complained of that feature myself. 

Mr. SYMES. I am glad to hear it, for I think it is a matter sus- 
ceptible of com t. 

Mr. RAND. But because we have been guilty of laches in one 
particular it does not operate as an excuse or a reason for entering into 
another impropriety. , 

Mr. SYMES. I quite agree with the gentleman, and I have been 
complaining of not having the provisions covering the Geological Sur- 
vey and the amount of work in the field more clearly defined. 

“Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I was pleased to hear my colleague who 
has charge of this bill speak so strongly of his fidelity to his committee 
in this matter, and yet I think the House will hardly gather from his 
remarks anything whatever in favor of the proposition which is re- 
ported in the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you not think it is the privilege of those who 
favor a measure in committee to speak in its behalf on the floor of the 
House? 

Mr. RYAN. I think that fidelity to his committee would require 
him to represent his committee and not his own individual views and 
opinions, 

P Mr. RANDALL. Well, I never heard that doctrine enunciated be- 
rai If it had been applied to me, I should certainly kick. [Laugh- 
ter. y 

Mr. REED. Ihave never seen it carried into practice, I will say ta 
my friend from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RYAN. Idid not understand the claim that my friend made 
of fidelity to his committee, unless he intended to advocate, as the rep- 
resentative of his committee, the proposition as reported in the bill. 

Mr, RANDALL. Iam able to say that in the committee, on a yea- 
and-nay vote, my vote is there recorded against this proposition, as the 
poene knows; and to say that I should comein here simply because 

hap to be on the floorin chargeof a general bill which contains 
two thousand subjects, and advocate on the floor what I have voted 
against in the committee, would be an incongruity that I do not expect 
to be guilty of. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not expect the gentleman to be guilty of any in- 
pa beg At I was only curious to know where fidelity to his committee 
appears in his remarks on this proposition. 


Mr. RANDALL. I hope to be able to say what I am in favor of. 

Mr. REED. You favor those you want and are against those you 
do not want. 

Mr, RANDALL. That is very ungenerous and very untrue. 

Mr. RYAN. Asreference has been made to the action of the com- 
mittee, I will state that while—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman permit me there—— 

Mr. RYAN. I have only a short time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understood the time was given between the ad- 
vocates and those who were opposed totheamendment. I ask whether 
the gentleman is occupying time as an opponent of the measure ? 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I am in favor of the measure, 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘That is all I wanted to ask. 

Mr. RYAN. In speaking of the committee I will say it is true that 
my colleague recorded himself against it in committee. It is equally 
true that the committee was overwhelmingly for it. Now, Mr. Chain 
man, I regard this as one of the most important propositions that have 
come before Congress; one that involves the welfare of the people of this 
country for all time to come. Four-tenths of the area of the United 
States and Territories, exclusive of Alaska, are dependent wholly upon 
artificial irrigation. After careful calculation by those best informed 
it has been determined that 15 per cent. of that can be irrigated and 
utilized for the purposes of agriculture; that by that means ten hun- 
dred millions of acres which to-day in their present condition can not 
Me utilized for the good of mankind for any purpose can be opened for 

omes, . 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But they will fall a prey to the mono 
lists who supply the water. ad = 

Mr. RYAN. To utilize these lands and to make them suitable for 
homes for the inereasing millions of our population seems to me among 
the higher duties ofstatesmanship; and it is high time that Congress 
inaugurated a system that shall take that land and place it in a posi- 
tion where it shall be absolutely safe and absolutely secure for homes 
for our own people in the future, and not allow it to driftalong until it 
shall finally fall into the hands of speculators. 

Mr. Ch I can not discuss the merits of this question in five 
minutes, but I may add that lands cultivated under artificial irrigation 
are always the most desirable and the most valuable. Sometimes they 
produce a double crop, but always a certain crop, and consequently 
when these lands are placed in a condition where they can be utilized 
for the pu of Ty they become the most valuable and the 
most desirable in the United States. I therefore believe it to be theduty, 
and a solemn one, incumbent upon the membership of this body here 
and now to make such an appropriation as may be necessary to carry on. 
this great work in the interest of our people. 

ory CHAIRMAN, -The timeof the gentleman from Kansas has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I shall only occupy afew moments 
in this debate. When this scheme was first put forward, at the last 
session of the present Congress, it was discussed somewhat fully. It 
was then contended by those of us who opposed it, and I think it will 
appear more and more clearly from year to year as we progress in this 
matter, that the appropriation of $100,000 then made was simply the 
inauguration of a vast scheme of expenditure, the like of which has no- 
where yet appeared in all the past history of this Government, although 
we have in many things been very extravagant. 

It was said at the time by the advocates of the measure that the pur- 
pose was simply to make a survey and map out sites in order to put it 
in the power of private enterprise to reclaim these arid lands. a 
tended then, as other gentlemen did, that the real purpose of those 
who are advocating this scheme was that the Government should un- 
dertake this scheme. I opposed it, not because irrigation was useless, 
but because of its extravagance and of its injustice. 

I know, and no man ean successfully deny, that wonderful results 
have followed irrigation in many of the countries of the world. There 
can be no doubt in our arid regions millions of acres of land can 
be redeemed, but it will require the expenditure of tens and hundreds 
of millions of dollars. We ean add vastly to the products of that por- 
tion of the country; but are we ready to tax the people living in the 
Eastern States and in the Southern States for the benefit of this great 
scheme of reclaiming, or rather of improving by irrigation, that vast 
western domain ? 

I am opposed to the principle which lies at the foundation of this 
scheme. ‘To tax one for the benefit of another isradically wrong, and 
that is just exactly what this scheme means if the Government is to 
improve these lands. It is not a public improvement. It is not for 
the benefit ofall. It is not to ereate something for the public use. It 
is to tax the people of the East to fertilize the lands in the West. Many 
of these lands are now private property. All of them will become pri- 
vate in the future and that withoutany compensation to the Government 
for its expenditure upon them. In fact, the amendment applies alike 
to public and private lands, What right, sir, has this Government to 
tax me to ditch the water off of or to ditch it on to the lands of another? 
We began last year with an appropriation of $100,000. Now the propo- 
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sition is $150,000, as reported by the committee, and I believe the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [ Mr. Symes] proposes to amend that so as to 
make the amount $250,000. 

It was precisely in this way that the Geological Survey began. When 
all the surveys in the western country, four in number, were consoli- 
dated and wiped out of existence and one new survey erected upon 
their ruin, with Major Powell (the gentleman who is back of this 
scheme) at its head, the appropriation for the first year was $100,000 
or $125,000. That was about twelve or fifteen years ago (I from 
memory, not having lately referred to the figures); but the appropria- 
tions ran on from year to year, jumping up from $100,000 to 000 
and $300,000, until now well-nigh three-quarters of a million of dollars 
are expended every year by the Geological Survey. 

‘The expenditure embraces reseaches in paleontology, as the gentleman 
from Colorado says, and it embraces general discussions of geology. 
The whole of that scheme is built upon a few simple words contained 
in an appropriation bill. It all rests upon the words ‘‘ the construc- 
tion of a geological map of the United States.’ Upon this little phrase 
this vast bureau has been built up, and it has gone on, as I have said, 
until now it costs nearly $700,000 a year. So big has that bureau come 
to be that its chief is here asking for a public building to hold it. 
Here he is, too, having gotten $100,000 last session, demanding an ap- 
propriation of $350,000 for the present year. 

Where is this thing to stop? How much will it all cost? I think 
that any gentleman who will take the figures that have been furnished 
here in the last debate and look them over and see how much of this 
land there is and how difficult it is to irrigate, and who will remem- 
ber that Major Powell said before the committee that many of these 
waters would have to be carried as far as 40, 50, or a greater number of 
miles before they could be utilized—I think that any gentleman who 
will consider these facts will be appalled at the prospect which this 
scheme presents. Remember that for years the people in this arid re- 
gion have been using all of this water that was convenient. They have 
irrigated every foot of land that they could afford to put the water on. 
Now, the Government is asked tostep in and do what private individ- 
uals can not do—enter upon a scheme of carrying water hundreds of 
miles to irrigate millions of acres of land. Why, sir, I estimate that 
this scheme, if carried out, will cost more than $1,000,000, 000. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman pardon me there? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, for a question. 

Mr. SYMES. Does any act that is proposed to be passed, or that has 
been passed, commit the Government to conveying this water, or dig- 
ging irrigating canals or building dams? Notatall. Itis committed 
only to a survey of the public domain. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has occupied five minutes, but 
as all the time has not been appropriated the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman for two minutes longer. 

Mr. HERBERT. In reply to the gentleman from Colorado I say in 
the first place that the language of this act is very much broader than 
the e of the act under which Major Powell has already ded 
upon the geological survey seven or eight million dollars; and it can 
be much more rationally eonstrued to cover this whole scheme than 
the words which were put into that legislation can be construed to 
justify paleontological discussions or geological discussions or the erec- 
tion of such a bureau as we now have here; and the amendment proposes 
to leave the Chief of the Geological Survey just as the appropriations 
in the other case left him, to construe the act for himself and spend the 
money as he pleases. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the argument made in behalf of this measure, 
the speech of the gentleman from Colorado himself who asked me this 
question, the speech of the gentleman from Kansas—in fact every argu- 
ment that is made in favor of this proposition proceeds upon the idea 
that private enterprise can not and will not do this thing, and there- 
fore the Government must. I ask the gentleman from Colorado him- 
self to answer me this question yes or no: Does he believe that if we 
make this appropriation the Government will never do anything else 
than conduct the survey? 

Mr. SYMES. Itnever would, if I could control the matter. Onmy 
theory of what the Government ought to do, this matter will be turned 
over by force of circumstances to the States where there are irrigating 
bureaus, and the work the Government may now do will be hereafter 
utilized by those States. Iam simply asking the Government to add 
to the value of its own property by surveying itand preventing it from 
being ‘‘land-grabbed.’’ That is all there is in this proposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, there is back of this proposition 
the idea, which nearly every gentleman who has advocated this scheme 
has admitted squarely on this floor, although the gentleman from Colo- 
tado himself does not, that the Government is to do this work because 
private enterprise will not. 

_ There are to-day millions and millions of capital in this country seek- 
ing investment. If this enterprise promised to bea paying investment 
for private capital, that capital would be invested in its prosecution. 
From the nature of things there are questions out of the prose- 
cution of a work like this which it would be absolutely im ble for 
private corporations to deal with. The different riparian rights of dif- 


ferent proprietors, the conflicting claims of the State of Nevada, the 
State of Nebraska, and the State of Colorado, which were argued here 
before this Committee of the Whole at the last session—all these thin 
when they come to be considered show that the Government must do 
this work if it is to be done, and that private enterprise never will do 
anything more in this direction than it has already done. It was not 
until private enterprise had invested all the money that promised a re- 
munerative return to private individuals and private corporations that 
the demand was made here for the Government to undertake it, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have only a minute and a half in 
which to say a few words before I yield the floor to my colleague [Mr, 
SPRINGER]. x 

Mr. Chairman, substantially one-half of the land embraced in our 
Territories is an arid region. If the water supply can be utilized, a 
very considerable percentage of that Territory can be irrigated. Con- 
gress has provided by legislation that all the reservoir sites, as they 
shall be ascertained by surveys, and the lands that can be irrigated shall 
be reserved. Having thus legislated, we appropriated $100,000 to com- 
mence the work of surveying all the reservoir sites and the lands which 
could be irrigated. The proposition embraced in this bill appropriates 
$150,000 more to that end. The pending amendment proposes to add 
$100,000. I believe the amendment should be adopted; so that when 
these reservoir sites are located, and the lands which can be irrigated 
by utilizing the water supply are designated, the Government will then 
be in a condition by legislation to devise a proper method to dispose of 
these water-rights and of these lands, our present land system not be- 
ing adapted to thatcondition. And I believe itis the duty of Congress 
to move vigorously in this direction—in the selection of these sites and of 
these lands, so that a system can be devised—not for the Government 
to make these improvements, but to provide by law how the sites and 
thelands shall bedisposed of. There isthe wholeproposition. I would 
appropriate $350,000 to be expended for these surveys next year, if I 
had the power; but as the committee recommends an appropriation of 
only $150,000 and the amendment increases that by the addition of only 
$100,000, I shall vote for this amendment, making the amount $250,000 
instead of $150,000. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has three minutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Chairman, the remarks of the distinguished 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] are misleading, so far as this 
proposition is concerned. The text of this bill and the amendments 
do not contemplate the building of reservoirs, or any other expendi- 
ture by the Government, except for the purpose of investigating the 
extent to which the arid regions of the United States can be 
by irrigation and the segregation of the irrigable lands in such arid 
regions. The importance of this survey to the Government and to the 
people is this: The Government will send topographical engineers to 
the arid regions for the purpose of ascertaining prospective sites for 
reservoirs and the lands which can be reclaimed by the aid of such 
reservoirs; and it will withdraw from settlement under the laws of 
the United States all such lands. The Government is already engaged 
in a topographical survey of all this region, making appropriations 
year atter year for that purpose. This proposition will simply make 
these investigations of the irrigable capacity of our arid 1 the first 
question to be considered by the Geological Survey, instead of allowing 
the bureau, as heretofore, to make a general topographical survey of 
the whole region. 

Mr. Chairman, the importance of this subject can not be overesti- 
mated. If gentlemen will look at the map now before the House they 
will see in the center of it, or near the center, a red line i 
from the Russian possessions to the Gulf of Mexico. That line is near 
the one hundredth longitude west of Greenwich, and between that and 
a line near the coast, 150 miles off, is what is called the arid region. 
That land will not product anything except by irrigation. It is avast 
area, The object of this amendment is to reserve the arable lands 
there from public entry, and lands which may be necessary for the con- 
struction of reservoirs; to reserve these lands until the Government can 
establish a system hereafter for the construction of such reservoirs 
whether through governmental means or by private hands. I was in- 
formed, and it was so stated to the Committee on Territories, that the 
lands embracing 150,000 or 200,000 acres would be worth $140 to $150 
an acre when irrigated by a proper system, and in that event would 
thus materially add to the wealth of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, when this subject was before the 
House before I made some remarks favoring the general object. While 
I am still in favor of some legislation for the purpose of reserving the 
lands necessary for the purpose of constructing reservoirs, and for a 
survey of this arid region with that view, so as to prevent these valu- 
able water rights and facilities falling into the hands of monopolists, 
still I am constrained to say at the present time I think these appro- 
priations should wait until we have matured some general legislation 
and established some general system on the subject. I am not satis- 
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fied, Mr, Chairman, with the system now being carried on. It seems 
to meit is a little loose, and too much discretion is given to the officer 
in charge of the work. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLAND. I would rather not, but I will before I get through. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no great necessity at this time for urgency 
in the matter regarding farther entry of public lands for settlement, 
because we have now large areas in the West which are open to public 
entry by homestead and pre-emption. In other words, sir, there is 
no such crowding as would indicate any necessity upon the part of the 
General Government to enter into the business of opening up these 
lands and making them fit for cultivation. Of course I can see the 
necessity on the part of the Government to reserve all the lands neces- 
sary for the purpose of constructing these reservoirs and to preserve 
the t privilege of water rights, without which these arid lands 
would be worthless. 

Now, I understand the Committee on Public Lands has under con- 
sideration a general land system which ought to be matured and 
adopted, and in that system there ought to be some provision made 
under certain lations and restrictions for these surveys. I do not 
know whether lands as fast as surveyed are being opened up to 
settlement or not. I understand at the last session of Congress that 
was the provision inserted in the sundry civil appropriation bill at that 
time. 

Mr. SYMES. It was the provision, and those lands are reserved. 

Mr. BLAND. I think there should be an act passed, and before we 
enter into this subject so extensively there ought to be a law by which 
these lands in the arid region should be reserved from public entry. 
I am in accord with the sentiment that it would not be good policy 
to permit these lands to be entered LAG, aide parties, and these great 
water rights monopolized by individ and corporations. 

Mr. SYMES. Then why does my friend object to this? 

Mr. BLAND. I object to this because it is a loose way to legislate. 
It does seem to me the money nf ss pies should be better guarded. 
I am opposed to appropriating large sums of money at the mere dis- 
cretion of an officer without any restriction or safeguard thrown around 
it. Hence I shall not only oppose the amendments of the gentleman 
from Colorado, but move a further restriction on this appropriation until 
some general legislation on the subject shall be had. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, withholds his remarks for revision. [See 
Appendix. ] X 

Mr, SYMES. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of a number of gentlemen I 
would like to ask that they have the privilege of printing remarks in 
the RECORD on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair thinks that should p ly be 
done in the House, yet if there be no objection the request will be com- 
plied with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, at the present time the great 
bulk of the public domain lies west of the one hundredth meridian; 
that is, the portion of it yet undisposed of, and it remains undisposed 
of—the majority of that public domain—to-day, from the fact that it is 
arid and famished, and its improvement by irrigation is not within the 
com of private enterprise. In order to put water upon it, large ex- 
penditures are necessary. 

Now, we have a desert-land act which allows a man 640 acres of land 
if he will put water upon it. It does not give it to him for having 
made the improvements, but he is required to pay 25 cents an acre im- 
mediately upon entering and subsequently to pay the balance of $1.25 
an acre, and that is all the advantage now offered under the land laws 
of this Government to private enterprise to induce men to go upon these 
arid lands and undertake their reclamation. There is another fact, too, 
to be considered, and that is the amount of our public domain suitable 
for cultivation is diminishing year by year, while the demand is con- 
stantly increasing. It is not within the power of the individual to re- 
store these arid lands. In the arid region lying west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian there are accumulations of water and moisture in these 
mountain ranges, and if the Government restricts the individual to the 
right of 640 acres for carrying water upon lands, why does not the ob- 
ligation rest upon the Government, if the land is to be restored, to 
make this land suitable for settlement; and why should not the Goy- 
ernment expend some portion of the public funds in making the neces- 
sary improvements? 

And it is a matter of economy; not only a matter of great public 
utility and necessity, but it is a matter of very great interest to the 
Government. No speculation that can be suggested to-day offers such 
inducements as this speculation does, It is a speculation for the Gov- 
ernment to take this immense body of public lands that are now lying 

-arid and waste and which will not bring 1 cent an acre, and by the ex- 
penditure of these moderate sums of money in collecting the water in 
the mountains to provide irrigation, by which they can be brought 
into demand, and they will furnish homes for hundreds of thousands, 
and will ultimately make this great desert “‘ blossom as the rose.’’ 

Now, this is not a new experiment. I have been over that region, 
north, south, east, and west, inall of these Territories clear to the Pa- 


cific coast; I know by actual observation what has been done, and that | states 
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long before a European had set his foot upon this country. You go 
down to some portions of the Territory represented by the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. SMITH, of Arizona], and all over this 
broad area of arid i i you find the broken pottery of a former civ- 
ilization upon eyery hand. To-day that land is arid and waste, and 
no white man lives on it, but you will find there the remnants of irri- 
gating ditches running in every direction that had been used by a 
former civilization. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The Shia anid . The time of the gentleman from lifornia has 
expired. 

Mr. VANDEVER, 1 would like to have about two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks an extension 
of his time two minutes, not to come out of the hour. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I will drop the consideration of the subject as 
to what has heen done heretofore, but would like to say what has been 
done in my own district within the last few years. Private enterprise 
there by anincorporated company has made reservoirs up in the mount- 
ains, and by the construction of a flume some 35 or 40 miles in le: 
has brought water down to the vicinity of San Diego, and to-day they 
can deliver 5,000 inches of water (miners’ inches) upon an arid area ot 
100,000 acres of land 600 feet above the level of the sea, and, I may 
also state, supply the entire city with water. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Did it require an expenditure by the Govern- 
ment to do this? 

Mr. VANDEVER. They did it by private enterprise. 

If this thing were done as a matter of speculation it would encour- 
age other great aggregations of capital to go and appropriate these 
sites for reservoirs in the mountains, and when they have secured the 
water they have secured the land; and what is desired to be done is 
that the Government shall protect people against these great specu- 
lators and against the system of appropriating land for the few. ‘They 
must step in for the relief of the people. 

Mr. HERBERT. As I understand the gentleman from California, 
he contends that the Government must do the whole work. 

- Mr. VANDEVER. The Government is under the same obligation 
to do this for the benefit of the people that it is to improve the rivers 
and harbors of the country. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is exactly what I have been arguing was 
the position of gentlemen in favor of this scheme. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is better for the people to fall into the hands 
of the Government and be protected by it than to be left to the tender 
mercies of speculators, who, if these sites for reservoirs are not reserved 
now, will in no distant time become wholly dependent upon great 
companies for supplies of water for irrigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. REED rose. 

1 ead CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
ndiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not be classed as op to this measure; 
yet I fear I am occupying time allowed to gentlemen opposing the en- 
tire proposition. My opposition extends entirely to the amendment 
pro} by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes]. I think that 
for the present the sum named by the Committee on Appropriations, 
$150,000, is sufficient. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
tos few facts. This subject in its present proposed magnitude has 
never been considered by a committee of the House; nor has any bill 
been before any committee of the House embracing a plan of such an 
improvement except the joint resolution which was approved on the 
20th of March, 1888. 

But that, in fact, in its terms did not contemplate any general plan 
such as is now contemplated. It contemplated, as was understood, 
simply a report based upon the information in possession of Major 
Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, as to what extent reser- 
voirs of water in the arid region could be made available for irrigation 
purposes. That joint resolution was considered by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, as Iunderstand, and by the House Committee 
on Public Lands. A few days since Major Powell, the Director of the 
Geological Survey, submitted to the House Committee on Public Lands 
a very interesting statement of surveys made in New Mexico, but that 
committee has not taken any action on the subject. This subject has 
never been fully considered. We are not informed to what extent the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has felt authorized to with- 
draw from public sale the desert lands that would ultimately be bene- 
fited by the expenditure now p to be made. 

The language of the provision in the sundry civil act of last session 
on this subject is certainly ambiguous, and we have not been able to 
ascertain to what extent the Secretary of the Interior is willing to as- 
sume responsibility in withdrawing from sale desert lands which are to 
be affected by the proposed expenditures. That provision that I wish 
to call attention to is the amendment prepared by the gentleman from 
Colorado and offered by the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], as was then und : 


All the land which may hereafter be designated or selected by said United 
barrari tc shen Ser pager Vito: MARAR or CARRIS ck irrigating purposed, 
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and all the lands susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
are from this time henceforward hereby reserved from sale as the property o: 
the United States, 

The only way in which that provision can be made effectual, or at 
least the best way to accomplish that object, is by repealing the desert- 
land law of 1877; for my friend from Colorado will undoubtedly con- 
cede that under the present very liberal desert-land Jaw, which author- 
izes the entry of a whole section of land by any person, the motive to 
seize upon these lands in anticipation of this Government improvement 
is very great. I think that ought to be avoided. There are at least 
two things to be considered: First, the vast area of country which will 
be affected by this legislation which is already owned by corporations 
under grants heretofore made, especially in New Mexico, Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, and in Montana. There are millions of acres already granted to 
railroad corporations which, in some form or other, will be affected by 
our legislation, and most beneficially affected, and, I think, increased 
in value far beyond the expectations of the House. This ought to be 
considered. These expenditures for surveys, and the ultimate expend- 
itures likely to follow to reclaim desert lands, ought to be confined to 
public lands and not for the benefit of private parties. 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will permit me, I do not see how 
railroad lands can be beneficially affected. On the contrary I think 
they will be damaged by this legislation, for the reason that if the act 
which the gentleman has read is properly followed up by appropria- 
tions for this survey, Government lands will be selected for irrigation 
and the water will be devoted to them, and there will be no water left 
to irrigate the railroad lands, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very good speech of my friend, perhaps, 
but he does not ask a question. But, Mr. Chairman, the suggestion 
that the large grants heretofore made by Congress to corporations will 
not be benefited by this legislation and the expenditures contemplated 
is hardly, I think, open to question. Under the liberal policy of allow- 
ing the entry of a whole section of land under the desert-land law by 
any person, which has been in operation for several years, vast areas of 
land have been taken up by speculators. They paid but 25 cents per 
acre, and could hold the land three years before paying the additional 
dollar per acre. I think that an appropriation of $150,000 this year 
for this purpose is quite enough, until we more fully understand this 
matter and see the effect of these expenditures. Let some proper com- 
mittee consider the whole subject and devise a general system. If the 
Senate had the general land bill which passed the House early 
last summer, that would have relieved us somewhat of the difficulty, 
because that bill makes a very great and a very beneficial change in 
the present law in regard to desert lands. 

Mr. SYMES. I concede that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the Senate will not act upon the bill. 

Mr. SYMES. There is the trouble. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But let me call the attention of my friend from 
Colorado to the fact that 12,000,000 acres of these desert lands have 
already been reclaimed by private enterprise, 9,000,000, we are told, in 
thesingle Territory of Utah, and let me inquireof him whatis to be done 
with these great private enterprises that are already organized for ir- 
rigating purposes where they conflict with the plan of the Government? 
‘All over the arid country the gentleman will find flumes and canals 
conveying water for many miles for irrigation, and these works are be- 

constantly enlarged and extended. 

ow, how can we safely proceed in this matter without more care- 
ful legislation and a more satisfactory basis for legislation than we have 
at present? The only legislation that we have up to this time is the 
very indefinite joint resolution to which I have referred, and which 
passed the House last year without consideration, and the provision in 
the sundry civil act for this year, which appropriated the $100,000 to 
commence those surveys. The former measure the House with 
the understanding that it contemplated a report from Major Powell on 
the basis of information already acquired in the surveys made by his 
bureau. 

While I am in favor of reclaiming these lands, and believe that an 
inexhaustible source of agricultural wealth exists in those arid regions, 
I do not wish to see Congress precipitately rush intoa movement which 
may be found full of embarrassment, unless proper legislation can be 
had in advance. We appropriated $100,000 for the present year, and 
if we follow the recommendations of the Committee on Appropriations 
and appropriate now $150,000 for the coming year, that will certainly 
be a large enough sum until we have legislation that will obviate the 
embarrassments that might otherwise arise. 

Besides this, Major Powell could in the mean time, with this begin- 
ning, organize his force for the new work, and fully consider the fields 
in which the work may go on without a Government system being in- 
volved with individual enterprise. 

Mr. REED. Mr, Chairman, the question of internal improvements 
made by the whole nation for the benefit of the whole nation has had, 
during our history, such frequent and conclusive discussion that I am 
always amazed when I hear some of the reasoning upon that subject 
that is brought up here in modern times. The question whether one 
part of the country shall be taxed for the benefit of another part, 
whether one section shall pay in order that another may have an ad- 


van has been so thoroughly discussed and the proposition that 
that should never be done has been so thoroughly answered that Iam 
always amazed to find it brought forward. The population of this 
country isinterchangeable. The citizens of Maine are to be found from 
one end of the country to the other, and I have no doubt that,as in the 
proome and in the past, so in the future, we shall have that free circu- 
ation of population which nationality implies. If that is the case, 
then whatever is for the benefit of one section of the country is for the 
benefit of all. The annual river and harbor bill which we pass, or at- 
tempt to pass, can be justified upon nootherground. There are many 
States which receive no benefit from it, there are many localities which 
reap no advantage from it, but it is justified and justifiable upon the 
ground that the whole nation is benefited thereby. 

Now, there lies beyond the Mississippi an enormous area of country 
a very large part of which is owned by the United States and almost 
all the balance of it by citizens ofthe United States. That land can be 
rendered cultivable only by irrigation. Experimentsalready made show 
that that land, which upon its face appears to be nothing but desert, 
can be made to blossom like a garden. In order to make it do that it 
is necessary for us to substitute for the rainfall that never comes the 
flowage of the rivers and streams. As the country becomes settled the 
difficulty of obtaining reservoirs increases day by day. The proposition 
which we are now discussing proposes that a reasonable sum of money 
shall be appropriated for the purpose of securing at this early day the 
reservoirs which we now know must be had in order to make that re- 
gion valuable. 

And whenever that country is made valuable the United States is 
made valuable by just so much and the citizens of the United States 
are to just that extent enriched. Is there any reason that we should 
hesitate? : 

The question, then, of principle being disposed of—and it seems to 
me that no man can stand up against the reasoning which I have sug- 
gested—the matter is one of detail, of what sum should be appropri- 
ated by the people of the United States for this great work. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations pro an expenditure of $150,000. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], faithful after the man- 
ner which I have described to his committee, thinks there should be 
no appropriation. The Secretary of the Interior believes that there 
should be $350,000 appropriated. The recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is certainly entitled to the ul consideration 
of the House; and when we bear in mind the yast extent of territory to 
be affected by this measure and the smallness of the appropriation pro- 
posed by the eommittee, I do not see how any member of this House 
can hesitate to vote in favor of granting the sum asked for by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. It does not go to the full extent of the demands 
of the Secretary of the Interior, but it is a fair and reasonable com- 
promise. To my mind this sum is too small; but rather than take 
$150,000 I would be glad to take $250,000, if I can not get $350,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are four minutes of the time left for de- 
bate in opposition to the proposition. x 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to inquire whether the time to be oc- 
cupied in support of the proposition has all expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has, 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California [Mr. 
VANDEVER] and the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Surry], who per- 
haps know more practically about this question than any other gentle- 
men on this floor, who understand the difficulties which beset an un- < 
dertaking of this kind by private individuals, admit that ultimately 
this work must be done either by the State government or by the Fed- 
eral Government. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I stated that I preferred the Governmentshould 
make the improvement rather than that this valuable property should 
fall into the hands of speculators. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand that was the drift of the gentleman’s 
argument, and I think I have not misrepresented him. The difficul- 
ties are so great, the conflict of rights which will arise are so numer- 
ous, that it is absolutely impossible for private individuals properly to 
do this thing. § ing in a general way, whatever private enterprise 
could accomplish profitably has been done. Whatremains to be done 
must be done, then, by the State governments or by the Federal Govern- 
ment. States can not do it, for streams run from one State into an=- 
other. Conflicts have already arisen between citizens of the State of 
Nebraska and the State of Colorado. The governor of Nebraska com- 
plains that the waters of the river Platte have been ditched off by cit- 
izens of Colorado and prevented from running down into Nebraska. 
If any government at all is to doit, the Federal Government must un- 
dertake this scheme. I have not time in four minutes to discuss the 
question of right or power. But just a word as to expense, 

Now, sir, what is to be the cost? In the debate we had here last ses- 
sion it was stated, and it is undeniably true, that every acre of land 
reclaimed by irrigation is worth from $40 to $50 an acre, This sys! 
of irrigation has been carried on for fifteen or twenty years. When 
land can be made worth $40 an acre by irrigation, does not every gentle- 
man here‘know that the enterprise of the American capitalist has al- 
ready utilized all the land that can be irrigated for$10 anacre? There 


isa plain, practical proposition—that all the lands which can be irrigated 
for Bio an acre have been improved, because improving them makes 
them worth $40 an acre. Then we are asked to enter upon a scheme 
which contemplates the improvement of over one hundred million 
acres of land. At $10 an acre, that would be $1,000,000,000 to carry 
out this scheme. And who can do it, who can furnish the money for 
such a vast undertaking, except the Government of the United States? 
I warn gentlemen to pause now in the beginning, and not to embark 
the tax-payers of the country in a scheme as gigantic as this. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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The committee informally rose, Mr. Symes taking the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, and a message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr, McCook, its Secretary, announcing the of bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, with amendments, asking conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses, and appointing conferees on its part, as indi- 


cated: - 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. §. Horton upon the pension-roll— 
confi Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Davis, and Mr. TuRPIE. 

A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny—con- 
ferees, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Davis, and Mr. TURPIE. 

A bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from the southern ja- 
dicial district to the northern district in the State of Georgia, and to 
divide the northern district in said State into two, to be known as the 
western and eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes— 
conferees, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. Brown, and Mr. FRYE. 

A bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted and pat- 
ented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians, 
and for other purposes—conferees, Mr. DANIEL, Mr. PLATT, and Mr, 


Bowen. 

The m also announced the passage without amendment of bills 
of the following titles: z 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a on to James Miller; 

A bill ae for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs; 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Jane Harris; 


A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; 

A bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. aE granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

A bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon; and 

A bill or R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner. 

It further announced the passage of joint resolution and bills of the 
following titles, in which concurrence was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 124) relating to the salary of the Supervising 
Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service; 

A bill (S. 515) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episco- 

Theological Seminary and High School, in Virginia; 

A bill (S. 1140) authorizing the Secretary of War to procure and 
present suitable medals to the survivors of the ‘‘ forlorn hope storming 
party ” of Port Hudson; 

A bill (S. 2407) to authorize the_conveyance of certain Absentee 
Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (S, 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (8. pl granting a pension to Susan P, Murdock; 

A bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. Hunter; 

A bill (S. 3611) granting a pension to Anna W. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3617} granting a pension to J. W. Boyd; 

A bill (S. 3618) granting a pension to Meryah Watts; 

A bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to Jonas Lehman; 

A bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rous- 


seau; 

A bill (S. 3724) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. er, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould; 

A bill ie 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 3869) to secure the maintenance of public order during the 
inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and for other purposes. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The committee resumed is session, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. NELSON. Is not the amendment of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado open to amendment? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Not now, and will not be until the amendment 
to the amendment is of, 

Mr. NELSON. I think the amendment which I wish to propose 
will be inorder. His amendment is an amendment to the amount of 
the appropriation, while mine is an amendment for the purpose of con- 
trolling the appropriation. 
are CHAIRMAN, If there be noobjection, the amendment will be 


Mr, RANDALL. Does the gentleman want to perfect the text? 

Mr. NELSON. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado withdraw 
his amendment to the amendment at present? 

Mr. SYMES. I will do so. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask my amendment to the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended in or about 
any other lands than those of the United States; and none of the lands on 
which any too of this appropriation is expended shall be sold or otherwise 
disposed of until due provision has been made by law to charge such lands 
in their disposal with their pro rata share of the money herein and heretofore 
appropriated for such purpose. > 


Mr. RYAN. There is nothing for that provision to operate upon 


now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer that as a proviso? 

Mr. NELSON. I offer it as a proviso. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the amonnt of the appropriation is fixed ? 

Mr. NELSON. I wish it tocome in at the end of the amount, what- 
ever that may be. 

Mr. RYAN. Why not offer it when the amount has been determined ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota had better with- 
draw his amendment to the amendment at t. 

Mr. NELSON. I will if it is to AERA PE as pending. 

Mr. RYAN. There will be no difficulty abont it. 

Mr. SYMES. . I understand that my amendment to the amendment 
is before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is withdrawn. 

The question recurred on Mr. SyMxEs’s amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 41. 

So Mr. Symes’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
can now offer his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; I propose to add the proviso which has 
already been read. 

The amendment of Mr. NELSON to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg the attention of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota to the last act which seems to me would relieve the doubt the 

tleman from Kansas [ Mr. RYAN] submits that this is inappropriate 


Mr. RYAN. My colleague misunderstood me. I did not mean it 
was inappropriate here, but I spoke in reference to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota, that he should withhold it until the 
amount had been determined. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not catch the real meaning of the proviso 
moved by the gentleman from Minnesota. As it was read it seemed 
to me to interfere with the provision in the last clause. 

Mr. RYAN. I think it is a change of existing law, and I make that 
point of order against it. 

Mr. NELSON. Is my amendment to the amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis; and the gentleman from Kansas makes 
the point of order tit. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it comes too late. 

Mr. RYAN. [I insist on it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. So far as I can see the amendment is a proper 
one. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. RYAN. It provides where there is ownership of lands in the 
vicinity of lands of the United States, then there shall be no surveys 
carried on. Its effect will be to stop all survey. 

Mr. NELSON. Can I be heard on the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed on the pending para- 
graph and the amendments thereto. The Chair is of the opinion the 
point of order comes too late. The amendment to theamendment was 
withdrawn by the request of the Chair and again offered, and it could 
hardly be considered the point of order was in time. 

Mr. BREWER. [ask for the reading of the proviso again as but few 
seem to have understood it. 


The proviso was in read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. believe there is no debate permitted under the 
order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has been closed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask one minute to make a statement. 
Mr. DUNN, Mr. RYAN, and others demanded the regular order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is an amendment 
pending, and an amendment to theamendment. As soon as the ques- 
bart taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota, the 

will entertain the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The ion was taken on the amendment to the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. NELSON. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 62. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of having tellers I 
make the point that no quorum has voted. R 

Mr. NELSON and Mr. RYAN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, 
noes 74, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the act entitled “An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain 
States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1877, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

ae HOLMAN. I did not understand who submitted the point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas, Mr, RYAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend has considered this matter. We 
are fast disposing of these lands, and this provision will make it more 
than ever an object to get them. 

Mr. RYAN. While I might be in favor of the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion, I certainly do not want to load this bill down with a great deal 
of public-land legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but this is cag aig: germina to the pend- 
ing proposition, and is certainly necessary for preservation of these 

which are capable of irrigation. The desert lands are only being 
sold in large quantities, and if we are going to protect any of them 
which are susceptible of irrigation we must make some provision re- 
pealing that old law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If a man can irrigate his land by a little 
stream from a mountain spring, or by a little branch running from 
some cafion, are you going to reserve that? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. These lands are being reserved every day in view 
ofsuchimprovements as are here contemplated being made ultimately by 
the Government. The provision which I proposed to incorporate, and 
which has been ruled out on the point of order, is obviously necessary 
to protect the lands. 

r. ROGERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the question on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 72, noes 31. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum, I believe, Mr. Chairman. 

To avoid the interruption of the bill, I ask unanimous consent—— 
ae FARQUHAR Regularorder. We have just voted on this prop- 

tion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but if the gentleman will yield for a mo- 
ment to permit the gentleman from Indiana to make a suggestion it 
may itate the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was asking, Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent, 
in order to avoid interrupting the progress of this bill, that the pend- 
ing proposition stand ply ar with the right to a vote in the House, 

r. RANDALL. I can say now, in answer to the gentleman’s re- 
quest, that that can be had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My desire is to have a vote in regard to this repeal 
of the desert-land law. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the gentleman is asking something now that 
is quite unfair. If he wants a vote on this proposition, I do not know 
that there is any objection to that; but the other matter is certainly not 
in order on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana to make the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did; and I was endeavoring to ask unanimous 
consent to get a vote in the House on the proposition I have suggested. 

Mr. STEELE. Regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to reach, if possible, an arrangement 
which would induce the gentleman from Indiana not to insist on the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wantto say that my only object is this: You are 
allowing the desert lands to be sold in vast quantities to speculators, 
and with this provision, if it be adopted, some further protection must 
be thrown around those lands. You allow now a man to take four 
quarter-sections. 

Mr. SYMES. But by the act passed last summer we reserved the 
reservoir sites. 

Mr. ROGERS. order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order that no quorum has voted 
being made, the Chair will appoint tellers. 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. RYAN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. RYAN (one of the tellers). So far as I am personally concerned 
I care nothing about the gentleman’s proposition particularly. I have 
said that I did not desire this bill loaded down with that sort of legis- 
lation, but I am perfectly willing myself to agree that he can havea 
yote on his proposition in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all I have asked. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have a vote here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And finish it now. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theregular order is the question on the amend- 
ment as am -nded. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 46. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. Chairman, to save time I wish to submit a single remark. Itis 
that the gentleman from Colorado and the gentleman from Kansas do 
not object to a vote in the House on the proposition, and in view of that _ 
fact I trust there will be no objection to permitting such an arrange- 
ment to be made. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the further count by tell- 
ers. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire if it is not the fase, when 
the Committee of the Whole finds itself without a quorum, that the 
committee shall rise without a motion and report the fact to the 
House—— 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Texas will pardon mea 
moment, I will make a motion that the roll be called, and the object 
is to let it appear who are the absentees. 

e NRAN Is a motion that thecommittee rise in order pend- 

e CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that when the committee finds 
itself without a quorum the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, 
soa then that the committee shall rise and report the absentees to the 

ouse, 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can not the motion be now made that the commit- 
tee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has doubts as to whether the motion 
can be entertained at this time. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIII the 
Clerk will now proceed to call the roll. 

. The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Cox, 

Allen, Mass. Cummings, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, 
Allen, Miss Dargan, ones, m, 
Anderson, Miss. Davenpori Kelley, Rusk, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, oon, Sayers, 

very, ¥ ama BA La Follette, Y, 
Baker, ug A ymour, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, ity, Shaw, 
Barry, ‘elton, Laird, Sherman, 
Bayne, Finley, Lawler, Y, 
Biggs, er, Lind, pogen 
Bingham, Fitch, Lodge, Spinola, 

chard, lood. mer, 
Bliss, French, Lynch, Inecker, 
Boothman, Gaines, edonald, Steele, 

5 > M Ste Ga, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mahoney, Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glover, Maish, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, of, Mansur, Struble, 
Browne, Ind. Granger, Mason, bee, 
Brown, Ohio Greenman, Matson, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Grosvenor, McAdoo, mw. 
Bry d Guenth McKi Townshend 

ce, uenther, Kinney, ‘own: ¥ 
Bunnell re, McShane, ade, 
Burnett, Harmer, Merriman, Warner, 
Bynum, teh, Mills, heeler, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Haugen, Morrill, White, Ind 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, Morse, ite, N. Y. 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y .Heard, Norwood, Whiting, Mich, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Nutting, hi 
Carlton, Hermann, k Wilber, 
Clardy, Hiestand, O'Neill, Pa. Wilkins, 
came Ho 4 icant eats, 
ns, olmes, yson, ison, ‘a, 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Perry, ise, 
Howard, Pideock, Yost, 
During the roll-call 


’ 

The CHAIRMAN said: If there be no objection the roll of absentees 
will again be called. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want the RECORD to show who are absent. 

The roll was again called. 

The CHAIKMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the commit- 
tee having found itself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 
called and now reported the names of the absentees to be spread on 
the Journal. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call discloses 173 members pres- 
ent, and the committee will resume its session. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, with amend- 
ments, requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

N Houses, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCK- 
s RELL conferees on its part. f 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise, there being but a 
bare quorum present. 

The motion was agreed to, 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as S er pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12008) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


~^- EUROPEAN GOVERNMENTS AND INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 


Mr. McGREARY. This morning when I asked leave to report the 
joint resolution S. 122, and have it printed and recommitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs with leave to report at any time, the gen- 

| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OETA objected. These gentlemen now withdraw 
their objection, and I ask leave to report favorably from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs the resolution (S. 122) entitled ‘Joint resolution 
declaring the sense of Congress in respect of the connection of European 
governments with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien and 
in Central America,” and I also ask thatit be printed and recommitted 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs with the right to report at any 
time; and I make the further agreement that when it is so reported for 
cousideration only three hours shall be occupied in the discussion or 
consideration of the resolution without further permission. 

The Clerk reported the title of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. So that it is ordered that debate be limited to 
three hours, there is no objection on my part. 

Mr. McCREARY. We agree to that. x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

j DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask to have the bill just received from the Sen- 
ate, making appropriations for the District of Columbia, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that the Senate amendments be 


numbered and ordered to he peated . 
There was no objection, it was so ordered. 
SENATE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. REED. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the tariff bill 
as amended by the Senate be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That has already been ordered, on the motion of 
the chairman of the committee to whom the bill was referred. 


INDEXING JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion I reported yesterday from the Committee on Accounts was laid on 
the table. I merely want to enter the motion at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
and let the House see what it is. 

-` The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution in relation to the preparation of the general index of the Journals 
. of Congress. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 
MEMORIAL OF MAINE FORESTRY CONVENTION. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to present a memorial of 
the committee of Maine forestry convention for the ascertainment in 
taking the next census of the acreage of land in the United States de- 
voted to tillage, forest growth, meadow, pasturage, etc., and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. It is short and 
will take but a small space. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has asked 
that a memorial be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for the present. 

The title of the memorial was read. 

Mr: DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, appointed by a convention of citizens of the State of Maine 
interested in the preservation and enlargement of the forests, held at Bangor, 


in the said State, on the 18th and 19th of December last, a committee on that be- 
half, your honorable body to effect and for the pur- 


“wood. 

Third. The area in acres therein of waste, swampy, burnt, mountainous, and 
ren Gears and of land otherwise unfit for agricultural uses or buildings, on 
which timber or wood might be advantageously grown. 

So that a general estimate might be made of the present forest growth of the 
United States and of every State, county, and census district therein, and of 
the extent to which said forest has been wasted or exhausted, with a 
view to such national and State legislation as may be deemed necessary and 
proper to preserve and protect from depredation natural resources so essential 
to the welfare and prosperity of the people. 

EORGE F. TALBOT, 


G 

M. 0. F. ALD. 

AUG. 0. HAMHIS 
Committee of the Maine Forestry Convention, 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask leave to make a privileged report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House adjourn. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON (to Mr. CULBERSON). I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon the motion. I desire to have this privileged re- 
port considered at this time. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 21, 1889, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That in ad- 
dition to the usual number there shall be printed 10,500 copies ofthe proceedings, 
testimony, documents, and consular reports submitted to the select committee to 
inquire into the importation of contract laborers,;paupers, ete., and also the same 
number of copies of the bill and report of said committee, of which 3,500 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 7,000 for the use of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the accompanying report read. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 

The committee haye considered the House concurrent resolution to print, in 
addition to the usual number, 10,500 copies of the proceedings, testimony, doc- 
uments, and consular reports submitted to the select committee to inquire into 
the importation of contract laborers, paw ete., and also the same numberof 
copies of the bill and report of said committee, of which 3,500 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 7,000 copies for the use of the House, and report the 
same with a recommendation that it do A 

The estimated cost of printing and binding in cloth, in two volumes, 10,500 
copies of the same is $7,158.70. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the -re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNDER-GROUND PASSAGE TO THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, offered the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed in thë RECORD: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be directed 
to report to the House the practicability and probable cost of constructing an 
unde: und passage from the arcade of theterrace of the Capitol on the line 
of the Marshall statue, running therefrom to one of the court-yards at the side 
corridor leading from the Rotunda to the Lib: and for omnes ele- 
vator in connection therewith, to land at the erent stories of the building 
and at the lower stage of the Dome. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BELDEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 2547) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew the motion that the House adjourn, 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker 
pro tempore stated that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BELDEN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 23. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m, ) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 12394) to increase the pension of 
Green H. Maxey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12395) to refund certain moneys 
to captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 12396) for the relief of A. A. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12397) for the relief of Joseph Engle— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: A bill (H. R. 22398) to authorize the payment 
to Margaret Kennedy for the wood used in the erection of Fort Sedg- 
wick—to the Committee on War Claims. ° 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12309) to increase the pension of 
Christian Painter—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 12400) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis M, Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12401) granting a pension to James McCusker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 12402) for the relief of Francis M. 
Lench—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett 
Cooper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Anders— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 12405) granting a pension to Humphrey 
S. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLOUNT; Petition of heirs of William Hoard, of Butts 
County, Georgia, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Indiana, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of G. W. Dodgo, for relicf—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, : 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New Jersey, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., in regard to the opening of the Sioux reservation to white set- 
tlers—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of General F. F. Miller, asking for pro- 
tection of American interests in Venezuela against British encroach- 
ments—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

_By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of W. H. Sawyer and others, of Worces- 
ter, Mass., for change of tariff on lumber in case of export taxes being 
laid by the Dominion of Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Rhode Island, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committec on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Tonawanda, N. Y., in rela- 
tion to duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of W.F. Wade and 60 others, of Sedan, Kans. 
E Mr. PHELPS: Of R. D. Jacobusand 145 others, of Little Falls, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 28, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In consequence of some directions given by the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON] to the Official Reporter, I 
desire to withdraw the resolution offered by me for the correction of the 
RECORD of January 24, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution referred to by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will be withdrawn, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
ce om a cae, m ent, transmitting, in ege To e 
olution of the 17tħ instant, the report of special agent George ingle, 
in chargeof the Seal Islands in Alaska, for the current year; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the eighth section of the act 
of Congress approved July 22, 1854, the report of the United States 
surveyor-general for New Mexico ona certain private land claim, in the 
name of Josefa Baca, for the Pajarito tract, No. 157, in that Territory; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, in oe with a resolution of the 22d 
instant, reports of the Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller con- 
cerning claims for extra allowances to officers and men of the Navy 
based on sea service on receiving-ships; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, pursuant to 
the provisions of the act of January 20, 1885, the conclusions of fact and 
law by the Court of Claims in certain French spoliation claims; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. HAMPTON presented the credentials of M. C. BUTLER, chosen 
by the Legislature of South Carolina a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the house of 
re tatives of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring legislation upon 
the relations between labor and capital; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
Legislature of Kansas, favoring certain legislation relating to the rights 
of settlers under the homestead and pre-emption laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also presents a memorial 
of citizens of New, Mexico, remonstrating against the admission of that 
Territory into the Union of States. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move that the memorial be printed as a docu- 
ment, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the ofiicers of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of East Washington Terri- 
tory, representing 450 members, and a petition of the officers of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Mexico, representing 222 
members, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present what purports to be n petition of 271 
citizens of Alliance, Stark County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill. I find, however, that like some other petitions of 
the same character, it is signed by one person claiming to represent the 
number named, 271. I haveno doubt that it is done in good faith. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of E. J. Carter and 68 others 
(56 voters and 13 women), citizens of Akron, Ohio, praying for the pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the officers of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ohio, representing the members of State 
unions, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committec on the Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. CHACE presented the petition of Mrs. E. 8. Burlingame, presi- 
dent, and other officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
representing 2,026 members, citizens of Rhode Island, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Ida S. Wright, vice-president 
of the Woman’s Suffrage Association of Tacoma, Wash., and a pe- 
tition of Addie G. Barlow, of Tacoma, Wash., praying that in en- 
abling acts for the admission of Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, and 
Washington Territories there shall be incorporated a clause allowing 
women to vote for delegates to conventions to form State constitutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of R. Banett and 71 others (33 voters 
and 39 women), citizens of Asotin, Wash., praying for the proposal of 
a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, + 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev- 
erage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a petition of the Bar Association of Wash- 
ington Territory to the Congress of the United States, praying that an 
appropriation be made for the purpose of providing a library for the 
supreme court of the Territory, and that such appropriation be made 
in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill at the pres- 
ent session. 

I have already introduced an amendment to that bill for this pur- 
pose, which I have had referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and I ask that the petition be referred to the same committee, and I 
call the attention of the committee to the reference and ask their atten- 
tion toit. The petition sets forth the fact that such an appropriation 
is necessary. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary if there be no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Thomas M. Murphy and 
65 others (45 voters and 21 women), citizens of Sanborn, Dak., pray 
ing for a submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of 157 citizens of Illinois; a 
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petition of 35 citizeus of Crescent City, Ill. ; a petition of 365 members 
of Embury Methodist Church of Freeport, Ill. ; and æ petition of the 
Turnverein of Peoria, IN., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 1,056 citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented the petition of 720 citizens of Langely, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Hans Johnson and 68 
others (41 voters and 23 women), citizens of Hillsboro, Dak., the peti- 
tion of H. H. Shedd and 300 others (115 voters and 186 women), citizens 
of Ashland, Nebr., and the petition of E. H. Pierce and 114 others (99 
voters and 16 women), citizens of Grafton, Dak., praying for the pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, etc. , 
of alcoholic liquors; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Edmund C. Ingalls and 122 
others (113 voters and 10 women), citizens of Brookfield, Mass., the pe- 
tition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unionof Brookfield, Mass., 
the petition of Samuel Beedle and 48 others (15 voters and 34 women), 
citizens of Hall, Mass., the petition of L. B. Walkley and 122 others 
= voters and 85 women), citizens of Westfield, Mass., the petition of 

‘osiah Cushman and 72 others (23 voters and 50 women), citizens of 
Abington, Mass., the petition of Nelson W. Gardner and 141 others (66 
voters and 76 women), citizens of East Weymouth, Mass., and the peti- 
tion of J. H. Gaylord and 87 others (30 voters and 58 women), citizens of 
East Long Meadow, Mass., praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the mannfacture, importation, exportation, 

rtation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 35 citizens of the State of Ohio, 
a petition agers citizens of = a Ohio, and a annyi — 
of Chardon, Ohio, ying e enactment of a y-rest law; 
which were Barsd te the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also a petition of 208 citizens of Toledo, Ohio, and three 
petitions from citizens of Ironton, Bluffton and Mount Gilead,in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the submission to the States of a prohibitory con- 
stitational amendment; which wero ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian ‘Temperance Union of Mississippi, representing 2,008 mem- 
bers, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. PLUMB. presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Kansas, representing 3,000 members, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of John M. Bloss and 193 others (94 
voters and 100 women), citizens of Topeka, Kans., praying for the pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 

tation, exportation, transporta 
aa pastas Rar Wich was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Woodbine, Kans., and a 
petition of citizens of Lyon County, Kansas, praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of Kansas, praying to 
have incorporated in the law providing for the census of 1890 a pro- 
vision providing for the enumeration of all surviving soldiers and sail- 
ire PLUMB. T present a petition of the house of f 

% present æ petition of the house of representatives o; 
Stee Kaasas Tagine. earns for legislation by act of Congress to 
prevent and punish eombinations of capital known as trusts. As the 
subject-matter is now before the Senate, I move that the petitién lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Rev. S: R. Lyons, pastor, 
representing 250 members of the United Presbyterian congregation of 
Bloomington, Ind., pra; for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial 
Exchange of Philadelphia, praying for the passage of Senate bill 2851, 

of the act regulating interstate commerce, now pending 
before the conference committee having. that bill in charge; whi 
were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Texas, representing 1,000 
members, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
and a petition of citizens of Plumville, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented s memorial of the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, re- 
monstrating against the running of interstate Sunday trains, maul trains, 


tion, and sale of all alcoholic liquors | - 


and against military drills on the Sabbath, signed by 100 citizens of 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions from the Tiff City Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 190, passed by the McDonald County Farmers’ Alliance 
while in session at Pineville, McDonald County, Missonri, January 10, 
1889, urging Congress to legislate more in favor of the farmers and 
laborers and less in favor of the moneyed powers, and urging their 
representatives.in Congress to vote for all bills that will kill all trusts 
and moneyed combinations. As the bill relating to this subject is now 
before the Senate, I move that the resolutions lie on the table; and I 
trust the Senator from Ohio will press that bill to a final conclusion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of 87 citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented petitions of citizens of Boston, Worcester, 
Dedham, Blackstone, and Falmouth, Mass., praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs, Mary T. Duncan, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mili Affairs. to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 550) for the relief of William R. Blakes- 
lee, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing appointment 
of a commission to establish the boundary line between Northern Min- 
nesota and the Canadian provinces, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3483) for the relief of David R. Gregg and William 
F Gregg, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 

itely. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the same report on the bill (S. 2965) for the 
relief of certain settlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming, for the 
reason that the appropriation therein called for was embodied in the 
Indian appropriation bill at the last session. 

The bil was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ialso make the same report on the bill (S. 3318) to 
provide for the revocation of the withdrawal of lands made for the 
benefit of certain railroads, and for other purposes, for the reason that 
the provisions of the bill have all been embodied in a bill which has 
passed the Senate. 

‘The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

INDIAN WAR VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I find on my table this morning Senate Execu- 
tive Document 82, second session Fiftieth Congress, being a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a Senate resolution of 
January 3, 1889, information relative to the service of volunteers in the 
Nez Percé Indian war. This document states that on January 22 it 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Being unable to 
imagine why it should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, I 
looked up the RECORD and I find that it was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations. 
The P ENT pro tempore. The mistake was probably made by 
the printers, 


Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The reference to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations is equally inappropriate, and I desire to call the matter to the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations. The communication 
ref go to the Committee on Military Affairs, to which it properly 

ongs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can be discharged from the farther considera- 
tion of the report, and it will be referred to the Committee on Military 


me a REESE TA en in 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. Py oy oe 

HEARING ON SUNDAY-REST BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to re back favorably, with an amendment, the Senate resolution 
providing for printing the minutes of the hearing before the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor on the Sundsy-rest. bill, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to. consider the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. BLarm January 25, 1889: 


Resolved, That there be printed of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 43, be- 
ing minutes of the h before the Committee om Education and Labor upon 
the Sunday-rest bill, copies for the use of the Senate, 
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The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, before 
the word copies, to strike out *‘ 50,000” and insert ‘‘ 8,300.” 

The amerdment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to state, with reference to the amend- 
ment just agreed to, that that is the limit of the power of the Senate 
under the Jaw to print under the resolution. The cost of reprinting the 
hearing will be $60 per thousand, and the extent of the $500 limit, 
therefore, will be 8,300 copies. 

I understand there is an immense demand from many quarters for 
the publication of this document, but if a greater number is needed it 
must be done by the concurrent act of the two Houses of Congress un- 
der the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

GEORGIA NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 

Mr. WILSON, of iowa. I am directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3786) to change the date for 
the commencement of the March terms of the district court for the 
northern district of Georgia, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, and as I presume there will be no objection to the bill I ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

eded to consider the bill. It provides that hereafter the regular 
terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia, now held 
on the first Monday in March, shall commence on the second Monday 
in March of each year, 

Mr. BROWN. Is that reported by the committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported favorably from the 
Committee on the Judiciary this morning. 

Mr, BROWN. It is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer an amendment intended to be peas tothe 
pension appropriation bill I understand that the bill passed the 
Senate, but that a motion to reconsider is 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. DOLPH. Upon the supposition that the motion to reconsider 
will prevail, I present an amendment which I ask to have read, as it 
is very brief, and lie on the table. I do not ask to have it printed at 
this time for fear that it may not be here when the bill is considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to insert the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

ind A 
setae emer aes sare ce ts Seve os pias nee 
ee payment within the meaning of section 4765 of the Revised 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table. 
sont HARRIS, I acs Fang to a the woe Iga which 

pension appropria: was the purpose ering, 
I think, precisely the same amendment that the Senator from Oregon 
has and when we reach concurrent and other resolutions I 
shall briefly explain what I conceive to be the necessity for it. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3881) for the relief of Susannah 
P. Swope; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Clai 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3882) to grant to the 
State of Arkansas the coal underlying the bed of the Arkansas River 
within said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 131) gi 
sent of the United States to the erection of a bridge across the 
River, at Topeka, Kans, ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 132) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to purchase a suitable site for testing heavy 
ordnance and making experiments in ; Which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
him to the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production; which was ordered to be pri 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be 
pees to the general fF pamen Cin E which was referred 

e Commi on wii e accom: i 
pers, nieve kept ete Se 
JOHN A. DOYLE. 

Mr. CAMERON. Some time since the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] reported adversely the bill (S. 2596) to increase the 
pension of John A. Doyle, and it was indefinitely postponed. I move 


The question iS on agreeing to the 


con- 


that the vote be reconsidered, and that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions with the additional papers I now present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection (the period 
within which a reconsideration can be moved having passed), the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and the 
bill will be committed with the accompanying testimony to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN GEORGIA, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties 
from the southern judicial district to the northern district in the State 
of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said State into two, 
to be known as the western and eastern divisions of said district, and 
for other purposes, I wish simply to enter a motion to reconsider so 
that the allegations in certain telegrams received by me may be exam- 
ined. Ihave sent the telegrams to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epmunps], and I simply want the bill held here so that the allegations 
may be first examined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Ohio moves to re- 
consider the vote by which Hovse bill 3312 was passed by the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to the motion being en- 
tered, of course, but it will have to be supplemented by a request to 
have the bill returned from the House of Representatives inasmuch as 
it has been communicated to the other House. 3 

I will state further that I have no doubt the parties who have com- 
municated with the Senator from Ohio are under a misapprehension as 
to the action of the Senate. I think the Senate has done precisely 
what those parties desired to have done, but they have been misled 
doubtless by the announcement in the press telegrams of House bill 
3312 having been passed without being aware that the Senate substi- 
tuted its own bill for the text of the House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know nothing about the merits. Certain tele- 
grams came to me which I referred to the Senator from Vermont as 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee. All I desire is to have the bill 
held here until the matter can be looked into. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senatorstate from whom the telegrams are, 


or are they private? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. I sent the telegrams to the Senator 


from Vermont, and J do not have them before me. I know they are 
from lawyers and others. 

Mr. BROWN. I will state that I know of no opposition whatever 
to the bill in the shape in which it was by the Senate. There 
was opposition to it in the shape in which it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, but as amended and passed by the Senate as far as I know 
the judge and officers of the court and the people of the district to be 
ROER by it, together with all the representatives here, are satisfied 

th it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It may be all right. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that matter was very 
carefully considered by the Judiciary Committee. Of course any sug- 
gestion as to a change of the political relations of certain districts is 
one which they would be very careful to scrutinize. They were satis- 
fied, I believe unanimously, with the bill as it has passed. I saw the 

sent to the Senator from Ohio, and I think it is proper that 
the matter should be looked at again, though I agree with the Senator 
from Geo that probably there is no objection now to the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave no doubt that the telegrams were scnb under 


a misapprehension. 

Mr. HERMAN, Having entered a motion to reconsider, I wish to 
superadd the ordinary motion requesting the House of Representatives 
to return the bill to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives was asked on the bill and amendment. If there be no ob- 
iection, the order for a conference will be reconsidered, and the order 
appointing the conferees will be reconsidered, and the motion will be 
nee by a request to the House of Representatives to return 

e bi 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt it will prove sati , and 
probably an explanation will show that the amendment of the Senate 
will answer the 


purpose. 

Mr. BROWN. I donot think there is any serious misapprehension 
about this matter, though it may be a misapprehension controlling for 
the time. There are only three counties taken from one of the dis- 
tricts and put in the other by the bill, and I am satisfied that the bill 
gives general sati ion there as it now stands. However, I can not 
resist the motion under the circumstances. 


PRINTING OF SENATE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. TURPIE. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies additional of House bill 9051, with the amendment 
as the samo the Senate, be published for the use of the Senate. 

There are a tm: uiries for what is commonly known as the 
Senate tariff bil, The copa of the bill which was originally re: 
by the committee and Jaid on our deska is very inaccurate, and it is 
very unsatisfactory to annotate upon it the numerous amendments 
which have been passed. Some of the amendments embrace entire sec- 


f 
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tions of the bill -and others are pram ones. I think the country 
ought to have the ordinary method of being acquainted with the ulti- 
mate provisions of the bill as passed by this body. 

Mr. DAWES. How many copies is it proposed to print? 
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Motions to print additional copies 
under the rule must be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TURPIE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is so referred. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. On Friday last I entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the pension appropriation bill was passed on that day. 
I will state my reason for entering the motion. 

A few days ago a constituent of mine sent me the following draft, 
dated at Knoxville, Tenn., March 12, 1888, upon the assistant treas- 
urer at New York: 

Pay to the order of Joseph Cooper $36. 3 

This draft was mailed to the pensioner at his address in Carroll 
County, Tennessee, was received by him and held by him until his 
death, some weeks afterwards, leaving the draft without indorsement, 
not having been paid or negotiated. 

My correspondent requested me to see the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury and ascertain why the draft could not be ere On calling 
upon the Third Auditor I learned that the general law was so con- 
strued by the accounting officers of the Treasury as that drafts issued 
for accrued pension and mailed to the pensioner, if not indorsed and 
negotiated before his dezth, can not be paid unless it can be shown by 
affidavit that the pensioner had died destitute of the means to take 
care of him in his last sickness and to bury him. Nosuch affidavitcan 
be made in this case. I also understand, in conference with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, that in a number of similar cases 
private bills have been introduced and through both Houses of 
Congress, as they certainly ought to have been, unless the construction 
of the general Jaw or the general law itself can be so changed that drafts 
like these shall be paid when presented at the Treasury. 

The Third Auditor of the Treasury furnished me the form of an 
amendment to come in on page 2 of the pension appropriation bill. I, 
therefore, ask that the vote by which the bill was passed, and the vote 
by which it was ordered to a third reading, be reconsidered, and I shall 
then offer the amendment that I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill (H. R. 
11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes, was passed, and the vote by which it was or- 
dered to a third reading, will be reconsidered, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none. The bill is now in the Senate and open to 
amendment. The Senator from Tennessee proposes an amendment, 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 of page 2,after the word ‘‘separately,’’ 
it is proposed to add: 

, That a check orchi draw: a pension ntin = 
Ping f irera Ap tanpa e by him to the ethos of the pensioner “it 


constitute payment within the meaning of section 4765 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


Mr. PLUMB. Would it not be still further in the line of the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Tennessee to say that whatever pension re- 
mains dae and unpaid according to the terms of the certificate of pen- 
sion shall also be paid ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Up to the death of the pensioner? 

Mr. PLUMB. Up to the death of the pensioner; that it shall also 
be paid. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know whether this amendment would go 
that far or not, but I see no impropriety in carrying it to that extent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that the bill go over for the time being with 
a view to having this very important matter settled. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest the same thing. The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who had charge of the bill, is absent. He 
reported it, and it was passed under his management. 

Mtr. HARRIS. I have no objection to its lying over until the Sen- 
ator from Iowa returns, 

Mr. HALE, Let it lie on the table until his return, and it can be 
examined. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee being pending, the bill and amend- 
ment will be informally passed over. 

Mr. DOLPH. In connection with the amendment proposed to the 
pension appropriation bill I ask to have printed in the RECORD a mem- 
orandum by the Second Comptroller of the Treasury covering the ground 
and showing the necessity for the amendment and the various rulings 
upon the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that if we adopt 
the amendment suggested it covers and cures the evil. I have read 
the pamphlet. It comprises several It seems to me it is quite 
unnecessary that it should go into the RD. The evil will be ef- 
fectually cured by the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not so certain that the amendment is just what 
it should be. It seems that there was a request made that action on 


the bill should go over until to-morrow thatit might be examined, and 
I thought it entirely appropriate, inasmuch as this memorandum con- 
tains decisions made by the Secretary of the Interior and by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy on the same subject, and by the Department of Justice, 
thatit should be printed so that it might be before the Senate to-mor- 
row. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. It isa very unnecessary incumbrance of the RECORD, 
as I think, but I shall not interpose an absolute objection. I suggest 
to the Senator that it is wholly unnecessary to print it in the RECORD. 

Mr. DOLPH. It may be in the opinion of the Senator. I, however, 
think it is a very proper thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be ordered printed 
in the RECORD if there be noobjection. The Chair hears none. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

WHAT CONSTITUTES PAYMENT OF A PENSION CHECK—MEMORANDUM, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
August 22, 1888, 

Section 4765 of the Revised Statutes provides that upon the receipt of the pro 
voucher of a pensioner and upon his identification, the pension agent receiv: ing 
such voucher “shall immediately draw his check on the proper assistant treas- 
urer or designated depositary of the United States for the amount due such pen- 
sgh Gee to his order, and transmit the same by mail directed to the ad- 
dress of the pensioner entitled thereto; but any pensioner may be required, if 
Sone) proper by, the Commissioner of Pensions, to appear personally and re- 
ceive pension, 

Comptroller Maynard held, on April 5, 1887, (1) that if the pensioner dies before 
the agent has executed and mailed to him a check for Me puytnent: there has 
been no payment of the accrued pension ; p but where the check has been trans- 
mitted by the agent to the pensioner and received by him in his lifetime, the 

yment has become complete, and the subsequent death of the pensioner, either 

fore or after indorsing the check, will not defeat such yaymsoe; (8) where the 
check has been mailed by the agent to the pensioner in his lifetime, but wasnot 
received by him, there has been no payment to the pensioner, 

On April 16, 1887, the Attorney-General, at the uest of the Secretary of the 
Interior of date April 12, 1887, gave an opinion on the same point. The conclu- 
sion of the Department of Justice is “ that the receipt of a check bya pensioner, 
which he has only indorsed, but which has not been transferred mi traag in his 
lifetime, is not a payment, but is only one step in the process of payment.” 

The importance and bearing of this question are wn in the communica- 
tion of the Commissioner of Pensions of April 11, 1887, upon which the inquiry 
of the Secre! of the Interior of April 12 is based, namely: * Whether or not, 
under the provisions of section 4718 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
where a check has been transferred by a pension agent through the mailstoa 
spe ra and received by him, and thereafter, whether the pensioner dies 

ving indorsed and not negotiated the check, or dies without having indorsed 
the check but having the same in his Pope ager payment is so completed, and 
title to the amount called for by the check so Soei in the pensioner, that the 
check can properly be considered part of the assets of the decedent, and as such 
assets collected by his legal representatives and the be subject to the 
payment of the debts of the deceased.” If it were a payment, his estate is 
entitled to the amountthereof; if it werenot a payment, then it was an accrued 
pasho, and as such, under the provisions of section 4718, payment thereof is 

be made to the widow or children of the deceased,or if no widow or children, 
then the amount is to be used to reimburse such ns as bore the expenses 
of eee sickness and burial of the deceased, if he left no sufficient assets to 
meet the same. 

The latest decision of the Secretary of the Interior on this point to which my 
attention has been called was that of aay Chandler, who held, March 18, 
1876, that where the check was drawn and ed to the pensioner’s address the 
provision ot law was fully complied with. It will beseen upon comparing these 
three views that the broadest was the first, that of Secretary Chandler, and the 
least extended the Jast, that of the Attorney-General. 

If the term “check,” as appears in section 4765 of the Revised Statutes, is to be 
taken in its strict commercial sense, as applied in the laws of business and as 
found in the decisions of the courts, the weight of authority, as shown e 
Attorney-General, is in favor of holding that until a check has been cashed there 
isnopayment. I think, however, that not only the wordsof section 4765, but 
the necessities of Government business, give a | and peculiar meaning 
to the word “‘check." _ It isseen to be a draft by the ion agent on the proper 
assistant treasurer or er ime depositary of the United oer] it is, in other 
words, an order by one o r of the Government, to whose credit public funds 
have been placed in the hands of some other officer or depositary of the Govern- 
ment, to pay to a pensioner a sum of money as directed by the Pension Office, 

The nature of the instrument seems much higher than the ordinary check of 
commerce. If A B draw his check to the order of C D upon E, a banker or bank- 
ing institution, there is no possible guaranty that A B funds in E’s hands 
standing to his credit, and therefore it would seem entirely reasonable to hold 
that until the check been cashed there has been no payment; “that the 
check is merely evidence of a debt due from the drawer " (Taylor vs. Williams. 
1l Mete., 44); but it seems inconsistent with our idea of the Goverment’s credit 
to hold that the check of a pension agent upon a United States assistant treas- 
urer or designated de; tary, direct him to pay a pensioner or other cred- 
itor of the United Si who has, by ing his voucher and identifying him- 
self, fulfilled the a to the receipt of such check, carries no guaranty 
of funds to meetits payment. 

The last words of section 4765, ‘‘ butany pensioner may be required, if Fay EP 
proper by the Commissioner of Pensions, to appear P aerigeswpead and receive 

nsion,’’ show that the legislature intended more onemode of payment, 

f the pensioner thusrequired ne syne in person, when is payment to him com- 
plete; when does he ‘receive his pension?” The custom of the pension agents 
and the pension regulations based upon interpretations of the statutes that 
clearly point that way require that even in this case payment be made by check. 
It might be argued with very considerable force the words “receive his 
pension ” show that paymentis complete u the pensioner appearing in pe 
son and rovi his pension check from the agent, and that, if that were true 
as to a pension check received in person, it should be equally true as to a check 
received by the other designated method, $. e., by mail, and therefore payment 
is complete upon the receipt of the check by whichever mode the pensioner 
obtains it. I, however, believe that it is not necessary to go to that length, but 
that one other formality is necessary to complete Boon st indorsement by 
the oner of the check; this indorsement effecting two purposes, the fur- 
annis ofa —— or additional receipt to the agent and the rendering of the 


e. 

To avoid the inconvenience to the vast majority uf pensioners that would 
arise if they must report in person to obtain their money, the payment by check 
is directed by the statutes. But that Co: intended to embarrass —— 
ers b; theater obstacles in the way of a simple and early realizing of the bene- 
fits of the check I find nowhere apparent in the statutes, 
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Some form of receipt to show that the proper person has received the check 
mailed by the pension agent is, however, necessary and proper, and the simplest 


that can be conceived is the indorsement of his name upon the check by the 
pensioner. Following the ordinary rules An tiable instruments, 
such indorsement may be in blank or limited. Under rules a blank in- 
dorsement authorizes payment to any holder of the instrument, such being 
equivalent to the holding of a check made payable to bearer, which “may be 
transferred like currency by mere delivery.” Once the blank indorsement is 
affixed the instrument is perfected and may pass from hand to hand without 
further indorsement. 

There are about 450,000 pensioners, to whom 1,800,000 pension checks are is- 
sued in the course of a year. It would seem a hardship ae the pensioners if 
the Government were to surround these pension checks with all the formalities 
of the check known to the law of negotiable instruments, and this appears when 
we consider what are some of these formalities. For a clearer differentiation 
I will use the terms “‘ business checks ™ and “ pension checks.” Business checks 
oly porosi to be drawn upona deposit. ‘It is not the fact that the order is 
actually drawn on a deposit, but the fact that it purports to be so drawn, which 
constitutes ita check; and itis more accurate to say thatitis upon its face a draft 
upon a deposit. To hold otherwise would authorize the construction of a writ- 
ten contract by the light of an extraneous fact of which the holder had no no- 
ead 2 Dan’! Neg’ ble Inst., 2d ed., sec. 1569; Champion vs. Gorman, 70 Penn. 

t. 

The payee of a business check is bound to see that it is drawn on funds; he 
is tied down by the rule of diligence that, to preserve recourse inst the 
drawer he must present the check for payment at any time before the close of 
banking hours on the next day. (2 Dan’l, sec. 1590.) 

As against the drawer the indorsce or assignee of a business check has no ex- 
tension of time within which to present his check; and the opportunity of ren- 
dering the drawer’s liability absolute in the event of the failure of the bank 
ended when the payee failed to present for payment before the closing of bank- 
ing hours on the next day. (2 Dan’l, sec. 135) 

hen in the hands of either the payee or the indorsee an unpaid check can 
not be used as evidence of the drawer’s debt until payment has been refused 
by the bank. (2 Dan’l, sec. 1646.) 

One reason for these stringent rules for ponen is that the custom of 
merchants has found by experience that the liability of each party to the in- 
strument should become conclusively fixed within a certain time; in fact, time 
is of the essence of the contract that is embodied in the check itself and of the 
various contracts incidental to the transfer by indorsement, But the Govern- 
ment gains nothing by establishing strict rules of time limiting the general 
efficiency of the pension check and rendering ignorant pensioners liable to all 
sorts of annoyance, 

The principal object or purpose of checks is to enable the holder to demand 
and receive immediately the amount called for. Negotiability in its full sense 

therefore, not for their essence, but an optional quality, (2 Dan'l, sec. 1651; 

ohawk Bank vs. Broderick, 10 Wend., 304.) 

Should the "optional quality’ existin the pension check? Is it not most de- 
sirable that its negotiable qualities should be of the most extended character? 

The whole question of time within which a pension check should be presented 
is involved in section 306, Revised Statutes. At the end of each fiscal year all 
amounts of moneys represented by certificates, drafts, or checks, issued by the 
Treasurer, or by any disbursing officer upon the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer, or designa! depositary, or bank designated as depositary, which shall 
be represented on the books of any such office as standin z to the credit of such 
officer, and which were issued to facilitate the payment of warrants or for me 4 
other purpose in liquidation of a debt due from the United States, and whic! 
shall have been outstanding for over three years, shall be covered into the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the payee, and is payable at any time thereafter upon de- 
mand. The statute eliminatesall the essence of a business check by giving noth- 
ing short of three years as the time for presentment of a pension check, 

am clearly of the opinion that these qualifications of the business check 
should form no part of the pension check. No one can possibly claim that the 
Government credit isso unstable that such rules of law should be made to ap- 
ply to the drafts issued by its officers in payment of its debts or self-imposed 
obligations. Hence, if these attributes of business checks are wanting in pen- 
sion checks, are the rules covering the former to be so applied to the latter as 
to create embarrassment in such free use by the pensioner of his check as to 
get the greatest and most immediate benefit therefrom? If section 4765 is silent 
as to the element of time in pension checks, and section 306 gives a rule of time 
wholly ropogos to that pertaining to business checks, w possible justifi- 
eation is there for applying the law merchant? 

The 1,800,000 pa on checks are in payment of not less than $80,000,000 worth 
of pension claims, and are of great convenience in many localities as a factor 
of exchange. Such an use should not be limited by applying the strict rules of 
common law that pertain to busines schecks. Section 3645 of the Revised Stat- 
utes is intended to prevent by regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
use of Government drafts as a paper currency ; but there is nothing in the sec- 
tion or in the regulations thereunder that materially qualifies the limit of time 
set by section 306, 

The only reason for not paying these pensions in Treas notes or by pen- 
sion checks payable to bearer is the natural fear that others than the pensioner 
might get hold of the remittance, to the pensioner’s great detriment. Were 
these pension checks payable “to bearer,” would there be any question of pay- 
ment upon their receipt by the payee? But an indorsementin blank by the 
payee makes the instrument transferable by delivery as though the instrument 
were payable to bearer, and the assignment by mere delivery accords with the 
custom of merchants. Should there be any question of the completeness of the 
payment? The payee has received the check, and appropriated it to his use by 
affixing his signature, thus—and until he erases hissignature—making the check 
forthwith negotiable, with no other formality than that of transfer, 

The nature of these Government instruments has received few interpretations 
by the Supreme Court. 

In First National Bank of Washington vs. Whitman (94 U.S., 343), action was 
brought against the bank to recover the amount of a check drawn by Mr. Spin- 
ner, the Treasurer of the United States, on the bank as a designated depositary, 
payable to Mrs, E.S. Kimbro, being a draft on a war warrant issued on the req- 
uisition of a headof Department. Mrs. Kimbro's name was indorsed without 
her authority. The court ns by stating that Government funds deposited 
by the Treasurer in a national bank are treated by the Government, for pur- 
pose of keeping accounts, asin the Treasurer's own charge and custody; ‘‘ that 
they are charged to him, and that payments made are credited to him, and that 
he is chargeable precisely as if the funds had been in his own office, and that 
he had no power to make the check in question.” ‘‘We may, therefore, sim- 
plify the case by eliminating from its consideration all reference to the United 
States, and consider the transaction as between Mr. Spinner, as an individual, 
and the bank, as his depositary, and Mrs. Kimbro, as the payee of this check.” 
The court then proce to follow the undoubted rule of law as laid down by 
the Attorney-General, and to hold that until the check was accepted by the 
Sawne: the bank, the payee could maintain no actjon on the check against the 

wee. 

At the outset I find a clear distinction between the case cited and the case 
at bar. The case cited involves the payment by the Treasurer, an officer in 
whom is reposed the power to pay demands upon the Treasury in cash, if he so 
pleases, but who for his own convenience chooses to deposit some of the money 


intrusted to him in some banking institution, and draws against it by check. 
His relations with the bank are, therefore, purely personal, and the United 
States is eliminated from consideration, as the court says. The Government 
ves the Treasurer so much money with which to pay certain claims, and so 
ong as he pays them it is immaterial to the Government whether he pays in 
cash over the counter of his office, or by check againsta deposit of some of that 
cash in an outside bank, the latter proceeding being authorized. 
But the case of the pension agent is different. No money is intrusted to his 


care. He can not pay in cash, howsoever much he might desire so todo. He~ 


is informed that a certain amount of money is deposited to his order at a sub- 
treasury or some designated depository,against which he may draw pension 
checks. The funds are with the assistant treasurer or the designated deposi- 
tary, and to make the principle of the case in the 94 U. S. apply to the present 
case,we must imagine the pension check to be presented to the assistant treas- 
urer, who, instead of cashing it, gives the pensioner his check on some desig- 
nated depositary. But the statutes clearly do not contemplate such a course; 
the pensioner is to “receive his pension” by means of the pension check, an 

not by orders or requisitions upon the stant treasurer calling fur further 


checks, 

The Attorney-General in his opinion cites, in addition to the case of First Na- 
tional Bank vs, Whitman, various other decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court in support of his ition thatthere can be no payment by a pension check 
until it has been cashed. The Attorney-General states: 

“A check, then, until presented, accepted, or marked good by the drawee, is 
only a personal obligation of the drawer. ‘When the United States by its au- 
thorized officer becomes a party to negotiable paper, they have all the rights 
and incur all the responsibility of individuals who are ties to such instru- 
ments. I know of no difference, except that the United States can not be sued,’ 

ag I a pene Metropolis, 15 Peters, 392; and United States vs. Stato 

nk, . 8., 30.) 

But the Attorney-General does not state the qualifications and restrictions 
‘ von this statement of law made by the court in the later case of the Floyd 
acceptances (7 Wall., 666, at page 679). Inexplaining the Bank of the Metropo- 
lis ease, Mr. Justice Miller says: 

“ The opinion of the court, after ape, 4 the facts, opens with the declaration 
that ‘when the United States, by its authorized officer, becomes a arty to ne- 
sonnia paper, they have all the rights and incur all the responsibilities of in- 

ividuals who are parties to such instrument.’ And further on it issaid that ‘an 
unconditional acceptance was tendered to it (the bank) for discount, * * * 
all it had to look to was the genuineness of the acceptance and the authority of 
the officer to give it.’ Ifthis language has any significance, itis thatthe author- 
ity of the officer, like the genuineness of the signature, isalways to be inquired 
into at oe peril of the party taking an acceptance purporting to bind the Gov- 
ernmen 

Clearly the Supreme Court in this latter case intended to limit the rule laid 
down in the Bank of the Metropolis case. Further, it is to be seen that both 
cases treat of the liability of the Government. and the nature of the instrument 
itself, when Government officers undertake to bind the Government by Goy- 
ernment paper, the nature of which is known to the law merchant, but is not 
authorized by the statutes of the United States, a point in no way involved in 
the present case. 

In the case of Bank of the Republic vs. Millard (10 Wall., 152), Millard, an offi- 
cer in the mili service of the United States, was, on leaving the service, 
paid his arrears of pay by an Army paymaster’s check, issued upon the Bank 
of the Republic, a depositary of public moneys. The bank paid the check once 
on a forgery of Millard’s name. Afterwards Millard obtained the check and 
demanded payment. The court held that the bank was justified in refusing 
payment in the absence of proof that the check was accepted by the bank or 
cha against the drawer. 

It is plain that the court could not have held otherwise. Whateverthe nature 
of the check, it was paid through a fraud on the bank, for which the bank was in 
no way responsible. The ruling of the court in the Floyd Acceptances might 
have been repeated, that all that was necessary for the bank to inquire into was 
the authority of the officer to draw the check and the genuineness of his signa- 
ture, both of which were clearly proved in this case. 

The latest case cited by the Attorney-General is United States vs. State Bank 
(96 U. S., 30), which holds, in the words of the court: 

“But surely it ought to uire neither argument nor authority to support 
the proposition that, where the money or property of an innocent person has 
gone into the coffers of the nation by means of fraud to which its agent was a 
party, such money or property can not be held by the United States against the 
claim of the wronged and injured party.” 

There can be no question as to the correctness of this decision, but I am un- 
able to discern its pertinency to the case at bar, 

The case of First National Bank vs, Whitman (94 U.S.) was decided in 1876, 
The nature of the instrument therein involved was sum d of as 
before shown. Two years before, in 1874, the Supreme Court, in Vermilye vs. 
Adams Express Company (21 Wall.,138),recognizesthe peculiar quality of Govern- 
ment paper, which I haye endeavored to poio out when distinguishing between 
pension checks and business checks on the ground that the former are drawn 
against the empreg able credit of the Government, thus eliminating entirely 
the dovbt surroun 
funds. The court holds that after maturity the purchaser takes United States 
notes that have acertain time torun, subject to the rights of antecedent holders, 
to the same extent as in other onored commercial paper. 

“The very fact that when one of its [the United States] notes is due the money 
can certainly be had for it, if payable in money, should be a warning to the pure 
chaser of such obligation after its maturity to look to the source from which 
comes, and to be cautious in i paying for it.” As a converse of this proposition, 
is it not equally true that “the very fact when one of its notes is due the 
money can certainly be had for it” should relieve the holder from rules of law 
framed by the custom of merchants and based upon the experience of the busi- 
ness world that business checks were not always drawn against funds? The 
fact of the certainty of payment can not be allowed to work an inconsistency. 
If it be materialin putting upon his guard the holder of Government paper that 
has a certain time to run, it must be held material in respect to paper that has 
no definite time to control its payment, and the efficiency of which would be 
hampered were rules applied which grew out of the fact of the uncertainty of 
payment of business checks. 

t the trial of this case in the court below (10 Blatchford, 280) Blatchford, J.. 
ban ee the same view, relying upon the solidity of the Government's 
credit: 

‘With the known usage of the Government to pay its obligations at maturity, 
and the loss of interest, and the rejection of the privilege of conversion, all of 
which facts were og Se to Vermilye & Co. by inspection of the notes, there 
is every reason for holding them to the rule that they took nothing but the 
actual right and title of their vendor.” 

Iam therefore of the opinion that upon the receipt and indorsement in blank 
by a pensioner, payment by the Government is consummated, and that such 
check, with its blank indorsement, may pass freely from hand to hand, Fur- 
thermore, ifthe pensioner, after having made a limited indorsement of this check 
to some individual, but without assignment thereof to the indorsee, retains itin 
his possession and dies, the indorsee has no title in the instrument, because 
never delivered to him, and the representatives of the decedent have the same 
right to strike the name of the indorsee from the back of the check, and leaye 


ing the latter, that possibly the check is drawn against no. 
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his lifetime, for so a 


the pensioner in 
check remains in his possession he may do with it as ; if upon 
his dea it be found okher with abian Pndorsemeni oran indaraemaent to samo upon signed by 


nm, opara the pensioner has been com; heha done 
ire check that was necessary to make it Seneca pema ebe 
sec. 265; Proen ae AARIN 604.) 
With all due respect Tiesto bliged to dissent mt from— 
ase o 
1. The ruli ra Secretary of the Interior, that mailing of the check is 


2. The ruling of Compiroller Maynard, that snalin soteer gape bo 
are enough, in thatone more act—an indorsement by the pensioner—is requisite 


DnS: plane check known to the law of 
E ELA agents, rules 1 and 
3 of Com: ‘s memorandum of April 5, 1887, will be followed, and 


rule 2, as wn, Will be so far modified as my views above stated de- 
mand, 


joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 


A bill H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias J. Kenaday; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff; 

A dill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bin (i R. 6314) increasing the pension of Lyman D. ‘Green; 

A bill (H. R.:6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 

A bil {HL E 8406) fo authocio> the Secretary of the Interior toplace 
the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll; 

A bill H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 9110) granting a ion to Martha J. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a | to W. B. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a to Otho G. Hendrix; 

A bill a Mees nacre aac ts Wibaerere 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension te William Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 10951 Gaerne ee pension to Mary Van Olnhausen; 

A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 

pe b= ogee T Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
8. Jewell; 

A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to Elisha C. Paschal; 

4 bill Gt R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 
formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a to Henry V. Bass 

A bill (H. © seine AS Se cae of James H. Toly on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs; 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen; ; and 


se bill ‘E. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong; 
Aae 2623) granting an increase of: to James Patterson; 
A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 
A bill (S. 3249) granting a pension to Zo. S. Cook; 
A Dill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester; and 
A bill (S..3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger. 
‘The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
A bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of.fohn A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; and 
‘A bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of a light-ship with a fog- 
signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of 


the Senate: 

A bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers and sailors in the United States serv- 
ice who have lost both hands an increased pension; and 

A bill (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a-concur- 
rent resolution for the printing of 10,500 copies of the tes- 
timony, documents, and consular reports submitted to the select com- 


mittee to inquire into the importation of contract laborers, paupers, 
etc. ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 
‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House hadsigned 


= of Columbia to permit the temporary occupation and 


the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
the President pro 

A bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland; 

A bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of sea~ 
men of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a home for certain persons discharged 
fromthe United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5870) to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful 
knowing of any female under the age of sixteen years; 

aa R. 6783) i plate tes pad ek Jok A EN n Ss dee 
sion- 

A bill (HL. R. 11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District 

crossing of certain 
streets in the city of W: and Districtof Columbia by the tracks 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the demands of 
rene ag mega incident to the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th of 
? 

A bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of interna- 
tional money-orders from fifty to one hundred dollars 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invitation of the Im- 
perial German Government to the Government of the United States to 
become a party to the International Geodetic Association. 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CHANDLER on the 25th instant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ap be instructed to make in- 
Seems epee 


lowance of such claims; and aioe to inquire and whether 
and improper facilities have recently been allo in the office of the Fourth 
Auditor of the Treasury to attorneys i i 
training-ship and assert Cesdirw nie babi 
The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
not being in his seat, the resolution will lie over informally until he 
comes in, retaining its place. 
PRINTING OF SUNDAY-REST HEARING. 
Mr. MANDERSON., [offer the following concurrent resolution and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved venga he He 4 
nee n a a a Thatthere 
Document No 45, 43, Paiak Congress, second session, being the before 
the Committee on Education and Labor on Senate bil? 2983, known as pees 
me vb bill, of which 10,000 — shall be for the use of the Senate, 


20,000 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use of the 
Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business? 
If there be none, the Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, the Sen- 
ator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 11879. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11879) making 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the Unite United tates for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me fora 
moment that I may ask the Senate to considera bill for a bridge gpross 
the Missouri River, which it is important should be as soon as 
possible and which will cause no debate; if it does I shall not press it. 
It is Senate bill No. 3663. 

Mr. HALE. If it will occasion no debate I shall yield. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order may be informally laid aside and 
the bill (S. 3563) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, 
and Platte County, in the State of Missouri, taken up. 

By unanimous consent, Sep onnie ae: Se, Sindt Ot: Eee Wenaies 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is one word that ought to be changed. 
On page 5 of the bill, line 17, after the word ‘‘be,’’ I move to insert 
the words ‘‘commenced or;’’ so as to read: 

And until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, ete. 

I presume there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF. CLERK. On 
proposed to insert ‘‘ commen 

And until id bridge appro the Seere” 
tary of War a rece ee oa g Y g teat ee or built, ete pod 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL rose. 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on with the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must the indulgence of the Senator from 
Maine for a moment. Order of Business 2116, Senate bill 3146, is abill 
prar similar to the one just passed for the erection of abridge near 

City, and it is very important that it should be passed in order 
that the House of Representatives may have time to act upon it. It 
will consume no time. Itis the same kind of a bill and reported from 
the committee favorably. I hope the Senator will consent to let that 
be passed, and then he can proceed with his bill. 


5, line 17, after the word be,” it is 
or;’’ so as to read: 


Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of going on with the ap tion 
bill and ers it out of the way. But I will once more yield. 
The P ING OFFICER (Mr. DoLrH in the chair). Is there 


objection to a present consideration of the bill moved by the Senator 
from Missouri? 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 3146) ‘authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Missouri Kiver at or near Kansas City, Kans., and 
not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge 
at Kansas City, Mo. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the words ‘‘county 
of,” tostrike out ‘‘ Platt” and insert ‘‘ Platte;’’ so as to read: 

And a point inthe county of Platte, Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in line 1, section 3, before the word ‘“‘ said,” 
to strike out ‘if’? and insert * the; ™ so as to read: 

Sec, 3. That the said bridge shall be Dai with unbroken and continuous 
spans, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 17, before the word 
t built,” to insert ‘‘ commenced or;’’ so as to 

And until the said plan and location of the and the Sec- 
retary of War the ee ee shall not be nf tn brido and approved = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to the word ‘‘and”’ in line 16, page4. Itshould 
evidently be ‘‘ are,’’ and will be so corrected to read: 

And until said plan and location of the bridge are approved, 

Instead of ‘‘and approved.” Th» correetion will be made if there 
be no objection. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to insert 
as a new section. 


Sxc.6, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction er pare, 2d 
eed within one year and completed within 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to change the number of section 6 to 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read thë 
third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the army nurses bill was reported 
almosta yearago, and has been a matter of frequent conference between 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and myself. He has pre- 

a substitute which, with some trifling alterations that I have 
suggested, I think is quite as good as the original bill. I wish to ask 
the Senator from Maine to give way for its consideration, it being the 
understanding that if any debate shall arise it may be laid aside, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. On the agreement that it shall take no time, and then 
I shall try to go on with the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (8. 
373) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses, etc. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill willbe read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill has already been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be read again for information. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill has been read, and I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for it, moving it as an amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the original bill. It may 
be better than the substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Soe yl Samy ies ODES ‘The proposed substitute will now be 


The Secretary read as See 
That all women nurses during 
were ved by Miss D. L. Dix, “ 
autho nts, or specially Pe 
proper D; Tatio’ tates peat who rendered six months’ service as such, 
or who, ab abode to the ne compia ion of such term of service, were disabled in such 
service and arged by reason of such disability, shall be granted 
life me ne rate of $25 per month from the passage of this act, 
aring rules and regulations as may be preseribed by the Secretary 


That such women nurses as are now nhac fey. pensions under special 
or general laws at a less rate than $25 per month. may be entitied to the 
benefits act, may, on proper application to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, receive the said sum of $25 per month. 

Bees} 3. No Sore A opea or allowance shall be paid to, received, ve 

pe gegen Bea t, attorney, or other person instrumental in the prosecuti: 
of any claim Seay aon, under “this act. And it shal} be the duty of the Inte: 
rior and War Departments to render all proper aid to applicants. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have my friend from New 
Hampshire explain to the Senate the principle on which this bill rests, 
making a distinction in favor of female nurses as against male nurses, 
and as it respects the putting of these Jady nurses on the pension-roll, 
Some of them, I have no doubt, are just as well entitled to pensionsas 
are thousands of soldiers who fought all the time or who came home 
and have as yet no pensions. I dare say there may be some good ground 
for it, but I confess I do not quite understand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am not in a situation to debate this 
bill, because I only have the opportunity of thus getting it before the 
Senate; but the Senate will remember a great many efforts during the 
previous session, and Iam sure the Senate understands the general 
ground on which these few old women are to be pensioned. There are 
searcely any of them, and I do not know of any, who are not really 
dependent, and all of them are getting to be quite old. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] is not apt to err in the line of improp- 
erly loading up the pension-roll of the United States with cases which 
are not meritorious, and after considerable conference this substitute 
for the bill has been te by him, and I am exceedingly anxious 
to have it aponda of now if possible. Otherwise weshall get no action 
during the present Congress. It covers not many cases, as I under- 
stand only a few hundred, and they are cases of great need. Ido not 
know of any who are able to get along without this aid. They are re- 
quired te have rendered six months’ service and to have been honorably 
discharged (and many of them rendered several years’ service), or they 
must have been disabled during the period of their service in order to 
get a pension at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit I will read a letter 
addressed to me by Mrs. Kate B. Sherwood, who is the chairman of 
the Woman’s Relief Corps, dated Toledo, Ohio, January 13, 1889, in 
which she says: 

Dear SIR: Last winter when our bill to pension women who served as army 
nurses was brought up by General BLAIR it met with seplowa opposition on the the 
grounds that it wi was an A etientaainate measure, and the War Department could 
not (or did not) furnish a list of the wom roperly commissioned. 

To meet this objection the Woman's Relief Corps have undertaken to ascertain 
the real condition of the women who commissions through Miss Dix, Mr. 
Yeatman, or others of the United Lana Sanitary Service, by sodik out the 
blank herewith attached. Upwards of one hundred well-authenticated cases 
are now before us, and I am satisfied that the total number who would be bene- 
fited under the act would be but a few hundred. 

Of the number before us over eighty are women old and destitute, the most 
having become enrolled when women under thirty were not t received. Their 
ages run from sixty to eighty-six. Some of them ce this 
winter save s small sum from ief Corps. These Eorann were the healers 
on the ghastly fields where their brothers were the smiters, Their service was 

humanity. May weask your co-operation when General brings up this 


a pension sagt 

according to 

of the em ey 
Suc, 2. 


? 
, 1 ‘ 
FORNET ENF KATE B. SHERWOOD. 
It was in order to relieve the class referred to in this communication 
othe bil npn bine rig oop third reading, read th 
(a was 0) to or a T e 
third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of women 
enrolled as army nurses,” 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer an amendment to the bill (S. 185) to pro- 
vide for the admission of the State of Sontn Dakota into the Union, and 
for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota, I ask that the 
amendment be printed and referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and also the accompanying paper printed in the form that it is for me 


erence. 
The PRESIDENT pro eee The amendment with the accon- 
Ene ars will be received, referred to the Committee on Terri- 


Na a acetate Sie Vann g as Kal ot ton Ce ee oe 


~ ments shall be first 


, 
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AMERICAN SHIPPING AND INDUSTRIAL LEAGUE. 


Mr. BROWN. I present resolutions passed at the Augusta National 
Exposition by the Southern Manufacturers’ Association and by the Ex- 
hibitors’ Association, indorsing the American Shipping and Industrial 
League and indorsing specially what is known as the tonnage act, now 
pending before the Congress of the United States. Thereisbutasingle 
page of it and it is mostly in coarse print. The petitionersrespectfully 
ask that the paper be filed and published in the RECORD, as it is so 
short. I ask that leave. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent that the petition which he has presented may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the nature of the petition. 

Mr. BROWN. Resolutions passed by the Southern Manufacturers’ 
Association. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the paper going into the RECORD. The 
statement of it is already full enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia de- 
sire to have it printed as a document? 


Mr. BROWN. Yes; I will ask that it be printed as a document. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered if there be no ob- 
jection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of bs orgcueen ping bef Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4496) to 
authorize and empower the Mount Carmel Development Company to 
draw water from the Wabash River, or its tributaries, in the county 
of Wabash and State of Illinois. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate concerning the counting of the electoral 
vote for President and Vice-President. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I now ask that the Senate proceed with the considera- 
tion of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, omitting the first 
formal reading and considering the committee amendments as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dour in the chair). Unless 
there be objection that course will be pursued. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatie and con- 
sular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890. 

The Secretary began the reading of the bill and read to line 13. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer an amendment, which I hope the Senator in 
charge of the bill will accept. 

Mr. HALE. The order of the Senate is that the committee amend- 
roceeded with. When we get through with those 
to the end of the bil], then the Senator can come in with other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I give notice of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. What is the amendment of the Senator? 

Mr. GIBSON. I give notice that at the proper time, after the words 
‘*ealaries of,” in line 10, I shall move to insert the words ‘‘ ambassa- 
dors and ” before ‘‘ ministers.” 

Mr. HALE. That can be offered after the committee amendments 
are disposed of. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘Then I give notice that I shall also move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary,” 
in line 11, and insert in place of them the word ‘‘ambassadors;’’ so 
that the schedule shall read: 

SALARIES OF AMBASSADORS AND MINISTERS. 

Ambassadors to France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500, ete, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Maine whether a comma should not be inserted after the word 
“ Hayti,” in line 36. 

Mr. HALE. The clerks can regulate that. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations wasin ‘‘Schedule A,” in the 
appropriations for ‘‘ Miscellaneous expenses foreign intercourse,” after 
line 165, to insert: 

To enable the President to cause to be paid to the Government of Japan, to 
be by it distributed among the families of the Japanese subjects accidentally 
killed orinjured by the explosion of shells from the United States steamer Omaha 
ae engaged in target practice near the Island of Ikesima, on the 4th of March, 


, $15,000, the same to be received as full indemnity for the loss and injuries 
caused as aforesaid, said sum to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the next two amendments, which will give 
rise to debate, may be passed over until the remainder of the bill is 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, if there is no 


objection. 
ing of the billatline 188. The next 


The Secretary resumed the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in ‘Schedule 
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B,” in the appropriations for ‘‘ Salaries consular ” in line 203, 
before the word ‘* Rome,” to insert ‘‘Ottawa;’’ and in line 204, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ eighteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls-general at Constantinople, Ecuador, Frankfort, Ottawa, Rome, St, 
Petersburg, and Vienna, at $3,000 each, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 206, to insert: 

Consul-general at Apia (Samoan and Friendly Islands), $2,500, 

Mr. HALE. Imove to make the sum $3,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 210, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-six’? and 
insert ‘‘seventy-eight;’’ so as to read: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $378,500, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Thatshould be ‘79,500’ instead of ‘*78,500,”’ to make 
the totals correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 210, before the word ‘‘thousand”’ in the 
amendment of the committee, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘seventy- 
eight’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-nine;”’ so as to read: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $379,500, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was i 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Salaries 
consular service, Class IIT,” after line 232, to insert: 

Germany: Consul at Barmen. % 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 237, after the word ‘‘ Manchester,” 
to strike out ‘* Ottawa;’’ so as to read: 

Great Britain and British dominions: Consuls at Belfast, Bradford, Demerara, 
Glasgow, Manchester, and Singapore. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘Salaries consu- 
lar service, Class IV,’’ after line 263, to insert: 


Mexico: 
Consuls at Nueyo Laredo and Paso del Norte, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wes, in the appropriations for ‘‘Salaries consu- 
lar service, Class V,’’ to strike ont lines 286 and 287, as follows: 
Friendly and Navigator's Islands: 
Consul at Apia, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 289, before ‘‘ Chemnitz,’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Barmen;’’ so as to read: 
Germany: 
Consuls at Chemnitz, Cologne, Crefeld, Dusseldorf, Leipsic, Nuremberg, and 
Sonneberg. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 304, after the words ‘‘Acapulco 
and,” to strike out ‘‘ Nuevo Laredo ” and insert ‘‘ Piedras Negras;’? 
so as to read: 


Mexico: 
Consuls at Acapulco and Piedras Negras. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Salaries con- 
Sular service, Class VI,’’ after line 329, to ag i 
Caroline Islands: 
Consul at Ponape. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 356, after the words ‘‘ Consuls at,” 
to strike out ‘‘Paso del Norte” and insert ‘‘ Matamoras, Nogales;’’ so 
as to read: 


Mexico: 
Consuls at Matamoras, Nogales, and Tampico, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule C, Class VII, in the appro: 
priations for ‘‘Salaries consular service,’’ in line 399, before the words 
‘tat Guaymas,” to strike out ‘‘consuls’? and insert ‘‘consul;’’ and 
after the word “Guaymas,” to strike out ‘‘Matamoras and Piedras 
Negras;’’ so as to read: 

Mexico: 

Consul at Guaymas. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Allowance for 
clerks at consular offices,” in line 430, after the word ‘‘consulates,’’ to 
strike out ‘fifty-two thousand four’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-three thousand 
two;’’ so as to read: 


For allowance for clerks at consulates-general aud consulates, $53,280, the sum 
to be allowed at each not to exceed the rate herein specified, eto, Y 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 446, after the word ‘‘ Nuremberg,” 
to insert ‘‘Ottawa;’’ and in line 448, after the word “‘each,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘thirteen thousand six’? and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand four;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Antwerp, Bordeaux, Calcutta, Colon, Dresden, Glasgow, Leipsic, Melbourne, 
N orenen; Ottawa, Panama, Port au Prince, Sheffield, Singapore, Sonneberg, 
Tunstall, Toronto, and Brussels, at $800 each, $14,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Going back to page 9, on line 197, I move to strike out 
the word ** Montreal.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 197, after ‘‘ Kanagawa,’’ it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ Montreal;’’ so as to read: 

Soames evneral at Berlin, Honolulu, Kanagawa, and Panama, at $4,000 each, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 7, line 138, I move to strike out “50” and 
insert ‘‘80” in the clause relative to unforeseen emergencies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. At the beginning of line 138, page 7, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘50’’ and insert ‘'80;’’ so as to read: 

Eighty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I now offer my amendment and ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendments are not 
all disposed of yet. There are two amendments remaining on pages 8 
and 9. 

Mr. HALE. I propose that those amendments be passed over until 
the consideration of the bill is otherwise completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] will be received and 
read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘of,’’ in line 10, it is proposed to 
insert the words ‘‘ambassadors and;’’ and in line 11 to strike out ‘‘en- 
voys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary ’’ and insert ‘‘am- 
bassadors;’’ so as to read: 

Salaries of ambassadors and ministers: 
Ppt to France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500 each, 

iV, le 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States, 
Article II, section 2, provides the President of the United States ‘‘shall 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls.’’ It is true 
that he never has yet appointed any one to be the ambassador of the 
United States to any foreign country, but this is owing to the fact that 
at the congresses held by the crowned heads of Europe it was agreed on, 
I think at Vienna in 1814, confirmed afterwards at the conference of 
Aix-la-Chapelle, that there should be established four grades of public 
ministers, namely, ambassadors, envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary, ministers resident, and chargés d’affaires. 

It was agreed at this conference that the ambassadors should be the 
personal representatives of the sovereigns. But since that time great 
changes have taken place in the relation between the nations of Europe 
and in the development of popular government and popular right. 
The publicists of the world to-day agree that political and religious 
liberty are inherent in man, not privileges which are granted by gov- 
ernments. And in the development of free thought and free institu- 
tions, ambassadors have practically become not the representatives ot 
the crowned head or sovereign of their country, but the representatives 
of the nation whose citizens they are. 

Not only have the general ideas of the relations of the European na- 
tions advanced in this regard very much indeed, but the developments 
of free institutions and the advancement of the United States in popu- 
lation and power and influence havegiven to thema very important and 
conspicuous position in the family of nations, We have large external 
interests of all kinds. Our people go abroad more than they did for- 
merly, and our commerce is Eeen Part widely than at any previous 
time in the history of our country. e touch foreign nations at every 
point in the world. 

It seems to me now, sir, in view of these facts, that the time has 
come when we ought to give to our public servants who represent the 
power of our country and the rights and interests of our people such 
a position near those foreign governments as will enable them to ren- 
der better service to our fellow-countrymen. It is not the title or the 
rank that I suggest as a reason why these public servants should be 
entitled to be called ambassadors, but because I believe every Senator 
who has been abroad, and every Senator who has giyen consideration 
to this question, knows that our interests will be promoted abroad, 
our publie agents will be able to render more efficient service, if we 
confer upon them such a position as will give them dignity and influ- 
ence and power at the foreign courts to which they are accredited. 

I believe it to be true, Mr. President, that some years ago, when we 
were carrying on a very important negotiation with the German Gov- 


ernment—I heard it stated; I am not sure of the fact—our minister at 
that time, George Bancroft, whom we all revere as an ornament to our 


institutions not only by his distinguished services as a historian but 
for the great service he has rendered this country at critical periods of its 
history, and ially as our minister plenipotentiary to the court of 
Berlin, while attending the court was compelled to give precedence to 
the minister from Great Britain, and, after waiting until his patience 
was exhausted, secured an audience only by giving notice that the 
public business with which he was charged would permit no further 
delay. 

Now, why should this be? Why should it be that the ministers and 
public servants of this great country at foreign courts should be com- 
pelled to wait upon the pleasure of the ministers and public servants of 
other nations? This nation isentitled to as much consideration as any 
other. The people of foreign countries form their estimate of the man- 
ners and customs and power and influence of our country, not merely 
through consular reports and not merely by their commercial relations 
with the people of the United States, but by the qualifications, the 
personal bearing, and the surroundings and attentions paid to our min- 
isters by their governments. A 

Mr. President, I know that there is a sentiment in this country, per- 
haps represented in this Chamber, which says, ‘‘ Why, this is merely 
giving rank, gewgaws, and tinsel to our foreign ministers.” That 
argument would apply just as well to the rank we bestow upon pub- 
lic servants whom we call into the Army or into the Navy. Why 
should we confer the rank of general and lieutenant-general and 
major-general and brigadier-general and colonel upon the officers of 
the Army, or admiral and commodore and captain in the Navy? Do 
these words give offense to the ear of any gentleman? Why do we 
confer these titles? Not because they give a star more, or a button 
more to the coat, or because they give some insignia, but because we 
believe it essential to the organization of the Army and the Navy, and 
promotes the public welfare and the public service. For like reasons 
we bestow the titles of bailiffs, sheriffs, mayors, governors, judges, 
Senators, Presidents. ‘They indicate the office, its honors and responsi- 
bilities and duties. Soit is with our foreignofficers. Wedo not have, 
it is true, an organized diplomatic corps, as foreign governments do. 

We do nottrain men from their boyhood to become the public agents 
of our conntry any more than we train men from their boyhood to be- 
come members of the House of Representatives or the Senate or for the 
Supreme Court, Nordowe train them forany public position. But if 
we intend to establish a diplomatic corps to carry on negotiations with 
the leading diplomatists and publicists of Europe, it seems to me that 
every gentleman will feel the importance not only of selecting the best 
men, the truest and firmest Americans, the wisest and most sagacious, 
but also the importance of conferring upon them rank and position 
that are commensurate with the power and dignity and influence of the 
United States. There will be noinnovation upon the existing system. 
We already have titles and grades, envoys, ministers, chargés d'affaires. 
The system is already established. Ambassador is only more signifi- 
cant than envoy. He speaks for a nation in the first rank in power. 

Bearing upon this point, I would like to ask, if I do not violate the 
rules of the Senate, that some remarks of Mr. Cox in the House of 
Representatives, in the diseussion of the last diplomatic and consular 
bill, may be read. They are very brief. I have marked them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the re- 
marks will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

If weare to have our ministers „and in order to give them the 
status and dignity dec ie pees eta position Peer eto 
of the earth, we ought to strike out thé words “enyoy extraordinary,” etc., 
and insert “ambassador.” If the great powers do not like it let them do their 
worst, It is not such a great loss to be unre ted abroad as we may sur- 
mise. Then our ministers abroad represent our growing interests, if we 
must have them, will have precedence of the little powers, which generally 
have ministers of a lower grade, and be the equals of these who are ofa higher 
rank without representing grander nations. 

Why, sir, the representative of Servia, Roumania, Greece, Sweden, Belgium, 
or Holland, or of any of these smaller nations, can at any time, by calling their 
diplomats “ambassador,” do as little Persia did at the ego in, although 
arriving late, ahead of our envoy “ extra-ordinary.’”’ Why should we, because 
a Republic, be bound to make our salaam before Russia, Germany, or England. 
by the ridiculous rules of the Holy Alliance, to which we never consented an 
as to which we were never consulted? Although when minister to Turkey I 
used to be on time and in advance of others, I was compelled to wait and to wait 
in an ante-room of the Porte the pleasure of these excellencies, of the monarch- 
ies and empires, with the thermometer going up beyond the nineties, from 12 
o'clock to sunset,—Congressional Record, fray 21 page 4484, 

Mr. PLUMB. The motion of the Senator from Louisiana, I under- 
stand, is to strike out the words ‘‘ envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary ’’ and insert ‘‘ ambassadors.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. In line 11, as to the appointments of ambassadors 
to France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia. y 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, my proposition to counter that would 
be to strike ont the entire paragraph. It seems to me that the Senator 
from Louisiana proceeds upon an entirely artificial basis. He assumes 
that names in these diplomatic matters are things, and that if we name 
our principal representatives abroad ambassadors, envoys extraordi i. 
charges d’affaires, or what not, that fixes their status forall practical 2 si 
poses with the people with whom they must deal, and not only that, 
but also affects materially the interests which they represent. If that 
be true it is because we have in our whole diplomatic intercourse en- 
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countered a condition of things not natural but artificial. It is be- 
cause we have encountered things social and not i It is be- 
cause the cut sf agente NAE ak aaeah, IEAS speech, the fashion- 
ableness of his attire, transcends the importance of his representative 


pon the field of battle where things are settled by might no general 
on one side would refuse to treat with a colonelon the othersideif the 
colonel was the commander of the opposite forces. But we are asked 
to conform, to bow down before a state of things in which the relations 
of nations in international questions are settled by mere accidental 
questions of fashion; and that is all. 

It may be, as stated by the Senator from Louisiana, and I have heard 
it stated elsewhere and otherwise, that our minister to England has to 
wait until the ministers from Corea and from Pumpernickel, who are 
denominated ambassadors or endowed with some other designation 
which snits the delicate sensibilities of the court at which he serves, 
have passed in procession into the imperial presence and is thereby 
humiliated. 

No, Mr. President, I can not say that a person of that kind would 
be hnmiliated at.anything. Ifhe had been atruly American citizen, if 
he had been of the belief that he represented the most powerful nation 
in the world, he would have taken his credentials and his person away 
from the precincts of the court where he was thus slighted—if such 
discrimination constitutes a slight. 

Mr. President, so long as we are content to have our relations with 
foreign people based upon these artificial distinctions, we shall be 
humiliated, because by acceding to the proposition of the Senator from 
Louisiana we are agreeing that the consideration which shall be given 


to those whom we send to represent us abroad shall be settled by the. 


nations to whom we send them. 

The court etiquette of Great Britain may change and the ambassador 
of to-day may he of less dignity than the consul of to-morrow, and we 
have got to follow these mutations and these changes and we have got 
to keep our ambassadors or.our representatives, en whatever title they 
may be known, cooling their heels in the ante-rooms of the sovereigns 
of other countries according to the capriee which may put one designa- 
` tion or one rank above another for the moment, 

It is not upon this basis that nations ough It is not for 


t to confer. 
Pasis of respect, 


of that kind that they ought to confer. If there is not the 
of consideration for power and prestige, there ought to 

To do ARDOAN MA ATI, 
Mr. President, I intend to move to-strike out this entire section, and 
I would no more consent at any time hereafter that any person should 
go to Great Britain or to Berlin or to Vienna or elsewhere bearing 
this title and subject to the conditions of which the Senator has spoken 
as liable at any time to be imposed, "Whoever ts the Ameri- 
can people is entitled to consideration not because of his char- 
acter, of which these courts ean know nothing, not because of his bear- 
ing, for that counts for nothing, but because of his representative 
character, and whether we call him consul or vice-consul or commer- 
cial agent or envoy extraordinary or minister or ambassador, =: what 
a ago Spel een amen Fe TOPAR AE pea tie aa O tues the 


ag President, we have no political relations with the outside world 
that are settled nearly or remotely by the persons who represent us in 
our foreign service. The ministerin the envoy extraordinary 
we send there, is of the slightest possible consequence to the American 
on carton cena gy at oa He may hurt us, buthecan 


nothelpus. Wehave been,as I think, very by the 
representation we have had at that place dari the past eight years— 
not in a technical way, b ing to the self-re- 
crate ee snared ty orem 
abroad; damaged by a subordination which did not com 2 age 

re- 


ty and the power of the American people, nor wi 
OE EEN bap ios rere mara inetd ar 


eo have been damaged because we have sent men there who con- 
formed themselves to the dilettenti who surrounded them, and who 
Sens in teas tae way of earning the compensation which they 
were paid, who have nowhere, and on no occasion, and at no time, and 
circumstances asserted the power and dignity of the Ameri- 
` They have not ted free institutions as contrasted 
institutions; they have not asserted the dignity, the 
simplicity of American ip, and they never will so long as we 
consent to follow by designation, and in fact, the example set by mon- 
archical governments as to the functions of our diplomatic service— 
base it upon social requirements, artificial distinctions, such as are pe- 
culiar to monarchical governments. This is where the true humilia- 
tion is. 

I.admit if we were to send the right kind of men abroad it would 
make less difference what we called them. If we would send men like 
eng Miller, of the Supreme Court, or Allen G. Thurman, of 
inet oa eriden peme araea we 


fined” by artificial conditions of any sort. Asitis, wesend there men 

who become slavish followers of a condition of things in which inter- 

national diplomacy, in which matters affecting the interest or character 

of the people cut no figure whatever. They are simply the bubble on 

the wave, the froth on the surface of the stream, the mere idlers and 
and wall-fiowers at ions. 

Now, Mr. President, the thing to do is for us to strike out this en- 
tire mass, this superincumbent mass of antiquated designation and 
title, and put some plain designation upon the persons whom we send 
abroad, to indicate in the first place that we are @ people apart so far 
at least as this question of ceremonial is concerned, and whatever 
special functions we may endow them with, have it understood that 
first and foremost and all the time, day and night, in and out of season 
they shall represent the American Republic in its plainness of s 
in its simpleness of manner, in its overwhelming interests, and in the 
abiding consequences which we believe are to come from the main- 
tenance of free government upon this continent. If we bave no men 
of that kind, then let us have no representatives abroad. 

We know by experience repeated over and over again ‘and empha- 
sized during the past twelve months, that whenever it comes to impor- 
tant things, to what is called diplomacy, which is said to be only an 
aggravated form of lying, that is done at headquarters, and the minis- 
ter at London is not even consulted to-day as to what the cable has 
conveyed to him from his superiors at Washington. Negotiations are 
carried on at the capitals of the respective countries by special commis- 
sioners appointed for that purpose, and the cable conveys the instruc- 
tions even in the most minor affairs to be carried out by the minister. 
The substance has been modernized, why not modernize the form ? 
cling toa condition of things which is antiquated, useless, offensive ? 
government worthy of our consideration will seriously object to Frese 

means of communication we may desire. It is the nation 
back of the cablegram, back of the minister or the consul, to which 
they will look. 

If we are to understand from the speech of the Senator from Lonis- 
iana that the American Republic is nothing unless it sends a man to 
Berlin attired in a particular way and bearing on his breast his par- 
ticular designation in print plain and unmistakable, then I take it the the 
intercourse between these two governments is of no possible conse- 
quence. Wordsare not things in that sense and in that domain. The 
only principle in that domain is one of power, and the only morals that 
of self-interest. If the self-interest of the German people or of the 
British people or of the Austrian people, or whatever other people we 
communicate with, is not concerned in the matter of association with 
the American Republic, then that association had better stop. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from Kan- 
sas are like everything which emanates from him, strong and vigorous. 
I concur with him, thatit would be better either to abolish our diplo- 
pans aa aa or give them proper rank and position at foreign 


The Senator objects to the word ‘“‘ ambassador.” I can not see the 
foundation upon which his objection rests. Thatis nota fi word, 
it is an American word, the word that our forefathers used to 
our public agents on foreign duty, for we find itin the Constitution; it 
ah DaD thane by them, whereas the other phrase, ‘‘ envoys extraordi- 
nary and ministers ipo ,” is a much more im and 
high-soundi Thatis not to be found in the Constitution of 
the United States. That is not the title which the framers of the Çon- 
stitution declared should be conferred upon the ministers of the United 
States to foreign courts and nations. 

Now, will nay incr IDEEA TAE a kap p up this service at all, 
it is necessary to give our public servants some title, some 
by which they may be known to courts and nations? 
And if we give them any, I submit to the Senator we should give them 
that title which we find in the Constitution of the United States, the 
title selected by the framers of the Constitution. 

Ido not intend to defend the eminent gentlemen who have been our 

extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the court of St. 
James. We all know that Mr. Lowell, who represented this country 
there, was highly esteemed by the British people, not only as a minis- 
ter, but as a man of letters and as an orator who on many occasions gave 
force and luster to the principles of republican institutions by able and 
luminous expositions of them. I know of no interest of the United 
States which was committed to his keeping that sufferedin any respect 
while he was in England; nor do I know of any interest that has suf- 
fered while the distinguished citizen of Vermont, Mr. Phelps, has been 
our envoy at that court. It is true they both probably dressed like 
gentlemen; they had their coats and their shoes blacked; and 
they wont to entertainments and made thee nigh poder massigy? Stace) here 
in England by manners an intelligence, e 
ceived honors from the lord mayor of London and other Dublio fano- 
tionaries of Great Britain, and they demeaned themselves Fike gentle- 
men and scholars and patriotic Americans. 

I know of no reason why if we should confer the title of ambassador 
ee ene he should be required, asthe Senator from 

Kansas suggests, to have upon his breast some decoration. That does 
not necessarily follow. None ofour public servants, citizens in public 
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life, either at home or abroad, wear stars or garters. Wevaluemen by 
character 


their and ability, not by their clothes, whether in fashion or 
out of fashion. The men who made this Constitution knew very well 
that the day would come when this country would necessarily have 
extensive relations with foreign natiens. Many of them had been wit- 
nesses of the contumely and the contempt with which foreign nations 
had treated our ambassadors, or rather our commissioners as they were 
styled then, when they went abroad suing for alliances and for recog- 
nition for our infant nation. 

They sent then the most illustrious citizens, who gained credit for 
our country and who did decorate themselves with stars and garters in 
foreign countries to which they were commissioned, and no man more 
than that great philosopher, Benjamin Franklin. He felt it necessary 
to make himself a persona grata to the people to whom he was com- 
missioned, and to accommodate himself to their manners.and their cus- 
toms without sacrificing his own robust common sense, his own repre- 
sentative character, his own devotion to popular government and popu- 
lar rights; and if we had more Benjamin Franklins among us, I for 
one would consent that he and such as he might wear knee-breeches 
and stars and garters at any court in Europe. 

But, sir, we live in simpler times. We are more republican to-day 
than we wereeven when this Constitution was made; and of course the 
example and influenceof this nation have made European nations more 
republican. Forty years ago we could not have named an ambassador 
to any court in Europe. He would not have been received, because it 
had been agreed upon by the allied sovereigns at Vienna that ambassa- 
dors were the personal representatives of theirsovereigns. Butthein- 
terests of nations have superseded the interests of reigning dynasties, 
of ruling families. Ambassadors now represent nations, not crowned 
heads. Owing to the development of popular government on the con- 
tinent of Europe, France and Switzerland send and receive ambassadors. 

Why should we not do the bidding of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and give the simple title that they originated? 
What will be the effect of it? It will not turn the head of any com- 
mon-sense American. ‘Would he become less robust in his republican- 
ism? Would he any the less represent the power and greatness of the 
United States if we confer this simple title upon him? Surely not, 
unless he was already very weak-minded before he was appointed to 
this office. 

This designation of our public servants in foreign employment would 
probably not be particularly agreeable to thecourtsof Europe. It would 
seem toindicate the growthof liberty and reveal to the crowned 
heads of Europe and to their subjects the prestige and power of the great 
Republic. By receiving an ambassador from the United States they 
would themselves pay deference and respect to the wonderful advance- 
ment which has been made in the last forty years by the people towards 
self-government. Butthestrongest reason I can assign for this amend- 
ment is founded in the practical benefits to accrue to our citizens and 
our country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the two propositions presented by the 
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from Kansas embody the ex- 
treme ground on this subject. The Senator from moves to 
amend the report of the committee by substituting ‘‘ambassadors’’ as 
a designation in the foreign service for ministers plenipotentiary, a 
the Senator from Kansas, who will have none of either, desires to strike 
out the ministers plenipotentiary entirely, thus abolishing the higher 

e of missions to foreign. whatever that grade may be termed. 
e committee, in considering the bill before directing me to report it, 
concluded to leave the law and the practice as they are. It is an old 
guenn. It has been up oe in Congress before this, and the 
practice that was early originated has been maintained and our highest 
rank in ministers abroad, as everybody knows, is that of envoy extraor- 
and minister plenipotentiary. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there any higher rank, and if so, what makes that 
rank? 

Mr. HALE. I will come to thatina moment. So far as the com- 
mittee is concerned, it has taken no action and is content with the bill 
as it is; it has proposed neither to advance the title nor to destroy the 
ministers. &; only for myself and not as the organ of the com- 
mittee, I shall with pleasure and with satisfaction vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Louisiana for the reasons that have 
been given by him. 

If we are to maintain diplomatic relations with the great powers of 
the world, we must needs maintain those relations after the manner 
and the fashion in which those relations are maintained throughout 
the civilized world. We may abolish all this, as the Senator from Kan- 
gas proposes, and may deal with this subject by the consular ‘service 
and by special embassies and by negotiations set on foot ata piia 
capital or at our capital, and thereby dispense with the whole corps ot 
foreign ministers, but I assume that that will not be done, that what 
would be revolutionary in this respect—not using the word in a harsh 
phrase, but.as destroying what has long been maintained and recog- 
nized—will not now be adopted by the Senate; and that I 
am earnestly and decidedly in favor of giving to the eminent citizens, 
whom the Administration from time to time sends abroad to represent 


us in the great.courts of the world, the designations that are given by 
those great powers when they send one to another, and which, 
if we adopt these designations, they will adopt in sending their xepes- 
sentatives here. 

And, Mr. President, the title of “‘ambassador,’’ as operating in 
actual diplomatic service, is something more than titular. It carries 
with it something more than designation. There is as much rank in 
diplomacy as there is in military life. An ambassador at a court has 
as clear a designation and as clear a meaning and carries with it privi- 
leges and powers of representation as clearly as the title of field-mar- 
shal, or lieutenant-general, oh prapat or admiral of the fleet, or any 
other well-known and accep’ tion of office. It is not pleas- 
ant, and more than that it apoio that the United States in its 
intercourse with foreign powers should be put aside and its ministers 
classified with the ministers of small and insignificant powers. The 
business that our minister at the court of St. James transacts with the 
British Government, and the business that the ministers:at Paris and 
at Berlin and at St. Petersburg transact with the great DORUS of 
which these cities are the capitals represent the American people; and 
when this business is for.one I desire to see the minister 
from the Republic. of the United States of America clothed with every 
powes, with every rank, and with every attribute that belongs to the 

ives of the other great powers. 

wit is not fashionable, as represented by the Senator from Kansas, to 
linger in the ante-rooms to wait until a higher class is disposed of. To 
sit at all and upon all occasions with the ministers of small 
powers is not only not a asa thing for our minister, but it is in 
itself humiliating to the people that the minister represents. And as 
I began by saying, without taking up more time of the Senate, if we 
are to send these representatives abroad,clothing them with the power 
that.goes with their great place, let them stand before all the nations 
of the earth equal pray rag DAI ENERS yer, ep DOO E ws 
them at home and try the experiment suggested by the Senator from 
Kansas. That I am notin favor of. 

Mr. President, for one, without claiming to represent the committee, 
I shall vote for the amendment-offered by the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not propose to discuss the question as to the 
title which shall be given to our representatives at foreign courts, but 
I simply take the floor for the purpose of stating that if my views could 
prevail we would abolish the entire diplomatic service. It originated 
in an age of the world so entirely different from the present age and for 
purposes and uses so entirely different from what now exist that the 
world has outgrown this service as it was originally instituted, has 
gone by it. In times far back ambassadors and ministers were sent 
from eourt to court when there was but little intercommunication be- 
tween the nations of the earth and when they were generally holding 
hostile attitudes towards each other, and their mission as a general 
rule in those. early ages was to obtain such ,court secrets as they could 
by the employment of money or any otheragency which their govern- 
ment placed in their power, by the corruption of public ministers and 

The progress of civilization and of society and government hasen- 
tirely changed since those times. The agency of steam, of railroads, 
of ARR 5225 of telegraphs, has come into play. Great daily news- 

collecting information from all parts of the world, distributed 
by the telegraph to every of the world every morning, give the 
information now without! e expense of official dignitaries to all gov- 
ernments that care to know what the current information of the times 


is. 

Our public ministers, by whatever title you choose to call them, 
rarely now are permitted to settle questions of diplomacy. They go 
to formally represent this Government, but when any serious question 
arises, so far as our Government is concerned, it is ‘enbmitted to the 
consideration of the State Department.and the President, and generally 
when any course of action is to be taken, notwithstanding we have 
ministers at those courts, we send special agents to transact that busi- 
ness. i pall ak pe SEEN dho died cat asap ARA ARAA ts 
which we have employed special agencies to settle such questions when 
we had ministers at the courts where they were to be settled. 

Now, then, whatever governments are doing that they would com- 
municate to a public minister or an ambassador, they communicate to 
the gatherers of news, and it is transmitted throughont the world, so 
that each government knows what is going on in every other govern- 
maw far as those governments are willing to let their pa ihe 

wo. 

It may be said that we need these officials to protect the rights, the 
interests, and the property of American citizens. 

Public ministers have very little to do with questions of commerce 
and property. I recognize the great necessity of commercial agencies, 
consuls, and other commercial agents, whose duty it is to protect the 
commercial interests and the rights and property of American citizens 
in the countries to which they are accredited. ‘They answer all the 
E emcees useful that a public minister can nowsubserve. While 

Braga oo, consular system, our system of commercial agents 

vigor, I would abolish the antiquated idea of ministers 
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plenipotentiary or ministers by whatever title we may choose to desig- 
nate them, simply because they seem to be useless, and the world through 
its progress has outgrown the system. 5 
* I do not propose to engage extensively in this discussion. Ihave no 
tation that the view which I express will be adopted now, and 
therefore I do not choose to prolong the discussion of the subject. I 
simply rose to express my own view, one which I have long entertained, 
that we have outgrown the necessity for public ministers, and that we 
ought to abolish the system and save the money expended in keeping 


itu 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the State of Texas has had a very 
body of public land. In case it desired to dispose of 20,000 acres 
of that land to some ration in New York City or to some syndi- 
cate undertaking to build a state-house down there, why would it not 
be just as well to do all this business by telegraph and by letter and 
by public newspapers, as the Senator suggests? On the other hand, 
however, I think the governor of Texas would do a very wise thing 
to have a long talk with the Senator from Texas and ask him to go to 
New York to represent Texas and meet the president of this corpo- 
ration, and settle the thing in an evening’s conversation far more satis- 
factorily than they could by letter. That is all there is to the foreign 
minister, and there is not a business man in the world who does not 
know that it is a great deal better for two representatives of contending 
interests, corporations, nations, or whatever they are, to get together 
and have a friendly evening’s talk over the subject than it is to write. 
And moreover it is still quite possible that things may happen to an 
American citizen abroad that may be disagreeable. 

Ishouid be very glad if I were in that condition, if I happened to 
be one of those unfortunate men in a foreign country, to know that the 
Senator from Texas was there the representative of my great nation, 
and that it would not be me, a poor stranger, but he, a man who spoke 
with sixty millions of people behind him, who had to represent the case. 
I should appeal to him to go to the chief men of that nation and vin- 
dicate my wrong. Would the Senator think he was useless under 
those circumstances? No, sir. We are not going back beyond bar- 
barism to dispense with representatives abroad, and while we have 
them a certain precedence among them is inevitable. 

The Senator from Kansas thought if we had distinguished men like 
Justice Miller or Judge Thurman abroad they would speak for them- 
selves; they would not need any name. Certainly they would not in 
the consideration and respectof their communities; and yet an endeavor 
to hear men first or march them first according to their own moral and 
mental merit would give far more offense than obedience to any code, 
however artificial it might be. Ifa minister abroad, in giving a great 
public entertainment or attending to public business, should say, 
* Why, here is the eminent Judge Thurman; he has got more in his 
venerable old head than forty men like this fellowfrom Spain, and we 
will hear him first’’—that would not answer. It would make more 
quarreling than the other, and there would be a great deal more non- 
sense in it, and a great deal more liability to the commission of errors. 

Now, sir, I suppose we shall have what the military and naval men 
call quite a function here in a few days—the inauguration of a Presi- 
dent. It is necessary that we should come into this room and go out 
of thisroom in some sort of order. Shall we endeavor to do it accord- 
ing to the dignity and elegance and mental and moral ability of the 
several men in their own respective States, or shall we obey a certain 
artificial code in regard to their official positions? The latter is a good 
deal the more convenient way. The Senator from Kansas and myself 
would dislike it very much if we were asked to wait until all the door- 
keepers and messengers of the Senate should have gone out on the 
platform. It is simply a matter of convenience; that is all. 

In the construction of our committees also, if the Senator should 
happen to be second in rank upon one of the strong committees and 
his chief should die or resign, he would think it quite an unfair thing 
for those who choose chiefs of committees to go down to the foot of the 
committee and say, ‘‘Mr. A who came here yesterday is a better man 
than the Senator from Kansas; we do not care anything about his 
twenty years of service or anything of that sort.” It isa great deal 
easier to observe some of these artificial laws of precedence than it is 
to violate them. 

So I have no difficulty whatever in voting for the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, I think it is simply common sense, I think 
that to say that the minister from the United States shall not be re- 

uired to wear any particular uniform is all well enough, but to say 
that he will absolutely disregard or will vainly endeavor to induce all 
nations to goa io the established laws of consequence is an impos- 
sibility and quite a useless attempt. Indeed, sir, there is a certain 
aping of humility about it that is prouder than pee itself. Thesim- 
plest and easiest thing is to agree with the rest of the worldabout these 
non-essentials. 

I speak of these things because it has been my fortune to hear gen- 
tlemen—and I am glad to say we have had some of our most charming 
gentlemen ‘and ablest men in the diplomatic service, from Benjamin 
Franklin down, and under this Administration, for I make no dis- 
tinction of administrations or parties—I have heard those gentlemen on 
more than one occasion say that it was very annoying; they did not 


say they were insulted; they did not say they felt that their country 
was degraded or that they themselves thought any the less of them- 
selves; but it was exceedingly inconvenient to see gentlemen repre- 
senting some unknown nation going in half an hour ahead and occupy- 
ing the afternoon, while the representative of the United States of 
America, because his country only called him an envoy, had to wait 
until the other man’s business was done, or he was the last man to 
dinner, or the last man to go here or there, I do not care what it is, 

_ These things are not of extraordinary importance; but to pretend to 
disregard them and to go around with an apron on your shoulder and 
say, “‘I am only an envoy; I might be an ambassador, but my country 
will only call me an envoy,” is a false humility in my judgment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, on the 27th day of March, 1867, the 
Congress of the United States passed the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That all persons in the diplomatic service of the 
United States are prohibited from wearing any uniform or official costume not 
previously authorized by Congress. 

That was designed, as the Senator from Connecticut well knows, to 
meet a condition of things to the effect that the persons whom we 
sent abroad were or assumed to be under constraint to don special at- 
tire suited to court custom. TheSenator from Connecticut wants now 
to turn entirely back, and he wants to have the persons whom we send 
abroad entitled to credit, not because of the people whom they repre- 
sent, but of the costume they wear and the designation we give them. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I beg pardon. The rule about costume is right. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he had been a brigadier-general commanding a 
brigade on the coast of North Carolina in 1863, engaged in conflict with 
a colonel commanding a brigade of the Confederate army and had con- 
strained his opponent to succumb, he would not have declined to treat 
with him because he was below him in rank. In other words, he would 
have recognized that the fact of actually commanding was the signifi- 
cant question, not the fact of rank inferior or superior. Now we are 
asked to go back to an order of things which has disappeared in every 
other quarter, and put our intercouse with foreign peoples on a purely 
artificial, antiquated basis, which remains as a relic of the doctrine of 
divine right, and this in the name and behalf of sixty millions of 
American people. 

I do not know that I care whether our minister comes in ahead or 
behind when he goes in procession to sniff the incense that surrounds 
the persons of the monarchs into whose presence he is ushered. I do 
not know but that perhaps after that incense has been tainted by ex- 
halations from the nostrils of forty or fifty of the representatives of 
other powers it might be better adapted to republican respiration. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that if ie were denied, as a repre- 
sentative of the State of Kansas, admission into this Chamber, except 
in a certain order, I would be offended. Notatall. IfI were wholly 
denied admission then I should complain on behalf of my State, but 
if, owing to some purely arbitrary regulation, continuing from time to 
time, and affecting all persons alike, I should come in at the tail of the 
procession, I should accommodate myself to that, and not feel myself 
humiliated at all, and I would not ask the State of Kansas to give me 
a designation other than a Senator in order that I might come in at the 
head of it. I would consider that in so doing I was insulting the State 
of Kansas, because I was putting names before things. The question 
of order in a procession is nothing. The question of primacy involved 
a a representative capacity is another thing, and an entirely different 
thing. 

I think before this bill is passed I will propose an amendment some- 
thing after this fashion: 

And if the pers 
dona and Wilk tho reuk Partin Eeo E epectfied sail ck Se Feri To or treated 
with the respect accorded to representatives of first-class powers at the capitals 


or places where such persons are accredited, then the persons so accredited from 
the United Statesshall withdraw and return to their own country. 


Mr. President, it is worth something to determine the question of 
the substance of our relations with foreign governments. We do not 
impose upon the representatives of foreign governments here distinc- 
tions which affect the substance of their intercourse with our people. 
The dean of the diplomatic representation at the capital of the United 
States, by an arbitrary rule which is desirable to be established, happens 
to be the minister from Hayti. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rule of precedence in the United States is 
just as arbitrary as in France, England, Germany, or anywhere else. 
Every country in the world has its usages, a departure from which 
would be regarded as improper and wrong, and something in the nature 
of an insult. We have the very rule to which the Senator alludes, 
that the oldest in appointment shall take the precedence in all the 
formal meetings that occur in social or official life. He sits at the head 
of the table. That rule is justas absolute in this country, not by law, 
but by universal custom. From the time of Washington to this hour 
they take their order of precedence according to the time they stay here. 
Suppose that Great Britain or Germany or Russia or any great power 
should say, ‘‘ We are not to be put aside by the minister of Hayti, or 
of Costa Rica, or of any of these small countries; we are a great people 
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and represent a magnificent empire, boundless in its extent, and there- 
fore we will not travel down to the foot of the line,’’ should we not 
consider that a piece of impertinence? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is making my own argument much bet- 
ter than I; so I might as well sit down and let him go on, 

Mr. SHERMAN. In Europe, let me say, they prescribe a different 
rule. There are certain grades of rank defined in all the customs of 
civilized life from Greece and Rome to this time. There are distinct 
ranks, and by common consent the ambassador is at the head; then 
the minister plenipotentiary, and so on down, and they are graded by 
etiquette—recognized, you may say, in international law in all Euro- 
pean countries by the custom of the countries. 

I say that when we send our ministers to those countries, our minis- 
ters must conform to their rules just as their ministers must do when 
they are sent here. We do not stop to ask whether it is reasonable or 
not. We claim to be a great people, with vast interests all over the 
world, and we say that we will in those countries where we have im- 
portant business to transact give to our ministers such a rank, such a 
title, such pay and emoluments as will enable them with propriety and 
in accordance with the customs of those coantries at all times to see 
the head of the Government, whether it be king or queen, emperor or 

rince. 

j That is all there is about it; and the only reason why I shall vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana is because I know it 
will advance the interests of the people of the United States. It isnot 
to add a feather tothe man whois sent abroad, butsimply becauseit will 
‘enable him directly to approach the leading man or the controlling figure 
in the country to which he isaccredited. In thatview of it, I think the 
Senator from Kansas, as a practical man, will see the advantage of giv- 
ing a man such surroundings and such titles, such a position, not ac- 
cording to our rules, for ours are much more democratic or republican, 
but according to their rules, as will enableour minister in Great Britain 
to see the prime minister at any moment without waiting for any one, 
or as will enable our minister in Germany to see Prince Bismarck or 
the Emperor promptly, and transact his business on a footing of equal- 
ity with the highest representatives of other nations, 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator I think is quite apart from the essential 
fact, There is no doubt that, notwithstanding this precedence, the 
man who sits at the foot of the table can eat just as much as the man 
who sits at the head of it. ‘‘Where McGregor sits is always the head 
of the table.” If it is designed simply to enable our representatives 
to sit at the head of the table and to get into the presence of the Queen 
first, then we are accommodating ourselves to that artificial condition 
to which I object. 

As I was proceeding to say, the dean of the diplomatic corps here is 
now the minister from Hayti, and the one who preceded him was min- 
ister from the Sandwich Islands, and yet the minister from Great Brit- 
ain is not offended at that, I take it. Heisa sensible man. He does 
not want the British Government to designate him something else in 
order that he may sit above the minister from Hayti, because he knows 
that the power of the British Government which is back of him and 
which he represents in this capital will enable him to see the Presi- 
dent of the United States or the Secretary of State whenever impor- 
tant measures require that he shall see them. We are providing here 
for the prevedence of our ministers on occasions when the power and 
the prestige and the consequence of the American Republic is not at 
stake and can not be. We are assuming that the cut of the garb, the 
fashion of the knee-buckle, and the particular point to the swallow- 
tail coat, and all that sort of thing, is something that concerns our peo- 
ple in the important relations which they shall have with nations. 
That is what we are doing, and that is all there is about it. 

Did any one ever complain that the envoy extraordinary of the 
American Republic could not get audience on important occasions with 
the princes and potentates of another country ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Senator from Kansas that no 
country in the world that I know of undertakes to prescribe the dress 
of any foreign representative at its court. 

Mr. PLUMB. They did do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to say, not the dress at the court, but the 
dress in which the foreign representative was to be received on certain 
occasions. A 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then why was the.statute passed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say that in the courts of Europe every 
representative of any foreign nation is presented in the clothing pre- 
scribed by the usual customs of his own country; and so in our own 
country every person who is sent here has a right to wear that dress 
which, according to his rank and standing at home, he is entitled to 
wear. 

I remember very distinctly that General Dix wore his uniform as a 
major-general in the Army of the United States when he was minister 
to France. Mr. Buchanan, who was a civilian, always insisted, and 
there was no question about it (it was acceded to and not denied) 
that the American representative at London had a right to wear the 


same dress that he would appear in before the President of the United 
States. He insisted upon it, and there never was any objection to it. 
Some gentlemen with more vanity, I think, than brains, somebody 
behind me says, sometimes secured a title, it was said, in order to en- 
able them to appear in uniform. That was a mere personal vanity of 
the particular individual, but in every country it is usual for the rep- 
EERS of a foreign country to wear the dress which he wears at 
me. 

Mr. PLUMB. How did it happen that the Senator from Ohio, then 
a Senator from the State of Ohio, as now, consented to the passage of 
the law of 1867? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can tell the Senator. I shall not mention 
names, but I can say it was because some gentleman, it is said, did 
procure some kind of a military title and rank, probably a nominal 
rank in the Army, in order to enable him to wear a military uniform, 
and that resolution was passed merely to put a black eye upon that 
kind of nonsense. * 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; that is the kind of nonsense that the Sen- 
ator is now proposing himself to subscribe to. That is to say, some rep- 
resentative from the United States proposed to commend himself spe- 
cially to the society in which he wanted to move on the other side by 
the character of his clothing—not as a representative of the United 
States; he was willing to merge that in his clothing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was personal vanity. 

Mr. PLUMB. Exactly; and the Senator from Ohio wants to put it 
now inthe statute. We shall have more of that personal vanity and all 
that sort of thing, and more of that concession to the social usages of 
the place where the ambassador goes. Ido not object to our repre- 
sentative conforming to those usages in a reasonable way, but I object 
to giving him a name by statute in order that he may be more of a so- 
cial figure than he otherwise would be. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, nobody sees the point of 
a controversy more clearly than the Senator from Kansas. Why does 
the Senator insist and keep insisting that this is a question of clothes, 
of decorations, of gewgaws? The question whether our minister to a 
great power shall be termed an ambassador, received and accredited as 
an ambassador, with the privileges in a business line and in negotia- 
tions that go with that title, has nothing whatever to do with the ques- 
tion of clothes, the question of gewgaw. A chargé d’affaires, who is 
the lowest in grade, is just as likely to get upset and lose his head and 
become ridiculous and bedizen himself and appear like a fool as an 
envoy extraordinary or ambassador. It has nothing whatever to do 
with the question of clothes. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is true; the ambassador may wear the same 
clothes. But it isthe parallel; itisthe same line of argument exactly. 
We had an important controversy a few years ago, in which the British 
Government and the French Government were involved, and we had 
envoys extraordinary in both places. We had more concern about the 
relations of those governments and their people to the American Re- 
public than we will ever have again. Did Charles Francis Adams or 
Mr. Bigelowor Mr. Dayton ever complain that they could not be heard 
by the courts to which they were accredited because they were not de- 
nominated ambassadors ? 

Mr. HALE. Let me say that I do not suppose in the last twenty- 
five years there has been one minister to those great courts who has 
not complained and gravely set forth the infirmity he found himself 
under in transacting business. Ifthe Senator will talk with the min- 
isters as he sees them here as they return to America and give an ac- 
count of whatthey have been doing, he will find that every one of them 
erters formal complaint, not personally, but in the interest of the peo- 
ple whom he represents. Each minister I have known anything about 
for twenty-five years has made this complaint, notin aquerulous way, 
not in a small way, but has’ said that it was a serious inconvenience. 

When the gentleman who represents us at the court of Great Britain 
was here not many months ago he spoke of this same thing. He said, 
“*Tt will not affect me; I shall notremain there long;’’ but he narrated 
instances where he was seriously, as the representative of this nation, 
incommoded and put off because of that fact; and he said, ‘‘I should 
feel, not for myself but for my country and my successors, that a sensi- 
ble and an important thing had been done if our ministers there could 
be accredited as those of other great powers.” 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator actually quotes the present minister to 
Great Britain as authority on that subject! 

Mr. HALE. As authority to a certain extent. 

Mr. PLUMB. Toa very uncertain extent, I should say. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think what he said was in any way a matter 
of privacy, but he talked plainly, and I only mentioned that instance. 
All of them do the same thing, and have done so for twenty-five years. 

‘Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to make one 
suggestion, partly supplementing that of the Senator from Maine, be- 
fore he proceeds? We have this thing thoroughly established in our 
diplomatic legislation. We recognize all these grades ourselves, 

Mr. PLUMB. For social purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. No, for all purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator mean to say right there—— 

Mr. HOAR. - Let me make the idea plain, 
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Mr. PLUMB. No, I want to interrupt the Senator just as he inter- 
rupts everybody else. I want to interrupt him to ask a question. 
Does the Senator mean to say that we settle the question of the rela- 
tive importance of Hayti and Great. Britain or the precedence which 
the ministers occupy at the social table? 

Mr. HOAR. What I mean to say is that we have established in our 
diplomatic legislation the distinction between an envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary and a chargé d’affaires and a minister 
resident, according to the importance of the office. To some courts we 
send an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, at others 
we have a minister resident, and at others we have a c d'affaires. 
Therefore, it is not a question whether this whole distinction is reason- 
able or not—whether we should not send plain Mr. A B, and call him 
anagent. We have conformed to and recognized all these foreign dis- 
tinctions of rank. They are thoroughly imbedded, and they are in 
this bill which the Senator, I suppose, is going to vote for. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. : 

Mr. HOAR. At any rate his committee reported it. 

The guestion now raised by the honorable Senator from Louisianais, 
if we are going to have distinctions of rank in ambassadors established 

y our legislation and our customs, where we sre a nation entitled to 
take the highest rank, whether we should not take the highest. It is 
not a question of preserving republican equality in these things; it is 
a question whether, if you make the distinction between men, we are 
not entitled to claim to be. as highly distinguished as any other. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the distinction could be brought about by statute, 
then we ought not to name these ambassadors, but we ought 
tocall them something still higher. Why stop until we have reached 
the limit of the English language? Why not put the persons whom 
we send abroad clear above everybody else, because of our fecundity of 
language being the greatest? The salute the American naval com- 
mander gets is not because the pennant flying over his vessel indicates 
that he is admiral orcommodore, butit isthe command hehas, Inthe 
contention which means power it is the power and not the name which: 
counts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas. Will he ask some of those who advocate the other view of 
this matter what the minister to England can do after he is called an 
ambassador that he can not do now? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very much obliged to the. Senator for the sug- 
gestion, although I was coming to that in a moment. I admit that.in 
the law we have heretofore followed in a certain slavish way after the 
diplomatic customs and designations of the countries of the Old World, 
and I admit that because of such designations largely being selected. it 
serves to lower us abroad, to some extent at least. Wehave hadsome 
conspicuous instances of thatin late years. By just as much as we pile 
up these foreign titles, or these titles which accommodate ves 
to foreign customs, social customs, and so on, by just that much we 
shall select the men who are conspicuous. upon this side of the water, 
ir high character, not for the ruggedness of their American- 
ism, but as representatives of metropolitan society. E hope that the 
incoming administration will do better in that respect than the pre- 
ceding ones have done, and that we shall contribute to some extent by 
law to get rid of the temptation to send abroad the class of people who 
least represent the American people. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire well suggested, an ambassador 
can not do anything that.a minister can not do, and when it comes to 
that, an envoy extraordinary can not do anything that a chargé d’ affaires 
can not do, and a chargé d'affaires can not do anything that a consul 
can not do. Whoever we send abroad as our representative, if he is 
the right kind ef man, will look after those interests and have all 
needful intercourse with foreign ministers. and people to that end, what- 
ever we may call him. J 


Mr. PLUMB. We never have. In that line I will read to the Sen- 
ator—— 
Mr. BLAIR. What are we going to do about it? 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Hampshire asks what we are 
todo. The proposition of the Senator from Maine and of our sud- 
en convert to this aristocratic idea, the Senator from Ohio, is that we 
shall have an ambassador, and of course, if, following the customs of 


Mr. Cox, who was quoted here sometime ago, 
the House of Representatives when the diplomatic and consular bill 
‘was under consideration last year, said: y 

The reason why the United States has never created an en nee 
By the treaty of the Holy Alliance in the 


for special embassies, is this: 
conspiracy agaes democratic xy ara they among themselves 
that no popular government should ever be recognized at their imperial courts 
and fo: ofticesif they came by and. an ambassador. An ambassa- 
dor—oh, represents a sovereign. He was vicariously in the place of one 
anointed of the Lord. 


That is the person we now provide for according to the amendment 


of the Senator from Louisiana; that is, the representative: cf ‘‘ one 
anointed of the Lord,” 
He was specially dedicated to monarchy and absolutism, 


That is the office now proposed to be created, according totheamend- 
mens of the Senator from Louisiana, supported by the Senator from 

ne. 

Republics should uncover their heads and stand outside with their chargés, 
ministers: resident, and envoys, however extraordinary, until the Lord's 
anointed passed through the swelling scene. 

Mr. HOAR. What authority is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. The authority of Hon. S. S. Cox, formerly from the 
State of Ohio, but now, I regret to say, from the State of New York. - 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas, 
if that is the reason why the change is to be made? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the reason, I understand, why the change is 
to be made now. In other words, we are tobe drawn within the circle 
of the anointed: We have been kept ont because of the somewhat 
odorous character of our republicanism, because we represented what 
was supposed to be the mass-of the people and not the elect, and now 
we are to. get within this charmed circle, the Senator from Ohio, the 
Senator from Louisiana, and the Senator from Maine being the high- 
priests officiating for the occasion. 

Mr. HALE. How oldis the speech which the Senator has just quoted 
from, made by the distinguished Representative from New York? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was made on the 21st day of May, 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does not the Senator from Kansas know that this 
is under the. law as it stands? The diplomatic and consular bill is 
founded on the law of 1856. That is the law under which these ap- 
propriations are måde, and it provides— 

That ambassadors, envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotenfiary, min- 

t, commissioners, chargés d'affaires, and es of legations, 
appointed to the countries hereinafter named in Schedule A, shall be entitled 
to compensation for their services, etc. 

So the title of ambassador and the rank of ambassador have been recog- 
Kipima the laws organizing our service; andit is in the Constitu- 
tion itself. 

Mr. PLUMB. This country has. changed materially since the date 
of the passage of that law. 

Mr.. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask a 
question of the Senater from Ohio? In fact, was.an ambassador ever 
appointed by the United States? 

_ Mr. SHERMAN. I thinknot. They wero formerly called commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? If we have never 
had an ambassador, I should like to inquire whether, in his opinion, the 
treaty of peace by which our independence was secured is invalid, or 
whether it is binding if it was not inaugurated by ambassadors? It 
has struck me that. this is a covert attack upon the independence of the 


country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot thinkit has much effect upon the validity 
of tho treaty; Itdoes not rise to that dignity. I think a treaty made 
be consul, if ratified by the Senate of the United States, would beall 

ight. 

Mr. BLAIR. It struck me that independence, sovereignty, and na- 
tionality must be one of the very highest efforts of diplomacy. We 
never have had an ambassador, the only man who can do this highest form 
of diplomatic business, and the probability is that we are. still in sub- 
jection. to the Kingdom of Great Britain, and this is not an independent, 
power. Itstrack me that this isa question attacking our national in- 
tegrity and independence! 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senatop from Ohio quotes thelaw of 1856. This 
Government has gained something in republicanism since that date. 
He might exactly as well quote the fugitive-slave law as to quote the 
law of 1856. That wasat a time when the Republic was under aris- 
tocratic conditions, 

Mr. 8 - The House of Representatives was Republican at 
that time, and this measure was: framed by a Republican committee, 
and I was a member of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. There were a great many Republicans in those days 
who were not conscious of the fact. 

Mr, HAWLEY. ‘TheSenatorwill pardon me. That isthe language 
of the Constitution. Thatis whatis the matter with it. There is no en- 
voy extraordinary mentioned in the Constitution. It mentions “‘am- 
bassadors and other public ministers.” It does not say a word about 
“envoys extraordi ff > 

Mr. PLUMB. The Constitution of the United States is a fearfully 
and wonderfully made eoncern. í 

Mr. HAWLEY. Antiquated? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, not. antiquated. Every one uses it according to 
his own purposes; thatis ali. Everybody favors it when he finds any- 
thing in it to his own account. ` A friend of mine who is advocating a 
universal language said he did not think it would be adopted in this 
country, because the Republicans would say that under its operations 
some Democrats, even, might beeome sufficiently proficient to occupy 
minor positions in the Post-Office Department, and that the Democrats 
themselves would be againstit because it was unconstitutional—an in- 
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strument he-said which few of them read, but which all of them were 


in favor of when they were in the minority. In other words, we are 
in favor of the Constitution when it goes our way, and when itis against 
us we are against it. : 

Mr. President, we have survived under this title of envoy extraordi- 
nary for along time. We may be coming upon the Augustan era of 
the American Republic. We never shall go through conditions more 
fateful, more significant than those that we went through from 1861 
to 1865, and even in the years that followed. If we could get along 
with an envoy extraordinary during those times when our relations 
with Great Britain were earried on through the means of a minister 
communicated with by mails in the absence of cable communications, 
etc., I think we can get along with him now. 

But, Mr. President, I go further than that. I say this whole system 
should be wiped out. Our relations with foreign people are commer- 
cial, not political. Oue pital relations with them, at all events so 
far as they exist, are ed, not by communications made through the 
minister, but by communication made between the powers themselves 
by means of telegrams and by means of special commissioners, as in the 
recent case of the Canadian treaty which had so auspicious a begi 
and so tragicalan ending. So it will be in the future, only more so. 

What we want is trade, commerce. We do not need to demonstrate 
to the people of the world the faet that our Republic will protect itself 
against internal commotion, We do not need to demonstrate that. it 
can protect itself against foreign foes. We need only to demonstrate 
that it can protect itself, and maintain itself, and perpetuate itself, 
and grow and prosper and increase as @ com ial power. We need 
to send wise men of trade.to represent us abroad. We do not want to 
send men who are given to gilded lying, We do not want to keep up 
and perpetuate the carrying on of the insincerities and the gewgaws of 
diplomatic intercourse. We should make the compensation sufficient 
to maintain, at the places whereour trade ean be affected, men who can 
aid in extending our trade intercourse and open up new fields to our 
merchants, manufacturers, and farmers. 

The more we do of this kind and theless we do of the other the more 
we shall serve ourselves and the more we shall commend republican in- 
stitutions to those who would sit in darkness. A i govern- 
ment, for the purpose of example, has got to. be something separate and 
apart from other governments, and it has got to discard in a very large 
measure the instrumentalities that have governed the intercourse be- 
tween nations for the maintenance of the balance of power, for theset- 
tlement of boundaries, and things of that kind which do not concern 
us and never will. We have no part nor lot in all that character of 
diplomacy. We want commercial agents instead. 

While-I do not know that L would go back to the days of the French 

Republic and give as the highest designation te the men who are ap- 
pointed to represent us abroad the title of ‘‘citizen,’’ I certainly 
would not accommodate myself to the artificial distinctions which have 
grown up through this eontention in which we have no part orlot and. 
never can have; but instead of that I would send men abroad for the 
accomplishment of practical purposes, giving to them such designation 
as we see fit, and leaving the question of their social prominence, of 

‘their precedence at feasts and in the processions of people who are 
|‘ presented te the Queen,” to be determined by cireumstances to arise 
‘from time to time: 

So, while I object to going one step in the wrong direction, as I think 
it would be to give the title of ambassador to our ministers to Great 


' Britain, Germany, France, and so: on, the object, I have in view is to | 


strike out. the whole provision. I have nothing to substitute in its 
place, I admit, but I have in mind amw instance which indicates that 
jon the whole the world will move in its orbit and the Republic will 
continue to grow apace notwithstanding we are lacking a minister at 
London and at Berlin. 

The President of the United States appointed a gentleman from 
Richmond to be minister to Austria, and the Austrian Government ob- 
jected to him because he was married toa lady objectionable by reason of 
jher nationality to the virtuous society of Vienna, and he was with- 
drawn. They had aright to say they would not receive him. He 
was no less an American citizen because of his according to 
| his own ideas rather than those of Vienna society. It did not in any 
, way depreciate his character as a man or aeitizen. For months there 
was no minister at Vienna. I never heard that there was any inter- 
ruption of the ordi course of affairs because of it. So I would be 
Fe Ae ae a te Oe ce Reman O een Demian om Eines 
‘lin. 

The exigencies of the Democratic party required us to disfranchise 
|Great Britain at this capital: Great Britain has had no representative 
here for months. It was not beeause the person who was here to rep- 
TD ee 
‘not because he had not a sufficiently high-sounding title, but it was 
‘because he was too free with his pen. He wroie a letter, which I 
thought a model of coneiseness and caution. I could not have done 


better myself. Yet the re Democratic gr would not 
stand it, and Great Britain has disfranchised the American 
capital ever since, and Mr. Phelps is coming heme on account of it. 
Think of the good food that Mr, Phelps will be deprived of between 


| power for the people, and there will be no occasion to 


now and the 4th day of March. [Laughter.} Think of the incense 
that he might have had at the hands of his friends at the British eap- 
ital. Oh, I tell you they make much of a man over there in propor- 
tion as he is Jacking in Americanism. 

All these things have occurred, and yet nations go on in their ap- 
pointed ways. Weare having no trouble; we are not likely to have 
any; and if that condition of absence and disfranchisement should 
continue for two years more, or four years more, no one of us will know 
anything about it in any way affecting him, his neighbors, or his coun- 
try, excepting, the Senator from. Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] whosits 
in frontof me and is practical to the last. degree says, excepting—a very 
important ion—the fellow who hoped to draw the salary. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to makeasuggestion to the Senator from Kan- 
sas, because I know he would not doan injustice. I believe the gentle- 
man who was appointed minister to Austria was objected to, not on ac- 
count of any domestic irregularities, but on account of race. He was a 
Jew, I think. 

Mr. GORMAN. His wife was a Jewess. 

Mr. PLUMB. Tunderstand it. In no sense did I undertake to say 
anything that would reflect on Mr. Keily as a man or as a citizen. As 
I said before, there was something about his domestic tions which 
was not in accordance with that, Puritanic idea which prevails in the 
Austrian capital, and for that reason he was rejected. If this whole 
fabrie of our intercourse with foreign governments is dependent upon 
conditions like these, see what an escape we had there, that the whole 
thing did not collapse! There is not a single interest in which the 
American. people are concerned that isin any wise atstake in the entire 
range of diplomatic representation. 

The consul at Liverpool is of moreaccount to the people of the United 
States than any minister to Great Britain ever has been since the day 
that the Atlantic cable was established, and he will continue to be so. 
We are keeping this thing up for the exaltation and the delectation, 
and convenience, and comfort, and social standing of a lot of people 
Mon might be better engaged, I think, insome productive capacity at 

e. 

Let us take up this entire question with a view to promoting the in- 
terests of the American people as they have been shown to be in the 
last few years. Let us consider that we have nothing to do or say eon- 
cerning the balance of power, nothing to do about boundaries; that we 
do not touch upon the interests of foreign people practically anywhere 
except in a commercial way, and that wherever we do we resort to first 
principles and we bring the two interested powers directly together by 
agencies appointed especially for the purpose. 

Having got thus far along, then Jet us put keen-eyed men of traffic 
into all foreign places, men who know the A B C’s of trade, and how 
to promote it; men who know how to make a good bargain for them- 
selves, and knowing how to make it for themselves will make one for 
the people whom they represent, and thus strengthen the American 
people and: republican institutions in the only way they need to be 

Republicanism is strong as a sentiment. Let us 

it by showing that the sentiment of republicanism has con- 

centrated itself in a way that makes consequence, profit, and that 

spread repub- 

by argument or by proclamation, but the example of the 

American Republic will some day create a vortex into which every 

monarchical government of the world will fall as by the law of gravita- 
tion. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I shall support the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana, though I had not anticipated that at this 
time any such question would arise. 

I agree with the Senator from Kansas that all our relations. should 
be governed by the dignity and the interest of the United States in ref- 
erence to their ical representations abroad. It is for that reason 
that I shall support this amendment, because it is as practical a meas- 
ure as was ever brought into debate upon a question of the relation of 
this country to foreign nations. It has as little to do as possible with 
the question of the dignity or pride or zeputation of any individual. 
It has nothing to do with court etiquette, nothing to do with court 
dress, nothing to do with the question whether fit ministers are selected 
and whether they are good representatives of honest American senti- 
ments, or whether they misrepresent us, and are swallowed up in the 
flattery and the fashions of foreign courts. This question has nothing 
whatever to do with any of those topics. 

If any question could be presented as of this nation taking its place 
in its representation as a nation with other nations that were to repre- 
sent themselves as nations toward us in that assemblageand fraternity, 
this isthe question. It may not be a wise measure, but it is a meas- 
ure wholly of public interest, and of public dignity,and of practical 
service to this country abroad. 

The relations established either by custom or by agreement in refer- 
ence to the condition of various representations at foreign courts or 
with this Government here are of the simplest nature, and they have 
nothing to do with personal pride or with personal favor. The nations 
are not equal in power, in importance, in inter-relations of magnitude. 
They are not equal in population, in wealth, in their revenues, or in 


their opportunities or duties or interests in their representation abroad. 
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Nothing can be simpler than the arrangements made by the congress 
at Vienna, and which are followed here in every respect just as much 
as they are in any foreign country. They are purely matters of conven- 
ience and arrangement, and each nation is allowed to fix for itself its 
own relative importance in the common representation at foreign courts. 
It is to choose for itself whether at this or that stage of its growth and 


its power it claims to be ranked among the first of the earth oris hum-_ 


bler and feebler; whether it will afford the expense of this or that 
form of representation, or whether it will be satisfied with an humbler 
title and with humbler resources for its support. 

There is neither dictation nor influence among the nations on this 
subject; butas the nations all choose for themselves, and different ranks 
are selected by themselves, not for the glory or the embellishment of 
a minister, but for the representation of the nation itself, it is observed 
as a mere matter of necessary adjustment of the course of intercourse 
that the first grade is in the mere rank of age in representation. With- 
out comparing at all the different nations that come under this class of 
representation or that, in the class that each has chosen for itself the 
representation at each court shall have preference given in the age in 
representation there of that grade, and when that grade is exhausted 
then the next grade, and then the next. s 

Our arrangement here is precisely the same. We have no other dis- 
tinctions between the different nations that are represented here in our 
respect for them than what they fix for themselves in the grade of their 
own representation, and then we have the rule of the congress at 
Vienna that the first in rank shall furnish this preference among them 
by the one minister represented at the courtor at the government. 

The highest rank in, this arrangement, which is of etiquette and of 
comfort, that the nations sending representatives here have chosen to 
figure tothemselves as properly to be counted among nations, is that 
of minister plenipotentiary and minister resident. Our rule is that 
among the nations thus selecting themselves for that representation, 
whether it be England, France, Hayti, or the Sandwich Islands, the 
seniority is given to the head, and of late, after Sir Edward Thornton 
left, that head, by seniority of representation here, was the dean of the 
diplomatic corps, Mr. Preston, representing Hayti. Was that a ques- 
tion of pride personally, or of etiquette, or ofdress? No; we takeeach 
nation at its own valuation in these gradations, and as there is nograde 
above that of minister plenipotentiary, or minister resident, all nations, 
however great their value in their own views and in our views, stand 
upon that grade. 

But abroad there is a grade of representation above that which is the 
highest here, and that is the place of am or. Ambassador in its 
natural meaning and in its natural service is nothing but the designa- 
tion of the messenger that one state sends to another upon its occasion, 
having to hold this intercourse. It may be special and critical, or it 
may be general in the value to the two nations thus to be gained. 

Our Government at the outset recognized in the Constitution that 
the term “ambassador” in a certain sense included the whole range 
of representation, and by naming only the phrase and description of 
other ministers recognized the fact that the ambassador was nothing 
but a minister. 

What then are we now todo? Wechoseatthe outset that we would 
send ministers of this grade which now remains as the highest grade of 
this country. It is not necessary for us to recall the fact that at that 
time we were a young nation, a r nation, not a populous nation, 
and that we had of all things perhaps the least occasion for intercourse 
with the European courts or European governments except what might 
guaranty us our being left to pursue our own career and open tous as 
far as might be the intercourse of trade. 

This is a question wholly of our nation and of the relation of other 
nations to us. No man has less interest than I have, or less respect 
than I have, for questions of court dress and etiquette; but this relation 
is established between nations in their wholeassemhlage and fraternity. 
While we treat all nations as equal in a certain sense, yet they must 
determine it for themselves, coming into these circles, not of dinners, 
nor of preference, but of relations in our importance to them and theirs 
tous. If we do not desire that we should be represented as a great 
nation in this highest form of a nation’s representation, it would be im- 
polite in the sense of a reflection upon us if the great nations should 
volunteer to send an ambassador to us. Yet every great power in 
Europe with whom we have these important relations that it 
can not send an ambassador here, because we are unwilling to send am- 
bassadors to them. 

In their diplomatic career there is a practical and important relation 
to these grades of representation, as we all know that diplomatic serv- 
ice has its grades of employment, of promotion, of salaries, and of re- 
tiring pensions. We have norightto find any fault with arrangements 
of that kind. Therefore it has been:a matter of mortification in for- 
eign powers of the highest rank, that value us as among the greatest, 
and in some sense towards them the test nation of the world, the 
nation with which they wish above all others to stand well, that every 
degree of courtesy and of respect in every form should be shown to us. 
We have no disposition to repudiate or reject this natural and necessary 
and useful attitude towards us that has-grown out of our strength, our 
institutions, our freedom, and our democracy. 


There is not a nation in Europe that ever bandies fora moment these 
epithets of democracy as disparaging to this country. None of these 
idle and, I perhaps might be justified in saying, frivolous considera- 
tions that have been brought into this debate are ever thought of in 
the courts of Europe. The only question is, why can we not receive - 
and why can we not return ministers who shall represent that mutual, 
that reciprocal appreciation and admiration for this great nation ? 

This idle notion about trappings and dinner places and all that may 
have been interesting to this or that minister, though I think there has 
been more disparagement in that regard than was very suitable; but 
the question is, why, when there is an established arrangement that 
has nothing to do with degradation, but yet of arrangements in the rep- 
resentation among nations, why should not the nation that now is 
abreast of the greatest nation enter into this representation when the 
greatest nations look on us as abreast of them and with a future that 
is far to overtop them? There is nota great nation in Europe that 
does not contemplate the future of this country as a wonder and a power 
that they can neither gainsay nor check nor retard. 

Though I am not disposed to turn the growth and grandeur of this 
country into a vortex that is to whelm all the world, as the Senator 
from Kansas seems to think would befit our dignity and power, yet 
there is no disguising the fact that if we choose to measure ourselves 
under this or that trivial consideration, under this or that element of 
phrase or rhetoric, we shall retain only the same position and thus 
must part with excellent ministers. ‘This country suffered a consider- 
able loss, as I think, in so straightforward and bright and admirable 
a minister as Sir Edward Thornton, and he would have remained here 
except for the fact that the exigencies and proprieties of his own ele- 
vation needed that he should be made an ambassador. He would 
rather have remained here. Any one who knew him, I think, felt that 
in heart, in head, in sobriety of temper, and in firmness in the interest 
of his government, no man ever stood in personal esteem or in the re- 
gard of this Government. higher than this distinguished Englishman. 

Whatever we decide about this matter, let us discard all the flippery 
part of the argument, for that is not the question. ‘There is another 
question, if you please, a great one, but it is a great one only to talk 
of, to talk of annually, if you please, and that is, that we should not 
have any representation abroad. If we have no representation abroad, 
then we have no representation from abroad here. Then because a 
keen, speculative, and far-sighted business man is adequate for all that 
kind of representation in the interest of himself and of our trade, 
somehow or other we are to dispense with any representation that 
speaks by authority for the United States of America and to a nation 
in its capacity as a nation. a! 

If the Senator from Kansas desires to press the matter, he would have 
us cut aloof from Europe and have only the intercourse that belongs 
to trade, travel, newspaper exchanges, and the telegraph. We can un- 
derstand the magnitude and value of all those relations. Nobody has 
reduced them; nobody but should recognize the fact that the inter- 
mingled pulses of great nations are now more powerful than treaties 
and courtesies; but, nevertheless, as all these abundant resources of so- 
ciety within ourselves make us the great nation that we are, we must 
submit to have a President and Senators and Congressmen and heads 
of Departments to conduct in the name of the nation and upon its dele- 
gated authority its business in these dispersed representations and in- 
terests through the collective power of the nation. 

So is it abroad. Letit be that trade is of more importance. Let it 
be that the exchange of ideas, that civilization, that learning, that hu- 
manity, and all these developments of the communities themselves are 
greater than the others; nevertheless, this must be preserved; and that 
being so, there remained but one question for us. It is purely a prac- 
tical question, and a question not of men, not of agents, but of this 
country itself. If we have ambassadors and do not send good repre- 
sentatives, they will be all the same a failure if they are sent as min- 
isters resident, or ministers plenipotentiary, or whatnot. Thisis purely 
a question of practical importance. j 

It is said that no practical injury may come from our representation 
abroad in a critical case by a minister of this grade, because he is of the 
highest grade that is known here. We do not take into account the 
fact that there is a very large representation of ambassadors from other 
countries, some of them rivals of ours; and as is the etiquette during 
the hour of reception by a foreign minister, as with ours here, if the 
time is exhausted because those who have conference accorded to them 
in advance have occupied the hours of interview, then our country or 
other countries are cut out for that day. 

It is to see that pa can have a sort of transcendental represen- 
tation of the power and dignity of the United States of America, and 
find a transcendental representation with the great powers of Europe 
with which you have intercourse; but after all, with these immense 
glories of our civilization, we Paks must deal by word of mouth or pen 
through the agencies of individual men, and the situation which brings 
us together habitually in these associations is a question to be deter- 
mined only for this country and our relations to foreign countries. 

Therefore, without the least notion that this question touches either 
the expense or the self-importance of any minister that we'shall send, 
or a question of court dress, or of etiquette, or of the order at dinners» 
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tables, I put it upon the point that now, among the associated nations 
in which we move as-one, this stage and this step has been reached 
which this country should take. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to utter but a sentence or two 
upon this question and to state the way in which it appears to me.” 

Men communicate to each other their ideas and thoughts by lan- 
guage; and certain phrases, whatever may be the logic as to their logi- 
cal acquisition of any particular meaning, have a certain meaning or 
sense. In the diplomatic language of the world there is a phrase by 
which a nation says to other nations, ‘‘I regard myself as a first-class 
power, equal in dignity and importance to any first-class power on the 
face of the earth,” and that word is the word *‘ ambassador.” 

As the Senator from New York has said, it is not a question of any 
importance in rd to the mere courtesies of life, dinners, or prece- 
dence, but in giving audience. All nations give audience to the first- 
class powers of the world before they do to the second-class powers, and 
to the second-class powers before they do to the third-class powers. 
When a nation says, ‘‘I send to Great Britain an ambassador,” she 
says, “I am a first-class power communicating with you, a first-class 
power.” That is what it means, and that is all it means. When she 
sends to some small island in the Pacific, if there be one with an au- 
tonomy of its own, a chargé or a consul-general, she says, ‘‘ Iam deal- 
ing now with a third-class power, and I send the proper messenger for 
that;’’ and that is all the thing means. 3 

We can not communicate with other nations without diplomatic lan- 
guage and without diplomatic forms. Nobody denies that Great Brit- 
ain, France, and Germany are first-class powers—that is admitted— 
whose business is business of the first importance, and that their in- 
terest is an interest of the first importance among the nations of the 
earth. If the United States sends an envoy, or a minister resident, or 
a chargé to those powers, not denying that they are first-class powers, 
she says, “I only affect and claim to be a second-class power, and I 
come to you rating myself at that rate.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—- 

Mr. HOAR, Let me conclude the sentence and then I shall have 
finished my speech. There wasatime unquestionably when the United 
States was a second-class power. 

Mr. BLAIR. When? 

Mr. HOAR. In the year 1790, in the estimation of mankind. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think we ever admitted it, 
` Mr. HOAR. That period has long since gone by; and I vote to call 
our representative an ambassador and not an envoy or a chargé, not 
because he will dress any differently, not because he will go out to din- 
ner in any different time, but because by the word he claims to be 
treated as an equal to the highest, and not merely an equal to the second 
or third or fourth rate nation. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence, and then I will answer the 
question, if I can. Let me say further, I do not believe, in intercourse 
among nations any more than in intercourse among gentlemen, in the 
notion of the Senator from Kansas, that the United States is to go 
around the world with pantaloons stuffed in boots, with coat and waist- 
coat off, and with ragged trousers held up by one suspender. 

Mr. PLUMB. That kind ofa costume, Mr. President, would be a 
decoration in Massachusetts, but that extreme is just as much to be 
avoided as the other. It is not, as the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] well said—although he misconceived, I think, the force of 
his own argament—the aristocratic intercourse which settles the course 
of association; it is the international pulse, the pulses of the nations 
beating in unison and harmony; and when, during the great struggle 
for the maintenance of the American Republic, it became necessary to 
appeal from the crown to the people of England, from the 
to the masses, it was not done through Charles Francis Adams, ex 
and alert as he was in diplomatic phrase and diplomatic ability, but 
the American Republic sent to appeal to the British people Thurlow 
‘Weed, Henry Ward Beecher, and Archbishop Hughes. We appealed 
from the aristocracy to the public opinion of Great Britain, and it is 
public opinion to-day that rules the course of empires. 

Congress under the Constitution may make war, and yet no man 
here would vote for a war with any power in the world unless that war 
was foreordained by the publicsentiment of the American people, and 
Queen Victoria would not dare to make war against the views and 
wishes expressed of her own people. We are building up here the fig- 
ment of an aristocratic intercourse which ignores these great senti- 
ments’ which control the destinies of nations, and the sentiments 
which are not reached by ambassadors or envoys extraordinary at all, 
and the intercourse between whom counts for nothing in that great 
court of years in which nations take a part. Peis 

So we are simply building up something which we must ultimately 
break down, a card-board house, an arbitrary, ephemeral, and effeminate 
condition of things, following slowly, after all these years, during which 
we have come to our power and our pride, the course of E 
diplomacy, of European designation, upon the puerile idea that unless 
we do so we'shall not be considered a first-class power. ` 
-` The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] said that unless we 
sent ourselves and had an ambassador in the field, or unless we start 
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one to represent us having that title, we were asserting our own in- 
feriority; and yet the man who represents, or did represent until Dem- 
ocratic exigencies sent him away, the British empire at Washington 
was not an ambassador. Did Great Britain advertise her own want of 
superiority by sending an envoy here? He represented just as much 
the plenitude and power of the British empire as though he had been 
named ambassador or any other name to convey a greater idea of con- 
sequence and of rank. 

Whoever goes abroad anywhere bearing the commission of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, deputed to do work that is to be done in the 
name of the American Republic, whether you call him agent or attor- 
ney, represents that power just as fully, and the moment that fact is 
understood his consequence in regard to all the things that are material 
to the American people is just as great as if he were given any other 
title and blazing all over with decorations. Itisonly a question whether 
we will set up names or set up things. That is the point. 

I turn from my friend from New York, comparatively fresh from the 
fields of diplomacy in which he cut an admirable figure, not as an am- 
bassador in decorations of this kind, but in all those things which go 
to constitute the dignity and the sincerity of human intercourse. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senatorif he will give way to enable me 
to put a question to the Senator from Kansas for information ? 

Mr. STEWART. I shall be through in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 
jae GEORGE. I simply wish to ask a question of the Senator from 

ansas. : 

Mr. STEWART. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. Something has been said in this debate, about the 
precedence accorded to the various ranks of ministers, the precedence 
being given to ambassadors. Ishould like to know, ifthe Senator from 
Kansas can answer the question, when several ambassadors from the 
various courts of Europe are gan at once and some of these ambas- 
sadors are princes, some are dukes, and some of the lower order of no- 
bility, whether amongst them the precedence is not given to those kay- 
ing the highest rank in the nobility ? 

. PLUMB. I understand that it isjust asin the American Army; 
the rank of a major-general over another major-general bearing a com- 
mission of the same date is fixed by the preceding rank in the military 
service; and so with these ambassadors, those persons who have these 
artificial distinctions known as dukes, etc., rank ambassadors from 
republics, where the highest rank is that of citizen. 

Mr. GEORGE. So that if we desire to have our ambassadors to 
take equal rank with the ambassadors of other countries we shall have 
to create an order of nobility—create dukes and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Mississippi is entirely mistaken. | 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here the Jaw, and there is no distinction 
made in any form in any foreign country between dukes and others 
holding the rank of ambassador. 

Mr. HALE, They take rank according to the date of their service 
in the e, the oldest ambassador being first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The precedence is according to the commission. 

Mr. HALE. Their precedence has nothing to do with titles. Great 
Britain is frequently represented, as she has been for years, at the court 
of Germany, by a plain Mister Edward Malet, who ranks in the order 
of the seniority of Nis appointment—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Among British diplomatists, 

Mr. HALE. Among all. He ranks the ambassador from Russia, 
from France, or from Austria in the seniority of his appointment; and 


pert | he is just as high, as plain Mr. Malet, as though he were the Duke of 


Cambridge, or the Duke of Marlborough, or as if he were an Italian 
prince. The rank is according to seniority. i 

Mr. PLUMB. The point is, then, that if there happened to be an 
ambassador from Pumpernickel at Great Britain, as long as he re- 
mained there he would rank the American minister. It does not seem 
to me there can be anything more conclusive than that against this 
proposition, 

Mr. HALE. There are no ambassadors from small powers. 

Mr. PLUMB. From any of the powers that might be pleased to 
send one. Corea, for instance, might send one. 

Mr. HALE. They will never do it. 

Mr, PLUMB. They may never do it, but they may. This thing 
is catching. 

Mr. HALE. There is no danger of it being catching, that a small 
nation will become a first-class power. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, that is not catching, but the foolishness of this 
proceeding is very catching. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think this is aquestion for more 
serious consideration than might at first be supposed. I recognize the 
fact that possibly in the transaction of business with foreign powers, if 
our representative, by whatever name, should rank first beg: be received 
first, it might be a convenience; but there are inconveniences which 
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we are witnessing every day that I think more than counterbalance 
the conveniences. 

ies See ies ened aoe eee eet ee ee ee eee 
want gir epi ara ipa Fa RT ANP The: 

nag rng bed in foreign aristocracy that lpg: Bog 

airg a of their mission, they become British or German or 

seas ake DA deat Gg ACANA ONEA FAOK AONE 

Frenchy as the enso may be, and they are aon It seems to me that 
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gives them greater opportunity to sight of their own 
entirely foreigners. fhe dif. 


and a greater lability to become That is the 
I believe now it is conceded that our foreign ministers in 
Europe may be 


‘ton suas peee age nearly everything now is 
done directly between the state of the various govern- 
ments by telegraph and p ean agera the ministers do little more 
than simply convey messages between their governments. To deco- 
rate them or give them place in society will make them less useful 
and less American. The aping of the manners of European society is 
being felt seriously in this country. is a breed of young men 
growing up which we call dudes, After being in for awhile 
they lose command of the English language. They grant and become 
unintelligible, use one eyeglass, perform all sorts of uncomfortable an- 
tics, are a d to their country, and eease to be Americans. 
Ido not believe that we should pass any law which will give any 
national countenance or encouragement to the breeding of dudes. If 
' you have a ministerabroad who is- or if he has grade, 
every American boy that is born rich and who is without the capacity 
to support himself or make a living will ape the manners of the aris- 
tocracy, and he will come back here entirely ruined and useless. There 
are thousands of young men who have been hanging around the courts | is. 
of Europe until they are not Americans; Bua Sac not good citizens. 
They are only fit to spend the patrimony that has been earned by their 
fathers. They are only fit to waste. I think we shall be better off ir 
we abolish the office of anybody that gives such people access to foreign 
society. If foreign governments will not accept our people as Ameri- 
cans, then let them reject us and we shall have some American society. 
I am opposed to the idea of giving onr ministers any rank in 
courts beyond what is necessary to properly transact our business. 
give them the rank necessary for etiquette, necessary for society and 
at the table, is giving the Government’s indorsement to aping 
manners, which is fast making the young men of this country 
who have wealth enough to go abroad worthless when they get home. 
I think we can afford to let our ministers wait their turn, as we have 
done for a hundred years, and confer no additional rank upon them, 
and thus show that the American is not seeking after rank for 
anybody, and that it is not American to seek after rank. 
If there is business to be done, no matter what title a representative 
of the United States may have, if he is authorized by this Government 
He transact that business he will command the respect and he will get 


rig Murs all the hearing that is necessary at any court in the 
wate at is all we want. 


The consuls, the commercial agents that this country sends out, are 
highly important. They are officers that the people doing business 
with those countries constantly consult. They come in contact with 
the business of this country and it is transacted through them. ot 
are badly paid, very poorly paid in this bill. ‘The compensation 
is not sufficient to secure business men suitable for the offices an the 
responsibilities devolving upon them. 

To give a minister rank simply to let him get into the royal palace 
first or so as to fix the order he shall go to dinner, so that he can make 
a greater display, where he should sit at the table, and so on, is an 
acknowledgment that we such things as titles as important; 
it is an indorsement of titles, E Shin thea we Sad Moblog aNicis 
as we are. 

If the Senator from Kansas does not feel disposed to make a motion 
to strike out from the bill entirely all ministers and rely solely upon 
our commercial agents, I think we should not take a step forward to- 
wards inane iI WERA Lustig cag ne seer tosimple democracy. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] asks a question which admits of a very ready answer. 

has nothing to do with the personal 
the minister. All relations of personal 


except this in the matter of asaran and SPEA EPRE the 
importance of the nation, not the importance of the men. The great 
tists of England and of France and of Germany and of Russia 
have had their social distinctions and rank earned by their representa- 
tions of their respective countries, and not been put forward as gaining 
dignity for their countries by their personal rank. 
Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question. Where is the 
en with England transacted, in the drawing-roomor at the foreign 


Me. EVARTS. At the foreign office. 
Mr. PLUMB. fegi mierak E it ever happened within the 
Senator’s knowledge that any American citizen acting as minister has 


pret pevuanied from baring soem to She fiwsig aios Sie Wiat he tec 
to say because his title was not 

Mr. EVARTS. I hate mo ala spear EPE ea of soe stellen ae 
ambassadors are first introduced into the foreign secretary’s chamber 
on business, and if the time is exhausted before the ministers are heard 
the American or other minister is left out. 
pen HOAR. The ministers have to wait until PETERE i 

u 


Mr. EVARTS. Well, Mr. President, I can not certainly say. 
„Mr. PLUMB. The Senator says he does not know ap the 


Mr. HALE, Let me answer the question. The minister of this Re- 
public to one of the most im tant courts in Europe, to a people with 
whom we have more close tions of business and importance, not of 
etiquette, than any other, told me that so great had been the inconven- 
ience, not at aces, not on occasions of state, not in mere ceremo- 
nials, but at foreign office, that he, after waiting to transact busi- 
Seta Sibi ee sok Ge Wel pak ia mae oe 


with the business between us and other powers. Alamein noth- 
ing to do with it; democracy has nothing to do with it; status in life 
has nothing to do with it. The men whom we send abroad are plain 
American citizens, Mr. So-and-So, and they always will be Mr. So- 
and-So; but they represent a people of sixty-five millions, who have 
passed beyond the swaddling-clothes period, and it ought to assert it- 
self as a people equal to Russia or France or Ger 
ought to use the term to 


Mr. MORGAN, ME. President this debate has ocouped a great deal 
of time and gone over a great of ground, I think a great part of it 
quite unnecessarily. I would not detain the Senate a moment to express 
my opinion upon the subject at all, but that I have at all times since 
I have been a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations advocated 
the establishment in our laws of the foreign minister of the rank and 
title of ambassador. Iam very much surprised to-day to find that that 
word has produced a very great degree of excitement in the minds of 
some of our brethren here, and it has led me to why it was 
that our fathers in framing the Constitution of the United States put 
in the word “‘ambassador,’’ as the only office that they chose 
Priya ATENDA pene pool that we would that office 

the statute-book and make provision for the exerciseof all its duties 
anny meer reg agen intercourse. 


plomatic in 

Mr. PLUMB. Why did not they do it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I presume they did not do it because at that time 
the American Government had no use for officers of that very rank 
and dignity. I judge that was the historical fact;-but, inasmuch as our 
fathers found no difficulty in the PoS E aA peop aap a 
officer to represent the American Government in some of the fi 
courts of the world at least, I find no difiiculty in putting it in a 
statute-book, and I shall find nodifliculty, if it is necessary to do so, in 
voting whatever of APOENA far necessary to give to that rank 
a becoming dignity ora ward, so that the incumbents may 
maintain the duties and dignities, "social anal otherwise, of that office 
creditably among the nations of the earth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator will allow me to say that the word 
“ambassador ” is used in the existing diplomatic law of 1856, the gen- 
eral law upon the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I believe in democracy; I believe 
in that principle which puts the powers of government in the hands of 
$s peonio Of thin Salted Stokes O OF aay oleae PODIE I believe ina 
constitutional democracy; but I do not think because a man is a dem- 
oerat that there is any occasion for his being outlandish, or regarding 
himself as being inferior, or as taking upon himself the airs of a large 
and licentious sort of liberty and going where he pleases and ‘‘ cutting 
up” just as much as he wants to. 

I think the Government of the United States of all the governments 
in this world is entitled to be represented in the most di ed, elegant, 
and thorough manner that any other government is. I the cen- 
tralization of of sovereignty in this country in the of our 
propis as by far the highest reach of human endeavor in government. 

I regard the sovereignty of the people of the United States as being su- 

to that of any ether sovereignty in the world, because it nests in 
the body of the people and is informed by their conscience and quick- 
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ened by their energies and strengthened by their power; and I have not 


any FRA at all that the principles of government laid down in our 
Constitution will prevail in the world sooner or later, and that we shall 
become in every possible particular the highest and grandest power that 
ever was known to civilization. 

We have not quite yet worked out our destinies. We have not yet 
quite accomplished our internal structure. We have bills before us 
now to mature some five or six States in the American Union, and I 
suppose we shall have as many as ten to create before our own Govern- 
ment is complete; but when it is complete and has become thoroughly 
matured, and its resources and powers are entirely developed; taken in 
connection with the grand basis upon which this structure rests, it 
must be admitted by all who have respect for mankind as well as for 
the Christian religion that the Government of the United States is the 
model government of the world, and the sovereignty it presents is the 
highest and the most dignified that ever entered into the conception of 
mortal man. 

I am in favor of having thatsovereignty represented ing to the 
views of other nations, in the very highest dignities that they esteem 
necessary and proper for its reeognition. I wish the American Gov- 
ernment, when it presents itself to foreign countries, to be the eqnal of 
any other government in the world, and to be able to conform to what 
are their tastes and wishes about matters of this kind, so that when 
it comes into any form of diplomatic recognition, whether socially or 
whether in the foreign offices, or however it ik ba. the Amine 
Government will be considered par excellence the government of man- 
kind, the government of the nations. 

So, I think, instead of trying to bring down the character of our Gov- 
ernment to what I might call a vulgar democracy, we had better try to 
elevate the growing democracy of this country, whether found in the 
Republican or Democratic party, to a true and just coneeption of the 
dignity and honor that belongs to this great country of ours. 

That is the view that I desire to express in regard to this matter, and 
hence it is that I have always been in favor of putting this rank of 

r into our diplomatic corps. 

a CALL. Mr. pv there nd aeaaee eginga nrg 
which is beginning to be very apparent, is having an e on the 
country and its future. It ignores all distinctions of public service, of 
distinguished merit of those who have nothing bnt merit, and exalts 
the power of money, the distinction of money, the distinction that 
comes from fortune, from large accumulations. There is nothing re- 
publican and nothing democratic in this sentiment. ‘Trne democracy 
and true republicanism exalt the public service as well as the citizen, 
however poor, who shall have attained high and meritorious position 
in the discharge of public duty and by the contribution of valuable 
services to the people. 

Now, let us examine this question. We are discussing here as if it 
were a degradation to be a republican, a citizen of this Republic, as if 
to call a man by a title, a designation known to public service and 
diplomatic intercourse, would be some kind of a stigma upon his re- 
publican character and upon the principle of government by the peo- 
ple. Why shall not a citizen, however poor and humble, who in abil- 
ity, in integrity, in public service, shall stand first amongst the diplo- 
mats of the world, have that position, that appellation, that name in 
diplomatic intercourse which the highest representative of a sovereign 
power can have? Isit because it will produce some bad effect upon 
our own country thus to reward distinguished merit? There is noth- 
ing in that idea. 7 

e even hear it suggested here that that method of intercourse whi 
has existed from the commencement of time, diplomatic intercourse 
through accredited agents selected by a people, shall be done away 
with. Why? Because this is a commercial age, not an age of bound- 

. aries or of questions concerning political relations. Why is it not an 
age of political questions? Noreasons are given. Political questions 
relating to the autonomy of states, the policy which shall govern their 
relations with other states, and the effect of their laws are now as im- 
enter SR Ne SO OESE any past period of the history of the 
world. 

The reason for having a minister, an ambassađor, is plain md appar- 
ent. What is it? Why, as suggested by the distinguished Senator 
from New York [Mr. Evarts], there are Americans in every 
country. Shalleach man appeal to the Government and assert 
power and dignity and right of an American citizen in the name and 
by the authority of his Government? Shall every man be a judge in 
his own case and apply the power of this nation to his own personal 
interest? It is necessary that there shall be some accredited head of 
the Government, and the question whether you shall call him a citi- 
zen, or 2 constable, or a sheriff, or a major-general, or shall use that 
a said by the Senator from Massachusetts, which is known to 

iplomacy and accepted amongst all the peoples of the world, is a very 
plain one. 

Shall a withont — oe as defy the common a of 
mankind, t we assert for ourselves in a swaggering spirit of rightto 
adopt a phraseology of our own, and that we will di the cus- 
toms and the usages and the rules of intercourse which have governed 
all other peoples? What dignity, what sense, what propriety is there 
in the assertion that because we are a republic and a government of 


the people, we shall say when we go to England, or to France, or to 
Germany, or to Russia that “‘we will not abide by the rules which you 
have seen fit to agree to with all other nations for our diplomatic inter- 
course; we will insist that you shall give precedence to the man whom 
we 2 constable, while you have said * he shall be designated anam- 
bassador, or we shall not give him equality with others who are known 
and sent here by thattitle?’’’ With what propriety shall we say to 
those nations, of whom we are but one, that we are the sovereigns of 
the earth, the hope of all future ages, the American people defy every- 
body and everything, and the American eagle shall scream in mid-air 
in defiance of all? That is not the language of dignity, of wisdom, or 
of any kind of nsefal relationship or useful assertion of the power of 
this people. z 

Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States—I do not know 
whether it is to be regarded now or not—but, if so, its language is im- 
perative. Itsays ‘‘the President of the United States shall nominate 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
ambassadors ’’—not “ may?’ but “shall” appointambassadors. Why 
was that language used? Because from the days antecedent to old 
Rome ambassadors have been the class of persons appointed on impor- 
tant occasions to negotiate questions of peace or war, settlements in ref- 
erence to trade and to commerce, and all other questions concerning the 
intercourse of nations, ‘That is the title selected by our own Constitu- 
tion and our own Government, 

Now, why shall we wish to embarrass an American citizen because 
when he is sent abroad and there are other people who have adopted 
this rule that persons of the title of ambassador shall have certain pe- 
culiar rights, shall be regarded as having a larger degree of confidence 
from their government than those of other designations—what sense is 
there in saying that we shall embarrass that useful public servant by 
saying tohim, “ We will not give to you the fnll confidence and power 
that is given by other people and is understood by the use of this 
phrase?’’ There is nothing in that. 

There is nothing in the idea that we are making dudes by rewarding 
the distinguished merit of the American citizen and the confidence the 
paoe have in him, for he would not be designated to that place un- 

ess he were a man who had made his impression upon the public opinion 
of his country, unless they had proved him as a true republican, aloyal 
and faithfal citizen of distinguished capacity and usefulness, If he 
were not such a man it would be the exceptional case. 

Our theory of government assumes that being designated for that 
high place he has the imprimatur of the confidence of the sovereign 
people of the United States; and shall we then say that, having that 
contidence and the’sanction of this public opinion, to reward him with 
a designation for your public ce equal to that which is given to 
others is a discouragement of American patriotism and American vir- 


tue, and that we are educating dudes by giving this reward when the 

people before the office is given have designated the recipient of it? 
Mr. President, there is SEAE in this on. ‘This is a simple 

question whether or not we shall comply witk the nsages which exist 


between all nations in the designation of the agents of our intercourse 
with them. Ishall vote for it, and vote for it with pleasure. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I take it that it is so late in the day 
that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN’ will not care to enter upon 
the discussion of the clauses with reference to Samoa after snch a pro- 
found and agitating debate as this has been and so long drawn out. 
Therefore I will express a few of the ideas that occur tome in reference 
to this matter. 

It seems to me when you come to examine the bill and reflect a lit- 
tle upon the subject, that it is quite idle for the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] with his splendid rhetoric, which is the ornament 
of this Chamber and has so long been the pride of American public life, 
or for any other Senator who may in this debate think it worth while, 
rather Jate in thought perhaps, to undertake to dignify the God-for- 
saken citizenship of America, to claim that there is not after allin this 
proposition a little of anti-republican catering to the sentiment of aris- 
tocratic domination, rank, and power, 

The Constitution provides that the President “‘shall nominate, and 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint am- 
bassadors and other public ministers and consuls.” That word ‘‘min- 
isters” is a general term, embracing all Pe ne the messengers of one 
country entering npon the performance of diplomatic duty, to transact 
that form of business with another, So it is a term including ambas- 
sadors as well as envoys extraordinary, ministers plenipotentiary, 
chargés d’affaires, consuls-general, the ministers resident, and the like, 
It is a general term; and if you observe the structure of this bill you 
will find that in Schedule A, under the heading of ‘‘ Salaries of min- 
isters,” there are five clauses in which the term *‘ envoys extraordinary 
and ministers plenipotentiary” is employed. 

The first clause in which that expression is employed to designate a 
minister relates to France, Germany, Great Britian, and Russia. The 
ministers to those countries are classed by Ives because they 
bave an annualsalary of $17,500 each, making atotal of $70,000. They 
are classed together because their salaries are the page and because 
of the greater responsibilities and extent of the duties which have to 
be performed. But in the very next clause, under the same heading, 
we have ‘‘envoysextraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Austria, 
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Brazil, China, Italy, Japan, Spain, and Mexico,” and they receive 
salaries at the rate of $12,000 each, making $84,000 in all. 

Then the same class, ‘envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipo- 
tentiary to Chili and Peru at $10,000 each;’’ the same class of mi 
“to Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Salvador,” and 
they are to receive $10,000 each. Then, to ‘‘the Argentine Republic, 
the United States of Colombia, Turkey, Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden 
and Norway, and Venezuela, who are the same class of ministers, ‘‘en- 
Pe rer ghia and ministers plenipotentiary,’’ and are to receive 

,500 each. 

Then follows a classification of ministers called ministers resident. 
There is a minister resident to the Hawaiian Islands; then ministers 
resident and consuls-generals in Corea, Greece, Roumania, Servia, Bo- 
livia, Denmark, Hayti, Persia, Portugal, Siam, Switzerland, and one 
or two other foreign countries, 

Now the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] rises in the Senate 
and moves to strike out this classification of our foreign servants who 
have been, or who are to be, sent to the Republic of France and to Eng- 
land, Germany, and Russia, and insert instead of that classification a 
new order of diplomatic nobility, that is to say ambassadors, and Sen- 
ators tell us that these ambassadors are a certain more fully developed 
species of the diplomatic servant, the highest of all, in fact the only 
gradation which can be sent from one first-class power to another first- 
class power without there being a contention or an implication that the 
party sending that agent isa second, third, or fourth, or fifth rate power, 
as the case may be. 

The Senator pro to give this elevation, to create this new rank 
with reference to these four great powers, and to no others. I turned 
to him sometime since and asked him why not make this classification 
general? Why not let it apply to all our foreign ministers? Why not 
employ the simple term ‘‘minister,’’ which is to be found in the Con- 
stitution, and which is all-embracing, unless there is a design here to 
establish a classification with greater ornament, greater distinction, a 
sort of diplomatic nobility, if you please, to be created by ourselves— 
not an order of nobility such asis established in the old country, but 
an order of nobility in the diplomatic service or in the service of the 
United States? Unless thare be some such idea as that, what argu- 
ment is there for this proposition? If the Senator will make his propo- 
sition general, and strike out this clause ‘‘envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary ’’ totally from the entire bill, and say ‘* minis- 
ters,’’ which includes everybody and raises no distinction of rank what- 
ever by implication or in express terms, I could very readily vote for 
that amendment. That would be employing the language of the Con- 
stitution. That would leave everybody upon an exact level of equality 
in the public service. 

But when you select these four great powers, towards all of which 
we are inclined to conduct ourselves with the utmost ceremony, differ- 
ent from what we do towards Mexico or Chili or Hayti—when you have 

cked out these four t powers and say ‘‘ We will send you an am- 

or,” and to all the rest ‘‘ We will send.you simply an envoy ex- 
traordinary,’’ a lower grade, or merely a minister resident—when we 
undertake to do that we do an unrepublican thing; we do a discredit- 
able and a disgraceful thing (begging the pardon of the Senate), as it 
looks to my mind. 

Mr. President, it is said to us that not to send an ambassador abroad 
is to confess our own lack of dignity, as though for the last one hundred 
years we had not been properly represented abroad, just as though 
there was anything which an ambassador could do, which mortal man 
as the minister or agent of the United States could do which has not 
been done in the past. We achieved our independence, we contrived 
in some way to conduct the negotiations necessary to it, we made 
treaties after the war with Great Britain, and we have made them re- 
peatedly all the way through, and we have had permanent 
abroad to all the great powers of the world, at least to the powers of 
Europe, during the entire period of our national existence. Tosay that 
during all this time we have been making our obeisance to these powers 
abroad as their inferior seems to me to be utterly preposterous. There 
can be nothing of the kind seriously true. 

The real difficulty I find is what the Senator from New York sug- 
posted, and the only one that he did suggest, or at least which he did 

ustrate by any instance that occurred to him, and when he was ques- 
tioned for other instances he did not give them, and I assume for that 
reason that he was not able to call illustrations to his mind. But he 
did say that one British minister here was obliged to quit diplomatic 
service in the United States in order to attain higher rank in the dip- 
lomatic service of his own country elsewhere. 


That may be so, but was that the fault of the United States? If 


the empire or kingdom of Great Britain, as you please, does not con- 
sider that in sending a representative of hers to the United States, 
she is sending a minister to a first-class power, we must endeavor to 
endure it. We have endured it for a long time, and the Stars and 
Stripes are flying yet, and are liable to be flying for many years to 
come and to sp their power over a considerably more extensive 
geographical area to the north of us in the course of time than they 

ve hitherto, and we can get along very well if Great Britain does not 
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consider when she sends a minister to the United States that she is ac- 
crediting one of her subjects to a first-class power There is nothing 
in the propos hon so far as that is concerned. 

To claim that when we send an envoy extraordinary and a minister 
plenipotentiary, which means with full power—I think the dictionary 
is good authority for that—when we send a minister abroad with fall 
powers, what more can we do? We may not use precisely the same 
term that they employ in the diplomatic language of Europe, but we 
send our agent to every one of these four great select pre-eminent pow- 
ers whose, consideration we are to beg by reason of this amendment. 
When we send an American abroad with a commission which describes 
him as our minister plenipotentiary, we have given to him all the power 
that it is possible to plant in any messenger that we may send, however 
he may be constituted or howéver he may be described. 

Now, Mr. President, if I were to undertake to criticise this bill, if I 
were to try to fall back upon the Constitution and to do a good thing 
for my country, I would strike out the words ‘‘envoys extraordi 
and’? and the word ‘‘plenipotentiary,”’ leaving simply all the way 
through the bill the word ‘‘ministers.’? That would give simplicity 
and give equality; it would save us the national snobbery of asking 
special consideration of these four powers by an act which at the same 
time is a notification to all the rest of the powers of the world that we 
do not look upon them as occupying the same high status as these four 
great powers of the world, and while we take the privilege of changing 
our laws so as to send an ambassador to these four great powers, we are 
still consistent with ourselves and our own lack of dignity in continu- 
ing to insult them, or rather to proffer anew an insult to them, which 
we never have done before, for we have classed them alike by sending 
to them an inferior order of representation, which will be the condition 
in which we shall leave ourselves when we make the amendment the 
Senator from Louisiana proposes, because then we shall send ambas- 
sadors to these four great powers who are liable to whip us any time 
they conclude to do so, but we shall have left our bill reading just as 
it does now with reference to the rest of the world. 

I do not think that if we are to touch the subject at all, we ought 
to leave it in this imperfect way for the sake of that respect which we 
certainly ought to show to our weaker neighbors, who are, nevertheless, 
as ble as we are ourselves. 

If we are to adopt the amendment and appoint ambassadors to these 
four great powers, I shall take the liberty of moving subsequently to 
strike ont the words “envoys extraordinary and’’ and the word ‘‘ plen- 
ipotentiary ’’ wherever they occur, so that the whole bill may be con- 
sistent with itself, consistent with our own dignity, and not a legisla- 
tiveinsult to any portion of mankind, and then employ the term ‘* min- 
isters,’’ which seems to me a very proper one, and which will relieve 
us of all these difficulties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad« 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 29, 1889, at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 28, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from General W. B. 
Franklin, president of the Board of Managers of the National Home, 
transmitting report of the in: on of State homes for disabled sol- 
diers and sailors of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that a thousand ex- 
tra copies of that report be printed for the use of the members of the 
board for distribution by them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is it? 

The SPEAKER. It is the report of the Board of of the 
Soldiers’ Home of the inspection of State homes for disabled soldiers 
and sailors to which aid has been given by the act of Congress passed 
at the last session. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for one day on account of sickness in his family, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the regular call be 
a with, and that permission be given to members to file bills 
and resolutions with the Clerk for reference to appropriate committees, 
There was no objection, and it was so ER i 
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FILING OF BILLS. 


The following bills and resolutions were filed by being handed in at 
the Clerk’s desk: 


ANACOSTIA BRIDGE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 12406) to authorize the 
strengthening, widening, and raising of the Anacostia bridge, in the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


STREETS AND AVENUES OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 12407) 
to extend the streets and avenues of the city of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ETC., KANSAS, 


Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 12408) to divide the State 
of Kansas into two judicial districts, fixing terms of court, and for the 
appointment of judges and other officers therein; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 12409) to amend section 
4547 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred a the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WATERVLIET ARSENAL. 


Mr. TRACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 12410) pié | for the pur- 
chase of land adjacent to the Watervliet arsenal; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF TERRITORIES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 12411) to enable the peo- 
ple of Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming to form constitutions and State 
governments, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 1 State | fn 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


TRRIGATION OF TAOS VALLEY, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 12412) to aid the irrigation of 
the Taos Valley, inthe Territory of New Mexico; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, DAKOTA, 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 12413) opening to settlement 
a portion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, submitted the followingresolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


printed: 

Whereas the Fiftieth Congress of the United States, now in session, closes the 
one hundredth anniversary of constitutional government as organized and es- 
tablished in the city and State of New York on the 30th day of April, A. D.1789, 
when George Washington, elected by the people, did, in their presence in said 
city, take the solemn oath of office and organized the Government; and 

hereas the day has become historic in the annals of our country and ar- 
rangements have not been made for an appropriate centennial celebration to 
commemorate that important event; and 

Whereas it would seem a fitting manifestation of respect and tude to the 
memories of the first President, his Cabinet, the Senators and presentatives 
of the First Congress, that this the Fiftieth Congress, closing the first century of 
our national existence, should be present in New York City on the cente! 

„April EE, A. D.1889: Therefore, 

EAA That it is the pleasure of the Con, to assemble in the city of 

New yore, on sortie day named and participate in the ceremonies of the occasion. 


EXPENDITURES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 

‘Whereas the Committee on nditures of the Treasury De ment has 
not during either session of the Fiftieth Congress had any time setapart for the 
consideration of the bills reported by said committee: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of this House that a day or a night should 
be set apart for the consideration of bills now on the Calendar reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Expenditures of the Treasury Department. 


BRIDGE ACROSS KANSAS RIVER. 
Mr. RYAN submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas in favor of the construction of a bridge across the Kansas River 


within the corporate limits of the city of Topeka, Kans.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CENSUS OF 189, 
Mr. RYAN also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas in relation to the census of 1890; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be printed. 


"| the Secre 


SAMOA, 


Mr. FORD submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


Whereas recent dispatches from Vice-Consul Blacklock, at Apia, Samoa, to 
of State, and accounts in the public press, have conveyed the in- 
telligence of great indignities offered by the representatives of Germany to 
American citizens and American interests in Samoa; and : 

Whereus in the correspondence by the President to Congress on April 2, 1888, 
touching our rights in Samoa, there appears a letter from the Secretary of State 
to the British and German ministers, asking permission of their governments 
to make public the joint protocols of the Sania conference held between said 
tact pep aa said ministers in the summer of 1887, which permission was re- 

an 

Whereas it is alleged that the publication of these protocols would show that 
Germany has violated her treaty rights and obligations solemnly entered into 
wie prams bet the, e Rata That th yeazveens & f State be 

e louse ves, at the o e 

requested to transmit to this Sonn copies of all such joint protocolsand memo- 
Sparse of the proceedings of said conference, if not TASOA with the pub- . 

c interest. 


RIGHTS OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. PETERS submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kansas favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. 11697) relat- 
ing to the rights of settlers on Government lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

TRUSTS AND COMBINES. 

Mr. PETERS also submitted a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of the State of Kansas, requesting legislation against trusts and 
combines; which was referred,to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RYAN submitted a resolution of the house of representatives 
of the State of Kansas, requesting legislation against trusts and com- 
bines; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. CRISP submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Elections, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That provision be made to peyso to John B. Clark, Clerk of the House 
and arranging for the printer, and 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitteda joint resolution (H. Res. 258) provid- 
ing for the printing of the eulogieson the life and character of Edward W. 
Robertson, deceased, late a Representative in Congress from Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES., 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 12414) to amend 
section 2579 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions be discharged from the further consideration of Senate 
bill 379 —— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order 4 is demanded. 

Mr. LONG. By whom? 

The SPEAKER. By the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], as the Chair understands. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the demand is made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] insist upon the demand for the regular order? This bill is one 
which was reported unanimously by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


mnial | sions. It is a bill which I introduced and the committee have asked 


me to ask unanimous consent to put it upon its at Saas time. 
It is a bill relating to the twenty-one veterans who tae no arms, 
their pensions from $72 to $100 per month. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act all s who, 
in the military or naval service of the United States and inthe line of duty, 
have lost both hands, or the use of both hands, shall be entitled to a pension ot 
$100 per month. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
“or the use of both hands.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third-time, and passed. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MOUNT CARMEL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. LANDES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 


we, 


1254. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,: 


`~ 


JANUARY 28,, 


mt upon its passage House bill 4496, to authorize and empower the 
Mount Carmel DevelopmentCompany to draw water from the Wabash 
River, etc. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] yield to the gentleman. fron Illinois? 
Mr: HEMPHILL.. Yes, sir. There ought,to bean opportunity for 
one bill on each side, 
The bill was read, as-follows: 
HE saagbiner san ner prerana thelawa-of the: fate of Illinois, be vanaibe 
same. is hereby, authorized and empowered: to construct and oj operate during 
from abash- River 
above tho lock and dain now in process of construction at the Grand Rapida of 


abash 
‘Wabash and State ofl Tilinois, ny any poaa on said river within the. corporate 
eee the city of Mount Carmel, to draw from: said: Wabash River 
= neck ‘thereof such jalari water ns may be required for-the purposes 
ofs: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANDES] that this bill be now considered? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope:there will be a word of explanation of this 


bill, as I seethat my colleague [Mr; NEALE] is notinhisseat. Let 


the report be read. < : 
The report: (by Mr: JONES) was read as: follows: 

The city of Mount Carmel is situated on the Wabash River, about 2 miles be- 
low the Grand Rapids insaidriver. The Mount Carmel Development Company 
has: been organized to utilize sucit water-power as'the situation: provides, and 
the. purpose of the bill is to grant said company the privilege of drawing through 
a sy to be-cut from. Mount Carmel into the riveror a tributary about said 


iggested Bett 
Department on this subject. Add at the end of line 14 the follo 
“Provided, That such withdrawal benot detrimental to the interests of navi- 
gation, pee 'be subject to the direction and control of the Secretary of War.” 
With the adoption of this: we recommend the passage of the bill. 


Wan Department, Washinglon City; June 16,1888. 
Berte mr request of the 12th instant, fór the views of this Depart- 
eet pill 4496, Fiftieth Congress; first session, to authorize the 
omens E N Company; to draw water from the Wabash wate 
have the bonor to invite attention to. the: inelosed report of 
the the 1th instante instant, | on the subject, from the Chief of Engineers: 
Very respectful 


Iy, 
j WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. N. C. BLANCHARD} 
Chairman (Osaat o ANGES ONDAS House of Representatives. 


OFFICE. OF THE: CHIED OB: REITEN UNITED: STATES- ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1888. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to this office, for Hep: 
of the letter from the Committee on Rivers.and Harbors of the House of 
resentatives dated the 12th inst., with inclosed resolution of that committeean: 
H. R. 4496, a bill “to authorize. and empower the Mount Carmel p eeraa 
y to draw’ vas ra Fe the ear River or its tributaries, inthe county 


abash and State ?* andin y thereto to state that no objection 
See to the pr the bi Hemet peyra That no injury shall ensue to the in- 
terests of navigation we Pom 7 withdrawal of water, and to secure this 
it is recommended that the amendment. be rap Teresa toe rarioa 
in after the word “ pen ai 14: “ Provided, That such withdrawal 
be not detrimental to navigation, and besubject to 


and control of the Secretary of Wan n 
The letter from the Committee on Rivers and. Harbors aud- inclosures. are 
riri ss returned. Loti < 
respectfully, your o ent servan 
r z C. DUANE,,. 


LBeeniain iene eh hist of Engineers. 
Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretaryof War: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to: the request of the gentleman 
from Ilinois-that this bill be now put upon its passage? 

Mr. OATES. I would like-to hear a word of explanation, reserving 
the right to object. 

Mr. LANDES: A corporation. has been formed to construct water- 
works to furnish the city of Mount Carmel with water, and the object 
of this bill is to enable them to draw the water from the Wabash 
River, subject to the control of the Secretary of War- That: is all 
there is in.the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Ihave no objection to that: 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no further objection. 

The amendment recommended by the-committee was agreed to; 

The bill as: amended was ordered to. be en: and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. LAN DES moved to reconsider the vote: by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion: to. reconsider: be: laid: on the 
table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

COUNTING OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: TIrise to present a privileged report. [Tam 
directed by the Committee on the Eleetionof President, Vice-President, 
and Members of the House: of Representatiyes: to submit the report 
which I send to the desk, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The said committee to whom was ‘referred. Senate resolution ee ea the 
counting of the vote for President and Vice-President of the U; States, 
which resolution is as follows— 


“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives con ), That the two 
overs of Oceanis ped yao blein 2 thd Haut ot the ione ai oprana 


suant to the requirement of the Constitution and laws relating to thee! ion 
of President and Vice-President of the United States; and the President of the 
Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two ns Fry ES tellers. on 
the part of the Senate, and two on the part of presentatives, to 
makes list of tho-votes as they shall be declared; that the result shall be de- 
livered to the President of thot Senate, who shall announce the state of the vote 
and the persons elected to the two Houses assembled, as aforesaid, which shall 
be deemed a declaration of the persons elected President and Vice-Presidentot 
the United States; and, together with a list of the votes, be entered on the Jour- 
nals of the two Houses 
report. that. having found the-said -resolution to be in conformity with law, 
they ropot the same back to the House with the recommendation that is be 
agreed to. 

The question being: taken, the. resolution .of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
ldtion was concurred in; and also moved that the motion. to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE: FROM. THE. SENATE. 

Amessage from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate requested the. House to return. to the Senate the. bill 
(H. R..3312) to transfer certain. counties: from. the southern judicial 
district to the northern judicial district, in the State of Georgia, and to 
divide the northern district in said State into two, to be known as the 
western and eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced.that. the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which it asked concurrence: 

A. bill. (8:.375) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses; 

A bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri-River at or near. Kansas City, Kans., not over 10 miles above 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo. ; and 

A bill (S: 3786) to change the date for the commencement of the 
March terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I movethatthe House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HEMPHILL.. Mr. Speaker, is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is, unless.ssome-motion having precedence over 
it be made. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I movetotake up House bill No. 12292, reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. That has priority, this day being set apart under 
the rules: for the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Districtof Columbia. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that bill in the House or the Committee ofthe 
Whole? 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair will ascertain. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows» 


A bill (A. Ri 12292) to amend sections 851, 858, 857; 861, and 862 ofthe Revised 
Statutes-of the United States relating to oe District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill demanded ? 

Mr. BLOUNT.. I should like to: know: to what: subject. the bill re- 
lates? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It relates to the terms of court in this District, 
= out.of the fact that sometimes, the judges are ill and thus lose 

and it also relates: to. the: term: of service: of jurors, reducing 
their terms ftom three months to one month. 

Mr RANDALL. I raise the question of consideration; and Idesire 
to state that my object is-to go.on- with the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which is a great public necessity. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman trom Pennsyivania raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. The question is,, Will the Ae omanoma es 
consider the bill the title: oft which has. been read 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 2a noes 107. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr: Speaker; as: is known. by members. of the- 
House this day is set-apart for the consideration of business reported 
fromthe Committee on the District of Columbia. We have a number 
of measures: which: are, we: think, of 
the people of this District, who are laces interested in their passage. 
But it is not the desire of the committee to consume the time of the 
House. unnecessarily: If the House is unwilling to transact the busi- 
OE cert Sitar ee eigen tine EAI te he eee ly; Ifthe 
sundry civil bill is- se urgent now, 


order that it may besent to the other end o! see Capitol, iaa Tas. 


to inquire whether the House wonld not give us a day for the consid- 
eration of our business—say next. Saturday—instead of to-day? The 


sundry civil bill will then be- out of the way, and we: can proceed with. 
our business, 


very: considerable importance to. . 
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Mr. DUNHAM. Why not have an evening session? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The difficulty about an. evening: session is that 
we can not get a quorum here. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from South:Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] asks unanimous consent. that next Saturday be set apart, in lieu 
of. to-day, for the consideration of business reported from the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. L object.. There are several other appropriation 
bills to follow this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] ob- 
jects. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, we shall have to call up some more of our 
bills, I presume. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make an’appeal to. the gentleman from 
South Carolina. Thesentimentofthe House wassostrongly against him 
on the division just taken that I hope he will not consume time in 
this: way, time which would be taken. from the consideration of the 
sundry civil bill; and not utilized’ by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, unless the House has suddenly changed its mind. If the 
gentleman. desires to try the sense of the House in regard to one or tivo 
more District measures, I have no objection; but I really hope he will 
not. press the matter any farther than that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ithink; Mr. Speaker; that.this matter could be 
arranged by the Committee: on Appropriations taking a night session 
some time for the consideration of their business. There are other ap- 
propriation. bills which will go through here with less obstruction than 
some of these. measures: from the District Committee. One of the 
tronbles about District business is that every. man here understands, 
or thinks that le understands, all about it; and with the appropriation 
bills we are apt to leave the question in a great measure to the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

The SPEAKER.. Does the gentleman from South. Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] call up any other bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not submit my motion togo into Committee 
of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will do so, unless the gentleman from 
Sonth Carolina calls up another bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [call up the bill (H. R: 11701) for the relief of 
the building and mutual loan associations of the District of Columbia. 

“en RANDALL. Is that bill in the House or in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itis on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the gentleman’s motion should be to go 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That would be the proper motion. The title of 
the bill will be read. 

Tlie Clerk read the title of the bill. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman from South.Carolina, |, 


rather demand the. reading of the hill in full, what- sort of relief 
the building and loan associations want? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to open up debate on this question, 
mo must object. to disenssion until the: question of consideration. is 


ermined. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The. gentleman.from Pennsylvania. misappreliends 
me- Isimply want the object of the bill brought out; not discussion, 

TheSPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ican state ina moment the purport of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I move that the Honse resolve itselfinto 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill the title of 


which has just been read. 
Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will vote that down and let us 
go.on with the sundry civil a iation: bill. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to make a brief statement to the 

Mr. RANDALL. LI object. Let us determine the matter. without 
delay, and not consume time. 

Pig CE TAAS Questions relating to the order of businessare not 
e. 

Ar ee taken on the motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, and itwas 
rejected. 

Mr. ROGERS.. Regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I havye'a motion pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motionis pending, but under the 
rules of the House the gentleman from. South Carolina has this day if 
He chooses to call-up any bills from the Distriet Committee. 

Mr. HEMPHILL.. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the purpose of 

idering the bill H) R..11817. This is for the relief of Christ 
Church, and that will appeal, I am sure, to every man who has any 
Christianity in his heart. 
The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be reported. 
The Clerk: read as follows: 


#& bill (HÈ R: 11817) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington Parish, 


in the District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the United 
States of America in and to square south of square 1092 in the city of Washing- 
ton, District aforesaid. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 31, 
noes 91. 

So the motion of Mr. HempHiLh was rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will: with- 
draw: his objection to Saturday.. Can I ask him to do: that? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot withdraw the objection. I have great re- 
spect for my friend from South Carolina and the work. his committee 
have in hand, but there area number of appropriation billswhich mnst 
be acted upon and which demand prior consideration. 

Mr. GOX (to Mr. HEMPHILL). Why not take a night session ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then Lask that we be allowed a night session; 
and I would suggest next Wednesday night, at half past 7. 

The SPEAKER. At what hour will the House take recess? , 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Takea recess at 5 o’clock to meet at 7.30. 

Mr. ROGERS. Not unless the session be limited. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to,ask the gentleman if he expects to 
bring up at that time the trust bills or the Rock Creek park bills? 

Mr. HEMPHILE. Well, sir, I can not state to the gentleman. We 
shall bring up such bills as the committee. may direct. 

Mr; BLOUNT. Because I think there should be no night sessions 
on bills of that character. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There are other important bills before the com- 
mittee. I will state that there are a number of measures. to which I 
think there will be no objection; but, at the same time, let me say 
that I think these. trust bills. have-not exactly received fair treatment 
from the House. They ought. to be acted on one way or the. other. 
But I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that if itis his wish to 
prevent proper legislative consideration of those measures, it can be 
prevented at.any time at a night session by calling a quornm if aquo- 
rum isnot present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish tosay, in response to what the gentleman has 
said, that there are objections to. these bills which should manifest 
themselves in debate rather than: by filibustering. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well, thea; give us an opportunity to de- 
bate them. Wemay vote against them ourselves after hearing the dis- 
cussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT.. Very likely. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regniarofder. Letus proceed, if wecan, to busi- 
ness in some shape. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is made to 
the request of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HEMP. Was there objection to my proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Geor- 
gia as-objecting;. but the Chair will. submit. the request again. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will save time by objecting at once. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I ask unanimous censent for Tuesday 
night, that the House take a recess at the hour named—— 

Mr. BLOUNT- Imake thesame objection. No agreement can be 
reached unless the gentleman excepts the bills that I have named. 

Mr. ROGERS. And.also limit the session to half past 10: 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection whatever to limiting the 
session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. ` 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Icall up for present consideration the bill H. 
R. 12154, on the Honse Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the title. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk:-read as follows: í 

A bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers: in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the House Calendar. 

The question was taken; and the. Speaker announced: that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 81. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman. 
from South Carolina. [ Mr. HEMPHILL] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT]. 
foe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 
So the House refused to consider the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, I now renew my motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is a bill here of very general importance, 
and I move that the House ge into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 
12136) relating to the establishment of a public park in the District of 
Columbia. A 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering this bill. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I hope that it will be voted down. 


Mr. RYAN. Nearly the entire day. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes | Mr. BLOUNT. The only suggestion I have to make to the gentle- 


seemed to have it. d 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 90. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL) and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. : 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to make a suggestion in reference to that mat- 
ter, and that is, if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
withdraw his objection to fixing a night for the consideration of this 
business [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’], I will guaranty that they do not 
pee either of these bills without a quorum. If the gentleman from 

exas [Mr. KILGORE] is not here I will be. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill take the word of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and withdraw my objection. [Laughter. ] 

The House again divided; and pending the count, 

Mr. HEMPHILL said: I withdraw the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the motion is not agreed to. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I would like to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that the sentiment 
of the House is not in favor of taking up the business of the District of 
Columbia to-day, Idonot want to consume the time and punish other 
people as well as myself. I will not press this further to-day, but I 
would like to come to the members of this House with as favorable a 
ea as I can, hoping that when we come up with our business ata 

uture day they will be more considerate of it and of the people of this 
District and let the business go through. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. RANDALL to go into 

Committee of the Whole House, and the motion was agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
bills; and the question ison the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the sundry civil bill as amended by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes], and on this amendment the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] made the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that a new vote be taken, 

TheCHAIRMAN, Ifthere be no objection, the Chair will again take 
the question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the amendment ought to be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can state the amendment briefly. The amend- 
ment as now proposed is to appropriate $250,000 for irrigation instead 
of $150,000 as reported by the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. For the survey of sites for reservoirs for irrigation? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 45. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think, Mr. Chairman, that in an important mat- 
ter like this it ought to be carried by a quorum. I dislike to obstruct 
this matter, and hate to delay the gentleman from Pennsylvania in the 
consideration of the appropriation bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the suggestion to the gentleman from 
Texas that there can be a yea-and-nay vote in the House upon this 
proposition if one-fifth, as provided under the Constitution, so demand. 
’ Mr. HOLMAN. But you can not separate the two propositions. 

Mr. KILGORE. Can we not agree that there shall be a yea-and-nay 
vote when the bill is reported to the House? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The House would not be bound by that. 

Mr. KILGORE. But we could agree to report to the House a propo- 
sition of that kind. 

Mr. RANDALL. That proposition as coming from the Committee 
of the Whole would not bind the House. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman would be entitled to a yea-and-nay yote 
on the proposition in the House—— 

Mr. REED. You see how tender he is of the spirit of our rules, for 
he wants even less than a constitutional one-fifth to call the yeas and 


nays. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Texas make the point 
of no quorum? ; 
Mr. KILGORE, Will there be opportunity to discuss this matter in 
the House? 
Mr. RANDALL. There will not if I can-prevent discussion. 
Whe KILGORE: Can we not talk about it a good deal in the 
ouse? : 
ae RANDALL. There was talk all day Saturday on this para- 
grap. 


man is, to get a quorum here and keep it here. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, if you are going to do that, you will find a great 
deal of trouble in passing your appropriation bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, I insist upon the point of no quorum for the pres- 


ent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas insists upon the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Kansas (Mr. RyAn] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE]. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 118, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Current expenses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For 
ees aa of the institution, including salaries and incidental expenses, and for 
books and illustrative apparatus, and for general repairs and improvements, 
$52,500: Provided, That no more than $25,000 shall be expended for salaries and 
wi in the institution during the fiscal year 1890: Provided further, That one- 
half of all expenses attending the instruction of deaf and dumb persons ad- 
mitted to said institution from the District of Columbia, under section 4864 of 
the Revised Statutes, shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia 
and one-half out of the Treasury of the United States, and hereafter estimates 
for such enses shall each year be submitted in the regular estimates for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia: And provided further, 
That deaf-mutes hereafter admitted to this institution from the several States 
and Territories, as provided in section 4865 of the Re’ Statutes, shall only 
have the expenses of their instruction in the collegiate department, exclusive 
of support, paid from appropriations made for the support of the institution, 


Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of getting some information. I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations what alterations are proposed to be made in 
the existing law by the paragraph that has just been read with refer- 
ence to the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb? 

Mr. RANDALL. On that point I yield tothe gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who will answer the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. In advance of the gentleman’s explanation I wish to 
reserve all points of order on this part of the bill until I can get the in- 
formation I desire. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In answer to the gentleman’s inquiry, I would 
state that the changes proposed in the current law are, first, to limit 
the entire expenditure for salaries in this institution to $25,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. What was the law on that point last year ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The law limited theamount to $25,000 from this 
appropriation, The institution, however, has in practice made that 
application of the $25,000 appropriated, and, in addition to that, has 
applied in that way $5,000 or $6,000 more, derived from other contri- 
butions to the institution; making the total expenditure for salaries 
over $30,000. ‘This bill proposes to limit the salaries in the aggregate 
amount to $25,000, from whatever source the money may come. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is there any change with reference to the second 

roviso ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There is achange with reference to the support 
of the institution. It is provided that one-half of the expenses of the 
beneficiaries from the District of Columbia shall be paid out of the 
revenues of the District. 

Mr. ROGERS. What has been the law on that subject heretofore? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Heretofore the National Government has paid 
it all. This bill proposes to make the District bear one-half the ex- 
pense of the students from the District. In addition to that, it 
poses to remedy what we consider an abuse in another direction e 
law provides that the institution may receive from the several States 
and Territories of the Union forty students free of charge so far as tui- 
tion is concerned; their other expenses apart from tuition not to be 
borne by the General Government. 

The practice of the institution has been to receive none from some 
States and a large number from others, in one instance, I believe, as 
many as thirteen from one State, Pennsylvania, and perhaps eleven 
from another; so that more than one-half of the States of the Union 
have no students in the institution under this provision, while others 
have quite a number. The amendment Plas ic here proposes to 
equalize that, so as to give an equal distribution of these scholarships _ 
to the different States of the Union; and it provides also that the en- 
tire expenses of these beneficiaries, aside from tuition, shall be borne 
by the States or by the friends of the students. That is really the pro- 
vision of the existing law. It requires only that the Government shall 
provide tuition free; but, under the practice of the institution, as is 
admitted, they have a way of charging a mere nominal amount to the 
account of board and expenses, and taxing the balance on the public 
appropriation and the contributions made to the institution from other 
sources. This bill provides that the States from which the beneficia- 
ries come, or the friends of the beneficiaries, shall pay their expense 
outside of tuition, or at least that it shall come from some other source + 
than the Federal Government. These are the only changes from th e / 
current law. É 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, Iam not very familiar with this mat- 
ter, but for the edification of the House I desire to have read the letter 
which I send to the desk. It isa letter which I received this morning 
from a gentleman connected with the education of deaf-mutes in my 
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own State. I have not his personal acquaintance, but I believe that 
he is at the head of the deaf and dumb institution in my State. 
The Clerk read the letter as follows: 
LITTLE Rock, ARK., January 24, 1889, 
DEAR Sre: If it is not too late I most earnestly you to do what you can for 


the National Desf-Mute College of Washington, D. ©. Anamendmenthas been 


proposed to their usual bill that Iam told will drive away all of theirstudents who 


are poor, as it requires them to pay their board. It seems to me that the policy 
of the Government should be to encourage the poor, and if some plan could be 

through that would entitle each State to a certain number of students 
free of charge it would be a great thing for all the brighter pupils in ourSouth- 
ern institutes. I have been wishing for a long time to introduce something of 
the sort, but the coll has been doing such work and has been so very 
liberal to Southern students that I did not think it wise to meddle withit, Hop- 
ing you will do something for them, I am, 

Yours, most Yeapectfally, . 


Hon, J. H. Rosers, United Slates Congress. 


Mr. ROGERS. This letter reached me since I came to the House 
this morning, and I do not know that, even with the explanation just 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, I understand sufficient of the 
law on this subject as it now is, or of the changes that are proposed, to 
be able at this time to throw any light upon the real questions in- 
volved. Idesire, therefore, to reserve the point of order I have made, 
if I may do so, until the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], who, I 
understand, is familiar with this subject, shall have an opportunity to 
be heard, so that I may determine whether or not I desire to press the 
point of order. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hirt] 
wish to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. HITT. Before we get to that there is another matter which I 
wish to bring up, which comes in order first. I would be glad, Mr. 
Chairman, to offer an amendment to the second line on the page—the 
porai in regard to the amount of the appropriation $52,500, which 

desire to have amended to $57,500; and- then when we come to the 
point of order which affects the proviso in the clause further on—— 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield a moment, 
I wish to say that I would like to expedite as much as I can the work 
of the committee; and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will con- 
sent, I would like to have this matter passed over for the present so 
that we may return to it. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will consent to anything that is reasonable. 

Mr. ROGERS. I simply desire this matter passed over until I can 
have an opportunity to examine it, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When shall we take it up again? 

Mr. ROGERS. At any time during the day, I presume, or during 
the progress of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. During theday. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
asks unanimous consent that this paragraph be passed over infor- 
mally—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suggest that the gentleman from Arkansas will 
gather what information he may desire in reference to this matter dur- 
ing the discussion, if it proceeds now. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the Chair understands, the point of order is 
against the paragraph. Now, if the paragraph is to go out on the 
point of order, all the time that may be consumed in discussion of the 
merits before the point of order is decided will be wasted; and that 
waste of time I wish to avoid. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, If the gentleman from Illinois is going to sub- 
mit a point of order upon the paragraph, we may as well take it up 
now. 

Mr. HITT. I would like first to make a motion to amend as to the 
amount of the appropriation; and then, going on a little further, we 
shall reach the proviso limiting and cutting off wholly the giving of 
aid or partial support to the institution; and upon that I would like 
to raise a point of order. It is to that, I understand, the gentleman 
from Arkansas thinks the point of order would apply. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon such a statement as that I should have to 
ask that the point of order be raised and decided at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the fact that the gentleman from Arkansas has 
already made a point of order against the entire paragraph, and it oc- 
curs to the Chair that the mode of procedure ed by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] would expedite business; that 
is, to dispose of the point of order first. 

Mr. RANDALL. We might discuss the merits of this question for 
an hour and then the paragraph might go out on a point of order. 

Mr. HITT. Do I understand the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rogers] to have made a point of order against the whole paragraph ? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; I was going to correct the Chairin to 
that. I desire to make my point of order against such portions of the 
paragraph separately as are new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will be kind 
enough to make his points of order now. 

Mr. ROGERS. If I am to make the points of order I would prefer 

ph should go over, because I have not examined the 
y as I desire. 


F. D. CLARK, Principal, 


question as 


Mr. RANDALL. Ihave already consented to that course, but some 
gentleman objected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The point of order can be first raised and after- 
ward the question of amount, 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman from Arkansas will permit me, I will 
narrow the point of order and make it to that part of the paragraph 
which I believe is a departure from existing law. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Illinois can not be prevented 
from making any additional point of order, for I have reserved points 
of order upon the. whole paragraph. I am willing the discussion 
should go on, and will endeavor to gather the information I desire as 
the debate proceeds. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would beg to offer a suggestion. As 
this paragraph involves several propositions, the Chair suggests that 
mo point of order be made against each proviso as it is reached in regu- 

ar order. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are three provisos. ) 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion of the Chair is that the point of 
order be first considered, as it has been made against the first proviso. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, on the first proviso I make the point of 
order that the limitation contained in the provision in lines 3, 4, and ` 
5, on page 51, “‘that no more than $25,000 shall be expended for sala- 
ries and wages in the institution during the fiscal year 1890” is a de- 
parture from existing law, which has the further words ‘‘of said sum.’’ 
That limitation of the amount to be expended upon salaries and wages, 
as it has existed in the law heretofore, applied only to the amount ap- 
propriated by Congress. The managers could only apply $25,000 of 
the appropriation for salaries and wages, but they had funds from other 
sources, and as $25,000 was not enough, they added about $6,000 toit 
and thus have been able to pay about $31,000 for salaries and wages 
and kept the institution up in efficiency. By the omission of the 
words ‘‘of said sum” this incidental mention in an appropriation bill 
became a new and sweeping general provision, which invades and 
changes the fundamental kw of the institution, which alters the gen- 
eral act dating thirty-two years ago, an enactment which is embraced 
in the Revised Statutes, and which conferred on the directors the man- 
agement of the institution, the employment of teachers, and fixing 
salaries. These salaries have been paid out of the appropriations and 
the other funds of the institution. Heretofore there has been put 
sometimes in the appropriation bill a limitation on the amount to be 
applied to salaries and wages from the money appropriated, but never 
on the amount to be applied to salaries and wages. Atone time it 
was $22,000; at another time $25,000; never before has a committee 
of Congress proposed to say to the managers of that institution that 
they shall not so spend more than $25,000, piecing out the appropria- 
tion from the resources of the institution received from the charities 
of large-hearted men, from the tuition fees, and from various sources, 
with which to eke out the appropriations of Congress, 

The omission of the words ‘‘of said sum,” to wit, of the sum appro- 
priated here, makes this bill a departure from existing law. And un- 
less the gentleman will consent.to insert the words ‘‘of said sum,” I 
make the point of order that this provision is a departure from existing 
law, is in conflict with the spirit of the fundamental law upon which 
the institution is founded as it is set down to-day in the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will please sendup 
the law which this first prora changes. 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order against lines 3, 4, and 5 to the 
word ‘‘ninety,”’ as being a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to examine the statute which 
this proviso is said to change. Is the existing law to which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois refers a general statute, or is it a provisoof an ap- 
propriation bill of former years? 

Mr. HITT. I will send to the Chair the statute of last year, and I 
call attention to sections 4859 and 4862 of chapter 5 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it incorporated in the appropriation bill of 
last year? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; the appropriation bill of last year, with the words 
‘Sof said sum.’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion the point of order 
can not be sustained if this is merely a limitation of the appropriation 
and not in violation of any law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, If the gentleman from Illinois will yield tome I 
will make a statement. 

Mr. HITT. I will yield for that purpose. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, in reference to the point of order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I have the rules for the second 


session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and they are, I apprehend, the 
rules for the Fiftieth Congress. Rule XXI provides: 


Nor shall an vision changing any existing law be in order in any appro- 
priation bill ae amendment thereto. = Sacks 


The point I make is, this is a corporation established by law with all 


1258: 


` CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 28, 


the rights ‘which belong,to such institutions.. It is found in chapter 5 
of the Revised Statutes, beginning the section 4862. 

If it.is.a.corporation it has existence:-under United States statutes, 
and there must be some law for the regulation of such an institution. 
That- law says the.Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf 
and Dumb shall be managed as provided inits present constitution and 
such additional regulations as from time to time may be found neces- 
sary; Now there are certain directors provided for, whose. business it 
is to fix the salaries of these officers, and this bill undertakes to say how 
much those officers shall receive. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does-the gentleman mean to State that the.bill 
should provide that the president shall receive so much, the vice-presi-~ 
dent so much, and to fix the other salaries? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; I think what the House of Representa- 
tives can do is to put the limitation on the money it appropriates itself. 
It has the right to do that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is exactly what is done here. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Notatall. Ifthe gentleman was better informed 
he would not have made such a rash statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Tam glad to sit atthe feet of the modern Gama- 
liel ‘and learn. 
> Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam glad’ to have one scholar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam sorry I am the gentleman’s first: 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It says: 

ded, That no more than $25,000 shall be e: ded for salaries and wages 
ioc teotiomon during the recs year 1390, — 

Tt does not say ‘*more than $25,000 of thesum hereby appropriated.”’ 
If it said that that is all right, as Congress has the right to direct how 
its own funds. shall be expended; but it has no right in an appropria- 
tion bill to take away from the directors of this institution the man- 
agement of the fands not received from Congress, but, as‘stated by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], which came to this institution 
from those who founded it before Congress‘made any appropriation. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Does notthe gentleman think Congress has the 
same right to limit.the application of funds received under-the law 
passed by as it has to limit direct appropriations ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I donotthinkithas imana; iation bill. It 
has some power in an appropriation bill’ In an appropriation bill all 
it can do is to make provision in reference to the ap MA sine ion con- 
tained in it. The rules provide in an appropriation bill there shall be 
no general legislation. Whenever you undertake to legislate in an ap- 
propriation except to make an appropriation itis general legisla- 
tion. Hence.money donated to this institution by large-hearted men 
interested in the education of these: people, money received from tui- 
tion and other sources, is not -sum that can be regulated here. Còn- 
gress can putin any regulation as to the money it is-appropriating, 
butit has no right to refer to anything else.. When it undertakes to 
say there shall be paid $25,000° for , andino more, it is: clearly 
wrong. Supposing some one should leave $1,000 or $10,000 to endow 
a professor, or to pay a certain portion of the professors’ salaries, what 
right has Co; to say it shall not be done? 

Mr. CLE TS. Doesthegentleman from Sonth Carolina say that 
any. such state of facts as he has suggested exists in relation to this in- 
stitution?’ 

Mr: HEMPHILL... I say it is asreasonable as that the money they 
get for tuition and fees can be taken cognizance of and as 
far as its distribution is concerned, inan appropriation bill: Itis clear 
that the committee can put in this proviso as to the regular expendi- 
ture of money they appropriate in the. bill; but the money which is 
outside, which comes to this institution from other sources, they have 
nothing inthe world to dowith. This billdoesnot’say thatthe $25,000 
thereby appropriated may be used for this purpose, but it provides that 
the salaries shall not.exceed $25,000, no matter how they get the money 
topay the salaries. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it might as well: be stated’ now: 
that’ the proviso. originated in. the Forty-seventh Congress as it: ap- 
pears in existing law, and was reported’ here by Mr. Hiscock, then 
chairman of the Committee.on Appropriations, after an:investigation 
by that committee; in which it was developed that of the amount of 
money given by the Federal Government to the support of this insti- 
tution 000 or thereabouts was consumed in the payment of sal- 
aries. That is to say, of the amount appropriated by the Government 
$30,000 was: paid: for salaries; wages, and living expenses of’ the offi- 
cialsand employés in-charge of the institution: 


The effort was made at that time to change the lawinsome other par- | 


ticulars, butit failed; and this restriction or limitation was finally ad- 
mitted and put upon the appropriation after the pointof orderhad been 
made against it. The very nextyear, as I have here the facts toshow, 
while the managers at thatitime were able and careful men—and we 
have two able managers of that institution on the fioor of the House now 
in the person-of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr: Hirr], and thegentie- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL ]—the very next year the 
reportcame that theamount of money expended 


Mr. HEMPHILD. Is the gentleman reading now from the lastan- 
nual report? 5 

Mr, RANDALL. No; for the year 1883, after the legislation was had: 
upon this subject. 


That.report shows that there was about $22,000 ded for salaries 
under the terms of the act of 1882, which provided that not more than 
$22,000 should be expended for salaries out of the Federal funds. But 
the very next item of that report shows that they did not live up to the 
intention of Congress in making the appropriation in that form, but in- 
stead of that they expended almost the entire amount of the receipts 
from outside-sources, which was about $6,100, and transferred it all to 
the salary account, so thatif the Congress of the United States intended, 
by the: restriction adopted in the Forty-seventh Congress, to limit the 
salaries to the exact sum ified in the appropriation bill, that inten-. 
tiom was circumvented by the authorities of that institution paying out’ 
the sum. received from. Congress in the annual appropriation. bill, and 
in addition thereto the total amount. received: for tuition fees, etc., so 
that the salaries that. year aggrefrated nearly $30,000. 

The salaries in fact now, including the support. of those-at the insti- 
tution, run up to nearly $34,000.. There is not. a member in the 
Committee on Appropriations but who has great'sympathy with the 
desire to promote the bestinterests of the institution as they understand 
it.. With that view, the committee have put in a proviso there which 
does not. change the features of the-organic law in regard to. this insti- 
tution, but is merely a restriction upon the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit. 
the Chair to interrupt. him to ask a question? Dees the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania understand that this first proviso simply limits the 
appropriation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the object of it, to limit the appropriation 
for salary, and wages of. those connected as teachers and helpers at.the 
institution to $25,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. But does: the gentleman from: Pennsylvania 
understand that it. limits the salaries of the institution.to the amount 
appropriated here? s 

Mr. RANDALL. Theeffectwould be tosay thatthe $34,000 expended 
heretofore should not be permitted; and this would bring the expendi- 
tures down to $25,000; so that the differenee between the amounts hereto-- 
fore paid and that which would be paid. under: this bill conld:be used 
for the purpose of either i ing thenumber of inmates in the insti- 
tution or giving additional benefits to those who are already there. 

Mr. HITT. As the words of the gentleman from Pennsylvania go 
on record, I hope he will permit me to call his attention to. the faet 
that the annual report: just. printed.of this institution shows that the 
amount paid: for: salaries was in accordance with: the limitation of the 
last act, $25,000 out of the appropriation, and after that $5,951 re- 
ceived from various other sources, making about $31,000 in all. 

Mr: RANDALL. I am able to: show that $25,000, up to the amount 
of limitation, was paid in salaries and wages, and they took then in 
addition the entire receipts from outside sources, $6,000 or more, and in 
addition to. that, five-of these gentlemen havyetheir homes, and twenty- 
five additional employés: are: provided: for and: supported. ontof the: 
fund, which is outside of salaries and wages, being an additional ex- 
penditure to that: extent. So that I think:a fair statement of! the ad- 
ministration there would show about: $34,000. practically in. 
salaries and wages out of the amounts received and which sum 
goes to the pay and support.of the professors, teachers, and’ the em- 
ployéš; for- wages, living; etc. 

Mr: HITT. Thatiis net:imaccordance with the report.. This; how-- 
ever, being om the: pointiof: order, I-will: not. go into the details of it 
now: 

Mr. RANDALL. I will show the gentleman these facts, which are; 
found‘on page 41 of the report of the committee. 

Mr HITT: Iam taking the report ofthe institution itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I called for information as chairman of the: 
committee, and that information is embodied in page 41 of the report, 
where-it will be found’ that five of these officers: have houses, most of! 
them very comfortable, and twenty-five of the employés, in addition to. 
the wages, are supported at-theinstitution; that is to say, that an addi- 
tional portion of the fund is expended for the purchase of the necessary: 
groceries, vegetables, ete, for them; so that:in fact! there: is $34,000 
out of the aggregateof sixty-three or sixty-four thousand dollars which 
goes to the support of! the teachers and! employés of’ this institution. 
The desire of the committee is to. limit the salaries andi to. permit 
the fund'derived from other sources. to be used for the support of the 
inmates exclusively, so that the uses.and benefits of the institution may 
be increased rather than diminished. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the question just put. by the Chair: 
is the real question involved im this controversy; and the: gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, if he will read thetextof his bill, must admit:that 
this first proviso limits: the salaries to- be paid in the institution: to. 
$25,000. Now, whether or not the college has power of its own to use 
other: fonds not given: by Congress. or not: I must. leave: to the disere- 
tion of those gentlemen familiar with the facts, for I am not advised. 


‘But that this proviso limits the expenditufe for salaries to $25,000 


there can not be any misunderstanding if the English language means 


‘anything atall; 


$ For aa ah z the Lomita, tia A salaries reisien T expenses, and 
for-books an: ustrative apparatus, and forgeneral repairs and improvements, 
$52,500: i ‘That no. more than $25,000 shall be expended for salaries and 
wages in the institution during the fiscal year 1890, 
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» So.that if the Committee.on A; had intended to puta 
it upon. the sum to be ee ai in the. amount appropriated 
-this bill, they have not done.so.. They should hay that.‘‘not 
more than $25, 0000f: the amounthereby Veg agar cel shall beexpended 
for salaries; but they did nob. say that, bnt said that for the support 
of this institution, ee and incidental it shall 
be limited to $25,000, whe appropriated by this: bill or not. If 
the managers of the institution have the right to use the funds of the 
institution for that purpose, and this becomes a law, I submit it isan 
ment of the law as.it now applies tothe honest regulation of 

that institution. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In response to what the gentleman from Arkansas 
has said in relation to the, inquiry put by the Chair, I desire to say 
that the whole matter falls clearly within the universal practice, of 
this House. in limiting the appropriations. for public purposes. As 
stated by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations a moment 
ago, in the Forty-seventh Congress it was Mg BERG believed by 
that Congress that for the t of salaries or wages -im that insti- 
pest than 50 per cent. of the entire amount appropriated was | sam 
expen 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Georgia permit the 
Chair to make an inquiry at this point forinformation? Under what 
authority is the salary account of the institution fixed? 

Mr. ROGERS. If the Chair will turn to.the.statute which lies be- 
fore him he will find that it is. alluded to in section 4859 of the Revised 
Statutes, this being an incorporation chartered by Congress, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I want to say now, Mr. Chairman, that Congress 
has appropriated a large sum of money for the support of thisinstitution, 
for a public purpose, but believed that. too. great a sum was being con- 
sumed in salaries that were fixed by the corporation. Thereupon: there 
was insertedin anappropriatiòn bill a proviso that-there should not be 
appropriated more than $25,000 of this sum for that So it has 
been continued in the appropriation bills from thattime tothis.. But the 
evil that was intended to be stopped -has been continued by the man- 
agers, who have used the entire sum received from tuition and supple- 
mented the amount of $25,000 appropriated by Co The inten- 
tion is to pnt a limit upon the entire. amount to be.used for salaries-at 
$25,000, from whatever source: received. By that means we meet the 
a fairly and squarely, and limit the entire. amount to. be. ex- 
pen 

The CHAIRMAN. This anes is not simply alimitation upon 
the appropriation carried in this bill 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It fon conditional appropriation, Wemake-this 
appro riation of $52,500. with the condition that the.officers of that in- 

on may use. $25,000 for salaries, from: whatever source they 
ieee and with this condition this appropriation is.available; other- 
wise it is not. 

Now, it seems to me. that it is quite competent for Congress to do 
that. Congress has the power to withhold this appropriation entirely, 
It.sees proper to give it with this condition: that the institution may 
use $25,000, either from that or from.any other: sum. It may use 
$25,000 for salaries, but no more.. Has; not Congress the er to 
appropriate with a limit, and to say that they shall ae with those 
terms? It is clearly within the. universal practice of this House, and 
it is clearly eae preg tne thes House: to: say how this- n 
shall be used.. Here arefiveorsix thousand dollars received as tuition.. 
The gentleman: from South Carolina has spoken of instances of dona- 
tion.. There is: no question of donation. The: entire sum that isre- 
ceived by this.institution, as shown by their last report, aside from the 
public appropriation, is from tuition. They use- the entire sum re- 
ceived from tuition, and supplement the. $25,000. allowed for salary, 
and thereby makeabout $31,000 for salaries, making the salaries nearly 
vot per cent. of the entire amount received. by, appropriation and from 

tion. 

Now, has not y Con pe the power, under the Constitution and bylaw 

of Congress, where the corporation has the right to receivetnition, and 
where it has: received. tuition in connection witha public appropria- 
tion, to say, ‘‘ You have received this ——— of $52,500, and 
you receive it upon the: condition that is epost consume $25,000 and. 

o more for salaries; you can take it from this: sum, or part from 

is sam and part from the tuition, it makes no difference which?” I 
think this condition. is clearly under the rule. 

Mr. PETERS. The law chartered this: institution, and the law 
granting the charter provided that. the board of managers: should fix 
the salaries of the officers of the institution. Consequently, when the 
board fixed the salaries that action of the board. becomes the law imre- 
lation to the salaries of these-oflicers. Now comes a: proposition from 
the Committee on Appropriations, as confessed by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr.. CLEMENTS | and the gentleman’ from Pennsylvania [Mr: 
RANDALL], to decrease:the salaries allowed by the: board of 
Therefore the proposition does change. the law as to salaries, 
and is undoubtedly open to the-point of order. So far as these out- 
side donations that arespokem of are concerned, they have nothing to 
do. with the Government; the Government does not take them into 

on, The Government chartered this institution and author- 


ized the board of: directors. to, fix the salaries. of the officers, and the 
board have fixed those salaries.. If by outside contributions those offi- 
cers are enabled to get larger salaries, that is something with which. 
the Government:has nothing to do; But the question on the point of 
order is, does the provision in this bill the existing Jaw? and. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] both admit that the effect of it will be 
to fedne the salaries of these officers, and consequently to change ex: 
Wi 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL.. I will submitafurther amendment in lien of that 
proviso. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

of the l ed for salaries and 

E etta ta thie paeh pak rpa tinting y agr oa gene tooo” apenda ‘with the rs 


ments from other sources, makeatotal for such salaries and wages for said year 
of $25,000 in all. 


Mr. HITT.. Imake the same point of ordér upon-that. It is the 


© provision. 

Tae. RANDALL. The effect of this amendment is that if the sala+ 
ries paid from other sources are, say, $6,000, then there shall be only 
$19,000 taken. ont of this fund. I want: to. ‘make. its meaning: plain, 
and the. proposition is clearly in order; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to askthe:chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. whether the whole:matter mightinot be: settled by 
asimple amendment providing that ‘‘ no. more than $25,000 of said sam 
shall be expended for salaries.’’ _ That would remedy the whole diffi- 
culty, 


Mr: RANDALL. That is:the-existing law; and it does: not remedy; 
the- difficulty. They evaded that provision last yearand the year before. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair will suggest thatthe amount could 
be very readily reduced. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; because the amount from ontside sources 
varies. 

Mr. HITT. Mr; Chairman,_ that ‘amendment isthe same-as the 
original proposition. 

Mr. KEKR. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from lvania { Mr. RANDALL] obviates: the objec- 
tion made.by the Chair and: puts» the-amendment in a form to which 
there can be no objection. è: have a right to say here. that certain 
conditions shall. be-attached-to. the ap of this sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-will admit: this amendment,. though 
with some doubt upon the question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would liketo hear that amendment read. again. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-has admitted the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the: House-entertained the doubt which the 
Chair I desire: to be heard; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was simply expressing the doubts in 
his own mind, and not presuming- to- voice:the sentiments/of others: 

Mr. HITT. Will the Chair hear further remark? 

The EAER The gentleman canaddress himself to the merits 
of the 

Mr: HITT. oir. Chairman, that is evidently a proposition tochange 
So ee tiom bill. It is-am interfer- 
ence: by: Congress-with the:chartered rights.of the managers of this in- 
stitution. It is a limitation upon the numberof teachers’ that shall be 
employed in this institution—— 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair has admitted 'the amendment: 

Mr. HITT, The Chair invited further remark. 

Several MEMBERS.. On the: merits of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, Only on the merits-of the propositions. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do [I understand the Chair to rule that amend~ 
ment:in without hearing any: objection: to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had leard some objections before he: 


passed upon it. [Langhter. ] - 
Mr. HEMPHILL ell, Mr: Ohairman;.thatamendmentb:is: not a 
prope limitation It seems to me that it is the same thing as the orig 
proposition in the bill, except that it is a little more verbose; but. 
if the Chair has ruled-upon it, of course Ishall not:address myself to. 
the point of order: 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has passed upon the point of order: 
Mr. HEMPHILL.. Then doesthe amendment come up on its merit? 
The CHAIRMAN. It does: 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I desire tosubmit some remarks upon the 
merits of the amendment. . 
The CHAIRMAN:. The gentleman from South Carolina will berec- 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. this as I understand : 


Chairman, proposition; 
it; has for:its object the limitation of the salaries which are to be paid: 
this institution to an aggregate: amount of $25,000 per- annum: So: 
faras I have heard from the-committee, they have no information upon 
which to: base their recommendation, except the general statement that, 
there has been too much paid for salaries: 
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Mr. RANDALL. Oh, we have fall information, I think. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, You have only whatis stated in the report, have 
you not? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the president of the institution was before 
the committee and was heard. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iunderstand that the president of the institution 
sabmitted in writing what he had to say, and that this statement is 
embodied in the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is mistaken; the president was 
heard at length before the committee. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Not at very great length, if I understand the 
matter correctly. I will ask the gentleman whether he has anythin 
in the shape of a comparison showing the percentuge of income pelt 
for salaries in this institution, as compared with similar expenditures 
in other institutions. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have heard that matter brought up before, and 

I have inquired into it to some extent. These gentlemen desired to 
draw a parallel between the salaries paid at their institution and those 
paid at Yale, Harvard, Princeton, West Point, and the Naval Acad- 
emy. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. My friend from Pennsylvania did nat get hold 
ofthe right data. There are other institutions in this country where 
persons who are so unfortunate as to be deaf and dumb are taught, but 
there is no other institution in the United States, and, so far as my in- 
formation goes—and I have made some inquiry—there is no other in- 
stitution in the world which undertakes to instruct these unfortunate 
fellow-beings of ours to the same degree that is undertaken in this in- 
stitution. In other words, the other institutions of this character in 
this conntry are what may be called common schools, while this is a 
college, bringing up pupils to a higher degree of knowledge than does 
any other institution of the sort in this or any other country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR: This institution has the character of a normal 
school for the education of teachers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. More than that, it is a college; and some stu- 
dents educated there are as well educated as those who go from the best 
institutions of learning in this country. 

But in order that we might have some information upon which to 
tase a judgment as to the proper allowance for salaries in this institu- 
tion, I have obtained and have now before me astatement showing the 
percentage of salaries paid at this institution as compared with its total 
income, andsimilar percentages paid to other deaf and dumb institu- 
tions. In Massachusetts the current expenses of the institution are 
$29,718, and $14,952 is paid for salaries of professors and wages of em- 
ployés, making about 50 per cent, of the total income of the institu- 
tion. In the State of Connecticut, whose institution for the deaf and 
dumb is one of the oldest, if not the oldest, in the country, the total in- 
come is $51,877, and $26,757 is paid for salaries, etc, , being 60 per cent. 
of the total income. In the New York institution the total income is 
something more than $36,000, and over $20,000, or 60 per cent. is paid 
for salaries, etc. 

In the institution at Philadelphia, of which my distinguished friend 
from that city [Mr. RANDALL] ought to know something, and which, 
judging from its reputation, is, I suppose, one of the most economi- 
cally conducted institutions in this country, 50 per cent. of the income 
is paid in salaries and wages, In the Columbia College, the one we 
have now under discussion, less than 48 per cent. is paid in this way. 
In other words, the proportion of salaries and wages to income oan es 
in other institutions from 50 per cent. to 60 per cent., while in this 
institution less than 48 per cent. is paid. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman will permit me to call his attention at 
this point tothe institution in my State, thelargest in the world, where 
more in proportion to the whole expenditure is paid for teaching the 
ery, studies than the amount paid for higher tuition in this col- 


"Sir. HEMPHILL. Yes; in Illinois they have the largest institution 
of this kind in the world. Its total income is $107,950, ánd there is 
paid in salaries and wages $53,875. - 

Of course the patronage varies in these different institutions. We 
all know that in institutions where the lower branches of education 
are taught the number of pupils is greater than in colleges or institu- 
tions where the higher branches of knowledge are taught. The number 
of pupils ranges from ninety-eight in Massachusetts, which pays 50 per 
cent. of the income in salaries and wages, to four hundred and thirty- 
three pupils in Philadelphia, where over 50 per cent. of the income is 
paid for salaries, ete. At Jacksonville, Ill., there are five hundred stu- 
dents and thirty-three professors, Here we have one hundred and 
thirty-seven students and eleven professors. Gf course in institutions 
where the number of pupils in the primary department is large it is 
easy to classify them, because a large number learning the rudiments 
of education can be put into one class; butin an institution where the 
higher branches are taught it is impossible tó put a large number of 
students under the instruction of one teacher. 

Mr. Chairman, of course I have no interest whatever in this insti- 
tation further than that which every other gentleman upon this floor 
ought to have, except that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] and 
myself were appointed by the Speaker during the present Congress as 


‘ 


trustees or directors to represent the House of Representatives upon the 
board of directors. I am satisfied that there is not a man on this floor 
who would not want to see this institution conducted in a proper and 
becoming manner. It isone that appeals strongly to the kindest sym- 
pathy of every member here; and I say that when we come to compare 
it with other institutions in this country it is apparent from the figures 
I have furnished that we have not paid in larger proportion than other 
institutions are paying; and we are giving better instruction than is 
given in any other institution of the same character on the globe. I 
trust therefore that we shall not act hastily in this matter, and thereby 
do injustice to this institution. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, this institution is fortunate in hav- 
ing on this floor two so able representatives as the gentleman from Mli- 
nois s Hirt] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL], who are concerned in the management of the institution. I feel 
on this question just as the gentleman from South Carolina does. I 
have never at any time failed to defend this institution. On the con- 
trary, [have always given the most hearty support in my power to the 
object involved. In 1882 a restriction was made that itshould not be 
over $22,000, which was subsequently increased to $25,000. Immedi- 
ately thereupon the entire sum received outside was handed over to 
the salary account coming from tuition. 

Mr. Chairman, there are two sides to the question of sentiment in- 
volved in this matter. One side is a sentiment for salaries; the other 
is really a sentiment which should guide the House in respect to an 
increase of the number of inmates in this institution. Of course the 
number of inmates, in carrying out the sentiment upon which the Gov- 
ernment has entered here as it has nowhere else, must necessarily be 
reduced if a large part, say $34,000, of the $64,000 is devoted to paying 
salaries and wages. The president of this college gets $4,000 a year. 
He also gets a house, which is equivalent to about $1,000 more. It is 
a comfortable one; I have been in it and know whereof I el 
addition, if I am not misinformed, and as the debate when this matter 
was ae before shows that the support of the president and his family, 
as well as that of his servants, is paid out of this fund. 

Now, sir, I say that the position of the Committee on Appropriations 
is in behalf of the inmates of this institution and in order that all the 
States may have an equal opportunity to send inmates to be educated 
in this institution in the higher branches of study. 

It has been suggested the inmates are not fairly divided among the 
States. Ido not know how that happened.. I find thirteen in namber 
from my own State. I find, also, ten from Iowa. [ find nearly one- 
half of the States without any inmates there at all. 

Now, the District of Columbia Committee, which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] so ably represents, ought to bring in 
some law governing this institution -in some way, so that the inmates 
may be divided, where applications are made, fairly among the States. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. The very moment the Committee on Appropria- 
tions looks to the correction of these matters an effort is made here— 
I do not say by members of the House, but an impression is sought to 
be made upon the House—that the Committee on Appropriations are ad- 
verse to this institution. I willsay for myself that I never voted against 
a reasonable charity appropriation, and when I stand here and ask the 
adoption of this proviso I am asking it in the interest of the poor people 
who have been deprived of ability to hear orspeak. I know itis needed, 
and I am not willing to have my record in behalf of charity suspected, 
nor do I mean to do anything in that direction. If these gentlemen 
would do with less salary there would be more to be given to these un- 
fortunates. No one would do more than I would to make these poor 
= happy. I consider education happiness to every man, and in a 
tenfold degree to these poor people to be educated in this way. 

I can not for one moment suppose nayon here would consider the 
Committee on Appropriations were aiming a blow at the usefulness of 
this institution, when we give $4,000 a year to the president witha 
house and his expenses paid, and houses for four other professors, with 
living and wages of twenty-five employés, which amountis taken from the 
general fund, and which would increase the number of inmates or make 
them morecomfortable, I can not believe this House will consider for 
a moment that we wish to interfere with this humanitarian institution 
by what is here proposed in this bill. We do only what the Forty-sev- 
enth Congress did, and what every Con: has done since, in ect 
to an institution which draws nine-tenths of its income from the Feđ- 
eral Treasury. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate most certainly what 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has said, that the 
point of order I was inclined to insist on a few minutes since, when I 
was read a lecture by my distinguished friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL], should not bé taken as in antagonism to these poor peo- 
ple. I wish to state that in taking the sap did then, and in casting 
the vote I shall now on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I do it in order there shall be less salaries paid to pa 
and more consideration given to the deaf and dumb for whom this in- 
stitution was established. If that is an offense, then I am an offend er.' 
My distinguished friend from South Carolina was not himself as well 


= 
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posted as it seems he thought he was, for he spoke of a ‘‘donation”’ or 
‘donations ’’ being made to this institution. 

Mr. HEMPHIL I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not say any- 
thing of the kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why, the gentleman spoke of the donations to 
this institution. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There areno such donations, and any such state- 
ment is misleading. I do not mean, of course, that the gentleman 
would intentionally mislead the House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I did not say that there were any donations to 
this institution. I said that some money had been received by the in- 
stitution, with which the Committee on Appropriations had nothing 
whatever to do. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And to regulate the donations was the only in- 
ference that could have been drawn by the House from the remarks of 
the gentleman. But, if I misunderstood my friend from South Caro- 
lina, I am very glad to be able to make the correction. I wanted the 
Honse to understand that there were no donations here at all, and 
hence whatever remarks may have been made about donations in any 
way were misleading, or were at least calculated to mislead the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we see here in the case of this institution that 
one man gets one-tenth of the entire ex of the institution; and 
we are told that it is wrong to limit the amount paid in salaries. 

ixty-four thousand and some odd hundred dollars or thereabouts are 
expended in the maintenance of the establishment, and $34,000 of that 
sum go for salaries and expenses. It is all wrong. I am in favor of 
restricting the salaried expenses, and thereby increasing the fund that 
goes for the education of these poor, helpless people. 

I think also that the amendment suggested bray friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] should be adoptéd, and that there ought to 
be some regulation by which people admitted there shall come from 
the States impartially, so far as these people come from the States at all; 
and that there should not be a dozen States without any representa- 
tion when the expenditure is paid out of the public funds alike, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if he knows as a matter of fact whether there have been any 
tied from those States which have no students in that institu- 
tion? 

Mr, MCMILLIN. I have no information on that question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I thought so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam the facts as they appear of record 
and as they have been stated here. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes, you are making a point against the insti- 
tution without any information. ` f 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave this information—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me say to the gentleman from South Carolina 
that, judging from my own knowledge, there are applications. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, From States that have no students? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. There have been some I know from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, it is not fair to give this insti- 
tution or try to give ita black eye on mere supposition and without 
information. I ask for facts. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I donot want to give it a black eye, but simply 
to give education to these poor, unfortunate people. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then the gentleman should try a different di- 
rection. He is certainly not aiding them now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And I do notwant the entire fund tobeabsorbed 
in Bey support of those who can already hear and see, and who are edu- 


cated, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman is now talking from ‘‘ informa- 
tion,” I oppose 

Mr. Mc IN. I know that of the amount appropriated this pro- 
portion of the sum has been expended in the payment of people who 
are educated and who can hear and see. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Has the gentleman ever been there in his life? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has that got to do with it? 

Mr, HEMPHILL. Has the gentleman ever been there? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, I never was. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman has never been there. So I sup- 

Do you know whether these men can hear or not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know this, that there are applications made 
there for entrance which can not be filled,and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not know any such thing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You do not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, then, you ought to know. Ifthe gentle- 
man knew more about it he could give more yaluable information to 
the committee. Have ge ever been there? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes, I have. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then you ought to be better posted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman evidently thinks he is posted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know the factsas they exist. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman knows the facts I hope he will 
give us the benefit of them. 


ne McMILLIN. The gentleman evidently thinks he knows all 
é facts. 

Sa HEMPHILL, I certainly know a great deal more than you do 
about it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, I know there are some gentlemen who think 
they know more than all the rest of the world. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (pointing to Mr. MUMET Yes, sir; and there 
is one I see before me now. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know my friend from South Carolina is a very 
wise man—yvery wise indeed; but I hope he will not take offense be- 
cause some member here on the floor may entertain a doubt that he 
does not possess all the wisdom in the world. [Laughter.] 5 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ON. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment will not prevail. There is but one college for the education of 
deaf and dumb people in the United States, or in the world, and I am 
glad to say that one is under the auspices of this Government and in 
this District. It is a very unúsual thing to find anywhere persons 
who are thoroughly competent to instruct the inmates of a college for 
deafand dumb. 

It is a very rare thing to find anywhere persons competent to instruct 
in a college for the deaf and dumb. The demand is small and the 
supply is small also; and I suppose that we shall all agree that there is 
no more unfortunate class of people in the world than those who are shut 
up in perpetual silence and everlasting speechlessness. Atthe present 
time, as we find from the report of the committee, there are paid in 
salaries and expenses $30,840. I find in this same report that there 
are at present five persons receiving salaries in this institution in ex- 
cess of $1,600 a year—a president, vice-president, two professors at 
$2,400 each, and one principal of school at $2,000, Now, it is proposed 
to reduce this sum by nearly $6,000. I submit to every candid gen- 
tleman that the sum already paid, considering the character of the 
service rendered, its unusual nature,.the rareness with which these in- 
dividuals can be found, that the sums already paid are not excessive, 
and ought not to be diminished. Certainly none ought to be dimin- 
ished so as to receive less than $1,600. To reduce this sum by nearly 
$6,000 will be to reduce the salaries of the five who are now receivi 
in excess of $1,500 or $1,600 by nearly a thousand, or else it will t 
in a reduction allalong the line of salaries that are already barely suf- 
ficient for the living of the people who receive them. I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I am proud that the only deaf and dumb college in the 
world is under the auspices of this Government, but I would not be 
proud to see this great Government, with its overflowing Treasury, 
niggardly in the payment of salaries to those people who teach these 
deaf and dumb people. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] with bas i r 
emphasis and eloquence said that he desired to save off the es of 
these professors in order to increase the amount for the instruction of 
these unfortunates; but unfortunately the only people to instruct them 
are the very ones whose salaries itis pro to reduce, and if reduced 
as proposed it endangers the loss of those individuals and would lead 
to inefficiency in the instruction. ` 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire unnecessarily to consume time, and if 
I have any time maning yield it back. 

Mr. CANNON. Isimply want to say this, Mr. Chairman, that some 
years ago I took pare in this House in a movement along the line of 
the committee’s bill. After the fight was over, never having been to 
this institution, I went to see what there was of it, and I did see it. 

After I looked through the institution, I saw something of the course 
of instruction there, ascertained that it was the highest of any institu- 
tion in this country, and, probably, any in the world. I ascertained 
that there were many students from the States, and although upon the 
first reading of the law it looked as though they could not receive any 
support; but I learned that in fact they received partial support where 
they were needy. So that when I looked all through I found that I 
had not comprehended the uses and usefulness of the institution, and 
I was converted. 

And I want to say to gentlemen here now that if they propose to change 
the law curtailing the salaries or curtailing the support so far as it is ` 
given to needy persons that come into that institution from the States, 
they had better keep away from the institution, for I am satisfied a visit 
will convert them, 

Mr. RANDALL. My amendment does not do anything of the sort. 
It only touches the salaries. 
ee CANNON, I think that a provision here does do something of 

t sort. ¢ 

Mr. RANDALL. We have modified it, if the gentleman—— 

Mr, CANNON. Does the subsequent provision ‘‘that mutes here- 
after admitted to this institution from the several States and Territo- 
ries’? — 

Mr. RANDALL, That is not up now at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if the gentleman thinks that that provision 
will be stricken out I will stop that part of the discussion —— 

ae RANDALL. I haye no right to state whether it will or will 
not. 

Mr. CANNON. But I think we had better leave the law iv that 
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respect untouched. Upon the whole, I think it would be wiser, as 
this institution has been here in operation a number of years, has been 
doing good work, and does as good or better work than this class of 
institutions can elsewhere, and these instructors being, as I am reli- 
ably the most competentin this country, if not in the world, 
it would be the better part.of wisdom to let the appropriation and the 
law remain as now, and for that reason I shall so vote. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I dọ not claim to be able to give 
very full information about this institution, for I confess I have not 
time to examine its management and work as fully as I would other- 
wise have liked todo, But during the first in which I served 
here I succeeded in having a student from my district admitted to it. 
He is a bright young man so far as intellect is concerned, but can neither 
hear nor speak. His family are reputable people, but unfortunately not 
able to pay for his education in an institution like this. In making 
an application for this young man’s admission tothe institute I learned, 
however, enough of its plans and management to make me now feel 

friendly to it. - 

e havein Pennsylvania an institution for the support, maintenance, 
and primary education of the deaf and dumb of which we feel proud. 
But the very best instruction in that institution, in which the young 
speak of had been educated, I found barely fitted him for admis- 
sion to the Columbia Institution, now under consideration. 

All our State institutions give but a primary training, one that is 
very useful indeed, one that enables the unfortunates deprived of hear- 
ing and speech to have some little of the enjoyments of association with 
their fellow-men. But this, I believe, is the only institution that goes 
further and undertakes to fit them for usefulness. This gives them not 
only a higher education, but, impossible as it might seem, actually en- 
ables many of its students to become useful members of society. 

Some gentlemen who favor the amendment to 
this as an institution simply for the support and maintenance of 
unfortunate persons. So far as the District of Columbia is concerned, 
that is to some extent true. But as to its principal object, and so far 
cath Untied Mena tipne kti upaa adzi giera arpassa 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, if the House is not entirely wearied I 
will say an additional word. This amendment isa tion to cut 
down the payment to be made to teachersin this institution from about 
$31,000 per annum, which it has been for several years, to $25,010; 
this, too, od. sx ge to be done when the number of students taught, 
in whose alf the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL 
feels such a pathetic interest, and who require this instruction more than 
all things else, has been steadily increasing, and is still growing greater. 
This corps of teachers was thought necessary by the board of managers 
in 1883, when the pupils numbered only 106, but since that time the 
number has ly increased. The next year there were 126 students; 
the next year, 1885, there were 127; the next year there were 126; the 
next year 138; the next year, last year, 137, now there are over 150, 
_ The essential, the all-important service given to these unfortunates 
is higher instruction, not raiment, not food, not shelter, not even pri- 
mary instruction; these things they might get elsewhere, and the in- 
struction is to them valueless unless it be collegiate in its character, 
for they come from the State institutions, where they have been taught 
the elements, and teaching for them must be instruction of a a 
order. It is a college, the only one in the world for deaf-mutes, and 


they must get this advanced education there or nowhere. Through 
many years of care and effort on the of its friends, and of great 
solicitude on the part of those who in have watched over the 


it has now a body of teachers who stand, in comparison 
with those elsewhere in this country and in other countries, as the 
masters, the leaders, the great authorities in a literature and in a move- 
ment that is one of the farthest advanced steps in the civilization and 


the humanity of the age. And if gentlemen think are paid too 
high salaries because are teachers in a college which is out of the 
common, and as to w 3 there is no standard of measure- 


ment or comparison with other institutions for deaf-mutes, let them 
compare the salaries paid to the professors in this great institution, the 
only one of its kind, brith tho salaries paid at West Point, at 

lis, at Harvard, to men of equal celebrity in literature and in the his- 
tory of education; and I think they will find that the managers of this 


the institution, as I understand. It has a higher, , and grander | institution have not allowed to the teachers any extravagantor unusual 
work, and it has ed and is performing that work well. rate of compensation. 

Mr. RAND. There are two branches of the institution, the pri- As I have gone that institution, seeing its efficient, fruitful 
mary and the i The collegiate branch of education is some- | work and the good it was doing in so rapidly and wonderfully chang- 
thing that I think the Government of the United States has not entered | ing imbecility and helplessly silent creatures into intelligent thinkers 
upon anywhere else than in this institution. and writers, prosperous artisans and chemists and see ea I have 

Mr, JACKSON. Mr, Chairman, that is one of the facts I desire to | thought it an honor and true glory of a nation that its enlightened 


have known. I want to press home upon the committee the idea that 
only advanced pupils are admitted to this institution. I believe that 
it is only part of the States that so train their deaf and dumb that they 
are fit to be admitted. If you reduce the amount that is to be paid 
for instruction you take from the papils that which they need most. 
They are not brought here for sup: and maintenance, but they come 
too the aid and assistance of ed: skilled, and long-trained 
teachers snd professors that they can get no place else, If you inter- 
fere with the teachers and rs, if you give the institution less 
experienced men in these places, you greatly lessen its usefulness. In 
fact, I have no doubt you at once lessen the number of students that 
can be trained there to any great advantage. Hence I think that to 
maintain an efficient of teachers is the very life of the institution. 

Some of the things w it is these professors receive at this 
institution in the way of compensa’ such as house-room for them- 
selves and families, are just such things as are generally given to pro- 
feasors in educational institutions all over the country. This I 
stand is universally the case in the several State institutions for the 
deaf and dumb. It should be borne in mind that the men who are 
fitted to be teachers in a college of this kind are men of very special 
and exceptional training, and that their i in fitting them- 
selves for that in a measure unfits them foranything else. To say the 
cme alg 8 het or improve them for any other calling. Iam op- 

to this amendment; am in favor of ing the salaries at least 
up to the present standard. In fact I regard these as the class of men 
aii saht Ao have Takahi nalazian hi Sey hava DOE Itis a calling 
but few men are willing to engage in. devote their lives to the 
most unfortunate of our race; they serve humanity in its broadest 
sense. They ought to have such remuneration as would offer at least 
some inducement to other men to fit themselves for service in such in- 
stitutions. 

If this amendment, as seems now to be largely conceded, would be 
an injury to the institution, or lessen its efficiency, it ought to be voted 
down. Most of us, I think, are at least not able to say that it will not 
do harm, and the gentlemen selected to represent the House upon the 
board of management, who have given the subject most attention, say 
that it will, and I trust that it will be voted down. The institution 
is a worthy one, and is doing good work. : 

We are told that it is regarded by the most humane and intelligent 
nations of the world as a model of its kind, and that it is visited from 
abroad by those who desire to learn from it how to improve their own 


The amount of money involved is asmall matter to the Government, 


and we should not, to save a few dollars, run any risk of crippling or 
injuring this institution, which is worthy, of our care and support, 


gress supported such a noble, beneficent enterprise, the only one on 
the globe of its high grade—an institution which no other can compete 
with, which nothing else can replace. There are colleges and univer- 
sities by hundreds for all the rest of us, but not for these unfortu- 
nates; its students are excluded from all the other colleges in the world. 
But this discussion has been so full, and the subject being one which 
my friend from South Carolina and myself have had to deal with 
personally, representing this House, I feel that we are liable to su 
that others would feel the same interest we do, and thus talk too long, 
and I will not go further into details lest I should weary the House. 
I feel content to leave it to be dealt with in that liberal spirit which I 
know will animate the representatives of the 
Mr. PETERS. Justa word, Mr. Chairman. I think the difficulty 
with this institution is similar to the difficulty with our Army and 
Navy. Our Army is top-heavy with officers, Our Navy is top-heavy 
with officers. We have a large number of officers in the Army that are 
drawing large salaries, and very few privates. We have a large num- 
ber of officers in the Navy who draw e salaries, and very few sea- 
men. I think, from what has been stated here, that that is one of the 
troubles of this institution; it is top-heavy with professors. According 
to the statements made here, there are one hundred and fifty students 
in the institution and there are eleven professors, or one professor to 
every thirteen students. Now, any one having any in col- 
legiate institutions must see that is too large a corps of teachers for 
such a body of students, and I believe that instead of making an attack 
upon the salaries the attack should be upon the number of professors 
employed. I know that this method of teaching is a specialty, so far 
as these professors are concerned, and that they require a certain jal 
education to fit them for it; but surely one professor is not required for 


every thirteen students. 
Mr. CUTCHEON, Does the gentleman consider that you can not 
have a college without having all the different courses of study? 


Mr. PETERS. I understand that we can not have a college withont 
having all the different branches of education taught there, but I un- 
derstand also that no man is fit to be a professor in a college unless he 
is able to teach all the branches that are tanght in the institution. 

Mr. HITT. I call the attention of the gentleman from Kansas to 
the statement submitted a few moments ago by the gentleman frém 
South Carolina showing that the proportion of students to teachers is 
smaller all along the line in other institutions in the United States 
than it is in this, 

Mr. PETERS. Iam aware of the statement made in regard to the 


percentage—— : 
Mr. HEMPHILL. But the statement applied also to the number 
of teachers as compared with the number ofscholars. In Northhamp- 
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ton, Mass., there is one professor to seven students; in Hartford, one 
professor to nine students; in New York and Philadelphia, one pro- 
fessor to eleven students; in Jacksonville, Ill., one professor to fifteen 
students, and in this District, one professor to twelve students, We 
have here a larger proportion of students to professors than in any other 
institution of this kind in the world, except that at Jacksonville, IU., 
where the proportion is, as I have stated, one professor to fifteen stu- 
dents;and there they have five hundred students, all of whom are being 
instructed in the lower branches, so that it is easy to classify them. 
Mr. PETERS. Isimply mention this point so that Representatives 
here may give attention to it. Ido not claim to have any accurate 
knowledge of the question; I make the ion so that if we have 


a top-heavy corps of professors in that institution the remedy may be | Poceived 


applied. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RANDALL, there 
were—ayes 63, noes 61. 

Mr. JACKSON. No quorum has voted. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. JACKSON and Mr. CLEMENTS were 

vig epee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, 
noes 72. v; 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order insisted upon? 

Mr. JACKSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ayes have it; and the amendment is agreed 


Mr. HOLMES. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point comes too late. The Chair had an- 
nounced the result. A point of order is pending, as the Chair under- 
stands, against the second proviso, = 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that there is any objection to the 
second proviso. = 

Mr. HITT. I desire to make a point of order againstthe proviso. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought the point of order applied only to the 
first and third provisos. 

Mr. HITT. I desire to make a point of erder upon the third proviso. 

Mr, RANDALL. Ido not think there_is any objection to the sec- 
ond proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. [Is the point waived as to the second proviso ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis not raised at all. 

Mr. HITT. I do not raise it. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of. order, then, as the Chair under- 
stands, is raised against the third previso. ‘The gentleman will state 
his p of order. $ 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order that the third proviso, in lines 
14 to 19, changes existing law. The proviso is— 

That deaf-mutes hereafter admitted to this institution from the several States 
and Territories, as provided in section 1865, Revised Statutes, shall only have 
the expenses of their instruction in the collegiate department, exclusive of sup- 
port, paid from appropriations made for the support of the institution. 

‘The law will be found in the Revised Statutes, section 4865, That 
law as it now stands is that “‘no student coming from either of the 
States shall be supported by the United States;’’ whereas by this 
proviso, in lines 14 to 19, thelimitation is much more strict, preventing 
any aid whatever to the very indigent who are now helped, but not 
“supported.” It is very different and far more harsh in effect than 
the langnage of the existing statute—the generallaw. Under thegen- 
eral law the regulation adopted by the managers of the institution, 
which has been in operation for many years, provides that— 

To students from the States and Territories who have not the means of de- 


teree all the expenses of the coHege course, the of directors may render 
assistance as circumstances seem to require, as far as the means at its dis- 
posal for this object will allow, 


Then follows the further provision requiring the students from the 
States to bring with them clothing andall the means of sustenance they 
ean. Butunfortunately the pupils are usually very poor—some of them 
utterly without means—poverty and infirmity; and the board of di- 
rectors has heretofore allotted to them under this general law from the 

riation and resources of the institution some help proportionate 
to their wants. Those students who haye abundant means—and there 
are such—reeeive no assistance. There are students now in the eol- 
lege who receive nothing whateverin this way for their support, because 
their parents are wealthy. 

The word ‘‘support,’’ which I understand was inserted in the lawin 
the days of Thaddeus Stevens, the gentleman who introduced this pro- 
vision in regard to admitting students from the States, was meant to 
refer to paying all the expenditures incident to the life of the student 
in the college, as is done at Annapolis and West Point; but it was not 


to 


the very poor out altogether. It is legisla- 

tion against poverty added to affliction. aeta, vide substantial 

in the existing law. I will not weary the ir by arguing fur- 

ther the point of order, which seems so plainly well taken as the ob- 

{action to this proviso, which, by She rules of the House, is not admissi- 
in an appropriation bill when it changes existing law. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read section > 
4865 of the Revised Statutes, which is the law governing this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the statute beforehim. Will the 
gentleman state what his point is and—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My point is that the provision in the bill is in 
exact accordance with the language of the statute, the existing law 
governing the admission of students into this institution from the 
States and Territories. Iask the attention of the Chair to the exact 
language of the statute as compared with the language in this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: +, 


SEC. 4865. Deaf-mutes, not exceeding forty in number, residing in the sev- 
eral States and Territories, applying for admission to the coll department 
of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb, shall be 
on the same terms and conditions as those prescribed b; 

dents of the District of Columbia, at the discretion of the pres: 
stitution; but no student coming from either of the Statesshal! be supported by 
the United States during any portion of the time he remains therein, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask the Clerk to read thesection preceding that, 
to show how students from the District of Columbia are admitted there, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 4864. Whenever the Secretary of the Interior is satisfied, by evidence pro- 
duced by the president of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb, that any deaf and dymb person of teachable age, pro; y be- 
longing to the District of Columbia, is in indigent can not 
command the means to secure an education, it shall be his duty to authorize 
such person to enter the institution for instruction. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, the point is argv this: -It is 
parue there that forty students from the States and Territories may 

admitted at the discretion of thé management of that institution on 

the same termsas students from the-District of Columbia, which is free 
of tuition. The language of the first section just read expressly limits 
it to be free ofexpense for tuition. We have simply provided this clause 
in the appropriation bill to give tuition free, but not support, which 
is in exact accordance with the statute just read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would inquire of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CLEMENTS] why he wants to pass this ifit is like the other two 
sections ? 


Mr. CLEMENTS. For the reason that the institution does not con- 
form to the law as it is. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman think they will conform to this 
any better than to the other provision ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. bby Shae 

The CHANMAS. Pie ir thinks ia an. sppeopelatios Ape you 
ean put a limit upon appropriation whi made. But the wo 
‘hereafter ” makes it obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That was putin to save those already in the in- 
stitution, so that no inmates there now in violation of law would be 
turned out. It was putin to save them from being disturbed, they 
having already entered the institution now there. 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order against the whole proviso 
that it is in violation of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to sustain the point of 


order. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to strike out the word ‘‘hereafter,’’ 
which was merely included for the purpose I have stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will admit the paragraph without the 
word ‘‘hereafter.’’ ‘ 

Mr. McRAE. I move an amendment, which I hope will be ac- 
cepted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “shall,” in the seventeenth line, down to and 
inel. the word “institution,” in the nineteenth line, and insert the fol- 
lowing: "be apportioned among the States and Territories according to 
the number of pia eera Sharat as shown by the Federal census.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to that, provided it does not dis- 
turb any inmate of the institution at this time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Such is not my intention. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the paragraph be read as it will be when 
amended. 


Te parapriph one ree 
Mr. . I make the point of order against that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
the amendment out. 
Mr. McRAE. That amendment is in the interest of these poor 


Mr. HITT. Linsist on my point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is ruled out, 

Mr. RANDALL. TheCommittee on Appropriations does not oppose 
the proposition that in the future the States should get their fair pro- 
portion of inmates in this institution, but they do not wish those who 
are there now to be disturbed. 

Mr. RYAN. Before any provision of this character should be intro- 
duced into this billit ought to be properly considered and carefully for- 
mulated. There are States from which no applications come. 

Mr. RANDALL.. The tronble is with some of the States, they do 
not know they have the right. 

Mr. HITT. I made the point of order, not in the spirit of factious 
opposition, but in behalf of the institution; to prevent any change that 
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is not fully considered. I am not sure that I heard all of the amend- 
ment amid the noise in the Hall. 

Mr. RANDALL. We represent those who want to get in the insti- 
tution, Gentlemen may represent the institution, but we represent 
those who wish to get in there. 

Mr. HITT. No one is excluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have an application myself, bit in the face of 
thirteen from my State already there I have hesitated. I have one 
from my own district. : 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman is hardly in a position to complain. 

Mr. McRAE. There are people from my State who would like to 
get into the institution, but that State can not be represented because 
of the arrangements which have been made with regard to admissions 
there, the whole number of pupils being already provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Illinois to insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. HITT. I must insist upon it. | 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. HITT. The points of order now having been disposed of, I 
would like, in accordance to what was agreed upon, to move to amend 
in line 2 of this ph—— è 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Before passing from this paragraph, I 
want to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman here- 
after if he desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HITT. Ioffer the amendment I now send to the desk, changing 
the amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Change the amount of the appropriation from $52,500 to $57,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is not necessary at all in view of the limita- 
tion just put upon the appropriation by the House. 

Mr, HI This motion I make in view of the fact that this appro- 
priation is less than the general one heretofore; and to appropriate it 

“now will be simply to avoid waiting for the deficiency bill to provide 
for it hereafter. y 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact, however, that the amount has been $52,500, if I remember, for 
some two or three years past. Last year there was a deficiency of 
$2,500. This year I understand it will be about $5,000. 

Mr. HITT. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania is also aware of 
the fact that this appropriation has been $55,000, since and including 
1883 down to 1887, and $2,500 deficiency was appropriated in 1887. 
Last year we appropriated that sum, and in addition to that two ap- 
propriations of $2,500 each. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. And there is a deficiency now of $5,000. 

Mr. HITT. That will be the totaldeficiency. There is $2,500 now 
pending, as I understand. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; the last deficiency bill contained a clause 
appropriating $2,500, which made the aggregate for the year $55,000, 
itt am correct. Now, this year the deficiency, if I recollect aright, 
is $5,000, so that it will make $57,500 in all. 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania accept the 
amendment to make it $57,500? - 

Mr. RANDALL, No,sir; Ido not. The committee think they have 
given the amount thatis needed in view of the limitation which we put 
upon the appropriation, giving an increased amount for an increased 
number of inmates. $ 

Mr. HITT. Ifthe gentleman objects on the pointof order I will not 
make any further statement as to the facts, but the point of order. 
Does the gentleman make the point of order upon it ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not quite understand what the amendment is. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


In line 2, page 51, strike out ‘‘ $52,500" and insert “$57,500.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I can not make the point of order upon that, for it 
isin order. But I want to say to the House that theamendment ought 
not to be adopted, because the proviso which we have put in loosens 
$6,000 to the additional number of inmates. 

Mr. HITT. I send to the desk a letter which I ask to have read in 
this connection, and which was transmitted by the Secretary of the 

from the Secretary of the Interior, it being a statement from 
the chief of this institution. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois is aware of the fact 
that by the limitation fixed upon the salaries, $25,000 in place of $34,- 
000, there is an additional amount available for the care of the inmates? 

Mr. HITT. I am aware of the action taken to-day; but I can not 
consent to the adoption of a theory which, in my judgment, will restrict 
the beneficial effects of this institution. t 

Mr. RANDALL. We have nob cut down its usefulness. On the 
contrary, we have endeavored to increase it, ; 

Mr. HITT. I ask for the reading of this communication. It will 
show what the institution has required, what has been allowed, and 
what is now needed. P à 


The Clerk read as follows: 


THE COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB, 
Kendall Green, near Washington, D. C., December 31, 1883, 

Str: My attention has been called very recently to the fact that the estimate 
of $57,500 for the current expenses of this institution during the year endin; 
June 30,1890, submitted to you some months ago by order of our board of direc 
ors, was transmitted to Congress diminished in amount to $52,500, 

I beg leave to lay before you certain considerations which may, I trust, make 
it seem ee ere should be asked to appropriate the larger sum forthe 
purpose cated. 

For the year ended June 30, 1886, as for several years previously, the amount 
appropriated by Congress for the current expenses of this insititution was 


During the following year, the subject of providing for the care and educatio: 
of the inter sey dren ortie istrict of Columbia t being before Congress, 
an approp: ion for urpose was made, t sum being tak: 
of the amount cilowed this institution for that year. i ee 

Asimilar appropriation and a similar deduction were made for the year ended 


June 30, 1888. 

The attention of your De ent and of Congress having been called to the 
evident injustice of this action, Con at its last session made two appropri- 
ations of $2,500 each, thus restoring the amount allowed this institution for each 
of the years 1887 and 1888 to $55,000. 

In submitting an estimate for the year ending June 30, 1890, our directors 
were compelled to take notice’of the fact that a steady increase in the number 
of pupils to be provided for was going on. 

1886 we had 126 inmates. In 1887 we had 138. There was a certainty of 
more than this number in 1888, with a strong probability that there would be 
upwards of 155 in 1889-90. 

In view of this certain increase of burden and expense the directors felt them- 
selves justified in asking the small addition of $2,500 to the amount allowed for 
several years. 

An increase of pupils from 126 to 155 is equal to nearly 23 per cent., while an 
increase of expense from $55,000 to $57,000 is less than 5 per cent., from which it 
may be inferred that the amount asked by the directors is based upon a policy 
of the most rigid economy. 

This is indeed the fact, and the directors urge, respectfully but earnestly, that 
with less than the amount asked for, namely, $57,500, it will be im le to 
pekari the institution without serious detriment and loss in some branch of 
its service. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Š ş E. M. GALLAUDET, President. 
Hon. Wm. F. VILAS, 
Secretary of the Inlerior. 


Mr. HITT. I also ask that the table appended may be printed. 


There was no objection. 
Tt is as follows: r 


Statement of appropriations for current expenses since 1882. 


For 1883. Number of pupils, 106... 
For 1884. Number of pupils, 126 
For 1885. Number of pupils, 127 
For 188. Number of pupils, 126 


For 1887, Number of ponte, 138: 
First appropriat 
Defici 


EDCF essiens 


For 1888. Number of 
First TOA 
Deficiency... sssr. 


Amount asked for the year marred 
Number of pupils (estimated), 155. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I want to say that the next h pro- 
vides for the feeble-minded $2,500. X EEE 

Mr. HITT. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have one or two observations to 
make in connection with this institution, and for that purpose move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, only three or four minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thought he 
wanted to ask some time in debate beyond the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to call the attention of the House to two 
aspects of this matter, as much for the purpose of bringing it to the 
attention of the Appropriations Committee and the honorable gentle- 
men who are trustees of this institution on the part of the House as 
anything else, 

We all know that an ordinary institution of learning with a corps of 
professors is just as capable of teaching 400 students as of teaching 137 
students, which I understand is the full number nowin the institution. 
We ought not therefore, it seems to me, in fixing the number to be ap- 
portioned to the States to limit it to 40. The number ought to be in- 
creased and distributed among the States either upon the basis of popu- 
lation or on the number of deaf-mutes in each State, so that these poor, 
unfortunate people, in whose behalf this soe! of professors is employed 
and paid, may in as large numbers as possible get the benefits of this 
institution. 


We all know that in very many of the States these institutions are 
in embryo as it were, and that the grade of studies is far below that in 
this co They do not even attain a standard in some of the States 
that would enable students to enter upon the collegiate course at this 
institution, so that young men who have taken the full course of studies 
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in the State institutions when they come to this institution are com- 
pelled to go into the primary department in order to gain access to the 
oo te course. 

t is of the utmost importance for the education of these people who 
live gr sy States that they should have this collegiate education, so 
that they can go back to their homes and be enabled to teach the un- 
fortunate that are found in the State institutions. Theny again, Mr. 
Chairman, we all doubtless are aware of the fact that there are a large 
tumber of these persons, perhaps the larger part of them, who are in 
the most indigent circumstances, They are utterly incapable of sup- 

rting themselves in the States, much less in this institution. I had 

ped that while the Government supports this college, one that is the 
superior of any similar institution on earth—because othernations have 
even sent deputations here to visit it to learn something of the methods 
pursued in it—that while we are maintaining such an institution, that 
we would so govern it as to make it accomplish the greatest possible 
amount of good. 

These two things ought to have the attention of the House and the 
country, namely, that this corps of professors, paid by the Govern- 
ment, should be compelled to teach as many applicants who apply to 
this institution as they can without increasing its force, and where a 
man is shown to be indigent, and shown to be capable of instruction 
and possessed of talent that would enable him to become a valuable 
professor in the State institutions of our country, we ought not to pre- 
vent him from coming here, and from enjoying this institution; but, 
on the contrary, the Government ought to give this opportunity to 
such applicants to the fullest extent. 

Moreover, if they should not have information sufficient to enable 
them to enter the collegiate course after going through the course of 
studies at State institutions, they should not be denied access to the 
primary department of this institution, but, on the contrary, the pri- 
mary department should be made the bridge from these State institn- 
tions to this collegiate institution. 

Having said this much by way of calling attention to the condition 
of things, I regret that I am not prepared to present an amendment 
that will reach the end I desire on the spur of the moment. Indeed, 
I do not pretend that I am sufficiently advised about the management 
and conduct of this institution to justify me in asking the committee 
to follow my suggestions; but I do think the matter of great impor- 
tance, worthy of a kindly interest, and’as such I commend it to the con- 
sideration of those who are charged with the management of this school. 

A single visit to it impressed me with the conviction that the United 
States had not engaged in any nobler or more philanthropic work in this 
District than the maintenance of this institution. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call attention 
to what I understand will result from the adoption of this proviso, the 
proviso beginning on line 14. s 

Mr. RANDALL. We bave passed from that. s 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I said, Mr. Chairman, before we passed 
that point that I desired to speak upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have amod TE ; 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move to strike it ont. I only want to 
call attention—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment of the 
gentleman, but there is an amendment pending, and as soon as that is 
disposed of the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. I concur very fully in all that the gentleman from 
Arkansas has said. This law, which assumes to govern this institu- 
tion, does not govern it, and it is confessedly inapplicable to the exist- 
ing condition of things. There is no doubt in my mind but that as 
the money comes from the Federal Government all the States ought to 
have an equal participation in the benefits of that institution if it is 
possible, but just now we can not do that unless we disturb some of 
those who are now there. Wecan not make that fair and equal distri- 
bution in the States. In addition to that I would much prefer to give 
the indigent an opportunity to receive this instruction rather than those 
who are able to pay, because there are other institutions, that are con- 
ducted by private enterprise and donation, where those persons who are 
able to pay can getin. There ought to be some place where those who 
are not able to pay can gèt instruction. But it does not belong to the 
Committee on Appropriations, but to some other committee of the 
House, to offer a change of this law which governs this institution. 
And they ought to look closely to the institution itself in its present 
wants, and in the attempt by the managers to live up to a law which 
is impracticable. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, the word “‘ hereafter” 
having been ruled out of order, under the statement of the chairman 
of the committee, the rule of absolute exclusion from all benefits other 
than instruction will apply to all the inmates of that institution. I 
am informed that there are sixty inmates from the various States and 
Territories who are now supported in the institution, in addition to re- 
i ovog Bembah sca This rule, in its application, would necessarily ex- 

clude them from that benefit, and if that is the intention we should 
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know it. Inthe next place, if the rule is to be arbitrary that those in- 
mates of the institution who come from the States and Territories shall 
get only the benefit of instruction, then, in line 17, after the word 
“*from,”? should be added the words ‘‘the District of Columbia,” so 
as to make the same rule apply to inmates from the District which 
applies to inmates from the States and Territories. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the one case the money would come out of the 
District treasury, and in the other it would come out of the Federal 
Treasury. I suppose the gentleman does not object to that so long as 
the money is not required to be paid by those who are not able to 
pay it, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is all right; but there are now 
about sixty inmates from the States and Territories and about eighty 
from the District of Columbia, and while the District pays only one- 
half the cost of the support of its inmates, the General Government 
pays one-half for the support of the inmates from the District, and yet 
it has only the privilege of obtaining instraction for those that are sent 
from the different States and Territories. 

Now, my judgmentis that the rule should be broader in the matter 
of extending aid to the absolutely indigent deaf-mutes. We can afford 
to be generous in this matter, and whenever it is known that a pupil 
from any State is absolutely indigent and unable to obtain the benefits 
of this special education himself, I am in favor of incorporating a pro- 
vision here which will enable the institution to extend those benefits to 
sucha person. I propose, therefore, that the words ‘‘ except when abso- 
lutely indigent” be inserted, sõ as to give to such persons the benefits 
of this institution. As I have already said, we can afford to be n 
erous when it comes to acts of humanity, when it comes to exten ing 
aid to this unfortunate mass of people, and, instead of drawing a rigid 
line, I think we should relax the rule so that the benefits of this insti- 
tution may be still more widely extended. I move to amend by add- 
ing, in line 17, after the word ‘‘ statutes,’’ the words ‘‘ except when ab- 
solutely indigent.” That will leave a broad discretion in the mana- 
gers of the institution which they can exercise in a spirit of charity, 
so that when persons come there seeking admission who are absolutely 
indigent they can receive both instruction and support, while on the 
other hand in the cases of those who can afford to pay their own ex- 
penses the benefits of the institution can be limited to instruction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “statutes,” in line 17, insert the words “except when abso- 
lutely indigent.” 

Mr. HITT. Why not strike out the whole proviso ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the indigent having a prefer- 
ence, 

The amendment was to. © 

Mr. HITT moved to strike out the whole proviso, but subsequently 
withdrew the motion. = 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inquiry concerning Alaska: That a committee consisting of seven members- 
elect to the House of sg anomie pee of the Fifty-first Congress, to be appointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress 
prior to the first Monday in December next, inquire into and inv: 


, shall, 
estigate the 
expenditure of appropriations which have 


been made for the sup of the 
government and for educational pu: in the Territory of Alaska, and for 
the prelimin: 


survey of the frontier line between the Territory and British 
Columbia; and they shall make full inquiry and report concerning the re- 
sources of Alaska, and what changes, if any, should be made in the laws of the 


United States governing and having reference to said Territory. That said 


committee shall have power to appoint subcommittees and visit Alaska; and 
in so doing they are authorized to use Government conveyances and means of 
transportation. Said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have power 
to send for persons and papers and to appoint a clerk and a stenographer; and 
the committee may report, by bill or otherwise, to the Fifty-first Congress. A 
sum sufficient, not exceeding $7,500, to pay the expenses of said committee 
hereby authorized, and of witnesses that may be summoned before it, is here! 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
which shall be immediately available and payable on the draft of the chairman 
of said committee in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order on that paragraph. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the pcint of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not reserve it. Letus have the point of order 
decided now. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that it is for an expendi- 
tare not authorized by law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to have the point of order decided first. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has no doubt that the point of order 
is welltaken. The present occupant of the chair makes this ruling 
with reluctance, first, because he is in hearty sympathy with the propo- 
ooo, and secondly, because it was prepared by his late colleague, Mr. 

URNES. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, we would like to hear whatis going 
on. What was the point of order made against this paragraph? 

Mr. RANDALL. The point was that there is no Jaw authorizing it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have been trying to hear the point of order. 

Mr. ee ] How about having the regular order, Mr. Chait- 
man? [Laughter. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. £ 


* tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] if he insists upon it. 


` 
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Mr. McCOMAS. The regular order is the right of a member to hear 
the proceedings of the House, and I have been trying to hear and to 
catch the eye of the Chair for some time back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] submitted a point of order against this paragraph 
upon the ground it proposed to change existing law. 

Mr. McCOMAS, And did the Chair rule at once upon that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled at once upon’that point, at the 
request of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. RAN- 
DALL], the gentleman having in charge this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; I insisted upon the point of order being de- 
termined before amendments were offered to the paragraph, I did not 
wish to cut off debate on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand the gentleman as 
desiring to cut off debate on the point of order. But the Chair did not 
observe any gentleman rise to discuss the point of order, 

Mr. McCOMAS, And the Chair has decided it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasdecided it; but will hear the gen- 


Mr. McCO. I appreciate the courtesy of the Chair; but as the 
point of order has been decided I will not occupy time in discussing 
it, but will offer an amendment to be inserted in lieu of the paragraph 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Education in Alaska: For industrial and primary education of the children 
ofschool age in the Territory of Alaska without reference to race, $50,000, 

Mr. KILGORE. I make a point .oforder on that amendment, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
poparen whether he will not consent to this amendment providing 

r education in Alaska? - 

Mr. RANDALL. I think thesum pro is too large. Last year 
we appropriated $40,000, and I believe a good deal of that was wasted. 

Mr. KILGORE, I desire to make a point of order on the amend- 
ment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not wish to be put in the attitude of waiving 
the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. So faras I can prevent it, I will not allow the 
gentleman from Texas to lose his rights. I have so often sympathized 
with the efforts of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not know what the law is on the subject ot 
education in Alaska [laughter]; but I will submit, at a venture, the 
point of order that this amendment does not come in at the proper 

lace, and that the expenditure proposed is not authorized by previous 
islation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That point of order, Mr. Chairman, scarcely re- 
quires any serious answer. This appropriation is authorized by exist- 
ing law, is enjoined by the act of 1884, and promised by the treaty 
under which we acquired Alaska: These ought to be recognized as 
good reasons to establish the position that the amendment is in pursu- 
ance of existing law. : 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there not an appropriation in this bill for this 


purpose? 

Mr. McCOMAS. There has been such an appropriation every year 
for a number of years until now; in this bill there is none, 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman knows the reason? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of course I understand it, 

Several MEMBERS. What is the reason? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the reason. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In view of the general inquiry which was p 
into the institutions of Alaska, the condition of the Territory, its edu- 
cational facilities, the surveys, the fisheries, and the like, the Commit- 
tee on Apnropriations thought it proper to omit this provision until this 
general proposition toran inquiry had been considered and passed upon. 
‘The Chair has ruled out that provision; and now we have schools to 
provide for. Mr. Chairman, I presume the point of order is dismissed 
without further discussion. Now, upon the merits of this question I 
desire to say —— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to be 
heard on the point of order? Ifnot, the Chair is ready to rule upon the 
question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a word in this connection. I did 
not favor this clause in committee, although I can see that great good 
would result from this proposed inquiry. Just as great good resulted 
from a similar inquiry in reference to Indian affairs, which brought 
about the adopting of a policy by Congress in regard to that matter. 
This proposed inquiry was based upon the fact that there had been 
grave charges made in the public press as to the manner in which the 
mary keretre appropriated had been expended. It was thought 
that if this inquiry should be undertaken there need be no money 

ven this year for purposes of education. But ifthe inquiry is notto 

undertaken, then the question is presented in another form and 
ae snggest the propriety of the amendment which the gentleman 
offers, . 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order, 
The point is overruled. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, upon this proposition I desire ta 
occupy some time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe there was an agreement on that point, 
How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was the understanding when general debate 
was cut off that thegentleman from Maryland should he allowed some 
time at this stage of the bill. He would have taken time then, but I 
wanted to enter upon consideration of the bill by phs at once; 
and I assented to an understanding that the gentleman should be al- 
lowed fitteen minutes during the progress of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked thatthe gentleman 
from Maryland be allowed to speak fifteen minutes on his amendment, 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 
~ Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to offer and have read an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcnron] will be read, after which 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. McComas]. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. CUTCHEON, as follows: 

Add the following: 

“ Pro That the land, not exceeding 640 acres at any station, occupied at 
the date of the passage of this act as a missionary station among the native 
tribes in the Territory of Alaska, with the improvements thereon erected by or 
for such societies, shall be continued in the occupancy of the several religious, 
societies to which said missionary stations belong, as provided in the act of Ma 
17, 1884, entitled “An act providing a civil governmeut for Alaska;” and suc! 
tracts of 640 acres are hereby confirmed to such religious societies, to be used 
for such missio) and educational purposes connected therewith. (The lands 
peng eter oe o E re A 
a ee of the register-and ex ofici» surveyor-general to survey, aad 
mark the boundaries of the several tracts and bodies of land mentioned in this 
section, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior,and in like 
manner, as soon as may be, to survey, fix, and mark the boundaries of any lands 
occupied by other Indian tribes. native inhabitants of the country shall 
not be disturbed in their town, village, or community settlements, nor in the 

ion of lands actually in their occupation, not to exceed 160 acres to each, 
nor shall other pemons now residentin said Territory be disturbed in the pos- 
session of any lands, not being timber lands, which are actually in their own 
use and occupation for purposes of- Saaros trade, or business, until such time 
opportunity to acquire title thereto under laws of the 

Uni States enacted for that purpose.” 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to reserve points of order on that amend- 
ment. ž Gy 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I would like to have a few minutes, Mr. Chair- 
man, in which to explain the amendment, 

Mr, RYAN. I reserve the right to make the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Shall I make my explanation before that is 
done? 3 

Mr. McCOMAS. A little later, I suggest to my friend from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CUTCHEON], as I have the floor now and wish to proceed 
with my remarks, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Goon. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Chairman, I have observed for years the neg- 
lect of the Territory of Alaska by Congress. It has not any votes to 
bestow. It has not to-day any political influence, although it com- ~ 
prises an area equal to one-sixth of the extent of the whole Union. 

This American Congress has, in the last few yegrs, been too indiffer- 
ent to our colonial and fishery rights. We have been entirely too 
tame in respect of the fisheries off the coast of Newfoundland. We 
are now too dilatory with respect to the Samoan Islands, in the track 
of our commerce with Australia, and in the new track which this 
country will soon have by way of the Panama Canal from Europe to 
China, Japan, and India. Here, off our own coast, by a lucky pur- 
chase, we have another, a vast, dependency. Without contention with 
Great Britain or Germany we can take care of Alaska. It is our duty 
to take care of this empire. , 

Alaska has 581,000 square miles and 45,000 people, a climate equita- 
ble, mild, and salubrious; resources pen acy yet of immeasurable 
value. Her fisheries last year were worth $3,000,000. Canning and 
packing establishmentsare increasing. ‘Two yearsago fourteen of these - 
produced nearly $2,000,000 worth of canned salmon. Her whale fish- 
eries and halibut and oil herring yield nearly a million gallons of oil. 
There is every reason to believe that the cod-fisheries rival those of 
Newfoundland, while the fisheries in value vastly exceed those of the 
Eastern coast. Spt 

In Alaska we have 25,000 miles of sea frontage where the mainland 
and islands border one great reservoir of fish, while the creeks and riv- 
ers literally swarm with salmon, and if the Government prevents the 
wholesale and wanton destruction now going on of the spawn, Alaska 
can supply the whole world with salmon. The codfish banks alone 
are worth far more than the whole amount of money we paid for the 
Territory, and yet these are only two out of seventy-five food-fishes 
found in Alaskan waters. 

The commerce of Alaska last year amounted to over $4,000,000, in 
spite of every effort of this Congress to prevent there being any com- 
merce in that Territory at ali. 

The people there can not acquire land. They are building a town, 
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the city of Juneau, and all the houses, all the stores and all the 
dwellings there are bailf upon land to which the people can not ac- 
quire title. 

They have discovered coal in this Territory, enough to warm the 
whole Arctic region, to melt the north pole if you had furnace 
and flue with which to doit. [Laughter.] But there is little chance 
to develop it. 

Neglected as the Territory has been, commerce has grown in spite of 
neglect. The fur-seals during the past eighteen years have probably 
yielded the Government in rent and royalty alone $5,700,000, and the 
annual fur trade is worth two millions and a half, but if we do not 
soon claim Behring’s Sea to be an inland sea the rookeries or breeding 

nds of the seal will be desolated and this industry destroyed. 
Gold dust and bullioh amounted last year to $1,350,000, while lumber 
and ivory are beginning to yield. Interminable forests of pine, spruce, 
and hemlock are there uncared for, while grazing lands are extensive 
and valuable. 

In this sundry civil appropriation bill we have appropriations of 
$50,000 for the revenue-eutter service, $20,000 for Alaska’s boundary 
survey, $13,000 for coast survey, and $22,500 for Territorial salaries 
and expenses. Repress as we may by neglect the vast undeveloped 
resources of this empire, embracing one-sixth of the territory of the 
Union, this population of 45,009 must steadily increase, and we should 
now give them schools commensurate with their population. The 
Secretary of the Interior asks only for a common school in every 
settlement where there are children in sufficient number, and one 
school in every tribe of Indians or native settlement. This would 
require $75,000, and the very least sum, to include the pay of teachers 
and provide comfortable school-houses, is $50,000. 

In the last year we had but sixteen public schools in Alaska, witha 
total attendance of 1,299 pupils, a couple of hundred of these being inthe 
Sitka Industrial School. It would be far better if the mass of them 
were supplied with industrial training. My amendment provides $50,- 
000 for industrial and primary education of the children of school age 
. in the Territory of Alaska, without reference to race; and the state- 

ment I have made is conclusive, that out of the millions of revenue we 
have received from that Territory we ought to vote back to these people 
this pittance for industrial and primary education. 

The opponents of education in Alaska reply that we ought not to 
give these children schooling on account of the immorality of the na- 
tives. The 6,500 white people are entitled to some consideration. 
The creole whites, the Aleuts, and civilized natives, in the aggregate 
13,000 people, ought not to be deprived of schools because the uncivil- 
ized natives are immoral. 

Russia gives annually to the people of our Territory $45,000 to sup- 

rt seventeen public schools, while we only maintain sixteen out of 
Doane fands, and the Commissioner of Education reports that he 
is exceedingly embarrassed for want of funds to sustain these. 

It seems thatthe native women and girlsof Indian tribes in Alaska do 
not regard chastity as a virtue. The difference between those who at- 
tend the schools and those who do not is, that with the temptation 
increased by the presence of white miners and sailors, al] those un- 
taught yield, while many of those taught in the schools have become 
virtuous women, and just as far and as fast as these nativesare brought 
under the influence of the schools, supplemented by the powerful in- 
fiuence of the various denominational missions, just so far and fast are 
increasing numbers rescued from the prevailing immorality. 

To deny schools to a whole Territory because some of the native 
population are heathens who do not chastity as a virtue, and be- 
cause our neglect has allowed them to sink back to ignorance and 
barbarism from which the Russian Government, priests, and school- 
masters were saving these people, is not statesmanship; it is not hu- 
mane; it is a disgrace to this Christian nation. 

We as Americans feel guilty when we see the seventeen schools in 
Alaska established and maintained by the Russian Government, giving 
agratuity of $45,000 to educate ourcitizens, as a matter of humanity 
and Christianity, out of the treasury of Russia, while we ourselves gave 
last year only $40,000. 

It can not be this Congress will refuse to give back a pittance of 
$50,000 to the Alaskans for education and to betaken out of their own 
revenue. I bave the last report of the governor of Alaska, from which 
it appears there has been paid to our Government, for rent and royalty 
since 1870 from the seal fisheries alone, $5,700,000; and that, too, in 
spite of our neglect of this great Territory and its great future, Out 
of that $5,700,000 you ought at least to give $50,000 for the purposes 
of education of a people who live in a climate where not only school- 
masters are necessary, but where school-houses are required. 

The superintendent of education says he wants $25,000 to build 
school-houses. There is one for each settlement in Alaska, and there 
is only one for each tribeof Indians. And yetof five thousand children 
of school age all save twelve hundred are still without schools. And 
why is it? Not that we have not the money, because we have their 
money, as I have shown, and a great deal of it; not that we ought not 
to give them the schools, because by our treaty stipulations under which 
we acquired possession of Alaska we agreed to do so, and when we took 
that country we solemnly promised to keep them up; but that we are 
schooling girls to be debauched by the sailors and miners of Alaska. 


Now, sir, we certainly would fail to reach a statesmanlike conclu» 


sion, it seems to me, simply beeause of the allegation that immorality 
is found among the aboriginal population, if, therefore, we will not 
have anything to do with the Alaskans as far as their education is con- 
cerned. Education does not make people moral, but it tends to help 
all the inducements to morality; and certainly it is not statesmanlike 
on account of the immorality of the Indians that we deprive one- 
third of their population, now civilized, of the right of common and 
industrial school training. It is neither right nor humane nor Chris- 
tian-like to refuse this aid. s 

But, sir, there is something to be said about the amount I ask for in 
my amendment. If we are going to educate these people, enduring a 
climate rigorous in the extreme in the winter season, we can not pos- 
sibly get along without proper school structures and with less than the 
sum of $50,000 that is asked here. The Commissioner of Education 
has visited Alaska, and has come back, and in his report states explic- 
itly that he onght to have $75,000 for this purpose. My amendment 
appropriates but $50,000, not because I did not think the sum ought to 
be $75,000, but because I feared we might not be able to get more, and 
I did not want to jeopardize the possibility of getting even that much. 
The effect of the meager appropriations heretofore made is developed 
in the fact that in some parts of the country with a population of one 
hundred school children they have been unable to get a single school. 
It did not afford money enough to build a school-house, and Alaska is 
a cold country in which to keep schoo] in the open air, especially in the 
winter time. A 

Why higgle between the sum of $40,000 and $50,000 of the money 
that actually belongs to these people for the education of their children? 
Itis not your money; it belongstothem. You deserve no credit tor it; 
it is here in your hands partly because you have disgraced the civiliza- 
tion of the century by depriving them of their schools because o! the 
alleged immorality among some of the aborigines. You have dishon- 
ored the country by breaking your treaty stipulations in regard to this 
Territory. It is no answer to these allegations to say that you have 
school officials, that you have scheol superintendents, and that you 
have a governor for the Territory, in whom you do not confide, and that 
these officials come back here too often to the capital and report from 
time to time. It seems to me that somebody ought to come back here 
and hold up this picture to you, so that you couid see and the country 
could see what itis. It is time that steps should be taken by some- 
body who knows the facts to lay them before you in proper form; 
not that these officials ought to come, for they should stay there and 
attend totheir duties. Let the true state of affairs be known out there, 

In conclusion, Mr. Ohairman, my friend on the right says thisamend- 
ment comes in after the Alaska junketing expedition is stricken out on 
the point of order. I want to say thatit requires not much courage and 
less wisdom to say that a committee of the American Congress ‘should 
not inquire into the condition of things there, to enable us here to take 
the steps that are to be taken, and which we are to a certain 
extent obligated to take, and which ought not to be longer delayed. 

In the very worst days of the older civilization, the most corrupt of 
the Eastern emperors in the Roman Empire, between wine and lust, 
would have found time enough to have sent a proconsul, or sent some 
sort of commission, and even the basest Roman senate would have sent 
somebody to investigate an empire like this. And is it not time for 
the American Congress to do it? But since the Congressional inquiry 
proposed has gone out on a point of order, we at least. can give back to 
these people this part of their revenue. _ I think that the least we can 
do is to put in a provision for $50,000 for the education of the children 
of both races, and for teachers and schools for the Territory. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire the attention of the committee but A E 


a moment while I explain the amendment offered by myself. Itis 
section 6 of House bill 8878, reported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories at the last session of this Congress. It was reported by the gen- 
tleman now occupying the chair, who is familiar with it. It expresses 
substantially the principle of the bill which I had the honor to intro- 
duce, and therefore I feel this interest in it. 

It embraces three subjects: First, the mission stations; second, the 
reservation to the Metiakatla Indians; and, thirdly, the occupation of 
land already in the possession of Indians and other persons in the Ter- 
ritory. The first part of this amendment is already provided for under 
the organic act of Alaska, approved May 17, 1884, so far as these mis- 
sion stations existed at that time; but quite a number of them have 
been established since then, and it extends to these newer missionary 
stations the same religious and educational privileges and opportunities 
possessed by those that existed at the time of the organization of the 
Territory. The provision will be found on page 26 of the Statutes at 
Large of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

In regard to the second important point in the amendment, the Met- 
lakatla Indians, I would like to have the attention of the committee 
fora moment. The story of the Metlakatla Indians is one that reads 
like a romance. 


sionary named Wiiliam Duncan, an Englishman. ‘They have all been 
converted to Christianity, or nearly all of them. Nearly all of them 
have become thoroughly civilized. They have aregular municipal gov- 
ernment, with a mayor and town- council; have extensive manufac- 


Some thirty years ago they were residing in the north- / 
ern portion of the British dominions, where they were found by a mis- / 
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tories, and a very large salmon cannery, where they can hundreds of 
thousands of dollars’ worth of salmon annually. In fact, there has not 
been a people who have been reclaimed from barbarism that have made 
more progress in thirty years than have the Metlakatla Indians, 

‘Two years they got into some trouble with the government of 
British Columbia in regard to their land titles and other matters. At 
that time the Rev, William Duncan, the man who has charge of them, 
came here to Washington and visited the President, the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in reference to 
their removal to the territory of the United States. The result was: 
that fully two thousand of them left their former home in British Co- 
lumbia and moved to a little island called Annette, in the southwest- 
ern extremity of Alaska, known as the Alexander Archi . An- 
nette is a little island about a mile wide and 6 or 8 miles long; and 
these peopleare the only inhabitants. It lies off there by itself, and its 
progress and the facts relating to these Indians were drawn up by the 
present governor of Alaska, Hon. A. P. Swineford, and its acquisition 
was provided for in the Alaska bill.’ They are a peaceable and indus- 
trious people, well adapted to our people, well disposed, without some 
one disturbs them, and we simply ask to set aside this little island 
for their occupancy. I hope thatthe point of order will not be insisted 
upon, as it takes not a dollar out of the Treasury, but isa trivial matter, 
and to let these people have this little island. 

Mr. ROGERS. I made the point-of order, Mr. Chairman. The ex- 
perience that we have had in dealing with the Indian tribes admonishes 
us that whatever policy we enter upon with reference to Alaska ought 
to be thoroughly well considered by the House of Representatives, and 
I can not consent to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘This has been considered by the Committee on 
Territories. Itisa pengap reported in their Territorial bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair is reluctantly compelled to sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to be heard a little farther in regard 
to the other provision of the amendment, the one in relation to reservin, 
the lands now occupied by the natives and others. This is provid 
for in the organic act in a little different language from that in the 
amendment, but the amendment is not new legislation. On the con- 
trary, it is in furtherance of the existing law. The existing law will 
be found on page 26 of the Statutes at Large, Forty-eighth Congress, 
as follows: z 

That the Indians or other persons in said district shall not be dis- 
turbed in the possession of any lands actuallyin their use or occupation, or 


now claimed by them; but the terms under which such persons may acquire 
title to such lands is reserved for future legislation by Congress. 


The language of the Territorial bill is not identical, but it is in fur- 
therance of that law, and I thmk it is not amenable to the point of 
order. 

Mr. CANNON. If it does not change the law, and if they hold 
under the law, what is the use óf the gentleman’s provision? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The portion of this amendment 
in reference to the Metlakatla Ipdians is subject to the point of or- 
der. : 4 

Mr. DUNN. And that carries with it the whole amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other portions of the amendment are sub- 
stantially in accordance with the present law, but a portion of the 
amendment being subject to the point of order, of course the point ap- 
plies to the whole of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to say that sooner or later there must 
be an inquiry as to the condition of things in Alaska. If the allega- 
tions in connection with what is going on there are even but partially 
true it isa to humanity and to the Government of the United 
States. Iam entirely willing that an appropriation of the same amount 
as last year shall be continued, but I do want the Department to find 
out in some way whether these inhuman things that are all to 
have taken place there have actually taken place. Ifthey have, it will 
require a strong arm to break them up, and they can only be broken 
up after finding ont the exact truth. If the. statements are not true, 
it is due to the people there to have the facts known. 

Mr. REED. Dotheynotneed an appropriation for education whether 
those statements are true or not? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have just said that the appropriation ought to 
be about the same as last year, $40,000. 

Mr. REED. _Is it in the bill as presented by the committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was notput in the bill, for the reason that the 
inquiry was there provided for, and we believed that if the inquiry was 
to take place the appropriation should be based upon the resultsof that 


inquiry. s 

Mr. REED. That it should be suspended until we could ascertain 
the facts? : : 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; until we could know whether the Congress 
of the United States wanted to make an ingu If they did not, then 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] was authorized by the 
committee to offer the amendment, 

* Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, it does not make any difference 
whether the charges that have been rehearsed here by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] are true or not true, the factis that 


the provision which is found on page 


our whole country is enveloped in ignorance about Alaska. Very few 
of our public men know anything about it, and I can not refrain from 
saying, notwithstanding the fact that the provision in the bill which 
looked to a visit to that Territory by a committee of Congress has been 
ruled out, that it was a wise proposition on the part of the Committee 
on Appropriations. I believe there ought to be an investigation; and 
an appropriation of five or ten or even twenty thousand dollars does 
not amount to a row of pins when compared to the importance to the 
whole country of understanding the real facts, Alaska is a depend- 
ency of ours, and it deserves humane, considerate treatment, encour- 
agement, and development, and I think that in some way there ought 
to be a commission devised, a commission of public men engaged in 
legislation, for the purpose of investigating the condition of affairs in 
that Territory. I am again compelled to again express my regret that 
we can not have a committee of Co: to go there and look into mat- 
ters in detail, look into all these charges that have been made, and as- 
certain the facts, because, if those charges are true, the condition of 
things in Alaska is a disgrace to our country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to offer, in order, the 
provision of the bill which has just been stricken out relating to Alaska, 
i 53. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] asks unanimous consent to offer as now in order the 
proposition which was stricken from the bill on the point of order. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I do not un- 
derstand whether the Chair ruled out the entire amendment offered by 
me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did. 

Mr. CANNON withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. JACKSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to fix a limit upon this debate—say 
ten minutes. à 
Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ]-has 
poy, overlooked one fact, that one of the committees of this House 

sat for months, and, without visiting Alaska, has taken hundreds 
of pages of testimony on this subject, which is now in print. 

Mr. RYAN. This committee has sat in Washington ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In Washington. 

Mr. RYAN. And has obtained valuable information, I doubt not! 

Mr. FARQUHAR, The best information that could possibly be ob- 
tained without going away from home. 

Pera ANOA I desire to make a proposition for the limitation 
of debate. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized tbe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I heartily favor the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maryland making an increased appro- 
priation for the aid of schools in Alaska. At the last session I took 
occasion to express my views in this direction; and much as we alladmit 
we need more information, I still wish to say that I think it very likely 
this Congress knows more now than it is willing to putin practice in 
regard to the needs of Alaska. Within an hour, gentlemen, you have 
voted down a proposition to send a committee of Congress to obtain in- 
formation, and now you excuse yourselves from acting on the ground 
of want of knowledge. Somehow or other when anything good is pro- 
posed here, it happens too often that gentlemen want to lay it over un- 
til they can learn to do some still greater good. 

Why, sir, we seem to act here as if we regarded Alaska as a far-off, 
barren, icy region, inhabited only by a few Indian tribes not quite sq 
intelligent as our blanket Indians, when in fact there are eight or ten 
thousand civilized people there who for generations have had Christian 
churches, and have tried to have schools of their own. We have had 
over twenty years’ poneo of this vast Territory, and if we do not 
know something definite of its needsand condition it is our own fault. 
When we acquired this Territory the laws of Russia ceased to be operative. 
We expect to make it a part of the United States forever, and we ought 
to give it our laws and institutions. 

'o-day there is not in any part of that great Territory any law under 
which its inhabitants, citizens of the United States, can appoint and 
pay a police officer of any kind, elect a constable or justice of peace, or 
levy or collect a single dollar of tax to carry on their schools. It is 
fearful to think of a community of human beings anywhere without 
law officers or government of any kind to preserve the poes; but it is 
a shame and disgrace to our nation that this state of affairs exists in a 
part of the land over which floats the flag of our own country. 

Mr. Chairman, we are greatly in fault in neglecting these people. 
There is no law there to-day nnder which title to a single acre of that 
vast domain of land can be obtained. We tax their fisheries to bring 
millions into our Treasury, but they have no representative in this 
body which governs them, or rather I should say the body that should 
govern them. 

At first it seemed to me that a representative to give information of 
the condition of the Territory was the thing they needed most. I still 
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think that proper and necessary, but they are so deficient in all local 
government that I consider some other things nowof more importance. 
All our other Territories have had Legislatures that provided for them 
local laws. 

Alaska has no legislative body at all; no means of providing the 
simplest regulation of government. They have a very considerable 
immigration of miners, prospectors, lumbermen, and permanent set- 
tlers, yet they have no means of creating a single corporation in their 
‘midst for the purpose of carrying on thesimplest business,and particu- 
larly no means to preserve the , punish crime, or protect life or 
property. Ten thousand civilized citizens of the United States in that 
Territory who owe allegiance to its Government have the natural rights 
of citizens to be properly governed and protected, and are to-day with- 
out any law whatever. We have owned the Territory for more than 
twenty years; we bound ourselves by solemn treaty when we acquired 
it to give it a good government, and here, almost at the close of Con- 
gress, no proposition has been made for any kind of legislation which 
they need. And yet gentlemen tell us to wait until we know more 
about it. We know enough about itnow, Mr. Chairman, to know that 
something should be done. We know now more about it than we pro- 
vide for by legislation in this Congress, 

The appropriation asked for the purpose of education in Alaska is 
needed, and I hope it will be made. We know there are schools there 
now under the control of the Interior Department of this Government 
that need this money. I give the Government credit for what it has 
done in this direction, although it is but a small part of what it should 
have done. But do notforget that others are entitled to credit for these 
schools. The teacher and missionary have gone there from Christian 
homes in the interest of humanity, charity, and civilization of our 
race. They need thismoney. It goes to build school-houses in which 


they may carry on their good works. Lhope, therefore, that this propo-, 


sition will receive an affirmative vote. It is the very least we can do. 
We ought to do far more than this for a people who have no means of 
legislating for themselves. ~° 

This Congress before it finally adjourns, by someappropriate system 
of laws, ought to assist the people of Alaska by giving them an oppor- 
tunity to acquire and protect property, both real and and 
some reasonable means to preserve the peace. It should be furnished 
with some kind of a legislature to attend to their local affairs. The 
home ruleand home government we talk so much about should be given 
these far-off citizens of ours. They have now, as I have already said, 
no means whatever of local government. ‘They have nothing, in fact, 
except the meager provisions which were contained in the act organiz- 
ing this Territory. Those are merely nominal, as we all know. 

Congress by constitutional provisions governs all the Territories of 
the United States and the District of Columbia. But Congress has 
never tried.to govern any other Territory without giving it a local leg- 
islature for its local affairs. How much neglected the District of 
Columbia is by Congress, although here in view of every member, we 
uk er: How much worse Alaska must suffer we, can well under- 
stand. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, it became my duty as chairman of the 
Committeeon Merchant Marine and Fisheries to report a resolution ask- 
ing authority to investigate the fur-seal resources of Alaska, which 
come under the jurisdiction of that committee. That committee has 
diligently prosecuted that investigation from April up to this time, and 
will be able to report this week. If gentlemen will read the report 
they will gain some information. 

After I introduced the resolution I was notified by the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] he would object to any visit 
to Alaska, but would consent to investigation if it were made here. I 
felt apprehensive then as to whether the committee could do itself 
justice and do justice to the public service. Iam gratified to be able 
to say to the House now that the committee is quite satisfied with the 
investigation it was able to make. It has got information of a reliable 
character which the committee believes is thorough and complete, and 
will place the House and the country in possession of the real bottom 
facts of the subject under consideration. 

If gentlemen who are ignorant altogether of Alaska will read the 
debates when it was ceded to this country, will read the monograph in 
the Tenth Census on the resources of Alaska, will read the explorations 
made by Schwatka and Allen and other naval and marine officers, the 
examination made by Jackson of education in Alaska and the reports 
made by the governor of Alaska, which are able, full, and complete, 
they will know more about Alaska than they do now, and will know 
more than they would after going there and coming back without get- 
ting those books. 

I have no doubt whatever that an able and well-selected committee 
from the two Houses of Congress could on going there obtain valnable 
information; but I want to say to you that thatcommiitee would never 
get beyond the Aleutian Islands. Itis ectly practicable to go there 
and investigate the condition of Southeast Alaska, a little strip of 
country extending from the peninsula down tothe British possessions, 
less than 100 miles in length and 30 in width, which contains just 
about all there is of the civilized population there is in Alaska at the 


present time, except the few people trading and doing business with 
the natives at other points. No committee of this House will ever 
push a voyage into Behring Sea nor on the mainland, and which consti- 
tutes that great empire in areaof which the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] so eloquently spoke. 

If you will read the observations and experience of the officers who 
have been there under military orders you will never want to go over the 
same ground and investigate the same country, and if you ever do get 
there it is doubtful whether you will get backalive. [Laughter.] And 
I want to say to this committee that that part of Alaska does not and 
never will have any use for the general land laws of the United States, 
for the land is covered with one eternal sheet of snow and ice. 

I read an extract from a diary kept by a priest of the Greek Church 
at oneof the stations on this inhospitable shore, which exhibits the fact 
that there were but fifty-five fair days within a period of seven yeats. 
It is a most inhospitable climate. It is a cold country, bleak, bare, 
desolate, and will be a hard country to explore and investigate. 

Southeast Alaska; of which I have spoken, the little narrow strip 
running southward on the extreme western shore from Mount St. Elias 
to the British ions, can be investigated to your heart’s content. 
But you will see little and find little beyond what has been written about 
it before. 

The conditions in that country, to which allusion has been made by 
the gentleman from Maryland, I have satisfied myself are not so bad 
as has been represented in newspapers and in recent publications. 
There is not a worse set of public morals existing among the natives in 
that far-off Territory than among other Indian tribes; nor, indeed, is it 
so bad. Moral conditions that would compare unfavorably with those 
existing in that Territory can be found much nearer home; and I can 
assure gentlemen of the truth of that statement, unless everybody 
who has been there and who has written about it lied as to the facts. 
I investigated the matter—the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries carefully investigated it—with regard to so much of the re- 
cent publications as referred to the localities and the subjects under 
investigation by that cominittee, and we found no confirmation of the 
statement at all; none whatever. 

I have no doubt that legislation might be had, by a judicious observa- 
tion which could be made there, which would be beneficial; but gen- 
tlemen can inform themselves quite as well about the exact condition 
of the state of the resources of the country, which are great and valua- 
ble and which Congress can not too early hasten to preserve and better 
protect, by the observations of others as well as from their own. Itis 
well and proper to vote this allowance for education, for it can be ad- 
vantageously applied there; but so far as any one imagining that a total 
and complete exploration of the whole of Alaska can be made, I wish 
to state that it is a delusion. It can not be done by Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Will my colleague on the committee permit me to 
ask him to state what measures have been taken in reference to educa- 
tion upon the Seal Islands? 

Mr. DUNN. The measures taken upon the Seal Islands and upon 
some of the other islands where trading stations are maintained have 
kept in operation schools, four or five I have in mind now, for a period 
of eight months in the year, in which the children are educated in both 
the English and their native tongues; a portion of the time, the chief 
time, being devoted to educating them in the English tongue and some 
partof it to educating them in their native tongue, and which is insisted 
upon by the priests of the Greek Church, all of the natives of that coun- 
try belonging to the Greek Church, and they are very devout in their 
religious observances and attentive to the requirements and demands 
of their teachers. 

Mr. RYAN. Are the schools on the Seal Islands maintained by the 
Alaska Fur Company? : 

Mr. DUNN. They are maintained by the lessees of the islands. The 
Alaska Commercial Company is the name of that association. These 
schools cost the Government nothing, nor do they cost the Russian Em- 
pire anything. They cost nothing to anybody except to the lessees of 
the islands. The report which will be submitted by the Commiittee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries will be found to contain four or five 
hundred pages of good, valuable, and reliable evidence, the evidence 
of about twenty witnesses, Government officers, naval officers, officials 
of the revenue marine, and civilians at the various trading stations, as 
well as of the officers and employés of the Commercial Company. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - : ` 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like, if we can possibly do so, to limit de- 
bate on this question. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland. 

Mr. DINGLEY rose, 

Mr. RANDALL. I supposed the vote was to be taken, or I would 
have moved to limit debate. I do not want to be discourteous, but I 
move to limit debate to six minutes, five of which I will give to the 
gentleman from Maine. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to limit debate to six minutes? The Chair 


hears none. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submita single observa- 
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tion upon another branch of this subject, and which I did not make 
when amendment was made to this bill, in reference to the protection 
of the seal fisheries. I desire to call attention to the fact, not directly 
upon this paragraph, that unless seal life shall be protected in Behring 
or and the other Alaskan waters as provided by the amendment which 
offered but afew days ago, the time is not far distant when the 

revenue we are receiving from the seal fisheries upon the Seal 

will be entirely lost. 

I noticed in a dispatch from Ottawa only a few days ago that there 
are a hundred sail of vessels now being fitted ont for ing in Behring 
Sea in the approaching season from the British coast and from our 
coast. Unfortunately in the last fishing season no protection was af- 
forded in Behring Sea to the seal life which there exists. For some 
reason yet to be explained our revenue-cutter sent to the Behring Sea 
had ‘not proven able to the vessels engaging in illegal use 
of that sea. Now, unless that fishery shall be protected and pro- 
tected thoroughly in the seasons which are to come, there will be no 
seal-fishery problem to be settled in Alaskan waters, I desire merely 
to call attention at this time to the proposed amendment for the pur- 
pose of showing the House the importance of providing here or else- 
where every possible measure for the protection of seal life in Behring 
Sea. I want to call attention especially to the fact that at the present 
time these seal fisheries are threatened as they never have been before. 
As has been said by the chairman of the committee, who has been in- 
vestigating this subject, we are receiving a very large revenue, amount- 
ing in the last twenty years to nearly $6,000,000 from these seal fish- 
eries, and that protection is indispensable in Behring Sea and other 
Alaskan waters if this seal life is to be continued. 

Mr.DUNN. Thedirect receipts paid into the Treasury by the Alaska 
Fur Company would reach nearly $6,000,000, and the indirect receipts 
which the Government receives from seal-skins reimported is between 
three and four millions. Thus far there have come through these seal 
fisheries during these twenty years receipts amounting to nearly $9,000, 
000. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Isit not true that the rookeries or sealing grounds 
are not within the 3-mile limit, and unless they come under the 3- 
mile limit they can not be protected ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course that is true; but that is upon the open 
sea. Now, under this cession that we have received from Russia, it 
has been held that Behring Sea is a closed sea. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the Alaska bill we allow $20,000 for the set- 


of the line. 
a DINGLEY. Appropriation has also been made in this bill for 
revenue-cutters for the ion of seals in Alaskan waters. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire 
to use the minute remaining to him? Bis 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to save it and say nothing. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

AEMORIES AND ARSENALS, 

For the Rock Island arsenal, Rock Island, IlI., as follows: 

For Sranie aasam egea improvements; for building new roads; 
for care and preservation of the water-power; for painting and caro and preser- 
vation of nent buildings, bridges, and shores of the island; for building 
fences sewers, and grading grounds, $10, 

Mr. GEAR. I desire to offer an amendment by inserting after line 
22 the following: ‘‘ For necessary repairs of the arsenal railroad, $7,- 
000.” 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania hav- 
ing charge of the bill, if he will allow me, that that amendment of 
$7,000, and one for $1,086 that my colleague will offer, were not con- 
sidered by the committee, but come in under a supplemental estimate. 
I have examined them, and I think if the gentleman examines them 
he will be satisfied that they are proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt the gentleman thinks so, and 
probably I would on examination, but I have never, nor have the com- 
mittee, made any investigation of it; but I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GEAR. This road was built by the Government many years 
ago. It leads from the west end of the island, from the Chicago and 
Rock Island Railroad, which crosses the island at its western end, up 
into the center of the island. The arsenal itself was established in 
1862, and I think this road has been built and in use ever since. It 
reaches from Rock Island up to the center of the island, a little over 
a mile and a half. The island is 3 miles long. Over this road all 
the stone and other material for the building of the arsenal have been 
conveyed. It is worn out, It is substantially useless. Works are 
still in process of construction on thé island. At the last session pro- 

was made for the reconstruction of. the great dam, which was 
swept out by the freshets of the spring, and all the material for the 
repair of that dam must go over this road or else be transported by 
ms from the city of Kockland or from Moline, near the island. 
This road must either be renewed, and it must be done now, or the 
work will have to be done at a large expense, which is just so much 
money sunk because of the heavy loads cutting the land roads. 


As I have said, all the material for the rebuilding of that dam must 
be transported over this road. In the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury this item is recommended, and the commandant states in plain 
and emphatic terms that the road is substantially worn out. I live 
right at that place, and I have some personal knowledge on this sub- 
ject, and I wish that some of the members of this Committee on A 
propciations could find it possible at some time or other to visit the 
ocality, because I do not think they would then be so niggardly in 
their appropriations. [Laughter.] Itis a question of simple paises 
whether this road shall be rebuilt or not; a matter of the saving of 
money by keeping the road in fit condition for the work which it has 
to 


Mr. RANDALL. Ihave not been able to hear the gentleman’s re- 
marks, but I have read the estimates. 

Mr. GEST. Iam unfortunate enough to sit overin this corner, and 
I never hear anything that takes place over where the gentleman is. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. The estimate, as I read it, shows that there is a 
necessity for this appropriation, and as it receives the indorsement of 
the gentleman who offers theamendment and the representativeof that 
district, I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: è 

For the Rock Island bridge as follows: 
of maintaining and operating the draw, $0,000. Fa craic a one 

Mr. GEST. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 25, page 54, strike out the words “nino thousand” and insert “ fifteen 
thousand five hundred and fifty-six.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Ican not consent to that. That is in excess of 
the estimate, which is only $12,000. 

Mr. GEST. This item is ‘‘ for the care, preservation, and expense of 
maintaining and operating a draw.’’ At the last session they asked 
for this purpose $12,000, and the committee allowed $9,000. Again 
$12,000 is asked and the committee allow $9,000. This on, 
cu ciated in tha Pook of Eatimabos, ia fie the pocseevation af be- 
tween Davenport, Iowa, Rock Island, Ill., and the island. There isa 
main bridge across the principal stream from the island to Davenport. 
Then there is asmall bridge from the island of Rock Island to the city 
of Rock Island. There is a long causeway between the main 
and the small bridge. There is a draw of the bridge for which 
this appropriation isasked. Sometime ago alaw whi 
was called the eight-hour law. The Secretary of War applied the pro- 
visions of that eight-hour law to the men that were employed in oper- 
ating that draw, to the guards and watchmen upon the causeway and 
upon the bridges, and to the engineers and the firemen and the others 
there employed. i 

That es brought aboni; or will bring about, a deficit in the appro- 
priation, and in his minute with reference to that the of the 

asked a further sum of $2,556, which is included in the amend- 
ment which I have offered, making the aggregate $15,556. 

Mr. LONG. Then there is an estimate covering this additional 
sum? 

Mr. GEST. Yes, sir; in the letter of the of the 
an estimate for an additional amount of $2,556. That is found in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury which went to the Committee 
on Appropriations last month, I suppose, asking for this amount to pa; 
the men employed on the bridge as watchmen, firemen, engl 
neers, and the like on both bridges. Then there is an item of $1, 
for the cost of pointing up and preserving the ether piers in these two 
bridges, and the officer in charge says that that must be done or else 
the piers will rot down. They have been there fora great many years, 
You have appropriated in your bill $32,000 for the purpose of rebuild- 
ing your draw-pier, but what is the use of yourdraw-pier if you let the 
other piers drop out? [Laughter.] Economy and good business man- 
agement require that the money be appro; 

i a RANDALL. The original estimate as to the draw was $12,000, 
ieve. 

Mr. GEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the committee gave what has been given for 
many years, $9,000. It then came to the knowledge of the committee 
that, owing to the passage of the eight-hour law and its application 
there, it was necessary to appropriate $2,250 additional. That, added 
to the $9,0v0, makes a total of $11,550, whieh is adequate for all 

_ The $2,250 additional is because of the eight-hour law, and not 

of any increase of force except that which may have resulted 

from persons who had previously worked twelve hours a day, having 

had their services reduced toeight hours. As to the piers, if I remem- 

ber right, that is a distinct item or estimate of $1,080 and has no con- 
nection with the draw. 

Mr. CANNON. On the basis upon which we have been a riat- 
ing, I think $2,250 will be sufficient, on account of the shortening of the 
working day to eight hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. The item of $1,080 appears to be a different mat- 


ter. 
Mr. GEST. Mr. Chairman, by the Book of Estimates it is apparent 
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‘that this item of appropriation is for the maintenance of the two bridges 
‘and the causeway between the bridges, and is not intended simply to 
cover the expense of the draw; bat the draw is the chief item in it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, if the gentleman will consent that $2,550 
be added instead of the amount he has named, I have no objection. 

Mr. GEST. Make it $12,000, according to the estimate. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no need of giving more than is asked. 

Mr. GEST. That amount is needed. 

Mr. RANDALL. No doubt if appropriated it will all be expended. 

Mr. GEST. Come out there and look at this work, and if you do 
not say that this appropriation is needed I will pay the expense of 
your trip out of my own pocket. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like very much to go there, for I know 
that about $7,000,000 has been expended upon that great enterprise, 
and I would like to see what are the results of this great aggregate of 
appropriation. 

Mr. GEST. Yes, there has been $7,000,000 expended there; and for 
this expenditure you have the greatest arsenal in the country, ‘perhaps 
in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment? 

Mr. GEST. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope, then, it will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to move 
m amendment making the amount $12,000? 

Mr. GEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move to amend the amendment so as to 
make it $11,550. That is exactly what has been asked. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL’S amendment to the 
amendment, it was agreed to; and the amendment as amended was 

eed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
GEST] to a matter which I think he has overlooked. I believe he in- 
tended to move an amendment to insert: 

For replacing the cement in the joints of the stones forming the piers of the 
Rock Island railroad and wagon bridge, $1,036. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that a part of the structure? 

Mr. CANNON. It is not a partof the superstructure, but it is a part 
of the piers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would prefer to have that amendment offered to 
the subsequent paragraph, where provision is made for the adjustment 
of this controversy. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to my friend from Pennsylvania that 
under the provision of the law this amendment will be safe beyond any 
question, it being the duty of the officer under the law to charge one- 
half the expense of the maintenance of this work to the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman gives me the assurance that this 
sum of $1,080isin thesame relation as the matter embraced in the subse- 
quent paragraph, where we propose to test the question whether the 
Government shall pay one-half of the expense neS the railroad com- 
pany one-balf—— 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion it is in precisely the same relation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not withhold the amendment and offer it in 
connection with the other paragraph, which will be read in a few mo- 
ments? 

Mr. CANNON. So far as Iam concerned, I have no objection. If 
my colleague [Mr. Gest] is willing, the amendment might be with- 
drawn now and offered at a later point in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will 
be regarded as withdrawn for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs to draw-vier of the Rock Island belles, SOs and op paces d 
of War shall require of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacifi Company 
the reimbursement of one-half of all the Rea gee ¥ ard in the repairs of 
said draw-pier under this and the appropriation of $50,000 made for this object 
in the sundry civil a 4,5 adage act for 1889,as provided in their guaranty ex- 
ecuted to the United States under the acts of Congress providing for the con- 
struction of said bridge. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point of order on this provision that it 
embraces new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, let it goin. It isallright, I believe. Surely 
the gentleman would not place himself against the Government and 
for the railroad company on this issue. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to hear some explanation of ihe mat- 
ter. Iam willing to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a controversy between the Government 
and the railroad company as to the obligations of the original contract; 
and we do not wish anything in this bill to operate to the injury of the 
Government in that controversy. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Hasthere been any arrangement between the Gov- 
ernment and the railroad company in regard to this matter? 

Mr. RAN DALL. Thecontroversy involves the legal question, what 
is the “‘ superstructure ’’ of the bridge? The gentleman’s colleague 
[Mr. Cannon] can probably explain the matter better than I can. 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion, while the Government is primarily 
‘chargeable with the maintenance of the superstructure of the Rock 

. Island bridge, and I think also of the piers, the contract, as well as the 


Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw the 
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act of Congress, requires that the railuoad company, after the Govern- 
ment has expended the money, shall refund one-half of the amount; 
and the company has executed a guaranty to the Government to that 
effect. 

Now, there is somewhere a suggestion that as to the repairs upon. 
the piers of the bridge the railroad company may not perhaps be bound 
to refund one-half of the expenditure, Butthereis no doubt about the 
company being bound to refund one-half of the cost of repairs to the 
superstructure resting upon the piers. 

I think I have spent, first and last, at least twenty-four hours in read- 
ing the history of this matter, including the acts of Congress bearing 
upon the subject and the guaranty of the company, and I have no 
doubt in my own mind that under the guaranty, after the Govern- 
ment makes the repairs to either the superstructure or the piers, the 
railroad company is bound to pay at least one-half of such expense. 
But out of an al p Ete of caution, and more especially perhaps to 
satisfy the chairman of the committee, as well as other members of 
the committee, the language to which the gentleman calls attention 
has been framed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Under theexplanationof my colleague I will with- 


draw the point of order. I simply wished to understand the matter. 

The angio read as follows: 

After the word “bridge,” in line 3, insert “and for replacing the cement in 
the ro ‘of the stones forming the piers of the Rock Island railroad and wagon 
bridge, $1,036.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Springfield arsenal, Springfield, Mass.: For repairsand preservation ofgrounds, 
butidings, and machinery not used for manufacturing purposes, $5,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have anamendment to offer there. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 55, line 15, strike out “five” and insert “ fifteen.” 
The amendment was agreed to. z 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sand N Š N 
To pein ang = Lon s ground, tes Berl Mtn cleaning, leveling, and grad- 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to inquire what provision has been 
made at Sandy Hook for an additional range. Has the 10-mile range 
at that point been considered ? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, it has not come to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and if it had the rules of the House would not allow it to 
be put on this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend from Indiana is mistaken as to the 
range to which he refers. Itissome distance from Sandy Hook. That 
has gone to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. It is all right, then? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has nothing to do with this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.: For direct sewerage to river, $2,500. 


Mr. TRACEY. I move after line 12, page 56, to insert as follows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ee Broadway with granite blocks to the extent of the arsenal front- 
age, 769. 

Mr. TRACEY. This amount was estimated for at the last session of 
Congress and perhaps at prior sessions. At the last session I appeared 
before the committee and urged them to insert it in the sundry civil 
bill. At that time the committee thought it was unnecessary. Water- 
vliet arsenal was not then designated as the gun factory of the United 
States. It becomes important, when vessels arrive in front of this 
arsenal, bearing these large forgings, they should be transported to the 
arsenal grounds. 

This street is nothing more than a country road and isin a condition 
almost impassable in wet weather. The commandant of the arsenal 
has written me a letter in which he urges me to endeavor to have this 
inserted in the sundry civil bill. It was my expectation to appear be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations, but I did notsucceed in getting 
time before the committee. It seems, in view of the great work car- 
ried on there, that there should be no objection te this being done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I am quite free to‘admit that 
sooner or later there will have to be some strong pavement put there 
which will bear heavy loads. Part of this property was acquired by 
the Government in 1813 and another portion in 1828. Subsequently, 
I do not know in what year—the gentleman perhaps can tell me—by an 
act of the Legislature of New York and by permission of Congress, a 
horse railroad was allowed to go through there. I think if a horse rail- 
road is to go through there and receive the benefit of this Federal ex- 
penditure it ought to bear part of the expenses, as all such railroads go- 
ing through streets of cities do—that is, half the expense provided for 
by this amendment. I move,therefore, to amend as follows. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


Provided, That so much of said payement as lies between the exterior rails of 
prp ee ar a ran ep tier te nein? NS ee ee 
and exterior to Santi tenth. on Sanh x shall be paid for by said strect- 


railway company, together with the perine meot keeping the same in repair. 
Mr. TRACEY. LI hope the amendment to the amendment will not 
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prevail. This horse railway has tracks which pass through the arsenal 

grounds and in front of the arsenal. This private corporation, created 

some years ago, has been unable to make any money for several years 

yo by reason of the Delaware and Hudson and New York Central 
roads running a belt line between Albany and Troy. 

I would have no objection to the road paying its share of this bill if 
there was any possibility of their doingit. If the amendment is added 
I fear it will result in preventing us from securing this improvement. 
I therefore hope the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not press it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have had correspondence with Mr. GREENMAN, 
a member of the House, on this subject, and have had one or two con- 
ferences with the gentleman from the Albany district. The real objec- 
tion to compelling the railroad company paying it is not that it is not 
right and proper that it should pay it, but it is that the railroad com- 

y is bankrapt. I should like the Government put in the attitude 

ue being able to collect one-half of the expense whenever it can col- 
ect it. 

Band: KILGORE. Are not both of these obnoxious to the point of 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. They might have been if the point of order had 
been made in time, but it is now too late. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman from New York had bet- 
ter let this amendment come in. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thought the point of order could be made at any 
time before a vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not after the committee have received the 
amendment and discussed it. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that the amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iask for a division. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, if I may do so, I will accept the 
amendment to the amendment without farther count. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question, then, will be on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York as amended. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

; Mr. TRACEY. I now offer the further amendment I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to page 56, to come in after the amendment last adopted : 
" For general repairs to buildings and approaches, inclading the walls, fences, 
roads, grounds, ete., 35,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ber bag to connect the Capitol with the Departments and Government 
Printing Office: For care and repair of existing lines, $1,250. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee why it is that there is no telegraph line connecting the Capitol and 
the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. RANDALL. For the reason that there is no law, I presume, 


. authorizing it. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Is there any objection to an amendment here au- 
thorizing the construction of one? 

Mr. RANDALL. The District Committee are now examining as to 
a general system of telegraphs and electric lights in this city, so as to 
determine the question of under-ground or surface wires; and I think 
the construction of additional telegraph lines had better be left until 
after that is determined by the District commissioners. 

Mr. DUNHAM. All right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Washington Monument: For the care and maintenance of the Washington 
Monument and the operation of the elevator and machinery connected there- 
with, namely: For one custodian, at $100 per month; one steam engineer, at 
$50 per month; one assistant steam engineer, at $60 per month; one fireman, at 
$50 per month; one assistant fireman, at $45 per month; one conductor of ele- 
vator car, at $75 per month: one attendant on floor, at $5 per month; one at- 
tendant at top, at $45 per month; three night and day watchmen, at $60 each 
per month; in all, $8,160. 

For fuel, lights, oil, waste, packing, tools, matches, paints, brushes, brooms, 

terns, rope, nails, screws, lead, electric lights, heating apparatus, oil stoves 
for elevator car and upper and lower floor. ees ays to engines, boilers, dynamos, 
elevator, agd re of all kinds connected with the monument and machinery, 
and purchase of all necessary articles for maintaining the monument, machin- 
ery, elevator, and electric-light plant in good order, $2,340, to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. LEE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: _ » 


Insert on page 6, after line 6: Š : 

“That the Secretary of War be, and heishereby, authorized and directed to 
detail one or more engineer officers of the Army to make the necessary survey 
for a national road from a point in Alexandria County, V; ia, at or near the 
AA vier end of the Aqueduct Bridge, and thence through the counties of Alex- 
andria and Fairfax, in said State, to Mount Vernon,who shall report the same, 

with the estimated cost of building such road, to the Secretary of War, 
who shall transmit the same to Congress, k 

“Suc, 2. That the sum of $10,000,or so much thereof as may preparat A be 

expended under the direction of the War Department.be,and the same is hereby 


appropriated, out of 
detray the expenses of 
act. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order against that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatit is new legislation, and provides for an ex- 
penditure not previously authorized by law. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUILDING FOR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 

For the building for the Library of Congress, as authorized by the sundry 
civil appropriation act approved October 2, 1888, and for each and every purpose 
connected therewith, $500,000; Provided, That contracts may be entered into for 


all the stone requi for the exterior walls of said building, to be paid for as 
appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 


Mr. REED. Isuppose that is open to the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose so. Does the gentleman make it? 

Mr. REED. Ishall reserve it for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Then,in accordance with the wishes of many 
members, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Rocrers having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, haying had under con- 
phunwigeg the sundry civil appropriation bill, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. RANDALL (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri: to 
he Uniled States in an doa out the s appropriated to 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 12415) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of George W. Edwards—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 12416) granting an increase of pen- 
sionto Alonzo C, Kimble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensione, 

By Mr. GROUT (by request): A bill (H. R. 12417) for the relief of 
Richard Berry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 12418) for the relief of J. B. Elder— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12419) for the relief of Joshua G. Witty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to 
Lucy, widow of Muck-a-peck-wah-ken-zah or ‘* John,”’ an Indian who 
served the United States and saved the lives of many white persons 
in the Indian outbreak or war of 1862, and died from the effects of 
wounds received therein—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12421) granting a pension to 
Miss Frances Thatcher—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 12422) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12423) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. McBurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12424) increasing the pension of 
Luther H. Girten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12425) increasing a pension to William Sult— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12426) for the relief of 
David G. Rose—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 12427) for the relief of Daniel 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 12429) to pension Emil von 
Langendorff —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


f 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of John N. Jewett and others, of Chicago, / 
Ill., in favor of the Chace copyright bill—to the Committee on Pat- ° 
ents. K ae | 4 

Also, petition of Freedenke Reimann, for a widow’s pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, petition of Freedenke Reimann, for money lost and property 
destroyed in Indian war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers in the claim of James Barrister—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN; Petition of the Maritime Association of New 
iterates harbor of refuge at Point Judith—to the Committce on Rivers 
and Harbors. 
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By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of sponge fishermen of Flor- 
ida, praying that sponges be not placed on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of committee of Maine forestry con- 
vention, for certain information to be furnished by the next census—to 
the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. $ 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition.of B. F. Brown and 16 others, citizens of 
Washington County, Iowa, asking for the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition of J. F. Rogers and 18 dealers 
in tobacco, of Oxford; of N. E. Wagstaff and 61 citizens of Person 
County; of G. L. Smithson and 27 citizens and firms, of Henderson; 
of A. E. Conrad, of Forsythe County; of J. M. Bennett and 54 others, 
citizens of North Carolina; of C. F. Cline and 26 others, citizens of New 
Hill; of D. M. Miller and 11 firms, of Salisbury; and of Thomas B. 
Fleming and others, citizens of North Carolina, asking for the repeal of 
the internal-revenue taxes on tobacco—to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. 

By Mr. LIND: Memorial of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, asking for the opening of the Sioux Indian reservation in Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of Willmar, Minn., against 
Sunday work—to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition ofestate of Sarah C. Smith, late of Wil- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Grape-Growers and Wine- 
Makers’ Association of California, in favor of legislation permitting the 
use of free grape spirits in the fortification of sweet wines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
for an appropriation for the publication of a monthly pilot chart of the 
Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
in favor of a relief station in the Arctic—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolutions of George H. Thomas Post No. 2, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of California, in favor of the appointment of James A. 
Waymire as a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Veteran Home Association of California, for 
the same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition of 119 citizens of Branch County, 
Michigan, in favor of a law prohibiting Sunday work in certain depart- 
ments of the Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of citizens of Sussex County, Dela- 
ware, in relation to the appropriation for an inland water way from 
Assawoman Bay to the Delaware Bay—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: House concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, asking for legislation to prohibit the formation of trusts to 
control the market supplies of the country—to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, à 

Also, house concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, ask- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 11697, for the relief of settlers on 
certain public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Memorial of the Bar Association of Washing- 
ton Territory, for an appropriation for the purchase of text-books and 
reports for the use of the supreme court of the Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of.Chattoroy, of Satsop, of Skamo- 
kawa, of Samish, of Elma, of Orting, of Seattle, of Utsaladdy, of Ho- 
quiam, of Hot Springs, of Mount Vernon, of Cosmopolis, of Vancouver, 
of Brookfield, of La Camas, of Marysville, of Woodland, of Neah Bay, 
of Ainslie, of Elberton, of Chehalis, of Snohomish, and of Melrose, 
Washington Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. : Petition of George W. Stutts and of Charles 
Posey, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, -Tor reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Emil von Langendorff, Company 
G, Fifty-eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev , Were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

x woe BOUTELLE: Of Alden Chandler and 76 others, of Presque 
sle, Me. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of Levi Marshall and 66 others, of Akron, Ohio. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of C. A, Mills and 84 others, and the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Diller, and of E. F. Stephens and 50 
others, of Crete, Nebr. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of E. H. Pierce and 115 others, of Grafton; of 
George P. Lilleberg and 67 others, of Hillsborough; of William Halli- 


day and 64 others, of Sanborn, and of J. M. Gardner and 34 others, of 
Postville, Dak. 

By Mr. LONG: Of Henry B. Raymond and 147 others, of East 
Weymouth; of John Reed and 48 others, of Hull, and of Josiah Cush- 
man and 69 others, of Abington, Mass, 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Wilmar, Minn. 

Psd Mr. MORSE: Of John W. Ballentine and 144 others, of Boston, 
ass. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of H. F. Witler and 64 others, of Carsonville, and 
of James A. Morris and 101 others, of Sauk Centre, Minn. 
tee Mr, ROCKWELL: Of R. F. Parker and 112 others, of Westfield, 

ass, 

By Mr. RYAN: Of John M. Bloss and 193 others, of Topeka, Kans. 

Also, of A. Dieush and 226 others, of Topeka, Kans, 

By Mr, J. E. RUSSELL: Of John Goldbraith and 596 others, of Wor- 
cester; and of E, C. Ingalls and 122 others; and the Woman’s Christian’ 
Temperance Union, of Brookfield, Mass. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Of R. W. Williamson and 7 others, of 
Freestone, Cal. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of John Kelshaw and 42 others, of Paso 
Robles, Cal. 

T Dy Mr, VOORHEES: Of John Reese and 44 others, of Ewartsville, 


yX 
” The following petition against the passage of the international copy- 


right bill was received and referred to the Committee on Patents: 
ar ME WILLIAMS: Of W. F. Albright & Sons and others, of Eas- 
ton, Ohio. / X 


YA 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 29, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.’ 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AND ECKINGTON RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of January 23, 1889, certain information in 
regard to the Soldiers’ Home and Eckington Railroad Company, and 
stating that the records of the District of Columbia show that that com- 
pany is in no way indebted to the District of Columbia; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING OF SENATE WING, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Architect of the Capitol; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

ARCHITECT'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 
‘ashington, D. C., January 28, 1889. 
Sm: In obedience to the law approved February 1, 1888, I have the bonor to 
state that I have caused an estimate to be made for the probable cost of extend- 
ing ane completing the oe heath ER plant in the Senate wing of the Capitol. 


that this may be furni „including the fixtures, for the additional 
sum of $30,000. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDWARD CLARK, 
Archilect United States Capitol. 
Hon, Jons J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 

A bill (H. R. S794 granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias J. Kenaday; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff; 

A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 6314) increasing the pension of Lyman D. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary oh Interior to 
place the name of Carg Curtis on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish; 

A bill (H. R. ors granting a pension to Martha J. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix; 

A bill (H. R. 10983} to increase the pension of Mary A. Bedel; 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary Van Olnhausen; 

A bill (H. R. 10975) granting.a pension to John H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 1097) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 


A bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
8. Jewell; k 
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A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to Elisha C. Paschal; 

A bill (H, R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 
formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war of 1812; i 

A bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass; 

A bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the 

jion-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs; and 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen. 

The bill (H. R. 4496) to authorize and empower the Mount Carmel 
Development Company to draw water from the Wabash River, or its 
tributaries, in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an appropriation for pay- 
ment to the legal representatives of James B. Eads was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

PENSION FOR LOSS OF BOTH HANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers 
and sailors in the United States service who have lost both hands an 
increased pension; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro temporé laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the-House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That in ad- 
dition to the usual number there shall be printed 10,500 copies of the proceedings, 
testimony, documents, and consular reports submitted to the select committee 
to inquire into the importation of contract laborers, paupers, etc., and also the 
same number of copies of the bill and report of said committee, of which 3,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 7,000 for the use of the House. 


REUBEN ASH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3283) granting a 
pension to Reuben Ash; which was,in line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘seventy-two’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ soas to make 
the bill read: 


Beit peer pe ican tol the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben Ash, late 
of Company E, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
pension at the rate of $45 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now ving. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. ` 
The amendment. was concurred in. 
ELLEN WHITE DOWLING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1481) granting a pension 
to Ellen White Dowling; which was, in line 6, before the word *‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘*25’’ and insert ‘‘12;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen White Dowling, a volunteer 
nurse in the Army during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 
s month, during life, from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Kansas 
Legislature, urging the incorporation in the law providing for the cen- 
sus of 1890 of a provision directing the enumeration of all the surviv- 
ing soldiers and sailors, showing their age, with name of company and 
regiment and length of term of service; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Ohio Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion, urging the speedy publication of the Official Records of the War 
of the Rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

He also presented the petition of A. B. Quinton and 145 others (81 
voters and 65 women), citizens of Topeka; the petition of A. Dieust 
and 226 others (53 voters and 174 women), cftizens of Topeka; the 
petition of Horace Kelsey and 42 others (22 voters and 21 women), citi- 
zens of Ottawa; the petition of Joseph Denisson and 11 others (2 voters 
and 10 women), citizens of Manhattan and Tecumseh Counties; the 
petition of D. C. Frazer and 86 others (37 voters and 50 women), citi- 
zens of Clifton; and the petition of H.S. Heath and 61 others (25 voters 
and 37 women), citizens of Muscotah, all in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amend- 
ment; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. FRYE pones the petition of Joseph D. Emery and 146 others 
(70 voters and 77 women), citizens of Caribou, Me., praying for the 


t lieutenant 


proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of allalcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. FRYE. I present the memorial of Francis Frederick Millen, a 
citizen of the United States, with interests in Venezuela, remonstrating 
against the aggressions of Great Britain in th -t country to the insecurity 
of American interests by reason thereof, with a prayer that Congress 
shall take without delay such powerful and eflicient action as in their 
judgment will remove the particular and oppressive grievances com- 
plained of. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
South Carolina, urging that an appropriation be made for the payment 
of French spoliation claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presehted a petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, praying for 
legislation prohibiting the running of interstate Sunday trains and 
mail trains, and forbidding military drills on the Sabbath, signed by 
75 citizens of South Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr, SAWYER presented the petition of W. J. Musgrove and 163 
others (101 voters and 63 women), citizens of Drayton, Dak.; and the 
petition of James Thompson and 68 others (40 voters and 29 women), 
citizens of Neche, Dak., praying for the submission to the States of a 
prohibitory constitutional amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented petitions collected by the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, the 
Illinois Sabbath Association, the American Sabbath Union, ete., con- 
taining 153 individual signatures of citizens of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of A. Richardson and 19 others 
(10 voters and 10 women), citizens of Ramsey, Minn., and petitions of 
citizens of Minneapolis, Sherburne, Crookston, Sauk Center, Freeborn, 
Lynn Moss, Cannon Falls, Dover, Le Seur, and Stanton, all in the 
State of Minnesota, praying for a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 665 citizens of Minnesota, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of Elijah Farill and 56 others 
(22 voters and 35 women), citizens of Lake Mills, Wis., and the petition 
of Wilhelm Fritz and 116 others (60 voters and 57 women), citizens of 
Cass and Ransom Counties, Dakota, praying for the proposal of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, ex- 
portation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of 148 citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Pennsylvania, represent- 
ing 20,000 members, praying for prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, praying for the passage of what is known as the naval-reserve 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAULSBUKY presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Delaware, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a resolution adopted by 12 citizens 
of Iowa, indorsed by the Cedar Township Temperance Union of 70 
members, in favor of the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ipresentthe petition ofof Randy Jenckinsand 513 
other citizens, residents of the county of Orangeburgh, South Carolina, 
and the voting precinct of Orangeburgh, stating that they were deprived 
of their right to vote for Presidential electorsand member of Congress on 
the 6th day of November, 1488, at that election precinct. Theystatethat 
they made every reasonable effort to become qualified to vote accord- 
ing to the registration laws of the State, bnt have been denied an equal 
chance and the same opportunity to register as are accorded to others 
of their fellow-citizens, Wherefore the petitioners pray Congress to 
investigate the facts and the practical workings of the registration and 
election laws of the State of South Carolina and devise some means to 
secure to them the free exercise of the right guarantied to them by the 
constitution of the State of South Carolina and the laws and Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a resolution adopted by the Militaty His- 
torical Society of Massachusetts, relative to the publication of naval 
records of the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the pétition of farmers in the township of Ash- 
land, Middlesex County, Massachusetts, praying for more effective 
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picia to the agricultural interests of the country; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William Leonard and 92 others, 
voters of Salem, Mass., praying for a submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which was ordered te lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of C. H. Strong and 167 others 
(84 voters and 84 women), citizens of Garnett, Kans.; and the petition 
of Ira Weaver and 132 others (82 voters and 51 women), citizens of 
Downs, Kans., ese Hong for the proposal of a constitutional amendment. 
epee. the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, 

Mr, PAYNE presented petitions of citizens of Marietta, Lower Sa- 
lem, Waverly, and Hicksville, in the State ef Ohio, praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of citizens of Luce, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill 4982, in relation to pen- 
sion fees; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Fancy Smith, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George Campbell, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 3785) to authorize the of War 
to cause to be mustered William P. Atwell, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6105) donating two 6-pound brass can- 
nons to the Ilineis Soldiers and Sailors’ Heme, has instructed me to 
report it back recommending its passage with an amendment, in the 
nature of a substitute, providing for furnishing obsolete serviceable 
cannon to soldiers’ homes, both national and State. I ask that pres- 
ent action may be had upon the bill. It will only take a moment, 
and it is important that it should get through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by him may be now consid- 
ered. It will be read at length for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. HALE. If it leads to no debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not lead to debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. The amendment of the Committee on 
Affairs was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


Secretary of Wi authorized and directed 

eon cae parasa di may presoribe, tod te duivorse any of the National Bae 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers already established or hereafter established, 
and to any of the State homes for soldiers and sailors either now or hereafter 
duly established and maintsined under State authority, such obsolete service- 
able cannon, or iron, suitable for firing salutes, as may be on hand undis- 
posed of, not exceeding two to any one home. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to authorize the fur- 
nishing of obsolete serviceable cannon to soldiers’ homes.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist. upon its amend- 
ment and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on 
the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3830) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved February 18, 1888, toreport it favorably 
without amendment. Thebill proposes to amend an existinglaw, and 
Task the indulgence of the Senate to have it put on its passage at this 


Mr. HALE. I desire to go on with the diplomatic and consular ap- 


propriation bill, which consumed all of yesterday, and I must object to 
the consideration of any other bill that will take any time. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This bill is not more than a page in 
Koei, and I presume it will not provoke any discussion. If it does I 
shall withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read RRN sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That section 1 of the act entitled “‘ An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian P rvinccnsegel approved February 18, 1888, be, 
and hereby is, lapie d ery to read as follows: 

ons: the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, a corporation created under 

en reer ae the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and eae wong no 
by, invested and empowered with the right of locating, co ary A 
equipping, operating, using, and maintaining @ railway and telegraph and 
at a point on : River 


ephone line through the Indian Territory, beginni 

i e southern boundary line), at the bluff known as y Cliff, in the Indian 
aait Laon running thence bythe most feasibleand practicable route through 

ike said Indian Territory toa = the east boundary line, immediately con- 
tiguousto the west boun fine of the State ef Arkansas; also, a line 
of railway to be construc from the most suitable point on said main line for 
obtainin, in feasible and practicable route in a westerly or northwesterly uee: 
tion to coal veins of said Choctaw Coal and Railway Koap ap 
eobaekeae County, Choctaw Nation, and thence by the most feasible and 
ticable route to an intersection with the Atchison, orak and Santa Fé 
way at the most convenient point between Hal ifax Station and Ear Creek, pn 
erwise known as the north fork of the Canadian River; yea the right to con- 
struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, branches, and sidings and ex- 
tensions as snid company may deem it in their ‘interest to construct along and 
upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3883) granting a pension to 
Louisa Rickard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3884) to establish an additional 
land district in the Territory of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (3. 3885) to increase pensions. in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 133) directing a sur- 
vey of the St. John’s River at Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be peoos 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- ° 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman aet; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA ROGERS. 


Mr. TURPIE. Imove that the bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension 
to Louisa Rogers be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions for the 
purpose of correcting a mistake in the company and regiment of the 
soldier named therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HALL’S OREGON VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
investigation to be made into the n and service of what has been 
commonly known in n as Wiig os Lawrence Hall’s Company of O: 
Volunteers,” which, itis ganized in theearly partof the year 
for service, and which served in the 1 Indian war in Oregon known astho ™ “Ca: 
use war;” and to report to Senate, at his earliest convenience, all the fxcts 
relating to such alleged organization, whether of record or , together 
with the names of the officers and privates constituting such eompany. 


NAVY-YAED LABOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish the Senate 
with a statement of the expenditures for labor in navy-yards for each of the 
first six months of the present fiscal year from the appropriation for the con- 
struction and repair of vessels and from the a propriation for 
together with a statement of the unexpended balances of each of the above ap- 
propriations on the Ist day of January, 1389. 


CRUISER BALTIMORE. 
Mr. CHANDLER snbmitted the apo ge resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he dikected ip teanacnié4o the Senate 
a statement of the nature and extent of the recent accident to the stern of the 


cruiser Baltimore, marba te the bar eare parts and any method that has been 
Sv et aah r repairing the same, together Tit aes NOOtInG OF Ihe ADT Of than Ge 
n 
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NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER January 25, 1889, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount.of the of officers of the Navy which have 
been already presented and paid and the amount which will probably here- 
after be presented for payment for arrears of pay or allowances due such offi- 
cers, known as the longevity, mileage, and nin ip and receiving-ship 
claims; and to report said amounts to the Senate with the opinion of the com- 
mittee whether any legislation is advisable in order to prevent any further al- 
lowance of such claims; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual 
and improper facilities have recently allowed in the office of the Fourth 
Auditor of the Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting 
training-ship and receiving-ship claims, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire that the resolution go over another day, 
in order that I may examine the communication sent in yesterday 
from the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the receiving-ship 
claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over, 
if there be no objection, retaining its place as morning business, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from the southern judicial dig- 
trict to the northern district in the State of Georgia, and to divide the 
northern district in said State into two, to be known as the western and 
eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (S. 2765) ting a pension to Adeline A. Smyth; 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller; and 

A bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of light-ships with fog- 
signals at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and off Great Round Shoal, 
seacoast of Massachusetts, near Nantucket. 3 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 


order. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT JURORS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if he will 
allow me to obtain the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider at 
this time a bill very important to the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, changing the jury law of the District. If it leads to debate or to 
any consumption of time beyond the necessity of reading it and read- 
ing a report of one-third of a page in length, I shall not ask further in- 
dulgence; but it is important that the bill should go to the other 
House as early as possible. . 

Mr. HALE, I will give way for a very short time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
aside. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that Senate bill 3640, Order of Business 2584, 
be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be stated. 

„The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3640) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 
858, 861, and 862 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I shall ask the Senate to allow the report 
to be read in advance of the bill, because it is explanatory, so that the 
Senate may understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be first read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAR- 
RIS January 25, 1889: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 858, 861, and 862 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia, have favorably con- 

the same, and report it with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 


tute. The committee adopts the following report made in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on a bill of like character: 
[House Report No. 3794, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 
‘` The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
jury law in the District of Columbia, submit the following report: 
Aceording to existing law, jurors in the District of Columbia serve for a term 


If there be no objection, the report 


ofthree months. This local provision is unusual and oppressive and results in 
the excusing of the better class of men yawn’ g service. The bill in ganas 

by this committee to 
missioners of the District, who in turn referred it the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. The chief-justice of this court says: 

“ Inclosed find secur. of the bill relating to the jury system of the District. 
We invited the attention of the Bar Association to the matter, and its committee, 
after examination, has prepared a substitute, of which I inclose a copy. The 
judges of this court, or all who are able to doso, have examined the substitute 
and, Lam instructed to say, indorse it, and recommend its adoption and enact- 
ment into a law.” i 

This substitute reduces the term ofservice to one month and is recommended, 
as has been seen, by the bench, the bar, and the District commissioners. The 
orense offer this substitute in lieu of the bill, with the recommendation that 

pass, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the substitute reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia be read without reading the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 


That sections 758 and 759 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the Distriet of Columbia be, and they are hereby, ed. 

Src. 2. That section 755 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia be, xnd it is hereby, amended so that it shall read as 
follows: The supreme court in general term shall have power by rule of court 
to the period of holding its terms, as also the periods of all the 
terms, and to fix the number of such terms, and to alter the same from time to 
time as public convenience pag rogue, 

Sec, 3. Thatsection 872 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the District of Columbia be, and itis hereby, amended so as to read as follows: No 

rson shall be competent to act as a juror unless he be a citizen of the United 
States, a resident of the District of Columbia, a tax-payer, overtwenty-one and un- 
der sixty-five years ofage, and a good and lawful man, who has never been con- 
victed of a felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, And the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia shall furnish to the officers or persons who 
are authorized to make the listof jurors for service in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, within twenty days after this act shall take effect, and 
thereafter at least once a year, a list containing the names of the male tax- 


payers of said District. 
856, and 858 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


SEC, 4. That sections 855, 
States relating to the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, amended go | 
as to read as follows: The term of service of jurors drawn for service in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia hol 


gn on the first Tuesday in each and every month in which jury trials shall be 


ad and (subject to the provisions of section 807) shall on the Mon- 
day precoding the first ay of the following month, except when the jury 
shall be discharged by the court at an earlier day. The term of service of grand 


ns 
raons to serve 
ten days before the co 
pecial term held as a criminal court the names of twen! 
three persons required to serve as grand jurors in such criminal court shall be 
drawn in like manner. - 

Sxc. 5. That section 806 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the District of Columbia be, and itis hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
It shall be the duty ofthe marshal ofthe District, at least five days before the 
beginning of the term of service for which a jury has been as provided 
by law, to notify each person drawn by serving on him a notice in writing of his 
selection as a juror, of the court he is to attend, and of the day and hour he is to 


ap S ; 

SEC: That any person who shall haye been ly drawn as a juror,and 
shall thereupon have served as a juror for the od of twenty days or more, 
shall be exempt from further service as a juror in the District of Columbia for 
the poet of one year from the beginning of his said term of service, but noth- 
ing herein contained shall render such juror ineligible to serve as a juror dur- 
ing said year: Provided, however, That no person shall be competent to serve as 
a juror for two consecutive terms. 

Sere. 7, T 
amended 
out therein the words “ until otherwise provided by the legislativo assemb] 


ted States relatin 

to the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as fol. 
lows: If any persons selected as jurors can not be found, or shall prove to be in- 
competent, or shall be excused from service by the court, the clerk, under 
direction of the court, shall draw from the box the names of other persons to 
take their places. And if after the organization of the jury any vacancies occur 
therein, they shall be filled in like manner. 

Sc. 9. That section 863 of the Revised Statutes of the United States rela! 
to the District of Columbia be, and it hereby is, amended so as to read_as fo! 
lows: If at any time during the impaneling of a jury in any other than a cap- 
ital ‘ease the regular panel, by reason of challenge or otherwise, shall be ex- 
hausted before the jury is complete, the court may in its discretion direct the 
clerk to draw from the box the names of other persons to serve as jurors and 
cause them to be summoned, or order the m: to summon as many talesmen 
as may be necessary to complete the jury. 

Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect on the 15th day of July, 1889, 

Mr. HOAR. It occurred to me on glancing at the bill, and the im- 
pression is confirmed by hearing it read, that it is defective in one par- 
ticular. The fourth section provides that the term of service of jurors 
drawn, etc., shall terminate on the Monday preceding the first Tues- 
day of the following month, intending to limit the obligation to jury 
service to a month or thereabouts. It makes no provision for the case 
where a jury have been impaneled and a cause has been committed 
to them which is undisposed of, and they would cease to be lawful 
jurymen according to the strict letter of this proposed law, although 
they might be in the middle of a trial. è 

It happens sometimes that a single cause lasts several months, like 
the Tichborne case in England and like the Guiteau trial here. I 
have forgotten how long the trial of Guiteau lasted, but a good many 
weeks at any rate. 
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I dare say if the bill become a law as it was reported, the court 
would, by construction, hold lawful the action of a jury who should 
complete their dealing with a particular cause committed to them 
after the month had expired; but it would certainly give rise to a 
very grave question, and a question upon which the validity of a very 
important verdict might depend. 

I therefore suggest to the Senator who has charge of the bill to accept 
the proviso at the end of the fourth section which I have drawn. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the bill as reported from the commit- 
tee could be susceptible of the construction suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but if there is even a doubt about it, I shall be 
glad to hear the proviso that the Senator has prepared, because the 
question ought to be put beyond the possibility of doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed proviso will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 4 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That when any jury shall have been actually impaneled for the 
trial of any cause the jurymen com mug the same shall be liable to continue 
in service until they have been lawfully discharged from said cause, 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. My recollection is that in the parenthesis in the 
fourth section there is a provision making this change subject to the 
provision of section 807 of the District Revised Statutes, which covers 
that subject. I think that is taken care of. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not find it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The proviso could not be hurtful in any point of 
view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
WiTke bill was ordered to be ed for a third read h 
: e was ordered to be engrossed for a thi ing, read the 

third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend the laws re- 
lating to the selection and service of jurors in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia.?’ 

Mr. HOAR. Thereis another serious question connected with the 
bill which ought to be dealt with by the Senate with some reflection, 
and that is whether it be a sound public policy to provide that nobody 

ut tax-payers shall be summoned as jurors even where there are other 
persons not possessed of property who are competent in the way of in- 
telligence and patriotism. The effect of that provision would be to 

ut the jury trials in the District of Columbia very largely in the 
Kate of the citizens of one way of thinking. I should like to test 
the sense of the Senate by moving to strike out that provision of the 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. The bill is evidently going to give rise to debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifit is going to give rise to debate I can not further 
ask the indulgence of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had announced the pas- 
sage of the bill, and an amendment of the title was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I should like to move to reconsider. I think the 
Senate will reconsider it. I did not understand that the Chair had 
made the formal announcement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ido not object to a reconsideration; I do not want 
to take any possible advantage of the Senator from Massachusetts; but 
if we are to consume any time in discussing the matter I can not ask 
the further indulgence of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be that on reflection I shall conclude that I do 
not desire to press the objection, but I should like to have an opportu- 
nity to consider it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the matter stand over until to-morrow on the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the mean time I should like to commend to the 
consideration of the Senator from Massachusetts section 807 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, which I think he 
will find takes care of the point, to cover which he offered his amend- 
ment to section 4. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless that is repealed. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is notrepealed. Section 4 is expressly declared 
to be subject to the provisions of section 807 of the Revised Statutes, 


. DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Grpson, in line 10, after the word “of,” to insert ‘‘am- 
bassadors and;’’ and in line 11, to strike out ‘‘ envoys extraordinary 


and ministers plenipotentiary,” and insert ‘‘ ambassadors;’’ so as to 
read: v 


* Salaries of ambassadors and ministers: 
nen to France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500 each, 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
having charge of this bill if he knows what are the ordinary salaries 
and allowances made by Great Britain, France, Germany, and nations 
of that grade to their ambassadors, and if he proposes to offer a further 
amendment, in case this amendment should be sonan, increasing the 
compensation of the ambassadors of the United States so as to give 
them a corresponding capacity to perform their functions? 

Mr. HALE. I can answer the Senator from Nevada very plainly. 
This is not my amendment, nor the committee’s amendment, although 
I favor it personally. I do not propose to follow it up, if adopted, by 
any amendment increasing the pay of ministers. I do not think that 
that follows, as a matter of course, the raising of the rank. 

To the question of the Senator in relation to allowances made by 
foreign nations to their ministers, I answer that that matter does not 
depend upon the grade of ambassador. Great Britain, Russia, and 
Germany, indeed all the great powers send nothing but an envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United States, the same 
tank that our ministers bear aceredited to those countries, but they make 
large allowances to those ministers that we do not make toours. Each 
furnishes its minister with a house here to begin with, and some of the 
best houses in Washington are thus occupied; and they have other al- 
lowances in the nature of general funds here and elsewhere, which the 
United States haye never made and perhaps never will make. 

So the question of pay does not connect itself necessarily with this 
amendment. The same men who perform the duties of minister pleni- 
potentiary now would find their duties and their representation of our 
interests very much accelerated and advanced, as I believe, by confer- 
ring the title of ambassador upon them, and there would be no neces- 
sary connection between that and increased expenditures, : 

There is chance enough, as everybody knows, in foreign capitals to 
spend a great dealof money. Ifaman whois minister resident, chargé 
d’affaires, or minister plenipotentiary has a fortune, he can spend’as _ 
much money as he pleases. If he does not he can get along comforta- 
bly on what the Government gives him; and it will be the same if he 
is ambassador. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from 
Maine that the title of the representatives of this Government at the 
four courts designated in this clause of the bill has no relation to the 
question of compensation has not been the view taken by some of the 
gentlemen who have as Secretary of State considered the subject. I 
find in Wharton’s International Law Digest a statement from Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen bearing upon the subject, as follows: 

The Department can not, under present circumstances, "in justice to its min- 
isters abroad, ask Congress to give them higher rank with their present sala- 
ries; neither could it with propriety appeal to Con for an allowance com- 
mensurate with the necessary mode of life of an am or.” 

Further, upon the same subject, Mr. Bayard says: 


The question of sending and receiving ambassadors, under the existing au- 
thorization ofthe Constitution and the statutes, hason several occasions had more 
or less formal consideration, but I can not find that at any time the benefits at- 
tending a higher grade of ceremonial treatment have been deemed to outweigh 
the inconveniences which, in our simple social democracy, might attend there- 
ception in this country of an extraordinarily foreign privileged class. 


I was disposed yesterday to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana, but on reflection I have some doubt about its 
propriety, though not for the reason suggested by the Senator from 
Kansas, that itis not in harmony with the simplicity of our democratic 
form of government. I think this is the greatest Government on the 
earth, andI believe that next to patriotism there is no more pronounced 
characteristic of this people than national pride. I believe the Ameri- 
can people are entirely willing and anxious that their representatives 
abroad should be clothed with appropriate official dignity, and I think 
they are willing, too, that the appropriation made fram the Treasury for 
their support should be adequate to enable them to support and main- 
tain that dignity. The present appropriation seems to me to be in- 
adequate even for the present grade of our ministers. I, when in Eng- 
land a year ago, examined the matter somewhat, and I looked at the 
houses afforded there by other governments for their diplomatic repre- 
sentatives, and they were far superior in every to that which 
was occupied by the representative of the United States. The com- 
parison was not calculated to inflame the American citizen with much 
pride, and was not to our advantage. 

I should be quite willing myself to vote to make our representatives 
at each of the courts named, of the highest grade known to the law of 
nations—an ambassador; but I think coupled with that there should 
be such an increase in the appropriation as will enable them to main- 
tain within fair and reasonable limits the line of expenditure befitting 
that gradein the public service. To make ourminister an ambassador 
and leave him with the pay of the subordinate grade, it seems to me 
would only intensify his humiliation on many occasions. It would 
charge him with a different scale of social iture, reference being 
had somewhat to thecustom prevailing among others of the same grade, 
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without at the same time affording him the means of meeting that ex- 
iture. 
aren to me if we adopt this amendment, putting an American 
minister in the highest grade, without making an increase in the ap- 
propriation for his support, that the inevitable inference abroad will be 
one of two: either that we do not understand the gradeof expenditure in 
official and social life that would thereby be made necessary, or that 
understanding it this nation, which is the richest in the world, is not 
‘willing to make the necessary appropriation. As the matter stands 
even now, and it will be intensified by this amendment, I think no 
man can afford to accept the position of ambassador to either of these 
great courts unless he is possessed of a private fortune sufficient, in 
addition to the salary, to enable him to maintain himself decently, as 
other officials of that grade do; and the result of that will be (and it is 
too much so now) that the foreign service in the higher grades will be 
closed except to men of great wealth, so that no matter how able a man 
, may be, how completely he may possess the genius of diplomacy, how 
exalted may be his patriotism, how fit he may be in every. respect to 
represent this Government creditably abroad, he will be practically in- 
eligible unless heis a rich man, I hayemyself been unable to come to 
the conclusion announced by the Senator from Maine, that the question 
of pay is a matter of no uence in this connection. 

Mr. HALE. I did not say that it was not a matter of consequence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nota matter of especial consequence. 

Mr. HALE. I said that it was not by any meaps inseparably cen- 
nected with this amendment in my judgment. I do not think the con- 
ferring of this other designation upon these ministers wonld necessa- 
rily result in an unanswerable demand for more salary. Whether they 
have salaries enough now or not is a question on which I might, not 
disagree with the Senator from Wisconsin, but I do not think this oe 
ignation will necessarily add anything to their expenses. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps it will not, but it ought to. At any ene 
it seems to have been the opinion of Mr. Frelinghuysen and others that 
the grade of ambassador calls fora somewhat different expenditure than 
that of minister resident. and the reluctance which the Secretary an- 
eng de cg Congress the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana was that it would necessitate an increase in the 
expenditures, which he did not feel at liberty to press upon Congress. 

I am very willing myself, as I havesaid, to vote for an additional appro- 
priation and to put these ministers in the highest grade, because there is 
aclear distinction between them in pointofdignity. Ido not know that 
practically there is so great a diffetence; but I am not willing to vote 
to designate the minister an ambassador and yet l2ave his salary and 
the appropriation for his support as it is to-day, inadequate, in my 
opinion, for the support of a minister even of the present grade. 

Bearing upon one phase of the discussion of yesterday, if the Sen- 
ate will ec me, I will read a few words more from this work: 

In 1871, when Mr. George Bancroft was minister of the United States at Berlin, 

the question ofhis yielding the pasat the foreign office in every-day intercourse 
to representatives of higher grade or longer residence came up for considera- 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to say to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that we did not hear his reading over here, and I should be glad if he 
would enable us to hear the authority. 

Sie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appeals to Senators to be 
order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was reading an extract from Wharton’s Digest for 
the arpas of affording the Senate some information of an authentic 

n the practical question whether an ambassador to these four 
pagel entitled to greater precedence in obtaining an audience than a 
minister of the present grade. 
In npr nd when we Geo Bancroft was minister of the United States at Ber- 
he q hia yielding the eee ie Ee office in every-day inter- 
course to repi poeemi repati of higher r longer residence came up for con- 
Š i inclose transcript of a dispatch from Mr. Bancroft, reporting the 
nee von Bismarck. (Wr. Secretary of Sate, to 
Mr. Phelps, July 2, 1885. MSS. Inst., Gr. Brit.) 
The rule adapted by Prince von Bismarck, as reported in Mr. Bancroft’s dis- 
oha ot January 20, 1872. is as follows: 
The chief ofa missiow who arrives first (at the foreign office) is first admit- 
ted, be his rank that of ambassador, minister, or 

That is the rule in Germany, in Russia, and, T think, it is the rule 
to-day in England. 

I will also, although not bearing upon the specific question which I 
rose to debate only for a moment, which was the propriety of changing 
this grade without any change in the appropriation for the support of 
the representative, read this extract from Sehuyler’s American Diplo- 


macy: 


At very many foreign offices the rule “ first come first served” is not observed; 
but an envoy or a minister, th ao ave: Reon val hours in the 
ante-room for an important affair, must toan ambassador who has 
come in at the moment; and at Constan! ae itis even expected that, should 
a minister be in conversation with the minister of foreign affairs or the grand 
vizier, he should withdraw and wait whenever an ambassador 


hai aed ale nister, and. the, Firiileh am yarrai rei ae Shia 
ng waited a lo efor an au was on one îi re e! 
to the British ambassador, who bad that moment arrived, As the ambassador 

personally disagreeable to the chancellor, and Mr. Bancroft was a friend of 


tation of the injustice done to the Unit 
nite POIN ADDAA s aoe of rule, muy ya amei meer 

I find here also an answer to the question put yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [ Mr. GzorGE], which was differently answered by 
two Senators on this side of the Chamber, which I will read from the 
articles adopted at Vienna and at Aix-la-Chapelle. 

Mr. DAWES. What isthe book? - 

Mr, SPOONER. Iam reading from an excellent work, Wharton’s 
International Law Digest, and these rules, the Secretary of State de- 
clares, have been observed by this Government, although this Govern- 
ment was not a party to the convention named: 

Ant. IV. Diplomati shi k 
Trei fonda eg eres} ge rapan Sar oop yma ene E 

That is without any regard to the personal rank of the official. 

Mr. HALE. That is seniority. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is seniority, That is if there are four am- 
bassadors, one a prince, one a duke, another of a different grade of 
nobility and another a commoner, the order of precedence is not de- 
termined by the matter of individual rank, but by the date of official 
notification of their arrival. 

Article VI also relates to the subject: 

Art. VI. Relations of consanguinity or of family alliance between courts 
coafer no precedence on their diplomatie agents. 

But the point to which I rose to speak, as to which I do not desire 
to take longer time, is this: It seems to me no remedy of any existing 
evil, if there be one, to adopt an amendment putting the representa- 
tive of this Government into the highest grade known to diplomacy, 
that of an ambassador, and at the same time to limit the appropriation 
as it is limited in the present bill. I shall vote against the amend- 
ment in view of the information just given to the Senator from Nevada 
[ Mr, STEWART] by the Senator from Maine, that there is to be no change 
in the appropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this question which seemed at one 
time yesterday to so convulse the Senate, is not a new one, although it 
spears upon its face simple, whether we shall settle by an enactment . 

at— 

That which we call a rose, 
By any other name would smell as sweet. 

It is an old question. My memory is not very good, but I do not 
recollect now a consular and diplomatic bill in the other body while 
I was a member of it or in this that has not raised this very question 
whether we shall eall a man with a distinct official duty by one name 
oranother. I confess that I never couid make up my mind to have 
much sympathy with the movement, and hitherto I have always voted 
against it. I was a good deal overwhelmed yesterday with the im- 
portance of it and at one time I was ready to go back on my record in 
this matter; but after all, sleeping on it over night, I have come back 
to the feeling that, however inconvenient it may be for a minister to 
take a lower seat at the table or stand in a line in the drawing-room 
farther from the front than his idea of his im ce or that of the 
country he represents may lead him to think he is entitled to, that 
consideration in my mind does not weigh halfso much asthe throwing 
away of the distinctive character of our Ameriean institutions. } think 
more of that consideration wherever it appears, whether at home or 
abroad, than I do of all these inconveniences, because they are only in- 
conveniences, 

They may at the foreign office pnt off a man for an hour or so, but 
I have never heard in the record of our diplomacy that we suffered be- 
cause of it. I do not know why the representativeof a little and com- 
paratively insignificant state who has a matter of great impo:tance to 
present, whether it be involving individual rights or state rights so far 
as he is concerned, may not havea matter of more importance than our 
minister, although he does not represent half so big a country. That 
is a matter of small importance compared to the question whether we 
are to surrender our individuality, if I may so express it, and mold 
ourselves little by little into the old-fashioned and ony ways of in- 
stitutions that we take pride in having cast behind us forever. Ours 
has been an effort to start out anew for ourselves in a career of insti- 
tutions and of power that the Old World never knew of and is incapa- 
ble of so long as it is hide-bound and compelled to walk in the steps of 
the centuries that have gone and are buried. 

When Benjamin Franklin insisted upon appearing at the proudest 
and most fashionable court of Europe in the style of the country he 
represented he was a power, and that power came somewhat from that 
determination of his to be ed as an individual and not accord- 
ing to the garb in which he appeared, or in the name which this in- 
fant giant he represented for the first time had chosen to put upon his 
mission. 

There is to my mind—it may not be to others—something repugnant 
in this idea of going abroad and losing our individual character,-our 
charaeter as a nation, when we get there, just as it is excessively repug- 
nant to me to see people bring back from the old countries the ways 
of those people and bang their horses’ tails and wear their eye-glasses 
as was described by my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] yesterday, 
I take no pleasure in repeating those things. I have nothing to say 
about those who desire to do them; but I have a lot and a share in the 
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responsibility when we enact a thing like this in the laws of this 
country for the purpose of getting ourselves in the category of those 
who think that the chief end of man is the position he is assigned by 
royalty in royal processions. 

I do not want to deal in clap-trap, and I am notin the habit of doing 
it, and it is not to me clap-trap when I see an American citizen going 
out trom this country and insisting upon being an American citizen in 
his ways and in his talk and in his actions, justas much when he is 
3,000 miles away from here, with the ocean between him and the coun- 
try which requires that of him, just as much. Ihave arespect for him 
which I do not have for the man who comes back with his knee-buckles 
and all that sort of paraphernalia. That is why up to this timeI have 

* been unwilling to cast my lot in with this growing disposition to put 
ourselves on an equality, with whom? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not with a Papal nuncio, who precedes your am- 
bassador, after all. 

Mr. DAWES. By and by this will go on so, if we begin to yield 
to it, it will grow upon that on which it feeds. When the Pope says 
that nobody shall be admitted into his presence unless he conforms to 
certain ceremonies, it may be proper enough for him and those who 
believe in them, in order that they shall not wait an hour or two. If 
we shall be required to do that, by and by when we go to Turkey we 
shall be obliged to array ourselves in the costume of the country. 
Whatinspired the statute that said our ministers should appear in for- 
eign courts in citizens’ dress but the desire to impress upon our min- 
isters abroad that they were citizens of the United States there as much 
as here? For one I desire to hold on to it. 

I am old-fashioned, I confess, and I confess that I stand in need of that 
molding influence which men get who travelabroad. I do not know 
that I shall ever haye the benefitofit. But I wanted toexplain my vote 
to-day; and on the whole I am going to maintain my record, to keep so 
far as [ can upon tnis question the individuality of the diplomacy of the 
United States, and the lessit is like that of other countries the better I 
am suited with it, in the outside of it-as much as theinsideofit. Ihave 
no desire to have men sent abroad as. secret spies upon governments 
abroad to communicate secretly to our State Department the plans and 
designs of the nations of the earthso that we can either spring a trap upon 
them or catch them, as is the custom of all those nations abroad even to 
this day. 

I would carry out the diplomacy of this country abroad and at home 
in its outward appearance and in its essence in the same open, frank 
manner that a gentleman meets a gentleman; and when a minister, an 
official in the diplomatic service of this country abroad, by whatever 
name he is called, will insist upon it that he is to be met on the plane 
that gentlemen meet gentlemen, that is all I will ask of him, and it 
is quite as much, I am atraid, as we shall be able to get unless we stop 
this paltering about how far we can go and make believe that we be- 
long to that set and that kind of institations without actually throw- 
ing up what we have here at home of which we ought to be proud, 
proud in its unlikeness—if you will allow me to use that word—to 
anything else on the face of the earth. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, whether the name of our ministers 
abroad is changed or not, I think it would be well for us to make an 
appropriation for several of our missionssuflicient to pay for the rentals 
of the apartments that they have to obtain and which are much dearer 
abroad than they are in thiscity. I know thatthe minister to the court 
of London has in several instances paid $10,000 a year for a house that 
could be obtained here for three or four or five thousand dollars, and 
it does seem to me that at several foreign courts they ought to have a 
sufficient sam in addition to their salary to py for their rental. If a 
man is to go abroad and take his family and have rooms for his secre- 
taries and clerks, he should have a sufficient amount of money to pay 
for them, otherwise these high positions will be only occupied by men 
of wealth. 

I know also that seyeral of our ministers who have been abroad, on 
their return have been very much poorer in purse than they were when 
they went. ‘The minister from Great Britain here has asalary of $25,- 
000 and a magnificent house free of rent in addition. 

It seems to me that at some of the more important courts, whatever 
may be done in relation to the designation of our ministers there, some 
compensation for the rental they have to pay ought to be made to them. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this seems to be a very important 
question, I might say a very tremendous question, one in which I sup- 
pose the thirty or forty gentlemen who are expecting to be appointed 
as ministers to represent the United States to the European courts within 
the next sixty days are t®king a very lively interest, and yet one of 
which, I suppose, the great mass of the American people up to this time 
have never thought, for I presume that the great mass of the American 
people, like myself up to the revelations which weremade yesterday— 
revelations to me, certainly—of the superior dignity of ambassadors as 
compared to ministers. plenipotentiary, were entirely ignorant of that 
distinction. r: 

I had noticed somewhat in the diplomatic history of this country 
how we had been represented in foreign courts and on the most inter- 
esting occasions when the very highest interests of the American 
ple were committed to the hands of our foreign representatives. I had 


noticed that our forefathers and even the rulers of the present genera- 
tion had thought that the interests and the welfare of the American 
people were entirely safe in the hands of commissioners or representa- 
tives who, as I understand now, are entirely inferior in grade to this 
grade of ambassador. Looking back at the history of our country, at 
the very first diplomatic act ever performed by the United States 
of America, which had the effect of securing our existence as æ na- 
tion, to wit, the treaty between the United States and France, con- 
cluded in 1778, by which France guarantied our independence, I find 
that the very delicate and responsible duties, the very momentous 
duties which had been reposed by the old Congress in the men who 
represented the United States, were committed to men who are desig- 
nated in that treaty in about this way: ‘‘On the part of United States, 
Benjamin Franklin,” not ambassador, but ‘“* deputy to the general Con- 
gress from the State of Pennsylvania, and president of the convention _ 
of the same; Silas Deane, heretofore deputy from the State of Connec- 
ticut, and Arthur Lee,” simply ‘* counselor at law.” 

I have not read or heard that any set of representatives of the United 
States from that day to this have ever performed a more important 
service to the people of this country than the three gentlemen whose 
names I have read. That was the act of our forefathers, the old-fash- 
ioned act to which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] al- 
luded and to whose expressions upon that subject I fully subscribe. 

Let us go on alittle further and see how those old-fashioned ances- 
torof ours acted on importantoccasions. I have alluded to the agree- 
ment we made with France to guaranty our independence. In 1782 
we had an arrangement with Great Britain by which that independ- 
ence was acknowledged, and I find instead of having these high-sound- 
ing and new-fangled names, that that treaty was negotiated by— 

John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, John Jay, Henry Laurens, four of the com- 
m ers of the said States for treating of peace, with the comm: of” 
his said Majesty, on their behalf and on their part, 

There in the great act. of the provisional articles which recognized 
our independence and which were afterwards to be in due form incor- 
porated—as I believe they were—verbatim in the permanent treaty 
of peace, we find that wedid not need ambassadors; we needed simply 
commissioners. And when we came to make the definitive treaty of 
peace with Great Britain, which took place in the subsequent’ year, 
1783, we find that we were represented on the part of the United 
States by ‘‘ John Adams, esquire,” plain, simple John Adams, esquire, 
who is also described to be ‘‘ late commissioner of the United States to 
the court of Versailles, and late a Delegate in Congress from the State 
of Massachusetts and chief-justice of said State,” and referring to an- 
other character which he had, but in which he was not then 
‘t minister plenipotentiary of the said United States to their High- 
nesses the States-General of the United Netherlands,’’ ‘‘ Benjamin 
Franklin, esquire,’’ and so on and so on. 

So in the great act which resulted in the acknowledgmentof our inde- 
pendence as a nation our fathers thought that the United States were 
sufficiently represented by men who were simply commissioners, simply 
men to whom had been committed by the United States the duty of 
negotiating the ; and from that day to this the plain republican 
people of the United States have been satisfied to be represented. in 
European courts by honest, faithful, intelligent, and skillful men, 
without their having the additional label written upon them, the 
great name of ‘‘ambassador.’’ 

Washington had the power to appoint foreign ministers, including 
ambassadors, and yet, plain republican that he was, he never thought 
it was necessary either for the interests of the United States or for the 
comfort and social convenience of those ministers whom he appointed 
to appoint ambassadors. So with Jefferson, and so with John Adams, 
and so with all the old men, the old fathers of the Republic. y 

And, sir, who have been content in the old times to accept this hum- 
ble, this inferior position, as Senatorsadvocatingthis amendment claim 
it to be, this position inferior to ambassador? Who are these men? 
Among them you will find Henry Clay, you will find Jobn Quincy 
Adams, you will find old John Adams, you will find Chief-Justice Jay, 
you will find Albert Gallatin, and many other names the mention of ` 
which in any group of American citizens would be received with pride. 
These men, because they were men and not mere things, represented 
with honor, with creditall the great interests of the American people 
in foreign courts in the inferior grade of commissioners and ministers, 
and so faras I know, and as I believe, not oneof them ever complained 
that the label by which the Government of the United States named 
him was not of sufficient dignity and honor. 

It was asked yesterday, I believe, of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS] if he had ever known an instance in which the interests 
of the United States had suffered by reason of the fact that our foreign 
minister was not labeled or named an ambassador, and the Senator 
answered that he had not. So if there be any motive of advancing the 
interests of the United States by the change of title, that motive is 
without sufficient foundation. But, sir, it is said that in the courtsof 


Europe there are questions of precedence and in the settlement of those 
questions the ambassadors have the advantage of our plain republican 
ministers, they take a higher seat at the table, they go ahead in pro- 
cessions before royalty, and all that sort of thing, Well, Mr. Presi- 
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dent. I do not feel much interest in matters of that sort, and I think 
the historical student, when he casts his eye over all the follies and 
tiummeries which have characterized the settlement of questions of 

ence between one minister and another, will find there is noth- 
ng in all that which should induce the American people to embark in 
such a matter. 

Like my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] who addressed us 
this morning in a speech which I hope he will allow me to indorse in its 
every word and syllable—I hope he will have no objection to that, be- 
cause in a matter of that sort a bad indorser can not make bad a good 
thing—when this great light burst upon my benighted mind yesterday 
as it did for the first time, that the gentlemen whom we send to Eu- 
rope in the subordinate and inferior position of simple ministers pleni- 
ponang were incapacitated to do us all the service that they might 

o if they had a er title, I am somewhat surprised at the present 
situation. Like the Senator from Massachusetts, I see no necessity 
that we would deliberately by law enact that-the rose should be called 
by some other name. I believe so far there is no proposition tochange 
the character, the function, or the power of the minister, but simply 
to change the name to give him greater dignity to keep his tender sensi- 
bilities from being wounded on state occasions, and especially to keep 
his democratic—not in its sense—and his republican sensibilities 
from being wounded when he is brought in contact with the stars and 
garters and decorations and all that sort of grand thing, which I do not 
know much about, which he encountersinthecouttsof Europe. When 
I heard all this, I commenced recalling to na mind what little of 
historic knowledge I had upon this subject, and particularly did I re- 
member, though rather indefinitely, the description by Macaulay of a 
a diplomatic conference which took place in Europe in the year 
1697. 

Europe had been agitated, had been harassed by war for years gpow- 
ing out of and fomented by the unrighteous and unhallowed ambition 
of Louis XIV of France, the Grand Monarque who aimed at autocratic 
power not only in his own country but in all the states of Europe. 

Battle after battle had been fought, fortress after fortress had been 
besieged, some had fallen and some had resisted successfully. There 
was a combination against this Grand Monarque, of which the leading 
spirit was that king of England—and I want to call attention to that— 
who owed his title to the crown, not. to inheritance, not because he 
was the Lord’s anointed, but because he was selected by the people of 
England for that place, William III. Thus deriving his title to the 
crown against the old monarchical principle of the indefeasible title of 
the Lord’s anointed, William had somewhat of democratic and repub- 
lican instincts. He was the head of the coalition. Louis began to 
be weary of war, and preliminaries were being arranged for a treaty of 


ce. 

Now for the benefit of those gentlemen who insist so much upon eti- 
quette—I believe that is what they callit, etiquette—so much upon the 
American people observing the forms and conforming to the ridiculous 
and piste AS ofkingly governments—I propose to read from Macau- 
lay a history of that conference, so that we may see how things are 
carried on in Europe, and how utterly contemptible they ought to be 
to republicans, and how utterly inefficient they are to the countries 
which indulge in them. 

This question of precedence was a very large one then, and not only ap- 
plied to ambassadors and other ministers, but it applied to even the place 
at which the conference should be had. The French wanted one place 
and the allies wanted another. Neither would yield the question of 
precedence, the question of whose wishes were to be consulted about 
the momentous subject of the place at which a conference should be 
had. Finally, not being able to agree that the French place should be 
named or that the allies’ place should be named, they made a compro- 
mise, and so the French stopped at the Hague and the allies stopped 
at alittle town called Delft. They were five miles apart, and there 
could be no conference at the distance of five miles. They had no phon- 
ographs then, they had no telephones then, they had no telegraph then; 
and so after having got within five miles of each other the interests, 
the peace, the happiness, and the welfare of Europe which had been 
imperiled by this long and disastrous war were about to be sacrificed 
because on the question of precedence these diplomats could not be got 
together; and so finally they agreed to meet just exactly half way be- 
tween the Hague and Delft at a little village called Ryswick. Hence 
the name of the treaty of Ryswick. Well, that was got over. 

What was the next thing done? I must read now, because I can not 
— the idea so briefly and so perfectly as it is expressed by Ma- 
caulay. 

I might say, however, that one set of diplomats came in at one gate 
and another set came in at an opposite gate, and the mediator—they 
seem to have hada mediator there who was the ambassador of the King 
of Sweden—came in at a middle gate. They got together at last. 

At the first meeting— 

Says Macaulay— 


the full powers of the representatives of the belligerent governments were de- 
livered to the mediator. At the second meeting, fortyreight hours later, the 


ee 
mediator performed the ceremony of exchanging these full powers, 


It took forty-eight hours on a question of dignity and precedence to 


exchange papers which might have been exchanged in five minutes, 
Macaulay continues: 
Then several meetings were spent in settling— 


The grave—I put that in—and the momentous question which then 
agitated that select body of men— 
how many carriages, how many horses, h many lacqueys, how man 
pua each minister should be entitled to Brine te Ryswick ay Sakay the serve 

men should canes; whether they should wear swords; whether they 
should have pistols in their holsters; who should take the upper hand in the 
public walks, and whose carriage should break the way in the streets, 
so that there should not be a collision between the carriages of these 
distinguished ambassadors. They were all ambassadors—every one of 
them. There was not a diplomat there who was not labeled ‘‘am- 
bassador.’”? k 

It soon appeared that the mediator would have to mediate not only between 
the coalition— 

That was England and the Netherlands and the Austrian Emperor 
am the King of Spain on the one side, against Louis XIV on the 
other. 

It soon that the mediator would have to mediate not only between 


appeared 
the coalition and the French, but also between the different members of the 
coalition. The imperial ambassadors— 


Yes, ‘‘imperial ambassadors ’— 

claimed a right to sit at the head of the table. The Spanish ambassador would 
not admit this pretension, and tried to thrust himself in between two of them, 
The imperial am ors refused to call the ambassadors of electors and com- 
monwealths by the title of excellency. “If I am not called excellency,” said 
the minister of the clector of Bradenburg, “my master will withdraw his troops 
from Hungary.” 

Proper name for an ambassador to apply to his sovereign, ‘‘ my mas- 
ter.” : 


The imperial ambassadors insisted on havin; 
building, and on having a special place assign 
All the other ministers of the meron 4 pronounced this a most unjustifiable 
demand, and a whole sitting was wasted in this childish iat 8 It may easily 
be supposed thatallies who were so punctilious in their dealings with each other 
were not likely to.be very easy in their intercourse with the common enemy. 


Now comes a very remarkable question, to which I desire to call the 
especial attention of Senators who take such deep interest in this matter 
of precedence: ; 

The chief business of Harlay and Kaunitz was to watch each other’s legs. 

They were ambassadors and their chief business was to watch each 
other’s legs. 

Neither of them thought it consistent with the dignity of the crown which ho 
served to advance towards the other faster than the other advanced towards him, 

He did not want to show that he was eager to get in the presence of 
the other man. Theirdignity was so great, their notions of precedence 
were so stringent, that both of them in walking towards each other were 
very particular each that he should not advance any faster than his dis- 
tinguished opponent, Now let us see what happened: 

If therefore one of them perceived that he had inadvertently stepped forward 
too quick, he went back to the door, and the stately minuet began again. 

That is the dignity, that is the custom of Europe which it seems that 
Senators who are dissatisfied with the plain old-fashioned way we have 
in sending ministers to Europe want to introduce us to. 

Then they had to quarrel about the language in which they should 
draw up the treaty. One man wanted it drawn up in French, another 
insisted ‘‘ no, French shall not have precedence in this matter.” Finally 
they hired a poor scholar, who drew it up in bad Latin, a dead lan- 
guage, and then they could all agree. 

en here is another remarkable part of the proceeding I want to 
call to the attention of the Senators who desire to bind us, plain res 
publicans as we are, to the customs of Europe: 


In the middle of April it was known to everybody at the Hague that Charles 
, King of Sweden, was dead, and been succeeded by his son; but it was 
contrary to etiquette that any of the assembled envoys should appear to be ac- 
quainted with this fact till Lilienroth— 
Who was the Swedish minister— 


had made a formal announcement; it was not less contrary to etiquette that 
Lilienroth should make such an announcement till his equi and his house- 
hold had been put into mene and some weeks elapsed before his coach- 
makers and tailors had completed their task. At length, on the 12th of June— 

Having heard, everybody knowing that the man was dead in the early 
part of April, here was April all gone, and May all gone, and nobody 
daring to admit that he had the slightest knowledge of the death of 
the king, and if he had it would be a violation of that stringent eti- 
quette which governs on occasions of that sort to mention it! 

At length, on the 12th of June— 


a room to themselves in the 
to their carriages in the court, 


Nearly the middle of June— , 
he— 

The Swedish minister— 
came to Ryswick ina lined with black and attended by servants in 
black liveries, and there in co! 


med that it had poet God to 
ors then 


take to himself the most puissant King rles XI. All the am 
condoled with him on the sad and unexpected news— 


Which they had all heard two months before— 

and went home to put off their embroidery— 

i Their court dresses, their stars and their garters, and their decora 
ions— 

and to dress themselves in the garb of sorrow, 
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Then, Macaulay adds: 
In such solemn trifling week after week passed away. 
William was a practical statesman. He had, as I remarked before, 
igot his title to the British crown by the free choice of the British people. 

e got tired of all this solemn trifling—no peace, no treaty made. 
The great minds, the trained minds of this congregation of trained 
diplomats had solemnly trifled month after month in settling questions 
of etiquette, in settling questions of precedence, and had not taken one 
step towards the business upon hich they had been sent. So Will- 
iam, being a practical man, concluded that he would make a treaty by 
another agency while these fellows were all engaged in this solemn 
trifling. 

William— 

Says Macaulay— 
with bt age rg ther decision of a true statesman, determined to open acom- 


munication Louis through one of the French marshals who commanded 
in the Netherlands. 


Disregarding all these great diplomats who were thus engaged in 
settling all these momentous questions to which I have just alluded. 

Of those marshals, Villeroy was the highest in rank.” 

But he would not take him. It seems to our friends here that high 
rank is everything, but not so to the practical mind of William, who, 
Macaulay says, acted ‘‘ with the judgment and decision of a true states- 
man. n 


Of those marshals, Villeroy was the highest in rank. But Villeroy was weak, 
rash, haughty, irritable. Such a negotiator was far more likely to embroil mat- 
ters than to bring them to an amicable settlement. Boufflers was a man of 
sense and temper. 

And, I suppose, taking the history of his conduct in this matter, he 
would remain still a man of sense and good temper, though not a dip- 
lomat at all, even though he was not labeled ‘‘ ambassador.’’ 

Boufflers and Portland had known each other. Portland was one of 
William’s men, one of his generals, and I will state here what Macaulay 
saysabouthim. Macaulay shows that in matters of diplomacy, as well 
as in everything else, straightforward, plain common sense must pre- 
vail against all the chicane, the trickery, and the high training of what 
is called diplomacy. Macaulay says: 

It is a remarkable fact that this man, who in the Saming rooms and coffee- 


houses of London was described as an awkward, stupid Hogan Mogan—such 


was the phrase of that time—was considered at Versailles as an eminently pol- 
ished courtier and an eminently expert negotiator, 

Now, we shall see how that turned out. Macaulay says, as I say 
in reference to any representative we send to a foreign country, not 
that he shall be called ambassador or this thing or that thing, but— 


certain that the interests which were committed to his care wo 
him as hisown life, and that every report which he made to his master would 
be literally exact, 

We had better, in order to subserve the interests of the American 
people, be sure in selecting a representative of this country to a foreign 
government that we get a man like Portland, who, though awkward in 
the drawing-rooms and coffee-houses, was yet a man of incorruptible 
integrity. 

Now, let us see how this singular arrangement turned ont. These 
grand ambassadors, these great diplomats, who had been for months 
and months engaged in what Macaulay calls ‘‘such solemn trifling,” had 
not proceeded one step towards making a treaty. Now, let us see how 
this new move turned out. Portland got an interview with the French 
marshal, Boufflers. Boufflers corresponded with Lonis, and the men 
met. 

On the 28th of June, according to the old style, the meeting took place, in the 
Boras isoos of Hal, a town which lies about 10 miles from Brussels, on the 

to Mons, After the first civilities had been exchanged, Boufflers and Port- 
land dismounted, their attendants retired, and the two_ negotiators were left 
alone in an orchard. Here they walked up and down during two hours, and 
in that time did much more business than the plenipotentiaries at Ryswick 
were able to dispatch in as many months. : 

No question of precedence, no question of how in advancing towards 
each other each should take exactly: the same gait, with the same swift- 
ness as the other, and if they had made a mistake about that then 
going back and doing it all over again, but talking together in an 
orchard without ceremony, talking together as friends and as business 
men, they did more in two hours than the grand conclave of ambassa- 
dors had been enabled to accomplish in two months, 

Macaulay proceeds: 

The negotiation between Boufflers and Portland proceeded as fast as the 
necessity of frequent reference to Versailles would permit. Their first five con- 
ferences were held in the open air; but at their sixth meeting they retired into 
asmall house,in which Portland had ordered tables, pens, ink and paper to be 
placed; and here the result of their labors was reduced to writing. 

And the treaty was formed by these two men without any official 
character and then submitted to the conclave to which I have ealled 
attention. Macaulay says: 

Before the end of July everything was settled as far as France and England 
were concerned. Meanwhile it was known to the ministers assembled at Rys- 
wick that Boufflersand Portland had repeatedly met in Brabant, and that they 
were negotiating in a most irregular and indecorous manner, without creden- 
tials or mediation or notes or protocols, without counting each other's steps, and 
without calling each other excellency. So usly ignorant were they of 
the rudiments of the noble science ofe diplomacy that AG had very nearly ac- 
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complished the work of restoring peace to Christendom while walking up and 
down an alley under some apple-trees. The English and Dutch loudly a 
plauded William’s prudence and decision. He had cut the knot which 43 
congress had only twisted and tangled. He bad done in a month what all the ~ 
formalists and pedants assembled at the Hague would not have done in 

ears, Nor were the French plenipotentiaries ill-pleased. ‘‘ Itis curious,” 
ary. a man of wit and sense, ‘that while the ambassadors are making $ 
the generals should be making peace.” 

I give that incident, that historical incident to the Senate to show 
how utterly unmeaning, how utterly without force is the suggestion 
that the interests, the welfare of the American people demand that a~ 
change should be made in the rank of our representatives in Europe, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. ; 

Mr. HALE. I hope that unless some Senator desires further to de- 
b this proposition we may have'a vote upon it and dispose of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the vote is taken I wish to makea slight con- 
tribution to this debate by eny There is an article in a New 
York paper this morning in the shape of a dispatch from Washington 
which deserves a somewhat larger circulation than it will get by rea- 
son of its publication in that paper, and which I therefore desire to 
have inserted in the widely circulated and widely read CONGRESSIONAL ` 
RECORD for two reasons: First, a reason personal to myself because of 
a reference to me which I think ought to be somewhat more wid 
read than it will be if the publication is limited to the paper in whi 
it was originally published, and second, because of the fact that it was 
intended to advance the interests of a gentleman, an intimate friend 
of mine, who has for many years desired to represent and who still 
desires to represent the United States at the court of Queen Victoria, 
and who, with natural and very proper American pride, at least proper 
from the standpoint of those who favor this amendment, does not 
want to go as minister extraordinary, but wants to bear the more pre- 
tentious label of ampassador. 

I will therefore ask the Secretary to read the paragraph which I have 
marked, and I wish to say that the authenticity of the article can not 
be questioned, because it is the result of eavesdropping which has been 
carried on in the Senate Chamber by a person who claims the right to 
be upon this floor as the private secretary of a Senator, to the exclusion 
or at all events the inconvenience of Senators, A 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 
MINISTERS OR AMBASSADORS—WHICH?—THE SENATE ARRIVES AT NO DECISION 

ON THE QUESTION—PLUMB DOESN'T WANT ANY DIPLOMATS, 
WASHINGTON, January 23, 

The Senate spent the entire day practically upon a discussion of the question 
whether the present envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary tothe 
court of St. James, Germany, and Russia, and to the French ublic should be 
raised to the rank of ambassadors or not, and after devoting five hours to the 
discussion it was not even then able to reach a decision. It gave a fine oppor- 
tunity, however, for a display of cheap demagogism. 

The amendment to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, which 
would bave raised the rank of the four ministers to am lors, Was o; 
by Mr. Grnson, of Louisiana, who, in a sensible, straightforward manner, f aer 
sented the reasons why such a change was desirable and the advantages t 
were likely to accrue from it, 

: The pression was led by Mr. Piums, of Kansas, He delivered a speech 
which might have electrified a cross-roads meeting and impressed listeners_ 
with the heroic simplicity and sturdy republicanism of the speaker, but in an 
assembly of thoughtful men like the Senate it fell flat and onl: excited laughter. 
Mr. PLUME himself was hardly in earnest when he asserted t ministers were 
of no use to the country any way, that they were paid a big sa for the sim- 
ple purpose of havingan opportunity of eatin dinners, moving in society, 
and dancing attendance upon court circles, and that the business they attempted 
to do could better be dispatched by consular agents. In fact, the Kansas Sena- 
tor asserted that the extension of our commerce was the only business which 
would require the intervention of an agent in our dealings with foreign nations, 

Mr. REAGAN followed in his old manner, rehashing his favorite mournful tale 
of the creation of privileged classes and class | lation. It was in vain that 
such men as Senators EVARTS, Hoar, SHERMAN, HAWLEY, HALE, MORGAN, GIB- 
son, and others tried to convince Messrs. PLUMB and REAGAN, who in the mean 
time had been ga (eee by STEWART and BLAIR, of the mistake they were 
laboring under. It was in vain that the provisions of the Constitution authors 
izing the appointment of ambassadors were shown to them, and pending the 
process of converting these four men the Senate adjourned, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that will suffice asa final contribution to the 
debate on this important subject; and I have no doubt we shall now 
be able to get a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr,. Pasco]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired generally on 
all questions which divide the Senate with the Senator from AEA 

Mr. BERRY], but I am assured by his colleague that he would vote 

t nay ” if present, and I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” f 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Vance]. He is confined to his house by sickness. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to announce that my colleague 
. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 


Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to announce the pair of my 
[Mr. Manprrson] with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Buarae 


BURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—2. 
Brown, Dolph, Payn 
Cali, Evarts, Hawley,” Pita” 
Cam: * Sherman. 
ona Gibson, — Stockbridge, 
Chandler, = rman, Morgan, Wilson of 
uitt, ray, J 
pe Hale, Paddock,’ 
NAYS—24. 
Bate. Eustis, Mitchell er, 
Blair, Faulkner, Plumb, 7 Semari 
a s Ransom, Voorhees 
Dawes, n, althall, 
Edmunds, Fates tt anana, PAS, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich Butler, McPherson, Sawyer, 
‘Allison, Coke, f Manderson, Stanford, 
Beck, iom, Palmer, Teller, 
e kbeurn, y 
Blodgett, J of Nevada, iam von 
ones 

Bowen, Sabin, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the entire paragraph from line 
11 to line 13, and to insert what I send to the desk. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. + Om sian 4 ol thie MIL 44 to propunsd to sake 
out lines 11, 12, and 13, as follows: 

Ambassadors to France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500 each, 


And in lieu thereof insert: 
the of enabling the President to friendly and commer- 
oat erpats wilh Gress Bain, Bane) ne fondly 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall follow that, if it should be adopted (I sup- 
pose it will not be) by a similar amendment in regard to the other 
powers named in the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ag pe on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. There are a few formal amendments that I wish to 
Naan Se PNA ENO cin ne other amendments which 
have been reserved. 

On page 2, line 25, ‘‘Columbia”’ should be ‘‘Colombia;’’ so as to 
read: ‘‘the United States of Colombia.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction of spelling will be 
matic. 

Mr. HALE. On page 18, line 418, I move to strike out ‘‘1888”’ 
and insert ‘‘1889;’’ so as to read: ‘‘for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889. ” 

‘The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HALE. On page 10, after line 218, I move to insert: 

Great Britain : 

Consul at Montreal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, line 
to strike out “seventy-nine’’ and reco 
$382, 000. 

The panei tert was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page9, line 198, I move to correct the total vs Gor 
ing out " $20,000” and inserting *‘$16,000.’’ 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, if there are no further amendments to be of- 
fered—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Maine permit me tooffer an 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, if the Senator has an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Thereis an amendment of thecommittee pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is known as the Samoan 
amendment is pending. 

Mr. HALE. But I desire to postpone the Samoan amendments un- 
til the completion of other amendments and the discussion of the bill. 
If any Senator has any other amendment I would prefer that he should 
submit it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will, then, recognize the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in as new sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be read. 


to correct the total, I move 
eighty-two;’’ so as to read 


The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the bill new sections, 
as follows: 


SEc.—. That for the purpose of making adequate preparation for an a) 
pa Savno ta rain this t ct poe pe a paalt ey of nine mem 
to be known as commission, is Dy anthormad’ 


and the President of the United Pintes shail, and be is hereby authorized and 
a fr 1o appo! to appoint said commissioners. —- to the Was prolapse of the 


and said commission shall ve charge of parati: 
for and the ceremonies of anid Sa om 


celebration. 
the President of the United States is hereby authorized and re- 
quested | to er fo the chief executive and chief judicial officers of Mexico, Guate- 
nited States of Colombia, 
, Ecuador, the Argentine 

Hayti, San Dom: 
and such other civil and military officers of said governments asthe comm 
hereinbefore provided for shall designate, to t Washington in the e of 
1889 and join with the President of the United States, and the Con; of the 
United States, the justices of the Bibei Court, the governors of the forty-six 
States and Territories, and others who may be invited, in suitable ceremonies 
in honor of said event. And the President shall have authority to entertain, in 
a suitable manner and for a suitable time, in his discretion, the foreign — 
attending said celebration; and the sum of $300,000, out of any money in the 

nototherwisea Bropriated, heroy ap ropriated. o orso much thereof 
celebration and 
— Siete a re proper vouchers ap- 

proved by the president of said 

Sec, —. That said commission shall, tex: time to time, report directly to the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment finds no piece ee D 
lomatic and consular appropriation bill,-which is for the annual ex- 
penses of our diplomatic and consularintercourse. It will naturally be 
considered by the Committee on Appropriations upon the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, where all such matters properly come. Therefore 
I am constrained to make the point of order against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro Will the Senator state the ground 
upon which the point of order is preferred? 

Mr. HALE, I do not understand that the amendment comes here 
by the sanction of any committee. It is a new matter increasing the 


appropriations, 
P Ehe PRESIDENT tempore. 7 Ate ral a Dot GATI npon. tint 
point and will hear the Senator from 


Mr. HALE. I state that fact. Nobody å disputes it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ifthe Senator from Maine will permit me, I desire 
to say that this proposition in the form of a bill was reported to the 
Senate by a special committee that has had the matter under considera- 
tion, and the bill passed this body, I think, nnanimously. It is now 
pending elsewhere. Within the last few days, probably within a week, 
I presented the bill which passed the Senate as an amendment to this 
bill, and I had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. It has 
therefore been considered by a special committee and passed, I think, 
by a unanimous vote of this body, and was again referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Of course the committee has not acted 
upon it. 

As to the relevancy of the amendment to this bill I take issue with the 
Senator from Maine. The ision of the amendment is that we shall 
invite re tatives from a)l the republics south of us to this great 
celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the Constitution. Fif- 
teen of those republics have modeled their organic law after the Consti- 
tution of the United States. It would seem to me that this is a proper 
bill for the consideration of the matter, 

Technically I suppose the Senator may be right that in the form of 
an amendment it has not been recommended by any committee; but I 
trust that in view of the importance of the matter the Senator from 
Maine will not insist upon the tof order. 

Mr. HALE. If it were not that the other appropriation bill will be 
taken up in two or three weeks, where the amendment properly be- 
longs, I should not insist on the point of order. But it easy b 
to the other bill, and I think should go there, when the Committee on 
Appropriations can have the opportunity of consid _the subject, 
which it has not done, as the Senator knows, upon bill. The 
amendment has never been considered or upon by that com- 
mittee, Ido notin any way seek to shirk the responsibility of con- 
sidering it in committee on the other appropriation bill, and I do not 
say, for one, that I shall oppose it there, but it clearly does not belong 
to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Maino insists 
upon the point of order, the Chair holds that the amendment can not 
be received to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must insist that the rule shall be observed in 
regard to the Samoan amendments, as they were reported from the 
committee and are now pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine expressed 
a desire that some formal amendments should be acted upon from the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to mere formal amendments, 
but other amendments will be offered to the bill which will lead to 
debate, and I think it is important to act on the Samoan amendments 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know that there are any more amendments 
except those. 
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Mr. REAGAN, I inquire if the amendment beginning at line 175 
and ending at line 181 has been acted upon? 

Mr. HALE. The Senate is just coming to those amendments. It 
has just reached them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When they are reached Ishould like to havethem 


read. 

Mr. REAGAN, 
a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has directed the Chief 
Clerk to report the pending amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 174 the Committee on Appropria- 
tions report to insert: 


For the execution of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 
United States, existing under the treaty between the United States and the 
Government of the oan Islands, $500,000,or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be expended under the direction of the President, this appropria- 


tion to be immediately available. 
The other amendment will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 181, the committee report to insert: 

For the survey, pep harreg and occupation of the bay and harbor of Pago 
Pago inthe Island of Tutuila, Samoa, and for the construction of the necessary 
wharves and buildings for suoh Meng prey and for a coaling station therein, 
under the direction of the President, $100,000, this appropriation to be immedi- 
ately available, 

Mr. HALE. As these amendments involve the construction of a 
treaty and will necessarily give rise to a discussion of what may be per- 
haps very delicate relations between the United States and another for- 
eign power, I move that the galleries be cleared and that the Senate 

to consider them with closed doors, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a second? 

Mr. EUSTIS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The question must be taken with closed doors. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks if there is a second 
to the motion made by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. It has been seconded. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair did not hear it. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. MORGAN. I second the motion. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 
galleries and close the doors of the Senate. 

After one hour and five minutes the doors were reopened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the two amendments be again read. I 
take it that both may be considered together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the suggestion of the Sena- 


tor from. Ohio? 
Task that the amendments be again read 


I desire when we have reached that point to enter 


Mr. SHERMAN. fee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
ments. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report toin- 
sert after line 174: 

For the execution of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 
United States, existing under treaty between the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of the Samoan Islands, $500,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. to be expended under the direction of the President, this appropriation to 
be immediately available. 

For the survey, improvement, and occupation of the hay and harbor of Pago- 
pago in the Island of Tutuila, Samoa, nates the construction of the necessary 
wharves and buildings for such occupation, and fora coxling station therein, 
under the direction of the President, $100,000, this appro on to be immedi- 
ately available. 

Mr. HALE. Ishould like to submit a proposition, that by unani- 
mous consent the vote may be taken now upon these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote be now taken upon the amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to make some statements in to the 
condition of affairs in Samoa. I will promise not to be very long about 
it and not to go beyond a reasonable time. 

Mr. HALE. I hope I may be able at the close of the Senator’s re- 
marks to get unanimous consent for an immediate vote on the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the time has arrived when Con- 
gress, and especially the Senate, must give intelligent attention tothe 
questions involved in the occupation and settlement of the Samoan 
Islands. These questions are now exciting profound attention, not only 
in thiscountry, but in Great Britain and Germany. While supporting 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported now from the Committee on Appropriations, I think it is due 
to the Senate and the people of the United States that I should state 
in a skeleton form the chief facts in regard to this matter, and that, 
too, without any feeling whatever, without any desire to interfere with 
our diplomaticnegotiations or to disturb the harmony of our relations 
with Germany or Great Britain. I hope that the action of the Senate 
will be unanimous upon the adoption of these amendments, and that 
a frank and open debate will tend to this result. 

The Samoan Islands, formerly called the Navigator’s Islands, are 


situated in the South Sea, almost midway between San Francisco and 
Australia, on the direct line of commercial intercourse from every part 
of America to the Australian or Polynesian Islands and settlements. 
Their locality commands the natural interest of many nations. In 
extent they are comparatively insignificant, containing but about a 
thousand and forty-eight square miles composed of eight or ten differ- 
ent islands, the chief of which are Savaii, Upolu, and Tutuila, separated 
from each other by short distances, They are peopled by 32,500 inno- 
cent, harmless, tractable, and good-humored natives, of the Polynesian 
race, about 1,000 blacks taken there as laborers, and about 300 foreign- 
ers, nearly all of whom are either Germans, Americans, or English,oceu- 
pying various commercial establishments there. 

These islands were first explored and surveyed in a scientific way by 
Admiral Wilkes in his famous exploration in 1840. The best maps of 
those islands within our reach are still the maps furnished by that ex- 
pedition, and they are contained in the book of maps I have here be- 
fore me. Admiral Wilkes was so impressed with the importance of 
those islands that he made surveys of the harbors and bays connected 
with them. The chief harbor, that of Pago Pago, in the island of Tu- 
Aor is mapped with the soundings, etc., and is contained in the charts 

fore me. 

Samoa has been since that time visited by many people. As I have 

said, it isin the line of communication from San Francisco to Australia, 
It has been in a measure settled and occupied since 1860 by 
English, and Americans. The attention of the Government of the 
United States was early called to it by the rather chivalric or adven- 
turous experience of Colonel Steinberger, a citizen of the United States, 
who was sent there in 1873 as a special agent to ascertain all he could 
about this group of islands, and he made to the State Department an 
a ting report of his observations and intercourse with the Samoan 
people. 
During this visit he made something in the nature of an ent 
or an arrangement with the King of the Samoan Islands, but it did not 
assume the form of a treaty, and was not brought before the Senate. 
He afterwards became prime minister to the king, but was involved in 
one of the innumerable revolutions of the country, and was arrested, 
and deported in an American vessel. 

So matters ed until in 1878 a treaty was made between the 
United States and the King of the Samoan Islands. I will read one 
or two articles of that treaty. It was signed by Mr. Evarts when 
Secretary of State, now a member of the Senate, and by Mamea, the 
minister of the king. The second article of the treaty, and the most 
important one so far as it affects our interests, provides that— 

Naval vessels ofthe United States shall have the privilege of entering and using 
the port of Pago Pago, and establishing therein and on the shores thereof a 
station for coal and other naval supplies for their naval and commercial ma- 
rine, and the Samoan Government will hereafter neither exercise nor authorize 
any jurisdiction within said port adverse to such rights of the United States, or 
restrictive thereof. The same vessels shall also have the privilege of entering 
other ports of the Samoan Islands. The citizens of the United States shall Hke- 
wise have free liberty to enter the same ports with their ships and cargoes of 
whatsoever kind, and to sell the same to any of the inhabitants of those islands. 
All such traffic, in whatever articles of trade or barter, shall be free, except that 


the trade in fire-arms and munitions of war in the islands shall be subject to 
regulations by that government. 


The fifth article provides that— 

If, unhappily, any differences should have arisen, or shall hereafter arise, be- 
tween the Samoan Government and any other government in amity with the 
United States, the Government of the latter will employ its good offices for the 
purpose of adjusting those differences upon a satisfactory and solid foundation, 

This treaty is the basis of our right to occupy and hold and establish 
in the Bay of Pago Pago and on the adjacent shores of the island of 
Tutnila a station for coal and other naval supplies. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is a compilation of papers sent to us from the 
State Department. I find the treaty here in a convenient form. 

The Bay of Pago Pago is one of the most remarkable features of the 
Samoan Islands. It is said that it is probably the best harbor in the 
whole of the Polynesian Islands. The island of Tutuila, conny 
but 50 square miles, being 15 or 20 miles long and from 1 mile to 
miles wide, is indented by the Bay of Pago Pago a mile wide, extending 
within several miles, with deep water ranging from 30 to 50 feet dee 
protected by highlands or mountains from prevailing winds. ane 
can enter the bay easily under all conditions and circumstances and 
there be protected from all possible storms, It is described as one of 
the most valuable harbors in all the world, and the charts seem to bear 
out that description of it. 

Shortly after the treaty made by the United States a treaty was made 
by Germany with Samoa, which I find in this same document on page 
126. Articles V and XI are the only ones which I need read: 

Art. V. German ships of war shall be at liberty to enter into the harbor of 
(called) Saluafata to anchor, and remain there to take in supplies and to repair, 
and the German Government shall furthermore be at liberty to make there at 
its own pleasure all such contrivances or arrangements that may be useful for 
German ships of war and their o and crews. Government 
also that the German Government may erect buildings on the shores of 
the sald harbor for storing therein coal or any other supplies for the German 
ships of war and their officers and crews. 

This treaty secures to the German Empire the right to enter into the 
particular harbor named, a harbor or bay in Upolu, one of the larger 
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islands of the group—substantially the same rights and powers as to 
a coaling station that are conferred by the American treaty upon the 
United States. The other article of the treaty of Germany with Samoa, 
which I will read, is as follows: 

Arr. XI. The Government of Samoa promises to grant the German Govern- 
ment as many rights as the most favored nation, as well in to all mat- 
ters alluded to in the preceding articles of this treaty as also generally and as 
may be granted to any other nation in future. \ 

This much-discussed ‘‘ most-favored-nation’’ clause is inserted in all 
the Samoan treaties, and secures to the three treaty powers reciprocal 
rights and duties. 

In the next year I find in this same codification, on page 131—— 

Mr. HOAR. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is House Executive Document No. 238. I 
find that Samoa entered into a treaty with Great Britain, and that 
treaty was separated from the preceding treaty by a year, the eighth 
article only of which I need read: 

Anr. VIII. Her Majesty the Queen of Great Britain may,if she think fit. es- 
tablish on the shores of a Samoan harbor, to be hereafter designated by Her 
Majesty, a naval station and coaling depot; but this article shall not apply to 
the harbors of Apia or Saluafata, or to that part of the harbor of Pago 
which may be hereafter selected by the Government of the United States as a 
station under the provisions of the treaty concluded between the United States 
of en and the Samoan Government on the 17th day of January,in the 
year 

So it appears that each of these three great commercial nations se- 
cured by treaties following each other rapidly grants and privileges 
somewhat similar in character, but separate and distinct, applying to 
different localities, securing to each a separate coaling station and har- 
bor, it being the expectation and design evidently of these treaties that 
the Samoan Islands should be made a kind of stopping place, a way- 
station for all the great lines of commercial travel, and that each of 
these three great commercial nations should be supplied with a sepa- 
rate coaling station which would be under its exclusive control, sub- 
ject, however, to the jurisdiction of the Government of Samoa. So 
these three great nations gained a property interest fixed and tangible 
in different ports in those islands with stipulations that secured to each 
of them reciprocal and equal rights conceded to the most favored na- 
tion. They were to be upon the same footing, and the separate coal- 
ing stations were to be occupied by each in severalty, distinct from the 
others, 

There was a further arrangement made shortly afterwards, shown in 
this same compilation, which is very important. It was entered into 
by Great Britain and the King and Government of Samoa, with privi- 
leges, however, granted to the Government of the United States and to 
the German Government of an equivalent character. Articles first and 
second of this treaty provide— 


Anr. I. The space comprised within the following limits, that is to say, com- 
mencing at Vailoa, passing thence along the coast to the mouth of the Fulnasa 
River, thence up the course of the river Fulnasa to the point at which the Ala- 
fuala road crosses such river, thence along the said road to the point where it 
reaches the river Vaisigo, and thence, in a straight line, to the point of com- 
mencement at Vailoa, shall constitute and be known as the town and district 
<2 The waters of the harbor of Apia arealso comprehended within the 

ict, 


Arr. II, Such town and district shall be placed under the government of a 
municipal board, consisting of those foreign consuls resident in Apia whose na- 
tions have entered into treaty relations with Samoa. Representatives of every 
such nation, having a consul in Samoa, shall, at a future period, be added tothe 
said board, and shall be chosen in such manner and exercise such functions as 
ronal ne rovided by regulations to be hereafter agreed upon and published by 

This treaty was signed only by Great Britain and Samoa, but was 
subsequently signed (although their countries were not parties to the 
treaty) by T. Weber, the imperial German consul, and R. Chandler, 
captain United States Navy, commanding the United States ship Lacka- 
wanna. So, although this treaty was never submitted to the Senate of 
the United States and therefore never assumed the form of a treaty, yet 
it is in the nature of an agreement between these three great powers, 
by which, in connection with the King of Samoa, they were to set aside 
a particular region, a neutral territory, declared to be a neutral terri- 
tory, as a place where each of these commercial nations might estab- 
lish their store-houses, their workshops, and any other buildings neces- 
sary to the carrying on of their traffic in those islands. 

This particular place, Apia, now known as the capital of the Samoan 
Islands, was therefore a region set aside for commercial purposes. But 
the Government and the King of Samoa were not excluded from this 
region. The flag of that king was to be always raised over the public 
buildings, and those in the occupation of the German consul, the Brit- 
ish consul, and the American consul. There are many provisions in 
this treaty not necessary for me to read. It provides for something in 
the nature of a municipal government. It requires that all offenses 
against the regulations of the municipal board, by whomsoever com- 
msp shall be tried by a magistrate to be appointed by the board of 
consuls. 

‘The eighth and ninth articles are specially important: 


. Arr. VIII. The foregoing articles shall in no way prejudice the territorial 
integrity of Samoa, and the Samoan flag shall be hoisted at such place of meet- 
ing of the municipal board as may be permanently adopted. 

RT. IX. In case of civil war, the town and district of Apia, and the adjacent 
districts comprised between the boundaries of the town and district of Apia and 
Letogo, Tiapepe Point, and Siusega shall be considered as neutral territory, 


and the municipal board way frame and issue such regulations as may be con- 
sidered necessary for the support and maintenance of such neutrality. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the Senator state the significance 
of this agreement to the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was never sent here for approval by the Presi- 
dent; it was not considered as being in the nature of a treaty; but it 
has been recognized by our Government and all the other governments 
as being something in the nature of a local arrangement for the con- 
venience of these three great powers. The character of it is stated v 
clearly by Mr. Bayard in one or two of his documents. The munici- 
pal board consisted of the consul of each nation having treaty relations 
with Samoa, or the American, English, and German consuls. Our con- 
sul, with the full knowledge and under instruction from our Govern- 
ment, acted as a member of this board. 

Mr. MORGAN. What was the date of that convention ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will read the heading of it, and the Senator will 
see: 
Convention between Great Britain (Germany, the United States) and the 


King and Government of Samoa, for the government of the town and district of 
Apie er at Apia, September 2,1879, Ratifications exchanged at Mulinuu, 
s 2 


Mr. MORGAN. Was that convention ever sent in tothe Senate of 
the United States for ratification? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I havesaid not. I have said that it was never 
sent by the President of the United States to the Senate, 

Mr. MORGAN. It was never sent here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; but it has been acted upon by all the nations 
as in the nature of an arrangement or agreement for the possession and 
occupancy of this neutral territory. Mr. Bayard, in his communica- 
tions scattered through this book and the other documents I have here, 
points out very clearly the nature and character of that municipality, 
and its nature and character may be important hereafter. 

There is one other document bearing upon the title or right of the 
three commercial nations in Samoa. An arrangement or a treaty was 
entered into between Germany and Great Britain April 6, 1886, which 
I have before me. It is called ‘‘A declaration concerning the bound- 
aries of the German and English dominions in the West Pacific Ocean, 
Signed at Berlin, April 6, 1886.’’ In this agreement or declaration or 
treaty these two governments parcel out the various islands and pos- 
sessions of the Pacific Ocean. Westofacertain line Goriman ocoupanay 
WAS VO PIETRE i wxigshe certain line English occupancy was to prevail; 
but it contains thi 
tion—— 

Mr. GRAY. What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Page 136. 

Mr. DAWES. Which document? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Executive Document No. 238. Iam reading all 
from the same document. 

The third and fourth articles contain the terms of this imperial par- 
tition—a striking example of the tendency of these powers to divide 
the world between them: 

III. Germany pledges herself not to mak isitions of territory, 
to sotablish any protectorstos, oh to ODPORA the extension of British inlissues, 
and to relinquish all territories heretofore acquired by her or over which she 
has established a protectorate in that part of the West Pacific Ocean lying tothe 
east, southeast, or south of the aforesaid dividing line. 

IV. Great Britain pledges herself not to make any acquisitions of territory, 
not to establish any protectorates, not to oppose the extension of German in- 
fluence, and to relinquish all territories heretofore s by her or over 
which she has established a protectorate in that part of the West Pacific Ocean 
lying to the west, northwest, or north of the aforesaid dividing line. 

The sixth article, however, contains important exceptions from this 
division of empire: 

VI. This declaration shall not apply to the Navigator's (Samoan) Islands, with 
which Germany, Great Britain, and the United States have concluded treaties, 
nor to the Friendly ronga) Islands, with which Germany and Great Britain 
have concluded treaties, nor to Niné Island (Savage Island), which groups shall 
in future, as heretofore, form a neutral territory, nor to any islands or places in 


the West Pacific Ocean that are now under the sovereignty or protection of any 
civilized power other than Germany or Great Britain. 


The declaration commences with a disclaimer, that this partition be- 
tween these two great powers shall not apply to the Samoan Islands. 

So it appears from these five distinct formal arrangements or agree- 
ments that these three great commercial powers looked upon Samoa as a 
country important to all of them, in which each of them should have 
separate and distinct places where they might repair vessels and store 
coal and do all that was necessary to be done for the maintenance of 
the commercial marine in that region, and that that country was to be 
inthe nature of a neutral territory under the protection of these re- 
spective powers; and the United States stipulated that it would render 
its friendly offices in any controversy that might then exist or that 
might thereafter arise between Samoa and any other country whatever. 
That was the position in which these islands then stood, and that is the 
legal status to-day, for no other arrangement, no other agreement, has 
ever been made in a formal way to affect in any degree the rights of 
the several powers to these agreements. By these treaties the rights 
of the respective parties must be determined. No one of the powers can 
change them without the consent of the others, Allof them are strong 
enough, and I hope Christian enough, to stand by and insist upon a fair 


significant and important exception, this declara- 
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and full adherence to these treaties, arrangements, and stipulations. 
The United States is bound, both for the interests of its people and for 
the honor of its promise to Samoa, to insist upon the rights of both. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into the details that are fur- 
nished by the documents that I have before me in regard to the history 
of events in Samoa. It is sufficient, ina summary way, to say that 
there has been, is now, and always will be a quasi state of war exist- 
ing in these islands between the different tribes or families of the peo- 
ple there. It was, and is, a strange government, peculiar in its char- 
acter, governed largely by family ties, somewhat aristocratic, and always 
with contentions innumerable between the various chiefs of that country. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
as he proceeds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. We are appropriating money to be immediately 
available for the purpose of building a naval station in the harbor of 
Pago Pago. I notice under Article II of the treaty with Samoa that 
that Government entered into an arrangement with the United States 
which I will read—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I read that article or a part of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwant to read a particular part of it, to call the 
attention of the Senator to it: 

Naval vessels of the United States shall have the privilege of entering and 
using the port of Pago Pago, and establishing therein and on the shores thereof 
astation for coal and other naval Fg ace for their navaland commercial marine, 
and the Samoan Government will hereafter neither exercise nor authorize any 
jurisdiction within said port adverse to such rights of the United States, or re- 
strictive thereof. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio if he *s informed and can inform 
the Senate whether the Samoan Government has parted with the title 
of the land surrounding the harbor of Pago Pago up to the water’s 
edge to the German people, a German land company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, undoubtedly not the Samoan Gov- 
ernment, but individuals and families have sold lands adjacent to the 
harbor of Pago Pago. The truth is that these poor people have sold 
nearly all the lands that are valuable in the islands to Germans and 
English and Americans, not only along the borders of Pago Pago, but 
in all the islands; but that does not affect in the slightest degree our 
rights under the treaty, and no one has ever claimed that it did. 

Mr. MORGAN. The titles to those lands, I understand, are titles 
that come of mere occupancy, and have no validity to pass the title at 
all, except with the consent of the Samoan Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sul [cient to say that our title there to the 
adjacent lands, such as we wisa for our purposes and on that bay, is 
clear and unquestionable; and in all the controversies that have existed 
in diplomatic correspondence no one has ever called in question our 
exclusive right to that bay. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a point about which I should like to be 
better satisfied than I am at present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will point ont to me any conten- 
tion on that point, I would like to know it. I have not seen it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The contention will arise hereafter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sufficient to say that we have the grant from 
King Malietoa in the first treaty ever made by these islands with any 
foreign power, and that each of the treaties, the English and the Ger- 
man, recognizes our right to that island, and they stipulate for them- 
selves for a different portion of the country where they may exercise 
the same power. So I do not think there is any question about that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, before he passes from 
that I wish he would say whether in his opinion we can acquire a valid 
title to lands in a foreign country by an agreement in the nature of a 
treaty that has not been submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The treaty to which I refer was submitted to the 
Senate and ratified and approved, the first one made with Samoa by 
any foreign power. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What was it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. An express cession of the Bay of Pago Pago and 
adjacent shores for a coaling station. The arrangement made for the 
occupation of Apia by the consuls was quite a different affair. It was 
a provision for municipal occupation of offices, stores, and warehouses 
by our merchants, consuls, and citizens. Our consul occupies a house; 
whether it belongs to him or not I do not know. Apia is a neutral 
port for business. Pago Pago is our exclusive possession, subject to 
commercial rights. 

Mr. FRYE. One of our commodores obtained an earlier concession 
in Pago Pago, but that never was ratified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was a concession once before that I did not 
deem it necessary to refer to; but the concession I have referred to was 
made by treaty, and no one has ever called it in question so far as 
I know, and I can find nothing in these voluminous papers that calls 
in question our right to that harbor. 3 

Mr. President, I need notdwell upon the painful features of the civil 
wars that have L proyalod there, nor upon the general judgment ex- 
pressed by all the consular agents there, and by the gentlemen who 
were afterwards sent there to examine into the nature of the govern- 
ment and the nature of those people, that from their character, from 
their peculiarities, they seemed to be totally unfit te conduct a regu- 


lar form of government. Upon this question there is an almost uni- 
form expression of opinion. I will read what is said by Mr. Bates, 
the agent sent there in 1886, and he expresses only that which isstuted 
by the British agent. He says: 

INCAPACITY OF NATIVES FOR GOVERNMENT UNASSISTED. 

Such being the elements of society, with due regard to which any govern- 
ment in Samoa must be constituted, I must report, as the result of my intercourse 
with and observations of the oans, my thorough conviction that they are 
unable now, unassisted, either to construct or maintain a government which 
will enforce ey, or command respect. A system of government of their 
own they undoub y had, and, to a limited extent, still maintain, but it has 
been so interrupted and interfered with by the foreigners who bave settled 
among them that it is doubtful, even if all Sistarbing infinensos were removed, 
whether they could now restore it. They have never had a government which 
was worthy of the name as we understand it. They have no conception of the 
modern idea of government. That any system of laws should bear equally on 
all men is to them a thing impossible of comprehension. Probably no better 
evidence of the truth of n Powe statements could be had than the history of the 
country for twenty years past. 

As a matter of course these papers disclose thatall the time since the 
country has been known, since the first treaty was made with America, 
there have been civil wars there, civil contentions, rivalries between 
chieftains, two families, each claiming the right to rule. There are 
many peculiar features of the government which we can scarcely com-. 
prehend. They have no idea of a permanent government. While one 
side is uppermost to-day, the other may be to-morrow. That state of 
civil war continued from 1873 until, in 1883, by the aid of the con- 
suls of the three great powers, they finally agreed to settle their dif- 
ferences and agreed that Malietoa should be king and that Tamasese 
should be vice-king, without very distinct ideas-as to the definite ten- 
ure or nature of their respective offices. One was king and the other 
was vice-king. That arrangement seems to have been brought about 
by the friendly co-operation of the consuls of these three governments, 
and was probably the first and most formal establishment of a govern- 
ment in the Samoan Islands; and such would always be the #esult of 
the co-operation of the three consuls acting harmoniously together. 

But soon after that difficulties arose between the citizens, traders, 
and consuls of the three powers of a different character. Movements 
were made in Australia and in New Zealand to annex the Samoan Isl- 
ands to the British colonies. Perhaps I ought to read to the Senate 
one or two items showing what steps had been taken and what progress 
made in that direction. Malietoa himself was in that movement, and 
though acknowledged to be king, himself applied to the Queen of Eng- 
land and to the authorities in New Zealand for permission to be an- 
nexed to Great Britain—a manifest violation of the treaty not only 
with Germany but with the United States. 

I read from Mr. Bates’s report, page 158: 

The subject of the annexation of Samoa to Great Britain or New Zealand 
has been agitated from time to time with t persistence, and has undoubt: 
edly been one of the disturbing influences E the group. 

kd s . s Ga $ = 
In A 1879, the treat; signed by which Great Britai ized th 
A jinas peat of Samos; Rng not until 1883 that the sitaat of British 
colonial annexation began to be actively discussed in Australia and New Zea- 
land. The basis upon which the agitation rested is well stated in a letter from 
Governor Jervos, of New Zealand, to the secretary of state, inclosing a bill 
posing a general scheme of permissive annexation of the Pacific islands t 
under consideration in the colonies. 

Then follows the language of the governor of New Zealand— 


That the British Government should, under existing circumstances, take 
steps for the establishment of its rule over such islands in the Pacific as are not 
already occupied by or under the protection of a foreign power, and the occu- 
pation of which by any foreign power would be detrimental to the interests of 


It was said at that time that the German traders were willing for 
this annexation. . In November, 1883, Malietoa made a direct applica- 
tion to Great Britain for the annexation of Samoa, and said: 

I and three-fourths of the chiefs and people of Samca wish to see put up the 
flag of Great Britain at once. 

It is also stated by Captain Ackland— 

That German traders would not object to annexation to Great Britain, but 
merely as a matter of sentiment would rather see the German fiying, for they 
feel that this colony would thrive much better under the British than under 
the German or Samoan. 

That was in 1883. In the year following the king addressed the 
most piteous appeals to the Queen of Great Britain directly i 
the queen to annex these islands to New Zealand. Here is the letter, 
which is dated a year after the first movement. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to inquire whether it is 
the duty of the United States Government to hold Malietoa in his 
kingdom and royal anthority in the Samoan Islands after he has made 
a proposition of that kind and supplicated the Queen of Great Britain 
to allow him to throw off his allegiance and abdicate in favor of the 
anada of Great Britain, and thereby violate the treaty with the United 

tates? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Alabama will only bea little 
patient I will come to that in due time. 

». Mr. MORGAN. Very well; Ishall be patient, then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is the letter. I will ask the Secretary to 
read the letter so that it may go upon the record. 

i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
on, 


1286 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 29, 


The Secretary read as follows: 
{Iinelosure D 2.—Translation.] 


12, 

Your Masestry: This isto make known to your Majesty that the King of 
Samoa and the chiefs of these islands have sent a petition to your Majesty, pray- 

that you would set up your government in Samoa. 

e have sent that to governorof New Zealand and have besought 
Aelia Se send, Eee RA a Serge, oe rae SNe. sae, Seas Aa Se 

We hav inf ba pane Malcnty shed naintel axxleiy bay tats possession of 

e e informed your en n 
our minds, because we are much afraid of Germany lest she should take our 
islands nst our will. 

Your , we are in distress on account of the Government of Germany 
lest they should take our islands; therefore we have accepted another treaty 
with Germany. I wish to ee ee roe recaps ee rcs: pe pela 
have acce; the treaty against my will, likewise against the of my gov- 
ernment, but I have scce it on account of my fear, for I have thought that 
if your Government sh be set up in these islands then that treaty will be of 


no effect. 

Ihave entreated the lish consul here to make clear to your is, ge all 
the have led us to accept this treaty and to © clear 
to your Mae, the arpay, dan that treaty, and to inform your Majesty of the 

myself and Goyernment for your Majesty and the Government 
of Engiand, and our great desire to give our islands to the Government of your 
y- 8 

I extremely the Government of your Majesty, and I trust that speedily 
you = receive favorably our petition. 
am, 


MALIETOA, King of Samoa, 

Her Majesty the QUEEN or GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There are other papers connected with this offer 
which I will not read, but may possibly band to the a 

These negotiations or offers extended during the whole of the year, 
and from the close of 1883 to November 5, 1884, the German Govern- 
ment remonstrated in the most vigorous manner against this proposed 
annexation. I read now an extract from Mr. Bates’s statement: 


During December the German Government communicated, a 
Malet at Berlin and Count Munster at London, the information ved by it 
of efforts on the part of the King of Samoa to obtain a British protectora! 
that private individuals had been working in the islands of Samoa and Tonga 
for an: on that subject, and that 


nexation, and Pasar gen, frm assurance 
the Government of Samoa should be informed that such a movement was dis- 
approved by Her Majesty’s Government. 


Thereupon the German Government remonstrated vigorously against 
this proposed annexation and insisted upon it that it would be a viola- 
tion of the treaty. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator right here, if it will not dis- 
turb him—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. HALE. Is there anything in any of the proceedings that took 
place in Sainoa after the date of the treaty which the Senator has had 


ing that any authority there, however set up, whether | relati 


read, indicating 
King Malietoa or the pretender set up by the Germans, has admitted 
the title of the United States to this property ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Why, Mr. President, it is admitted distinctly and 
expressly in the treaty between Germany and Samoa. 

Mr. HALE. I am not ing about an outside power; but are 
there any such declarations? I am asking because I desire information ; 
I have not been able to find them. I do find declarations repeated} 
made by King Malietoa which conflict with the idea that he acknowl- 

that the United States had any territorial rights there. Now I 
have not been able to find, as perhaps the Senator has, declarations by 
any authority of Samoa indicating that they consider that because of 
that treaty the United States has any actual right there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is sufficient to say that it is expressly 
granted by treaty, recognized subsequently by the German and En- 
glish treaties, and by description, and I have seen nothing in these 
papers that calls it in question. 

Mr. HALE. Take it right here. As late as November 16, 1888, 
what does the king mean in saying: 

The land we are on is Samoan and British, and I wish to inform you 


that there is no treaty which has been made between Samoa and either Germany, 
or or France that reads thus: “‘If the Samoans are at war with 


There is an express 

Samoa—not the one set up by the Germans, but the one we are sup- 

to sympathize with—declared that everything there was Samoan 

and British, and repudiated the idea that by any treaty anything had 
been granted to us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I remember very well that complaint was recently 
made by Mataafa, not Malictoa,of the refusal to allow his troops to pass 
over German soil in Apia, but there is nothing atall in this that is the 
slightest denial of our right to the Bay of Pago Pago. The king isnot 
so good a scholar and does not know so much about territorial jurisdic- 
tion as my friend from Maine, and therefore does not distinguish be- 
tween the land and the water between Apia and Pago Pago; but the 
night to the bay is unquestioned. 

. REAGAN. ‘Thepreviousarrangement recognized the sovereignty 
of Samoa over the bay, over the very ground they had ceded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. King Mataafa, not Malietoa, was there only con- 


tending for what was his rightif he was the king. He wanted to pass 
his troops over German land in the principal island to attack Tamasese, 
and he insisted that the dominion and sovereignty of that island had 
never been surrendered. He-was right. That land was in one of the 
villages forming the district of Apia, and therefore has no connection 
with this Pago Pago. 

Mr. President, this brings me to another very strange proceeding, and 
that is a treaty made by Germany on the 10th of November, 1884, only 
two days before King Malietoa had piteously begged the Queen of Eng- 
land to take Samoa into her embraces. The G Government, or 
the German consul, rather, because he seems to be supreme there, en- 
tered into a treaty on the 10th of November, 1884, which is bitterly 
complained of by Malietoa, bitterly complained of by the authorities, 
and referred to by him in his letter to the queen. The German consul, 
with military force, as he charges, compelled him to sign a treaty and 
then refused to give him a copy of it or to read itto him. Whether 
that be so or not I do not know, because I think there must be a good 
many statements in these documents that can not be relied upon as ab- 
solute verities. But the fact is that the treaty of November 10, 1884, 
was ratified or approved in the first instance by the Berlin Government 
and was communicated by it to our Government. An appeal was made 
by the German Government to the American Government to acquiesce 
in that treaty of November 10, 1884, which practically made German 
power supreme over Samoa. It established a German council to rule 
and govern the country, and superseded the municipal board of consuls, 
A copy of that treaty is contained on pages 5 and 6 of the document I 
now hold in my hand. 

Mr. FRYE. And Malictoa repudiated that treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. Butnotwithstanding Malietoa said 
it was done under duress, and they refused to give him acopy of it, and 
he did not know what was in it, it was sent to Germany and treated 
by the Germans as a valid treaty, and here is a longdocument commu- 
nising it to Mr. Frelinghuysen, then Secretary of State, February 24, 
Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Ohio if the United States 
Government ever became a to that convention ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Never. It was finally abandoned by all. Mr. 
Alvensleben said: 


The Imperial Government intends to ratify this convention in consonance 
with Arti 


. cie VIII, and to see to it that the provisions of the same are carried 
ou 
While informing the Government of the United States hereof, the Imperial 


meet with that appreciation and assista: 
peie k rarai é dorzi ier pup interesante ba 
ons between the German Empire and the United States 


Mr. Frelinghuysen, in acknowledging the receipt of that 
which he does in a formal way, adds: Pi 


The interesting points presented in this communication will doubtless receive 
full consideration at the hands of my successor in ofice, to whom I take pleas- 
ure in leaving it, inasmuch as it is deemed inopportune So prdudga the uture 
goaruo of events ix Wijs Tostipa uring tte belet Taosa isig Sem the present 
adm: tration. 


This was of the date of February 24, 1885, and he naturally turned 
it over to his successor. 
One provision of the alleged treaty of November 10, 1884, is as follows: 


A German-Samoan council of state shall be formed. To it shall belong the 
German consul or his representative, two parnega gr of whom shall be ap- 


pointed by the , the other by the vice-king, the advice and consent 
of the Taimua and Faipule, and two Germans, who shall be appointed by the 
German consul, 


In other words, they provide for an exclusive German board of con- 
trol, with almost absolute power over Apia, the region which had been 
specially set aside as neutral territory by the three nations, open to all 
the vessels of these three nations, and to be governed by the consuls of 
all nations that might become parties to the arrangement. ‘This agree- 
ment of November 10, 1884, was at once denounced and iated by 
the British Government. It was communicated to us, and Mr, Bayard 
in due time stated the objections to it; but even before this occurred 
and before Mr. Bayard had come into office the German Government 
itself, on the remonstrance of Great Britain, repudiated it and it fell 


declaration as late as 1888 that the then king of | still-born. 


I bring forward these facts to show that dependencies of Great Britain 
endeavored through colonial agents—not through the Government of 
Great Britain, but by its colonial agents—to bring about the annexation 
of these islands to New Zealand. Germanyalso, on November 10, 1884, 
entered into an agreement by which they would have established an 
absolute German government in these islands, and, as I will show you 
after a while, the United States, not to be behindhand, at one time by 
Mr. Greenebaum, its consul, asserted the power of the United States 
and raised the flag of the United States in Apia over that of Samoa, and 
thus in effect asserted. a protectorate over Apia. I will come to thatin 
a moment. 

Mr. President, after this treaty had become abortive, then the Ger- 
man consul took a different tack in respect to this matter. He issued 
a proclamation of the date of January 23, 1885, practically taking pos- 
session of Apia. „Here is the proclamation, on page 212. 
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| ‘The German consul wrote this letter of the same date, directed to 
His Majesty, King Malietoa: 
On the 6th of November of last year your Highnessand your Governmentap- 


peared before the consulate to humbie themselves. 
You <n ereby that you had fors long time disregarded German 
treaty righi 


I do not think it necessary to read all of it. 


| mp og nye case wag beds dap vod iage the 20th of November you 
say Ta it is gono ly known that Samoa wasto be taken by force by the Ger- 
overnment. 

Since then the followers of your Highness have not ceased to malign Ger- 
many. 

Seumanu and Lauati have repeatedly, in meetings, designated Germany asa 
robber land, asa country of slavery, and as a country without religion. Under 
these circumstances it was im bie to fulfill the articles of the agreement of 
the 10th November, ° 


So he repudiates those articles. 


Germany can no longer look upon this state of affairs with equanimity, and 
I, as representative of the Imperial German Government in Samoa, bad to con- 
cert measures which were likely to secure the rights and interests of German 
subjects in Samoa, 

For this purpose I shall, in the name of the Imperial German Government, 
and subject to the approval of the same, take possession, as security, of all the 
land which now constitutes all the municipality of Apia, as far as your High- 
ness and your government’s sovereign rights are concerned. and the Imperial 
Government will so long assume these sovereign rights until an understand: 

D su ly arrived at with the Government of Samoa which wi 
make German interests secure in Samoa, and will make difficulties such as here- 
tofore have arisen impossible in future. 

Asa public manifestation of this taking ion, there will be landed in 
Mulinuu, this morning at 9 o'clock, a d ent of imperial officers and sea- 
men, and the impe: flag will be hoisted there. $ 

At the same time Í give Highness the assurance that no hostile action 
toward Samoa is connected therewith. No one will be molested, and no house 
or property of Samoans will be injured. Ie: . however, that the Samoans 
themselves will commit no hostile action. Only misfortune would be the result 
to og —— "R Samos. in 

rosper wii ess, 
Li ia STUEBEL, 
Imperial German Consul pro tempore. 

What was threatened was done. So, practically, Apia was taken 
` under German control. Ido not now refer to the controversy to ex- 
press an opinion on its merits, for the American consul and the British 
consul protested against the acts of the German consul and often refer 
to it. It is not necessary that I should do so. I wish simply to em- 
phasize the action of the local officers of these two great powers, acts 

not denied but justified by the party committing them. 

These acts, however, havingin due course of time reached Germany, 
were disclaimed by that power, although the consul was still retained 
in office. A formal communication was made to Mr, Kasson by the 
direction of Prince Bismarck and re to Mr. Frelinghuysen on 
the 9th of February, 1885, in which the German minister communi- 
cated to Mr. Kasson a telegram from the German consul, dated Samoa, 
January 28, setting out in substance what I have already read, this 

lamation and notification and what he had done under it, and then 
isclaimed the act of the consul-general. He said: 

They had no intention to violate the understanding with the United States 
end England, but, on the contrary, would maintain it. They neither intended 
to take possession nor to establish a protectorate there, but would adhere to the 


He desired my Government to know ptly that if the consular 
, it was unauthorized, and would be disavowed. 


The same communication passed from the German Government to 
the English Government. 

It was about this time that some question was made as to American 
rights in the municipality of Apia, and they are thus stated by Mr. 
Bayard: 

Th unici tion, altho ed representative, has 
ane je sees (oi, ARTAR ON, aR, SO ty, ratiäoations havenot 
been exchanged by us, as they have been between Great Britain and Germany. 
It may, therefore, be an open question whether our tacit acceptance con- 

and the entrance ds facto of our consul into the municipal council of 
uuu: $a Toshio aiou ames at ee esia relia varevogn 
m HONEA Sm Spemating 6 tend toward a pecs ax hom Gommatete ter: 


Then Mr. Bayard says: 
We have received from the 


the group, or 
mon with Germany. 


Up to this time, although these nations had severally assumed and 
asserted a jurisdiction and power over Apia, and the German Govern- 
ment had gone further, yet they were constantly disclaiming any pur- 
pose to affect the joint occupation and arrangement made between 
these powers and Samoa as to Apia. 

Mr. President, soon after the act of the German consul, disavowed 
by the German Government, it became manifest that the German con- 
sul and German traders organized the rebellion of Tamasese, headed 
by a gentleman by the name of Weber, who is at the head of the Ger- 
man trading firm in Samoa and was formerly consul. I wish to say 


here that nearly all the acts inconsistent with our treaty stipulations 
were done either by German consuls or by German ard 


traders, 


and perhaps American traders interested in the commerce of that coun- 
try are not free from blame. All the acts complained of came from the 
struggle or business strife of local authorities or traders for power and 
influence over the people of Samoa. That is shown all through these 


pa 
on pages 172 and 173, in the statement of Mr. Bates, he says: 


In ssa of that fact, it remains true that immediately after the raising of the 
imperial flag a partial disruption of the existing Samoan Government occurred; 
that the vice-king, therefore, acting in harmony and co-operation with the gov- 
ernment, departed from Mulinuu, after stating just before doing so that he was 
going to leave; that the Germans were now going to support him, and that ho 
was going to set up a government at Lulumoega. With this man, who thus 
became the bead of a rebellion, the relations of Dr. Stuebel, so long as be re- 
mained in Samos, were close and intimate; so much so that in last June, dur- 
ing the efforts to promote peace among the natives, he conducted negotiations 
between the consuls and Tamesese; and although his government recognized, 
and still recognizes officially, the government of Malietoa, he was the agent 
through whom ali communications with those in rebellion were made, and at 
whose instance they disbanded their armed forces. 

In addition to this, Mr. Weber, the head of the large German company in 
which arè centered the principal German interests of the islands, at the time of 
the outbreak was openly active in promoting schemes for bringing about a rev- 
olution, and from that time to the present was, almost without attempt at con- 
cealment, largely engaged in the supplying of arms to the insurgents, 

This sale of arms to the natives was considered both by the lish 
and Americans as a grave offense. The Governments of Great Britain 
and the United States had provided not only by their laws but in their 
treaty arrangements that fire-arms should not be furnished to the native 
inhabitants there, while the Germans did supply them, according to the 
statement of Mr. Bates and according to other admitted statements 
here on record. 

The German fleet made anchor at Apia some time in May, 1886, with 
several vessels. A communication was ad by the secretary, 
Selu, as he signs himself, of His Majesty Malietoa, King of Samoa, to 
Admiral Knorr, commander of the fleet, as follows: 

Sir: Iam commanded by His Majesty Malietoa, King of Samoa, to express 
his sorrow at the strange and able treatment to which His esty has 
— subjected by the officers and servants of His Imperial Majesty the peror 
of Germany. 


Then he goes on: 


His Majesty the manent Samoa has for years humbled himself to Lawes Al 
or rather to its unworthy representatives here, Dr. Stuebel and Mr. Weber, 
order to maintain peace, but is now determined to appeal direct to the people 
and Government of America and England for sympathy and assistance upon a 
full statement of the whole matter. 

His Majesty being bewildered andalarmed by your conduct, and not know- 
ing to what extent the violence of Dr, Steubel and Mr. Weber may yet lead you, 
has, after consultation with his ministers, felt compelled to invoke tho assist- 
ance of the United States consul, under whose guardianship he has placed the 
Samoan flag, and to whose charge he has intrusted the safety of his people. 


To that very humble and almost abject letter from aking one would 
think this a strange reply of the vice-admiral and chief of the cruising 
squadron, Admiral Knorr: 


The Head Chief MALIETOA, Apia :— 


He no longer calls him king— 

Your letter received, and the following ismy answer: 

I have not been sent here,as you say in your letter, to settle any difficulties 
between the Government of Germany and the Government of Samoa. 

This is the business of the imperial political representative at Samoa, Consul- 
General Dr. Stuebel, whose official actions to investigate I have no right to. 
And also it is not possible for me to treat with a party government which ino 
rough and unthankful manner opposes the treaty not only, but also offers the 
rightfal German influence most objectionable opposition. 

Then there is a further communication more insulting in its charac- 
ter and detail, signed by von Holzendorff, captain-lieutenant and flag- 
lieutenant, which is also addressed to the head chief, Malietoa, no 
longer king, according to their idea. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam listening to the Senator with great interest. He 
said awhile ago that these acts of the German admiral and the German 
people in Samoa which he has been recounting were inconsistent with 
our treaty stipulations. Will he be kind enough to state what those 
stipulations were? 

r. SHERMAN. Iread them. I think theSenatorwasnotin. I 
read them in the earlier of my remarks, I may allude to them 
again before I conclude. I would rather keep up the chain of events 
so as to show the history and give a statement of facts. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon forinterrupting him, but I 
have read the treaty carefully and I can find no treaty stipalation 
which bore on the act which the Senator is recounting. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It was after the arrival of the German fleet, it was 
after these insults to the king, after the organization of the rebellion 
of Tamasese and the sale of arms to him and while the German flag 
was still flying over Samoa, that Berthold Greenebaum, United States 
consul, on the 13th of May, 1886, raised the United States flag at the 
request of Malietoa over the public buildings. Fora time that had a 
very happy effect. The immediate result of this act, unauthorized as 
it was, checked the actions of the German local authorities. ‘The act 
of the consul was done 6,000 miles away from Washington, and, 
whether authorized or not, checked the course of the German consul, 
Soon after Greenebaum raised the American flag the three consuls 
again joined in a declaration that Tamasese had never beer recognized 
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by either of them as king, but that Malietoa yas king. I insert this 
proclamation: 
PROCLAMATION. 


We, the consuls of Germany, Great Britain, and the United States of America 
hereby give notice that we and our Governments do not, and never have, in any 
way, ever recognized Tamasese as King of Samoa, and order all Samoans to re- 
turn to their homes, and remain quiet and peaceable. 

And we further demand the continued enforcement of the convention, espe- 
cially with regard to the neutral territory of Apia. 

DR. STUEBEL, 
Imperial German Consul, 
WILFRED POWELL, 
Her Britannic Mojesty’s 
B. GREENEBAUM, 
United States 


The act of our consul was held to be without authority. As soon as 
the Government of the United States was informed of the act of Consul 
Greenebaum it was disavowed, and I think properly disavowed, because 
he had no more right to raise his flag or to assert a protectorate over 
that region of country than either the German or English consul; but 
it shows that what was done there by the consuls—the real rulers, lead- 
ing high-priests you may call them—was done under the pressure of 
circumstances, the excitement of the moment, and by each in turn, one 
after the other, asserting power, not neutrality, in plain violation of 
the treaty. 

I wish to place on record the statement made by the English com- 
missioner, Mr. Thurston, who was sent there at the same time with 
Mr. Bates: 

On the 13th, however, Malietoa, alarmed by the soppan he believed was bein; 
given by the German authorities to the opposition chief, Tamasese, had appli 
to the consul for the United States for assistance and protection, 

‘The application was acceded to by Mr. Greenebaum, the United States con- 
sul, who on the lith wrote out a notification, which, in consequence of delay in 
pioa, or for some other unexplained cause, does not seem to have been pub- 

ished until the 16th. ‘ 

Upon the léth, after the German squadron had left the port of Apia, the 
United States consul hoisted the Samoan flag under the American colors, as an 
indication that he had, on behalf of his Government, assumed a protectorate 
over Samon. 

On the same day that the German fleet left, Her 
ayh and on the 20th the United States ship of war 

Such was the state of things in the spring of 1886. Practically the 
German power had been established in Apia, and practically King Ma- 
lietoa had been deposed. He was excluded from Apia, and Tamasese 
was recognized by theGerman authorities. There was no pretense of 
an election of Tamasese. There was no claim that Malietoa had done 
anything, except that he did not conform to the wishes of the German 
consul. At this stage, while both the German and American flags were 
flying in Apia and the hostile forces were facing each other, the con- 
suls happily a; to the proclamation already quoted. Then, as 
stated by Mr. Thurston— 

The German fiag was then lowered, the attachment upon the AAR Sid 
of Apia removed, and a joint proclamation issued that neither the consuls nor 
the respective Governments did, or ever had, “in any way recognized Tama- 
sese as King of Samoa,” 

This shows that an agreement of the consuls was peace in Samoa, 

and a disagreement was war between Malietoa and Tamasese. 
That was the state of things on the Ist of June, 1886. Then it was 
that Mr. Bayard undertook to bring about a conference of the three 
great powers in order to establish peace and a solid government in that 
country. The telegrams and the correspondence are contained in this 
document. Germany peomptiy acceded to the proposition that the 
German minister here should meet with Mr. Bayard and the English 
minister in conference, and the three were freely to confer about these 
matters. When they got together they had not the information upon 
which they could act, and they then agreed that each should send a 
confidential agent of its own to Samoa to report separately to each 
government and thus furnish a foundation for an agreement, or at 
Jeast the facts of the situation. This proposition was agreed to, and 
Mr. Bates was selected as the American commissioner and was sent 
there. Mr. Travers was the German commissioner, and Mr. Thurston 
was sent from England. These gentlemen met there, but it was found 
that there was a radical difference among them as to their instruc- 
tions and as to the objects that they had to accomplish. It is stated 
here by Mr. Bates in his elaborate report of his mission, extracts from 
which I shall have occasion to read: 

In our joint conference two points were developed upon which Mr. Travers 
differed essentially from Mr. Thurston and myself. The first related to the end 
to be accomplished. Mr. Thurston and I understood clearly that the object in 
view was to compass the establishment and maintenance of an autonomous na- 
tive government, to be su: so far as necessary by the joint influence and 
action of the three powers. Mr. Travers did not communicate to us the precise 
nature of his instructions on this point. He was, however, very clear and ex- 


plicit at that time in the statement of his own conviction that no autonomous 
native government was at all practicable. 


Now comes a feature of this negotiation that I can not explain from 
the documents before us. These agents were sent out. Their reports 
in due time came back. The conference at Washington adjourned from 
time to time to await this information from Samoa, The information 
desired is stated at great length in the reports I hold in my hand. 
Each report was communicated to the other governments, Yet, after 
they been made, before the conference could act upon the matter 
and even pending the investigation, the German consul deposed Mali- 


esty’s ship Diamond ar- 
ohican also anchored at 


etoa, set up Tamasese, brought him with an armed force into Apia, and 
there installed him in office as king. Malietoa, who seems to have 
been a kind man, wishing to avoid bloodshed, was persuaded to pre- 
serve the peace by the American consul, Mr. Sewall, acting under in- 
structions. He is evidently an intelligent man, of education and cult- 
ure, who conscientiously performed to him a disagreeableduty. Under 
the order of the Senate he has been examined under oath and gives 
a full and, no doubt, a very accurate statement of the whole proceed- 
ing in his testimony. He, under instructions from the State Depart- 
ea persuaded Malietoa to preserve the peace under every circum- 
stance. F 

It was perfectly manifest upon the face of the papers and in the 
opinion of our naval officers then present that Malietoa could in a single 
day have beaten down the rebellion of Tamasese, for, strange to say, 
the opposing forces were not very far apartin hostile camps or villages 
and had been for a long time. Malietoa wasready to attack Tamasese; 
he wanted to do it; but he was persuaded by the American consul, and 
by the English consul as well, under no circumstances whatever to 
make the attack. 

While this state of things was existing the German fleet came into 
the port of Apia and thereset up Tamasese, proclaimed the deposition 
of King Malietoa, and sought to capture him. The king, knowing 
how feeble was his power against the armed forces of the German Em- 
pire then present, surrendered, went on board of a German ship, and is 
now a prisoner in the custody of the Germans. 

Mr. President, this is the worst feature of the case, because at the 
very time this thing was done there were negotiations going on at 
Washington between the high functionaries of the three powers tosecure 
upon a sound and good and honest basis the restoration of the status quo, 
the maintenance of the local government in Samoa, and the joint pro- 
pasierba of these ihree commercial powers in harmony. with existing 

jes. 

But Malietoa was a prisoner. The Senator from Alabama asked me 

awhile ago if I would ask to restore him. I do not say anything 
about that; I leave that to the powers that are negotiating; but it 
would seem to me that if exact justice was done between these parties 
Malietoa ought to be restored; that the status quo ought to be secured; 
and that these several powers ought to act in harmony together, like 
great Christian nations, to preserve the peace there, if possible, and to 
provide a local government in a lawful way in harmony with the 
rights of the different nations. That would seem to me to be the nat- 
ural course. 
_ Tam not stating these facts and circumstances for the purpose of say- 
ing who is wrong or who is right, or whether the Germans were justi- 
fied in the course they pursued in regard to Malietoa. I can only say 
that in these papers I do not find that justification. If you turn tothe 
diplomatic papers you will find that Prince Bismarck, whose strong 
mind and imperial will are shown in all the papers contained in this 
book, emanating from him, always from beginning to end in every instance 
asserts the rights of each of the three powers to equal rule, but insists 
as a matter of policy that it would be better to place the government of 
these islands under the control of one of the powers, and as Germany, 
as he claims, has the largest interest there, the largest property inter- 
est at least, it had better be placed under German control and power, 
providing, however, treaty stipulations to protect Englishmen and 
Americans in their rights there. - 

That is now the point of controversy between these two nations. I 
do not intend to detail the events that followed, the continued civil 
war, the setting up of another king. Malietoa having gone, being a 
prisoner, his adherents, instead of yielding, set up Mataafa as king 
under the name of Malietoa Mataafa. The word ‘' Malietoa” meaning 
king, he announced his name as Malietoa Mataafa. Henow claims to be 
king, and heseems to have the ig a will, the popular feeling, and the 
military strength on his side. He has been fighting the battles that 
have been recently fought. They have not been fought in the name 
of the former Malietoa. He is a prisoner, God knows where, no doubt 
in safe custody, but Mataafa has been set up by the chiefs according to 
their local law, and Tamasese is treated by them asa rebel. > They have 
been willing at any time to fight him, but were held back. According 
to all the testimony in all the papers that are laid before us it would 
seem that if all European power was withdrawn from those islands 
Mataafa would promptly become king. ‘There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it would not interrupt the Senator, I should like 
to ask him a question. The Senator refers to the pending conference 
between the German Government, the British Government, and the 
Government of the United States in regard to Samoan affairs, and, as I 
understand him, asserts that the dethroning of Malietoa and the intro- 
duction of Tamasese into the royal authority there was the worst feat- 
ure of the whole case. Does the Senator think that that act on the 
of the German Government violated the original treaty that we 
with Samoa? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend to discuss the question of treaty 
rights. I leave that to the diplomatic powers for the present. Iam 
merely giving a statement of facts to show the situation of affairs there 
the present ident, Mr. Cleveland, and his successor must have to 
deal with. The Senator may, perhaps, see that I do not care to entes 
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upon the question of the construction of a treaty in the open Senate, 
nor the duty imposed upon the President of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Ohio, I suppose, would admit, or 
state perhaps to the Senate and to the public, that there was nothing 
in the conference between the three powers that was at all obligatory 
on any one of them that they should remain in conference. There was 
no treaty engagement or convention engagement by which they agreed 
that they would go into conference? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was no treaty engagement, but there was 
that understanding which grows out of an agreement of three great 
powers to have high officers of each meet together to confer on the sub- 
ject. Itis not in the nature of an agreement—— 

Mr. MORGAN. But it is in the nature of a discourtesy, taking this 
strong action pending the conference. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, but then I do not care now to discuss 
or criticise the conduct of the German Government. They give their 
own reasons, and Prince Bismarck is able to defend himself. Ido not 
go into that discussion, but I may say that it seems to me that pend- 
ing the conference in Washington, while Bates and his comrades were 
gathering the facts, and before those facts could be acted upon by the 
respective governments, these three conferees being in this city, that 
no action should have been taken by either of the powers to change 
the statas, and especially that no such action should have been taken 
at Samoa as the deposition of one king and the setting up another. 

Prince Bismarck in one of the letters excuses the German minister 
because he was absent in Europe on his regular leave, and says he will 
no doubt return in due season. All of the parties seem to treat this 
conference as an existing thing, and it is still open. In the very last 
communication from Prince Bismarck printed here, he of it as 
being a matter that can yet be arranged, and I trust it will be arranged. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio a question 
right there. Was any notice given by the German Government at all 
that they regarded this pending conference to be terminated, that is, 
prior to the time when they deposed Malietoa? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. ‘The deposition of Malietoa was during 
the time of these events, shortly after Bates had gone there. 

Mr. GEORGE, Was any notice given by the German Government 
of the intended proceedings to depose him ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They generally gave notice after the proceedings 
were had. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not before? 

Mr. DOLPH. Notice was given six days prior to the actual fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. How was that? 

Mr. DOLPH. Notice was given to our Government in Washington 
six days before the thing was done in Samoa. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think you will find that diplomatic forms have 
been observed throughout, with a polite request that our Government 

- will accede or agree to them, ete. 

Mr. FRYE. The diplomatic forms were all observed, do I under- 
stand the Senator to say? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, the forms were observed. 

Mr. FRYE. What! In giving a notice when the Germans knew that 
it was an absolute impossibility for the United States to receive the 
notice? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was in form all right, but the substance was 
not observed. The notice did not allow time for this Government to 
act or to advise our authorities in Samoa what to do, 

Mr. MORGAN. What notice does the Senator from Maine refer to? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since then, only the other day, I have here a very 
interesting account from there. It seems that one of our newspaper 
correspondents, Mr. Klein, is becoming a knight-errant out there. I 
have his account here. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio, 
as this feature of the matter he is discussing now is new to me, what 
notice does he refer to as having been given by the German Govern- 
ment in respect of this conference? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] inter- 
rupted with a statement about the notice of six days. That did not 
apply to the conference at all. 

. MORGAN. Not at all. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That applied to the movements in deposing the 


king. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And setting up Tamasese. 

Mr. MORGAN. Anda demand of $13,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that it 
was a notice from the German minister here to our Secretary of State 
six days before the actual deposition and deportation of King Malietoa 
oe Samoa that the German Government intended to make war upon 

ietoa. 

Mr. FRYE. But that notice was given herein the city of Washing- 
ton six days before the deposition, when it was perfectly understood 
that it would take thirty days to get any word from our Government 
to the islands, and therefore perfectly understood that the notice was 
mere nonsense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama is talking of a notice 


about the conference at Washington, to which he gives no doubt great 
attention. The other Senators are talking about the notice to our Gov- 
ernment about the proposed deposition of the king. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question put by the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE], as I understand it, was whether any notice had been 

iven by Germany of her intention to abandon the conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not think there was. 

Mr. MORGAN. The notice given, however, as I understand it, was 
this: That the German Government had occasion to make war or to 
prosecute hostilities against Malietoa and the party that followed him 
as individuals, separating them from the Samoan Goyernment and re- 
garding them as a faction in the Samoan Government that deserved 
punishment for certain trespasses alleged to have been committed Ae 
the German plantations. That is what I understood was the notifica- 
tion that was given six days before the troops were landed for the pur- 
pose of executing that purpose on the part of Germany; bat no notice 
was given of the termination of the conference, and so far as I have 
ever heard about it, that conference is on now. 

nit GEORGE.. Does the Senator from Alabama say the conference 
is still on? 

Mr. MORGAN, It has never been determined. There has been no 
end put to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When I get a chance, I will go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio is entitled 
to the floor. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Two interesting statements were made by Prince 
Bismarck. One is communicated by Mr. Pendleton to Mr. Bayard of 
the date of October 13, 1887. 

Mr. HOAR. Give the page. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itison page 85. He there refers to the confer- 
ence that had been held, and makes some statements in regard to the 
reason why the German minister could not be there at the time. But 
the more formal and much the longer statement of Prince Bismarck to 
Baron von Zedtwitz, which was communicated to our Government, is 
contained on page 96 of this document. He goes over the whole ground, 
complaining of the American consuls, of their unfriendly acts to the 
German power, setting out his views as to the best mode of govern- 
ment in the Samoan Islands, the substance of which is that the power 
having the largest interest, which was Germany, should have prac- 
tically the executive control, with proper stipulations protecting the 
existing rights of both the United States and Great Britain. 

He goes into the subject at full length. It is rather in the nature of 
an attack upon the course adopted by our various consuls. To that 
Mr. Bayard replied at great length, and I must confess that the reply 
of Mr. Bayard, while able and containing a fair résumé of the whole 
matter, does not present in a vigorous way the repeated, continuous, 
and cruel conduct of the German consuls and traders in violation of the 
treaty rights of the United States and those of Samoa, for whom we 
had pledged our friendly offices. 

Prince Bismarck with great acuteness attacks Consul Greenebaum for 
what was afterwards disavowed by the Government, and also our present 
consul, Mr. Sewall, and he complains of them. Mr. Bayard, instead of 
answering these complaints easily as he might have done, does not re- 
view and state in an energetic way the wrongs committed by Dr. Stuebel 
and Weber. Mr. Bayard might have retorted upon Prince Bismarck a 
full statement of the facts that I have stated here imperfectly, of the 
disregard of the German Government of the rights of the several pow- 
ers and also its conduct toward the king. Itseems to me that the time 
was opportune for him to present the argument of our side. ButI 
make this mild criticism with no desire to find fault. 

Mr. GEORGE. On what page is Mr. Bayard’s dispatch to Bismarck? 

Mr. MORGAN. Will theSenator be kind enough to state what dis- 
patch it is to which he has referred? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisa very long dispagch, covering, I think, nearly 
twenty pages. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isit the one commencing on page 107? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itcommences on page 107 and terminates at page 
121. I do not wish to be regarded as criticising the ability of this 
paper, but it seems to me that Prince Bismarck has never had from the 
American Government its views of the various acts that I have repeated 
here as to the harsh conduct of the German consuls and traders to the 
king and people of Samoa. It is more like the grasping rapacity of a 
trading company than the treatment by a great government of a weak 
and humble people. I would rather see Prince Bismarck’s reply to 
such an arraignment than a reply by our Government to a charge of 
unfriendly feeling of certain American consuls, excited no doubt by 
the harsh treatment of the people to whom they were accredited. So 
far as I can see, Mr. Sewall, in his conduct at Samoa, was wise, for- 
bearing, and just. Certainly in his correspondence and testimony, 
which is full of information, he appears as a man of ability, good heart, 
and of education, who, so far as I can see, has done nothing deserving 
criticism. AN that he feels now is the self-reproach that in obeying 
his instructions he prevailed upon the king not to put down the rebell- 
ion of Tamesese. I gather, if I can read his testimony aright, that 


this is the feeling with Mr. Sewall, that he was compelled by his in- 
structions to prevent any blood being shed by Malietoa, and in that 
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way, while and in persuading him to 


actually persuading succeeding 
desist and not to shed blood, he exposed Malietoa to the deposition and 
the im mment which followed. 
Mr. MORGAN. To what paper of Mr. Sewall’s does the Senator 


refer? 
Mr. GEORGE. I understand that the British consul joined in that 
pemon with Mr. Greenebaum, that Malietoa should not have blood 


bi. SHERMAN. He did. Both consuls joined in prevailing on 
Malietoa not to exercise any force. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to be informed as to what paper the 
Senator from Ohio refers, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of Mr. Bayard’s? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of Mr. Sewall’s. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I refer to his testimony here. I could not refer 
fo it in detail. Mr. Sewall states in his testimony, if I remember 
aright, something like this: He was instructed —— 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg to interrupt the Senator from Ohio by stat- 
ing, if he is not aware of it, that no statement of Mr. Sewall has ever 
been made public on this question except what letters may be found 
from him in the documents communicated by the President of the 
United States tothe Senate. Ifthere is any outside testimony or state- 
ment, that is not up for consideration now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I am justified in referring to the testi- 
mony of Mr. Sewall, even if it is not made public. In debating this 
question in the Senate I have felt a little embarrassed. I would have 
quoted largely from Mr. Sewall’s testimony, but as it has not yet been 
made public! think Iam justified in stating the generalresult, Some 
time or other, no doubt, it will be made public. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is testimony taken before whom? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. In executivesession? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the difficulty, if the Senator will allow me. 
We are forced here to discuss the Samoan question in open session —— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then make it public. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon testimony te which we dare not allude. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have scarcely alluded to it except for this one 
reason, and I think it ought to have been made public. It should have 
been made public before this time. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is not complete. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know anything about its completeness. 
It looks pretty complete. It is very full. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not complete, however. 

Mr. DOLPH. It was taken under a resolution introduced in open 
session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The testimony, I may say, was taken under a 
resolution introduced in open session, and this gentleman was called 
back from San Francisco to give this testimony. While I have not 
quoted from it, I have felt justified in stating its ngenai results. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the testimony been printed 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isin print, upak orena S gan Senate can 
at any time make it public. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not been printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It was printed for the use of the committee. 

‘There is another important fact that I wish to bring out here as 
Clearly as I can. In the recent communication submitted to usby the 
President of the United States it would appear from a debate that oc- 
curred in the British Parliament inferentially, I admit, that the Brit- 
ish Government will probably acquiesce in German occupation, or in 
the views taken by Prince Bismarck as to the best mode of occupying 
for the benefitof the treaty powers the municipality of Apia. Igather 
that from the document sent to us by the President of the United 
States on the 16th of i 1889, on pages 16 and 17, which gives 
an extract from the London Times of November 18, 1888, in which it 
appears that a memberof Parliament had put the question to the gov- 
ernment, for information in regard to Samoa, and asking spe- 
cifically whether the British Government would acquiesce in the claim 
made by Germany of controlling power in Samoa. 
I will not read this answer I refer to it as a public document that 
anybody may look at. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is Senate Executive Document No. 68, under 
date of January 16, 1889, the last document we have. From this it 
would appear inferentially, at least, that the Government of Great Brit- 
ain, now represented as itis by Lord Salisbury as foreign minister, will 
acquiesce in substantial German sup in that country. Whether 
my inference is right or not, I leave it for every one to judge without 
reading it all through. 

I said a moment ago that I wished to call attention to another feat- 
ure of this contest. I refer to one of our American citizens—I suppose 
him to be, although it is not certain whether Mr. Klein is an Ameri- 
can citizenornot. Atany rate, itseems he has been playing the knight- 
errant there in Samoa, The Government of the United States is in no 
way responsible for it, and in no way can it control his action. He is 
& newspaper reporter for ene of the San Francisco papers. Ihave here 


his statement, covering over a page of the San Francisco Examiner, 

giving his account of the recent troubles in Samoa, giving an account 
of a fight which resulted in a loss of twenty killed to the Germans and 
a number of wounded. 

I have here in another slip taken from a London an article 
giving the German account, in which they charge that Mr. Klein was 
the commander-in-chief of the party of Mataafa; that he fired the first 
gun; that he was the leader of the hosts on that side, which seems to 
have inflicted a severe loss upon the Germans. In the statement of 
this man, somewhat vain-glorious in hisstyle, he denies that, and shows 
that he had nothing to do with it though he went along. He sympa- 
thized no doubt with them. He went along as a newspaper man and 
took note of the fight. You can not tell from his account that he took 
part init. The account is given in detail, and the Government of the 
United Statesis in no sense responsible. Butthis recent attack shows 
clearly that Mataafa, at present assuming to be king, has the power there 
over public opinion, and if Tamasese was not supported by foreign in- 
fluence and held there under the guns of the German fleet, if he was 
not protected and defended in that way, there would soon be an end of 
the trouble by the success of Mataafa over his competitor. Such is the 
state of things existing there. I have carefully avoided making—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator a question for information at 
some convenient time to him. I see he is near ing his narrative, 
and Iwill ask him now. I see that Sir J. Ferguson, in his colloquy, in 
answer to a question in the House of Commons December 18, 1888, says: 

His honorable friend— 


Thatis, the person putting the question— 

His honorable friend was aware that some time ago an arrangement was made 
with other governments by which our influence in the Pacific was toa great ex- 
tent limited, the object being to ae group of islands under one European 

a to whom the traders t look for the maintenance of law. He hoped 

would not be long before the troubles at Samoa were healed. 

"hake that sentence in connection with the disavowal of any in- 
consistent action, with the action of Great Britain in the conference, 
it would seem to imply that there had been previously some arrange- 
ment between Great Britain and Germany looking to the establish- 
ment of German control in Samoa. 

Mr.SHERMAN. TheSenatormisapprehendsme. I read the treaty 
a ryt egoik between Germany and Great Britain, in which they 

ivided— 

Mr. HOAR. Is that the treaty to which this refers? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is, and that expressly reserves the Samoan Isl- 
ands from the operation of that division, and consequently he did not 
know, and, questioning the minister hastily, he did not understand it. 

Mr. President, the conclusions to which I have come, without weary- 
ing the Senateany farther,are that the first thing to be done is to assert our 
power and occupancy and m of the Bay of Pago Pago, and so 
much of the shores of the island of Tutuila as is necessary for acoaling 
station. This is a mere rocky island, comparatively, of a few square 
miles, but it possesses this magnificent harbor, and one of the amend- 
ments to this bill proposes that we shall take possession of it, occupy 
it. erect a coaling station there and such other buildings as may be nec- 
essary. That ought to be done immediately, because it is manifest 
that whatever may happen in regard to controversies in the South Sea 
Islands, having secured by law.and by treaty a foothold there, we ought 
to secure that, and not treat it as we have done our privileges in the 
Hawaiian Islands. The Government of the United States undertook, 
or started to do it some time ago, but without saying anything in re- ~ 
spect to the mode in which it was defeated it was finally dropped out 
of the appropriation bill on the score of economy. If we had had a 
foothold in this bay as firmly and as strongly as the Germans have 
theirs in their bay, I believe American interests would not be so endan- 
gered as they are to-day. 

It needs no war to protect the nation’s rights. The mere assertion 
of those rights, a due regard for them, the expenditure of money there, 
the storing of coal there, the landing of vessels there—all these arean 
assertion of power far more far more influential than pro- 
tocols or diplomatic co: That we ought to do. 

Mr. GEORGE. T desire ta aak Che Benatar a question right there, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do the German Government controvert or deny our 
rights in the island and harbor to which the Senator has alluded ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. They are expressly set out in the 
treaty between Samoa and Germany, and so far as I seein all this cor- 
respondence there is no question about it, There is this referred to by 
some one, that the Germans and English and others have bought land 
around the bay, but there is no objection to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. On the same island? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Onthesameisland. There isno objection to that. 
The Samoans own a good deal, and no doubt plenty of Americans own 
land there on the shore. 

The next thing we should do is what we agreed to do by our treaty 
with Samoa, to use our friendly offices, and when I say that I mean 
more than a mere diplomatic representation. Weshould urgeand use 
that moral power, I will say, of a great nation like ours, interested in 
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coca pe ye in aid of some autonomy, some local government for the 
people of that island. 


. GEORGE. Not threatening war? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not believe in war growing out of this mat- | Mr. HALE. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 


ter. 
Mr. GEORGE. I say in ourinfluence not threatening war; not men- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it necessary to menace anybody. 
So far as I can see from the statements made by Prince Bismarck and 
the statements made by the English diplomatists, nowhere do they 
deny our rights and interests there, and although we were not a party 
to the treaty that set aside Apia, they have freely yielded us equal 
rights and privileges in Apia, the capital of these islands. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is on a different island. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are two large islands, Upolu and Savaii. 
Tutuila, where our harbor is, is a very small island, but far the most 
valuable for transit purposes. It is right on the line of the trans- 
ocean navigation from San Francisco to New Zealand. 

Mr. GEORGE. What treaty rights have we on that large island? 

Mr. SHERMAN. None, except those which grow out of the agree- 
ment as to Apia and the consular municipality there. 

Mr. GEORGE. Signed by the consul? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The American consul is one of the governors of 
that island. There are three, but they are subject to the superior 
power of the German forces just now, as the king set up by them isa 
mere puppet under the control of the German consul. 

We can do all I propose without endangering the peace of this coun- 
try. I believe this contention can be settled by a straightforward, 
manly negotiation entered into between these three great Christian 
powers, to either of whom these little islands must appear to bea mere 
mote on the ocean; and it would be a shame and a disgrace to our civ- 
ilization and to our Christianity if these three powerful nations can 
not agree upon some mode of autonomy, some mode of government for 
this far-distant region of islands, where we all have equal interests and 
equal power. 

Therefore I do not doubt that in some way or other, by the election 
of a new king or by some mode of agreement, probably improving 
their form of government, with the hearty assent of the people of that 
country, if they are prepared really to assent to anything, a govern- 
ment of that kind may be set up for local purposes there among the 
islanders, while the great powers may provide for themselves in Apia 
all the security necessary for their commercial enterprises. That I 
hope will be done. 

Whatever the newspapers may say, there is nothing in the situation 
that would justify on the part of either nation a breach of the peace 
until every effort is exhausted to bring about a peaceful and quiet set- 
tlement of this controversy. To me it seems the smallest controversy 
in which the United States could be or hasever been engaged. Itdoes 
notseem to me that Germany, whose people are like our own, and Great 
Britain, with their bonndless empire, will ever allow the disgrace to 
be inflicted upon our civilization of having a o man of either of 
these nations killed in war or contest over this puerile controversy. 
That is the way it looks to me. 

Now, sir, I say therefore, first, we want to assert our rights and 
maintain and uphold them, and nobody will call them in question. 
Next, we want to do what we ought to do to these poor people there 
who first treated with us, who have leaned upon us, and who have re- 
minded us over and over again that we promised them our good of- 
fices, and they understand by that something more than a diplomatic 
note. This we can accomplish. Therefore, Mr. President, I am will- 
ing to vote any sum of money to enable the President either to con- 
duct negotiations, to make surveys of the harbors, or to get better in- 
formation in regard to the country there. Iam willing to vote the 
sum named here and place it atthe discretion of Mr. Cleveland or of 
General Harrison, and I have no doubt with the powers thus given to 
them to send agents there or to send ships there they will bring about 
a prompt solution of this small controversy. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I simply wish to take the floor upon the amendment, 
and then I will yield to the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to make asuggestion as to the order of business. 
If it is impossible to come to a vote now upon these amendments, if 
Senators desire to debate them further, I will not seek to keep the 
Senate here any longer, but I will, before moving to adjourn, ask unan- 
imous consent, or put it in the form of a motion, that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, simply saying 
that if the debate is to go on upon this bill indefinitely Senators will 
see the importance of either meeting earlier or having night sessions to 
dispose of it, in view of the other important matters that are pressing 
and in view of the short time that remains for the present session of 
Congress. Now I will move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 


Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator yield to me a moment to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have been instructed by the Committee on the 
Library to present an amendment to this bill now under consideration 

roviding for the removal of the remains of Joel Barlow, who was min- 

to France and was buried there, the removal and the expense be- 

ing regulated by the State Department, and I will ask the member of 

the Appropriations Committee having the bill in charge whether in 

his judgment this amendment should be proposed to this bill or to the 
sundry civil bill when it comes up? 

Mr. HALE. In answer to the Senator from New York I will say 
that such matters have been erally flaced upon the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I think it would be better to refer the proposed 
amendment to the Committee on Appropriations, and I assure the 
Senator it shall receive the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. EVARTS. That will be the disposition I shall make of it, 


en, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
an amendment from the Committee on the Library to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which will be received, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and printed. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa R 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] is entitled to the floor on the podma amendment. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being Senate bill 3401, in relation to 
the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. HALE. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 30, 1889, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 29, 1889. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


DEFICIENCY IN NAVY DEPARTMENT PRINTING AND BINDING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy submitting an estimate of deficiency in appropriations 
for printing and binding for the Navy Department for the current fiscal 
year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DISTRICT DEFICIENCIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia of deficiency in appropriations for the sup- 
port of the government of the District for“1889 and prior years; which 
vr Terrot to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
p : 

COLLECTION OF REVENUE FROM CUSTOMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropriations to 
defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF SURVEYOR-GENERAL ON PAJARITO TRACT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the General Land 
Office, a report of the surveyor-general for New Mexico on private land 
claim (Pajarito land tract) No. 157; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONCLUSIONS OF FACT IN SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and of law in cer- 
tain spoliation claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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SALE OF LAND OF BLACK BOB INDIANS. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6364) to pro- 
vide for the sale of land allotted and patented to certain members of 
the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for other purposes, with 

amendment, 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate amend- 
ment to the House bill be non-concurred in, and that the conference 
asked by the Senate be ‘agreed to 

Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. PEEL. What is the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a little bill referring to about 140 acres of 
Jand in Kansas, 

Mr. RANDALL. If it takes any time I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read again. 

The title was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the amendment of the 
Senate is quite long. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask thatthe Senate amendment be non-concurred 
in, and that the conference asked for be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the Senate amendment re- 
quired ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the title of the bill? 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the amendment ought to be read, so that 
we may know upon what we are acting. 

Mr. RANDALL. If itis to be read it will take a long time, and I 
will have to object. I have agreed with the friends of the Oklahoma 
bill not to allow any delay. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 


MRS. E. S. HORTON. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8) restor- 
ing Mrs. R. 8. Horton upon the pension-rolls, with Senate amend- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ELIJAH W. PENNY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (H. R. 2261) to 
increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny, with Senate amendment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


DIVISION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3312) to 
transfer certain counties from the southern judicial district to the 
northern district in the State of Georgia, and to divide the northern 
district in said State into two, to be known as the western and eastern 
divisions of said district, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold that bill. There is a re- 
quest here from the Senate, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 28, 1889, 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate te the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from 
the southern judicial district to the northern district in the State of Georgia, 
and to divide the northern district in said State in two, to be known asthe west- 
ernand eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will be directed 
to return the bill in accordance with the request of the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DISTRICT COURT OF NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3786) to change 
the date for the commencement of the March term of the district court 
of the northern district of Georgia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR KANSAS CITY, MO, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3146) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
Kansas City, Kans., not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. chk Ai I ask that the bill, the title of which 
has just been read, be permitted to lie on the Speaker's table for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, that will be done. 
There was no objection. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3734) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge or bridges across the ippi 
River at La Wis. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask that this bill be considered at 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL objects to the Read, ABr of any bill; but the Chair will with- 
hold bill for the present on the Speakers table, if there is no ob- 
jection. 


There was no objection, 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, ETC., VIRGINIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 515) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary 
and High School, in Virginia. 

Mr. LEE. Iask that that bill remain on the Speaker’s table for the 
present. 

There was no objection. 


MEDALS TO FORLORN HOPE STORMING PARTY OF PORT HUDSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1140) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to preon and present suitable medals to 
the survivors of the ‘‘forlorn hope storming party,” of Port Hudson; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CONVEYANCE OF ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2407) author- 
izing the conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kan- 
sas; Which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


JAMES R. BEARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2441) refunding 
certain internal-revenue taxes collected off James R. Beurd, late au- 
ditor of the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. PEEL, I ask that the bill lie on the table. I will not ask to 
take it up now. 

There was no objection. 


PENSION BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the following 
titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 

A bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. Hunter; 

A bill (S. 3611) granting a pension to Annie W. Sunt; 

A bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to J. W. Boyd 

A bill (S. 3618) granting a pension to Meryah 

A bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Barah J. pipe Pa 

A bill S 3642) granting a pension to Jonas Lehman; 

A bill S. 3713) gtanting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rous- 


seau 
A bin (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould; 
A bill (S. 3724) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy; and 
A bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson. 


INAUGURATION CEREMONIES, 1889. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3869) to secure 
the maintenance of public order during the inauguration ceremonies of 
1889, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Sone see on 
the District of Columbia. 

ARMY NURSES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 373) for the re- 
lief of women enrolled as army nurses; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SURGEON-GENERAL MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
124) relating to the salary of the Supervising Surgeon-General of the 
Marine-Hospital Service; which, on motion of Mr. WHITE, of New York, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

*A bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of light-ships with fog- 
signals at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and off gc Round Shoal, 
seacoast of Massachusetts, near Nantucket; 

A bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to ‘Adaline A. Smith; 

A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; and 

A bill (H. R. 538) apart a pension to James Muller. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. WILBER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence, on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. Hutron, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave of absence for to-day, on account of sickness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution (Miscellaneous Document No. 79) in rela- 
tion to the awarding of a contract for the erection of a public building 
known as the appraiser’s warehouse in the city of Chicago, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 

PROTEST AGAINST THE ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a brief protest, signed by 13,000 citizens of Utah, protesting 
against the admission of that Territory as a State, with the. letter ag 
companying the same. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The protest without the names? 
Mr. BURROWS. Without the names. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The letter and protest are as follows: 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 

The Liberal Territorial committee of Utah, representing Democrats and Re- 
publicans, respectfully pem the protest of citizens of the Ter:itory against 
the proposal to admit Utah as a State. We are the servants of about 55,000 
gentiles, composing the entire gentile population, and this large body of citi- 
zens unanimously oppose the scheme which is being so vigorously pushed by 
the Mormon Church. 

Our constituents are an industrious, loyal, and law-abiding people. They 
are faithful tq the laws and traditions of their country, They are equal in in- 
telligence, courage, and eg ws Ae those of any community. They have made 
their homes here, invested their money here, and are fully informed as to the 
conditions which surround us. Although they are in a minority they havea 

$ to be heard, and the fact that they are unanimous in opposition to the ad- 
mission of Utah is an unanswerable a ent inst the proposition. Al- 
though they compose but one-fourth of the population of the Territory they 
pay nearly one-half the taxes, They have opened and valuable mines 
and have produced therefrom over $108,000,000. Quite f this sum has been 
paid to Mormons for labor and supplies. The gentiles have churches of the 
value of a half million dollars. Theysu pros one hundred schools ndent 
of the Territorial school system. They bave established hospitals and libraries 
and enterprising new: rs. They have built magnificent business blocks, 
and during the past year have expended in building and improvements in Salt 
Lake Cityalone upwards of $1,000,000, These people are not mere adventurers ; 
they are not “‘carpet-baggers.” They are American citizens who pay their 
own way and who bear aloft the banner of progress. 

They oppose the admission of Utah as a State because it would be under the 
tyrannical domination and control of a secret o ization commonly called the 
Mormon Church, with its twenty-cight thousand office-holders. 

Because polygamy, which fs an essential of the creed of the church, would 
be ed, and the laws against the crime could not be enforced. 

it would place the common schools under ecclesiastical control, 
wherein the book of “ Doctrines and Covenants,” which teaches polygamy, 
would be a text-book, as it is now in the Mormon schools. 

Because it would progress, depreciate values, and drive from the Ter- 
Heme the men and women who are fast making it fit to enter the Union of 

tates, 

Because the whole scheme has been engineered by the Mormon priesthood, 
in arer that they might intrench themselves behind the barriers of State 

use it would be a crime inst American institutions to clothe a Terri- 
tory which is un-American in all its tendencies with the powers of a State, and 
where the iron will of one man dictates what the laws shall be, and who shall 

The ont S abi been mad the floor of C that pol 

e statemen! n e upon the r of Congress yi y 
is dead is false. It is taught and practiced throughout Utah, and if Ual be 
comes a State, the polygamous practices will be openly and brazenly flaunted 
in the face of the world, and the rican people will be asked, ‘‘ What are you 
going to do about it?” 

We respectfully submit herewith protests signed by about thirteen thousand 


people. 
0O. W. POWERS, Chairman, 
C. E. ALLEN, Secretary, 
Liberal Territorial Committee for Utah, 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, January 3, 1889. 


NO STATEHOOD FOR UTAH. 

The gentiles of Utah, although they represent a minority of the people of the 
Territory, are loyal to the institutions, laws, and traditions of their country, and 
believe that they have a right to be heard upon the question whether Utah shall 
become a State, polygamy perpetuated, and a Commonwealth surrendered toa 

Polygamy is notdead, The treasonable features of Mormonism 
Env not been eliminated, and to give Utah statehood would be a crime. 
A COMMON PERIL UNITES US, 
and therefore withouta dissenting voice the gentile Republicans and Democrats 
of Utah protest against the admission of Utah as a State. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


rts, 

Pre. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the call of committees, 
I will state that if that motion be agreed to, I shall ask leave for gen- 
tlemen who desire to present reports to file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that mem- 
bers spat to present reports may have leave to filè them with the 
Clerk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idesire to propound an inquiry to the Chair. I have 
a report to make from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
upon House bill 12109, relating to the railway mail service. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WHITE] wishes to submit the views of a 
minority of the committee. I desire to know whether, if this request 
for unanimous consent be granted, those minority views can be filed. 

The SPEAKER. This proposition would not cover the presentation 
of the views of a minority, unless the House should give special per- 
mission for that purpose, If there be no objection, leave will be granted 
to the minority of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to 
present their views in writing on the bill referred to and have them 
printed with the report of the majority. The-Chair hears no objec- 
tion. The gentleman will send his report to the desk. Is there objec- 
tion to the request that if the morning hour for the presentation of re- 
ports be dispensed with members be permitted to file their reports at 
the desk? The Chair hears no objection. The question is now on the 
motion to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


re Sa, following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL, ETC. s 
Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported as a sub- 


stitute for bill H. R. 1226, a bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the es- 
tablishment of the light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more 
secure site, and for the establishment of a light-ship at or near the 
wreck of the steam-ship in New York Harbor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 
STEAM-TENDER FOR GREAT LAKES, 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported as a 
substitute for bills H. R. 12114 and 12119, a bill (H. R. 12431) providing 
for the construction of a steam-tender for service on the Great Lakes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

; INSPECTION OF STEAM-VESSELS.’ 


Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to inspec- 
tion of steam-vessels; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTS ON CONEY ISLAND. 


Mr. BRYCE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of 
Coney Island, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF ENSIGNS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 881) to regulate the pay of ensigns of the United 
States Navy; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAURICE G. GRIFFITH. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2038) for the relief of Maurice 
Griffith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 


Te- 
G. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12314) to grant a right of way to the Cherokee 
Central Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD, DOVER, TENN. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 11694) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHICAGO, KANSAS AND WESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1903) granting the right of way through the 
Fort Riley military reservation, Kansas, to the Chicago, Kansas and 
Western Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. COTHRAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported as a 
substitute for H. Res. 175, a joint resolution (H. Res. 259) for the relief 
of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ST. CATHARINE“ISLAND, GEORGIA. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light- 
house station on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. Pac 


OMAHA, DODGE CITY AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11698) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and 
Southern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays mili- 
y Saas anges cg oe was rag ga me Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, wi e accom: ing re’ or- 
dered to be printed. a ainsi 


SAMOA, 

Mr. MORROW introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 260) relating to 
the government of Samoa; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

Mr. Dockery in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill 
. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


P The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the clause of this bill which 
was last under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUILDING FOR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 

For wis Saas for com Liny m Se ey y aroia by the sundry civil 
appro on and for ove urpose con- 
Salat: therewith, ooo, Provided, eat eea aa may be catered into forall 
the stone required for the exterior walls of said building, to be paid for as ap- 
propriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, in making a point of order with refer- 
ence to this paragraph, I will state that I do so for the purpose of ob- 
taining a ruling from the Chair upon a question which I think is of 
some importance. The provision of the law of October 2, 1888, was 
introduced into the sundry civil bill in defiance of the rules of the 
House, though it seems to have been consented to by the House itself. 
In that law, at the end of the paragraph relating to this subject, there 
is a provision that the cost of the building shall be limited to $4,000,- 
000, in addition to what has already been appropriated. We havea 
letter from the Chief of Engi in whose charge this matter was 

laced, dated December 1, 1888, and addressed to the Speaker of the 
Fosie He makes an estimateof a building which will cost $4,000,000, 
the plan of which is to be subject to the a val of certain officials of 
the Government. This estimate is a very close one, as the Chair will 
see by looking at page 4 of this letter, for it leaves a margin of only 
$200. Hence it is to be taken as a whole; and accordingly the Chief 
of Engineers states: 

The estimate of cost is based, among other thi upon the assumption, of 
course, that the work is to be prosecuted vigorously and’ steadily on a large 
scale, so as to secure all the advantages and economy of large contracts and a 
minimum of contingent cost, 

This estimate, then, is based upon a sufficient appropriation from 

ear to year to enable him to work to the greatest advantage. Now, 
himself makes an estimate of the amount which is needed in order 
to come within his estimate; which amount is $1,000,000. The com- 
mittee have seen fit to report an appropriation of only $500,000, which 
everybody can see will not bring it within that limit. Now, if the 
Chair decides that it is absolutely essential that this should come 
within the limit, to the apprehension of the Chair, then my point of 
order is good; butif the Chairshould decide that the question whether 
this comes within the limit as mentioned by the Chief of Engineers, or 
rather, tospeak more exactly, as comprehended in the terms of the law, 
is a matter which rests within the judgment of the Committee of the 
Whole, then of course my point of order is not good. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has not stated his point of order 
distinctly. What is the point? Is it against the entire paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to make the inquiry 
whether the point of order was directed against the entire paragraph. 

Mr. REED. My first point of order is agaiust the first part of the 
paragraph down to the proviso. I will deal with the other afterward. 

Mr. DALL. I have only to say that I do not think the point of 
order made by the gentleman is valid. This appropriation of $500,000 
is in accordance with law; and the law to which it conforms is referred 
to. If the gentleman objects to the language, ‘‘as authorized by the 
sundry appropriation act approved October 2, 1888’? —— 

Mr. REED. The gentleman will permit me to call his attention to 
a sentence which I accidentally omitted to read in this letter of the 
Chief of Engineers: 

There should be no interruption or delay for lack of seasonable and sufficient 

ion; otherwise the cost may be increased. 

That is my point. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a matter for the judgment of Congress— 
not for the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the question whether 
this amount comes within the limit of $4,000,000 should be left to the 
judgment of the Committee of the Whole; therefore the Chair does not 
feel at liberty to rule out the provision. 

Mr. REED. Then the Chair holds that this is left to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I desire, in view of that decision, to offer an amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. RANDALL, I understand the gentleman wishes to offer an 
amendment —— 

Mr. REED. Yes; the Chair has ruled upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine offers the amend- 
ment which will be read. 


Mr. RANDALL. I want to understand this matter. Weare now 
entering on the beng of the paragraph. Are all the points of 
order o 


Mr. REED. Down to the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Maine has reserved a point of order upon the proviso. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that we can not take a paragraph in this 
way, piecemeal. 

Mr. REED. 


We certainly can take the paragraph down to the pro- 
viso. 


Mr. RANDALL. The paragraph must be taken as a whole. 

Mr. REED. I desire to amend it. 

Mr. RANDALL, _ It will be open to amendment when the questions 
of order are disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the points of order 
should be decided before the consideration of amendments to the para- 
graph is entered upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam perfectly willing that the Honse may settle 
the amount—— 

Mr. REED. I desire, however, to offer a particular amendment. 

„Mr. RANDALL. Before that I wish to have the point of order defi- 
nitely settled. Iam opposed to entering upon amendments until that 
is settled in the proper order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the proviso if the 
point of order is made against it. 

Mr. REED. I would rather reserve the pointof order for the present, 
for I might prefer that the proviso should remain in under certain cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. KANDALL. Just there let me rp Asn the whole paragraph 
as printed was prepared by the Chief of Engineers, in charge of the 
matter, and I have it here in his own handwriting. 

Mr. REED. As to the amount? 

Mr. RANDALL, Let me correct myself, however; I should have 
said that the whole proviso was in his handwriting. That the para- 
graph as reported meets his approval. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to my friend from Maine that General Casey, 
in charge of this building, says that with this proviso in he only re- 
quires the amount named in the bill. 

Mr. REED. Very well; then I havé no point about the proviso, and 
now offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “Congress,” in lino 8, down to and includi 
the word “eight,” in line 10, and insert the words “according to plans descri! 
by the Chief of Engineers on page 6 of his letter of December 1, 1888, to the 
Speaker of the House, as printed in Miscellaneous Document No. i2, when ap- 
proved according to law,’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. REED. How? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve the potne of order against it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine whether 
that proposes to complete this building under the schedule or plan 
marked “D?” 

Mr. REED. That isit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. REED. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That it is new legislation. 

Mr. REED. But the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
does not make any point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I make the point of order. 

Mr. REED. On what ground ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the ground I have just stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did pot make the point of order, but I suppose 
the point of order suggested rests upon this ground, that the act of 
October 2—— 

Mr. REED. There is no point of order against that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state the position exactly. The act of Oc- 
tober 2 proposed that the building should be erected for four millions 
of money, and delegated the whole power, in connection with the care 
of its construction, to the Chief of a of the Army. It was 
further provided that his plans for the $4,000,000 building should be 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Interior. The actual facts, then, are these, that the officer in aie 
of the building has made anew report or statement, based upon sched 
or plan A, which provides for a $4,000,000 building, and the two officers 
who are to approve his plans have not yet acted, the consequence of 
which is that no building has been entered upon since the transier of 
the control of the work from the commission to the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. REED. Now, I would like to ask whether there is any further 
point of order, as I would like to answer them seriatim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only point of order I make is that the amend- 
ment changes existing law and is new legislation. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman kindly point out where the new 
legislation is, and wherein it changes existing law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, the entire proposition contained in the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is new legislation. 

Mr. REED. Where? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isentirely new; the whole provision is new. It 
is directly in conflict with the proviso of the paragraph. 

Mr. REED. Then you rest your point of order on the ground that 
this is liable to cost more? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. [I rest it on the ground that the proposition is new 
Sir. REED. Well, will the gentleman kindly point out in what re- 


t? 
Pir. HOLMAN. Isay that it is new legislation. 
Mr. REED. But in what respect? 
Mr. HOLMAN. In respect that it is new legislation. [Laughter.] 
Mr. REED. Ah! . 
Mr. HOLMAN. Entirely new legislation. 


Mr. REED. That is the way that the gentleman from Indiana does 
sometimes when he does not desire to deploy his full force, and his 
argument becomes less definite the further he goes, Now, if there is 
nothing further I should like to present my views, and I ask the at- 
tention of the House, because I think the whole matter is one of very 
grave importance. The Chair, it must be borne in mind, with the ap- 
probation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, has already decided 
that the question is one of facts whichis within the discretion of the com- 
mittee, and to be decided by themand not by the Chair. Hence there. 
can by no possibility be anything in the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana so far as he has undertaken to ify. In fact it ap- 
pears he felt it necessary to withdraw the specifications. In that con- 
dition of atfairs—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Maine to the fact that the amendment must come within 
the limit fixed by the law. 

Mr. REED. But the Chair decided very promptly and very prop- 
erly that the question of whether it was limited was a question of fact 
that belonged to the committee and not to the Chair; and to that de- 
cision I hope the Chair will adhere, because it will lead to righteous- 
ness and justice. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Maine will it me, Ivan 

haps show that the point of order was well taken, that the law of 

October or last session limited us to four millions for the construc- 
tion. Now, then, the amendment, as I understand it, adopts a planof 
gix millions, and therefore is in conflict with existing law. 

Mr. REED. Iam arguing on the merits of the decision of the 


Chair. 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman’s amendment was adopted—— 
Mr. REED. Probably; but if the gentleman will wait until I make 


“ir, CANN 
. CANNON. I will wait with great pleasure. I always listen 
to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. REED. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a point of grave im 
tance to the people and to the Treasury of the United States, The 
Chief of Engineers, under the authority given by law and recognized 
as an authority in this House and outof it, has seen fit under the law 
of 1886 to make a report. 

He has made that report, of course, in accordance with law, and he 
has provided two plans. Of course he would not have provided a sec- 
ond plan unless in his apprehension it was one which he was called 
upon to a aes and the House will see under that state of facts why 
it was that he was obliged, as a faithful officer of the Government, to 
make the second set of plans. 

The first set of plans, which are called plans ‘‘A,’’ are made for a library 
under certain restrictions and calculations made by the Chief of En- 

ineers, so definitely that if we adopt the plan and build that build- 
A5 then at the present increase annually that building will be filled 
with books from roof to basement in fifty-four years, Inasmuch as 
we shall naturally accelerate that increase, the probabilities are that 
in forty-five years from the time that building is finished it will be 
filled from basement to ceiling with books, and it will have ceased to 
be an increasing national library such as an increasing nation wants 
and demands. Therefore the Thief of Engineers, under authority 
which is presumed to be within the scope of the law, has provided a 
second series of plans which seem to bear in mind what some gentle- 
men never bave in mind, and that is the growth of this country. 

Now, that second series of plans provides that by an increase of ex- 
penditures amounting to about $2,000,000, the capacity of the Library 
will not merely be doubled but will be trebled, so that by an increase 
of 50 per cent. in expenditure we shall have an increase of 300 per 
cent. in book-holding capacity. Therefore there can be no question 
that a lively sense of what was due to the Treasury of the United 
States, and what was due to the United States itself, actuated the Chief 
of Engineers in the presentation of this second plan. 

Now, then, if the Chair, by following its last decision, can enable us 
to reach that matter, I have no doubt that the good sense of the House 
will dispose of it satisfactorily, not only in the interests of the coun- 
try, which is of the greatest importance, but also in the interest of the 
Treasury, which is of some importance. This amendment which I 

t has been very carefully drawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. [After 
a pause.] The Chair begs pardon of the gentleman, as for the moment 
he overlooked the fact that a point of order was under discussion. 

Mr. REED. I was addressing myself to the point of order. It was 
necessary to make this preliminary statement of facts in order that the 
Chair might apprehend the exact situation of affairs. 


Now, the amendment has been drawn in reference to the provision 
of the statute of 1888, no section of which has escaped my attention, 
and the point which I makeis this: That there has not been an approval 
by the proper authorities up to date, and consequently the new plan 
is left for decision by the proper authorities; and uently I am 
violating no law when I propose that this building shall be made ac- 
cording to the second plan, when approved by the proper authorities 
according to law. 

I, therefore, cover all this matter, and as the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will show from the argument of the gentleman from Indiana, at 
the time the act of October 2, 1888, was discussed, that I am entirely 
within the statute. I will refrain from making a quotation which I 
think he will make. 

The only point, therefore, which remains is the question whether 
this is within the limit of $4,000,000. I expected that that would be 
a question as to the merits to be determined by the House. But even 
if the Chief of Engineers thinks this plan will cost $6,000,000—and 
that will be brought out, and very properly brought out—it will be 
within the discretion of the House to pass upon that question. The Chair 
has already decided that it is a matter in the cognizance of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and that bas received the high approval of the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. Therefore, I appre- 
hend that the only point about which there seemed to he any difficulty 
has been cleared up by the wise and discriminating decision already 
made by the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The provisions of the law of last year have not 
been read. Perhaps the attention of the Chair has not been called to 
it, and I will ask the Clerk to read the proviso at the top of page 524. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That before any further contracts are letfor the construction of said 
building general plans for the entire construction thereof shall be oe, pee 
or under the direction of the Chief of neers of the Army, which plan s! 
be subject to the inspection and approval of the Secretary of War and the Seo- 
retary of the Interior: And provided further, That the total cost of said buildings 
shall not exceed $4,000,000, exclusive of appropriations heretofore made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to but add that the question of the limita- 
tion on the cost of this building does not m enter into the 
question of order. The law prescribes what shall be done, that the 
plan shall be prepared by the Chief of Engineers subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War and Secretary of the Interior, and that 
is the provision that is especially assailed by the amendment submitted. 
That amendment proposes a different mode; that is to say, it proposes 
that the particular plan referred to, when approved by the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Interior, shall be the plan on which this 
building shall be constructed. It is therefore a clear and palpable 
change of existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] when called on to specify what his point of order was đe- 
clared that it was that the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] was new legislation, and when he was called upon to specify 
wherein it was new legislation he said that it was new legislation in 
respect of its being new legislation. The gentleman from Indiana, who 
is an experienced member of this House and familiar with its rules, 
ought never to have confined himself to that phrase. He ought to have 
cited, as I propose to cite, the words of the rulesof this House. There 
has been much confusion in the last two Congresses under Rule XXI, 
clause 3, simply because gentlemen have not seen fit to recite the exact 
words of the rule, and I now ask the attention of the Chair to clause 3 
of that rule: 

The Chair is aware that that clause has several objects. One of those 
objects is to provide against appropriations for purposes for which in 
the judgment of the House, as expressed by the rules, appropriations 
ought not to be made in appropriation bills, The other, and 
an entirely different object, is to prevent the insertion of general stat- 
utes in appropriation bills. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine is not in order, it is because it changes existing law, or because 
it is an appropriation for a purpose or object which the rules do not 

it to be provided for in general appropriation bills. I believe it 
is not subject toeither objection. It does not change any existing law. 
If the gentlemen say it does, they ought to point out what the law will 
be without this amendment, and what it will be with the amendment, 
so as to point out that a change will be made in the statutes of the 
United States if the amendment is adopted. I challenge them to do 
so. I submit that they can not doit. They can not show that any 
statute will be changed by the mere adoption of the amendment and 
its enactment into law. Accordingly if the proposed amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine, which is an appropriation and not a statute, 
is not in order under the rules, itis because it violates the following 
words of clause 3, of Rule XXI: 


No appropriation shall be in order, etc., for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. ` 

Now, my purpose is to quote from the eminent authority of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] himself to show that notwith- 
standing the legislation which has been had on this subject within the 
last two years, an appropriation for that Library building, like the ap- 
propriation proposed by the gentleman from Maine, is an appropria- 
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tion which is in order under the rules. The Chair will perhaps re- 
member that the provision for a Congressional Library which passed 
this House was not the provision originally reported from the committee. 
It was an amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, 
RYAN]. The committee originally proposed that we should go on with 
this building according to the plans of 1886. The provision of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas was—and I think the Chair will see that I have a 
logical purpose in calling attention to the exact terms of that amend- 
ment—the provision proposed by the gentleman from Kansas, which 
was known as the House amendment, was, in substance, that the Com- 
mittees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and of the House, 
acting conjointly, should invite proposals from eminent architects and 
should report progress to Congress before December, 1888. It pro- 
vided that the work then in progress should be suspended, and that the 
property already purchased should be turned over to the Interior De- 
partment, 

That, in substance, was the provision which passed the House. The 
Senate inserted a different proposition, and the bill came back to the 
House with those two propositions pending. It came up on aquestion 
whether we should agree toa conference report. I had some appre- 
hension at the time whether, if that conference report was agreed to, 
the state of things would arise which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN] now claims has arisen. On that occasion I said: 

If the committee should present the appropriation for the new eget? build- 
ing it would not have the privilege of an appropriation committce, there- 
fore it would not be in order on a general appropriation bill. 

My apprehension was that if that legislation took place, then an 
amendment like the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] would not be in order, because it would not be an appropria- 
tion for a public work or object already in progress. I said further: 

While I do not object to the proper way of erecting the building, yet I regret 
to see the House take such on in reference to the new Library building, so 
much desired, as to put us back exactly where we were before the Library build- 
ing law was passed; for every one admits something should be done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on that occasion I was reassured by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and I ask the particular attention 
of the Chair to the language which that gentleman then used. 


tmerely 

The law 
respects remain in fi th 

to the Department of the Taterioe fen hs tise baer ihe building i ulti 

mately constructed the indications are that Congress will place it under that ac- 

comp. gentleman, General Casey, 

This gives me occasion, Mr. Chairman, to consider what part of the 
law of 1886 has been ed. The law still standsin force authoriz- 
ing the construction of a Library building; the law still stands in 
force authorizing it to be constructed on this perea place where 
we propose to erect it. The law has provided for the condemnation of 
the ground; and the only change made is a change in the administra- 
tive machinery by which the building shall be erected. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if that amendment of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. RYAN], which was the House amendment, and which pro- 
vided for an utter suspension of work upon the building and for a 
commission of inquiry to take the views of eminent architects—if that 
amendment did not oes this from being, in the words of the rule, 
“a public work or object previously authorized by law,” then no legis- 
lation that has been had since that time can ibly have that effect; 
and I have the eminent authority of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] himself, that even that amendment could not haye had that 
effect, If the gentleman from Indiana, instead of indulging in that 
much abused and vague phrase ‘‘new legislation’? had recited the 
words of the rule, and renee out wherein this is not an appropriation 
for a public work or object previously authorized by law, he would 
have done what an experienced member Jike himself ought to have 
done, though I think he would have done it without much effect. 

Again I ask the Chair to distinguish between that part of clause 3 
of Rule XXI which prevents the insertion of general legislation in ap- 
propriation bills and the other and only pertinent phrase of that clause 
of the 1 rule which limits the objects of appropriation. If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine is for a publie work or object pre- 
viously authorized by law and now in p then it is in order 
under the rules of the House; and that it is for such a work and ob- 
ject oe the authority of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]. 

As to the question of cost, Mr. Chairman, I do not admit that the 
effect of adopting this amendment would necessarily be the erection ofa 
$6,000,000 building instead of a $4,000,000 building. The letter of 
the Chief of Engineers (General Casey) speaks of a more elaborate style 
of ornamenting the interior of this so-called $6,000,000 building. If 
we were to take out that interior decoration, it may be that the cost 
would be reduced even to $4,000,000; and upon the fairest possible 
statement of the comparison between these two plans, the difference 
can not be at the outside more than $1,000,000. Therefore if the ques- 
tion of cost or probable cost is to enter into the decision of a point of 
ordér, I still ask the Chair on this consideration as well as the others 
I have submitted to sustain the point of order. 


Mr. RANDALL. - The point presented by the gentleman from Nli- 
nois [Mr. ADAMs] in support of the admission of this amendment, 
that the words of the rule make a distinction in regard to public build- 
ings in course of erection, would seem to present a new aspect of the 
question; but in fact such is not the case. The gentleman does not 
state the whole effect of that rule. Its effect as regards public im- 
provements is subject atall times, as has been held over and over again, 
to the limitations prescribed by law. For instance, the law may au- 
thorize the erection of a publie building the cost of which is not to ex- 
ceed a million and a half of dollars. Now, it bas been held that in 
such a case the Committee on Appropriations may recommend and the 
House pass appropriations up to a million and # half of dollars, but 
that we can not on an appropriation bill go beyond the limit prescribed 
by oy without subjecting the provision to a point of order if it be 
made, 

Mr. ADAMS. We do not propose to go beyond the prescribed limit. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wanted to answer that branch of the argu- 
ment as presented by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not go into a discussion of 
the merits of the Library building. 

Mr. REED. I would not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will heed the admonition of the gentleman 
don Maine [Mr, REED] instead of following his example on this 
point. 

The law under which the Library building is proceeding has this 
proviso: 

Provided, That before any further contracts are let for the construction of said 
building, general plans for the entire construction thereof shall be prepared by 
or under the direction of the Chief of ang PEEN of the Army, which plans 
be subject to the inspection and approval of the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior—— 

Mr. REED. My amendment embraces the language *‘ when approved 
according to law.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN (reading): 

And provided further, That the total cost of said building— 

Here is where the gentleman varies from the law— 

That the total cost of said building shall not exceed $4,000,000, exclusive of ap- 
propriations heretofore made. 

Here is a limitation similar to that placed on the construction of 
other public buildings; and as has been properly stated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, you may within that limit at all times make 
an appropriation on an appropriation bill, and the provision is not sub- 
ee < a point of order. But when you propose to go beyond that 

Mr. REED. But I do not propose to go beyond it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But when g propose to go beyond the limit you 
do make yourself obnoxious to the point of order. What is the prop< 
osition of the gentleman from Maine? He comes in and provides—if 
the Chair will kindly send me the amendment I will use the words of 
the gentleman from Maine in his amendment. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] now proposes to put on the statute-book an appro- 
priation according to the plan described by the Chief of Engineers on 
page 6 of his letter of December 8, 1889, to the § er of the House, 
as yippee in Miscellaneous Document No. 12, when approved accord- 
ing W 

Mr. REED. When approved according to law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But according to the present Jaw that can not be 
approved, because it provides for a building of $6,000,000. Itis anar- 
gument that is conclusive that the plan the gentleman proposes itself 
would not be in order to be adopted by the House, as it proposes an ex- 
penditure of $6,000,000, when the limit of existing law is only $4,000,- 
000. The existing law provides the building shall cost only $4,000,000, 
and the gentleman from Maine will not insist the plan on page 6 can 
be carried out for $4,000,000. -In fact, he argued it could not be, and 
went into the merits of this controversy, arguing the four-million build- 
ing voe be full of books within a short period after the building was 
comp 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask, where is there a statute existing 
which confines this building to the plan on page 6 which did not exist 
when the limitation of $4,009,000 was made? Whenever the gentle- 
man proposes to adopt a certain plan which has not yet been approved 
by the officers—— 

Mr, REED. I say when approved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman’s plan can not be approved. 

Mr. REED, If it can not, then this legislation is not effective. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is an attempt to violate the existing law 

Mr. REED. Oh, it is only an attempt, then? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whereis there a law, where is there a plan, where 
is there a statute which fixes this to any particular plan? When gentle- 
men on an appropriation bill propose to fix it on a particular plan not 
approved by officers, and whether approved or not goes beyond the limit 
fixed by the law, it violates existing law. 

Mr. REED. I propose to fix it according to that plan when ap- 


proved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is not the plan the gentleman approves. 

Mr. REED. In the opinion of the Chief of Engineers it does, but 
whether in the opinion of the committee is another thing. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. - The Chief of Engineers recommends a plan which 
he says costs $6,000,000. ‘The Housé has said the limitation shall be 
$4,000,000. Then to tack a plan on an appropriation bill for $6,000,000 
is a violation of existing law, which fixes the limit at $4,000,090. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask fora decision. 

Mr. REED. I ask the House to hear me. I wish to put this point 
distinctly, and I ask the attention of the Chair. It is a sound propo- 
sition I am arguing, and if I can get the Chair to understand the point 
I wish to make, I have no fear of the result; none at all. I admitif 
my amendment proposes that we should adopt a plan limiting it to 
$6,000,000 instead of $4,000,000 I would have no right to make that 
proyision in regard toa public building on which existed a limit of the 
amount of appropriation. That would be within the rule; I concede 
it for the purpose of this argument only. 

But this is not an amendment which touches the question of appro- 
priation at all. It leaves the amount ofappropriation precisely where 
the committee left it. Itsimply proposes a certain plan, and in order 
that that plan may not be considered as in conflict with the law, I ex- 
omy provide in my amendment that it shall be approved according 
to law. 

Therefore there is no objection on the ground this increases the 
amount, and there is no objection on the ground it changes the law. 
If it be a question whether this law ultimately results in a larger ex- 

diture than the law calls for, that is a question of argument to be 
decided by the committee and not to be decided by the Chair. In 
other words, if my amendment specifies an amount which is contrary 
to existing statute, then it would be ruled out; but if my amendment 
proposes only a line of conduct which may result in increased expendi- 
ture, that is a matter for the judgment of the committee. That point, 
it seems to me, is entirely clear and unanswerable. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] has asked me whether 
Ithink this building will cost $6,000,000 or not under this amendment. 
I answer that my individual opinion has nothing whatever to do with 
the question. It is the opinion of the committee which is to govern. 
Nor has the fact anything to do with it, for that isa matter of argu- 
ment to be addressed to those who decide questions of fact. The Chair 
exists on this occasion solely to decide points of law, and the language of 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN] read by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] with theable argument which he has addressed to 
the Chair on the subject, must be entirely convincing so far as the par- 
liamentary status of the question is concerned, unless the Chair falls 
into the error into which the gentleman from Tennessee has been de- 
sirous of leading him, namely, that because a man argues that this will 
exceed the limit fixed by the law, therefore that it is the business of 
the Chair to interfere. ‘That is a good argument toaddress to the com- 
mittee, but I submit it does not follow out any principle of law when 
addressed to the Chair. It has no relevancy. 

But the Chair has already passed upon the question, and has decided 
that if it be a question of argument whether the amendment would 
raise the limit or not, itis an argument to be addressed to the com- 
mittee and not to him; and all I ‘ask now is an adherence by the Chair 
to the plain principle of parliamentary law which the Chair has already 
so clearly enunciated, and which the Chair would as readily enunciate 
to-day and now, if it was not made an ‘effort here on the part of the 
other side to accomplish something which they ought to be able to ac- 
complish by relying upon the merits of their case, and not by indi- 
rection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, now, that is exactly what you are trying to 
be guilty of. 

Mr. REED. What? 

Mr. RANDALL. You are trying by indirection. to change the law 
so as to make this a $6,000,000 building instead of a $4,000,000 build- 
ing This side is doing what it can to enforce the law. 

. REED. I am trying to save the money of the people, and tosave 
money for the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. By spending more. 

Mr. REED. No; but I am trying to obtain a Library building that 
will be worthy of the country. I am trying to obtain a Library build- 
ing that will result in usefulness to the country for a period of one hun- 
dred and thirty-four years, and not to waste the money of the people 
in a building which will shortly be unsuitable. That is what I am 
trying to do; and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania was so anxious 
to preserve the integrity of the law why did he introduce the original 
bill of 1888, which was a violation of existing law and of the rules of 
the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. That wasdonein conference, if I remember aright. 

Mr. REED. No, sir; it was done in the House, and was introduced 
by the chairman of the same committee, who has been very sedulous, 
in season and out of season, in insisting upon a strict adhesion to the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. My recollection is that it was introduced either in 
conference or on the floor of the House. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman will find himself mistaken. 

Mr. RANDALL. And object of it was to save six millions 
ok mon which was likely to be squandered in the erection of this 
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Mr. REED. And now they want to save the country from a Library 
building which would be suitable for the wants of the country by 
iving them one which is neither fit nor suitable. Itis but a waste of 
,000,000 putting up a building that in forty-five years’ time will be 
utterly obsolete and useless for the purpose contemplated; and yet they 
call that ‘economy !’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not the point. The Committee on Appro- 
priations has inserted the paragraph which is applicable to the con- 
struction of this building, whether the plan adopted shall be the four- 
million or six-million plan. The object of the language used is with 
a view, if possible, to saving unnecessary expenditure. 

Mr. REED. And as to the declaration of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that I am endeavoring to raise the cost of this building, I 
wish to say to him that if I am engaged in that endeavor, I can only 
succeed by consent of the House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, an authority which under our laws has the right to do it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and you have got to do it under the rules of 
this Honse. 

Mr.REED. That is exactly what I want, and what I will succeed in 
accomplishing if the Chairman of this Committee of the Whole will 
rule as he has done heretofore upon the same question. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair can not but be clear on this subject, be- 
cause it is so plain that none can misunderstand it. i 

Mr. REED. Ihope so. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maine on this occasion would have been more proper during the 
last summer, when we were considering the building of this same Li- 
brary. ‘They seem to be rather late now. 

Mr. REED. The reason why they come a little late is because at the 
time of which the gentleman speaks I was at home trying to save the 


country. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amount that might be carried by any plan 
will not be considered in this decision; but the Chair is compelled to 
sustain the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana on the 
ground that the law now authorizes the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to approve plans that may be presented by the 
Chief Engineer of the Army. This amendment is a Sata, of thatlaw 
and is new legislation in that it provides for the approval of only one 
plan. Therefore the Chair thinks that is a change of existing law. 

Mr. REED. But there was only one plan to be approved. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis true. But the law now says: 


Provided. That before any further contracts are let for the construction of 
said building general plans for the entire construction thereof shall be prepared 
by and under the direction of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, which plans 
pan be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 

nterior. 


There is a discretion allowed there to the Chief of Engineers, Secre- 
tary of War, and the of the Interior, which is limited to one 
plan in the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair permit me to suggest that there is a 
misapprehension here caused by the use of a plural? It simply refers 
to a set of plans. 

The CHAIRMAN. Admit that it is but one plan, the discretion is 
given the Chief of Engineers, subject to the approyal of the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Interior, to approve any ‘‘set of plans,” 
whilst the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine limits 
that discretion to the plan specified in a certain report—— 

Mr. REED. It only limits the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘‘According to plans described by the Chief of 
Engineers, on page 6 of his letter of December 1, 1888, to the Speaker, 
as printed in Miscellaneous Document No. 12, when approved accord- 
ing to law.” 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. From that it would appear that the approval is 
limited to one plan; whereas the law as it now exists would permit 
these officers to select any plan or ‘‘set of plans.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is clear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, therefore, feels constrained to sus- 
tain the point of order, but would be glad if the gentleman from Maine 
would take the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. REED. I will not do that. 

Mr. COMPTON, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the United States marshal for the District of Columbia be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to pay to each of the jurors summoned in the proceedings 
in condemnation for a site for a building for the accommodation of the Con- 

the act approved April 15, 1886, $10 for each 


gressional Library, as vided by 
and every day of Sitenlmitehdanee. to be received as full compensation for such 


service, $2,140. 

Mr. RANDALL, I make a point of order that that is a proposition 
to give to these jurors an increase of compensation over what they are 
now by law entitled to receive. 

The CHAIRMAN. What are they now entitled to receive? 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. McMI . Two dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. COMPTON. Whether the point of order may be well taken or 
not, I offer this amendment on its merits. It is for the Chair to say 
whether it is in order. 
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to discuss that? 
Mr. COMPTON. I do not desire to discuss the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained to sustain the point 


Mr. RANDALL. Read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

Strike out all after the word “Congress,” in line 8, down toand incluđing the 
word “eight,” in line 10, and insert: 

* According to plans described by the Chief of Engineers, on page 6 and else- 
where, of his letter of December 1, 1888, to the Speaker of the House, as printed 
in Miscellaneous Document No. 12, when approved according to law." 

Mr. REED. That obviates the objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It leaves the objection the same as it was. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REED. Then I do not understand the ruling of the Chair, 
which was that the approving officers were not allowed any discretion. 
The discretion there granted is the same as that granted under the 
statute. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a change of existing law. 

Mr. REED. That was the point which the Chair made on the sub- 


ect. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the existing statute provides that discretion 

shall be within four millions., 
ae REED. That provides the same that the original statute pro- 
vides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to come 
in at this point, although on another subject. I offer the amendment 
to come in after the head ‘‘ Military » in line 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph has not yet been read. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


After the heading “ Military ” in line 16, insert: 
“ For the construction of adtitionel quarters a Fort McIntosh, Texas, $50,000.” 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no estimate for that, and, so far as I 
know, there is no law authorizing it. I reserve the point of order 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN, I desire to call attention to the fact that the assistant 
adjutant-general of General Stanley, who commands the Department of 
lr Ba Bale a letter to certain gentlemen in Laredo, Tex., which 
I will : 


gentleman from Maine desires to offer an 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, January 14, 1889. 
ent of Texas, de- 
ition for the retention of Chap- 


stem fo goknowiedge Gh tos 
w. 
P ra nil ‘ort McIntosh. 

to the interests 


lain G. W. Simpson, United 


Very respectful] 
TF z J. P. MARTIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 


Rey. 0. J. OXLEY, T. A. Moore, W. W. Krtova, and others, 
Laredo. 


LJ 

My attention was called to this by a letter from Mr. Nicholson, a 

gentleman of Laredo, in which he writes: 
LAREDO, TEX., January 17, 1889. 

Dear Sim: Inclosed herewith I hand you a clipping from the columns of this 
morning’s Laredo Times in relation to the retention of Chaplain Simpson at 
the military post here, and which explains why he can not be retained here, 
namely, because there are not sufficient apasae It does seem to me that the 
Government should do something more us here than has so far been done, 
in view of the donation by the city of the military grounds, comprising about 
208 acres, and which if surveyed into lots and blocks would to-day be worth at 
least $100,000. I know that ‘or Atlee had some correspondence with you 
last year in to the matter of getting an appropriation for the erection of 
more quarters but do not know the worpor of said correspondence, but 
presume that you did not meet with success in the matter, and while another 
trial will possibly meet with a like failure, yet I feel that the matter should not 
be allowed to rest until we succeed; and I beg to call your attention tothe plan 
suggested by Colonel Barnard when here, rena to present a bill in Congress 
making an appropriation of say $50,000 or $100, for the erection of quarters, 
ete. and try and get the same passed, and then the Secretary of War would be 
obliged to expend the sum so appropriated and for the purpose for which it 


was fe A nero 
I understand that the War Department will not only not recommend such a 


bill, but will it; yet might it not be possible to it through over such 
objections? o not know, but I wrote to you upon very subject once be- 
fore, and trust that you will not deem me over zealous on the subject, and I do 
not more than you have already 


gate apy? tag he’ be able to do anything 

done; neither do I wish you to think that I am under the impression that you 
have not done all that was possible. I only desire to call your attention again 
to the subject, and then that you exercise your own judgment thereon. I shall 


be glad to hear rote ag at your convenience, 
Very respectfi 


„ yours, 
Hon, W. H. CRAIN, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] makes the point of order-—— 


J. O, NICHOLSON. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I only reserved the point of order. 

_, Mr. CRAIN. Tunderstand the gentleman to make the point of order, 
if he does make if, upon the ground that this expenditure is not con- 
templated or provided for by existing law. Is that correct? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have only reserved the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, that will necessarily be the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. E do not know that there is any point of order 
against the amendment, 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I willsimply say to the gentleman that if the 
point of order lies against this amendment it certainly will lie against 
the whole paragraph, and I serve notice upon him that if he makes the 
point of order on this amendment I will make it on the paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. Never mind ‘“‘serving notice.’? Mr. Chai 
the amendment is before the House. This House receives estimates 
from the Treasury Department, as the law requires, and not from 
General Stanley or any adjutant-general. In addition to that, we have 
given $332,000 under this head, an amount which is thought to be 
suficient for these purposes; and I think I may say that the Quarter- 
master-General coincides in the opinion that it is sufficient for the nec- 
essary expenses of the current year. Therefore I hope that the House 
will not adopt this amendment, but will adhere to the estimate. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman tell me whether any provision 
for additional quarters at Fort McIntosh is included in that item? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it is. I have never heard of Fort 
McIntosh before in connection with this subject. But the appropria- 
tion is not limited as to its application, and the Secretary of War can 
expend that $332,000 at Fort McIntosh if his judgment so directs. 

Mr. CRAIN, Yes, but if this amount was made up from reports, 
the gentleman can tell us whether Fort McIntosh is included. 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriation is based on the esti and. 
I have already told the gentleman that Fort McIntosh isnot included. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then, Mr. Chairman, in view of the facts stated in 
these communications, in view of the fact which they establish, namely, 
that a chaplain has had to be sent away from one of the mostimportant 
posts on the Mexican border, a national gateway, a place where the 
river is crossed by a bridge and by a railway, an important strategic 
point, and in view of, farther, the fact that Laredo has donated 200 
acres of land for this post, which, if cut up into blocks and lots, would 
be worth $100,000 to-day, according to the statement of my corre- 
spondent, who is a reputable and reliable man—in view of all these 
facts I ask this committee to enlarge this amount and to adopt this 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment, 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was disagreed to; 
there being—ayes 22, noes 61. 

The Clerk read as follows: ' 

MILITARY POSTS. 
For the construction of buildin a 
asin the judgment of the raare eiee he ee oe 

Mr. DORSEY. I move to amend by striking out in the paragraph 
just read, “$332,000" and inserting ‘'$382,000.’? The object of this 
amendment is to enable the Secretary of War to apportion this ad- 
ditional sum of $50,000 for the completion of Forts Robinson and 
Niobrara, Nebraska. These forts are on the flanks of the t Sioux 
reservation. They are important posts; and it is the policy of the 
War Department to break up the smaller posts in the surrounding 
country and concentrate the military forces at these points. These 
two posts, under the orders of the Secretary of War, are both to be 
made ten-company posts. There are now quartered at each fort six 
companies, and the other soldiers stationed there are obliged to take 
shelter in buildings through which the wind whistles and where they 
are subjected to the storms of that country. Consequently there is 
sickness and desertion there. 

The Senate has passed a bill appropriating $100,000 to complete those 
two posts. The Committee on Military Affairs of the House has re- 
ported that bill favorably, and it is on the Calendar. I am willing to 
abandon that bill if the House will consent to make this appropriation 
of $50,000 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, this is the same matter overagain 
which we have already disposed of. We have given an amount which, 
in the judgment of the Quartermaster-General, is sufficient; and to 
increase it would not effect the very object which the gentleman has 
in view. 

Mr. DORSEY. I will take the chances on that; and the Secretary 
of War—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman may be willing to ‘‘take the 
chances’’ as to those two points where he wishes money to be ex- 
pended; but I submit that neither of them is embraced in the esti- 
mates, 

Mr. DORSEY. But the Senate and a committee of this House have 
passed upon the question. The estimates on this subject were not re- 
ceived in time. The Secre of War, as I un asks for 
$999,000. The Committee on Appropriations have divided this sum 
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by three, and propose to give one-third of that amount, which is 
$66,000 less than was appropriated last year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think this h is objected to either 
as to amount or in any other particular by the Quartermastet-General. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask this committee to give this additional sum of 
$50,000 for the completion of those two posts. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to ask my friend from Nebraska [Mr. DORSEY ] 
whether he simply asks an increase in the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. DORSEY. ‘Yes, sir—simply that the amount be increased. 
Then the Secretary of War can expend it at Forts Robinson and Nio- 
brara, or at Atlanta, Ga., represented by my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Stewart]. We are willing to take the chances. 

Mr. STEWART, ofGeorgia. I wish toask thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether, in the general sum for the construction of army posts, 
$75,000 for Atlanta was included. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be impossible for the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to make recommendations as to where this money should 
be expended. A better plan, and one which has been in operation 
in the past, is to appropriate a gross sum, leaving the Secretary of War 
to make the distribution in his discretion. 

Mr. DORSEY. Thatisright; we are satisfied with that arrangement. 

Mr. RANDALL. A word in answer to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Stewart]. In the appropriation bill of last year there was 
supposed to be $75,000 for Atlanta, Ga.; but, as I am informed, an 
exigency arose which compelled the War Department to expend the 
amount elsewhere, so that the $75,000 which it was ted would go 
to Atlanta was never expended there. The reason given is that the 
money did go to points where there were troops in barracks, while at 
Atlanta there are no troops. That is the ground on which the Depart- 
ment acted. 

Mr. DORSEY. There are troops at Forts Robinson and Niobrara— 
ten companies at each post. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have contemplated in this bill that $75,000 of 
a $332,000 should go to Atlanta, if such be the judgment of the Quar- 

master-General; and there is in the estimate an appropriation of $75, - 
000, intended to take the place of what should have gone last year to 
Atlanta. It is desired by the Department that such appropriation be 
made in the deficiency bill. ‘ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DORSEY, there 
were—ayes 73, noes 70. 

Mr. RANDALL. No quorum. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. DORSEY and Mr. O’FERRALL were ap- 

inted. A 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment of Mr. DORSEY was disagreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much ofthe sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1888, 
approved March 3, 1885, as appropriates $160,000 to enable the Secretary of War 
to acquire good and valid title for the United States to the Fort Brown military 
reservation, Texas, and to per. and extinguish all claims for the use and occu- 


pancy of said reservation by the United States, be, and the same ishereby, sus- 
pended, except as to $50,000 of said sum, until otherwise ordered by Congress. 


Mr. CRAIN. I make a point of order against this paragraph on the 
ground that it is obnoxious to that provision of clause 3, Rule XXI, 
which reads as follows: 

Yor shall an vision chan; existing la 
eoneiadion bill pts any erer te thereto. eee fn cation in aog SPONSE AE 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido, unless the Chair is prepared to decide in my fa- 
vor without hearing me. I do not want to consume time uselessly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr. 
RANDALL] desire to be heard ? 

Mr. DALL. I donot know that I have anything to say. In 
order to save time I am quite willing to leave this matter to the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there are two matters, it seems to 
me, to be considered on this point of order. One is that this being a 
miscellaneous appropriation bill, it is not subject as a general proposi- 
tion to the same strict rule of order as other bills are where the appro- 

iations are made more in conformity to existing law. But there is 
another consideration, and I will have to enter into a brief history in 
order to make myself clear to the Chair. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress an appropriation of $160,000 was made. 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to interrupt the gentleman from Indiana for 
a moment to ask him whether under the guise of discussing the point 
of order he proposes to go into the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam simply stating a matter of history to present 
clearly my point to the Chair. 
perceive it is strictly on the point of order. 

The House appropriated $160,000 for the purpose indicated in the 
paragraph. That money, if I understand the law, is covered back into 

e Treasury. 

Mr. CRAIN. No; if the gentleman will it me, I will answer 
him. I havea letter from the Secretary of Treasury in which he 
says it is not covered back into the Treasury. 


It will be brief, and the Chair will |` 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will state the law covering money into the Treas- 
ury. Iam glad to read the statute on that subject: 
Sec, 2691, All balances of appropriations which shall have remained on tho 


books of the Treasury, without being drawn against in the settlement of ac- 
counts, for two years from the date of the last appropriation made by law, shall 
be reported by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Auditor of the Treasury 
whose duty it is to settle accounts thereunder, and the Auditor shall examine 
the books of his office, and certify to the eyagened f whether such balances will 
be required in the settlement of any accounts pending in his office; and if it ap- 
pears that such balances will not be required for this purpose, then the 

tary may include such balances in his surplus-fund warrant, whether the head 
of the proper Department shall have certified that it may be carried into the 
general Treasury or not. But no appropriation for the payment of the interest 
or apy cae of me ponis debt, or to which a longer duration is given by law, 
be thus treated. 


According to the principle there announced, after the period of two 
years all balances are to be covered into the Treasury, except as toout- 
standing settlements and contracts made under the law making the 
appropriation. In that view of the matter, assuming this $160,000 
was covered into the Treasury by reason of the lapse of two years un- 
der the operation of law, then I submit the effect of this proposition 
is the appropriation of $160,000 to carry out the purpose of that orig- 
inal provision of law in the Forty-eighth Congress. In that view it 
seems this is not necessarily subject to the point of order, and the ques- 
tion would be whether the appropriation of $160,000 is in conformity 
with existing law or not. I understand it is in conformity to existing 
law inasmuch as it is an appropriation of part of the $160,000 accord- 
ing to the law making the appropriation covered into the Treasury, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For thecon- 
struction and improvement of suitable roads and bridges within the Park, under 
the supervision and direction of an engineer officer detailed by the Secretary of 
War for that purpose, $25,000. 


Mr. CRAIN. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the end 
of this ph on page 62. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of War be, and is bares authorized and directed to ap- 
int a board of three e cer officers of the United States Army, whose duty 
t shall be to make a 1l and critical examination of the northwest coast of 
the Gulf of Mexico west of 93 rees and 30 minutes west longitude, excepting 
therefrom the mouth of the Brazos River in Texas, and select the most eligible 
point for a deep-water harbor, to be of ample depth, width, and capacity to ac- 
commodate the largest ocean-going vessels and the commercial and nayal ne- 
cessities of the country, which can be secured and maintained in the shortest 
time and at the least cost. And the said board of engincers shall report through 
the of War to the next Congress the t selected and the estimated 
cost of securing such port. The sum of #2, or sò much thereof as may be 
necessary to per ne expenses of said board, is hereby snecopraes. out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. d it is provided that 
nothing contained herein shall prevent Congress from approp: ng money for 
the continued improvement of other ports in Texas than the one which may be 
sel by the board of engincers herein mentioned, 


Mr, RANDALL. I raise the point of order that makes a new law. 
It does not belong in here at any rate, it belongs in the river and har- 
bor bill, if it is in order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ifit is in order, it certainly belongs in here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It creates a board, a commission. 

Mr. CRAIN. Before the Chair decides I should like to say a word 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. š 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the object and scope of the pepo 
amendment may be summed up in a few words. It directs the 
tary of War to appoint a Board of Engineers whose duty it shall be to 
make a critical and thorough examination of the northwest coast of the 
Gulf of Mexico for the purpose of determining the most eligible point 
at which a aep aa harbor can be obtained of suflicient capacity, 
depth, and width to admit the largest ocean-going vessels. Itis carry- 
ing out the provisions of existing law. There are now on the statute- 
books laws providing for the improvement of our rivers and harbors 
throughout the country. There isno question of that, and this simply 
contemplates the carrying out of the objects and provisions of that law 
by the appointment ofa Board of Engineers to determine how the money 
shall be expended which is annually appropriated in the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill. The object of the amendment, therefore, and 
its effect, will be to save money to the Government, and looking at it 
from that standpoint, the Chairman, with his well-known views on such 
questions, I think will be constrained to overrule the point of order. 
> The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair is inclined to sympathize with 
the objects of the resolution, under the rules of the House he must 
sustain the point of order. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

F f & ff. , cold- „and 
tie goa, Bake aod Gulf coonte of the Dutted Sistes cad in thetnterlor, EANG. 
ing the probable approach and force of storms, including the pay of observers, 
services of operators, , and flags, $10,000. 
Mr. RYAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ip pene Seia r E, meteorologicalstationsin the West 
Indies ¢ an paces siesPacasy Pointe in connection with the announcement of hurri- 


ith 
canes on Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, $1,000, 


The amendment was adopted. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PAY: 


For pay for one brigadier-general and fourteen second lieutenants, mounted, 


aia 
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$26,500; for longevity pay to officers of the Signal Corps, to be paid with current 
monthly pay, $5,100; for pay of not exceeding one hundred ocr, Bde oe 
eal Aao on DAEL to I ow: in Coo KAYTA Sth AVAGO, 
hat no part of this minting weil be used in payment of enlisted men of the Sig- 
nal Corps on clerical or messenger duty atthe office of the Chief Signal Officer ; 
for mileage to officers when traveling on Si 1 Service duty under orders, $2,- 
500: Provided further, That this amount shall be disbursed under thesame limi- 
tations prescribed for payment of mileage to officers in the act making appro- 
priations for the support of the icy f for the fiscal year ending June 30, s 
And provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay the 
expense of travel performed on strictly military duty ; for commutation of quar- 
ters to commissioned officers at places where there are no public quarters, $4,- 
752; in all, $160,447.60. And the f aaas of War is authorized, in his discretion, 
to detail for the service in the Signal Corps not to exceed five commissioned 
officers of the ular Army, to be exclusive of the second lieutenants of the 
Signal Corps authorized by law; and the regular Army officers herein author- 
ized to be detailed for the Signal Corps shall receive their pay and allowances 
from the appropriation for the support of the Army ; and no money herein ap- 
propriated shall be used for pay and allowances of second lieutenants appointed 
or to be appointed from the sergeants of the Signal Corps, under the provision 
of the act approved June 20, 1878, in excess of the number of fourteen, or for the 
pay elcome of exceeding three hundred and twenty enlisted men of 

Mr. RYAN. I move to strike out in lines 21 and 22 the words ‘‘ to 
men now in the service.” That clause is not applicable to this bill. 
re was copied from the current law and was applicable there, but is not 

ere, - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before passing from this provision, Mr. Chairman, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas a question, and for that 

I move a formal amendment. 

I do not know whether it will be necessary to offer an amendment 
to the clause or not; but with the object of doing so if it shall be nec- 
essary, I desire to inquire of my friend whether the estimates of the 
Chief of the Signal Service have been observed in making up this pro- 
vision of the bill, and whether the full amount of the estimate has been 
appropriated ? 

Mr. RYAN. The full amount asked by the Department has been 
given, I will state to my friend from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say that requests have frequently been 
made by citizens of the eastern portion of the State of Oregon, a very 
large portion of thatState, forsignal stations, and that these requests have 
heretofore been absolutely ignored and no provision has been made for 
signal stations there. I have personally called and entreated the Chief 
Signal Officer to establish a signal station at Baker City, in Eastern 
Oregon. The reply has been unfailingly made to such requests that 
the appropriations are insufficient to allow the establishment of addi- 
tional, signal stations; and yet, Mr. Chairman, that portion of the State 
of Oregon exceeds in area the whole State of New York. There is 
not a signal station in its borders, I mean Eastern Oregon proper, a sec- 
tion, I will state to the committee, which exports in wheat of the very 
finest grade that goes out of this country, an amount exceeding 10,- 
000,000 bushels per annum. Notwithstanding the fact that itis of 
great importance as an agricultural region, there has been little atten- 
tion paid to it, and not a signal station has been established there to 
observe the temperature or to give yening or approaching storms or 
study the characteristics and effects of the Chinook winds, As I under- 
stand it, the Signal Service is established largely in the interest of ag- 
riculture, and as agriculture forms so large an element of the wealth of 
that portion of the State which has heretofore been so much neglected, 
I thought it proper to call the attention of the committee and of the 
House to the fact, so that ample provision could be made for this serv- 
ice in the future, and that we would not be met with the same response 
which has always been heretofore given, that the money was not sufli- 
cient. Baker City, the point at which a station is so much needed, is 
in the midst of not only a rich farming section, but is the center of a 

t mining region. Itison a high plateau. I now understand my 
friend from Kansas to state that the entire amount of the estimates 
asked by the Signal Bureau have been given, and I hope therefore that 
a sufficient appropriation is made to enable a suitable and satisfactory 
response to be made to this request in the future. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, the Appropriations Committee appro- 
priated in this bill every dollar that was asked for by the Department. 
‘We could do nothing more, I will state to my friend from Oregon, than 
to make an appropriation for the needs of the service as indicated by 
the Chief of the Signal Bureau. 

Mr. HERMANN. In view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Kansas, I will not detain the committee by offering amendments, but 
will hold the Signal Service responsible for any failure which may occur 
in this direction hereafter. I shall make another attempt to accom- 
plish the wishes of my constituents through the Department, and if 
this shall again prove fruitless I shall seek relief by a specific amend- 
ment to the next appropriation bill and submit the necessary data to 
convince Congress that my State has not been fairly dealt with in this 


respect. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Medical department: For medical attendance and medicines for officers and 
enlisted men of the Signal Corps, $2,600: Provided further, That all medical ac- 


neluding 
Provided, 


counts of the Signal Service shall go for examination and audit to the same 
Auditor and Comptroller by whom the other accounts of the Signal Service are 
examined and audited, 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a misprint in that prov: 
‘to strike out the word ‘‘ further’? where it occurs after ‘‘ 


and I move 


The motion was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For interment of officers and men, $25. 

Subsistence: For commutation of rations of not exceeding three hundred and 
twenty enlisted men of the Signal Corps, at 90 cents per day per man, and for 
sales of subsistence stores to officers and enlisted men of said corps, as author- 
ized by section 1144 of the Statutes and paragraph 2199 of the Army 
Regulations, 1881, $103,477.50. 

Mr. RANDALL. I offer an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: è 

On page 67, line 15, strike out the words “at 90 cents per day per man,” 
The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Barracks and quarters: For commutation of quarters for not exceeding three 
hundred and twenty enlisted men of the Signal a) a beln one hundred and 
thirty men at $20 per month per man, and one hun and 
per month per man, $65,400, 

Mr. RANDALL. Toffer a further amendment to this provision. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 67, line 24, strike out all after the word “corps” to and including 

line 2, on page 68, and insert ‘* $58,500,” 
Mr. RYAN. That is correct. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 

For national cemeteries: For maintaining and improving national cemeter- 
ies, including fuel for superintendents of national cemeteries, pay of laborers 
and other employés, purchase of tools and materials, $100,000. 


For superintendents of national cemeteries: For pay of seventy-three super» 
intendents of national cemeteries, $60,440, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amend by EAn | out the word “three,” in line 12, and inserting the word 
“four; ” and by stri ing ont, in lines 12 and 13, the words “ sixty thousand four 
aarp belan forty ” and inserting the words “ sixty-one thousand one hundred 
an . 

Mr. RANDALL. That is in exact harmony with existing law, and 
I think the omission in the number was a mistake in the rendering of 
the estimates; therefore I favor this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLAND). Does the gentleman make the 
point of order on this amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not subject to a point of order; on the con- 
trary, I think it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether the number herein provided is that now asked 
for by the Quartermaster-General ? 

Mr. RANDALL, It is an excess of one. 

Mr. WARNER. I know requests have been made, and that the 
Quartermaster-General has stated when such requests were made that 
the number was now in excess of the amount appropriated for. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill presented from the committee is not in 
excess as to number as estimated for. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois increases it one. That isin harmony with the 
law of last year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

í ti fe 
Pensa prin roadways to national cemeteries: For re 
$15,000, 


ninety men at $15 


irs to roadways to na- 


cemeteries which have been constructed by special authority of Congress, 


Mr. BOWDEN. I desire to offer the following amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 70, after line 7, insert: 
“For repairing and draining roadway to the national cemetery at Hampton, 


Va., $2,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no disposition to interfere with anything 
that enables the living relatives of a deceased soldier to reach the grave 
of such soldier, and therefore have nothing to say against the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The gentleman will find that there has been pre- 
vious legislation for this purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whether there has or not, I am in favor of allow- 
ing people to reach the national cemeteries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Survey of northern and northwestern lakes: For printing and issuing charts 
for use of navigators, and electrotyping plates for chart-printing, $2,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. In line 18 I move to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 
‘*three.?? I would ask the attention of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to this item, ‘‘For survey of northern and northwestern lakes.” 
I find in the Book of Estimates for surveying, ‘‘ additions to and correct- 
ing engraved plates, $10,000.” That has been omitted from the bill. 
This provision for printing and issuing charts for the use of navigators 
has been reduced from $3,000 to $2,000. Ido not pretend to have any 
knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the same amount as was given a year ago 
and for many years. I know of no new surveys that have been made, 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the estimate been the same other years? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Three years it was two thousand, next three 
thonsand, next three thousand, this year three thousand. . 
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Mr. RYAN. The estimate for 1886 was two thousand; for 1887, 
three thousand; for 1888, three thousand, and for this year three thou- 
sand, and we gave two thousand. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is the case. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman is aware that new lights are being 
given each year; that this is for the purpose of protecting the naviga- 
torsof the lakes. These new lights are not laid down in the old charts, 

Mr. RANDALL. It is for charts on surveys which have already 
been finished. 

Mr. ADAMS. That have been completed? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iso understand it. 

Mr. ADAMS. This is a simple item for the benefit of the people 
who navigate the lakes. 

Mr. RYAN. I donot think there is any difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. ADAMS. ` I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not think there is any difficulty about the amend- 
ment. There have been no complaints made. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In this connection when you say there are no 
complaints, I want to say on behalf of the masters of vessels on the 
Great Lakes that there have been repeated complaints that they have 
never been able to get any larger appropriation than that proposed now. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will renew my amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to state that under this contracted ap- 
propriation many of the masters of vessels are now carrying charts that 
are almost illegible. Iknow thatof my own knowledge. And I know 
that complaints have been made by the carrying companies on the 
Lakes in this respect. I asked two years ago to have that appropriation 
extended, and it was not done. So that now captains on the Lakes just 
take whatever they can get. 

Mr. RYAN. What I said was, that there was no complaint from the 
Department. 

Mr. RANDALL, Anybody who wants to do so can get as many 
charts as he wants. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I made several applications for these charts, and 
I was put down to the stringent*rule of the Departmentas to the num- 
ber that were given out. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not speak as to the rule of the Department. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There was even an application made from my 
own city. They have taken the captains of two or three great lines of 
steamers to school them and their mates in the navigation of the Lakes, 
and they have furnished $400 of their own funds to supply these classes 
with charts. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment has been withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdrew it, and have renewed it. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Publication of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, both of the 
Union and Confederate armies, as follows: 

For continuing the publication of the Official Records of the War of the Re- 
bellion, and printing and binding, under direction of the Secretary of War, of 
a compilation of the official records, Union and Confederate, so far as the same 
may be ready for frye during the fiscal year, to be distributed as uired 
by act of March 3, 1885, $36,000: Provided, That hereafter, before publication of 
any volume of said records, the manuscript copy shal) be submitted to the Sec- 
sony of War, and revised by him, or under his supervision, by a committee to 
be selected by him for that purpose, from such clerks in the office of the Adju- 
tant-General as have an expert knowledge of the war records, and shall not be 
published until he shall certify that it only contains the contemporaneous official 
records of the war of the rebellion, as provided for by the “act making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,” Supero 
July 31, 1886. And from and after the of this act the records which 
have been, or which may hereafter be, selected for publication shall be access- 
ible to the public, under such regulations as the dearetary of War may pre- 
scribe, but in no case shall such ulations permit the removal of the onlginal 
records from the Department buil z 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph. 
The bill as reported was not satisfactory to the officer in charge of this 
matter at the War Department, but we have now adopted language 
which will be acceptable to everybody concerned. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 72, strike out all after the word “supervision,” in line 12, down to 
and including the word ‘“‘records,”’ in line 14, and insert “ by a board of officers 
other than those attached to the War Records office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. By instruction of the committee I desire to offer, 
on page 73, after line 8, the amendment which I send to the Clerk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 73, after line 8, insert: 

‘Harbor of New York: For expenses in preventing obstructive and injurious 
ov gone’ in the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, ete., including 

,000 for the purchase or construction of a yessel, $94,070.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say that that amendment is in pursu- 
ance of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to hear the gentleman state what 
law this is offered under. 

Mr. COX. I will state to the gentleman that there was a law 
on the 29th of June, 1888, to prevent obstructive and injurious de- 
posits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, by 
dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses. This 


amendment is offered in pursuance of that law. Before I sit down I 
will ask that the report of the officer in charge of the improvements of 
the harbor may be printed in the RECORD in order to justify this ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, a law making a certain acta 
penal offense lacks very much, in my judgment, of being a law which 
would authorize an appropriation of $60,000 or $90,000, not merely to 
prevent the commission of the offense, but also to provide a vessel for 
the purpose of carrying into effect police regulations in regard to the 
subject-matter of the law. This is a subject that properly belongs to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, if it belongs anywhere. It has 
been constantly brought before that committee, and I make the point 
of order that the entire amendment, being characterized by the appro- 
priation for a steam-vessel, is not in order on this appropriation bill, 
It belongs by all means to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, if it 
belongs anywhere; but in this connection I deny that the Government 
of the United States onght to dredge New York Harbor of the deposits 
put there by the citizens of New York, or allowed to be put ihere by 
the municipality of New York. I would rather vote for the improve- 
ment of a creek somewhere than to turn the General Government into 
a ponora scavenger for the purpose of making away with the refuse and 
débris of the city of New York. At this time, however, J make the 
point of order that this amendment is not authorized by any existing 
law. To illustrate, there is a statute against the counterfeiting of the 
currency of the country, but would it be proper under the rules of the 
House, because of the existence of that criminal staiute, to put upon 
«n appropriation bill a provision for the building of a house somewhere 
to harbor the police who were to pursue the criminals engaged in the 
violation of that statute against counterfeiting? To my mind there is 
nothing clearer than that this amendment is subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. COX. Would the Chair like to see the law under which this 
provision is offered? As I said before, it is an act to prevent obstruc- 
tive and injurious deposits in the harbor of New York. That law 
was passed, and this amendment is for the purpose of providing an in- 
strument by which to prevent those deposits, I may perhapsstate the 
origin of the law for the purpose of illustrating what this amendment 
means, The object of the law was, if ible, to reconcile the juris- 
diction of New Jersey and the jurisdiction of New York over that har- 
bor and the adjacent waters. After years of experiment, it was found 
that there was no protection possible except by establishing Federal 
jurisdiction, and in June, 1888, an act was passed authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to select an officer of the Navy as supervisor of the har- 
bor of New York, who should take charge and prevent these injurious 
deposits. This amendment is to enable that officer, with the aid of a 
vessel and other necessary appliances, to prevent the scavengers from 
ruining this great harbor, which is a harbor not merely for the city of 
New York, but a harbor for the whole country. The jurisdiction of 
this supervisor extends up into Connecticut, and he says, in his report, 
that it is utterly impossible for him to execute the law without these 
additional aids which it is here proposed to provide. It was supposed 
that the law as passed last year had provisions sufficient to avert the 
destruction of the harbor, but experience has shown that its provisions 
are not sufficient for the complete carrying out of the law, and there- 
fore this sppropriation is properly offered as an amendment to the sun- 
dry civil bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLAND). Will the gentleman from New 
York kindly furnish the Chair a copy of the law to which he refers? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In addition to what the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] has said, I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that this is in effect a continuance of an existing work. Under the 
operation of the existing law, this harborin the past year has been po- 
liced in this manner, This proposition is simply to provide for the 
continuance of that much-needed policing, a necessity which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] himself admits, and a necessity 
which is becoming greater as week follows week. Only last week I 
readareportin the newspapers concerning the trial of the Zalinsky gun, 
in which it was stated that, as the result of some of those experiments, 
several shells containing such enormous potentialities for injury, lay 
unexploded in the bottoin of this harbor. It is absolutely necessary 
that this policing be carried on—not commenced, for it has been com- 
"‘menced—but carried on. 

Mr. BELDEN. I desire to state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
inseven weeks permits have been issued by the lieutenant in charge 
for the deposit of 3,000,000 cubic yards of earth and garbage. There 
is already provision made for protecting the harbor as far as the Nar- 
rows. An officer is statio there to stamp the permits of vessels 
passing that point; but this officer can not exercise control out at sea 
so as to prevent the dumping of matterin the channel. Itis necessary 
that a vessel should lie out there, so that every boat carrying this gar- 
bage may have its permit marked, to show that it has gone out to sea 
the required distance. The objectcan not be accomplished in any other 
way. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLount). The Chair overrules the point of 
order. The amendmentappears to contemplate carrying out provisions 
of existing law with respect to this subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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who has charge of this bill, which Department will have control of this 
matter? 
t. RANDALL. The War Department. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Will the Secretary of War have charge of the con- 
struction f this vessel? f 
| Mr. ALL. The general subject is under the control of the 
‘War ent, and I should think the Secretary of War would have 
‘charge of the construction of the vessel. The provision may be made 
‘more egplict it is thought desirable. 

Mr. L x I suggest that it be made more i 

Mr. CO. I will state that in order to reconcile any possible con- 
flict ofauthority between the two Departments, this officer was selected 

m the Navy by the War De: nent. The law provides, as the gen- 
‘tleman from Pennsylvania has stated, that the matter shall be under 

e control of the War Department. 

Mr. BELDEN. It is now under the War Department. The lieu- 
tenant in charge acts under the orders of that Department. 

Mr. COX. ‘There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will be observed that the amendment provides 
for the “construction cr purchase” of a vessel. Some gentleman can, 
if it be thought desirable, move to insert the words ‘‘ by the Secretary 
of War,” 

Mr, DINGLEY. I only made a suggestion. 

Mr. BELDEN. The matter is now fully under the control of the 
‘War Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there is any doubt, the amendment might be 
modified. 

Mr. BELDEN. There is no doubt on the subject. 

-~ The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 
Mr. Gox. I desire to have printed in the RECORD the report which 
I hold in my hand. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The document is as follows: : 

OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISOR OF THE PORT or New YORK, 
Room 4, U: 


NITED STATES BARGE OFFICE, 
New York, January 8, 1859. 


madeto the Department on tember 25, 1888, I have adopted the followin, 
fonts fe is availabi : Permits for th comical 


boarded by an 
the permit, notes e condition of the tow, to see that the number and kind of 
‘boats are in e m granted for the removal of the mate- 


On return of the tow of empty vessels pet are piia pet egret 
. ence, un e system, © 
: This 


A pn for the removal to sea of 372,420 cubic yards, to be deposited at the 
“mud” and “refuse” buoys, and for the removal of 356,246 cubic yards of ma- 
terial for deposit within the harbor, which is used for filling in bulkheads, re- 
Sond, ae This quantity of material, a total of more than 723,666 cubic 
ay hale pep Ry nf Yaga 
a seven season, represents a 

baena to one of the larger buildings in this city. ‘The detriment that would 


office being used as an excuse for violation 
of the laws of the Si and municipalities bordering on the navigable waters 


covered by the ape aug Ere re S designating the places 
of gepen neg defining the exact location of the “mud” and 


after 
“refuse™ buo; r paas SR nS Ca 
Piy Baga i ere filling inside of is to be undertaken, where ma 
gan an 


the State and municipal sanitary or other laws,” 1 

And I have added to the permits for the deposit of material within any mu- 
nici ty the following clause: 

“This permit shall by no implication be construed to authorize Fiat. gotan 

tee to and deposit the material herein d from 
in violation of the common law, or any 
State, county, or municipal laws, ordinances, or ons.” 

The extent of the jurisdiction of this office will made evident to the De- 
partment when it is informed that I have permits for the deposit of 
aredaiogs taken from the Thames River, necticut, Wilson's Point, Conn., 

, Conn., East Chester Creek, New York, Newburgh, N. Y., the Arthur 
Kill, New York, Gedney’s and Main Ship Channels, New York Bay, in addi- 
depart arkaa pal Aea the riaan i j seha souk AE EIN OANA 

e: ent o e eaning de ent, p compan: 
and other corporations and individuals. 

Up to this time but one case of violation of the act has been reported. The 
illicit de; t took place in the North River. A number ofhearings have taken 

lace before the United States commissioner in the eastern district of New York. 

be submitted for indictmen 


re ony is to before the case is ted for t. 
Ihave made an effort to have removed from the East River an almost sub- 
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merged mooring buoy, placed there without authority, and which is a danger- 
ous obstruction, This matter has been pasa in the hands of the United States 
attorney for the eastern district of New York. 

For the information of the Department I inclose herewith copies of the various 
blanks now in use. 

The force employed at this time for the enforcement of the act numbers eleven 
people, including a junior naval officer as t, one inspector, five deputies, 
three boatmen, and one type-writer. 

In order to keep thoroughly informed concerning the removal of material 
coming within the jurisdiction of this office, it is necessary to continually pa- 
trol the river front and harbor to learn where dredging is pengane and ‘chon 
material is being handled. This work is being performed by the rand 
deputies; and requires their attendance at points on the rivers and bay night 
an y. 

The services of a small steamer are absolutely essential to note progreas of 
work, in patrolling the rivers, watching the movements of tows, and in mak- 
ing visits to various points in the harbor. Great interest is manifested here in 
the proper enforcement of this law, and I have received considerable encour- 
agement in my efforts to com a compliance with it. In reviewing the law 
with one of the United States district judges, and with the United States attor- 
neys for the southern and eastern districts of New York, theact was pronounced 
very incomplete, and in certain particulars unskillfully drawn. i order to 
correct these mistakes it will be to have some additional legislation. 

I find that both the means and appliavece at my dis tion are inadequate 
to a thorough supervision of the large jurisdiction of this office. I have the 
honor to submit below an estimate to provide for a more complete supervision 
of this work, including the purchase of a vessel to be moored at the place of 
deposit, south of Coney Island, for her maintenance and the support oft this of- 
fice for the coming year: 

The purchase or construction of vessel (referred t0).......10:.-ccesesenesneee Aw 000 
Lamps, reflectors, and hoisting apparat a 
Outfit of mpeg: oo 


aere seeeeeereeeee ens 


pr. 


Maintenance of patrol-steamer (wages and stores) 
Maintenance of steam-launch (wages)......... 
Fueland stores (oil, paint, ete.)......... 
Salaries of inspectors, deputies. 


Fars 
22285888958888 


st raeeeearsereerensereeonetsesesenanes 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
z JACOB J. HUNKER, 


Iieutenant, United States Navy, and Supervisor. 

Hon. WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 

Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. FORD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

On 73, after line 8, insert : 

“For the construction of an iron bridge over Mill Creek, between the military 
reservation of Fortress Monroe and Elizabeth City County, Virginia, $20,000; 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary ot War.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to reserve a point of order on that amend- 
ment until I hear the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD]. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, under the deed of cession by which the 
State of Virginia ceded to the United States the reservation known as 
Fortress Monroe and Old Point Comfort, Va., it was stipulated that 
the United States should keep a bridge over what is known as Mill 
Creek, a small stream separating the reservation from the mainland— 
Elizabeth City County, Virginia. In pursuance of that stipulation of 
the deed of cession, Congress has from time to time made appropriations 
for the construction of a wooden bridge. As gentlemen are aware, there 
is in salt water an insect or worm known as the teredo, which is very 
destructive to wooden structures, so much so that this bridge has to be 
almost completely reconstructed every year. In consequence of this 
the Engineer De ent has recommended, as a matter of economy, 
that an iron bridge be built there. The proposition has been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Military Affairs, and an appropriation of 
$20,000 recommended for the purpose of constructing such a bridge, 
which will dispense with the necessity of annual appropriations for 
keeping these wooden bridges in repair. And I would like the Clerk 
to read a letter from General Duane, Chief of Engineers, on this point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask a question on one or two matters. 
This is entirely within a reservation; that is, the land at both ends of 
the bridge is owned by the United States. 

Mr. FORD. No; the north end was owned by the State of Virginia, 
and, as I said before, in the deed of cession from the State of Virginia 
conveying this to the United States it was stipulated that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should keep up this bridge. The bridge was, 
owned at that time by the Hampton Bridge Company, and I have in 
my hand the appropriation bill for 1838, which was passed after the 
cession of this land to the General Government by Virginia, by which 
$4,000 was appropriated to purchase this bridge from the Hampton 
Bridge Company. That was appropriated, the bridge was purchased, ' 
and since then we have appropriated something almost every year to 
keep that bridge in repair. I ask the Clerk to read the letter of Gen- 
eral Duane. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE oF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
$ Washington, D. C., May 22,1888, 
Sır: I have the honor to return herewith House bill 9067, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, a bill “for the construction of an iron bridge from the military 
reservation at Fortress Monroe to Elizabeth City County, Virginia,” whi 
va errar ro to Lieut. Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, who repo! 
as follows: 
“ A wooden bridge is now maintained by the United States across Mill Creek, 


JANUARY 29, 


1889. 
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pairs of le nature of the 
i used in is construction and the destructive na’ of the teredo. The 
a t, Lunderstand, is compelled, under the deed of cession to the United 


n lieu thereof. 
y, your obedient servant, 


J. C. DUANE, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engincers. 
Hon, WILLIAM O, ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. FORD. The amendment does not appropriate $25,000, as the 
Chief of Engineers states $20,000 would build a good iron bridge. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know that the point of order could be 
raised against it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies, 

,000: Provided, T! not expending $300,000 of this appropriation may be ad- 
vanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to remain 
in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the payment of the accounts of mar- 
shals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised Statutes: Provided further, 
‘That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall audit, adjust, and settle the 
accounts of marshals and their deputies within sixty days next after the same 
are presented for allowance. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I think we should strike out in line 17 the word ‘‘three’’ and insert 
“‘four,’’and if he will lookat the bill I will explain to him the reason why. 
After the sundry civil appropriation bill was prepared, and was in print, 
I senta copy of it to the Attorney-General inviting his attention to that 
passage, and asking for any criticism he might have to make. In reply 

addressed this letter tome. I will read it without caption or ad- 
dress: : 

In to letter of the 9th instant, transmitti f the proposed 
FE pegen bill for the fiscal year 1 90, and FAIN DATATI to ika last 

ragraph on pase 87, it is respectfully sug that in line 17 the word 

ree" shoul men 


for the current fiscal year, and that in the deficiency submitted to the De = 
ment $100,000 more is asked for the current fiscal year. It is also respectfull 
sup that in line X, 
deputies” be stricken out an 
PH every respectfall 

= X A. H. GARLAND, Attorney-General. 

It is quite apparent now, I think, before the end of the current fiscal 
year this entire appropriation will be exhausted and some criminal 
courts, where the internal-revenue laws prevail and in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, will have to stop, because the marshals will be unable to retain 
deputies to issue process under existing statutes. I think itis proper, 
therefore, for the purpose of making trial of this law this amendment 
should be made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would hesitate to controvert the gentleman’s prop- 
osition, because he is so much more familiar with the details of the duties 
of these marshals and the condition of things generally in that regard 
than I am; I attach a great deal of weight to his judgment. There- 
fore, while I have no authority from the committee to accept this 
amendment, Iam free to say if it is offered I would feel myself in- 
clined to vote in favor of it on the statement of the Attorney-General, 
which has been given by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have offered the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, one further observation. 
37 of the bill, it is provided— 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall audi t, and settle the 
accounts of Antas ead their deputies, ete. = rt aps Joma a 

The words ‘‘and their deputies’? are manifestly in there by some 
error or accident. 

Mr, RYAN. ‘They ought to he stricken ont. 

Mr. ROGERS. For the Department does not settle the deputies’ 
accounts at all, I move, therefore, to strike these words out. 

The motion was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of United States commission and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $100,000. And no part of any money appropriated 


by this act shall be used to pay any fees to United States Bonet fet ate mar- 
shais, or clerks for any warrant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prose- 


In line 24, on page 


cutions under the internal-revenue laws, unless the prosecution com- 
menced upon a sworn complaint setting forth the facts constitu’ the offense 
and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of the t, or upon 


sworn complaint by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue or revy- 
enue agent, setting forth the facts upon information and belief and approved 
either before or after such arrest by a circuit or district judge or the attorney of 
the United States in the district where the offense is alleged to have been com- 
mitted or the prosecution is by indictment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out in line 9 the words ‘‘ prosecu- 
tion is by” and insert after the word ‘‘ indictment ’’ the words ‘is 
found;’’ so that it will read ‘‘ where the offense is alleged to have been 
committed or the indictment is found.” 


I favor this section of the bill, and think that makes plain the ob- 
ject of the committee. ; 
The dment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDINe. 
blic binding, and fo for th 
nding the cost of printing the dabat ane. Baien paap oe pobio 


pontin k, 
ping, and engraving 
. the 


n the 


contract), and forall the necessary materials which may be needed in 
ecution of the work, $2,013,000; and from the said sum hereby appropriated 
ntingand binding shall be done by the Public Printer to the amounts follow- 

g, respectiyely, namely. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, page 91, strike out the words “and thirteen” and insert “three 
hundred and sixty-three ;”” so that it will read, "$2,363,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment because 
I find in the present appropriation bill the amount is $2,218,000, while 
for the work of the preceding year Congress appropriated $2,281,000. 

Now, in connection with an Ba for this additional $350,000, I desire 
to call the attention of the committee to an extract from the report of 
the investigation of the Government Printing Office, and I ask the 
Clerk to read the paragraphs which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Now let us see what that involves in the matter of delayed work, and what 
becomes of the bombastic claim of Benedict that the work of the office is further 
along than it was under his predecessor. The reserve of the second session of 
the bets ag ar Congress makes 51 volumes of over 1,200 pages each, according 
to Cap! Brian's testimony on page 205. 

Taking Benedict’s statement that there has been an increase of 38 per cent. 
in the Congressional work of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress over that 
of the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, the reserve work of the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress will make 147 volumes of 1,200 pages each. This 
makes a total of 237,600 pages, or 14,850 signatures of 16 each remaining 
to be printed, with an average of over 1,000 copies on each signature, giving, in 
round num with the eee for waste added, a total of 415,298,500 
impressions to be made on thisdelayed work. This will, according to the aver- 
age shown by a statement of a day’s work of the press-room, submitted by 
Captain Brian, on page 216 of the testimony, uire 16 presses one year of con- 
tinuous work tocomplete. Then all these 15,295,500 sheets will have to go through 
the folding-room to be folded and hydraulic pressed before they are shay iy 


Mr. White in the bindery. 
amount of work on hand to be done, 


The for ing represents an 
which, under former administrations of the Government Printing Office, — 
o 


never allowed to accumulate. Add to this the cost of the paper necessary 
print this immense amount of work, and a faint idea can be formed of the con- 
dition of the office at this time. It is within bounds to say that if not another 
order for printing should go into the office, and the whole time of the presses 
adapted to this of work was emplo: ed on the reserve alone, it would re- 
quire three months’ time and an expenditure for labor and paper of over $100,- 
000 to print the reserve work up to the condition it was left by Benedict's pred- 
ecessor. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, I hope not, Mr. Chairman. Time has been 
given to other gentlemen in discussion. 

Mr. STEELE. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want additional time. Ido not think I shall 
ask over ten minutes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman consumes ten minutes on 
that side, we shall ask the same on this. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no captious reason for discussing this 
question. IE only ask the time, and if the gentleman from Tennessee 
wants time to reply I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object unless time is accorded to this side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think there is any ‘‘side’’? about this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee ask for the 
same length of time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do if it is consumed on the other side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will ask unanimous consent that twenty min- 
utes be allowed for debate on this question, and then that the vote 
shall be taken upon the paragraph and all amendments without fur- 
ther debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York for ten minutes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want, first of all, to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that for the year 1890 there is a less estimate 
than there was for the past year, and I had the extract read for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the committee to the condition of 
things prevailing at the Government Printing Office at this time, and 
to show that a new system has prevailed in that office for the last two 
years. Heretofore it has been customary to work up the usual num- 
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ber of 1,900 copies when the type was put on the press. If advantage- 
ous, it was entirely worked up; and, when there was an op anity, 
thereserve work was brought forward, and heretofore the Public Printers 
have kept the reserve work close up with the work at the end of each 
year. The present Public Printer, however, has a plan of electrotyp- 
ing or stereotyping, in which, after working up his first 900 from the 
type, he stereotypes it and sets aside the plates, and lets the reserve 
work on the 1,000 lie by. 

The extract just read shows the condition of things. That commit- 
tee say there that it would take sixteen presses one whole year to work 
up the reserve work that is now in the Government Printing Office. 

ow, the condition is that this appropriation does not cover such an 
expense, neither for the press-work, for the binding, nor for the paper. 

Furthermore, we are confronted now with a strong probability of an 
extra session of Congress. We are also confronted with the condition 
that after the first quarter another deficiency bill will come in. We 
are confronted, too, with a condition which has existed now for four 
years in the appropriation bills of this House—that of the Public 
Printer being forced to come in here with a deficiency bill begging for 
enough money to run his office. 

Now, that is the condition. There is no politics in this. It is sim- 
ply that the Congress of the United States has, by the passage of bills 
for printing and by the subdivision of Driving for the Departments, 
imposed upon the present Public Printer and his successor more work 
than the money appropriated will cover. Now, why should we run 
into a deficiency? Iam not criticising the present Public Printer. I 
have no desire to do that, because reports have been presented fairly 
by the majority and minority of the committee, and I am willing that 
the matter should rest there. But I am not willing to stand here as 
we have done in the past, I have questioned this committee before— 
especially two years ago—to know why the House, knowing that the 
work must be done, does not provide the money to doit, Thereisno 
economy in that. 

I also desire to call the attention of the chairman of the committee 
and the House to the fact that the estimates made by the Public Printer 
for this year are $2,779,751, and he is only allowed in this bill $2,218, - 
000—over half a million cut ont of the estimates. This is for what 
purpose? It does not seem to me that there is any justification for it. 

Now, devoid of all feeling that I might have as to the way in which 
this Printing Office has been run since Mr. Benedict has been Public 
Printer, I simply submit to the House that unless there are good rea- 
sons given by this committee why the appropriation should be half a 
million dollars less than the estimates, this House ought to take the 
remedy into, its own hands. I hope there were suflicient reasons. 
But I want to say now that in my experience of that office in the last 
four years, if you vote this $2,218,000 now, in less than six months. 
you will have to meet a deficiency or disable the whole working force 
in that establishment. 

Two years ago I asked the chairman of this committee if the two 
millions proposed to be appropriated would run the office. He said, 
“Yes. And I find that the first deficieney that came in was for 
$231,000. In 1887 the deficiency was $85,000; in 1888 it was $108,000, 
and in 1889 it was $83,000. 

Now, I question whether there is any other branch in which provis- 
ion is made of so much money only as will meet the exact working 
needs of the Department. I think it seems to be the rule that defi- 
ciency bill after deficiency bill is to come into this House, and seem- 
ingly we have not either the sense or the courage to provide a proper 


amount at the proper time. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 
yield. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I yield, certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman if he means to say that 
this matter of deficiencies for the public printing began with the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Benedict? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The deficiency of Mr. Benedict commenced in 
1886. That deficiency extended partly into one administration and 
partly into the other. That was for $231,000. ‘The whole of the next 
deficiency of $85,000, and of the next of $108,000, and of the last of 
$83,000, is his own. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committes informally rose, and’ Mr. Cummmnes having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore a message was received from the Sen- 
ate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, which announced agreement to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to 
Allen White Dowling; and also to the bill (S. 3233) granting a pen- 
sion to Reuben Ash. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 3663) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (S. 3830) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 18, 1888. . 


It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 6105) donating two 6-pound brass cannon to the Ilinois 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home, asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL as conferees on its part. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I say that from the official figures furnished me 
by the Committee on Appropriations. I pretend to say, and I do say, 
that that is all as far as I have any official information. I reserve the 
balance of my time. How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has about three minutes left. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is enough. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the deficiencies did not begin un- 
der the present incumbent of the Government Printing Office. The 
deficiency clearly chargeable to his predecessor, Mr. Rounds, in 1886, 
was $231,000. Since Mr. Benedict’s term began the deficiencies clearly 
chargeable against him are as follows: In 1887, $85,000; in 1888, $108,- 
000; in 1889, the current year, $63,000. It will be seen, therefore, 
that Mr. Benedict’s deficiencies for three years do not aggregate much 
more than the single deficiency of the last year of Mr. Rounds. So 
much for Mr. Benedict’s administration as compared with that of his 
predecessor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Was the whole of that $231,000 a real deficiency 
in Mr. Rounds’s administration ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot know whether it was real or fancy, but I 
know it was a deficiency. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 1 know that when I was on the Committee on 
Printing there was $95,000 of that deficiency to be properly chargeable 
to that administration. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. If the gentleman alludes to the leaves 
of absence for fifteen days which began in 1887 and was made thirty 
days in 1888, that will show Mr. Benedict to still greater advantage in 
comparison with his predecessor, because in 1887 the change of law in 
that respect involved a charge of some $95,000 against the Public 
Printer, and when you come to 1888 the amount for the thirty days’ 
leave is $190,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Was not the deficiency of 1886 expended in part under 
the present incumbent of the Public Printing Office? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; the deficiency of 1886 is clearly chargeable 
to Mr. Rounds, and not to Mr. Benedict. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was not dis- 
cussing that questionatall. I was simply calling attention to the fact 
that the appropriation bills for years have not carried sufficient money 
to do the public printing. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, you seemed to impress several other gentle- 
men, as you did me, with the idea that you meant that the deficiencies 
under Mr. Benedict were attributable either to insufficient appropria- 
tions or to a lack of business capacity on his part. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I was not discussing that at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I have shown that the te of Mr. 
Benedict’s deficiencies for three years was only about equal to the de- 
ficiency of Mr. Rounds for his last year, and I have shown further, to 
the advantage of Mr. Benedict, that those deficiencies included an item 
of $95,009 in 1887 for the fifteen days’ leaves and $190,000 in the next 
year for the thirty days’ leaves. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In what way is the money for the leaves of ab- 
sence provided? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was originally providedin the law which granted 
the leaves of absence. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. So that the money was provided otherwise than 
in this appropriation bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. All these items are embraced in these figures of 
which the gentleman has a copy. The figures include the of 
the fifteen days’ leaves and also of the thirty days’ leaves. I have 
shown that Mr. Benedict’s deficiencies for three years are not equal, or 
not much more than equal, to Mr. Rounds’s deficiency in 1886. I haye 
shown also that in 1887 there was an appropriation of $95,000 required 
and in 1888 an appropriation of $190,000 for leaves of absence. Now, 
I want to show further that the amount which we give this year is 
about the same that Mr. Benedict has been spending every year for the 
last three years. In 1887 the amount was $2,180,000, including the 
deficiency of that year of $85,000. In 1888 it was $2,230,000, includ- 
ing the deficiency of $108,000. In 1889 it will be $2,281,000, includ- 
ing the deficiency which was passed just before Christmas, We recom- 
mend the appropriation of $2,218,000, including the pay for leaves of 
absence, which is about the averagesum for the last three years. The 
amount therefore is entirely adequate in my judgment, estimating upon 
the same basis upon which the business of the Printing Office has been 
done for the past three years, and these figures show further that the 
proposition to increase the amount $350,000 for the probable new in- 
cumbent of the office is not reasonable or necessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia before he takes his seat whether it has not ap from exami- 
nations which have been made for eight or ten years past that the Pub- 
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lic Printer has generally been two or three years behind in the matter | These statements cover thirty-four months. The first is altogether the work 


‘of printing documents? 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh,yes. Heis better up in that part of the busi- 
ness than he has been for many years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Much nearer up. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
care to discuss the question of the deficiencies to which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] have referred, but one question which the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] has introduced, in regard to 
the policy pursued by the present Public Printer, as compared with previ- 


ous occupants of that office, in regard to printing the “‘reserve’’ copies of 


public documents, I do desire to address myself to. I insist that the 
resent policy is the economical one. The special committee of this 
ouse charged with the investigation of the Government Printing Of- 
fice examined carefully into this question in the progress of that in- 
vestigation made during last session. 

Now, I do not wish to set up my opinion as against that of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], who is an old printer and 
probably an expert in these matters; but I do not concede that he has 
given closer attention to the workings and internal operations of the 
Government Printing Office than I have, and which I was forced to do 
in the conduct of thatinvestigation. I base the statement I make, not 
upon my own knowledge of printing, but upon the testimony adduced 
before the special committee charged during the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress with the investigation of the Government Printing 
Office. I had the honor to prepare the report of that committee and 
submit it to this House. I beg leave to quote from that report upon 
this point the following, beginning on page 47, as a complete answer 
to the complaint the gentleman from New York makesin the printing 
and handling of the ‘‘reserve’’ work of the office: 


It was the custom under former Public Printers, including Mr. Rounds, to 
rint all the ‘‘reserve,’’ which is 1,900 copies, of documents and books ordered 
y law when the “ up-number’’—that is, the number of documents sent to Con- 
gress— was published. This number is thesame in every publication. In such 
cases, when the up-number—those delivered immediately to Congress — were 
bound, the remainder of the edition, known as “the reserve,” was held in an 
unbound condition, The rule was to print the whole edition at one time. The 
type was then distributed. Upon the delivery of the up-numbers to Congress, 

e remainder, known as "the reserve,” was tied up in unbound apos 
The various signatures (16 or 32 pages) were placed in packages b; mselyes 
and stowed away in store-houses rented for that purpose. This reserve of 
raph matter remained there sometimes for months, and even for years, be- 

fore the office was ready to bind it. When ready for binding, the number of 
signatures necessary to fill out the number of documents ordered by law should 
have been found in each package. This would have been the case if the count 
Dad baan accurate and a proper number of signatures printed before they were 
ored away, 

The committee found that in the administration of Mr, Rounds there was fre- 
quently no proper count. In very many instances there was a Ies excess of 
signatures, and, again, the signatures were short as to number. When the sig- 
natures were found to be excessive they were thrown out as waste paper, 
When they were short, too few in number, it was necessary to reset the type 
and print a sufficient number to. supply the deficit. ‘The records of the o: 
show the quantity of printed matter, known as excessive signatures, thrown 
aside as waste paper in binding this reserve, A careful statement was fur- 
nished the committee of its amount for seventeen months preceding the retir- 
ing of Mr. Rounds from office. This statement appears in the testimony of W. 
E. Scudder, on page 587 (of printed testimony), and is as follows: 


Imperfect signatures sold as waste from May, 1885, to September, 1886, inclusive (sev- 
enteen months), 


Month, Number. 


Month, 


Number, 


BEEERER 
EFFET E 


Ro 


R 
S 


A similar statement for the first seventeen months following the incumbency 
of the present Publie Printer is inserted, and is as follows: 


Imperfect signatures sold as waste from October, 1886, to February, 1888, inclusive 
(seventeen months). 


Month, Number, 


56,320 

32,556 

30,121 
January 25,957 
February.. 9, 234 
March ... 48, 765 
April. 52, 072 
May... 12,019 
June... 17,511 
July... 19, 887 


` *43,921 pounds of this amount came from the Globe building. 


of Mr. Rounds, and of the latter over 80 per cent. was his work, (See W., E. 
Scudder’s testimony, page 597.) Thus in thirty-four months there accumulated 
750,412 pounds ofthese imperfect or excessive si; early 400tons! This 
was all printed matter, The paper, outside of the composition, press-work, 
ink, ete., maos cost at least $15,000 or $20,000. This w. was due to the grossest 
negligence a failure to print the proper number of signatures in begin- 
ning. 

This, however, does not show the real loss to the Government. Itonly shows 
the loss where too large a number of signatures were printed. In alike num- 
ber of cases, by reason of the inaccuracy in the count when the press-work was 
being done, there was a failure to print s sufficient number of signatures in a 
given work. When the work went to the bindery, after oftentimes a delay of 
months and of years, if there was not a sufficient number of signatures to fill 
out the full edition ordered the type had to be reset and a number sufficient to 
make up the deficiency had to be printed. This involved almost as much ex- 
pense as the printing of the whole edition in the firstinstance. To illustrate 
the magnitude of this reckless waste and extravagance, the committee insert a 
statement of signatures and copies reprinted during 1885-’86-'87 to make up the 
required sheets to fill the deficiency under Mr. Rounds’s administration. Itap- 
pears in the printed testimony at page 1097 and following: 


Statement of signatures and copies reprinted during 1885-'86-'87-'88 to make up the 
peers sheets for work originally printed short under Mr. Rounds'’s administra- 


Census: 
Part 4, Transportation pinyon October 29, 1885), 37 signatures, 5,105 copies. 

Part 7, 40 signatures, 9,869 copies. 

Part 9, Forestry (printed August 15), 25 signatures, 3,495 copies, 

Volume 8, 22 signatures, 4,519 copies. 

Part 13, Precious Metals, 32 signatures, 15,521 copies. 

Volume 11 ie 1(July 7), 23 signatures, 4,242 copies. 

Parts 1 and 5, 42 signatures, 8,335 copies. 

Parts 6and 2 34 signatures, 6,362 copies. 

Order for printing signatures to complete Census, volume 6, parts 1 and 2, 

and volume 7. 
Orderto print 70 copies of signature 1, and 74 copies of signature 44 (August 


14, 1885), 
Order to print rae eTA sheets to complete order on volume 10 (June 3). 
Order on signature 33, Mortality Census, _ 
Part 1, Population, 48 signatures, 24,777 copies (September 24), 
Volume 8 (December 4, 1884), 64 signatures, 19,379 copies, 
Agriculture (August 19, 1885), 61 signatures, 35,992 copies. 
National Museum Proceedings: 
7 signatures, 861 copies. 
4 signatures, 2,015 copies, 
5 signatures, 2,015 copies (March 31, 1885). 
2 signatures, 775 copies. r 
2 signatures, 775 copies (September 16, 1884). 
5 oe for 250 copies on pages 193 and 208, and 100 copies on accompanying 
4 signatures, 1,503 copies (October 10), 
4 signatures, 1,705 copies (July 10). 
8 signatures, 1,860 copies (May 22, 1885). 
5 signatures, 1,085 copies (September 5, 1884), 
3 signatures, 620 copies (October 5, 1886). 
Order to print 150 copies on accompanying pages, 221 to 224 inclusive. 
Order to print 155 copies of pages 199 to 210, inclusive (April 4), 
9 signatures, 1,705 copies. 
7 signatures, 2,500 copies. 
4 signatures, 930 copies. 
2 signatures, 1,265 copies (January 5). 
Records of Rebellion: 
39 signatures, 11,867 copies (July 18, 1885). 
38 signatures, 8,280 copies (October 3, 1 
46 signatures, 7,540 copies (volume 13), 
49 signatures, 13,315 copies (volume 11, part 2). 
29 signatures, 5,066 copies, volume 12, part 1 (May 9, 1885), 
28 signatures, 5,685 copies, volume 9, part 2 (May 8, 1885). 


Congressional Record : s 


ndex to Congressional Record, 36 signatures, 5,983 copies, 
Volume 15, part 6, 45 signatures, 12,217 copies. 
ms peso 32 signatures, 8,983 copies, 
60 signatures, 7,669 copies. 
Parts 1, 2, 3, and 4, 55 signatures, 11,154 copies. 
Volume 17 (September 8), 2 signatures, 220 copies, 
Record book, 
Volume 16, Ret 1, 19 signatures, 7,199 copies. 


Order for 2,600 copies of March 3, 1885. 

Order for Land Laws and Congressional Record (November 10), 
Congressional Directory : 

9 signatures, 2,664 copies, ê 
Land Laws: 


Volume 3, 3 signatures, 375 copies, 
Signature 26, 25 copies. 
5 tures, 435 copies. 
Educational Circulars: 
12 signatures, 4,007 copies. 
Order for signatures 2, 3, and 6 of Circular No, 4. 
Circular No. 7, 4 signatures, 7,458 nag eee 
Circular No. 6 (April 9, 1885), order for signatures 1, 3, 4,8 
Circular No, 2 (July 30), signatures 2 to 13, inclusive. 
Report of Chief Signal Officer: 
27 signatures, 6,198 copies (October 17 and December 2), 
81 signatures, 7,377 copies (printed March 2, 1885), 
Signature 48, 6,638 popa. 
H. Mis. Doc. No. 69 (September 10), 47 signatures, 15,436 copies, 
International Code of Signals: 
2 signatures, 32 copies, 
Engineer's Report: 
19 signatures, 4,368 copies (sample sheets attached). 
Baird’s Food Fishes: 
Order to print 250 copies on plates 83 and $ and title page (February 17) 
Precious Metals: 
Order to print 29 copies of pages 286 and 295, 
Mineral Resources: : 
18 signatures, 1,845 copies (January 8, 1855). 
Louisiana Cases: ‘ 
Order to print 26 copies. 
Trade Guilds of Europe: 
Order to print title (August 31), 
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Interior Departmen ee 
Circular No. it sigmatures, 2,405 copies, z - 


Revised Statutes 

Volume 23 (October 28), 3 signatures, 260 copies, 
Marshall Eulogies: 

2 an fe 156 copies. 
Agriculture 

Order to to AN 10,000 sheets of signature 9, 


Forestry: 

2 signatures, 7,589 copies. 
House Report: 

25 signatures, 3,329 copies (April 23, 1885). 
Labor in Europe: 

Order on April 28. 

Powell’s Fifth Annual: 

6 signatures, 945 copies. 
Digest of Pension Laws: 

2 signatures, 8$ copies. 
Court of Claims 

Inquiry abouk anana 
*Geol Survey 

Volume 7, monograph; 2 signatures, 344 copies. 
Fishery Industry 
: 8 Signatures, 43, 914 copies. = 
*Statutes at 

Volume 23; 7 Miaka 426 copies, 
Report of Secretary of the Treasury: 

52 copies on title. 
* Report of Secretary of War: 

TR Ex. Doc. 1, part 2 (48-2), 3,000 copies. 

on-General’s Office : 
ndex Catalogue of Library; 02 signatures, 2,469 copies. 

Private Laws: 

Passed first session of the Forty-eighth Congress; 3 signatures, 705 copies. 
* Chronological Notes (1834) : 

Order for 52 copies on signature 27. 
Plates: 

Department of the Interior (Tenth Census, etc.). 


Miscellaneous: 
Containing miscellaneous orders, 


Title. saan: 


vine printen. | Bett | ie 


ris: 
Senate Re s | sane 1.1888 


Vol.1, Heb Gerster Con- | July, 1836... 3 
gress, session. 
Vol. 2, Forty-ninth Con- j......d0 ..--rsssere scooreeee) JUNE 2, 1888 5 
first session. 
veL S Forty-ninih Con- January, 1886....,.....| Apr. 11,1888 4 
first session 
Senate ix Doc voLT E Forty- | May and June, 1836... sessrssssssssssnn 1 
ninth Congress, first ses- i in 
sion. | 
Re: DEAE 


tt Commissioner of | February, 1886........].cccssssssee 
ucation, 1883 and 18%, 


July, 1888 
Interstate ' ETAL pSt os January, 


land 2. 
Powell's Fifth Annual Re- | July, 1836.. 


a ie Report, vol, 10,Forty- 
mate Congress, first ses- 


Senate Report, vol. 4, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first ses- 


sion 
Bulletin United States Fish | March, 1886....... 
ge ETE House Mis. 
Doo, No. 3, Forty-ninth 
Congress, aa session. 
Report Chief of Engineers, 


~ ao. 33, 

Smithsonian Repo: 
Senate Mis. Doc. Pe. 67, 
United States Fish Com- 


. No, 68, 
- United States Fish Com- 
mission, 1834. 


Total signatures and 
copies...... 


m o svbbg g 


June, 1896... ssecsssescss]csccssesscsecsaeseoee 


February, 1886 ........ Mar. 7, 1888 


fsi 


ansesslsssessssssseeseeeesee! 


March, 1885... 


April, 1887... 


wees cconeee] sessoa TO mevsece vere 


ceenen een ene ans ees |esessenetsesees: eeesenneneansene® 


memati | 346 | 58,464 


* These signatures and copies were found in the storage-room in the fall of 
1887, and their reprinting was unnecessary. 


seeee7, 351, 568 


This statement ereta 1,671 signatures and 459,473 copies, equal to 7, 
pages of printed matter, and represents a waste of Fatt abi estasi which is sim- + 
ply frightful. Itis tr w developed in the proof t in vi many instances 
where the were sup) to be short by reason o Progen count 
orders were ke re to have such deficit su piles | by reprin aoe ene peroired 
number, Afterwards it would be discove the proper n muy 
been printed at first, but had been mislaid or tored at some place with no mar! 
or mag Vee and that the reprinting of ihe supposed deficit was wholly unnec- 
ry. Attention is called to the list, which shows the number unnecessaril: 
pone vg being already in print in the office. They are marked thus *, This 
ola matter, when found, was useless. There was no law for binding it, aog it 
was thrown into the waste. It shows a careless and reckless duty 
which can not be ex: . The committee invite attention to the are upon 
these Donisi the = scene 
s s $ s 
The course E by si present Public Printer in sees to binding the 
reserve on all work ordered is different from that of his predecessor. He has 
changed the methods of the office, and he now ATAA nearly all publica- 
tions provided by law. ‘The plates are preserved in vaults. A much ne 
proportion of the work is either stereotyped or electrotyped than nord app ‘he 
Congress is at first printed fro: , and the 
are xe ut away until the reserve number is needed. When nthe bindery is 
VEAS. for the reserve, the plates are brought from the vaults, and the reserve 
number is A amc Not a sheet is veined until the office is ready to take it up 
and bind the volumes. 
The advantages of this method are manifold. All the witnesses examined on 


z cea for m electrot 


this pointagree. Thecommittee copy from the ny ofthe foreman of print- 
ing (H. T. Brian). Hesays ), that the — of stereotyping or electrotyp- 
ing all forms, and not printing the ered on gressional documents untilthe 


resent volume of 
work on Renal could not Por satisfactorily met, Bow pend that the Long preesnk i nob f 


the change from efit, This t to electrotype of t benefit? 
3 ae That is a great benefit. is the best thing that Mr. Benedict has done, 
to have these forms electrotyped. 


This is the testimony of Mr, Brian, the foreman of printing, who has 
been about twenty years in the office, nearly all the time as such foreman. 
Heis very intelligent and knowsall about the office. He says in his an- 
nualreportto the Public Printer at the beginning of this Congress that— 
=~ -of stereotyping or apne ted pag all forms, and not printing the reserve 
ngressional documents until the bindery is ready for it, has n of vast 
benefit and Sane ee and saving. It prevents a blockade of type; it saves 

filling th the store-rooms with an immense amount 


room at a season when the demands upon Wantis heaviest, and it gives work 
when otherwise it would beslack. The substitution of electrotyping for stereo- 
typing in many cases has also resulted in much henetik espediatiy i job forms, 

Such is the testimony of this witness, this expert, this old employé 
of the Printing Office, and, by the way, who is a Republican. 

I set this evidence, given under oath, over against the speech on this 
floor of the naire from New York. A number of other witnesses 
testified substantially as did Mr. Brian on this subject. 

In conclusion let me say, Mr. Chairman, that there has been no econ- 
omy adopted by the present Public Printer which has proved to be 
of more value, according to the testimony of witnesses before the 
investigating committee, than this one of not. printing the reserve until 
it is ready to be bound. I thank the committee for extending my time 
sug Spang me to sical ag the foregoing tables, and for the privilege 


extending m; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. | ish to mate oe ropa as to what may ap 
pear in the testimony taken before the investi committee as to 
printing this ‘‘reserve.’? Now, whatever Mr. or any one else in 
that Printing Office may say that this is Pantin na that it is better 
done, that it is right in the conduct of a printing office to print half 
the number and hold up the other half, any man who will say that 
does not know his business. I donot know of a single printing office 
in America which ever did State printing or otherwise that ever was 
guilty of such a piece of nonsense in printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I do not yield to the gentleman. He has had 
his own time, and I am now speaking in my time, Here is one ques- 
tion on this point put to John G. Judd, of the firm of Judd & Det- 
weiler (the most extensive printing house in the city), a man who has 
as po years’ experience in the business, and he testifies as follows: 


The regular number on Con; ional ple eure ee isabout 1,900. Onmany 
ct ths Shae in Eg ia re cere what 


aean 


it. 
Q. aan much longer would it take to print the full 1,900 than simply the up- 
number, 900 
A. hg Sound be about three-quarters of an hour if everything was working 
roper: 
ew When Epes put back to press, would it not take about that much 
A. It would take three times that much. 

I have run printing offices as long as Mr. Brian, and I would regard 
myself as most incompetent to take charge of any office, to run a press 
even, let alone taking charge of a printing office, if I should do any 
such thing. 

The gentleman from Tennessee makes an apology for the Printing 
Office. But what are you going to do where they “‘reserve” half un- 
printed for three years, and the plates are left in the vault with nota 
tool put on them, not a sheet of paper provided to print them with, 
and the Departments looking for books and can not get them? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Wait one minute. You found the whole ‘‘re- 
serve’’ under Mr. Rounds printed up, according to your own testimony 
taken before your own committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will read the testimony he 
will find it does not bear him out. 

Captain White, the efficient foreman of binding, stated when he was 
on the stand last that the office was 87,255 volumes nearer up with 
its work when he testified in May, 1888, than when the present Pub- 
lic Printer, Benedict, took charge of the office. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman will examine the testimony he 
will find out that Mr. White backed outof his own testimony. Itshows 
it was Rounds’s printing, and that Benedict claimed to have done the 
work. All we want now is to provide for ‘‘ reserve’? work. It would 
be unfair to put a million of work over to Benedict’s successor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask to add the following table to my remarks: 


Public printing and binding. 


Total 
Years. Amount. appropria- pad beac) 
1884 | $2,500,000 | $2, 961, 949. 36 
a 1885 | .oseoseect do .. .| 2,250,000 | 3,014,658. 71 
1896 |....<.000 MO ...0400 2, 676, 107. 62 
Deficiency... 
2, 481,500 
1887 AppropriiHon: 2, 434, 653. 68 
Deficiency 
2, 180, 000 
1888 | Appropriation... .sssesessrerornnsesesrsseens 2, 427, 017, 41 
Deficiency cose 
imp LA peiati 2,230,000 | 2,489, 621. 33 
pi on 
Dehaensy. 
2,281,000 
2,218,000 | 2,779, 751.54 


1990 | In the bill 


The question recurred on Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 65. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. FARQUHAR and Mr. O'FER- 
RALL. : 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 
89 - 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was then concluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Delegate from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] was per- 
mitted to pass over an amendment which I now call up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “eighty-eight,” in liné 17, on page 45, insert “including $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, for survey of the west boundary line 
of the White Mountain or San Carlos Indian reseryation,in the Territory of 
Arizona. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imove, on page 5, line 14, after the word ‘‘build- 
ings,” to insert ‘‘other than for life-savingstations and pier-head lights.” 

This is necessary because the Government does not need that the 
original provision should apply to sites for life-saving stations, for the 
reason that the life-saving stations do not need the title in fee but only 
for use and occupation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now offer this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itwas understood that the gentleman should have 
the right to submit an amendment to a preceding part of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 21, page 40, before the word “ ns,” insert "dealers or 
dealers in counterfeit money and other Fraudulent devices for using 
States mails and.” 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have offered 
relates to that portion of the bill which appropriates a fund for the 
employment of secret-service agents forthe Government. This secret- 
service force is employed under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and is restricted in its employment by the language used in 
the appropriation bill which makes provision for the force. 

Now, sir, the object of this amendment is to direct the attention of 
the Department and to direct this force to be employed, when not en- 
gaged upon other work for the Treasury Department, in the detection 
of certain classes of persons in our large cities who are engaged in the 
business of advertising for sale counterfeit money. We see frequent 
reports in newspapers about persons who have gone to our large cities 
and been victimized by these sharpers. 

It is purely a confidence game, punishable under the laws ofthe State, 
and is a matter for policeregulation by the States. Nevertheless there 
is a provision in existing law, section 5480 of the Revised Statutes, 
which provides for the punishment of persons who send out letters 
through the mails with the intent to defraud, and in fact there has 
been one conviction under this section of the statutes before Judge 
Blatchford of persons indicted for this offense. 


retended 
e United 


I received a letter from a constituent during the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress, and have received others since then, calling attention 
to the fact that letters advertising for sale or offering to sell counter- 
feit money were being sent broadcast throughout the country, and ask-- 
ing to have the secret-service force of the Government set upon the track 
of these parties to detect them and bring them to justice. 

When in response to those requests I went to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or in his absence to the Assistant Secretary, and presented 
the matter to him, I was informed that there was no law authorizin 
the employment of the force for such purposes, and that additional 
legislation was needed. I went to the chief of the secret service, at 
that time Mr. James J. Brooks, and told him the facts. He informed 
me that his force of detectives was stationed in the large cities; that 
they were under constant pay from the Government, but werenot con- 
stantly employed, and that if we could put some such provision as I 
have offered in the appropriation bill authorizing the employment of 
the force for this purpose it could be used to bring these parties to jus- 
tice and secure their punishment. He informed me that there would 
be no difficulty in detecting them, and in fact stated that he knew of 
several persons himself who had been driven by the force out of the 
counterfeiting business, and who subsequently in this occupa- 
tion, known in the commercial parlance of the day as the “‘ green-goods’’ 
business. 

He mentioned the names of some who had made fortunes in the busi- 
ness, and among others named one Barney McGuire, of New York, a 
constituent, no doubt, of my friend who sits in front of me [Mr. Cum- 
mines}. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Has the gentleman been operating in Tennessee? 

Mr. ENLOE. And this man boasted to the detectives that he had 
gone out of a business where the secret service could interfere with 
him and had gone into a respectable business where they could not 
touch him. 

It may be worth while to call attention to the thoroughly systematic 
methods of these swindlers. They take the commercial reports from 
Dunn’s and Bradstreet’s agencies and watch the ebb and flow of in- 
dividual fortunes in the commercial world. They scan the leading 
newspapers of the country for notices of fires and other individual mis- 
fortunes. When misfortune befalls a merchant and his credit is im- 
paired, when fire has destroyed the property of the citizen, or he is 
known from any cause to be in financial trouble, a letter, admirably 
framed to tempt him to dishonor, is mailed to him. A variety of such 
letters, adapted to every possible condition of financial distress, is kept 
in stock ready to be mailed immediately to those whose misfortunes 
might tempt them to resort to desperate and dishonest expedients in 
their effort to retrieve their fortunes. 

These letters are frequently sent to country merchants, to country 

asters, and to farmers, always in the strictest confidence, and 
with strong protestations of the good faith of the writer, and the abso- 
lute security with which the addressee can deal with him, There are 
various terms used to avoid the use of the ugly words ‘‘ counterfeit 
money,” the most common one being ‘‘green goods,’’ but the purpose 
to offer for sale counterfeits is always made plain enough. The assur- 
ance is generally given that the money is printed on plates stolen from 
the Goverffment, and that it is so well executed that the experts can 
not tell it from genuine money. 

if the ‘‘ sucker ’’ seems disposed to bite, and responds, they often make 
assurance doubly sure by sending one-half of a genuine bill as a sample 
to be submitted by the would-be purchaser, to bankers orother experts 
asa test. Of course it stands the tests, and frequently an order ac- 
companied by the cash goes forward by mail, and the fool who sent it 
looks in vain for the tenfold or greater return which he has been prom- 
ised. A criminal in intent and in conscience, he reflects in silence 
upon the experience he has purchased, and the ‘‘ green- ” dealer 
drops him from the list. This is the method of disposing of the small 
fry who have only a few dollars to invest. The larger ‘‘suckers’’ are , 
always invited to visit the city, where the business can be conducted 
on a much more satisfactory basis, and with the assurance of greater 
bargains for the buyer. How often they find larger prey may be esti- 
mated from the number of exposures in the city press. 

Since I began to investigate this matter about one year ago I have 
seen numerous notices in the daily papers of the more important vic- 
tims of these men. The man who goes to the city to meet them is at 
their mercy and in their power. He is shown genuine bills, he buys 
them and gives his money in exchange, and the moment the trade is 
made they begin to operate on his fears of detection, arrest, and pun- 
ishment, and in that way induce him to trust them to go with him to 
an express office so he can send it home and relieve himself of all dan- 
ger. If he consents, a trick of changing the bag on him that contains 
the package is played, and he goes home to find a package exactly sim- 
ilar in size and appearance containing only waste paper. That com- 
pletes his education. 

If the purchaser has not lost all courage through his sense of guilt, 
and insists on keeping his hands on what he has bought, forcible 
methods are used, and he is either robbed on the spot or followed and 
robbed before he can get to his hotel, and Mr. Brooks assured me that 
he had reason to believe that men who resisted had been murdered to 
recover the money. 
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In August, 1885, I believe it was, James T. Holland, of Abilene, 
Tex., who had been decoyed to New York to buy ‘' green goods,” at- 
tempted to hold the money he had bought, and in the struggle over its 
possession he shot and killed Tom Davis, one of the men who had sold 
itto him. Hundreds of victims who had been robbed, says Mr. Brooks, 
had applied to the secret-service force in the Government employ for 
relief only to find that they had no authority to interfere, it being no 
violation of the Federal law and none of the business of the United 
States detectives to interfere. Where one makes complaint fifty will 
submit in silence rather than face exposure and disgrace. 

Plain as this fraud is, the men engaged in it, through the use of the 
United States mail, are reaping a golden harvest from our 60,000,000 
of people. Acting upon the best information I could get as to the rem- 
edy for this evil, I drew up a bill intended to cover this case, which 

the House and is now in the Senate, and while under the pro- 
visions of the law previously mentioned many convictions may be had, 
yet if that bill passes the Senate, as I am quite certain it will pass, there 
will be a great many more convictions, and we may reasonably hope 
that this business will ultimately be entirely suppressed. 

Here is the full text of the bill as it passed the House: 

An act to punish dealers and pretendtd dealers in counterfeit money and other 
fraudulent devices for using the United States mails, 

Be it enacted, etc., That any person who shall knowingly de t, or cause to 
be deposited, in any post-office, letter-box, or other receptacle for the United 
Comal DE ODIATO anil: give DAIA, ok Mauer IORA PATION 
E oy pan Vog iaka of an. Pooks: bik note, Shad we other security of the United States 
or bank notes, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $1,000, and by imprisonment at 
hard labor for not more than three years. 

I am not disposed, sir, to sympathize with the more intelligent vic- 
tims of the men who are connected with this business, but the only 
way to break it up is to take some such vigorous steps as I have indi- 
cated, for while I think, as a matter of fact, these parties ought to be 
punished by the local tribunals, yet this is not often done because the 
victimized parties are afraid to invoke the aid and protection of the 
law which they have themselves violated. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question before he 
takes his seat ? | 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I would like to ask if the 
been victimized by Barney McGuire. [Laughter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state that I have not been; but the day after 
I introduced a bill on this subject I received a proposition from an cn- 
terprising constituent of my friend offering to make me the agent of 
the concern in Congress. [Laughter.] I have a letter here from him 
which contains the usual flattering inducements. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I think it was offered probably because he knew 
who he was dealing with. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. No, he probably knew my immediate associates. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

The amendment of Mr, ENLOE was adopted. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the provision for 
the Signal Office, I desire to have a letter printed in the RegorD which 
relates to an item in the bill for that bureau. 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON Orry, January 24, 1889. 

Sır: I have the honor to su; that an item be inserted in the sundry civil 
bill, now ponding, to read as follows: 

meteorological stations in the 


“ For expenses of equipping and maintainin: 
West Indies or contiguous points, in connection with the announcement of 
hurricanes on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, $1,000.” In con- 
nection with this item, I have the honor to say that the very great value and 
necessity for such stations are obvious to every one who has examined the 
question of West India hurricanes. 

If the announcement of advancing hurricanes could be made several days in 
from Boston, New York, 
est Indies until the danger 


tleman has ever 


advance, it would prevent coasting vessels sailin, 
SAS and New Orleans southward or for the 

I inclose charts showing the passage of the violent hurricane of November 
23-28, 1888, from which you will see the center of this very violent storm 
was over the Windward Isles on November 23, just six days before it reached 
the sonthern coast of New England. 

The West India hurricane stations enabled this office in 1882 to give warning 
bearer ed in advance of the violent hurricanes of September 3-12 and of Oc- 

r e 

The violent storms of these two months did an enormous amount of damage, 
but it was estimated that the value of vessels and property detained in port by 
the warning issued by this oficeaveraged many millions of dollars in each case, 
being variously estimated at from $15,000,000 to $23,000,000 in the aggregate. 

The present inclosures relative to the late severe hurricanes emphasize the 
importance of this class of observations. 

I have said in the draught submitted “ West Indies and contiguous points” for 
the reason that the British Government strongly talks of laying a submarine 
cable from Bermuda to Halifax, and when the contemplated telegraphic com- 
munication is had with Merida, Yucatan, reports therefrom will greatly benefit 
the shipping interests of the cities of New Orleans, Mobile, Galveston, and 
other ports on the Gulf coast of the United States. 

‘The amount apre A spent for this service was $4,000, but it was refused and 
the whole work abandoned when Congress required this office to submit item- 
ized estimates for appropriations. 

Tam, very ‘ually, your obedient servant, 
A. W. GREELY, 
Chief Signal Officer. 


Hon. Taomas RYAN, 
Chairman Subcommittee on A 
í House of 


tions, 


Mr. CANNON. I wish to offer the amendment I send to the desk as 
a new section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Customs service; expenses of collecting the revenue from customs: To defray 
the expense of collecting the revenue from customs, being additional to the 
permanent approptianon for this purpose, for the fiscal year 1890, $250,000, or sọ 
much thereof as may be necessary. . 

The CHAIRMAN, Where does the gentleman want thisto come in? 

Mr. CANNON. At the end of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL (to Mr. CANNON). Do you want to be heard? 

Mr. CANNON. Unless you will admit it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not do that. 

Mr. CANNON. Then TI send this telegram to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 29, 1889, 
Hon, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations: 


In reply to your telegram of yesterday I have to state that upon the basis of 
receipts and expenditures of the customs service for the current fiscal year it is 
estimated that an additional appropriation of $250,000 will be required to defray 
the expense of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year encing 


June 30, 1890. - 
C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, why wait for a deficiency? 
The appropriation for collecting the customs revenues is five or five and 
a half million, I believe. 

Mr. RANDALL. Five and a half million. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, for several years it has been necessary 
to make an appropriation in addition to the permanent appropriation. 
In 1835 there was appropriated $277,000; in 1886, $230,000, and in 
1888, $450,000. For the current year of 1889 the estimate formally 
transmitted and carried by this bill and appropriated was $450,000. 
By some oversight there was no estimate transmitted in the regular 
Book of Estimates for this additional amount. It was called to the 
attention of the Secretary of the Treasury through the committee by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the Secretary very promptly 
telegraphs and says, as I have just read, that it would take $250,000 
to pay the expense of collecting the revenues for the coming year, in 
his opinion, over and above the permanent appropriation, and then that 
will be $200,000 less than was spent last year, and less than was ap- 
propriated for this year. 

r, RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, a telegram was sent to the Secre- 
tary by me as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations on the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois, who properly sought for informa- 
tion; but the Secretary has never transmitted any formal estimate to 
this House. Therefore the Committee on Appropriations were with- 
out any estimate; and of course should they have anticipated this mat- 
ter it would have been a violation of the rule and a violation of the 
law perhaps. But now that the Secretary has ascertained that this 
amount is necessary, why, I take jt for granted that he will send in 
a formal estimate to this House, and then it can be considered in con- 
nection with the deficiency bill. Really the committee have had no 
opportunity whatever to examine as to the amount; but, on the con- 
trary, we have gone along in that committee as though there was to ba 
no deficiency for the year ending June 30, 1890. When the committea 
shall have had an opportunity upon a formal estimate—not upon a 
telegram exactly—it can be considered by the committee in connection 
with the bill providing for deficiencies, and the gentleman from Ili- 
nois is a member of that subcommittee. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, it is not a defi- 
ciency — 

Mr. RANDALL. I know it is not now a deficiency. 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary, we appropriated $450,000 for the 
current year. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no deficiency, but there was no estimate 
atall, It is true we have a telegram from the Secretary to that effect, 
but where does that show that there will be a deficiency ? 

Mr. LONG. It is not a deficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be a deficiency next year, 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is to make an appropriation for an amount 
greater than the permanent law gives, and the matter ought to be ex- 
amined. 

Mr. LONG. How can you have a mora formal estimate than the 
telegram gives? 

Mr. RANDALL. We have never had a single opportunity to exam- 
ine anything about it in the committee. This telegram came yester- 
day evening, did it not? 

Mr. CANNON. I received it this morning. An inquiry was made 
several days ago. The reason the telegram was sent, as I stated be- 
fore, was that in the last year there was a deficiency, or rather an ad- 
ditional appropriation, of $450,000. It was not made in this bill or 
one similar toit. ‘* For theservices of the current year, $440,000’’—— 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to complete 
right there. This is for $250,000. If that be given, we have $200,000 
less than the amount spent Jast year, and $200,000 less than is appro- 

riated for this year. Iam perfectly confident that the amount will 
required for the service for the next year, and I think it is proper 
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and right now to step in and appropriate according to the estimate as 
furnished by the telegram. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to correct a statement that I made in con- 
nection with this matter. I said that no estimate had been received. 
I have since been advised by the Speaker of the House that he received 
one this morning, and that in due course it will come to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. But it belongs upon this bill, and I want to put the 
whole amount in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not had any opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. LONG. If that be the case, we can not know any more about 
it than we do on that telegram. The fact is, there is a permanent 
appropriation of $5,500,000 for collecting the customs revenue. For 
the last four years that has not been enough, and every year we have 
been requested to appropriate an additional amount of two hundred or 
three hundred thousand dollars in the deficiency bill, and last year it 
was $450,000. Thus we know, not only from our former experience, 
but from the telegram that we have received from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as well as from the estimate which he has sent, and which the 
Speaker received this morning, that the $5,500,000 will not be enough. 


He has informed us that $250,000 are necessary, and itis mere child’s, 


play not to make the apptoprasion: 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 63, noes 72. 

Mr. RANDALL (to Mr. CANNON). It can come in as an independ- 
ent proposition hereafter. 

Mr. CANNON, It will come in on the deficiency next year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the bill with the amendments favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that they had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments. 

Mr, RANDALL. I demand the previous question upon the amend- 
ments and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, Is a separate vote demanded upon these amend- 
ments? 

Mr. RANDALL, I had intended to ask separate votes on several of 
the amendments, but as they are quite numerous and as the houris so 
late, I am willing that the vote shall be taken upon them in gross. 

The SPEA If no separate vote is demanded on any amend- 
ment, the question is on agreeing to the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


p x 
Mr, RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole—— Pax 
the 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report. 
gentleman to yield to me, 

isi McADOO, Being recognized, I will yield to the gentleman from 

ansas. 

O EN D. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
re 

Fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
has yielded to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, DUNN] to present a 
report which he desires to have recommitted. 

ALASKA SEAL AND SALMON FISHERIES. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries to submit a report on the investigation 
heretofore ordered by the House in relation to the fur-seal and other 
fisheries of Alaska, accompanied by a bill (H. R. 12432), and to ask 
unanimous consent that the bill, the report, and the evidence be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, with leave to reportat any time, and also that the bill and report, 
without the evidence, be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Ban HOLMAN, How much time is that likely to occupy in the 
ouse? 

Mr. DUNN. That is impossible to tell. 


The bill and report are as follows: 


A bill to amend section 1963 of the Revised Statutes and to provide for the 
better protection of the fur-seals and salmon fisheries of Alaska, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1963 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 

SEC, 1963. Within one year prior to the time when the lease heretofore made 


by the Secretary of the Treasury to “The Alaska Commercial Company,” of 
the right to engage in taking fur-seals on the islands of St. Paul and St, George, 
pursuant to the act of July 1, 1870, chapter 189, or when any future similar lease 
expires, or is surrendered, forfeited, or terminated, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall lease to proper and responsible parties, for the best advantage of the 
United States, having due regard to the interests of the Government, the native 
inhabitants, their comfort, maintenance, and education, as well as to the inter- 
ests of the parties heretofore engaged in the trade and the protection of the 
fisheries, the rightof taking fur-seals on the islands herein named, and of send- 
ing a vessel or vessels to the islands for the skins of such seals, for the term of 
twenty years, at an annual rental of not less than $50,000, to be reserved in such 
lease and secured by a deposit of United States bonds to that amount; and the 
additional sum of not less than $3.50 for each fur-seal skin taken and shipped 
from the islands of St. Paul and St. George, during the continuance of any lease, 
to be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and every such lease shall be 
duly executed in duplicate, and shall not be transferable; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is empowered to make all needful regulations for the collection 
and payment of the same, and to secure the comfort, maintenance, educatio: 
and protection of the natives of those islands, and also to into full effi 
all the provisions of this chapter ay as otherwise R .. And he shall 
give at least sixty days’ notice of the letting of said lease by publication in at 
least one daily paper published in the cities of ton, New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Washington, Chicago, New Orleans, St, Louis, and San Fran- 
cisco, inviting bids for the same, 

SEC. 2. That section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was in- 
tended to include and apply, and is hereby declared to include and apply, to all 
the waters of the Behring Sea in Alaska embraced within the boundary 
lines mentioned and described in the treaty with Russia, dated March 30, A. D. 
1867, by which the Territory of Alaska was ceded to the United States; and it 
shall the duty of the ident, ata eas f season in each year, to e 
his proclamation and cause the same to be Por ished for one month in at least 
one newspa) published at each United States port of en on the Pacific 
coast, warning all persons against entering said territory and waters for the 
purpose of violating the provisions of said section; andhe shallalso cause one 
or more vessels of the United States to diligently cruise said waters and arrest 
all persons, andseize all vessels found to be, or to have been, engaged in any 
violation of the laws of the United States therein. 

Sec, 3. That section 1969 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 4. The erection of dams, barricades, or other obstructions in any of the 
rivers of Alaska with the purpose or result of preventing or impeding the as- 
cent ofsalmon or other anadromous species to their sea ening gromnek, theese f 
dec! to be unlawful, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au 
and directed to establish such regulations and surveillance as may be omer as A 
to insure that this prohibition is strictly enforced; and every m who 
be found guilty ofa violation of the provisions of this section be fined not 
less than or each day of the continuance of such obstruction. 

Sec. 5. The Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries is hereby empowered and dis 
rected to institute an investigation into the habits, abundance, and distribution 
of the salmon of Alaska, as well as the present conditions and methods of the 
fisheries, with the view of recommending to Congress such additional legisla- 
tion as may be necessary to prevent the impairment or exhaustion of these val- 
pas Sere, and placing them under regular and permanent conditions of 
production. 


Mr. Duxy, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, sub» 

mitted the following report: 

he co: ttee was ed to ‘‘investigate the fur-seal fisheries of Alaska, 
and all contracts or leases made by the Government with any person or com- 
panies for the taking of fur-seals or other fur-bearing animals in Alaska; the 
character, duration, and condition of such contracts or leases; and whether 
and to what extent the same have been enforced and complied with or violated ; 
the receipts therefrom, and the expenses incurred by the Government on ac- 
count of any such contract or leases; and to fully investigate and cg upon 
the nature and extent of the rights and interests of the United States in the fure 
seal and other fisheries in the Behring Seain Alaska; whether and to what ex- 
tent the same have been violated, and by whom; and what, if any, legislation 
is necessary for the better protection and preservation of the same,” 

FIRST, AS TO THE SEAL FISHERIES, 

The far-seal rookeries of Alaska are located onthe Pribylov 
situate near the center of that part of Behring Sea lying within the boundary 
of the territory ceded by the Emperor of Russia to the United States. 

a island of St. Paul has an area of 33 square miles, and St, George 27 square 
miles. 

Lieutenant Maynard, United States Navy, who was detailed by the Secre 
pugan to the act of April 22, 1874, to inquire into the condition of the 

heries in Alaska, in his report says (Executive Document No, 43, first session 
Forty-ninth Congress) : 

Reg 4 (the seal islands) are enveloped in summer by dense fogs through 
which the sun rarely makes its way, and are surrounded in winter by fields of 
ice, driven down from the Aretic by northern gales. They have no sheltered 
harbors, but slight indentations in the shore-line afford alee for vessels anda 
tolerable landing-place for boatsin certain winds. The shores are bold and 
rocky, with strips of sand-beach and slopes covered with bro! 


up of islands, 


ken rocks atin- 
tervals between the cliffs, and the interior of both is broken and hilly; neither 
tree nor shrub ws upon them, but they are covered with grass, moss, and 
wild flowers. For nearly one hundred years fur-seals have been known to 
visit them annually in great numbers for the purpose of bri forth and rear- 
ing their young, which circumstance gives them no inconsi le commercial 
importance. The seals aan ed the islands from the breaking away of the ice in 
the spring until it surrounds them again in the early winter; that is, from about 
the middle of May until December.” 

It is further shown by the testimony before the committee thaton their return 
to the islands after their temporary absence during the winter these animals 

nerally select the locations on the rookeries which they had formerly occupied. 

t appears, too, that all the Alaska fur-seals are born on these islands, t they 

are distinct , and have none of the characteristics of fish, and will drown 
in the water until they are taught to swim by their elders. 

In former years fur-seals were found in great numbers on various islands of 
the South Pacific Ocean; but after a comparatively short period of indiscrimi- 
nate slaughter the rookeries were deserted, the animals having been killed or 
driven from their haunts; so that now the only existing rookeries are those in 
Alaska, another in the Russian part of Behring Sea, anda third on Lobos Island, 
at the mouth of the river Plate, in South America. 

All these rookeries are under the protection of their several governments. 

The best estimate as to the number of these animals on the rookeries 
places it at about four millions; but a marked diminution of the number is no- 
ticed within the last two or three years, which is attributed by the testimony to 
the fact that unauthorized persons during the summers of 1886, 1887, and 1888 


had fitted out ex; tions and cruised in waters, and by the use of fire- 
arms destroyed hundreds of thousands of these animals, without regard to age 
or sex, 


The la prohibits the killing of fur-seals in the Terri of Alaska or the 
rs the A nE tea aehd ARAS, aii tna TOMS te 


waters Sx cure by the 
mitted to kill during the months of June, July, September, and October ; 


- 
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and is forbidden to kill any seal less than one year old, or any female seal; “ or 
to kill such seals at any time by the use of fire-arms, or by other means tend- 

ing to drive the seals away from those islands.” (Rev. Stat., sec. 1960.) 
So Hudson Bay Company, in his “ Overland Journey 
“Some twenty or thirt wasteful destruction of 
knocked 


yona ago there was a most 
the eal when young and o. 


poel bed or pee the iage. The Russians, hows Leon 
expenses of carr! e owever, 
have now sdopted peatiy the SAA DS which the Hudson Bay Company pur- 
sues, in its pws san districts, killing only a limited number 
of such es as a plan poer sppiioapis 
to the fur-scal, inasmuch as its habits render a system of husbanding stock 
as and certain as that of aps iga it.” 
In the ear 1800 the rookeries of the Georgian Islands produced 112,000 fur- 
seals. m 1806 to 1823, says the clopsedia Britannica, “the 
genset raeno 1,200, d of Desolation has been equally 
productive." Over 1,000,000 were taken from the island of Mas-4-fuera and 
ipped to China in 1798-’99.—Fanning’s Voyages to the South Sea, 299. 

In 1820 and 1821 over om S fur-seals were taken at the South Shetland Isl- 
erp pers Captain Weddell states that at the end of the second year the species 
had there become almost exterminated. In addition to the number killed for 
their furs, he estimates that ‘‘ not less than 100,000 newly-born died in 

ce of the destruction of their mothers.”—See a Report, 1884, 


paiso the supply et farseals in borscht pos — had so greatly penny aod 
vessels engaged enterp “gene: made losing voyages, from 
the fact SMON ‘ware the resort of poala had been, abandoned 


that those 
them.”’—Fanning’s Voyages, page 487. 
wrt Antipodes Island, off the const of New South Wales, 400,000 skins were 
obtained in the years 1514 and 1815. : 

Referring to f teen facts, Professor Elliott, of the Smithsonian Institution, in 
his able report on the seal islands, published by the Interior Department in 
1854, says: 
re fair idea of the manner in which the business was con- 


“ ry 
This gives av 
ducted in the ‘South Pacific, How long would our sealing interests in Behring 


more than twen ears, speaks eloquently of the millions upon millions that 
weer hava cvisdo’ be the anners hove a pE PAo Ss p SE 

Mr. R. H. Chapel, of New London, Conn., whose vessels had visited all the 
rookeries of the South Pacific, in his written statement before the Committee 
on Commerce of the House of Representatives, said: 

“As showing the p: of this trade in fur-seal skins and the abuses of its 

ion, resulting in almost total annihilation of the animalsin some local- 
it is stated on good authority that from about 1770 to 1800 Kerguelen’s 
Land, in the Indian Ocean, yielded to the English traders over one million 
skins; but open competition swept off the herds that resorted there, and since 

the latter year hardly one hundred per annum could be obtained on all its lo: 

Sapa fauen Island, near Juan Fernandez, was visited, an 
fifty thousand a year were obtained; but, as ev one that desired was free to 
and kill, the usual result followed—the seais were exterminated at that 
nd, and also at the Galapagos group, near by. 

“ Falkland and Shetland Islands, and South American coasts, near Cape Horn, 
came nextin order; here the seals were very abundant. It isstated thatat the 
Shetlands alone one hundred thousand per annum might have been obtained 
and the rookeries preserved, if taken under restrictions; but in the 
eagerness of men they killed oldand young, male and female; little pups afew 
days old, deprived of their mothers, died by thousands on the beach baron 

estroyed. 


bones strewed the shores, and this productive was wholly 
It is estimated that inthe years 1821 and 1822 no less three hundred and 


twenty thousand of these animals were killed at the Shetlandsalone. An Ameri- 
can captain, describing in after years his success there, says: ‘We wentthe first 
with one vessel and got twelve hundred skins; the second year, with two 
and obtained thirty thousand; the third year, with six vessels, getting 

only seventeen hundred=all there was left.’ 
nis” oreo paca d beter i poner peers Ler by en arder Aryl 
t under ons government o. 
lds about five thousand skins 


und there.” 


pro a 
overrated. In co uence of information received last spring, the cap- 
tain of the Wayanda wap dirested to visit, as carly in the season as. ca- 
bie, the islands in 


Sea, where the fur-seal chiefly abounds. On hisar- 
rival at St. Paul's and St. ’s Islands, be found there several large parties 
in traffie with the natives 


engaged in hunting the animals indiscriminately and 
in t spirits and other forbidden articles. Quarrels had arisen and the na- 
tives complained that the reckless and unskillful movements of the new hunters 
ly driven the animals from some of their usual ts. The captain 
of the cutter instituted such measures as he felt authorized to institute for the 
pre ea of the peace and the protection of the animals from indiscriminate 
“The preservation of these animals by the observance of strict regulations in 
hunting them is not only a matter of the highest importance in an economical 
view, but a matter of life or death to the natives. Hitherto seals have been 
hunted under the supervision of the Russian company, and exclusively by the 
natives, who are trained from children to that occupation, and derive from it 
their clothing and subsistence. They have been governed by exact and strin- 
t rules as to the time of hunting and the number and kind of seals to be 

. * * * The United States can not, of course, administer such a trade 

as s Government rarya aa and the only alternative seems to be to grant the 
exclusive privilege of these animals to a responsible company for s series 


of years, the number of skins to be taken annually by stringent pro- 
ns. A royalty or tax might be imposed upon each skin taken, and a reve- 
ane be thus secured sufficient to pay a large part of the expense of the Terri- 


on, O. A. Williams. of New London, Conn., one of the principal sharehold- 
ers inthe Alaska Commercial Company, who has been e: in the business of 
whaling and seal-hunting as the successor of his father grandfather in that 
pursuit, was called before the committee and testified to facts from his own ex- 
perience and that of his house. He ssid: 

“The history of sealing goes back to about 1790, and from that to the early 


part of this century. 
“In the earlier period of which I speak there were no seals known in the 
Ocean. Their icular haunt was the South 


North Pacific Atlantic. 
weye discovered by Cook in voyages, on the island of Desolation, wW 


"But this is incidental. The island of South Shetland, and 
Sandwichland, and the D! 


ke ee Tee ee eh ek A: Sand- 
X and by the later voyagers, whose names escape me, in islands of 


the South Pacific Ocean. When the number of seals on those islands were first 
brought to the notice of British merchants they pursued the huntin these 
animals on theisland of Desolation. sh E 

* The most authentic authority we haye about the mattor is derived from re- 
ports made by these voyagers as to the number of seals taken from those places, 
and althongh they are not entirely accurate, I think they are fully as accurate 
as could be expected, considering the lapse of time. On the island of Desola- 
tion it is estimated that 1,200,000 were taken; from the island of South ` 
Geo like number were taken,and from the island of Mas-4-fuera probably 
a greater number were taken. As to tho Sandwichland the statistics are not 
clear, but there can be no doubt that over halfa million seals were taken from 
that locality, and in 1820 the islands of South Shetland, south of Horn, were 
discovered, and from these islands 320,000 fur-seals were taken two years. 
There were other localities from which seals were taken, but no others w! 
they were found in such numbers. The market for fur-seals in those days 
was China. The trade w the British and Americans had with China was 
very much against them because of the high rates of exchange upon the coin. 

“In the trade with China some exchangeable medium was necessary, and 
they found in the fine furs of various kinds, particularly the fur-seal and sea- 
otter, a good medium of exchange. These skins of which I have spoken were 
sent mostly to China, although some portions went to land and France 
and Germany, and were ae hook from re to hey were used in 
the manufacture of caps and capes and small articles of that character. The 
Chinese used them for lining garments and making dresses of luxury and com- 
fort for their mandarins. The market price for these skins in China, as nearly 
as can be found now, was $4 to $6, but it often happened that when there was a 
large tity in the market,the price of skins was depressed, so that they 
would scarcely 50 cents apiece. Delano carried a cargo of 33,000 


R Cay 
skins to China and sold them for $16,000, which shows the result of a d 


market, and the uncertainty of all ventures of that sort. The trade went on 
until these localities were all exhausted of their fur-bearing animals, Then 
the trade went into a state of desuetude, and was ended. e were a few 
skins brought in from the Cape of Good Hope occasionally, but I do not think 
beret tye hee & thousand skins a year from all these places. 

“The cause of the extermination of seals in those localities was the indiscrim- 
inate character of the slaughter. Sometimes as many as fifteen vessels would 
be hanging around ands awaiting rtunity to get their catch, and 
every vessel would be É Be hareran by individ interests. They would kill ev- 
erything that came in their way that furnished a skin, whether a cow, a bull, 
or a middle-grown seal, leaving the young pups just born to die from neglect 


and starvation. It was like taking a herd o and killing all the bulls and 
cows and leaving the calves. The extermination was so complete in these lo- 
calities that the trade was exhausted, and vo; to those pinces were aban- 
doned. About 1870, nearly fifty years after the very Of the South Shetland 
Islands, when the occupation of Alaska by the cession of Russia to the United 
States of the Beh: Sea was brought about—— 

“The CHAIRMAN. 


want to interrupt you to ask a question bearing on that 
point. Were those rookeries in the South £ Seas never under the protectorate of 


vernment at all? ee 
ITNEss. Never. Iwas going to say that when the cession was made 
ri Russia so the United States of this territory, and the subject of the valne of 


or le value, was brought to mind, ple who had been 
previously en in that bi ess re these sou! localities, a 
apse of nearly fifty years, and no seals were found on the island of Desolation. 


These islands have n used as the breeding place for sea-elephants, and that 
creature can not be exterminated on that d, for the reason that certain 
beaches known as ‘weather beaches’ are there. ‘The sea breaks rudely upon 
these beaches, and it is impossible to land upon them, There are cliffs, some- 
thing like 300 to 500 feet, of shore ice, andthe sea-elephant finds a safo resort on 
these beaches, and still preserves enough life to make the pursuit of that ani- 
mere bere se ones a have hed If and father, fi sixty 
z ve vessels there, an ve „myself and fai , for or ears. 
the toned of South 
Georgia, and the island of 3 off Cape Horn, and 
one or two other minor panis were found to yield more or less seal. In this 
period of fifty years in these localities seal life had recuperated to such an ex- 
tent that there were taken from them in the six years from 1870 to 1876, or 1877, 


perhaps 40,000 skins. 
“Q. ree they had been abandoned for fifty years? 
‘Phe last year’s search of vessels 


“A. Yes; tod: ey are exhausted. 
in that region—I ve the statistics here ofa vessel from Stonington from the 
South Shetiand Islands, reported in 1 and thirty-nine skins as 


888, 
the total result of search on those islands and South Geo 
“Oneof my own vessels procured sixty-one skins, including eleven pups, as 
the total result of her voyage; and, see oes Cape Horn, there are, in my 
opinion, no seals remaining. I do not k that one hundred seals could be 
peona mn all the 
ocslities 


g to the 

“Now, the trade in those h ities is entirely exhausted, and it would be im- 
possible in a century to restock those islands, or bring them back to a point 
where they would yield a reasonable return for the investment of capital in 
rere mines „That, in brief, completes thehistory of the fur-seal in the South 


DANGER OF THE EXTERMINATION OF THE ALASKA ROOKERIES, 


g them in the water 
as they were able to take 
on board. Thetestimony of the Government agents shows that of the number 
of seals killed in the water not more than one in seven, on an average, is š 
for the reason that a wounded seal will sink in the sea. So that for every thou- 
sand seal-skins secured in this manner there is a diminution of seal life at these 
rookeries of at least seven thousand. Added to this is the fact that the shooting 
of a female seal with young causes the death of both. If the shooting is before 
delivery that, of course, is end of both; if after, the young seal dies for want 
of sustenance, 

During the season of 18% the number of contraband seal-skins placed on the 
market was over 13,000 ; and in 1886, 25,000; in 1887,34,000; and in 1835 the num- 
ber of illicit skins secured by British cruisers was leas than 25,600, which number 
would have been largely increased had not the season been very stormy and 
boisterous., Am citizens respected the law and the published notice of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and made no attempt to take seals. 

From this it a; that, during the last three Des the number of contra- 
band erir pi bas sen on the market amounted to over 97,000, and which, ac- 


and securing as many of the carcasses for their 


cording to the testimony, destroyed nearly three-quarters of a million of furs 
causing a loss of revenue amounting to over $2,000,000 at the rate of tax an 
Fontal paid by she lessen af the seni MINAN 
SECOND, AS TO THE CONTRACT OR LEASE. 
The only contract or lease made by the Government with any persons or 
companies for the taking animals 


of fur-seals or other fur-bearing in Alaska 


1889. 


wasa aaee = saa ri gat to take fur-seals for their skins for a period of twenty 
ee v OE SERA DE EAGT EDA PE onrat; to the Alaska 
pany of San Francisco; for which privilege ‘said company 
Vater y mes pay to tl the United States a rental’ of $55,000 per annum, and a revenue 
tax or duty of $2.62} per skin taken and shipped from the i j Daa 
the inhabitants of Sait islands free of charge 2,500 dried salmon annuall. ve 
cords of fire-wood, a sufficient paran = salt, ‘and a sufficient number of 


rels for preserving ‘the necessary sup ply o f meat; to maintain s school on each 
gc for the education of the natives for a period of notlessthan eight months 


year. 
To secure the payment of the rental a deposit of $50,000 in United States bonds 
is required, and for the complete performance of the covenants of the lease by 
the lessee a bond in the sum of 000 is exacted, 

The lessee is permitted to kill 100, 1000 fur-seals on St. Paul and St. George Isl- 
ands and no more; ots is prohibited from killing any female seal or any seal 


less than one from killing any fur-seal at any time aaxieee during 
the months of June, apis September, and October, and from killing such seals 
by the use it ms or other means tending to drive the seals from said 


islands; and from pangs Sago seal in the water adjacent to said islands, or on 
the beaches, cliffs, or rocks, where they haul up from the sea to remain. 


THIRD, THE AWARD AND EXECUTION OF THE LEASE. 


In reference to the letting of this contract your ee have carefull 
amined the evidence submitted to the House of the 


mittee on Ways and Means at the first session of the ene seh en 
ber eg ng report of said committee made thereon, pursuant to n 
of the House— 


“To examine into and report whether said lease was made and executed in 
pursuance of law; and whether said Jease as made was to the best advantage 
rr the United States, according to the offers of the bidders.” 
oa ee result of that investigation the Committee on Ways and Means reported 


“The correspondence between the iarere dies the Treasury and the bidders 
Treasury 


andthe ther with the contract as made, may be found 
in Executive —— first on Forty-first Conero, No.108. Thecommit- 
tee in consid uestion whether the award to the Alaska Comme: 

Company was o best advantage of the United States, have been obliged 


to consider, 7 first, wheter: admitting that a more favorable offer in money had 
been made by others, the Treasury Department could have omitted to respect 
the clear and palpable discrimination in favor of that company by the act of 


Co: 
he action of the Secretary, based n opinions of his official advisers, 
appears to e EA tation ween negative. It is very e t that no 


cious, and cautious ‘atic should 
killing them. The old fur-seal fisheries have been destro 
avarice of aa whe bed CUA to the seals, who, in their 
mediate gains, have killed in excess of the a number each 
led to the eventual extermination of the seals at these pons. 

“Itdoes not a iin Gans Grae en put r iie necessary fal 


cept 


eee ea e If the lease th any firm or com- 
pany who had failed in its execution, or who had proved faithless to the ob! 
tions incurred, the loss to the Treasury might have proved very serious in 
extermination of the seals and the loss of large revenue now being perba 
therefrom, and likely to be continued for many years to come, under the present 
management. * * 

“In conclusion shag concur in the a: thatthe lease with the Alaska Com- 
mercial Company was made in pena of the law; pry it was made in the 
interest of the United States and p y granted to the Alaska Commercial 
Company; that the interest of the Un ted f States was properly protected in all 
tho aguimanhs afte law, and that the lessees have faithfully complied with 
their part of the contract.” 

‘This report was adopted by the House, and Paine committee, after a full con- 
sidamation'a of the testimony on which it rests, found no sufficient reason for re- 
viewing the-action of said committee and the House in the premises. 

No testimony has been rpe to your committee, nor any intimation that 
testimony existed other that taken by that committee, that would conflict 
with that conclusion. 


FOURTH. THE PERFORMANCE OF THE CONTRACT BY THE LESSER, 

All the witnesses concur in the statement that the Alaska Commercial Com- 
pany has fully performed the covenants and stipulations of said contract, and 
Secreta _ aul and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
relating thereto. 

It further appears from the ears gr dase that in soanen to the requirements of 
the lease, the has contributed ag peba Apar the welfare, comfort, and pros- 
pany of the native inhabitants of the islan it has built a comfortable house 

or rae petro on both islands, for which it charges no rent; provided stoves 

of charge, and maintains a ph on each d all the year at its own 
pet was provides medical asten: and medicines to the natives without 
charge, and maintains and supports the DATON widows and orphans. 

The native laborers receive z centsfor removing each seal-skin, or $40,000 for 
the catch of 100,000 presence are paid S pe aay day while engaged at other labor. 
In 1887 the had on deposit to their credit in San Francisco, dra interest, 
the sum of $64,782.11, thin other natives oS the Aleutian chain have been in- 
duced to eee os herp supplied by the As 396.17. PAR nm 

Goods merchan are sU e eon an advance o 
cent, above San Francisco wholesal wi eared ine 

Their chief nrticle of food is piman ringer A costs them serene dried sal- 
mon are furnished by the company under its contract, angee lr Bing pay no rent 
pooner fuel is free t their living expenses are butlittle. (See further Appendix 

reto, 
FIFTH. THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT ON ACCOUNT OF 
SAID CONTRACT. 

The total amount paid by the lessee on account of said contract upto ernment 

releni iniusves was $5,597,100. The total amount expended by the Governmeni 
ee Ronee De was about oo, 000 for salaries and trayeli 
of pa pe the 0,000 for for 


es on lim: 
y under its contract with ae es ep naroens amount received by 
© Government on account of this lodair ‘of $9,525,283, being $2,325,233 in ex- 
cess of the amount paid to Russia for the Territory, 
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SIXTH. THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF THE RIGHTS AND OF THE 
UNITED STATES IN THE FUR-SEAL AND OTHER FISHERIES IN BEHRING SBA, 


The rights and interests of the Government in the fur-seal and other fisheries 
in oreo yi ired by purchase from Russia and conveyed to it by the 
treaty of cession. 

The fur-seal rookeries were discovered in 1786, by B sax bo & Russian sub- 
ject, and in 1799the right to take fur-seals was granted Russian American 
popes.) by the R Emperor. From the date of d raons to the 
date of thetransfer of Alaska to Siha United States, Russia claim d exercised 
erative asiana ee ave those islands and asserted her poeman i of these 
fur-bearing animals and disposed of them accordingly. No one ever ques- 
tioned her right or asserted an adverse claim. No foreign vessel was tted 
to touch at either of said islands during the entire period of Russia's occu; ion. 
Seal life was protected by her navy, both on the islands and in Behring 

By the treaty of cession this right was transferred to the United States. .It in- 
cludes the right to protect seal life on the islands, and in that part of Behring 
Sea included within the awe Peai of the territory conveyed. 

ae ee IN na 1O PEIO the waters of Behring Sea and protect seal life 
was asserted and d for nearly a century, ara rear and unquestioned, 
and the United States having acquired that Lugat tby pee se urchase Kom ussia has 
maintained it from the beginning. To ill e killing of fur-seals by 
unauthorized persons was monies by act of os ot CORANN? the right to take a 
specified number each year ree pee twenty years at a fixed rate of ye 
and rental was authorized, with direction to the Secretary of the Treasury, fi 
the time being, to renew the sical be to Bhs su and responsible parties at the 
bag! spea of each period of twent; 

he penalty affixed to the vio! on rae f the statute pos seal killin 
fine and imprisonment and confiscation of vessels, their tackle, apparel, and 
o protect this valuable pore pod upon which 


niture. 
The object of this a hay Be 
the entire felnnds dopend f for ce, and second, to secure 
that to prohibit seal 


on of 
ing Sea would be no 


” of Alaska as described in the — 
E Comment ete es aa from thi 


d 
of cession, through which the seals 
theast of the rookeries, and in their annual 


feeding grounds, some a sou! 


m ns to and from 


stipulated in the treaty 
described” and ceded + the United 


cession, 

2. B: the cok AA July 27, 1868, it is 
United States relating to customs, commerce, and navigation are extended to 
and over all the mainland, islands, and Siasi of the territory ceded to the 
United States by the Emperor of Russia,” 

3. By the act Gonorea March 3, 1873, the | twentieth and twenty-first sections 
of “An act to inte iis and TAAGO EIA niu the LAT KIA ana te pee; 
serve ce on the frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834, ‘* be, and are hereby, ex- 
ten trad were nll tha soake d, , and waters of the territory ceded 
to the United States by the Emperor of R 1 eto. 

4. By joint resolution, March 3, 1869, ‘the islands of St, Paul and St. George 
Alaska are declared a special reservation for Government careers etc. 

It will be spa omea that these islands which are declared to be in Alaska are 

situate near the center of what Mr. Sumner designates as “ our part of Behring 


5. By the act roved July 27, shar yiplaen ng Sinbat; alian, 1956), it is pro- 
wide’ thas “wep paseen AITA kill © any fur-seal or other fur-bearing ani- 
Thais within the limite of Alaska Territory, ov in tes waters the: 

aoe “limits” of Alaska ‘Territory are defined by the treaty of cession as fol- 


a The eastern limit is the line of demarkation between the Russian and Brit- 
stern Lit America, ete, 
ih The western it pedal erga which the territories and dominion conveye 


ovided: “The laws of the 


Krusenstern or Ignaloo 

book, and proceeds due north without limitation into the same Frozen Ocean. 

The same ester! limit, beginning at ei same initial point, proceeds thence in 

a course nearly southwest through Behring Strait and Behring Sea, so as to 

pass midway between the island of Attou and the Copper Island of the Kor- 
mandorski couplet or group in the North Pacific Ocean to the meridian of 193° 

pty bin ai so as to include the whole of the Aleutian Islands east of that 


sian! Bs Ropero a to the United States March 30, 1867, for com- 


—our 
; the boundary of the territory referred to inthe act appropriating the 
vised ies, which pro- 


of Alaska Te: 
clear to the committee that the act fy the Sa punai 
fa tho treaty 


the United States by the Emperor a Russia,” 
The Territory of Alaska consists of land and water. Exclusive of its lakes, 
rivers, harbors, and inlets there is a large area of marine territory which lies 
outside of the 3-mile limit from the shore, but is ss the boundary lines of 
the territory transfe y Russia to the United Si 
The rivers, lakes, Tachore: and inlets, as well as the’ 3-mile belt of. water con- 
to the scape asd are Sh pele of the territory of the United States, and come un- 
der the operation of ws without being specially named ; and ifthe statutes 
extending es Meee of ar the United States over a had omitted the word 
” and had the words “mainland and "islands of the territory 
ceded,” of the phrase “mainland, isl and waters” oa the territory 
ceded, there is no question but that the’ lakes, rivers, harbors, inlets, and the 
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attr belt would have been included as part of the territory of the United 


tai 

While it is true that an act of Con, relating to Alaska or any other Ter- 

tory applies to its entire area, yet, in this case, out of abundant caution, and 
in order that there might be no room for doubt or question, the law-makers 
used the words “all the mainland, islands, and waters,” having direct refer- 
ence to the large area of marine territory on the west, which Mr. Sumner, speak- 
ing for the treaty, told the Senate was “ our of ng Sea.” 

“ National territory consists of water as well as land.’’—Halleck’s International 
Law, section 13. 

The object of the act of July 1,1870, was (as expressed in the title), “to pre- 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and the title would 
be a misnomer if its operation were restricted to the mainland, islands, and the 
3-mile belt of water. 

When this act was passed it was known to Congress that the Pribyloy group 
of islands were the ouy seal islands in Alaska; and that there were not only 
no other seal rookeries in Alaska, but that there was no other place in the Ter- 
ritory on the mainland or on any other island, where fur-seals haul up, or are 
ever to be found, except in the waters of Behring Sea. Therefore the only 
places where they could be killed in Alaska were on the seal islands and inthe 
waters of Behring Sea; and the prohibition necessarily applies to those two 
localities, for it would be idle to prohibit seal killing in localities where these 
animals are never to be found, By the same act the Secretary of the Treasury 
was directed to lease the privilege of taking fur-seals for their skins on said 
islands at a fixed tax and rental fora period of twenty years, thereby removing 
the prohibition as to one of the localities frequented by these animals, namely, 
the islands of St. Paul and St, Geo and penton Weg prohibition to apply ex- 
clusively to the waters of Behring Sea, the only other place where fur- are 
to be found in Alaska, 

SEVENTI. THE OPERATION OF THESE STATUTES. 

Congress having made provision for the protection of seal life in Alaska, and 
appropriated money to equip the vessels of the Revenue Marine for that service, 
the Secretary of the Treasury dispatched revenue-cutters to Alaska with in- 
structions to seize all vessels found engaged in killing fur-seals in Alaskan 
waters. 


authorized persons were killing seals in Alaskan waters, the Secretary caused 
a notice to published in the newopepers printed at all the Pacific ports in 
this country stating that the law prohibiting seal killing in Alaskan waters 


1888, 

In 1881, one D. A. D'Ancona, of San Francisco, addressed a letter to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, making inquiry as to the extent of jurisdiction claimed 
by the United States over Behrin Sea. In reply the Secretary informed him, 
under date of March 12, 1881, as follows: < 


“The law prohibits the killing of any fur-bearing animals, except as other- 
wise therein vided, within the limits of Alaska Territory, or the waters 
thereof, and a probibits the killing of any fur-seals on the islands of St. 
Paul Koy St. George, or in the waters adjacent thereto, except during certain 
mon 

“ You inquire in regard to the interpretation of the terms ‘waters thereof’ 
and ‘ waters adjacent thereto,’ as used in the law, and how far the jurisdiction 
of the United States is to be understood as extending. 

* Presuming your toutta relate more especially tothe waters of Western 
Alaska, you are informed that thetreaty with Russia of March 30, 1867, by which 
the Territory of Alaska was ceded to the United States, defines the boundary of 
the territory soceded. This treaty is found on pages 671 to 673 of the volume 
of treaties of the Revised Statutes. Itwill be seen, therefore, that the limit or 
the cession extends from a line starting from the Arctic Ocean and running 
through Bebring Strait to the north of St. Lawrence Islands, 

“ The line runs thence in a southwesterly direction, so as to midway be- 
tween the island of Attou and Copper Island of the Kormandorski couplet or 
group in the North Pacific Ocean to meridian of 193° west longitude. All the 
waters within that boundary to the western end of the Aleu Archi, 
and chain of islands are considered as comprised within the waters of 


erritory. 
“All the penalties prescribed by law against the killing of fur-bearing animals 


par therefore attach against any violation of law within the limits before đe- 
“Very respectfully, 
“H, F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary.” 
This decision was repeated by the Department April 4, 1881, and on the 16th of 


March, 1886, the Jate distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Daniel Man- 
ning, sent the following letter to the collector of customs at San Francisco: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 16, 1886. 
“Sre: I transmit herewith for your information a copy of a letter addressed 
the Department on March 12, 1881, to D. A. D’Ancona, con g the juris- 
on of the United States in the waters of the Territory ot Alaska and the 
prevention of the killing of fur-seals and other fur-bearing animals within such 
areas, as prescribed by chapter 3, Title XXII of the Revised Statutes. Theatten- 
tion of your eae in office was called to this subject on April 4,1881. This 
communication is to you, inasmuch as it is understood that certain 
oe at your port contemplate the fitting out of expeditions to kill fur-seals 
these waters. You are requested to give due publicity tosuch letters in order 
that such parties may be informed of the construction placed by this Depart- 
ment upon the provisions of law referred to, 
gi heme ully yours, 


“COLLECTOR OF Cusroms, San Francisco.” 


It having been claimed by the Canadian authorities in their brief relating to 
the seizure of Canadian vessels in Behring Sea by our revenue-cutters, that ex- 
Secretary Boutwell had decided that the United States had no jurisdiction over 
Behring Sea outside of the 3-mile limit, the attention of Mr. Boutwell was called 
to the matter by Hon. W. W. Eaton, late chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, United States Senate, to which Mr. Boutwell made the following 


reply: 
= “WASHINGTON, January 18, 1888, 
“Sin: Since the receipt of your letter of the 16th instant, I have examined 
with care the letter ad me as tary of the Treasury by, T. G. 
Phelps, of 
March 25,1 
to the 
the neighboring approaches to the ds. Upon the examinatio: 
panache. aa my recollection is in a degree refreshed and my knowledge of the 
circumstances revived. 


“ The fourth sentence of Mr. Phelps’s letter appears to proceed upon the idea 
that it was the purpose of the hunters, as their merpose was then understood by 


“D. MANNING, Secretary. 


rt 
andalso my official reply thereto, dated A 


him, to take the seals upon the Pacific Ocean side of the Aleutian range of 
islands and near the passes mentioned and through which the animals were 
destined to movo; and such was the view taken by me and on which my reply 
was based. 

“Nor can I now see that there ís ground for any other reasonable construc- 
tion of the correspondence. 

“Mr. Phelps appeared to have apprehended a diversion of the seals from the 
Ounimak Pass and the narrow straits near that pass, and his suggestion of a 
remedy was limited to the same field. Therefore, neither upon my recollection 
of facts as they were understood by me in 1872, nor upon the present reading of 
the correspondence, do I admit the claim of Great Britain that my letter is an 
admission of any right adverse to the claims of the United States in the waters 
known as Behring Sea, My letter had reference solely to the waters of the 
Pacific Ocean south of the Aleutian Islands, 

“Very respectfully, 


"W, W. Eaton, Washington, D. 0” 


On the 12th day of October, 1870, Secretary Boutwell wrote to the collector of 
customs at San Francisco, as follows: 

“ Your communication of the 27th ultimo is received in relation to the illegal 
killing of the fur-seals at places in Alaska other than the islands of St. Paul and 
St. George. In eyed I transmit herewith a letter, addressed to the collector at 
Sitka, instructing him to issue strict orders to his subordinates for the preven- 
tion of such illegal killing and traffic, and for the bringing of the offenders to 
punishment; and also for the seizure of all such seal-skins illegally taken as 
aforesaid, and for their transmittal to your port for forfeiture.” * © * (See 
Executive Document No, 83, first session Forty-fourth Congress.) 

In October of last year the question as to the right of the United States to ex- 
clusive dominion and jurisdiction over our part of Behring Sea came before the 
United State district court in Alaska, in the cases of The United States vs. The 
British schooners Dolphin, Anna Beck, Grace, and Ada, charged with violating 
the law prohibiting the killing of fur-seals in Alaskan waters. 

A stipulation signed by the Queen’s counsel, Mr. N. W. T. Drake, on the part 
of the British owners, and Mr, A.K. Delany upon the of the United States, 
was filed, in which it was a; d and conceded that the masters of the vessels 
named were taking fur- in that portion of Behring Sea which is claimed 
by the United States under the treaty with Russia of March, 1867. To the libel 
of information the Queen’s counsel of British Columbia filed a demurrer alleg- 
ing that the district court of Alaska had no jurisdiction over the subject-matter 
of the action, for the reason the schooner was more than 1 marine league 
from the shore when seized, and that the act of Co: ot July 27, 1868, is un- 
constitutional in that it restricts free navigation of the Behring Sea for sealing 


“GEORGE S. BOUTWELL. 


purposes, 

In overruling the demurrer the court said: 

“The question of the constitutionality of the act of Congress of July 27, ine 
scarcely deserves notice, since it has been sustained by this court. (See Uni 
States vs. Nelson, 29 Federal Reporter, page 202. See same case, affirmed by the 
United States circuit court for Oregon, Weekly Federal Reporter of April 19, 
page 112, See also The Louisa Simpson, 2 Sawyer.)"’ 

ere was a concession by counsel for British Columbia that the act of Con- 
gress extending the laws relating to customs, commerce, and navigation over 
all the mainland, islands, and waters of the territory ceded to the United States 
by the Emperor of Russia, extended said laws overall that portion of Behring 
Sea | ing east of the sea-boundary line designated in the treaty, 
In its decision the district court said (Dawson, judge) : 
“The conclusion I have reached is that the demurrer must be sep raan gen 


ninety days be granted as per stipulation filed.” 
o appeal wastaken from t on. Ourexclusive jurisdiction over these 
waters having thus been asserted and exercised by the lative and execu- 


quished? 

The reasoning that would justify this Government in reversing its attitude on 
this question must be sufficient to convince the common understanding that 
justice and honesty demand it. The relinquishment of a vested righ repeatedly 
assertedand exercised by a great power jealousof itshonorand ty, coupled 
with a surrender of national territory, acquired in faith from a neighbor- 
ing ee honor would be questioned if we admit our title is defectiy 
can ony. justified by the adverse claimant assuming the burden of proof a 
establishing beyond question his own perfect title, the United States being in 
possession and claiming ownership. Until it is demo that Russia, our 

tor, had no title to these waters, or that she did not assert or exercise domin- 
ion over them, our right must be conceded; for it is admitted on all hands that 
ieta title Russia had at the date of the transfer of the territory we acquired 


an possess. 
The sixth article of the treaty of cession provides that— 
“The cession hereby made conveys all the rights, franchises, and privileges 
now belonging to Russia in the said territory or dominion and appurtenances 
ere 


For the period of one hundred and forty years, dating from their discovery, 
these Alas waters were under the exclusive jurisdiction of Russia, and her 
dominion over the reserved half of Behring Sea is still and exercised ; 
and the same is acknowledged by the United States and other nations. 
taet De ent Circular No, 13, of January, 1882, contained the pub- 
lished notice of the Russian consul at Yokohama, warning foreign vessels as 


follows: 
“NOTICE. 
“Av the request of the local authorities of Behring and other islands, the un- 
dersigned hereby notifies that the Russian Impe: Government publishes, for 
general knowl the following: 


“1, Withouta special!permit or license from the goyernor-general of Eastern 
Siberia, foreign vessels are not allowed to on trading, hunting, fishing, 
ete., on the Russian coast orislands in the Okhotsk and Be g Seas, or on the 
northeast coast of Asia, or within their sea-boundary line. 

Mehr such permits or licenses foreign vessels should apply to Vladivostock 
ex! ively, 

“3. In the portof Petropaulovsk, though being the only port ofentry in Kam- 
schatka, such permits or licenses shall not be issued. 

“4. No permits or licenses whatever shall be issued for hunting, fishing, or 
trading at or on the Commodore or Robben Islands. 

“5, Foreign vessels found trading, fishing, hunting, etc., in Russian waters 


_without a license or permit from the governor-general, and also those 


possessing 
a license or it who may infringe the existing by-laws on hunting, shall be 
confiscated, vessels and cargoes, for the benefit of the paaie aan This 
enactment shall be enforced hen commencing with A. D. 1882. 

A The enforcement of ~ pors ies SA to ATAS 
and also Russian merchant vessels, w. for purpose, will carry military 
detachments and be provided with proper ions. 

“A, PELIKAN, H, I. R. M. Consul 


“Yoxouama, November 15, 1881.”, 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1313 


This warning was published fifteen years after the transfer of the eastern half 
of Behring Sea to the United States, and gives notice to all concerned that Russia 
ors enforce her jurisdiction over the western half within her ‘‘sea-boundary 

e. 


RUSSIA'S TITLE TO BEHRING SEA. 


The Sea of Kamschatka, as it was formerly called, was discovered by Vitus 
Behring, a Russian subject,in 1725. From the date of discovery until the pur- 
chase of Alaska its waters were surrounded by Russian territory, except the 
narrow Straits fo to the Frozen Ocean and the southwestern outlet to the 
North Pacific. Within a few years from its discovery trading companies were 
formed and trading stations established on its coasts and islands by Siberian 
merchants and traders, and on the northwest coast of the North Pacific. The 
glowing accounts of the rich products of the new possessions stimulated Rus- 
sian enterprises; companies were formed, ships were built, and factories estab- 
lished at different points on the coasts and islands. 

In 1745 the Aleutian were discovered, and in 1768 the whole aie - 
ago and the paniis of Alaska were explored by an expedition orde: by 
the Empress Catharine. The coast of British Columbia was discovered by Van- 
couver in 1790, and in the same year Gray entered the Columbia River, so that 
the title of Russia is the earliest on the Northwestern coast. Subsequently there 
were four other Russian expeditions: The first, under Commodore Billings, in 
1785; the second, under Krusenstern, of the Russian navy, in 1803; the third, 
under Lieutenant Kotzebue, in 1815, and the fourth, under ‘Admiral Liitke, in 


profits; and in 1783 a trading npr eb ine was origina otsk, 
`i t Kadiak, with branches at Algonsk and Unalaska 

yan Bays. Numerous other com ies 
were subsequently formed, but in 1797 the different interests were consolidated 
and a new company formed, with headquarters at Irkutsk, which made aed 
imperial commission to whom 


parties of Russian hunters, as well as PO ecm ey claims advanced by foreign 
ns, 


the business of that distant region in the hands of one strong company woul 

serye on the one hand to perpetuate Russian supremacy there, and on the other 
would prevent many disorders and preserve the fur trade, the . wealth 
of the country, affording protection to the natives against violence and abuse, 
and eng toward general improvement oftheir condition.” (Bancroft’s Hist, 


In accordance with this recommendation, an imperial ukase was issued De- 
cember 27, 1799, as follows: 


the of a merciful God, we, Paul the First, Emperor and Autocrat 
of oe ussias, etc., to the Russian American Company under our highest 
pro! m. 


“The benefits and advantages resulting to our Empire from the hunting and 
trading carried on by our loyal subjects in the northeastern seas and along the 
coasts of America have attracted our royal attention and consideration; therefore 
haying taken under our immediate protection a company organized for the 
above-named pi of carrying on hunting and trading, we allow it to assume 
the appellation of ‘Russian American Company under our highest protection ;’ 
and for the purpose of aiding the company in its enterprise, we allow the com- 
manders of our land and sea forces to employ said forces in the company’s aid 
if occasion requires it, while for further relief and assistance of said company, 
and having examined their rules and regulations, we hereby declare it to be 
our he ears imperial will to grant to this company for a period of twenty years 


owing rights and privileges: 
By the right of discovery in times, by Russian navigators, of the 
northeastern (western) part of Am beginning from the fifty- degree of 
north latitude and of chain of islands extending from Kamschatka to the 
north to America and southward to Japan, and by right óf possession of the 
same by Russia, we sank gracionsiy permit the company to have the use of all 
hunting grounds and lishments now existing on the northeastern — 
ern) coast of America, from the above-mentioned fifty-fifth degree to 

Strait, and on the same also on the Aleutian, Kurile, and other islands situated 
on the Northeastern Ocean. 

“II To make new discoveries not only north of the fifty-fifth d 
latitude, but further to the south, and to occupy the new lands vered, as 
Russian possessions, according to prescribed , if they have not been pre- 
vignely occupied by mn Pega Lo pony or been dependent on another nation. 

SA To useand profit by everything which has been or shall be discovered 
in those localities, on the surface and fa the bosom of the earth. without any 
com tion by others. 

“IV. We most graciously permit this company to establish settlements in 
future times, wherever they are wan according to their best goss pi and 
belief, and fortify them to insure the safety of the inhabitants, and to send shi 
to those shores with goods and hunters, without any obstacles on the part of 


government. 

“V, To extend their navigation to all adjoining nations and hold business 
intercourse with all surrounding powers upon obtaining their free consent for 
the purpose, and under our highest protection, to enable them to prosecute 
their enterprises with greater force and advantage. 

“VI. Toemploy for navigation, hunting, and all other business, free and un- 
suspected people ha no illegal views or intentions. In consideration of 
the distance of the ties where they will be sent, the provincial authorities 
will grant to all persons sent out as settlers, hunters, and in other es, 
passports for seven years. Serfs and house servants will only be employed b 
the com y with the consent of their landholders, and government taxes will 
be paid for all serfs thus tery megan 

“VII. Though it is forbid: by our highest order to cut government timber 
anywhere without the pe: on of the college of adm: , this company is 
hereby permitted on account of the distance of the ‘admiralty from Okhotsk, 
when it needs timber for and occasionally for the construction of new 
ships, to use freely such timber as is required.” * * è 


The remain: paragraphs are not pertinent to the subject we are consider- 
ing. We araw E y the last one: 


* In conclusion of this our most gracious order for the benefit of the Russian 
American Company under (highest protection), we enjoin all our military and 
ciyil authorities in the above-mentioned locali not only not to prevent them 
from enjoying to the fullest extent the privileges granted by us, but in case of 
need to protect them with all their power from loss or injury, and to render 
them, upon application of the company’s authorities, all n aid, assist- 
ance, and protection. To give effect to this our most gracious o „we sub- 
scribe it with our own hand and give orders to confirm it with our imperial 
seal. Given at St. Pe „in year after the birth of Christ 1799, the 27th 
day of December, in the fourth year of our reign. AE 
“ . 


This assertion of dominion was not disputed or questioned by any of the 
powers; the right of the Autocrat of Russia to control and dispose of these pos- 


xX——83 


“g, 


ofnorth 


was conceded, tacitly at least, by all the nations. His title rested upon 


fl) disco (2) fi 

very; rst occu 
more than haifa century. 
ican Pss f as early as 1799, without 
were inyested with'absolute control of i 
from Behring Straits to the fifty-fifth lel on the American const, and as far 
peri as Japan on the continent of Asia, subject only to the ultimate sovereignty 
of the Czar, 

Twenty-two years later, upon the complaint of the company that foreign 
traders were interfering with the rights conferred by its charter, the Emperor 
Alexander issued the celebrated ordinance yee gen 3 his dominion to the fifty- 
first parallel on the North American coast, and prohibiting foreign vessels to 
approach within 100 miles of the shore. We quote the first t sections: 

“ Whereas it appears from reports submitted to us that the commerce of our 
subjects on the Aleutian Islands and along that part of the coast of Northwest+ 
ern America belonging to the Russian dominion is e to injury and yaris 
ous molestations owing to the existence of secret, illicit trade; and whereas 
it appears that the principal cause of such molestations is to be found in the 
want of regulations Pstablishing the limits of navigation along these shores and 
prescribing the order of procedure in maritime matters along said shores, as in 
general on the eastern coast of Siberia and the Kurile Islands, we have resolved 
to ate these matters by a special ordinance herewith appended. 

s nsmitting said ordinance to the administrative senate, we order that it 
ne A penaga for general information and the proper steps be taken to carry it 

into execution : 


“* Ordinance concerning the restriction of navigation and regulating the coast- 
ing traffic along the coasts of Eastern Siberia, Northwestern America, the Aleu- 
tian and Kurile Islands, etc. 


tion; (3) peaceful and undisputed ion for 

virtue of this imperial decree, the Éussian Amer- 
rotest or objection from any quarter, 

1 the territory embraced in its charter, 


go all ong the northwestern coast of America from Behring Strait to the 
fty-first parall 


peonon of the island of Urup, namely, as far 
south as latitude 45° 50’ nort 


sian Empire. 
"Sec, 2. Accordingly, no foreign vessel shall be allowed either to put to 
shore at any of the coasts and islands under Russian dominion as specified in 


the preceding section, or even to approach the same to within a distance of less 
than 100 Italian miles. Any vessel contravening this provision shall be subject 
to confiscation, with her whole cargo. 

“*Sro, 3. Exempt from this prohibition are: Vessels cast away in a storm, or 
compelled to put to shore on account of complete want of food provisions, pro- 
vided they are unable to land anywhere else except at a coast belonging to 
Russia, In such cases the vessels are required to furnish proof of the real ex- 
istence of causes necessitating the exemption. Ships sent out by friendly pow- 
ers for merely scientific purposes are also exempted from the preceding regula- 
tion (section 2). Such ships must, however, be provided beforehand with passe 
portsissued by the Russian ministry of marine,’ ” 


With reference to those portions of this ordinance which extended Russian do- 
minion four degrees farther south and prohibited foreign vessels from approach- 
ing to within a distance of less than 100 miles from the shore, the Governments 
of Great Britain and the United States entered protests. 

Mr. Adams, then Secretary of State, conceded the boundary named in the 
charter of the Russian American Company, namely, the fifty-1 parallel on 
the coast of the North Pacific Ocean, but resisted what he d ates as “a new 
pretension,’ the claim of Russia to the coast between latitude 51 and55. Healso 
repelled the exclusion of American ships from the coast of the North Pacific 
Ocean, stating that ‘‘ with the Russian settlements at Kadiak or at New Arch- 
an; tka), they, the United States, may we claim the advantage of a free 
trade, having so long enjoyed it unmolested, and because it has been, and would 
continue to be, as advantageous at least to those settlements as to them.” 

The committee cite these extracts to show that the contention had reference 
idee apar: od the coast of the North Pacific Ocean and entirely remote from 


g 

In reply to the suggestions of Mr. Politica that “the extent of sea, of which 

these the limits, comprehends all the conditions which are or- 

y Mr. Adams replied: "Itmay suf- 
fiee to say that the distance shore on this in latitude 51° 
north, is not less than 90° of longitude, or 4,000 miles.” (He direct refer- 
ence to the Pacific Ocean.) 

The committee have carefully examined the protests and the co: ndence 
in reference to the matters in controversy, as well as the treaties of 1824 and 
1825, which settled them, and find that they all had reference to that section of 
the coast and waters of the North Pacific Ocean between the fifty-first 
of noria ee and Mount St. Elias, and east of the one hundred forty- 


Sea or to any region of country within ron miles of its eastern bord: 


in 1725 to its partition Garang: Coch ager eers ya bey 
uestioned. (See treaty between Russia and the United States, April 5,1824, and 
treaty between Russia and Great Britain, February 28, 1825, published with 


EIGHTH, THE VALUE OF THE MARINE TERRITORY ACQUIRED BY THE TREATY 
OF CESSION. 


By referring to the debate on the of Alaska, and the contemporane- 
ous discussion of the subject by the odicals and newspa) of this country, 
it will be noticed that the acquisition of the products of ‘Behring Sea, its fur- 
bearing animals and fisheries, was regarded as an important, if not ite chief, 
consideration for the purchase. 

Sumner, speaking for the treaty, said in tne Senate, after enumerating 


Mr. 
the land furs of Alaska: 
" The seal, amphibious, ;polyssmous, and in tas the beaver, has always 


supplied the ]. mul of furs to the Ru: com: AY 
saking Ai aa ar he says these animals are tuna te these waters in 
great multitudes, and rw! Seg elt ta for theirivory. Hethen adds 


“I mone Ge ewes ue it is the first. Inthese 


portance—perhaps the most important of all. 
the side of that product of the sea, incalculable in amount, which contributes to 
the sustenance of the human family? * * * Salm 
g name, d 
ng an army, is amply verified. The cod is per- 
and abundant of all. for it swims in all the 
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JANUARY 29, 


Speaking of fishing banks or ae he adds: 
“The sea and straits of as the Frozen Ocean have beensurveyed 


a naval expedition of the United States under Commander John Rodgers, 
rom one his charts now here anara pana aea; non 
Ocean and descending through Behring Btraits an 
bracing Kotzbue Sound, Norton Bay, So Bay to the | pening of Alaska, 


adistan 12 , there are constant 
ka kde 50 fathoms, thus presentingan immense extent ne in ‘this cae 
T 
“Our own S now so considerable, were small in the beginning ; 
Eer small eyen when they inspired the eloquence of Burke in that er Pend 
never equaled even by himself. But the Continental Congress, in 
is of a al instructions to its commissioners for the negotiation of peace with 
prewar a — as a fundamental condition next to rap rioak, ecco that 
mien — ld bo p pissa Sgr While nag sition was 
un iscussion 2 r erry, w. À grown up among 
Massachusetts, repelled the attacks u eir pursuit in words which are not 
San of place here, ‘Itis not so m fishing. he cogs ri ar indus- 
we It is not so mych fish; itis re that avoca- 
tion. Itis the a of thoes who woul ar idle, the food of 
— who would oth hungry, the wealth of of those who would other- 
wise be 3) Aar tient three oe Segre anarem tim ` the common 


right of ing Osh should in no case be given up. 

“For this principle the eldest Adams cratentind Ww ability and constan: 
until it was fixed in the treaty where it stands side aa side with the acknow. 
rye of independence.” 

uisition of 


this Sanasan parenie aap pAr en p r a Senate 
by thn akiran of the Commies sg yopen wad Etre gees ree 
achievement of the treaty, and no one Pri peaa) the right of Russia to sell and 
transfer it to this country, and no oni peas was made in the Senate or else- 
ane that this valuable marine territory was not included in the proposed 


which are 
session. From these documents we make the following extracts. Under d rose 
edhe 10, aap cst ican r, Mr. Clay, writes from St. Petersb' 


follo 
ia beg angen 241. April, 1867, peter ie Syiah Sohar Russia 
and America ceding us all Russian was duly received. ae 
expression of European and Russian sentiments in reference thereto before 


you. 
“T cong: ement, which adds so vast a 


uco many 
pri a paons Aa WA AEE err) 
on, 


"Gi the dth of July, 1867, Suriah iene Meigs wrote to Mr. Seward 

follows : 

“t My DEAR SIR: I am Sreten to find it stated that objections are made to 
isition of Russian America, I can co: ve of boon to the 


papis eee ee ae 
eir group. 


“1 trust that no effort to secure this great acquisition will be omitted. 
The execution of the treaty will.crown our generation with the praises and 


future. ages.” 
In “A memorandum description of the Russian eee on ee 
America,” ig! sae e to Secretary Seward by the American minister at St. 


Pete 21, 1867, it is stated as follows: 
“The Aleutian Islands may attract transient traders, but no nt set- 
tiers; to inhabit them one must be an Aleut; and if it were not for the sea sur- 


rounding the islands, thiscountry, owing to its {nfavorable 
and the sterility of its ground, would have never been inhabited at all. 
In the ago ge of the products of Alaska furnished the State Depariment by | 
Professor Baird, of the apap Institution, he says; 
“© Animals: Furred animals, £ uch as sea otter, river otter, sable-furred seal, 
mink, foxes, black, silver, red, ete, abound in great numbers. Reddeer are on | 


‘the south and teindeer on the no! 
: Herri and codfish abound in exhaustless numbers, 
me en 
. W. W. Miller wrote as follows: 


its acquisi 
“The lege of on those banks, with Sitka asa free port of per- 
petuity, is of itself worth the price we are paying for the whole territory with | 
sigs TA a ais was during the years 1826, 1827, first offi f the 
harles cer o 

American brig ri Aee i jag tating between the Sandwich Ia Islands, Sitka, and 

China, writes under the date of December 16, 1867, as follows: 
“The coast of abounds with fish of various kinds, such as salmon, hal- 
ibut, and codfish, and I think the fisheries of that Territory are of more value 
= our ee a of California and Oregon than those of ‘Newfoundland to New 


Eogena the years 1896 to JA95 we sold our cargoes direct to the Russian Govern- 
ment and received our pay entirely in fur-seal skins, w! “perpen hi one — 
m the northern part of that coast and the adjacentislands, as also 
ies of ivory (walrus teeth), and walrus skins, and brought into Írar barih of jitia 
in tho vessels of the Russian American Company.” 

The committee cite these documents because they were transmitted to the 
House of Representatives, with etA others of a liko character, by the Presi- 
dent under s resolution of the House, December 19, 1867, 1867, "calli for corre- 
Soe and pron age in — {o atalen Americaw toenablethe House 

take faction on the ng e money ; 
but chiclly. Dokos it seems to the committee tae aire have been for granted 
‘that by the purchase of Alaska the United States would acquire exclusive owner- 
ship of and jurisdiction over Behring Sea, including its products, the fur-seal, 
sea-otter, walrus, whale, codfish, salmon, and other. ; forit is onaccount 
of these yaluable products that the appropriation of the money was 


the fact that the fur-sea: boo iheries alone Save AN VEMA wee Remoras sr é 


ment a revenue AEE Hr the entire cost-of the Territory. 
Tt seems clear to the committee fhat, if the waters of Dekzing Sen were the 
“high seas,” these products were as free to our fishermen and unters as 


n Francisco. 
f Tho inhavitnnt of Bi Paul and Bt George 


} willin 


the Russians, and there was, therefore, no reason on that account for the pur- 
chase. But it was well understood that Russia controlled those waters; 
her ships of war Slated the reg them and seized and confiscated foreign vessels 
which had viola the lations she had p: concerning them; and 
the argument in wef of the purchase was that by the transfer of the mainland. 
islands,and waters of we would acquire these valuable products and 
the right to protectthem. This d prope can only be effective by the employ- 
ment of means similar tothose adopted by Russia. Armed vessels should patrol 
Alaskan waters and enforce the laws of the United States. 
It must be remembered that only s small number, comparatively milions ot 

the fur-seals remain on the islands the entire season,and that ions of 
them traverse Behring Sea for miles in quest of food, ana cover large 
water. Now.if the protection only embraced the islands and the b- S niaba 
of water surrounding them, a vast number of seals would be leftto the mercy 
——_ seal-hunters, and the destruction of the rookeries would be swiftand cer- 


2 egy Mg policy of the Governmentin connection with the future dis- 
osition of the Pribylov Islands, the Brie and p pare E the 
habitants of the Aleutian chain of islands, from O 

should not be 


Had the Government in the prohibited the hunting of the sea-otter by 
any but Aleuts, and not white men married to Aleutian women to 
rank as native hunters, and also confined the Aleut in his hunting to the use of 
spear and arrow (not wing fire-arms), it is possible 
have been maintained in perpetuity; but not only were such restrictions no! 
placed, but even the rules made have been d: ed, and the extinction of ihe 
sea-otter is not fardistant. When that time ves, the inhabitants of the Aleu- 

consideration is 


Silos to.aid this impowerishedl ty. getting a1 return in skins (the onl 
4 eommun: a 8l 
irado of the people) insuficien t at their retail value to compensate for for ase sont 
g 
Before planare nepi iare die p of relief for the Aleutians, let us look for a moment 
at the past and present condition of the ee Islands, people and yore 
seal product, _ the cession of poy corr re under t their rul: 
loyed a copied rengoa wake uean sina 9 agro zs of St. Paul an Bt. 
After the cession, un operation aiya Bargo numba 
of these o penpe s elected to leave the seal islands and return to their former 
homes (possibly fearing the same they had 
——— under Russian, are enforced labor, with a eompensation of ay 
A ie pa coarse and poor food and wretched shelter) shelter), so that only abou! 
iy die Gorernmenk AANA work tang seaaking under th fase mae 
rnment number os t 
area of atio of Sper 80 veneer the” = 
The irths on iS and does no! keep with proportion 
deaths, mainly because the laws of peepee ATE of which 


these oie are ie mer ap y 

mote in kin that a eins in a itn ted population for 

sags men may find wives in Ounalaska cisowhers, and p: bring them 

St. Paul and St. George, but the woman of these islan: 

must anos the settlement.of her husband, as he can rege come op the seal 


be enroll ed as a sharer in the seal fund socalled. Itmaybe 

here to state from what source this fund derived, Papeete poner gr it te Tone 
ited. When ‘the United States Government leased the vilege of taking 100, 
000 seal-skins annually on these islands. all work connected 
with the killing and aR anna Bone the natives of St.Paul. and Bt. 
G jeee The lessees fixed com; for this work at 40 cents 
per skin, say $10,000 per annum, to be divided amongst the laborers for less 
than i esis! soni ther labor than that above specified is paid by the les- 
sees at the rate of $1 per k 

‘The native inhabitants of the two islands named in addition to the above are 


on the islands such articles fos they may desire at a cost masension ie 
of the same goods in Sa) From this this statement it will appear Piet 


enj leges and benefits that 
of his Feely of the Aleutian 
is ser hr sensible of his Aosda ba and is naturally un. 

m have the of his islands increased and hisundivided share 
thus nished. So long as'there were laborers sufficient to do the sealing, 
and sò Sone as the Aleuts of the chain had the sea-otter to look to as asource of 
support, the state.of affairs was well reer, soto th nbn eS that the time has come 
when the population of the seal to ad mH A do the work 
of saer, } skinning, and salting, and the assured speed on of the sea- 
otter will leave the Aleuts from Ounalaska to Attou rang a state of destitution, 
‘the question of what to doin the becomes urgent and demands atten- 


tion, 
The Pribylov Islands when discovered by the Russians in 1790 rr unin- 
acuta = id people from the Aleutian Islands were transferred to them to 
red work. Under Russian rule life there was deemed a hard- 
shi mn foot which ‘the people desired escape. Under American rule the con- 
‘ons are all changed, and the desire of the Aleuts now is to have a settlement 
on these islands, Tae prope being all of one race or and thoir distribu- 
tion being an enfo one originally, it 
islands occupied should contribute towards the 
people are docile and childlike, pono in their ices, 
and judicious treatment can be guided, preserved, and elevated, oak ong = 
fortable material condition can be assured for them. To accomplish th’ 
of the Government and that of aa S ce Beeson amd di 
requirements of the situation be yra eur 
secem 


ee Se EE desirable in the eyes 
n. 
The "inbabitant” 


them there under the conditions that now govern the nati 
port now available to the inhabitants of Ouna- 


were to be sustai: 


ends can, itis believed, be accomplished g the seal meat now 
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necessarily wasted on the Pribylov Islands either by sae ie on of canning, or 
means of cold storage, and from this sup appiini chief food of the na- 
ves. Inthis labor of preparing and d th 
numberof natives could be made available. The details of such plan would need 
much Manaen: but could without difficulty be worked out. Themainobjec- 
tion of e — ning process would be that which manifested itself when the effort 
was made ve income from the oil obtainable from the seal bl 
namely, pay smoke and smell proved offensive and disturbing to the breeding 
seals on the rookeries, and the Government d thatit was unwise to far- 
ther pursuc theeffort. But possibly improved methods could now be applied,or 
the meat preserved in some other manner. The women could be instructed and 
encouraged to further develop the little industries they now practice, such as 
weaving grass baskets, making nets, ete., and thus contribute in a n:.nor way to 
si general well-being. 
t is ble also that about Atka a fishery could be established for ye 
EB on ee some ofthe fish products about that island. Pe not supposed tha’ 
these endeavors would be pursued with the expectation orean Arein ena 
rofit from them, but in the hope of sustaining and d the poopie w natives, and 
Wi is believed that if the Government, the lessees, and ee crm work in accord 
the desired end could be attained, In this matter all interests are identical. 
The Government has its obligations to the ag and Inter also to continue 
its present revenue from the islands. The lessees need the help of the 
zee re to properly prosecute their work ora to their contract. 

At ria aa tchful care and guidance to strengthen them to resist the 
temptations that py apeople just emerging from an inferior state. ‘Their 
only grievance now put forth is that the Government and the lessees 
Sear ae ales trowel quase, Hub all these possiblities aspend spon th 
whisky or native wed quass, n the 
absolute protection of seal life by the ig pa a Notonly in Em te iEs Ji 


srzi also and with more Roponen in the limits of Behring th of the 
senl islands, in the passes cen the islands and to the extent of national ju- 
risdiction south of the ‘Aleutian ch chain, the statutes now in existence in = 


thereto must be executed with a decision . and firmness that admit of no mis- 
conception, else a most ee race of people willfade away. A gf asp 
industry unique in its kind wili be destroyed and there will remainto the Gov- 
ernment of its valuable purchase only a waste of barren volcanic rocks. 

The executive department ofthe Government has ample erand authority 
under existing law to make and enforce all necessary regulations to carry into 
effect the recommendations here made. 

CONCLUSION, 

The committee have examined numerous witnesses who are familiar with 
this ind and the nature and habits of i of the fur-seal, with reference to the 
best mei or system to be adopted by the Government to secure the greatest 
amount of revenue, preserve = rookeries, and provide for the welfare 4 
the native inhabitants of the islands. All witnesses concur in testifyin 


z existing rookeries are tially in the 
same Soi by the different governments to which they belong, all f 
the lead of who man: and our roo! by a similar 


Russia, who 

method from their discovery until their transfer to the United States. 

It did not require the testimony of witnesses to convince the committee that 
the Government itself could not successfally manage this business, or that it 
would be wisdom on its part to repeal the laws which protect seal life in 
- s waters to all comers, and invite the speedy destruction 

n 

It is conclusively es! ata ishod by the testimony that this business must be con- 
trolled by one direction—by proper and responsible parties as required by the 
statute, with direct and single responsibility to the Government, 

Your committee therefore recommend that the act entitled “‘An act to 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Seager ioe and amend: 


recommended by the committee, be continued in force; pag that not only 
the system it adopts, but the method of carrying it into vee well adapted 
for the purpose intended. 


In conclusion, your committee find the following facts: 

First. That if’ the Amd protecting seal life is sia poss reservation aS the 
seal rookeries will be assured, the revenue contin , and the 
sa inhabitants of the seal islands maintained without cost to the Govern- 
ment. 

Second. That the Alaska Commercial sree ony has cana a its con- 
tract with the Government and has contributed ang tp main- 
tenance, comfort, and civilization of the a re pai of notor seal islands, 
but also to those of the Aleutian Islands, Ki 

Third. That the fur-seal — will have 

od of the present lease. 


millions of dollars d 
Fourth. That the chi objec of the p purchase of Alaska was the acquisition 
of the ofp tee oi products of 
Fifth, That RUDS OE oa cn of Alaska to the United States Russia’s 
mp at Bebrin was pire and undisputed. 
That boot virtue of the treaty of cession the United States ee com- 


plete title te: to Albat portion of Behring Sea situate within the limits prescribed 
e treaty, 
The committee herewith report a bill amendments of the 


making 
existing law relating to these subjects and recommend its passage. 
“Section 1 S the bill amends section 1963 of the Reyised Statutes in two mate- 
respec 
As the statute now reads the Secretary of the Treasury does not think he is 
authorized to advertise for bids and make another lease of the seal islands 


one year prior to expiratio’ the lease, so 
be no cessation of bility. Section 1969 of the im 
“a revenue tax or duty of $2 skin n each fur-sealskin taken and 


away from the islands of St. ‘al and St. George.” 

The amendment repeals that tea and dpe ase “the sum of not less than 
$3.50 per skin for each fur-seal skin taken and o> ebe bei these islands,” 
thet DIAS Dy nE Naa Ea AOA IS i pt annum as 2 consideration 

r the lease 

The amendment also declares the trne meaning and intent of section 1956 of 
the Revised Statutes, which prohibits the killing < of fur-seals, ete., in the waters 
of Alaska, and requires the President to issue an annual proclamation and 
cause one or more Government vessels to cruise said waters, in order to pro- 
hibit the unlawful killing of fur-seals therein. 

The amendment increases the revenue of the Government from this source 
ethics LURAD provide tor ite Sn protection and preservation of 

ctions 4 and 5 provide for the temporary our 
valuable salmon fishcries in A „and require th a Domsntosionar of ish and 
Fisheries to diligently prosecute his explorationand Avega On of the salmon 
other food-fishes of Alaska, and re; sy tin ooh ete in order to secure such 
additional legislation as may appear necessary to place the salmon ppano ami of 
aas under permanent and regular conditions of production and preserva- 
on 


APPENDIX A, 
Subsequent to the closing of the testimony in this investigation, the governor 


a special report in reference to the oj ions 
mpany under iks. contract with the United Sta States. 
that he visited the Pribylov Islands 


of Alaska submitted to Con 
of the Alaska Commercial 
In that 


Asa result of his. observation and examination he is convinced that the com- 
see Po has not breed strictly reer with its contract, but has largely contrib- 
to the welfare, comfort, and education of the natives of the is! in ad- 
dition to the requirements of the lease; and, while adhering to his former crit- 
icism of the operations of the company in other parts of Alaska, he strongly 
approves and commends the conduct of the company and its agents in the = 
formance of the stipulations of the lease and the treatment of the natives. 
also states that in his intercourse with the native inhabitants he heer a aa 
complaints concerning their treatment either by the agent or any one else'con- 
nected with the company. 

Inasmuch as the law tlie it the duty of the governor of Alaska “from time 
to time to inquire into the operations of the Alaska Seal and Fur Company, and 
annually ate Congress the result ad such aren par he wit and any and all viola- 
tions by sai noaa of the agreement existing between the United States and 

company, § the commttes deem it pı propor to include in its report all that 
portion of rrr an Swineford’s report has reference to that subject. 


FEP agatha ORRE PI REMOTE LIAL TR 


to 
was undoubtedly t the intention org? gress generally, i 
inquiries merely to of beiko ox ring ft ad 
with the Government. nee Whe seat 
company, aside from its 
Sie mc possible in the fi pages. 
as e 

er motive or decito than a the good a 
I have esteemed ita 
bap ayy fro i E aep en I wish t that. 

r from pe pia a en a an wi o : 
eure are A mites eng to re! 


the seal 
okies cog wher weg -is to be continued, very little in the way of reform is 
ikely to be accomp!: hed by ing the t lessees in favor of some 
other individual or corporation. It is the system, or principi 

condemnation. Any other corporation granted the same 
would naturally strive to make the most of the opport 


which is wholly itable at least to the company. I am Lavi satisfied 
SAE ae SERS SA AOR DAA TR SORRE, pp creed mare th all the 
terms and conditions of its agreement with the Government; pung T itis doing 
even more in the matter of iding for the wants and comforts of the natives 
than its contract Sg pets do not believe, as has frequently and persistently 
been charged, that aple Lege ane pa Breed op sony IS than the number of 
not been, and is not now, to its interest to doso. That could only be done b; id 
the customs autho: 


s considerati 
person who is acannon: AOTROA Ut the tae of 
supply and While [can not averap ive knowledge in the premises, 
I nevertheless feel quite safe in asserting that the company never violated 
either that or any other express ihe ly Ma seai s or contract., Itistrue I 
a Dos DaT ee REY of ting St. George, o tothe then 
bad state of the weather, but I spent the best oan two days on Paul 
„and where seve wen- 


agent, being open to me, while there was 
whatever to to impart, me from obtaining any infor- 


and condit: 
The school-houseis large enough toaccom- 
peuslly enforced in eastern villages. The schoolhouse isla will com: mostfavor- 
ably in all respects with similar buildings in the States and ories. The 
school was having its annual vacation at the time of my visit, but i met ə num- 
ber of native chil apk who conia speak English, and afew soo yen 
men who could read te, and was informed by the teac. and the Gov 
kept open from September 
making excellent progress. 7 


A dispensary in cha: eee aa s —— physician is maintained by the company 
on each of the paw cal attendance and medicines being supplied 
free of charge. Shan ei “nn the Government aguas wes the company to 
furnish the inhabitants of the two islands with 60 cords ‘ood annually, 
but for se ge reason or under some arrangement coal is being aoe them 


buy enough fuel to make up the deficiency; that the company sells to ES paws at 
the rate of $L50 per 100 pounds of coal or three sticks of cord-wood fi for 50 cents, 
In the event of a renewal of the company’s lease or the leasing of the islands 
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to any other corporation or individual, I think a much more liberal provision 
fora supply of fuel to the natives should be made. 

From the stores at St. Paul and St. George—I assume that the conditions at 
St. George are the same as at St. Paul, the same general nt being in control— 
the natives are furnished goods and provisions, if, indeed, not as the company 
on at only 25 per cent. advance on San Francisco wholesale prisan most 
—_ y at very much lower figures than have yet obtained anywhere else in 

laska. 

There are two hundred and nineteen men, women, and children, exclusive 
of the few whites,on St. Paul, and one hundred and twelve on St. George. 
These three hundred and thirty-one people, of whom it is safe to say less than 
one-third are adults, are paid by the company each year, for not to exceed 
three months’ actual labor, $40,000, which is divided among them, not exactly 
on a community plan, but in shares of the first, second, third, and fourth class, 
the classes being arrai by and among themselves and founded upon the 
relative skill of the workmen and value of labor performed. As, for instance, 
of the $34,000 paid the present yar for killing and flaying the ei hty-five thou- 
sand seals taken on St. Paul, the men of the first class received $26 each, those 
of the second class perhaps $50 less, and the other two classes from $300 to $400 
perman. These amounts, after the division is agreed upon, are placed to the 
credit of the individual persons composing the several c on the books of 
the company and can be drawn in cash whenever wanted, except that, either 
on its own motion or at the zeguan ot the Government agents, the company in- 
sists upon retaining an amount sufficient to insure each individual $3 per week 
d the long period of enforced idleness which intervenes between the close 
of one killing season and the commencement of another, 

A number of the more provident natives have very considerable amounts 
standing to their credit with the company, on which they are allowed 4 per cent. 
interest,and by the means just stated the sip cab ones are compelled to 
save enough for the support of themselves and families. If they do any extra 
work, they are paid for it; the company likewise pays them 40 cents each for 
skins of cap oe seals of which tho law permits them to kill as many as may be 
needed for es bow least, for as many as they desire to sell for that price after 
they are neatly tanned. Many of these pup skins, however, they make up into 
blankets, coats, caps, ete., which are eagerly sought for by the officers of the 
revenue steamers; but I was informed they were not allowed to sell them ex- 
cept through the office, and not eyen then without first having obtained the 
Government agent's permission. 

There are a peg many blue and white foxes on St. Paul Island, and of these 
they are permitted to trap not to exceed 500 each winter, for the pelts of which 
the company allows them 40 and 60 cents each, res: ively. The people are 
seemingly much attached to the company’s general agent, who struck me as 
being a man of the most humane and kindly feeling, and I heard no complaints 
from the natives concerning their treatment, either by the tor any one else 
connected with the company. So far asthe relations existing between them- 
selyes and the company are concerned, they are probably as well, if not better, 
off than an equal number of white workmen to be found any where in the States, 

On the other hand, it seems to me that the authority exercised over them by 
the Government agents is rather arbitrary and oppressive. While at Ouna- 
laska, on my return trip from the Arctic, I was called on bya del: ion claim- 
ing to represent the people of St, Paul Island, who complained bitterly of the 
restrictions placed upon their actions by the Government agents. As I have 
stated, they are not permitted to sell anything without permission, and the 
delegation in question ere ata that on days when the store was open the 
assistant agent assumed the right to act as clerk not only, butalso to decide for 
them what they should and should not buy. They claimed that he had dis- 
charged the second chief from the position to which he had been elected for no 
other reason than that he had gone fishing without first having obtained per- 
mission; that no one is tted to leave the island without consent of the 
agent, and instanced cases where they had been refused permission to receive 
visits from friends and relatives, though the company was perfectly willing 
they should come, and offered to give them free transportation on its steamers, 
In flaying seals a few of the skins are accidentally cut, and these, together with 
th which are pronounced “ stagey,” are rejected by the company. 

These skins, the delegation claimed, would be of use to the people in various 
ways, but instead of be allowed to keep them, they are cut up and thrown 
away by order ofthe Government agents. This is the delegation which I have 
refe to as complaining that the fire-arms sold to them by the company had 
been taken away from them, for what reason they professed not to know. Ido 
not know of my own personal knowledge concerning the truth of the statements 
made to me by the complaining delegation; but I do know that the natives of 
the islands are not permitted to sell property, recognized on all hands as belong- 
ing to themselves, without first obtaining pornos of the Government agents. 
It would seem to me, in view of the fact that none but Government v: and 
officials and those of the company are allowed to call at or land upon these 
islands, that the natives ht be permitted to sell without let or derance 
that which is admittedly their own; nor does itappear to me at all necessary to 
their ware that they should be restricted to the enjoyment of only such 
rights and privileges as the Government agents, in their wisdom, may see fit to 
prescribe. On the contrary, it seems to me that the duty of these agents, so far 
as their relations to and with the natives are concerned, lies in the direction of 
protecting them in the full enjoyment of all their just rights and privileges and 
not in the way of their carn, pape 

In my last annual rie in submitted very briefly my views as to the policy 
which shonld, in my opinion, be adopted prts Government in regard to the 
fur-seal industry. A visit to the rookeries has not served to change or m 

reason why the present monopoly of the busi- 
not only without loss to the Government, but to its 
very E e advantage so as the amount of revenue to be derived is con- 


ious to every webs of t and justice, but, as I think I have shown, is in 
very great degree inim: to the 
concluded that the plan prieny outlined in my last report 
I fully suggest that the law fs ropes“, the lease of the seal islands 
should be so amended as to positively prohibit the lessees, under lty of 
forfeiture, from engaging, either as a corporation or as individuals, directly or 
indirectly, in any other business than the taking of fur-seals within the limits 
of Alaska Lae A 

Ifit is conside that there is no other way of dealing with the question so as 
to perpetuate the industry, and at the same time secure a revenue to the Gov- 
ernment,if the business must be monopolized in order to prevent its destruction, 
then, on behalf of Alaska, in this, my last official report, I beg and pray that the 
monopoly thus created and perpetuated by Ka may be restricted to the 
leased Mands and not be permitted to spread itself all over the Territory to 
the bag err of almost every other interest within its borders, 


ery 
sige cocina A. P. SWINEFORD, 
Governor of Alaska, 


While the scope of the resolution directing this inquiry by the committee did 
not embrace the investigation of affairs in Alaska, exceptas to the Government 
reservation of St. Paul and St. George Islands,the committee admitted evidence 
showing the condition of the natives of the seal islands, as com with that 
of the native inhabitants of other ae of Alaska, and parti ly as to those 
parts of the Sh Saran in which said company had trading stations and camein 


those views. I can see no 


ritory to which the operations of the com pany extend, had materially improved 
sinoe the transfer of the Territory to the United States; and that these people 


tions of the Territory beyond the limits of the company’s operations, 
following extracts from the testimony on this subject are herewith sub- 


e 
mitted 
WasHnrxGToON, D. C., September 24, 1888, 
George R. Tingle sworn and examined. 


By the CHAIRMAN : 
Q. Please state Aiea official position. 
A. Tam the United States Treasury agent in charge of the fur-seal islands of 
Alaska at the present time. 
* * * * * * 


* 

Q. Have you had occasion to observe and judge of the general effect that this 
lease has on the natives, and whether this lease enables the Alaska Commercial 
Company to exercise over the business interests and general prosperity of the 
natives any influence? 

Eey Yes, sir; it enables them to exercise a very large influence throughout 


Q. Is it injurious? 

A. The basis of their business is the fur-seal industry. Without this contract 
it would not be there. This contract enables the company to maintain stations 
in other portions of the Territory where there are natives congregated, and 
where they collect more or less land furs. ‘This business they could not main- 
tain without the fur-seal contract, because a number of these stations are non- 


paying. 
i You mean unprofitable? 

A. I mean unproiitable, maintained at an actual cash loss annually. Most of 
their stations pay something. The most valuable fur that they have heretofore 
gotten has been the sea olter, but of late years the sea otter has been hunted so 
Vi Sat by white hunters and others that the supply of that fur is very largely 
reduced, 

Q. By competition? 

A. Yes; by competition. Their business in Alaska is principally on the fur- 
seal islands, and their business elsewhere has no connection with that and does 
not keep ple out of the Territory at all. Since I have been there their ves- 
sels have been at the service of any person wishing to travel up to Alaska. It 
carried missionaries, traders and their families, miners, and others who hap- 

to be at the stations. Such always got passage. I have never known an 
nstance where they fefused to any one who undertook the establish- 
ment of a store or trading-post at any point in Alaska. The company has its 
stations at all points where it is at probable they will have a profit, and it 
does all the business it can, but it is in competition with many others. 
a Is a influence in any respect, in your opinion, deleterious to the pub- 
ic interest 

A. Not to the natives. If it were not for this company I believe the natives 
in many portions of Alaska would be ina starving condition. If this company 
did not go there and carry provisions to them and take what few furs they 
have the natives would have to go some place else, for they would be in a half- 
starved condition, and no better than they were under R e, which was 
certainly deplorable. The presence of the Alaska Commercial Company in 
Alaska bas n, in my judgment, a greater civilizer to the people of Alaska 
and has been of more benefit to them than all the Rev. Sheldon Jackson’s 
crowd of missionaries has ever been. 


{Testimony of W, B. Taylor, ex-Treasury agent.] 
s s = 


* s * * 
a tl ie fur trade there was open to free competition throughout the Terri- 
ory 

A. So far as I know. I know of noreason why, if they conform to the general 
law which is applicable to fur trading, that is, the employment of natives, that 
any other company has not the same right that the ka Commercial Com- 
pany has to pest 4 on business, but so far as I have been able to ascertain in re- 
gard to thaé, the business has not been a profitable one for more than one com- 
pany, and in fact I think the Alaska Commercial Com y could not asy on 
the business were it not that they have had the fur-seal island business, which 
made it necessary for them to own two vessels, and they could use them in the 
same trade to carry on business, And that is one reason why they have been 
able to carry on the other business and to extend the trade in the interior and 
through the Territory, and I look upon that trading business as a Godsend to 
those people. Without it the Government would be obliged to make provision 
to care for them—I mean for the natives throughout the Territory; of course 
the same thing is adapted to the seal islands, but it is the gen trade lam 
speaking of now, because if you refer to revenue reports which have been made 
from time to time, you will find there a large number of small settlements that 
have been found in a starving condition almost mihi! har) that they have been 
visited, and large numbers of these people have died of starvation, and they 
have given them supplies over and over again, 

Q. Bo you mean the company? 

A. No; the Government has. These supplies have been dealt out by the 
revenue-cutters to keep these poopie from starving in localities where there is 
no trading, and in l ities w they have trading and collecting furs, ivory, 
and whalebone, and such things as that, and trade them to traders—the Alaska 
Commercial Company, I suppose, do the bulk of the business in that way—they 
can get provisions, money, food, clothing, and all that which is necessary, and 
can exist, Just how many people there are in Alaska dependent upon that 
trade I am not in s position to state, but it runs into the thousands, 

Q. Involving the main bulk of the natives? 

A. Yes; pretty much all of them. I look upon that trading as absolutely 
necessary by the Alaska Commercial Company or some company who continues 
to do that in order to keep these people from starving. 


WASuEINGTON, D. O., September 17, 1888, 
Dr, H. H. McIntyre called and examined. 


By Mr, JEFFRIES: 


Please state your name and occupation. 
ve H.H. Melntyre. Iam eei anse e pai of the seal fisheries of Alaska for the 


lessees. 
Q. eet long bave you been in the employ of the Alaska Commercial Com- 
n 
ra Maes J une, 1870. 
* s s * . s 
Q. Does the company build any houses ? 
A. We have built a la number of houses at Ounalaska and several in other 
rts of the Territory. ‘The sea-otter business was formerly profitable, but dur- 
g the last three years in the entire Aleutian Archipelago it is non-paying. 
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to com 
and in the 

west of an 

000 or $5,000 to obtain $500 worth 

+ For what purpose? 

A. To keep upstations and to keepthe people fromstarving. AtAttou Island 


© portion west of Athka weget almost nothing. I think 
including Athka we Broken na during the last year spent 


there are abous one hundred one now. there we absolutely noth» 
ing except a dozen or two of fox-skins. Now itis to take the people 
m land and carry them to and thence to the > 

they can be induced to go and if the Government gives us on, 

Q. Are you TA them without remuneration ? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Are the sea-otte: 

A. Yes, sir Sepa: opine heats hunter anon have be better facilities for k: them 


than the natives, follow = long the coast and kill o 
young indiscriminately, The native hunter ¢ can co compete with white hunt- 
ithout prion ere ge ia under most favorable circumstances are beaten by 


them. 
Q. Would it that that may soon result in their extermination? 
A, I think it 


Q. Who are engaged in the extermination of these sea-otters 
a SEN entirely, independent of the company ahi in competition 
w other, 


pan 
of Åra hunters, nits their skin ts and otter 


spears. 
t the trade while you feed the natives? 


y should fai’ 
hey would be left ina paa Voy Iy Capiorabin condition, I do not think they 
oid get the means of subsisten: ink they would starve. 


bs pynitbachearsdagicre Ry ED noT m e 2 


Cross-examination by Mr. . 

re bea >» editor of the ferria erdes Pros. are you not? 
F, 

Q Bay Jong. Ker ou say you had been on St, George Island? 

. I was sta there four years; that was my station. 
& Arren to that you been over the entire Territory of Alaska? 
A. Previous to in 1879, 
Q. You have written a book on Alaska? 


George d eria Natalia Merculiff, who had several offers of ee from Gane, 
laska ut she would not marry them. She said she would rather live 
single A] Her life than marry them, She could not marry anybody on St, 
George or St. Paul use she was connected by ties of some 
remote to the forty-seventh jdegree, with about everybody on the two ds, 
The Russian church does not peice the such relations. She had 
the reputation of Petagas very nice and decen 1—the best of the tot, the, gen- 
eral re went. The real facts in the case I r not know. 

Q. You have been on the Aleutian Islands? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I want to ask you now, from your own observation, what do y: 
the condition of tien natives of A before and since the 


tive women there was exceeding! 
mission schools until they learn: 
them to the miners. That was common report, butI never knew wooo prey ere 
that on the Aleutian Islands. The women at Athka were consid 
somest and neatest women in the Territory, and I think they were the best 
Joata women I saw, excepton the seal 
do hg say in to the natives of Alaska who have come in 
ae with the Alaska Oaar Company as to whether they are better or 
worse in those localities where the company has stations? 
A. I think they are improved considerably, particularly at Ounalaska, where 
oe co! apay also maintains a school, 
he com: y build houses? 
Š. They built houses, They took out the old barabacas and made frame 


PA Ti That you know has ie ee fry Bo eg with the lease? 
Nothing whatever. The mmercial Com oso 74, banao. ne monopoly 
at ODES Anybody that wants to can go there and do 
-Q. That is so anywhere in the Territory except on the seal islands? 


A, Yes, sir. As I stated when I was here last summer, there was com tion 
for the fur trade at various points—Kadiak, Unga, Ounalaska, St. Michael’s, 
and other trading points. 


Capt. L. G. Shepard sworn and examined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The sub; so under investigation by this committee is the con- 
tract and lease made by the coe Government with the Alaska Commer- 
a epe fan tn Aande of eis r-seals in and the extent to 
which this has been enforced or ecmnpiindt with, etc., by that company at any 


time. 

Q. “State what position you occupy. 

A. Lam captain of ox 1 ante States revenue-cutter Richard Rush, and made 
two cruisesto the summers of 1887 and 1888. 

Q. Did you observe the condition of the natives in hse a, Alaska to any 
great extent? 

A, Yes, sir; along the Aleutian Islands. 

Q. How did the natives of St. Paul and St. George compare with those of 
other of Alaska? 

A. They are better clothed and better cared for on those islands, have much 
better houses to live in than those living in other settlements, excepting at 
Ounalaska. In a number of other places the houses are partly under-ground, 
In Ounalaska the company has made about the same pre rovisions as have been 
made on the islands; built at least forty houses, which they allow the na- 
tives to apes 4 free of rent. 

Q. The condition of the natives on St, Paul and St. George is better than the 
natives elsewhere in that Territory? 

A. Yes, sir. I pater the natives of those islands consider themselves 
ey of Western Alaska; itis looked upon as a privilege to be allowed 

ve ere. 


Jacob H. TEIRA pEr and examined. 
Q Wises you planks a pra, if at any time you have occupied an official position 


under the Government in connection with the administration of the lease of the 
seal islands of Alaska, and at what time? 

A. Iwas agent of the Treasury Department at the seal islands from 
1877 until 1855, eight years. 3 

Q. State what your duties were there. 

A. My duties were to see that the law in regard to the killing of seals was 
ane with and to take soe we of the srs population of the island, 

* $ a 
SEA by Mr. JEFFRIES: 

Q. What do you say, Mr. Moulton, as to the condition of the natives who 
have come in contact with the Alaska Commercial Company as compared with 
the Sir peop. x Alaska who haye not come in contact with that company 
or agen 

A. I know the a oy very well in Ounalaska, as we always visited there go- 
ing and coming, at is the only point of Alaska I ever visited except one 
ae I went to Kadiak. 
= or to the natives of Ounalaska, while the condition of the natives of Ounae 

ka is much superior to the natives of Kadiak. That is as far as I observed, 
I ooN of nothing outside of those three pointe—the seal islands, Ounalaska, 
and Kadiak. 

Q. Do you know whether the company has done anything in regard to amel- 
ay ge Eger condition of the people ol Ounalaska? 


Q. ‘What have they done? 
A. They have built houses there. 
Q. Have they furnished a doctor? 
A. Yes; a doctor and a school-house. 

= that included in the contract with the seal islands? 

‘0, sir 

Joseph B. Johnston sworn and examined. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 
Q. State to the reporter Por ur name and place of residence, and the official 


Py, 
A. My name is Sooke B. TO United States commissioner, stationed 
malaska, I 


The condition of the natives of St. Paul is much su- 


at Ou reside there, and I have resided there for the last two years. 
re le a hee occupied that official position during those two years? 
es, 


s . . s 

Q. From your ERLOA during your official Sein raai E, is ‘is 
opinion that the lease of the seal islands and their administra‘! the Gove 
ernment under the present policy exercises a deleterious piyee to pd 
interests in Alaska generally? 

A. I think not; I know to the con 

Q. Do you know anything in their o; 
clude that their influence is unfavorable 
the country? 

A. Iknow nothing of that kind. 

Q. Do you know of any act of the gee or its pacha ag ood which would tend to 
prevent and discourage other people fro trade and commerce in 

that Territory ? 

A. Ido ek and I never heard of any. 

Q. I will be glad if you will state to the committee ina eral way the result 
of your observation as relating to the administration of interest there and 
the interests of the company in the Territory. 

A. In the Territory in general or Aee in in regard to those islands? 

Their general influence and conduct. 

I think the influence is Ihave traveled Se, over the Aleu- 
tan Islands; in fact, everywhere except at Attou and Athka. I — always 
found the company exerted a very infiuence amongst the natives, 

2 mons they treat them humanely and kindly? 

pean y 


ons there which leads you to con- 
to immigration and the settlement of 


> * * * * 


Oiceratamioniion by Mr, JEFFERIES: 
Q. How long have aoe been a aes States commissioner of Alaska? 
A. Since the 13th of September, 1886, 
Q. ¢ oe: zos the son of ex-Senator Johnston, of Virginia? 
Fy Where do you make your headquarters? 
A. At Oonalaska. 
g PONS many other commissioners are there for Alaska? 
Q. Where are they? 
A. One is at Sitka, one at Juneau, and the third at ge Wrangel. 
Q Have you traveled pretty extensively over 
. I have over the Aleutian Islands and BOARA. “Alaska, near Sitka, 
ny Then you have some idea of the comparative condition of the natives on 
e Lc oa with the other parts of Alaska which you have visited? 
es, 
2 What do ogon say as to their condition? 
. It is much superior to any other part of Alaska that I bave been in. 
& What do you say as to the fart rèh of the natives of Ounalaska since the 
there compared to what it 


* * * > * * * 


re ere cnatn company built any houses on any of the other Aleutian Islands? 


ow 
A. is Beikovsk at Unga, at Wozensinski, Mozuvia, and at other places. 
Q. At these poini 


the company have trading stations? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Isit ‘wherever the company have trading stations that they make accom- 
modations for the natives in regard to houses and furnish them medicines and 
dress? Is that the rule of the company? 

A. That is the rule. 

Q. Now, what do you say as to whether or not the condition of the natives of 
Alaska—I am speaking now outside of the seal islands—is improved wherever 


oe have come in contact with the Alaska Commercial paska A 
Vi 
ieve you Iaea testified to that, 


By Mr. FELTON: 
ak ae I understand they are better clothed and better housed than they were 
ore 


. I believe their condition has been ye much im 
: Do you know Mr. Webster? ButI 
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JANUARY 29, 


Y 
O bata rn a kb 
Pees Gace otis 


Be nae selling of intoxicating liquors? 


Because these things are for the Eege eee of the company as well as for 

Soames of the islands? 

A. Yes, sir. 
~ Louis Kimmel sworn and examined. 

Q. What is your residence? 

A. My resi es eae Ind. 

Q. sity and were? an official of the Government, and if so in what 

where 


I was assistant Treasury agent at the seal islands, stationed on 
Bt Geos Inland. 


2 You are satisfied the influence has been beneficial to the natives generally? 
A. Their condition has improved considerably. 


Charles A. Lutz sworn and examined. 


Q if m JEFFRIES: : 
your profession 
A. Physician. 


Q. Are youa uate of medicine? 
A. [ama uate of the University of Pennsylvania. 
ve you practiced in former times? 
ve y conn with the St. Luke's Hospital, Sonth Bethle- 
hem, Pa., and Mercy Hospital, in Pittsburgh. I also practiced a short time in 
Philadelphia. 
rs grote TAT DIE, stationed in Alaska recently? 


@ opie ner yo) in Alaska? 
Iwas most of the time on St. George Island, and during the summer I 
vislied = of the other stations, 
e . e. > hd . 
ne Have t been around to other portions of Alaska? 
“ah visited St. Michaels and two or three other places. 
Q St. Michaels is up on Behring Sea 700 or 800 miles nortb. How do the 
nente of St. Michael’s compare with the natives of St. George? 
. I think the natives of St. George are — Eeay superior. 
3: What do you res as to the influence of the Alaska Commercial Company 
upon the natives of the ce ape’ of ms country where it is brought in contact 


th the people? Is it 
A. Itis very SALI retat 
ir see Wilkinson sworn nak examined. 


Mr, Sonea: 
bg te seine 


Q. What t? 
A. Unga 
S Where ee by von 


about 250 prapa 
. Yes, sir. 


e =i n pretty nearly all over the whole Territory? 
es, sir. 

a Have you been on the seal islands? 

A. On St. Paul only. 

ats I would like for you to state with regard to the condition of the natives of 
se oe a as compared to the natives in the other parts of Alaska that you 

ve visi 

A. Finn they are much more improved on St. Paul Island than in some 


grad gre 
Q. What do you know as to what the company has done for the natives in 


Oonalaska? 

A. Well, they haye built houses and given them free of rent, built school- 
houses and ch es. 

Q. What do a piap teste the different natives at such points as they come in 
contact with with the Alaska Commercial ee pe § as compared with the natives 
LER TOES ERS TUTE WEED OY OP not come in contact with the com- 


pear I think hey are much further advanced than in the Territory where they 
are not reached by the com y- 
Q. Then you would say the infiuence of the company has wrought good 
for the natives of Alaska; is that your judgment? 
A. Yes, sir; decidedly. 
Q. ad portion of ‘Alaska is it that the most densely populated with white 
je? 
at A. Unga Island, Juneau, and Douglas Island, and up the Yukon, to which 
pag a ee tends, and mining to the businessportion. Thereare many rs 
ukon River, more than atany other part of the Territory. 
ma How about Southeastern Alaska 
À. ees 


ped there and was in Sitka about a week. Ounalaska is farahead of 
bitka in n regard to the natives tbere. 

Q. How about aE? 

A. I was there twice. They all looked contented there, about the same as in 
Oonalaska. 


Q. Has the company a station there? 
A. Yes, sir; schools and churches; and they seem to be well contented. 


APPENDIX B. 


Wasuixoton, D. C., January 28, 1889. 


Sre: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the information of your com- 
mittee a copy of certain statements in Serie tothe meg ee acer which the 


salmon fisberics of Al are now plean ee same having been 
transmitted to me by Mr. Redding, mer of arriya for California, 


I beg to suggest to your honorable committee that prompt measures are: 
sary upon the ne overcome k lace the salmon fisheries of the Alas: 
kan under such conditions their permanence. To prevent 
the ascent of thos salmon to their = bis grounds will certainly result in a 
few years in the destruction of this valuable EDES, The crection of dams or 
barricades across the rivers and the use of fixed contrivances for the capture of 
salmon in the rivers, should be prohibited by law, under sufficient penalties 
py pede and stringently enforced. 

Sennett herewith memorandum of such legislation as rts ye 

Ph sn seep ro pa gts for present emergencies, pape Pm the fou: for 
such additional legislation as may be necessary the salmon 
Alaska under permanent and regular Cor Sg opaa production. 


I have the honor to be, very 
YMARSHALL McDONALD, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. iy yo nea Dury, 
Chairman Commities on Fisheries, House of Ropresentatives. 


The streams on the eastern shore of the Alaska Peninsula and the large isl- 
ands, especially Kadiak and , are all small, running from lakes which 
are the Objective point of the on’ for spawning p streams 
are În some cases mere rivulets where empty into ocean at low tide, 
and the largest two to three hundred feet in width, with butone ay three feetof 
water when the tide is out. We are told the salmon returns to the place 
where he has spawned, and having arrived at maturity at sea, seeks his native 
— there to spawn and die. 


and allowing the rema 


thousands rotted on the banks. The remarkable success of these canneries 
such and the wide publicity are as to the pack has so excited both tows ane en- 
gagean this industry and more who know nothing of the business to 

itions, and all on this grand scale, to pack on in Alaska, until some- 


thing over ‘twenty-five new parties will be in the field, and all old canners 


doubling up on their present plant, 

Now the pontis i is, let Ses awanind ed locate on these small streams, shut 
the fish off tiernas, s, and in five years there will not bea 
fish left. To-day eis is he’ a location east of the Peninsular and Aleutian Isl- 


ands but is taken up, and it is a mistaken idea that the fish of commerce 
abound in every stream. Many of them have the dog, humpback, sg frome a 
mon, which are white in color,and no good tocan. The Tyan 
Alaska will yield from four to five million dollars annually if pr: 
and can be bad ately caught; but under this damming process an 
fat ae and then we have the Sacramento River over again. 

no rg uk River, on Kadiak Island, will be the objective point for several 

e yar ak Island, Chignuk Bay, are Sica TERE ch 
plants w ates be be pub up. 

Kadia Aand ia penn Oo eine TE RORE and there are more or less streams, 
all of which will be prospected or ha been. Now if all these ex- 
epN nyje are allowed to proceedand onion fish in this way this year there will 

no doubt as to their success in packing the fish, and another year must see 
the number doubled, and how long will it take to locate every stream in ‘Alsske. 
and they are not so numerous as many su The first of these vessels will 
be starting by the middle of February, and immediately steps should be taken 
by the Secretary of the Interior, if hekentas batin that this ilicit mode of fish- 
ing would not be allowed, andthe penalty should be severe, and if conviction 
came by informers they should get a large reward. 

The Government cutters are cruising in those waters, and could make rigid 


examination of those known and prominent pisnes sepeti especially Kariuk River, 
ak, and k Bay. Ifthe seal are worth protecting, how much more 
a take immediate and 


the salmon; and as there is no law the Government shoul 
severe action. Ifthe Secretary of the Interior has the power, notice should at 
once be cco our papers or at cnstom-house, that this mode of fishing would 
not be 
Wasuineros, D. C., January 26, 1889. 
Sm: In response to your request for for information concerning the salt-water 
Bileisiae 6 ANAKA T Dawe the boner 66 sonks thn Pollo ings MDO? 


THE FOOD-PISHES. 


Cod and halibutare the!principal enep eaan of the Northern Pacific 
as they are of the Northern Atlantic coast. The species are identical in the two 


oceans, In the Pacific Ocean both eye ye: y the same distribution 

and the same center of abundance. Cod have onan doubtfully, eee 
as far a as the Farallone Islands, off San F: occur on Heceta 
Bank, off the coast of Oregon, in the vicini etna Drain Fuca, and on the 
coast of British Giano From this point Sere omen northward 
along the e Lawrence Island and Nor orton Sound, in the north- 


Atka, and 

The halibut also ranges ands to Beng et ond ie 
— ly abundant along the cen eee Seen estate kaa eee taae 
several es, for which the Alaskan riversare, 


noted, are also 
Seona captu in salt water, but only in the ak ie harbors re 


which no question of fae can arise. E food an 
bait fishes of Alaska are y discussed as to the distribution, abu ce, and 
Uses, im the inclosed report by De. T. Ht. Bean, the iehthyologiet of this com- 
THE FISHING GROUNDS, 
The natives are greatly dependent upon the catch of halibut for r Supplying 
their own wants, but the only important commercial fishery conducted 


ent in salt water is directed toward the cod, Cod and halibut banks are found 
among the islands of Southeastern Alaska, and a very limited fishery is carried 

on in that region, and also along the coast to the northward of Sitka, as far as 
the kns Feningale. The principal grounds resorted to are, however. located 
on the subme: continental plateau south of the Kenai ms! Alaska Peninsu- 
Jas, and in ea Ploy aS Unimak and Unalashka Islands. That portion of the 


submerged uated between Middleton Island, south of Prince Will- 
inm’s So: „and the island of Unalashka is covered with a succession of banks 
and island qopa which afford almost continnons fishing grounds, whose rich- 
ness in ucts is only comparable with that of the great fishing banks 
of eastern Ni America, 


Parts of this region have been resorted to for the capture of cod during nearly 
thirty years, but, of course, only toa very limited extent compared with the 
fishing grounds of the eastern coast. The a pie eraen a been carried on mostly 

within easy reach of the land in the vicinity of the Islands, Unalashka, 


1889. 
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The existence eon pear oxime ree has been known 

for a lo goier ii their tions and characteristics having determined in 

: — from information obtained from the fishermen and from the oc- 
of exploring vessels. The extentand contours of these 

a their ¢ S ng richness in all parts have, ee ee en ascertained 

of the Fish Commission steamer 


during the past vear, through the researches 
Albatross, which spent about two months in making a 


04 survey of 
region. 
Five of these banks were arrea 


by the steamer Albatross, and several 
ocated, as a oe. much nearer the coast 


the outer side by the steep slope bordering the continental plateau, which varies 
in width from about 8) miles at the eastern end toabout 40 milesatthe western 
from this sl to the mainland, or to the 
the shing grou sofar as it has 


and 
Bean pai "the inouih of Cook's Inlet and in Prince William’ 
d best fish are taken off shore in the deeper waters. 
e banks examined by the steamer Albatross during the summer of 1888 
are as follows: 

Portlock Bank.—This bank lies to the northward and eastward of Kadiak 
Island, and extends from near the island to about latitude 149° west. It coers 
an area of about 6,809 square miles inside of the 100-fathom line, being noi 

ane flr ope i ia size to George’s Bank, the tetal area of which is about sa00 
square miles, 

Albatross Bank lies to the southeastward of Kadiak Island. It extends the 
entire len: of the island, and reaches from the coast to the 100-fathom line. 
Itis an extension of Portlock Bank and has an area of about 3,700 
square miles. Many Se harbors and convenient anchorages are located 
along the inner edge of this bank. 

Between Kadiak and the region of the Shumagins but few soundings. and 
trials for fish were made, but these were sufficient to prove Lenape ge ofrich 
fishing grounds in this locality, covering an estimated ares of 4,400 square 


miles, 

Si Bank south and east ofthe Shu in Islands, between which 
a 1h tatens the line it has an area of about 1. A00 aq uare miles. This is one 
of the best known of the Alaskan grounds, and has ‘teen much resorted to 

en. 


e fisherm 
ie the have been rene BANE ADONE SP ene miles of 
excel Seen gery peers ve been 

Bank lies so seer cP Ga a e a aiid VE E A 


about zA square miles, aas Tishing grounds are also R er OE, from the re- 
to north of the Sanakh Islands and west.of the Sandman: Reefs. It 


anr naag ipia Sane 
Bank extends from the region of Ugomok eastward to the vicinity 
A op Gate and contains an area of 1,600: square miles inside of the 100- 


fathom curve. 

Between Unimak Pass and the western end of Unalashka Island an area of 
2,000 square miles has been partly explored. Good fishing was found wherever 
trials were made. 

The Aleut 
her west, but as these ene to 
ded by very deep wateron both «re 

the immediate y 


nally rich groundsfor large fish being said to exist 
entrances to. Uni Pass. 

Sea: Very little yet been done in Behring Sea, and not 
much can positively be said of its resources in that except with refer- 
ence to a few localities. 

Captain Bryant wrote of this. region that “Behring Sea is a mighty reservoir 
efcod and halibut,so that he never threw over his lines without bringing up 


fish in. Shortt of the sea he might happen.” 

n, of United States Coast Survey, has described its prin- 
eipal pore ef Eatbearny vn “The soundings of this sea 
es ee eaten eee aoe ing’s indicate itas the most remark- 
able of such greatextent yetknown. On the eastern half of 
this sea soundings of less than 50 fathoms are found over an extent of 13,000 

ring Sea FET Nepean AE nr og Besa celal cpg RSE 
adjacent to the a chain of islands. depths increase very gradually 
the e Alaskan „on eastern side, snd from 


the Pribyloff group. The soundings of the United States steamer Tuscarora, in 
187 indicate trough of a to 1,68Ł aa bordering the northern side 


be 
are also a favorite food of seals:and sea lions, and are therefore not to be found 
a Suna the. sonore Of —- animals. Vessels from San Fran- 


hand. 

rene Albatross entered Behring Sea through Unimak Pass but did not extend 
her investigations beyond the immediate vicinity of the islands. to. the 

pass, the work upon the southern ds being considered PT OPEET te ATE 

which she could undertake on the cruise, The following information re- 

the Behring Sea grounds was, however, obtained at Shumagin 

le at Humboldt Harbor, Popoff Island, the Ist of August, the schooner 

Pag ey owned by with & Hough, chery Francisco, arrived in port from a trip 

had been. aa 


ies since 

iene foun 56° 40’ north, from 10 to is miles off 
shore, in depths of 19 to 24 fi Font oye bottom being sandy. This spotis some 
distanee south. of the entrance to Bristol Bay. The A is-of 176 tons burden 
and carries ee men and twelve dories. Trawis have been tried, but 
were as Aeran carting comune hooks were quickly destroyed by 
the numerous small crustaceans living upon the bottom. Al Jisime isnow 
Gone with hand-lines from dories.. A few herring were taken along for the first 
baiting of the hooks to secure a supply of halibut, after which the latter species 
was exclusively used as bait. Mr, irin the first mate of the Arago, stzted 
that he had been e in fishing on the banks both to the north and gant) 
of the Alaska Peninsula, and considers the Behring Sea fish superior to the 
southern. Fog and rains are also less. prevalent i Behring Sea than to the 
south of the SeniimaiNe 

A bank lying about 20 miles to the northward of Unimak Pass, called Slime 
Bank by the fishermen, has afforded some of the largest cod taken in Alaska, 


} Very great, 
ders 


and is occasionally resorted to by the fishermen. O. one vessel besides the 

Arago, the Dashing Wave, was are Sea during 1888, 

Online e arenaer m made by a vessel in the course of one season; this 

year the Dashing Ware intended making a second trip, but the attempt was 
subsequently abandoned. 

THE OKHOTSK SEA. 

The shailow waters of the Okhotsk Sea were noted for their cod- before 

Alas ands were opened to American enterprise, they are still 

vessels from San Francisco: The 

id to lie about 30 or 40 miles north 

paraos - 


but in recent years, and especially since ‘ne 
better known, the number has been much less. 
GENERAL NOTES, 
€od are present on the Alaskan pomon during the entire year, but cold 
weather tends to drive them off from the shallow grounds into deeper water. 
The best seasons for fishing occur at different times in different localities. A 
part of the shore-fish approach the islands in separate schools, as is the 
case on the Atlantic const. These schools. are Ax cory as. follows, in: the orderof 
their appearance, which continues from about May 1 in toSeptember, namely : 
‘The herring schoo}, the lant school, bangin n school, and the squid school. 
The last-mentioned school e largest fish, ayeraging about 12 
pounds each, but the bank fish are peepee 
The majority of the Alaskan cod sent to market are, in yt} below the average 
of the George’s Bank fish, but it is to be remembered that the Al fishery 
has so far been chiefly limited to. the ——— vicinity of the islands, where 


grounds have become 


The bait ter er will give no concern for many years, There is everywhere 
an abundance of fishes, squid, and clams, suited to this purpose, and itis now 
the custom to start out with only a sufficient amount of cured bait te begin fish- 
ing. The hooks quickly supply live bate, which appears never to be Jacking. 
Haaye nip teri iii herring, seulpins, pollock, lant, andeven salmon areamong 


I bave ti na honor to be, very respectfully, 
RSHALL McDONALD, 
United States Commissioner of Fisheries. 
Hon. Porspexrex DUNN 
House of Representatives, ee D.C, 


THE FOOD-FISHES OF ALASKA. 
[By Dr. T. Hf. Bean: ] 


There are at present known from the Territory of Alaska one hundred and 
tha shall species of fishes, nearly all of which inhabit either the fresh waters, 
the w Waters along the shore, or the moderate depths of the ocean. Only 
two species of deepsea fishes are recorded. No exploration of the deep waters: 
had been aecbutgted uy until the cruise of the Albatross in the Gulf of ka im 
1888 The collections made during this cruise are in Washington, but have not 
yet been studied. 

Of the 135speciesknown to exist in Alaska, 108 are marine, and the remainder 
either fresh water or anadromous. Sixty-two of the species are valuable for 
food, not including some other fishes which are per mar i vely eaten by natives, 
but are not usually classed as food fishes. 

The food fishes, as a rule, are abundant, and most of — are excessively 
common, Seventeen of the species grow to a ve: 
halibut, the cod, the burbot, the cultus cod, the 


itary.. 
Flounders exist anra paa but the larger kinds are limited to the Guif of 
Alaska and Behring Sea. In the far north, while the number of individuals is. 
there are no species. T] are as many specimens of floun- 
and flat-fishes in the seas of Alaska as in the Gareespondi ng latitudes of 
the Western Atlantic, The whole number of edible kinds in this family isnine; 


Pog of these, the stellate flounder, has porter, the most extensive distribution 


latitude of any species of the ‘fami ranging as it. does. rami the southern. 
tof California to Mackenzie’s Rives or through about 37° of latitude.. The 
Hees neg Bee which is identical with the well-known species of the Atlantic fishing 
very abundant in the Gulf of Alaska and in Behring Sea, except in 

hes as where it is destroyed by far-seals and other fish-eating mammals. 
In Behring Sea the halibut is usually found up to the ice line Its northern 
limit in summer appears.to be in Norton Sound (latitude 64° north, longitude 


163° west from p eara where it ocenrs in the months of July, August, and 
September. Mr. Turner states that it is not common at St. yon and 
rarely is found there above 20 inches in length. Among the Aleutian. Islands it 


isa 7 See nt, and issaid tobtach COSES weight of 300 pounds. 
At the seal islands large halibut, foo Iarge to be destroyed by the sea-lion and 
the furseal, = the natives near the shores. The species is stated to 
range westward to the O k Sea. We may, therefore, consider it as estab- 
lished that Behring Sea furnishes suitable grounds for the permanent residence 
and reproduction of the halibut. 
The cod family numbers six species of food-fishes, one of whieh, the burbot, 
inhabits fresh waters. This burbot is identical with the eastern species of the 
same name. In some of the Alaskan rivers, notably the Yukon, it reaches the 
of 5 feet, and ——_ weighing 60 pounds have — re- 
and Turner. This would make it a rival of the eod in size. 
members of this family in Northern Alaska are small, but the in- 
dividuals of the species are for era A abundant in the Arctic portion of the 
Territory. The polar cod, which is the same asthe species of that name in the 
North tic, is one of the most important and valued of the food- 
The Signal Service party at Point Barrow, in IS$i to 1883, found them quite 
plenty at most seasons of the year. Murdock mentions this fish as one of the 
aes important to the natives. Itis found at St. Michael's in winter only. In 
Piover Bay, Siberia, we found plenty of them in Augustand September. The 
ene grows to about I foot im length. 
The wachna,so called by the Russian-speaking population, has received the 
name of tomcod from the white traders; the Eskimo call iraan way is 


_ is an Arctic species, but was. not obtained by the Point coe 


their stay. At St. Michael's it isa constant residentand always Lehn Ferg It 
isan e a aS valuable both for men and dogs: The species aboundsin 
Behring Sea, ap hte we ee it very common in Cook's Inlet. lt does not reach 
a inches, and the maximum weight isa little more than. 
a poun 
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The little tomcod, which belongs to the same genus as the tomcod of New 

land, has not yet been obtained around the shores of aie 3 Sea; but in 

the Gulf of Alaska it is extremely plentiful, and is an excellent ood-fish, Its 
size is „scarcely reaching 1 foot in length. 

The pollock of Alaska is a much smaller species than our A eann and very 
differently marked. Ithasfdark longitudinal bands along the sides. and is a very 
slender fish, Altho not used for food, it is one of the best known baits tor 
cod. Atthe Shu and on the banksin the vicinity of Kadiak it is very 
common and extensively used for bait, This species is abundant also in Behr- 
ing Sea, and extends to the Okhotsk. It reaches a length of about 2 feet and a 
woens of 5 or 6 pounds, 

The Alaskan cod is one of the most valuable fishes in the Territo: ee 

c oes 
not differ specifically, gregal 
fishermen Scoring to the kind of food upon which it may be feeding. The 
schools of cod are known by the'same names as in the East; for sorpa the 
ir a 


supplies upon the nnds with the 
as abundant asin fhe: 


laska, and the principal fishing for the large fishin most localities is at distances 
sinned : saro 80 that the men go out to the grounds and bring in their 
cal n dories. 


There is in the Gulf of Alaska and in erect ay at Unalaska, 
small fish called cusk, which is not closely rela to the cusk of New England, 
but belongs to the family of Trachinide. This fish seldom exceeds a foot in 
length and is not used for food, but at the Shumagin Islands it is one of the 
most valuable of all the baits for cod. 

The sculpins are among the most numerous of fishes in Alaska, constituting 
nearly one-fifth of the entire known fauna. Probably the largest sculpins in 
the world are found in that country. I have seen ens measuring 30 
inches. Two of the species are excellent for food and many of the others fur- 
nish food for fishes and other aquatic animals, The es which I have per- 
sonally tasted and found to be acceptable food are guished by strips of 
scales along the sides. 

The family of Scorpæntdæ, which in New Soa oo waters is represented by 
the well-known red fish, Norway haddock, or brim, includes seven species in 
Alaska. These are among the choice food fishes of the Territory. They appear 
to the Gulf of Alaska, e name usually applied to this fish is rock bass, The 
red rock nA alten length of 18 inches; the black-banded rock bass, 15 in- 
ches; the black rock bass reaches a length of 20 inches; the clouded rock bass, 
12 inches; the mottled rock bass, nearly 2 feet, and the other species about 15 
— ao of them take the hook very freely, and are found usually in mod- 
erate dep 

‘The so-called rock cods, members of the family Chiridaz, are, also, very abun- 
dant and highly prized as food. They belong to the genera Heragrammus, 
with the species of small or moderate size: Pleurogrammus, also of moderate 
size; Opasi which is Seidel sepat eco na Territory, and sere 
poma, another very e es of Hexagrammus are sty 
rock cod, Sena F they have no relation to the cod family. Another name for 
some of the species —— fish, because of the green color of the flesh before 
cooking. Among the Russians they are known as torpoog, One of thespecies 
extends as far north as Port Clarence. All of them are found in Behring Sea. 
The la species grows to a length of 18 inches, 

The rogrammus has several common names: Atka fish, Atka mackerel. 
striped fish, and yellow fish. In the western part of the Gulf of ‘Alaska and 
about the Aleutian Islands this fish occurs in great schools. In deep water 
about the Shumagins it is very common, and is one of the finest known bsits 
for cod fish. Itis also very abundant off Atka. It can be taken in purse seines 
like the mackcrel and, when pre in the same way, it strongly resembles 

in taste. It deserves to be ranked among the most important of the 
commercial s es. 

The Ophiodon, commonly called cultus cod, is a very valuable food-fish and 
a very common one from Santa Barbara to Southern Gwen It grows toa 


len of over 3 feetand sometimes weighs nearly 40 pounds, 
The is known to the Indians of Washingtén Territory and north- 
ward as the “beshowe.” This fish, without any reason whatever, has some- 


times been styled the black cod, but this name should be at once suppressed. 
In the deep water off Puget Sound and Southeastern Alaska very large individ- 
uals are caught, some of them more than 2 feet inength. When smoked like 
the halibut it is highly esteemed. Small quantities have been shipped to New 
England for trial in this way,and met with great favor. 

The sand lance or lant is extremely abundant about the shores of Alaska, ex- 
tending northward at least tothe Arctie Circle. It is chiefly valuable as food 
for , Salmon, and other fishes. 

The pike of Alaska is very plentiful in the Bristol Bay region, the Yukon, 
and the Kowak, It reaches a length of 39 inches, and is a very valuable food- 


fish. 

The smelt of Alaska resembles ourown ; it isa very important food-fish, both 
in eo a and the dried condition. It is most abundant in Behring Sea and 
northward. 

The lin occurs around the entire coast of Alaska, and furnishes food for 
the cod, ibut, salmon, and other commercial fishes, 

The surf smelt of Southern Alaska is also a valuable species of food and bait. 

The eulachon is a very important food-fish both fresh and dried, and it is v: 
attractive to other fishes. The fat or oil made from this fish is used as a subst 
tute for butter, and, to some extent, to take the bre of cod-liver oil. Salted 
eulachon are prepared on the weet shores of ShellikoffStrait, and‘are said to be 
excellent for the table. 

In the fresh waters there is a great wealth of whitefish, seven being 
known intheTerritory. Oneof these, Richardson’s whitefish, aweight 
of over 30 pounds, 

Related to the whitefish is the inconnu, a v excellent food-fish, which 
grows to a length of 4 feet and sometimes weighs 50 pounds. 

The grayling isvery common in Alaskain the spring. It is a very handsome 
fish and much valued for food. 

The trout of Alaskaare very large and excessively numerous. The lake trout, 
so well and favorably known in our Great Lakes and elsewhere, is very abun- 
dant and ws very large in Alaska. Dr. Dawson found specimens measuring 


30 inches in length, 
The Dolly Varden trout is found everywhere, being known from the Colville 


and from various pointe throughout the limits’ of the Territory. It reaches a 
wey eee size an 
un 


in the sea-run condition is extensively salted in Kadiak 
the name of salmon trout. 


Clark’s trout attains toa weight of 20 Fane It is very abundant at Sitka, 
, and as far north as the Bristol Bay region. 

Gardner's trout, also called the steel-head, is known from Southern Alaska 

bo seoa no a northward at least to Bristol Bay, It sometimes exceeds 
un we 

he great salmon of the west coast are all found in Alaska. The Quinnat 
salmon, which is the largest of thé five species, abounds even as far north as the 
Yukon. Specimens weighing over 80 pounds are found. Canneries using this 
and other es are located in various parts of the Territory, Sitka, Kadiak, 
and Cook's Inlet, and the fish is salted as far north as the Yukon. The abun- 
dance of salmon in waters is marvelous. In the summer season every 
village along the coast is reddened with the drying-frames containing ukali in 
course of preparation for winter use. 

The herring of Alaska resemble our own sea-herring very closely. They oc- 
cur in countless multitudes, are fatand of excellent quality, and supply a notable 
amount of food for | es, and food and t for fishermen. e have 
taken them all around the coast as far north as Port Clarence, and they are said 
to occur as far north as the Colville River. 

The spined dog-fish is very common in the Gulf of Alaska and it is a great 
nuisance to the fishermen. Its liver might be utilized for oil, as they are on the 
New England coast, and the remainder as a fertilizer. 

The sleeper shark is sufficiently common at Kadiak appearing during the 
salmon run in schools of thirty to fifty. Turner has seen specimens weighing 
340 pounds. The natives drain the oil out of the livers and use them as food. 

A fresh-water lamprey is particularly abundant in the Yukon, and furnishes 
a vast amount of food, which is highly relished af Ses natives. It is caught in 
enormous numbers thro the ice and left to ze where it falls. rner 
says that a native, provided with a stick having left upon it several prongs, can 
easily pull out a wagon-load by a couple hours’ labor. 


APPENDIX C, 

RUSSIA, 1824.—CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND HIS 
MAJESTY THE EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, RELATIVE TO NAVIGATION, FISHING, ETC., 
IN THE PACIFIC OCEAN, CONCLUDED AT ST. PETERSBURG APRIL 5 (17), 1824; RAT- 
IFICATION ADVISED BY SENATE JANUARY 5, 1825; RATIFIED BY PRESIDENT JAN- 
UARY 7, 1825; RATIFICATIONS EXCHANGED AT WASHINGTON JANUARY LI, 1825; 
PROCLAIMED JANUARY 12, 1825. 


[Convention between the United States of America and Russia. Translation 
from the original, which is in the French lan; J 

In the name of the Most Holy and Indivisible Trinity. 

The President of the United States of America and His Majesty the Em: r 
of all the Russias, wishing to cement the bonds of amity which unite t S 
and to secure between them the invariable maintenance of a perfect concord 
by means of the present convention, have named as their plenipotentiaries to 
this effect, to wit: 

The zrani of the United States of America, Henry Middleton, a citizen of 
said S and their envoy extraordinary and minister ene ten 
His Imperial Majesty; and His my rod the Emperor of all the 
loved and faithful les Robert Count of Nesselrode, actual privy counselor, 
member of the council of state, secret of state, directing the administration 
of foreign affairs, actual chamberlain ight of the er of St, Alexander 
Nevsky, Grand Cross of the Order of Št. Wiadimir of the first class, Knight of 
that of the White le of Poland, Grand Cross of the Order of St. Stephen of 
Hungary, Knight of the Orders of the Holy Ghost and of St. Michael, and Grand 
Cross of the Legion of Honor of France. ght Grand Cross of the Orders of 
the Black and of the Red Eagle of Prussia, of the Annunciation of Sardinia, of 
Charles ITI of Spain, of St. Ferdinand and of Merit of Naples, of the Elephant of 
Denmark, of the Polar Star of Sweden, of the Crown of Wirtem! of 
hs of Hanover, of the Belgic Lion, or Fidelity of Baden, and of Ht. Con- 
stantine of Parma; and Pierre de Poletica, actual counselor of state, Knight 
of the Order of St. Anne of the first class, and Grand Cross of the Order of St, 
Wladimir of the second; 

Who, after having exchanged their full powers, found in good and due form, 
have agreed upon and signed the following stipulations: 

Art. I. It is agreed that in any part of the Great Ocean, commonly called the 
Pacific Ocean, or South Sea. the respective citizens or subjects of the high con- 


tracting powers shall be neither disturbed nor restrained, either in navigation 
wb —— a g, or in the power of resorting to the coasts, upon points which may 
n ready 


have been occupied, for the purpose of trading with the nativ: 
saving always the restrictions and peA i determined by the following om 


es. 

ArT. II. With a view of preventing the rights of navigation and of fishing 
exercised upon the Great Ocean by the citizens and subjects of the high con- 
tracting powers from becoming the pretext for an illicit trade, it is agreed that 
the citizens of the United States 1 not resort to any point where there is a 
Russian establishment without the permission of the governor or commander; 
and that, reciprocally, the subjects of Russia shall not resort, without permis- 
sion, to any establishment of the United States upon the northwest coast. 

ART. III. Itis moreoveragreed that hereafter there shall not be formed by 
the citizens of the United States, or under the authority of the said States, any 
establishment upon the northwest coast of America, nor in any of the islands 
adjacent, to the north of 54 degrees and 40 minutes of north latitude; and that, 
in the same manner, there shall be none formed by Russian subjects, or under 
the authority of Russia, south of the same parallel. 

Art. IV. Itis nevertheless understood that anga eo of ten years, count- 


creeks upon 

fishing and tradin; 
ART. V. All spirituous liquors, 

of war of e kind are alwa; 


be sold to the natives by thats TORDA 

subjects, nor by any person who may be under their authority. It is likewise 
stipulated that this restriction shall never afford a text nor be advanced in 
any case to authorize either search or detention of the vessels, seizure of the 
merchandise, or, in fine, any measures of constraint whatever towards the mer- 
chants or the crews who may carry on this commerce; the high contracting 
powers reciprocally reserving to themselves to determine upon the penalties 
to be incurred and to inflict the punishments in case of the contravention of 
this article by their respective citizens or subjects, 

Arr. VI. When this convention shall nave been duly ratified by the President 
ofthe United States, with the advice and consent of the Senate, on the one > 
and, on the other, by His re: pe the Emperor ofall the Russias, the rai 
tions shall be exch: at Was! the space of ten months from the 

below, or sooner if possible. 

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed this convention 
od re gebat eee y e te yes of grace 104 

ne at of the year oi 
rina P HENRY MIDDLETO: fk R 
L.S, 
La Be, 


STON. 
LeComte CHARLES DE NESSELRODE. 
PIERRE DE POLETICA. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1321- 


RUSSIA, 1867.—CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND HIS 
MAJESTY THE EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, FOR THE CESSION OF THE RUSSIAN POSSES- 
SIONS IN NORTH AMERICA TO THE UNITED STATES, CONCLUDED AT WASHING- 
TON MARCH 30, 1867; RATIFICATION ADVISED BY SENATE APRIL 9, 1867; RATI- 
FIED BY PRESIDENT MAY 28, 1867; RATIFICATIONS EXCHANGED AT WASHINGTON 
JUNE 20, 1867; PROCLAIMED JUNE 20, 1867. 


The United States of America and His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias, 
being desirous of strengthening, if possible, the good understanding which ex- 
ists between them, have, for that gene appointed as their plenipotentiaries 
the President of the United States, William H. Seward, Secretary of State, and 
His Majesty the Emperor of all the Kussias, the Privy Counselor Edward de 
romps his envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United 

And the said plenipotentiaries, having exchanged their full powers, which 
vas found to be in due form, have agreed upon and signed the following 


es : 

Axt. I. His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias agrees to cede to the United 
States, by this convention, immediately upon the exchange of the ratifications 
thereof, all the territory and dominion now his said majesty on 
the continent of America and in the adjacent islands, the same being con ed 
within the geographical limits herein set forth, to wit: The eastern limit is the 
line of demarcation between the Russian and the rane a apg fe in North 
America, as established by the convention between Russia and Great Britain 

‘ekruary 28 (16), 1825, and described in Articles IN and IV of said convention, 


in the following : 
ne IRA the southernmost point of the island called Prince of 


article, it is understood— 
“1, That the island called Prince of Wales Island shall belong wholly to Rus- 
sia” (now, by this on, to the United States), 
“2, That whenever the summit of the mountains which extend in a direction 
peana to the coast from the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude to the point of 
intersection of the one hundred and forty-first degree of west longitude shall 
rove to be at the distance of more than 10 marine leagues from the ocean, the 
imit between the-British possessions and the line of coast which is to Belong to 
Russia, as above mentioned (that is to say, the limit to the possessions ceded by 
this convention), shall be formed by a line parallel to the winding of the coast, 
and w. shall never exceed the distance of 10 marine ns oes therefrom,” 
mini 


The western limit within which the territories and do: ion conyeyed are 
contained passes through a point in Beliring’s Straits on the parallel of 65° 30/ 
north latitude, at its intersection by the meridian which midway between 


the islands of Krusenstern or Ignalook, and the island of Ratmanoff, or Noonar- 
book, and proceeds due north without limitation, into the same Frozen Ocean. 
The same western limit, beginning at the same initial pot 

in s course nearly southwest, through Bebring’s Straits an 
go as to pass midway between the northwest point of the island o; 
rence and the southeast point of Cape Choukotski to the meridian of 172 west 
longitude; thence from the intersection of that meridian, in a southwesterly 
direction, so as to pass midway between the island of Attou and the Copper 
Island of the Kormandorski couplet or group, in the North Pacific Ocean, to the 
meridian of 193° west longitude, so as to include in the territory conveyed the 
whole of the Alutian Islands east of that meridian. 

ART, IL. In thecession of territory and dominion made by the preceding article 
are included the right of property in all public lots and squares, vacant lands, and 
all public buildings, fortifications, barracks, and other edifices which are not pri- 
vate individual property. It is, however, unders' and agreed that the 
churches which have been built in the ceded territory by the Russian Govern- 
ment shall remain the property of such members of the Greek Oriental Church 
resident in the Saria yf tae choose to worship therein. Any Government 

V papon; snd ments relative to the territory and dominion afore- 
said which may now be existing there will be left in the possession of tne agent 
tates’; but an authenticated copy of such of them as may be re- 


ART. III. The inhabitants of the ceded territory. Comores An beamed choice, 
‘Russia w 


nited 
of that country, 

ART. IV. His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias shall appoint with con- 
venient dispatch, an agent or agents for the cari Seg of formally delivering to 
a similar agent or agents, appointed on behalf of the United States, the territory, 
dominion, property, dependencies, and appurtenances which 
and for doing any other act which may be necessary in regard thereto. But the 
cession, with the right of immediate on, is nevertheless to be deemed 
ew Soo absolute on the exchange of ratifications, without waiting for such 

formal delivery. 

ART. V. Immediately after the exchange of the ratifications of this conven- 
tion, any fortifications or meg puea which may be in the ceded territory 
shall be delivered to the agent of the United States, and any Russian troo 
which may be in the territory shall be withdrawn as soon as may be reasonably 
and conveniently practicable. 

ART. VI. In consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United States agree to 
pay atthe Treasury in Washington, within ten months after the exchange of 
the ratifications of this convention, to the diplomatic representative or other 
agent of His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias, duly authorized to re- 
ceive the same, $7,200,000 in gold, The cession of territory and dominion herein 
made ia hereby declared to be free and unincumbered by any reservations, privi- 
leges, franchises, grants, or possessions, by any associated companies, whether 
corporate or incorporate, Russian or any other, or by any parties, except merel: 
parats individual property holders; and the cession hereby made conveys 

e rights, franchises, and privileges now belonging to Russia in the said ter- 
ritory or dominion, and appurtenances thereto. 

ART. VII. When this convention shall bave been duly ratified by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, on 
the one part, and, on the other, by His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias, 
the ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington within three months from 
the date hereof, or sooner if possi! 


are ceded as above, 


In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed this convention, 
and thereto affixed the seals of their arms. 
Done at Washington the 30th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1877, 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD. fes 
EDOUARD DE STOEOKL, [1L.s. 


EUSSIA.—CONVENTION BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND RUSSIA, SIGNED AT ST, 
PETERSBURG, FEBRUARY 23, 1825, 


[Translation.] 


His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
the Emperor of all the Russias, being desirous of drawing still 


means of an agreement which may settle, upon the basis of recip: conven- 
. gation, and fisheries 


on, Stratford 
Canning. a member of His said Majesty’s most honorable privy Sonon Seen 
un 


parties shall not troubled or molested in any part of the ocean commonly 
called the Pacific Ocean, either in navigating the same, in fishing therein, or in 
landing at such parts of the coast as I not have been alr 


y occupied, in 
order to trade with the natives, under the restrictions and conditions specified 
in the following articles. 

ART. II. In order to prevent the Bight of navigating and fishing, exercised upon 
the ocean by thesubjects of the high contracting es from becoming the pre- 
text foran illicitcommerce, itisagreed that the subjects of His Britannic Majesty 
shall not land at any place where there may be a Russian establishment with- 
out the permission of the governor or commandant; and,on the other hand, 
that Russian subjects shall not land, without permission, at any British estab- 
lishment on the northwest coast. 

Arr, III. The line of demarkation between the possessions of the high con- 
tracting parties upon the coast of the continent and the islands of America to 
the northwest shall be drawn in the manner following: 

Commencing from the southernmost point of the island called Prince of Wales 
Island, which point lies in the parallel of 54° 40’ north latitude, and between the 
one hundred and thirty-first and the one hundred and thirty-third degree of west 
longitude (meridian of Greenwich), the said line shall ascend to the north along 
the channel called Portland Channel as far as the point of the continent where 
it strikes the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude; from this last-mentioned point 
the line of demarkation shall follow the summit of the mountains situated par- 
allel to the coast as far as the point of intersection of the one hundred and for- 
ty-first degree of west longitude (of the same meridian); and, finally, from the 
said point of intersection, the said meridian line of the one hundred and forty- 
first de, in its prolongation as far as the Frozen Ocean, shall form the limit be- 
svon ae Russian and British possessions on the continentof America to the 
northwest. 

Axt. IV. With reference to the line of demarkation laid down in the preced- 
ing article it is understood : 
aa That the island called Prince of Wales Island shall belong wholly to 


a. 

Second. That whenever the summit of the mountains which extend in a di- 
rection lel to the coast, from the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude to the 
point of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first degree of west longitude, 
shall prove to be at the distance of more than 10 marine leagues from the ocean, 
the limit between the British ions and the line of coast which is to be- 
long to Russia, as above mentioned, shall be formed by a line parallel to the 
windings of the coast, and which shall never exceed the distance of 10 marine 
leagues therefrom. 

ART, V. Itis moreover agreed that no establishment shall be formed by either 
of the two ies within the limits assigned by the two preceding articles to 
the a ons of the other; consequently British subjects shall not form any 


establishment either upon the coast or upon the border of the continent com- 
prised within the limits of the Russian possessions as desi; ‘ “ay tha ed 
orm: 


a articles; and in like manner no establishment s 
ussian subj beyond the said limits. 

ART. VL Itis understood that the subjects of His Britannic Majesty, from what- 
ever quarter they may arrive, whether from the ocean or from the interior of 
the continent, shall forever enjoy the right of navigating Caels and without 
any hinderance whatever all the rivers and streams which in their course to- 
wards the Pacific Ocean may cross the line of demarkation upon the line of 
coast described in Article ITI of the present convention. . 

ART. VII. It is also understood that for the space of ten years from the sig- 
nature of the present convention the vessels of the two powers, or those be- 
longing to their respective subjects, shall mutually be at liberty to Sey 
without any hindrance whatever, all the island seas, the gulfs, havens, an 
creeks on the coast mentioned in Article IIT for the purposes of fishing and of 
trading with the natives. 

ART. VILI. The port of Sitka or Novo Archangelsk shall be open to the com- 
merce and vessels of British subjects for the space of ten years from the date of 
the exchange of the ratifications of the present convention. In the event of an 
extension of this term of ten years bein sealed to any other power the like 
extension shall be granted also to Great tain. 

ART. IX. The above-mentioned liberty ofcommerce shall not apply to the trade 
in spirituous liquors, in fire-arms, or other arms, gunpowder, or other warlike ` 
stores; the high contracting parties reciprocally engaging not to permit the 
above-mentioned articles to be sold or delivered, in any manner whatever, to 
the natives of the country. z 

ART. X. Every British or Russian vessel pavienting \be Pacific Ocean which 
may be compelled by storms or by accident to take shelter in the ports of the 
respective parties, shall be at liberty to refit therein, to provide itself with all 
necessary stores, and to put to sea again, without paying any other than port 
and light-house dues, which shall be the same as those paid by national vessels, 
In ease, however, the master of such vessel should be under the necessity of dis- 

ing of a part of his merchandise in order to defray his exprs, he shall con- 
orm himselfto the regulations and tariffs of the place where he may have landed. 

Art. XL In every case of complaint on account of an infraction of the articles 
of the present convention, the civil and military authorities of the high con- 
tracting partles, without previously acting or taking any forcible measure, 
shall make an exact and circumstantial report of the matter to their res: ive 
courts, who engage to settle the same in a friendly manner and according to 
the oka ap of justice. 

ART., XII. The present convention shall be ratified, and the ratifications See 


be exchanged at London, within the space of six weeks, or sooner if possi! 
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In witness whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed the same, and 
have aftixed thereto the seal of their arms. 
Done. at St. Petersburg the 28 (16) day of February, in the year of our Lord 1825. 


STRATFORD CANNING, SEAL. 
COMTE DE NESSELRODE, [SEAL. 
PIERRE DE POLETIOCA. SEAL. 


ENROLLED. BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 
A bill (H. R; 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs; 
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ill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; 
R. 11378) granting a pension to. James 8. Harden; 

H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones; 

. R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward; 

ill (H.. R.. 11624) to, increase the pension of Jacob Rogers; 

H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca. H. Lyon; and 
ill (H. R. 12039), granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to. report back the bill (H. R. 11854) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and to ask concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments thereto. The amendments are all merely verbal with one ex- 


ception. Weingrafted upon the bill as it passed the House an appro- 


bbb bbb bbb 
EEZEEEEE 
=>] 


priation of $1,500 for a riding master, which the Senate has stricken |! 
i Affairs have concluded to recommend f 


out. The Committee on Military 
concurrence in all of the Senate amendments, and I now ask that those 
amendments, be concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will state the substance of 
the most important of the amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave just stated that with the exception of 
some verbal amendments which are entirely unimportant in their char- 
acter the only amendment of the Senate is one-striking out the sum of 
$1,500, reducing by that amount the appropriations embraced in the 
bill, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments will be 
concurred in. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in, and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. McADOO, Iyield fora moment tothe gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, reported back with amend- 
ments, from the Committee onthe Public Lands, the bill (S. 2511) to pro- 
vide for the di of certain public lands of the United States. under 
the provisions of the Pore deny aurea i which, with theamendments, 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr: STRUBLE.. Irise to call upa privileged question—a motion to 
reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLEF calls 
upa privileged question, the motion to reconsider a vote Heretofore 

min the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the gentleman from Iowa to allow me to make 
a report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Very well; I do not object. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Committee on the Judiciary this morning by a 
unanimous vote instructed me to report: back a resolution of investiga- 
tion referred to the committee some days since, and to ask that it lie 
on the table. The committee also instructed me to report back Senate 
piit No, 3865. and to ask thatit be printed and recommitted, with leave 
to report at any time. 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution reported back from the Committee 
ee en eee [Mr. RocErs] will 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to into 
the propriety of on the existing laws the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, in order to correct the practice re: Lto.ex- 


of choses. in action, not made by a corporation, which could not have megin- 
tained im gnment been. 


by bill or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, this resolution will lie on 
the table, as proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 


made, and that said committee report 


WEITS. OF ERROR, ETC., TO THE SUPREME COURT. 


The SPEAKER: The man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] now 
desires leave to: report from the Committee on the Judiciary the 
bill the title of which will be read; and he.asks that the same be re- 


committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to report at 


any time. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill. (S. 12433) to. provide for writs of to th 
win Unie Staton all eases involving’ We ucts ofthe EA of tae 


courts below. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


' from Arkansas ? 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Let the bill be read. 
Mr. ROGERS. Let me explain this matterinasentence. This bill 


‘has been unanimously reported by the Senate committee as well as by 
; the House committee; and it is designed simply to correct an error of 


practice in some: of the courts below. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Let us have the bill read. 
The bill was read. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, I desire to makea padi Does 


tary inquiry.. 
e ent oae at any time carry with it the right also of - 
‘eration 


The SPEAKER. It does. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Then object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the uest for leave to re- 


‘port.atany time. If there be no objection, the bill will be ordered to 


be printed and recommitted. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER, OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE} now 
calls up a privileged. question. 

Mr. MCADOO. I rise to a question of order. I was recognized by 
the Speaker for the purpose of calling up the business of the morning 
hour, my object. being to have the House go into Committee of the 
Whole to take up a bill from the Committee om the Militia, which is 


now on the Calendar of unfinished business. I had not yielded the 


floor. I did yield temporarily to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


' Rogers] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN } inorder that 


they might submit their reports, but I understood I was still in pos- 
session of the floor when the gentleman from Iowa roseand claimed the 
attention of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose could the gentleman hold the 
floor? The gentleman made a motion, and of course when that motion 
was made he did not continue to hold the floor. Pending that propo- 


sition the gentleman from Iowa called kd a privileged question. The 
| gentleman from New Jersey can. raise 


e question of consideration 
against the popore of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will not do 
that. This matter will take but æ short time. 


MRS. GENERAL WARD B: BURNETT. 


The SPEAKER. The motion: which the from Iowa now 
calls up is to reconsider the vote by which the rejected the bill 
the title of which will be:read.. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B: Burnett. 


Mr. McA DOO: inst that I raise the question: of consideration. 

Mr. SIRUBLE. I would be glad to say one word before that ques- 
tion is put. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The question is, will the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of the motion to reconsider called up by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. STRUBLE]? 

Mr, STRUBELE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62,, noes 63.. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Tellers. 

The SPEAKER appoi as tellers Mr. STRUBLE and Mr. MCADOO. 

The House again divided; and the tellers —ayes:'74, noes 76. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Under the cireumstances I do not make the point 
of no quorum. 

So the House refused to consider the question. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
twenty minutes past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask for a moment to state that the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], on the opposite side, withdraws his ob-- 
jection to the request I made. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from New Jersey withdraw 
his objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I made objection not because I had objection to 
the bill so much as I had to the new plan of getting right of way in 
the House. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I renew the objection. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1323 


DISTRICT MILITIA. 


The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the un- 
finished business on the Calendar. i 

The motion was to; and the House aceordingly resolved itself 
into the Commite e of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
McMUILuin in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4961) to amend the act entitled ‘‘Anact more effectually 
to provide for the organization of the militia of the District of Colum- 
bia,’’ passed March 3, 1803. è 

Mr. McADOO. When this bill was last under consideration the 
committee was dividing on the motion to rise and re the bill to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. I ask by unani- 
mous consent to go back aud amend the bill in several particulars. I 
do this after full discussion with those opposed to it and with their 
consent, These amendments will take away the objection they had 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments will be read in their order. 

Mr. McADOO, In the first place, I will say I have reduced the in- 
fantry companies from thirty-six to twenty-eight. I have struck out 
the portion referring to a calvary company; and also the section pre- 
cluding independent military companies parading. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Send up the amendments. 

Mr. McADOO, Certainly. I move, in section 5, page 11, to strike 
out “thirty-six” and in lien thereof to insert ‘“‘twenty-eight;’’ so it 
will read: 

Sec. 11. That in time of ce the National Guard shall consist of not more 
than twenty-eight com: of infantry, which shall be arranged by the com- 


manding general into such regiments, battalions, and unattached companies as 
he may deem expedient, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McADOO. In the same section I move to strike out ‘‘one 
troop of cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out section 15, which is as follows: 

Seo. 15. That to the troop of cavalry there shall be one captain, one first lieu- 
range one apr pepstatin} ze first imgs, EA Tee angea eina 

co: wo trum than -threo 

DENKA KUS ana a amgin number of Palisted men shall be forty. x 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out section 58, as follows: 

Sec, 58. That during the annual encampment, and on every duty or parade 


ordered by th: re oer. be employed such number of 
tho: 


the commanding general, the 
horses as the commanding general may au ze for use of the battery of 


t artillery, the troop of cavalry, the ambul the signal , and 
rs -capehogrensah Annee p efn state, iaeo of which aball be paid in the | ate 
ner provided in section 0. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to recurring to this part of the 
bill to offer the amendment just read ? 

There was no objection. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McADOO. The next amendment is, on page 25, to strike out 
section 66. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the 
section was stricken out when the bill was under consideration before. 

Mr. MCADOO. I suggest that it be read for the purpose of showing 
to the House what was stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 66. That it shall be a misdemeanor for an bady of men, other than the 
regu’ organized militia and the troops of the United States, except such 
independent military organizations as are now in existence, to associate them- 
selves together as a military company or organization, or meet for drill with 
arms, or parade in public with arms, without the permission of the command- 
ing general; and whoever belongs to or parades with any such unauthorized 
body of men with arms shall be punished by imprisonment for not ex 
Pig wane poy Sc SNA tenga licgag seomngh ney or b th; and the police court of 
the D of umbia shall have jurisdi on of misdemeanors under the 
provisions of this section. 


Mr. MCADOO. That has already been stricken out. If nobody now 
wishes to discuss the bill, and as we have had a very full discussion of 
it heretofore, I move that the committee rise and report it favorably to 
the House. 

Mr. BREWER, I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jersey 
how much of the bill is left after all of this is stricken out? 

Mr. McADOO, Twenty-eight companies of infantry, amply suffi- 
cient to take care of the German war when it comes along, 

Mr. BREWER. Any cavalry? 

Mr. McADOO. No, sir; they have disappeared; they were lost in 
the legislative charge when the bill waslastup. [Laughter.] Imove 
the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 


the chair as er pro tempore, Mr. MOMILLIN reported that the 
Committee of à 


© Whole House on the state of the Union, having un- 


der consideration the bill (H. R, 4961), had instructed him to report 
the saxe to the House favorably with amendments, 

Mr. MCADOO. I ask the previous question on the amendments and 
the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SP. R pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded upon 
any amendment? If not the vote will be taken in gross, 

The amendments were adopted. a 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. McADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF OKLAHOMA BILL, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I moye that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to submit a privileged motion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand the gentleman from Illinois desires 
to make a request, and I will withdraw the motion to permit him to do 
so. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only desire to have a reprint ordered of the bill 
for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, for the use of the 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have a privileged matter I wish to call up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope gentlemen will not object to ordering a 
reprint of this bill. [Cries of “ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw the motion for the pi of allow- 
ing the gentleman to make his request, and if there is objection I will 
renew it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Doorkeeper informs me that the Oklahoma 
bill is out of print. A number of gentlemen have called for it and 
failed to procure copies. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Do you ask to have it reprinted as it stands now 
amended? 

Mr. SPRINGER, No; as it stands in the Committee of the Whole. 
When to the House the amendments will be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let the amendments so far as agreed upon in 
committee be printed with the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that; and I ask that the 
amendments be printed in italics, and that the bill H. R. 10614, with 
the amendments as agreed upon in committee, be reprinted for the use 
of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MOMILLIN (at 4 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule ne bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: : 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H, R. 12434) to establish a life-saving 
station on the Atlantic coast at or near the mouth of St. George River, 
Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12425) for the reliefof the 
heirs of Richard Higgins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H, R. 12436) to amend the military 
record of William Allen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 12437) granting the right of way 
to the Sturgis and Fort Meade Motor Line across the Fort Meade mili- 
tary reservation in Dakota—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 12438) forthe relief of A. H. Dunlap— 
py ate, GUENTHER: A il € granting a penai 

$ : A bill (H. R. 12439) ting a on to 
John Lanbenheimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 12440) granting a pension to Simon 
se iar the egret me A wind Pensions. 

y Mr. HEN MITH: A bill pred go teen A yn a pension 
to Laughlin Cameron—to the Committee on Teva aing 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12442) to increase the pension of 
Edward P. Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in the 
following case, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10958) for the relief of Alanson V. Brooks—from the 
Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of William Donovan, of Jefferson County, 
Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of Philip Noonan, of Lonisiana, 
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for it appropriation to test his patent for utilizmg wave motions on 
y tracks—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Ter. BROWER: Petition of J. G. Greer, administrator of Maria 
Pippin, of Livingston County, Kentucky, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of the Tobacco Association of 
Lynchburgh, Va., asking immediate repeal of the tobacco tax—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of farmers of Ashland Grange, Massa- 
chusetts, for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ture. 


By Mr. BURROWS: Protest of 13,000 citizens of Utah Territory, 
against its admission to the Union as a State—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of B. Southwick, heir of Emily 
Southwick, of St. John’s County, Florida, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—io the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of estate of James Bundren, of De Kalb 
County, Alabama, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Alliance County. Ohio, 
in favor of the Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. D. Harter, of Mansfield, Ohio, for a reduction 
cr tariff taxes to a revenue basis—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Resolutions of South St. Louis Turnverein, 
protesting against the passage of Blair educational bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas 
favoring the enrollment in the next census of all ex-soldiers and sailors— 
to the Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of W. H. Moncrief, of Fayette bate 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles F. Tising, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of manufacturers, dealers, and consumers 
of canned of Harford County, Maryland, for a drawback on tin- 
plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Joint resolution to quiet title in the United 
States to certain lands in Miller County, Arkansas—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Petition for the admission of Washing- 
ton Territory as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BIGGS: Of C. 8. Todman and 89 others, of Stockton, Cal. 

Bd Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of J. W. Lilley and 213 others, of Hicksville, 
Ohio, 
Z By ar BOUTELLE: Of Joseph D. Emery and 146 others, of Cari- 
ou, Me. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of E. W. Porter and 64 others, of Blackstone, 
Mass. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of Luther Townsley and 198 others, of 
Cedarville, Ohio. 
ae Mr. CASWELL: Of Elijah Favill and 49 others, of Lake Mills, 

s. 
Bris COGSWELL: Of James T. Almy and 90 others, of Salem, 


yi Mr. COOPER: Of W. W. Vaughan and 28 others, of Mount Gilead, 
io. 
By Mr. DAVIS: Of John W. Bowles and 100 others, of Falmouth, 


By Mr. GIFFORD: Of W. J. M ve and 165 others, of Drayton; 
of Alex. Cameron and 57 others of , and of Wilhelm Fritz and 
116 others, of Cass and Ransom Counties, Dakota. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: OfM. C. True and 58 others,of Lower Salem, 
and of F. P. Ames and 128 others, of Marietta, Ohio. 

By Mr. LODGE: Of William D. Pool and 52 others, of Lynn, Mass. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of D. W. Ackerman and 48 others, of Stan- 
ton, Tä of Henry H. Tomlin and 6 others, of Jefferson, N. J. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of J. B. Pulliam and 206 others, of Ulysses, Kans. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of John Whiteley and 365 others, of Paterson, 


N. J. 
Bf Mr. PUGSLEY: Of A, L. Hartshorn and 177 others, of Waverly, 
io. 
By Mr. RICE: Of A. J. Smith and 19 others, of Ramsey, Minn. 
By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of G. Lytle and 133 others, of Downs, 
Kans. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of B. Judy and 142 others, of Troy, Ohio. 
By Mr. YODER: Of Enoch Westerfield and 168 others, of Greenville, 
and of E. S. Dunham and 46 others, of Bluffton, Ohio. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented to the Senate the credentials 
of Preston B. PLUMB, chosen by the Legislature of Kansas a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas, favoring the opening of the Indian Territory 
to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 7, by Senator Murdock. 

smn it for the best Tnleresta of the representatives concurring therein), That we 
deem it for the best interests of the country that the Tadioa Territory be im- 
m ly opened for settlement. 

That our Senatorsin Congress be instructed, and our Representatives be re- 

quested, to use all proper means to secure legislation in accordance with the 
ainak herein expressed. 

The secretary of state is hereby directed to transmit a certified copy of this 
resolution to each Senator and Member of the House of Representatives of this 


State in Congress. 
STATĘ or Kansas, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, William Higgins, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 
that the st atop is a true and correct copy of the original Sereas relic 


tion now on file in my office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official ne at Topeka, Kans., = M HIGGINS oe A. D. 1889. 
[sEax.] GGINS, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore proren. resented a petition of citizens of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring a reduction of the 
price of lands to pre-emptors within railroad limits; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ialso present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, to the same effect as the one just laid before the Senate 
by the Presiding Officer, favoring the opening of the Indian Territory 
to settlement. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a , petition of 14 citizens of Charleston, S. C., 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of members of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Stanhope, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
Panday rent bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
an I. 

He also presented the petition of Job S. Haines and 105 others (46 
voters and 60 women), citizens of East Greenwich Township, New 
Jersey, praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional 
prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

PRINTING OF SUNDAY-REST HEARING. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution to print the hearing be- 
fore the Committee on Education and Labor on the Sunday-rest bill, 
to report it favorably without amendment. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
MANDERSON, January 28, 1889, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate Gia — of greas 2060 extra copies of Ee jorge That 
there be printed for the use of extra copies of Senate Miscella- 
neous Document No. 43, Fittieth Go Congress, second ey betig the hearing be- 


fore the Committee on Education and Labor on Senate bill 2983, known as the ~ 
Sunday-rest bill, of which 10,000 copies shall be for the = of the Senate, 20,000 
copies for the use of the House of Releoaraten. ree, and 2,000 for the use of the 
Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate. 


The resolution was considered es unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
SINKING FUND OF UNION AND CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the Dorien resolution; 1; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Vie sapere pues aoe Peere oF the Treasury be, aiid ba Ge hae, directed to 
rm the Senate as to the een Fespectively, in the ee fund to the 
editor the Union Pacifionnd Central fic Railroad Companies, respectively, 
on the Ist day of February, 1889, under vag operation oe eae is commonly 
the amounts of each in- 


known as the “ Thurman sinking-fund act;” 
vested in bonds, the character of bonds, and the amounts in cash to the credit 
of each company on said together with a statement of the market value 


sai 
nds to the credit of each of such companies on said date, and 
the difference in amouat, if any, between such present cash value, incl ading 
the cash on hand and the amount of cash that would have been in such fund to 
the credit of each of such companies on February 1, 1889, a no invest- 
ments whatever in bonds had been made of any portion o. funds, 


1889. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 6105) donating two 6-pound brass cannons to the Illinois 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home; and 

A bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill tr R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs; 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; 

A bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James E. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones; 

A bill (H R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward; 

A bill a R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon; 

A bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. peed granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; and 

A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner. 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] will let that resolution go over for another day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The document to which I referred has not yet 
been printed, and therefore I ask that the resolution may go over 
another day, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over without 
prejudice, retaining its place as current morning business until to-mor- 
row, if there be no objection, The Chair hears none. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 11879. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11879) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the pending question 
being on the amendments reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after line 174, to insert: 

For the execution of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 


United States existing under the treaty between the United States and the 


Government of the Samoan Islands, $500,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be expended under the direction of the President, this appropria- 
tion to be immediately available. 

For the survey, om Owe and occupation of the bay and harbor of Pago 
Pago, in the island of Tutuila, Samoa, and for the construction of the necessary 
wharves and buildings for such occupation, and for a ee eee therein, 
under the direction of the President, $100, 000, this approp: n to be immedi- 
ately available, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I appreciate the anxiety of the Sen- 
ator having charge of this bill to have an early vote on the pending 
amendments, but there are involved, directly or indirectly, in the pend- 
ing question considerations of great import to this country and of a 

and local interest to the people of the Pacific coast. Whatever 
might have been thought before the debate commenced yesterday as 
to the propriety of a general discussion of the subject of our rights 
and interests in the Samoan Islands and our relations to the German 
Government, the matter has now proceeded so far as in my judgment 
to render further discussion desirable. 

Interested as the people of the Pacific coast are in everything pertain- 
ing to the commerce of the Pacific and the control of the islands of that 
ocean, which in the not distant future will be the centers of an exten- 
sive commerce, I do not feel disposed to let the opportunity pass with- 
out submitting some observations of my own. It has seemed to me 
that the occasion calls for reference to those larger questions of na- 
tional policy and principles which enter into the question of the con- 
trol of the islands of the Pacific, and in the discussion our rights should 
not be based alone on the existing treaty between the United States 
and the Samoan Government. If my views are incorrect, coming from 
so humble a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations and of the 
Senate, they will be understood to be my individual views and will 
therefore neither compromise the Government nor receive undue atten- 
tion elsewhere, 

The Samoan Islands or Navigator’s Islands are of considerable com- 
mercial and strategic importance to the United States. They are sit- 
uated between parallels 13° 30’ and 14° 20’ south latitude and meridians 
169° and 173° west longitude. The group is composed of nine islands; 
some writers have said thirteen, but they include the Manua group, ly- 
ing 60 miles west of the Samoan group. Only three of the islands are 


of any considerable geographical or commercial importance. These 
three are Savaii, Upolu, and Tutuila, 

Savaii, the largest, is about 40 milesin length by 20 miles in breadth, 
and contains 700 square miles. Itisoccupied mainly by two mountain 
ranges of volcanic origin, one extending from east to west along the south 
coast, the other being more centrally located, and the two coming to- 
gether near the north end of the island. There is but one harbor in 
this island where large vessels can anchor, and even that is not safe 
from November until February. It is of verylittle importance. The 
interior of the island is composed of mountains and lava-beds, is a 
wilderness destitute of animal life, and of no value. Wherever the 
mountains approach the coast the shore line is abrupt and rocky, 
but where they recede from the shore there is a narrow strip of alluvial 
soil always covered with luxuriant vegetation and dot over with 
Indian villages. 

The second island in size, but the most important one so far as pop- 
ulation and resources are concerned, is Upolu. It is 37 miles longand 
11 miles broad, and contains 550 square miles. Upon this island is 
the harbor of Apia, situated between Malaatua and Mulinuu at the 
head of an oval bay. It is the place where the seat of government for 
the islands is located, and where the principal residences of i 
are. The center of thisisland is composed of mountains, and on a moun- 
tain near Apia is a celebrated lake 120 feet from the edge of a crater, 
at the top of a mountain, 60 feet deep, without any visible inlet or out- 
let, and supplied by the annual rainfall. 

The harbor of Apia, the principal harbor in this island, is a very good 
one, probably the best in the islands for sailing vessels, and yet at cer- 
tain portions of the year is dangerous. 

Skirting portions of the island are strips of rich alluvial soil covered 
with luxuriant vegetation, andthe hills themselves are covered to their 
summits with groves of trees, among which are the cocoanut, the tree 
fern, and yarious hard-wood trees which take a high polish and are 
suitable for manufacturinginto furniture. Beneath these groves of trees 
tropical fruits, such as bananas, oranges, limes, and bread-fruit, grow. 
Cotton is indigenous, at least there is a species of wild cotton growing 
there. Undoubtedly the islands are adapted to the production of coffee 
and the cane, 

The next in order of size is the island of Tutuila, and it is the island 
in which the United States, by reason of our treaty rights in the harbor 
of Pago Pago, probably have the greatest interests. 

This island is 17 miles in 1 and 5 milesin width, The harbor 
of Pago Pago, situated on the south side of the island, is a deep inden- 
tation some 3 miles in length, nearly cutting the island in two, narrow at 
its mouth, being a little over a mile in width, surrounded by hills from 
2,000 to 3,000 feet high, with a narrow fringe or strip of alluvial soil 
surrounding the bay at the foot of the mountain where the Indian vil- 
lages are built, and which, as stated by the Senator from Ohio yester- 
day, would be suitable ground for the erection of wharves and other 
D structures for the full enjoyment by the United States of 
their treaty privileges. This island is of volcanic origin, and in the 
center is a chain of mountains like those in Upolu. The hills are 
wooded to their summits, the trees being of the same character as the 
groves of Upolu, 

The population of these islands is 35,000 natives, but there are about 
350 foreign residents, of which about 100 are citizens of the United 
States and something exceeding that number subjects of Germany, and 
therest are mainly British subjects. The trade of the islands is about 
in proportion to the citizenship of the foreign residents. It is stated 
that in 1885 the annual amount of trade with Germany was $281,612, 
that with the United States $146,000, and with Great Britain $115,000. 
Our commerce is small, but it is worth protecting. The natives are. 
of the same race as the Kanakas of the Sandwich Islands. They 
belong to the so-called light race of the Southern Pacific islands, and 
are superior to any other native race now in the Pacific. They are 
well developed physically, of fair mental ability, and are susceptible 
of a great degree of improvement. 

They are said to be easily led by foreign influences, have been at 
least nominally converted to Christianity, and Mr. Sewall, our con- 
sul-general there, states that morning and evening in every house there 
is Christian worship. It seems to be conceded by all who have ex- 
amined the question that what was stated yesterday by the Senator 
from Ohio in regard to the capacity of these natives for self-government 
is substantially correct, that they are not now prepared to establish or 
maintain a government which can enforce its authority and protect the 
interests of the natives and of the foreign residents in theislands. The 
question of the independence and autonomy of the Samoan Govern- 
ment is complicated by the presence of foreign residents and by the 
effort which has been made to cultivate the islands and to create a 
commerce between them and foreign nations. 

I think it will conduce to a better understanding of the recent oc- 
currences in these islands which have involved the United States in 
some controversy with Germany, to take at least a hasty glance at the 
events which have occurred in Samoa from the time the United States 
first became connected with the islands up.to the time when the course 
of Germany was commenced which has led to the present complications 
between Germany and Great Britain and the United States. 
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Our attention was first called to the Samoan Islands in 1872 by Cap- 
tain Webb, a ship-owner, and who was, I believe, a part owner of the 
line of steam-ships plying between San Francisco and Australia. His 
communication to our Government was based upon the report of the 
captain of one of his ships. Hecalled the attention of the Government 
to the commercial importance to the United States of the harbor of 
Pago Pago. Inthe same year Commodore Meade, of the Navy, en- 
tered into aconvention with the principal chiefs of the island of Tutuila 
for a cession of the harbor of Pago Pago to the United States. That 
convention was sent to our Government, and submitted by President 
Grant to theSenate, but was notratified. ‘Thesame year the principal 
chiefs of the islands sent a petition to the United States praying for the 
annexation of the islands to the United States. It is to be presumed 
that it was in ce of this invitation of the Samoan Government 
to the United States to annex the islands, or for a protectorate over 
them, that Colonel Steinberger, a citizen of San Francisco, was sent as 
special commissioner to the islands, to examine into Samoan affairs and 
report to the Governntent. 

He went to the islands under the ‘‘ mantle of authority,” and when 
he returned made an elaborate report to this Government; and, in ac- 
cordance with the request of the natives to have him returned, he 
was sent back by our Government. He brought with him when he 
first returned to the United States another petition from the chiefs of 
Samoa for annexation, and letters from the chiefs and people, among 
others a letter from Malietoa, the principal chief, from the tenor of 
which it is evident that the people of the islands then believed that 
annexation was already complete, or at least that our Government had 
extended its protection over them. 

Colonel Steinberger was returned to the islands with presents from 
the Government of the United States to the Samoan Government con- 
sisting of a hundred muskets and ammunition, some larger guns, mu- 
sical instruments, clothing, ete., and with a letter from President Grant 
in which he the most lively interest in the people of the isl- 
ands, and the hope that their independence and autonomy would be 


‘When Colonel Steinberger reached the Samoan Islands the first time 
he found the government to be a government of chiefs called the Tai- 
muaand Pule or Faipule. The Taimua consisted, I think, as stated 
by him, of seven chiefs, not of the highest order, ing seven 
different districts. In some subsequent correspondence I have seen, it 
is stated that this body was com of two chiefs from each 
district, making the number fourteen. ‘The Faipule consisted of four 
chiefs of a higher order. ‘There were besides in theislands other chiefs, 
Village chiefs, who were not taken into this government. 

During the first visit of Colonel Steinberger to the islands a written 
constitution and laws were adopted, probably the first that they had. 
After the return of Steinberger to the Samoan Islands his connection 
with the United States Government was discontinued, and in 1875 he 
reorganized the Samoan Government under a new constitution mod- 
eled after the coer ekg of the United States, po Enna a 
Faipule being legislative es somewhat similar to ouse p- 
resentatives and Senate of the United States; but the important feature 
of ‘his government was that there was a premier who virtually had con- 
trol of the government, and Steinberger himself was that ier. 
The government which he established, in form an autonomous govern- 
ment, was, in fact, I suppose, the individual government of Steinberger, 
who ruled the people at his will, butall agree thatit was the first stable 
government which had existed in Samoa since foreigners had become 
residents in the islands. 

During the time that Steinberger was absent ia the United States be- 
tween his first visit to the Samoan Islands and his return, the Samoan 
people had determined that they would have a king, and finding that 
they were embarrassed in the choice of a king they determined on having 
two kings and elected Malietoa Laupepa, the now deported king of the 
Samoan Islands, deported by the German Government, and another, 
who was the ra chief of the opposing or rival family. Upon 
Steinberger’s return he persuaded them thata government of two kings 
was impracticable, and an election was had 
made, and Malietoa Laupepa was chosen. 

An explanation is necessary in regard to the name or title of Malietoa 
which is taken by the kingsof the Samoan Islands. Itisa title that was 
= by the Samoans toa famous chief several hundred years ago who 

driven the Tongans from the islands—a title which belongs to the 
Malietoa family. Upon the death of the father of Malietoa Laupepa, 
who was Malietoa Moli, in 1865, a dispute arose in the Malietoa fam- 
ily as to who was entitled to the title of Malietoa. The father had 
signified a desire just previous to his death that his son Malietoa Lau- 
pepa, who was then twenty years of age, should succeed him. He, how- 
ever, left a half-brother, Malietoa Talavou, who was a great warrior, a 
man of great influence, and certain influential members of the family 
believed that he should take the title, and in consequence both the son 
and uncle assumed the name of Malietoa; but they lived in harmony 
together. in the same house until 1869, neither assuming the title ot 


kin 
The missionaries, on account of the education of young Malietoa and 
his mild disposition, preferred him to his uncle, and did everything they 


or a choice of king was 


could to secure his preference, and in 1869 a missionary by the name 
of Williams is said to have taken the younger Malietoa from the house 
of his uncle in Mulinun, where they were living together, and brought 
him to Apia and crowned him king. Immediately after this the ad- 
herents of the older Malietoa crowned him king, and a war ensued 
which resulted in 2 compromise, by which the ment was es- 
tablished which Colonel Steinberger found when he went to the island; 
that is the government of the chiefs, the Taimua and Faipule. 

Steinberger’s government continued until February 2, 1876, when he 
was arrested by the officers and men of a British man-of-war and was 
carried on board the vessel, kept prisoner for a time, deported from 
the islands and taken to the British colony of Fiji.and there released. 
To secure this, Malietoa, who was then king, had been induced tosign a 
request for his arrest. The result was that these legislative bodies, 
this government of the chiefs, the Taimua and Faipule, immediately 
after his arrest, the same night, held a meeting and deposed the king 
and drove him out from the seat of government. The nextday he was 
found on a neighboring island, Savaii, and was takon from there by a 
British man-of-war and brought back. 

Civil war resulted from the deposition of King Malietoa. The Taimua 
and Faipule became alarmed and sent a doentio of ohish to the Fiji 
Islands to request British protection. ‘The chiefs returned on the 23d 
of May, 1877, and our commercial agent in the islands, in order, as was 
supposed, to prevent British intervention and protection, and at the re- 
quest and with the consent of the German consul, Mr. Weber, raised 
the American flag over the Samoan flag. 

On February 22, 1878, our flag was again raised by our commercial 
agent. The occasion for this was as follows: A high commissioner had 
been sent by Great Britain tonegotiate a treaty with the Samoan Govern- 
ment, but in the mean time the latter Government had sentan envoy to 
the United States to ask the protection of our Government over the isl- 
ands. The Samoan Government refused to enter into a treaty with 
Great Britain until they could hear the result of the mission of their 
envoy to the United States. This offended the high commissioner, who 
was there with a British man-of-war, or perhaps more than one. He 
was much annoyed at the prospective failure of his tiations, and 
landed a force of marines at Apia, and it was Pelake intended to 
force upon Samoa the signing of the treaty atthe point of the bayonet. 
Atthis juncture our commercial agent again hoisted the American flag, 
which interfered with the operation, and the treaty was not signed. 

In the mean time the envoy to the United States returned to the 
islands, bringing the existing treaty with the United States, which, 
after being published, was on the 29th and 30th days of July considered 
in a meeting of the chiefs and ratified. The next year, 1879, the Ger- 
man Governmentsecured a treaty with the Samoan Government, which, 
althongh severely criticised, was also ratified. The English obtained 
their treaty in 1879. 

Although the government of the chiefs subdued fhe rebellion, they 
became weaker and weaker, and in January, 1879, the elder Malietoa 
quiety returned to the seat of government and continued to reside 
there. On May 3, the younger Malietoa standing aside for him, he 
was anointed king. On May 28 his adherents notified the govern- 
ment of the chiefs, the Taimuaand Faipule, to leave the seat of govern- 
ment, which they did. War being now inevitable, the American and 
British and German consuls negotiated with both parties for a neutral 
territory, comprising the district of Apia, and within which most of 
the foreigners reside. 

A battle followed, and the king was successful. In August, 1879— 
that is the date of the British treaty—Sir Arthur Gordon, the British 
high commissioner, returned to the Samoan Islands.and consulted with 
the consuls of the various governments represented there as to what 
power in Samoa he should recognize, that is, wifh whom he should 
treat, and they all agreed that he should treat with King Malietoa the 
elder, then in power. : 

This was accordingly done, and on the next day all the consuls 
joined in a proclamation to the effect that they had resumed relations 
with the Government of the Samoan Islands and ized the then 
king, Malietoa Talavou. At the same time they into a conven- 
tion with Malietoa for a municipal government for the neutral district, 
the district of Apia, by which certain judicial powers were conferred 
upon the consuls, and not only the power to make regulations, but to 
enforce them. 

This took effect on the 2d day of September, 1879, and having ex- 
pired September 2, 1883, was renewed indefinitely by the consuls. 

November 16, 1879, a decisive battle having been fought, a treaty of 
peace was secured by the intervention of Captain Deinhardt, of a Ger- 
man war shipthen at Apia, by which Malietoa Talavon was to be 
and Malietoa Laupepe vice-king, and was to be king atthe death of 
ietoa Talavou. In 1880an agreement was entered into between the con- 
suls and the Malietoa government for the support of the existing gov- 
ernment and for the appointment of foreign advisers to the king by each 
of the three treaty powers, who were to participate in the government 
of Samoa. Three foreign advisers, one German, oue British subject, 
and one American, were appointed, and certain laws were enacted with 
their assistance, among them laws to prevent the sale of arms and am- 
munition to natives, to prevent Chinese immigration, and to provide 
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quarantine regulations. In July, however, they suspended their op- 
erations to wait for delegates, it was said, from all Samoa, and never 
again resumed power. 

November 9,1880,news was received of the death of the elder Malietoa, 
who was at the time of his death in the island of Savaii. The younger 
Malietoa, who was then vice-king, assumed the head of the govern- 
ment and was afterwards anointed king. Shortly afterwards the oppo- 
sition anointed Tamasese king. War ensued; preparations at least 
were made for war. In June, 1881, Captain Gillis, of our naval vessel 
Lackawanna, being at Apia, undertook to secure peace. He visited 
the camps of the respective parties, made a speech to each of them, ar- 
ranged for a meeting on board the Lackawanna, which was held and 
adjourned from time to time, submitted to them certain articles which 
he had prepared, and the result was that a peace was agreed upon by 
which Malietoa was to be king and Tamasese vice-king. 

The agreement was signed on the 12th day of July, 1881, and from 
that time up to January, 1885, that government was recognized by all 
the treaty powers by tedacts. It wasthe moststable government 
the islands had ever Its authority was enforced. Its laws were 
executed to fhe extent of capital punishment. The rights of person 
and property of the foreign residents were safe. It was while this gov- 
ernment was ing with so much order, stability, and vigor that 
the course of Germany towards the islands was commenced which has 
ications. 

tality of a German fleet at Apia the German 
the signature of the king and vice-king to the 
convention of November 10, 1884, which was referred to by the tor 
from Ohio yesterday, which virtually—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Has the 
German Government distinctly, in any note or authorized expression to 
this Government or to the English Government, acknowledged that 
treaty as no longer in force? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ithink not. Although I have an impression that 
the Senator from Ohio stated that yesterday, the information we have 
in regard to these islands is scattered through many documents, is very 
voluminous, and I should not be surprised if either the Senator from 
Ohio or myself were mistaken in regard to any particular fact; but I 
do not understand that Germany has ever notified this Government 
that it did not insist that the treaty was binding upon the Samoan 
Government, and I understand that the repudiation of that treaty by 
Malietoa was, in fact, the cause for the personal war against himself 
and for recent acts of the German Government in Samoa. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘To which treaty does the Senator refer? 

Mr. DOLPH. I refer to the treaty of November 10, 1884, signed by 
the king and vice-king and by the consul-general of Germany, and wit- 
nessed by Mr. Weber, the head of the commercial interests of Germany 
in the Samoan Islands. ; E 

Mr. MORGAN. The first municipal engagement they entered into? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it isnot the municipal treaty at all. I-will re- 
fer to the treaty. ‘The Senator will find the treaty on pages.5, 6, and 
7 of Executive Document 238, being a message from the President of 
the United States, with inclosures, in response to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of February last. Article 1 of this treaty pro- 
vides: 


A German-Samoan council of state shall be formed. To it shall belong the 
German consu! or his ve, two Samoans, one of whom shall be ap- 
pointed by the king, the other by the vice-king, with the advice and consent 
of the eaer ea Faipule, and two Germans, who shall be appointed by the 
German consul. 


That is, three Germans and two Samoans, Article 2 provides: 


‘The German-Samoan council of state shall deliberate and decide concerning 
alllaws and ar ments whose introduction may be desirable for the com- 
mon interest of the Samoan Government and of the German residents of Samoa. 

ty shall it establish legal provisions which shall be enforced in the case 
of criminal acts committed by when a German, or a citizen or subject 
of another state in the German service, or a colored laborer in the German sery- 
ice, or the property of such persons has been thereby injured. The same pro- 
wisions shall be enforced in the case of offenses committed by colored laborers 
in the German service. 

Article 3 provides that the laws and regulations which are to be 
made by this German-Samoan council of state shall be promulgated 
‘by the king and vice-king over their own signatures as laws of the 
kingdom. 

It is then provided in Article IV: 

The king shall appoint, with the advice and consent of the German consul 
a German officer (as a member) of the Samoan Government. This officer shali 
be the secretary and the adviser of the kingin all matters in which German 
residents of Samoa are concerned. Heshall perform the functions of a German 
judge in criminal cases in which German residents of Samoa are interested. 


It then provides what sentences may be pronounced and in wha 


manner. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis the treaty I hadin my mind. I thinkthat 
that is a municipal treaty, a treaty for the conduct of municipal af- 
fairs of the Samoan Government, not a treaty of commerce or of amity, 
or any other thing except for the internal government of Samoa. I 
think if that treaty had been ratified between Germany and the Sa- 
moan Government it would have been a clear violation of our treaty 
with Samoa. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course the word “municipal” is susceptible of 


various definitions, Every local law of a nation may be said to bea 


municipal law. I thought when the Senator first asked me concern- 
ne So treaty that he meant a treaty for the government by the con- 
of the municipality of the district of Apia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘This appears to be a treaty which justifies what was 
stated by the Senator from Ohio yesterday; that is, that if it had been 
executed it would have secured substantially the entire control of the 
Samoan Government by the German Empire. 

But I was proceeding to say that Article V provides: 

A shall be erected for the custody of offenders in criminal cases in 
which German residents of Samoa areinterested, Persons sentenced toimpris- 
onment at hard labor shall be required to perform suitable work, such as can bo 
made available for defraying the cost of the management of the institution, 
The German memberof the oan Government shall be charged with the sur- 
veillance of the management.of the prison. 

Then Article VI. 

The king, with the German consul, shall appoint policemen, who 
ig apy ep epee ee 
German member of the Samoan Government, 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to call his at- 
tention to the fact that the ape Sod convention of which he is now 
speaking, and a part of which he has read, is subsequent in date, being 
November 10, 1884, to the treaty or convention of September 2, 1879, 
between Samoa and Great Britain and the United States, which, how- 
ever, was not ratified by the Senate; in fact, our Government never 
sent it to the Senate for ratification; and I concur with him, and I think 
it is a very important question, that it was the determination of the 
German Government, as evinced in this later transaction, to seck to 
supersede entirely the convention of September 2, 1879, and to get a 
very much firmer and stronger hold upon the local government or 
Samoa than it could have had under the former convention. 

Mr. DOLPH. However, it was not until some time after the nego- 
tiation of the treaty of November 10, 1884, that the German Govern- 
ment attempted to withdraw from that municipal convention. That 
withdrawal was not had until 1887, after our present consul-general 
arrived there. ‘That is to say, the three powers acted under that con- 
vention for the municipal government of the district of Apia from the 
time it was executed and took effect on the 2d of September, 1879, up 
to some time in the summer of 1887, notwithstanding the execution of 
the treaty of November 10, 1884. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I agree with the Senator from Oregon that 
the treaty of 1884, to which he has been referring, contains evidence 
that is absolutely convincing of the determination of Germany to ac- 
quire supreme jurisdiction and power in Samoa, and I agree that Ger- 
many would not have withdrawn from that treaty, would not have aban- 
doned it, but for the pressure that was brought to bear, I suppose, by 
other powers interested. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand that the treaty of November 10, 
1834, which was afterwards repudiated by the Samoan king, referred 
particularly to the municipality or district of Apia. It covered the en- 
tire islands wherever there were German residents, and that was, I 
think, the | aps of the islands capable of cultivation—their planta- 
tions were in different portions of the islands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of all the islands? : 

Mr. DOLPH. Ofall the islands, yes; and the extensive provisions 
of this treaty, the powers therein conferred on the German Govern- 
ment, it appears to me, are entirely incompatible with the independ- 
ence and autonomy of the native government—the Samoan Govern- 
ment—and are inconsistent with our rights there. 

As soon as the German fleet sailed away Malietoa repudiated the 
treaty, alleged that it had been signed undér duress, and applied to 
the British Government for protection. 

I will ask the Senate to indulge me in having read a letter dated 
Mulinuu, December 29,1884. Mulinuuisa town in the district of Apia, 
and situated on the promontory of that name at the entrance of the 
bay on which Apia is situated. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
letter which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Inclosure E 9.] ; 
MULINUU, CAPITAL or SAMOA, December 29, 1884. 

Your MasestY:; I write to inform 
on account of the troublesome acts haats wed Paaa aN raparen 

I humbly beseech your Majesty to listen to my laint. 

The first matter of complaint of which I have to inform your Majesty is the 

t which was made on the 10th of November between the Government 

Germany and the Government of Samoa. 

The method in which it was brought about was very im) , for we did nat 
desire to make it because we were not allowed to see the uments so that we 
could consult about it and consider it. 

I wrote to the German consul to ask him to give me a copy of the agreement, 
in order that we should y understand its meaning. He replied that 
he refused to give me or my government a copy of the agreement until after 
ER peti ag Ne a RR and our names, Malietoa and Ta were signed 

threats. Lalso inform your of 


to it on emo a our intimidation by 


our withdra’ from the agreement on account of its containing many 
ticable clauses, 
I therefore beg your Majesty will not assent to that agreement. 
I also appeal to yo Majesty with reference to the troublesome acts of Mr. 
Weber, a subject of your country. : 
He is continually trying to cause divisions among my people, in order tobring 
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about disturbances and war in Samoa. I have received much information re- 
AEE DOE GMS PAPE OL OHO SENS SS: EDN Aes EO 


e iscontinualiy scheming and offering bribes to some Samoan chiefs to in- 
duce them to comply with his wish: 


es and thus cause a rebellion in country. 
ear gto prea on account of this improper conduct of Mr. Weber, 
so that he may be compe) to desist from acts by which the blood of the people 


of my country may be shed. 
I hope and pray that God will bless your Majesty and your Government. 
am, your Majesty, 
MALIETOA, King of Samoa. 
To His Imperial Majesty the EMPEROR or GERMANY. 


Mr. DOLPH. In January following the German consul-general made 
reprisal, as he called it, of the sovereignty of the king within the munic- 
ipality of Apia, and raised the imperial flag there, and later the king 
was compelled to leave the capital. Upon Malietoa raising the Samoan 
flag, a detachment of marines was sent from a German vessel in the har- 
bor, and it was pulled down. Simultaneously with this action Tam- 
asese, the vice-king, under the agreement made on board the Lacka- 
wanna, on July 12, 1881, was induced by Mr. Weber, the head of the 
German trading firm at Apia, to rebel. The object was apparent, and 
no doubt was to secure control of the islands through the fiction of a 
native government. 

Despite the assurance of the German minister of state and the agree- 
ment for a conference of the treaty powers afterwards made concerning 
Samoan affairs, the encouragement and active aid of the Tamasese party 
by Mr. Weber, the head of the German ing firm, and Dr. Stuebel, 
the German consul-general, continued and was open and unconcealed. 
Mr, Weber erected a house among them from which he distributed arms 
andammunition in exchange for lands at ruinous prices to the Samoans, 
in spite of the remonstrance of Malietoa and the British and American 
consuls, and in violation ofa law which had been passed by the active 
co-operation of the German consul, a law which had been passed with 
the assistance of the foreign advisers to the Samoan Government, the 
advisers appoint, one by each treaty power, who, as I have stated, 
poss with the legislative bodiesin the enactment of certain laws. 
‘he rebels were constantly assured that the German fleet would return 
to put them in power and to drive out their enemies; that they would 
have German protection. In 1886the German fleet did come, and every- 
thing that was done by it had a tendency toinduce the Tamasese party 
to believe that the promises to them were about to be carried out. 

The admiral of the fleet, instead of calling upon the king, sailed 
down to the rebel camp, went on shore and addressed Tamasese and 
his forces, telling them to be patient; that they would be protected; 
that the protection of Germany had been resolved upon; and every- 
thing indicated that Germany was then about to take possession of the 
islands and put Tamasese in power, and this was only frustrated by the 
action of our consul at Samoa, Mr. Greenebaum, who, at the request 
of Malietoa, hoisted the American flag at the seat of government over 
the Samoan flag, and the fleet sailed away. 

As was stated yesterday by the Senator from Ohio, this action of our 
consul was promptly repudiated by Mr. Bayard, and the English and 
German ministers and our ministers abroad were notified of that repu- 
diation. At the same time the German Government was informed 
that the United States desired no separate protectorate, and it was sug- 
gested, if my recollection serves me correctly, that whatever was done 
there for the protection of foreign interests should be done by the three 
treaty powers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not understand that it was to be done as a 
joint protectorate at all, or a separate protectorate by either one of the 
powers, but that the conclusion they were to come to was that which 
is expressed positively in our treaty, and apparently, if not positively, 
in all the succeeding treaties between Germany, Great Britain, and 
Samoa, that the autonomy of that kingdom should be preserved, and 
that its commercial neutrality should also be preserved. I think Mr. 
Bayard has never at all committed this Government to the proposition 
that there was to be either a separate protectorate by one Government 
or a joint protectorate by all three. He did not believe that a protect- 
orate was entirely consistent with the recognized autonomy of that 
kingdom as a kingdom in the family of nations. 

Mr. DOLPH. The dispatch of Mr, Bayard to Mr, Pendleton con- 
tained the following: 

No separate esired. Suggest t German min- 
ister. here be aAA $0 C wie Bath in A, and arrange 
that order be established. A competent and acceptable chief to be chosen by 
natiyes and upheld by three powers, 

That comes pretty near a protectorate upheld by three powers. 

Three new consuls to be appointed, and continued presence of a war vessel 
for two years provided for by three powers. Joint declaration to be made 
against annexation or protectorate by any of the three powers. i 

These being the words of Mr. Bayard, they will qualify anything I 
may have said previously in regard to the dispatch. 

This ition for a conference was acceded to by the British Gov- 
ernment. It was when first presented taken under ađvisement by the 

Government, but afterwards acceded to, and our Government 
was assured by the minister of state of Germany then and on numerous 
subsequent occasions that the status quo should be maintained in the 
islands. To have maintained the status quo would have been to have 
maintained the authority of the then King Malietoa, 


Preliminary to the assembling of this conference and at the sugges- 
tion of the German Government commissioners were sent out by each 
of the three treaty powers, Germany, Great Britain, and the United 
States, to examine into the affairs Samoa and to report, Our com- 
missioner sent out by Mr. Bayard was a Mr. Bates, of Delaware, an 
able lawyer and an intelligent man, who made a very able and inter- 
esting report. 

The conference assembled in the city of Washington, and was in ses- 
sion here in July, 1887. It had several sessions, and discussed this 
question, as will appear by the dispatch of Mr. Bayard to Mr. Pendle- 
ton, which was referred to yesterday by the Senator from Ohio. Prop- 
ositions made by the German Government were objected to by this and 
by the British Government, and propositions emanating from our Gov- 
ernment were objected to by the German Government, and the confer-! 
ence adjourned, as stated in Mr. Bayard’s dispatch, from July until 
autumn of 1887, all the while under the assurance of the German Gov- 
ernment that the status quo in the Samoan Islands should be preserved. 
In the spring of 1887 the present consul-general, Mr. Sewall, was ap- 
pointed, and arrived in the islands on the 17th day of July. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator pardon me for asking him the 
authority for saying that the German Government that the 
status quo should be preserved pending that conference? i 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not know that I stated it so broadly. Every 
official communication from the German Government from the time 
when the attention of that Government was first called to the matter 
and the conduct of Germany complained of by our Government and a 
conference requested contained the assurance that the stalus quo should 
be preserved. Ido not say that there was any special agreement that 
pee the conference it should be preserved, but that was necessarily 
Im i 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no doubt it was necessarily implied between 
the governments that while they were engaged in negotiating a new 
arrangement for the government of Samoa or for the protection of the. 
people of Samoa or the non-residents who were in those islands, there, 
should be no interference with the government and no attempt to 
remove one of the claimants from the exercise of his royal author- 
ity and supplant him withZanother. I was asking the Senator from! 
Oregon merely for information, because while it has been stated sev- 
eral times in a positive way that there was an understanding between 
thetwo governments that there was to be no interruption of the status 
quo, I have not seen any official announcement of the fact, or at least 
I have not seen any agreement of Germany which seemed to recog- | 
nize that that was an engagement between the United States and that’ 
empire. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I said before, the dispatches, reports, and other 
documents relating to this question are very voluminous, and I would 
not undertake to state positively that any particular fact is not shown 
by the correspondence. I will say that I do not remember to have 
seen it anywhere expressly declared in so many words that the status 
quo was to be maintained during this conference, but my statement, as! 
agreed to by the Senator, I understand, is that it was necessarily im- 
plied. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will pardon me one moment more, 
I think it was of necessity implied in any such conference as was being 
held between these three great powers that there should be no inter-' 
ruption of the status quo pending that conference. But if that agreement 
was not reduced to writing, was not made a matter of positive under- 
standing between the governments concerned, then it would probably 
be a discourtesy to our Government and not a breach of faith if the 
German Government pending the conference should have gone forward 
to declare war, for that is what it did, against Malietoa. That is the 
precise point I wanted to get at, whether we have some duty resting 
upon us to vindicate the rights and character of this Government for 
an act of discourtesy, or whether the duty comes out of a positive un- 
derstanding between the two Governments that there should not be 
any such intervention in Samoa. 

Mr. DOLPH. Our interests and our rights and our duty asa nation 
in regard tothe Samoan Islands, in my judgment, rest upon broader foun- 
dations than any question arising out of the conference of the treaty 
powers, or our treaty with the Samoan Islands, or the treaty of other 
European Governments with them. As I proceed I think I shall de- 
velop to the Senator the grounds upon which I believe the United States 
Government should interest itself in Samoan affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN. I expect I shall be entirely in agreement with the 
Senator on that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose at this time to criticise to any ex- 
tent the action of the Sepals aoa = It u RARES Toa 
the policy of Euro e policy of the acq on of territory, the cy 
which tae prevailed until almost all the islands of the Pacific Dosia 
have been partitioned out between European powers. I donot know 
that we can complain, unless we are going to apply a principle that lies 
deeper than the question of our mere treaty rights with Samoa, to pre- 
vent the acquisition of those islands by a European power. 

But to continue with the statement, in the spring of 1887 a Mr. 
Brandeis, lately connected with the German consulate at Apia, and com- 
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nected with a trading firm there, a German citizen, was sent to Tama- 
sese under pay and with the title of general, to drill his forces. He 
took charge of the rebel forces. He organized them. He counter- 
signed the proclamations that were issued by Tamasese. He acted as 
judge and levied fines and arrested chiefs and deported them, and in 
fact controlled the government of Tamasese, if we may call it such. 

During all this time Malietoa, the king, was amply able to subdue 
the rebellion. He was ready to do so. He insisted’on doing so, but 
was held back and induced not to doso by our consul-general and the 
consul-general of the British Government, in order to prevent blood- 
shed. Before Mr. Sewall reached there he received a tel from 
the Secretary of State virtually instructing him to advise Malietoa to 
desist from attempting to subdue the rebellion, based upon what must 
have been unders by the consul-general and by Malietoa to be 
the fact that the three treaty powers would not allow the Samoan 
Government to pass under the control of the German Government, and 
would, during the pendency of the conference, maintain the status quo. 
Induced by our consul, Malietoa desisted upon the eve of an attempt 
to subdue the rebellion, which he could have succeeded in doing at 
any time from the day when it was started unless prevented by the in- 
terference of the Germans. 

In the mean time, after the conference in Washington had adjourned 
from July until the autumn, the German fleet again appeared at Apia, 
this time with the evident purpose of taking up the cause of Tamasese, 
of sustaining him as king, and of securing the control of the islands. 
We were notified about this time by the German minister (I said yes- 
terday six days before; I find now, after looking at my memorandum, 
that it was six days after the event) that Germany intended to declare 
a personal war against King Malietoa. Upon the arrival of the fleet 
there the German consul-general sent a demand to Malietoa to comply 
with certain conditions or war would be declared against him. There had 
been a fracas in Apiaat the time of the birthday of the emperor. Some 
German citizens were celebrating the birthday in a saloon and had 
given beer tothe natives. A drunken row followed. The nose of aGer- 
man was broken, which fact he ascertained the next morning, butcould 
not tell who had done it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was that in Apia? 

Mr. DOLPH. It was in Apia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Within the municipality ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Within the municipality, and that municipal govern- 
ment was still recognized. Some natives had been arrested and brought 
before the Samoan judge, but he discharged them for want of evidence, 
and they were then at large on a motion pending anew trial. The de- 
mand of the German consul was that Malietoa should make an abject 
apology, using a native word which means ‘‘ crawling on the belly;’’ 
that he should punish the Samoans charged with the offense of break- 
ing the nose of the German, and that he should pay immediately to the 
injured man a thousand dollars, and pay $12,000 for fruit which it was 
all had been stolen from plantations during the previous four years. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator remember at what precise place 
the Governmentof Samoa, represented by Malietoa, resided at that time? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think Malietoa was then at Apia. As the Senator 
knows, Apia is at the head of the bay. Mulinuu is at one point of 
the bay and there are native villages surrounding the bay. The na- 
tive government was previously held, and I think generally held, at 
Mulinuu. 

. Mr. MORGAN. Butit was all within the municipality. 

Mr. DOLPH. It was all within the municipality; the municipality 
embraced several native villages. 2 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the question would naturally arise, I think, 
if this convention for the government of the municipal district of Apia 
was then in force or recognized as being in force, whether the authori- 
ties concerned in the administration of that system were not them- 
selves the proper persons to apply a corrective, if necessary, for any 
breach of the peace. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is what I think, I think Malietoa might have 
well said in regard to the surrender or punishment of these persons 
that they were within the municipality and subject to the consular 
government of the municipality, and that he could not punish them. 
This demand was made on the 23d of August, 1887, and at 7 o’clock 
on the morning of the 24th of August he replied, saying in substance 
that he had not control of these men to punish them without trial; 
that the demand was a large ons and he had not the means to comply 
with it, and asking time that he might consult with his chiefs and 
his government. Within half an hour after this reply was received 
war was declared against him, marines were landed, and his flag was 
hauled down. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator also whether in 
connection with that demand of a thousand dollars for the redress of 
these grievances growing out of this alleged riot the claim of the Ger- 
man people for trespasses upon the plantations, ranning back, I think, 
for four years, and estimated at $3,000 a year, was incorporated with 
that claim for a thousand dollars and both claims presented at the 
same time? 

Mr. DOLPH. That Lunderstand tobe the case. The total amount 
of money demanded was $13,000, It was all one demand. 


XX—84 


Mr. MORGAN. Is there any evidence that the Senator’s eye has 
fallen upon to show that prior to this sudden demand for $13,000 there 
had been during those four years any notification to the Samoan Gov- 
ernment that it would be held responsible for the tres of Samo- 
ans or private citizens upon the private property of the cocoa planta- 
tions on the islands? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no recollection of seeing any such demand. I 
have a strong impression that this demand was made, going back over 
four years, antedating the time when this Government had been assured 
that the status quo should be maintained, as a pretense for what was in- 
tended to follow, the deportation of Malietoa and fhe setting up of 
Tamasese as king. 

As I have said, war was immediately declared against Malietoa. 
The marines from the German ship landed and Tamasese was brought 
to the seat of government by a German ship and saluted. A meeting 
of chiefs was called by Tamasese and Brandeis. All hope of protection 
from the United States, all hope of any solution of the question by the 
conference having failed, Malietoa urged the chiefs to come inand see if 
they could not make some arrangement with the German admiral, and 
while the guns of the five German ships were trained upon the seat of 
government this meeting was held. The agreement which they were 
required to sign in the interest of Tamasese was held out to them by 
the consular clerk and they had no alternative. Brandeis made a 
speech to them which I will read: 

Great are my thanks that the chiefs and Faipule of the whole of Samoa are 
assembled here this day. It is strictly forbidden that any discussion should 
take place relating to the question as to whetherit isgood or not that Tamasese 
is King of Samoa, both at this fono (gathering) or at any future fonos., I place 
for your signature the following: 

We inform all people of all Samoa of what follows: 

1, The Government of Samoa has been assumed by King Tuiaana Tamasese, 

2. By order (command) of the king it was directed that a fono take place to- 
day composed of the Taimus and Enpals ena we have obeyed the summons, 


We have signed our names under th September, 1887. 
We, the Taimua and Faipule, chiefs and heads of families of Samoa. 


Germany now claims that this proceeding was an election of Tama- 
sese, who is recognized as king by that country, but has never been 

by the United States, and I believe not by Great Britain. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me ask the Senatorif in the diplomatic correspond- 
ence between Prince Bismarck and Secretary Bayard thisis not alluded 
to as having solved all doubts and been a strict compliance with the re- 
quirements of the United States as a free and fair election by the native 
Samoans ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; in subsequent correspondence or conversation 
with our minister in Germany, Prince Bismarck expressed himself as 
greatly pleased that the suggestion of Mr. Bayard of the election of a 
chief in Samoa had been anticipated by the election of Tamasese under 
oe circumstances here described. He felicitated our minister on that 

Malietoa surrendered to prevent bloodshed and was deported, but 
his people took up his cause. War followed. Tamasese is supported 
by the Germans, and without their support could not withstand the 
Malietoa government an hour. The Malietoa party, under the lead ot 
a new chief, Malietoa Mataafa, is reported to have recently defeated 
the Tamasese party and the Germans. In the struggle the lives of our 
citizens have been endangered, their property destroyed; they have 
been subjected to personal indignities by the German authorities at 
Apia. 

But I will not dwell upon the recent events, many of which were re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Ohio yesterday. I havenot undertaken to 
cover all the ground or to give recent events in their chronological order. 
Our Government brought misfortune upon Malietoa and his government 
by its advice and attitude of protection. It should now, insisting asit 
does, and as does Great Britain, that Malietoa is the rightful king, and 
not recognizing the Tamasese government, insist on the restoration of the 
status quo in Samoa, and should not quietly acquiesce in the acquisition 
by Germany of such a control of the islands as will be entirely incon- 
sistent with our treaty rights and injurious to our commerce. There 
should be a positive declaration of policy by the United States in re- 


to Samoa. 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? 
Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to have him put into his speech right at 
the point where the surrender of Malietoa is described, just these few 
words that Malietoa said. 
~ Mr. DOLPH. I shall be glad to have them inserted, and I ask the 
Senator to read them. 

Mr. FRYE. Malietoa said: 


To all Samoa: ~ 


On account of my great love to my country and my great affection to all 
Samoa this is the reason that I deliver up my body tothe Government, 
That Government may do as they wish to me. The reason of this is because I 
do not desire that again the b of Samoa shall be spilt for me, But I do not 
know what is my offense which has caused their an; to me and my country, 

Tuamasaya, farewell; Manono and family, farewell; so also Salafai, Tutuila, 

Bea dis aot aunt woe vexo E A E R R peuy that be again 

we don see one another wo ra we ma: 
together above. May you be blessed. z 7 
am 
i MALIETOA, King. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iwill ask the Senator from Maine if Prince Bis- 
marck does not attribute the authorship of that proclamation to some 
American citizen, and if he remembers his name? 

Mr. TEIG oan Sena See attribute tno: Rea of 
everything w. interferes German aggressions in Apia or 0a, 
to American citizens or the friends of and sympathizers with American 
citizens. 

Mr. MORGAN. This included? 

Mr. FRYE. This included. 

Mr. DOLPH. After these statements concerning the conduct of the 
German Government in Samoa since 1884, which appears to be in strik- 
ing contrast with the assurances of that Government to our minister 
and Secretary of State, and apparently discloses a settled purpose on the 
part of that Government to secure such a control of those islands as 


would be incompatible with our treaty rights and obligations with the - 


Samoan Government and with the independence and autonomy of that 
Government, I desire to put on record as apd of my remarks the state- 
ment of the Secretary of State, contained in a dispatch to our minister 
at Berlin, which, though couched in diplomatic language and showing 
more moderation than the facts would seem to warrant, fally justifies 


me in what I have said concerning the apparent ie es of Germany 
and her disregard of her understanding with the United States. He 
says: 

This statement of recent occurrences should suffice to exhibit the earnest 
efforts of this Government to effect a peaceable settlement of Samoan affairs, 
honorable to all concerned, and just and equitable not only as between the 

powers, but also as between them and the natives; and, further, toshow 

that if those efforts have, after acceptanee, been suddenly d and de- 

pees the fact ag for which this Government can not be regarded as in any 
egree responsible. 

Being solicitous, however, still to accomplish in the direction indicated all 
that the altered situation in Samoa would admit of, I sent identical telegraphic 
instructions on the 11th of October last to yourself and the United States min- 
ister at London stating that the United States consul-general at Apia reported a 
most distressing condition of affairs, which continued war would only make 
worse; that the consul had been inst: to observe strict neutrality, but this 
Government wasanxious, pursuant to its treaty with Samoa, to urge a peaceful 

ustment and considerate treatment of Samoans. 

‘ou were furtherinstructed to propose to the governmentsto which you were 
respectively accredited the immediate election of a king and a vice-king as 
fe sry on fin conference, and the issuance by the treaty powers of identical in- 

ructions to their representatives in the ds to promote such an election, 
eather ch had been discussed, but not agreed upon, to be 

ts) er ATTAN; 


ged, 
Two days later I received from you a report that it was not understood at 
Berlin that a new election had been agreed on in conference, but that a new 
election had actually taken place. 

Subsequently, I was informed by the United States minister at London that 
he had submitted my proposal to the British Government, but had withdrawn 
it, before receiving a reply thereto from Lord ury, upon a report from you 
that an election had occurred. 

How this misconception on the part of the German Government arose I am 
at a loss to understand.* For at the first session of the conferencethe British and 
German ministers both proposed a new election ofa king. The plan submitted 
by me, which was drawn up after a careful consideration of the report of the 
American special agent toSamoa, suggested the continued recognition of Malie- 
toa, as most likely to insure a native government at once stable and acceptable 

ut after hearing the eee of the German minister to that 
course and his statements to show that was nee a only by a mi- 
nority of the natives, I readily assented, at the second sessicn of the conference, 
to the made on the part of Germany and concurred in on the part of 
Great Britain, that a new election of king should be held 
As speg 
the chi 


other measures whi 


minister, election was “to be freely made by 

and the people of Samoa.”’ As put forward by the British minister the 
appeal should be made to the native 

the new elec- 


ental 
tained that the el 


German representatives, of a paper acknow: the Go 
from various sources has 


In Samoa, on the contrary, the action of the German representatives, 
ially during the last three years, has been such as to raise grave doubtsin 
to future relations of the treaty powers respecting the islands, and 
, doubts have only been relieved by assurances from Berlin of the ab- 


as witness, and by Malie- 
toa as King of Samoa, of a treaty under which substantially the entire control 
of Samoan affairs was to be han over to the Germans, 

It has never been maintained, so far as Iam aware, that the Samoan king’s 
signature of this treaty was a voluntary act. On the contrary, I am informed 
that it was executed by him under duress; that it was read to him only once 
by an interpreter; that the rman consular re resentative refused to give him 
a copy for m; and that on the day fo! ng the signature of the in- 
strument M: renewed an to the Government of 
Great Britain for British 


n. 
and the Government of Germany has 
uary, 1885, less than three months after the incident above narrated, 
2s agen apts Seach piven co certain acts of the native 
was its refusal to execute the instrument of the 
ceding Nov or attached the sovereign 


ember, seized ‘hts of the king 
municipality of Apia, and raised the German flag on Mi uu Point, the seat of 


In Jan 
Dr. Stue! 
among 


the native government. Coincidently, the flag of ihe native faction hostile to 
the then g government was Gublneet a few miles down the coast, and 
the vi , left the government of Malietoa to put himself at the 


head of the movement. 
This action 


ands, needs no mentative exposition. 
The earnest d of the Government of the United States to the 
native Government of the Samoan Islands and to place it on a secure is 


tical instru 
legraph, on the Ist of June, 1886, both to yourself and to 


suggestions which it is unn: 

ever, was that a joint declaration 

“On the 2d of June Mr, Phelps, United Bialas minisiy ok tend legraphed 
n of June Mr. ps, Un: tes mi ndon, tel 

that Lord rempo | had authorized him to say that he would nA S to the pro- 

posed conference if Germany also would, his lordship promisi 

time to confer with the German ambassador on the su ect; and on the 

ing day Mr. Coleman, chargé States at Ber! 

me by estapa that my proposal had been received at Berlin ad referendum. 

On the 7th of t 


pa of the Ist of June, h. 
re 


hem added that it could not be decided as yet when the proposed discussion 
at Washington could take place, as, owing to the lack of te rs communi- 
cation wit ‘ore the German Government could 


the plan as being in the line of the on originally made b: 
© three Governments at K 
y AN 


y. 

no other im: ons on the 

part of this Government than that the three Ee Ret per yAn accord 
execution o! common 

tamos to form and administer 


conference 
this city, the British and German ministers and myself being present as the rep- 
resentatives of our ective Governments. 

Other sessions were held from time to time during the following month, and 
some points of agreement reached; but owing to my inability to concur in the 
German proposition, which was substantially assented to, though not in all re- 
spans explicitly supported by the British ministers, the conference was, on the 

h of July, adjourned by unanimous consent until the autumn, in order that 
the members ht consult their respective Governments with a view to an 

ment on some other scheme of co-operative action, 

n substance, the German Government proposed to commit the actual control 
of the islands to a person to be appointed for a term of five years by the er 
having the preponderating commercial interests there, the appointment to be 
renewed on the same terms, and the other powers merely to have the concur- 
rent privilege of approving or refusing to approve the nominee. 

The 253 | Beopoaes by me on of this Government was to commit the 
administration of the laws to an executive council, to be composed of the Sa- 
moan king and vice-king and three foreigners, of whom one was to be desig- 
nated by each of the treaty powers, but who were to hold their commissions 
and receive their be apg from the native government, so as to be inde- 
pendent of the control and influence of the powers designa! m, 

This pro l was based upon the recommendation of the British commis- 
sioner sent to investigate and report on the condition of the islands, a gentle- 
man of long and extensive experience in Oceanica, and seemed to me to meet 
the requirements of foreign assistance, and at the same time to be consistent 
with that equality of rights of the treaty powers which was the admitted basis 
of the conference. My opposition to the an plan, as I stated at the time it 
was nted, was not due in any degree to the fact that under itthe appoint- 
ment of the actual governor of the islands would be given to Germany. My 
objection to the plan was based upon the opinion, which was co as the 

eme was unfolded and discussed in the conference, that it was inherently 
defective and objectionable in that it involved the union of complete political 
comme: preponderance in the same hands, and, by supplanting 
instead of shine, the nafre auld ot wore ra tended to diminish rather to de- 

ee y of the ive inhabitants of the islands for the management 
of t rs. 


This objection was not supported by the British representative, but in view 
of the d so often previous by Great Britain to uphold an actual 
native government in Samoa, I am utterly unable to account for her instruct- 
ing her representative in the conference to advocate a plan which 
representative of a single forei; 
government was contemp. 
ofthe 16th of Februa yas fo the anbasendor of His SADARI Majest 
© of February, e am or m) 
peror of Germany at Lon on, Earl Granville, then her Britannic Majesty's 
prinsipni secretary of state for foreign affairs, referring to that convention, 


“If, M. l'Ambassadeur, thisagreement had been confined to the establishment 
of a co and ot tee proopiure to be observed in civil and criminal cases, and 
the p ment of offenses in which German subjects are concerned, for which 
German treaty in 1879 provides, its provisions would 

*s Government, have been open to criticism; 


tations of German subjects. to place Her Majesty's su! 
van and will prevent the: t from tly 
in rs which affect the whole community. The t seems in fact 


to to Germany alone much of the influence with which in 1880 it was pros 
Me ary icant on aaa sotmell, to, be CADUDA of ane mogtah, One 


1889. 
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man, and one United States member. To this ment Her 


arrange: 18 Gov- 
ernment declined to accede on the d that it involved too 


in the 
e declining 


for the 
to consult their Go 
the status quo would be changed, or that any acts of hostility 
Government, or King Malietoa personally, were in contemplation. 
With this understanding, which had not changed from the moment the pro- 
for a conference was made accepted, at the suggestion of the British 
and German ministers, I renewed, on the very eve of the formal o; of the 
conference, the instructions already given theretofore to the consul of the 
United States at Apia to use his influence to prevent violence between the 
native factions. The text of these instructions, which were telegraphic, and 
bore date the 20th of June last, was as follows: 
“Treaty powers endeavoring to secure permanent native goanen for 
Strongly advise natives to avoid resort to force, which would endan- 
ger Samoa’s best interests,” j 
That the Government of Her Britannic Majesty Ri Renee ee in the impor- 
à of the status quo, and in the that 


conference, when, 


ment 
toa.” 

On the same subject the German minister said: 

7 Malietoa having notoriously violated his treaty obligations towards 
Germany, and having even awong the natives comparatively but few partisans, 
while a completely organized counter government has been formed under Ta- 
masese, a new election of king will have to take place according to the customs 
of the country. This election is to be freely made by the chiefs and the people 


It is unnecessary to cite other statements, equally pertinenf, to show the ap- 
parently complete concurrence of view as to the peacefuland benevolent pur- 
pose of the conference. 

It is not strange, therefore, that I was taken wholly by surprise when the 
German minister called at this Department on the 29th of August last, and left 


was either not willing or not powerful by pire p a. a 
e future, eclare war agai 


‘or, altho! that plan was one of foreign contrel of the islands, yet it carried 
it guaranties of the Im al Government. But the Government of 
can be ed as nothing else than the government of the islands 


by the local German commercial and landed interests, through Herr Brandies, 
Tamasese’s sole minister. 

On the lst of November last, Baron von Zedtwitz, the German chargé 5 
calied at this Department and made complaintthat the American consul at Aya 
gave active expression to an anti-German policy by conduct in excess of his 
powers and competency, incompatible with neutrality, having under the form 
of reference to muni institntions “ by Germany and Engiand, 
but not by the United States,” arbitrarily intervened and liberated prisoners, 
and grea pores compelled'the commander of the German squadron to occupy 
Apia. And the complaint closed with the request that the consul-general be set 
straight, and also instructed to observe a strictly neutral attitude in order that 
the evacuation of Apia by the German forces might be effected. 

This reference to the idea of neutrality was not clear to me, as the deposition 
of Malietoa, which was the avowed purpose of ny’s ion of war 

inst him “personally,” had already been accomplished. 

e had not only been deposed, but was then actually a prisoner on a German 
ship of war, and a new fa poe had been set up by German consul in 
the place of that which been maintained The German occu- 
pation of Apia was, as then and now stated on authority, atthe request 
of the new government, for its own purposes, and not as an act of war on the 


part of Germany. 

But the point that caused my surprise was the objection made to the 
consul of the United States taking any part in the municipal government of 
Apia, and the statement that the municipal institutions were not recognized by 
the United States. 

Less than a month previously complaint had been made to me by the Ger- 
man chargé d’affaires that the consul of the United States, in his capacity as 
member of this munici board, had claimed jurisdiction for that body in a 

g to it, but to 


suit not properly belo: the German consul independently; and 

I telegraphed instru: to the American consul not to assume control in that 
case, the Psy nage of the municipal court over it being questionable. 

While itis true that the United had not become formally a party to the 

convention, with the advice and consent of the , yet, al- 

though Government was not bound treaty in the matter, it 

had always given m the support and 


ys 
recognition, as an existent local A 

clothed by the laws of the United States and our original treaty with 
with judicial powers, had discharged geo. da that GA ict eo from its com- 
ht years ago, judicial functions for the common advantage of 
their full assent and co-operation. And 


stated. 

At the present time the munici yvernment has been declared in abeyance 
by the German consul. It does slag She sey appear to be disputed that the 
only reason avowed for the consul’s action was the fact that the American con- 
sul, Mr. Sewall, was fifteen or twenty minutes late at a special of 
board, which was called for the hour of 10 o'clock in the morning 
menacing Born in the afternoon, and that when the ernment was so 
clared to be in abeyance for the alleged refusal of Mr. Sewall to attend he was 
on his way to and already near the place of meeting. It is admitted that the 
British consul stated to His consul his “ ™ that 
Mr. Sewall was coming to the meeting, and I have reason to Her 
Majesty’s consul might authoritatively have stated from Mr, Sewall himself a 

tive assurance that he was 


Immediately upon the municipal government being so declared in abeyance 
by the German consul, the German naval forces took possession of Apia u; 
the request of Tamasese, and on the ground of the nee just then, and in 
such manner ofthe form of government of the municipality. 
The conclusion at which I am forced to arrive from this review of recent 
eventsin Samosais that the present unfortunate situation there is due not to any 
action on the of the re of the United States, but to the fo- 
terested fo ers of native dissensions, and to the desire ex- 


about and is still maintained, be regarded by the United States as irapa ad 
and that, to the end of creating a more acceptable situation in the islands, 
native government should be upon a basis more com 
pendence and impartiality in the discharge of its duties toall the treaty powers. 

Prince Bismarck has referred in his note, as the German minister did in the» 
conference, to ‘‘ guaranties"' to be ded and obtained from the Samoan 
Government. Whenever these guaranties haye been explained, they have 
been found virtually to involve the foreign control of that government, as was 
proposed in the German-Samoan convention of the 10th of November, 1854, and 
also in the plan presented by the German minister in the conference. 

The oe upon which such control has been deemed essential is the weak- 
nessvof the native government. And it can not be doubted that if the Govern 
ment of Samoa were now administered by any one of the treaty powers, the 
islands would be governed more nearly in accordance wlth the forms and usages 
of civilized states and order be better assured. $ 

But, for the very reason that the native government of Samoa is weak, it has 
scemed all the more clear to the United States that the control of the islands by 
any strong foreign power, or its representatives, would defeat the great object 
of securing native independence and autonomy, and the practical neutral 
ofthe group, Under such control a native government would necessarily cease 
to have more than a nom’ istence; the native element in the islands, de- 
prived of voice and influence in the management of their affairs, would quickly 
succumb to the aggressive and exclusive tendencies of the foreign residents; 
and, under these circumstances, the islands would inevitably become a colony 
of the foreign power by which, or by whose represeniatives, the government 
was actually administered. 

These general observations are made because, notwithstanding the efforts of 
the Government to state its views in ct to Samoa in a spirit of entire frank- 
ness, it has sometimes seemed that they had not been ely Sees orelse 
that the Governments of the United States and Germany, while agreeing tothe 

ol ardent principlės, differed as to their relative importance and the order 

in which they should be applied: Owing, doubtless, to her commercial prepon- 
to 

, 


derance in the islands, rmany the primary obj has seemed to be the es- 
tablishment of a stronger government, To the United States the object firstin 
importance has seemed to be the preservation of native independence and su» 


tonomy. And so regarding the matter, thisGovernment, while not questioning 
Germany's assurances of the absence ofany intention on her t to annex or 
establish a protectorate over the islands, has been compelied to dissent from prop- 
ositions which seemed tosubordinate all other considerations to the strengthen- 
ing of the German commercial and landed interest in the islands, and corre- 

ndingly to diminish, if not entirely to destroy, the probability of the estab- 

ment of a Samoan government, and of the neutral ion of the group, at 
least in respect to the powers now immediately concerned. 

Coupled with this declaration was an assurance that the Imperial Govern- 
ment was far from intending to bring about any change in the political rela- 
tions which the three powers represented there entertained to Samoa; that, on 
the contrary, it maintained unaltered the existing treaties and stipulations be- 
tween Germany, Great Britain, and the United States with regard to Samoa, as 
well as the equality of the three treaty powers, and proposed to continue its 
endeavors to arrive at an understanding as to the reforms necessary to establish 
lasi peace in these islands, 

On the 23d of September the German minister called again and left a memo- 
randum stating that Germany had declared war “ ce ae Malietoa personally,” 
and that as soon as she had obtained by his abdication due satisfaction the state 
of war would cease. 

It is not my purpose to enter into an examination of the question how far 
hostilities of type can be reconciled with settled principles of international 
law, or with the independencs and autonomy of the country against which such 
measures are But it may be stated, as a matter well known, that on the 
23d of August last, in less than a month from the date of the adjournment of 
the conference till the autumn, and before any notification to this Government 
of such resolve on the part of Germany, the German consul at Apia demanded 
of Malietoa satisfaction in the form of an apology and indemnity, together with 
the punishment of alleged Samoan offenders, for certain injuries said to have 
been suffered by German subjects at the hands of Samoans on the evening of 
the 22d of March preceding, during the celebration the former of the anni- 
versary of the birth of His Majesty the Emperor of Germany, as well asa con- 
siderable genny indemnity for robberies alleged to have been committed 
on German plantations during the past four years. 

‘To these demands the king was notified to make reply on the following day, 
which he did by asking that hebe given until the 27th of the month, three Mgrs 
in order that he might have time to consult his government and chiefs an 
make a formal answer. 

To this request no reply was made by the German consul, and on the same 
day, the 24th ot August, war was declared. 

the following day Tamasese was proclaimed by the German consul as 
King of Samoa, seoa the formal an ublie protest of the American and 
Brith consuls, and on the 17th of September, after having been, sinee the dec- 
Jaration of war against him, a fugitive, Malietos gaye himself up to the German 
consul, and was taken on board of the Bismarck, the flag-ship of the German 


bis not my purpose to comment upon the unds of the recent German ac- 
tion in motion en they have been above stated, although I regret that the 
erful Government of Germany did not find it possib 1 
view of the conditions of Samoan life and civilization, and the unfortunate sit- 
uation of the native king, who, in regarding himself as the rightful ruler of the 
islands, could point, in confirmation of his title, toa long series of acknowl- 
es erates of his authority by all three treaty phys 
it is impossible to ignore the fact that all the grounds for hostile action on 
the part of Germany above stated existed long prior to the of the con- 
ference in this city, and some of them even anterior to its proposal, the accept- 
ance of which was followed, as I was informed, by appropriate action to = 
tain the cisely d in the islands. During all the sessions of the conference 
was to disturb this impression, nor was intimation given of an: 
other course being contemplated when the conference was temporarily 
journed. The first inti: on of be mt intent on the part of Germany 
Malietos was, as I have ly stated, given to me by the German 
minister on the 29th of August last, five days after war was actually declared 
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against him, and necessarily several weeks after it was determined ; and 
my first notification avar had been declared and that Germany intended to 
depose Malietoa was also post factum, being given to me by the German minis- 
ter on the 23d of September last, six days after the Samoan king was taken on 
board of the Bismarck. 

It seems hardly necessary to explain the pacifice character of the 
pending amendments, and still, inasmuch asour treaty rights in the har- 
bor of Pago Pago are only coextensive with the existence of the treaty 
with theSamoan Government, I can not conceive why we should expend 
$100,000 or any sum there unless we are going to insist that these rights 
shall continue although a so-called autonomous government of the Sa- 
moan Islandsset up and controlled by Germany should undertake to ter- 
minate that treaty. 

One of the proposed amendments authorizes, and provides the means 
necessary for, the improvement of the harbor of Pago Pago, in which 
we have under existing treaty with the Samoan Government harbor 
privileges, and to which no one can raise any valid objection. The 
other purports to provide the Administration with the necessary means 
to protect our rights and interests and discharge our obligations under 
the treaty of 1878 between this Government and the Government of 
Samoa. 


The questions which have arisen between the United States and Ger- 
many are questions which should be settled diplomatically. If Con- 
gress were to interfere and to give direction in the matter, something 
very different from these proposed amendments would be required. If 
I were asked what that would be, I would say a direction to the Presi- 
dent to insist to the German Government upon a restoration of the 
status quo at the time in 1886 when the conference of the three treaty 
powers with Samoa was agreed upon by Germany, when our Govern- 
ment was assured that the status quo should be maintained; that Ma- 
lietoa should be restored as the King of Samoa; and to notify the Ger- 
man Government that we would not permit the Samoan Islands to pass 
under the control of any foreign nation, but that their independence 
and autonomy must be maintained; or, at least, that any interference 
with it found necessary for the protection of foreign interests must be 
made under the joint agreement of the treaty powers. 

The commercial interests of the United States, as well as the dignity 
of the Government, demand that this should be done, and it would be 
entirely consistent with the declared policy of the Government for over 
sixty years. 

On the 5th of January, 1888, in some remarks in the Senate on the 
subject of a naval station on the North Pacific coast, I called attention 
in a general way to the present and prospective commerce of the Pacific 
Ocean, and to the efforts being made by the British Government to 
control it, and of the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company to secure the 
trans-continental trade of the Pacific coast and thus divert it from our 
own trans-continental railroad lines, 

The Pacific coast States have an area of 800,000 square miles and a 
coastline of over 1,600 milesnot including PugetSound, Alaskacontains 
480,000 square miles, with a coast line of 25,000 miles, including in- 
dentations, and is 1,200 miles from north to south and 2,200 miles trom 
east to west. The ocean current formed off the coasts of Japan and 
which strikes the Pacific coast at about 56° north latitude modifies the 
climate both in summer and winter to such an extent that the isother- 
mal line passing through Northern Virginia after it crosses the Roc! 
Mountains bears north and strikes the Pacific Ocean 200 miles no 
of the northern boundary of Washington Territory. 

With almost every variety of climate and productions, with a soil of 
great fertility, with extensive forests and valuable mines of the pre- 
cious and useful metals, with extensive fisheries, and other great re- 
sources, the commerce of the coast, already great, will rapidly in- 
crease until it will equal that of the Atlantic coast. China, Japan, Aus- 
tralia, the Sandwich and the other islands of the Pacific are our commer- 
cial neighbors, and their valuable trade must eventually be largely car- 
ried on with the Pacific coast States. It is difficult now to conceive of 
the vast fleet of merchant vessels which will be required for the exten- 
sive commerce which will spring up in the near future when these 
islands are peopled by the Caucasian race, the soil cultivated, and their 
resources developed. 

All their manufactures and many of their food products will be im- 
ported, while the native products will be exported in return. Other 
nations have seen the great possibilities of this commerce and are mak- 
ing great efforts to secure it, while we stand idly by, if not indifferent, 

d to do what our own interests as a great commercial nation de- 
mand. Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, at an expense to 
the Government of from $120,000,000 to $140,000,000, secured the con- 
struction of the Intercolonial Railroad connecting the maritime prov- 
inces of Canada with Montreal and Quebec, and of the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad connecting Montreal and Quebec with Puget Sound. 

These railroads were built for political reasons, as the construction 
of neither was justified by the business which they could command. 
The Canadian c is now competing at San Francisco, at Portland, 
and on Sound and all along the coast for the trans-continental 
traffic of the Pacific coast, which should be carried on by our own 
trans-continental lines. r 

Mr. SAULSBURY.. Will the Senator allow me there toask him s 
question ? 

Mr, DOLPH, Certainly. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I inquire whether it was not an express agree- 
ment with the Province of New Brunswick that the ian Pacific 
Railroad should be constructed as a condition of her becoming one of 
the states ofthe Dominion Government. I understand it was expressly 
provided that that road should be built as one of the conditions on her 
part to enter in the Dominion Government. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not entirely familiar with the facts, but I know 
that it was built, and the aid extended by Great Britain was extended 
for the purpose of securing the confederation of the Canadian provinces. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to say that in a personal conversation 
with the governor of New Brunswick some years ago he said to me 
that one of the conditions on which they would become a member of 
the Dominion Government was an agreement given that that road 
eae eign I do not know whether that is true or not, but I was 
so informed. 


_ Mr. DOLPH. I have no doubt that was so, and that that was the 
ra ria for British Columbia to enter into the convention for con- 
eration. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know how the agreement was made 
between the Province of New Brunswick and the Dominion Govern- 
ment, but the governor assured me that that was the condition, and 
that they should have a certain amount of representation in the Do- 
en Government, and they then consented to become a part of that 

overnment, 


Mr. DOLPH. Not only that, but the Dominion Government and 
the Government of Great Britain are aiding by large subsidies the line 
of steam-ships which are to ply between the terminus of the-Cavadian 
Pacific Railroad on Puget Sound with Australia, China, and Japan. 
More than that, government aid has been given to a Bri com 
which has projected and, I think, is already engaged in constructing 
a cable telegraph line from Vancouver, on Puget Sound, to the Sand- 
wich Islands. 

The numerous island groups of the Pacific have one by one passed 
under the control of European powers. Recently the g islands 
not already subject to foreign control, excepting the Sandwich Islands, 
the Samoan Islands, and perhaps one other group, were partitioned be- 
tween Germany and Great Britain, and now it seems evident that Ger- 
many is pursuing a plan to secure control of the Samoan Islands with 
the acquiescence of Great Britain. When that is accomplished Ger- 
many and Great Britain will be ready for fresh operations and further 
acquisitions of territory in the Hawaiian Islands, and we, feebly remon- 
strating, allow our treaty rights to be disregarded, the lives of our citi- 
zens to be jeopardized, their property destroyed, the Monroe doctrine 
to sink into innocuous desuetude. 

The manner in which the islandsof the Pacific have been partitioned 
out among the E powers is thus stated by Secretary Bayard in 
a dispatch to Mr. Pendleton of January 17, 1888, in reply to a com- 
munication of Prince Bismarck to the German minister at Washing- 
ton, complaining of the anti-German attitude assumed by the pere 
can consul-general at Apia, Mr, Sewall: 


Should the opinion which has been expressed as to the part taken by the 
United States in seeking to preserve the independence of the Samoan ds 
seem in any degree nea ay en it will no lon appear to be so when what 
has taken place in the last t years in meant fo other island groups in the 
Pacific is considered. 

Prior to that period Spain was holding the Ladrone or Marianne and the 
Philippine Islands, and had also laid,the basis of a claim of title to the Caroline 
Islands, although she did not main an active government there. 

Between the years 1842 and 1847 France established a protectorate over the 
Marquesas, Nairn and Paumota groups, and in 1853 occupied New Caledonia. 
In 1864 she form: assumed control of the Loyalty Islands, and in 1889 added 
Tahiti to the list of her colonies in the Pacific. i 

In addition to the continent of Australia, to which Great Britain holds a com- 

ratively ancient title, that Government had uired the Fiji Islands and 
ew and, the sovereignty of the latter being ceded in 1840 and that of the 
former on the 10th of October, 1874. 

Germany had not then entered apon her present active policy of colonization 
in the Pacific, eee 2d her subj had carried on a considerable commerce 
there, and had established places of trade on various islands, including the Sa» 


moan, 

Such was the condition of affairs at the beginning of the present decade, nox 
was there observable at that time any marked evidence of the desire for new 
territorial acquisitions; but, eo red in 1884, numerous island ups have, 
in rapid succession, in whole or in part under the control of yarious Eu- 
ropean Lowa until almost the last vestige of native autonomy in the islands 
of the Pacific has been obliterated. 

The year 1854 witnessed the occupation by Germany of the northern side of 
New Guinea, from Cape King William to Astrolabe car the im jal flag being 
hoisted at twelve different points. Almost coincidently Great Britain occupied 
the south coast of the island, and in the months of November and December, in 
the same year, seized and occupied the Louisiade group, Woodlark Island, and 
Long and Rook Islands, 

In the following year arose the dispute between Germany and Spain over the 
Carolines, which was terminated by the protocol signed at Rome on the 17th of 
December, 1885, under which Germany acknowledged the sovereignty of Spain 
over these islands and the Pelew group; and they have now passed finally 
under Spanish control, 

But these events were merely the precursors of others, of which the seizure 
i France in 1886 of the New Hebrides was not the most significant. On the6th 
of April of that year a joint declaration was made by Germany and Great Bri- 
tain, which con! p the ersi ips by those two powers of almost all the 
independent bayer + font gy part of the Pacific Ocean called the West Pacific, 
lying between the th degree of north and the thirtieth degree of south 
latitude and between the one hundred and sixty-fifth degree of longitude west 
andthe one hundred and thirtieth degree of longitude east of Greenwich,'which 
had not already been occupied by some foreign power. fleas j that of 

Pacific included in those bounds of latitude and longitude a line of division 
was drawn to mark the respective spheres of British and German influence and 
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annexation; and each joins declarant agreed not te make any acquisitions of 
territory, nor to establ protectorates, nor to oppose the o; ma of the 
other in the sphere of action respectively assigned to it. 

Under this declaration and ment, from which Samoa, Tonga, and Niné 
Island were excepted, and b; e line of division drawn as above stated, New 
Treland, New Britain, and adjacent western half of the Solomon group 

d under the dominion of Germany, and certain islands west of the line to 


reat Britain. 
in the same year, the latter Government took 


On the Ist of Au posses- 
sion of the Kermadec Islands, and by the imperial decree of the 13th of the en- 


suing month the Marshall, Brown, and Providence Islands and groups were oc- 
eupied by Germany, 
As the result of what bas been above detailed, of the vast aggregate of terri- 
tory in the Pacific Ocean, but a few island groups, containing a few thousand 
uare miles, remain to-day as independent and autonomous, 
States had aazunes; by discovery and occupation, 


mg anterior the Unii 
the uninhabited island, or ocean reef, of Midway, asa ible oosiig station. 
nce a 


In view of these facts, it is unnecessary to emphasize the impo: 
by this Government to the maintenance of the rights to which the United States 
has become entitled in any of the few remaining ons now under independ- 
ent and autonomous native governments in the P; ic A 

Prince Bismarck has referred to this Government’s treaty with Hawaii, of the 
30th of January, 1875, which haslately been renewed, and which is said by him 
to give the United States commercial advantages in those islands superior to 
those p: by any other foreign power. In respect to this it needs only 
to be observed that that treaty was one of special reciprocity which both the 
parties were alone competent to make, and that the United States 
has at no time, since the convention was concluded, sought to use it to control 
the native government of the islands or to regulate their internal affairs nst 
the wishes of the inhabitants, although the geographical and historical rela- 
tions of the group to the United States necessarily give this Government an in- 
terest in the future of the islands such as no other foreign government can pos- 
sibly possess. 

As I have said, there would be nothing inconsistent with our estab- 
lished policy, in the United States interfering to preserve the independ- 
ence and autonomy of the Samoan Islands as against the encroachments 
of a European power, or even of assuming a protectorate over them, if 
necessary to secure peace, order, and the protection of our interests there. 
A protectorate assumed upon the invitation and with the consent of 
the native government for the purpose of preventing the forcible inter- 
ference of other nations would be a very different thing from interven- 
tion as practiced by European powers on the continent of Europe. 

Pacific intervention which seeks the settlement of differences be- 
tween nations, and if successful, results in a treaty, a congress, or in- 
ternational conference, is justifiable and may be commendable; but 
armed intervention by one or more nations with the internal affairs of 
another nation can not, in my judgment, be defended upon principles 
of right or justice. Among nations, as among individuals, equality 
is equity. Forcible intervention is inconsistent with the equality and 
the independence of nations. On the continent of Europe, whenever 
a pretext has been wanted for war with a weaker nation and the acqui- 
sition of its territory, it has been found in the doctrine of interven- 
tion. 

It has more than once served as the pretext for the spoliation of the 
weak by the strong. By the forcible intervention of the monarchies of 
Europe revolutions have been crushed, the progress of nations pre- 
vented, tottering thrones and kingly power sustained, the map of Eu- 
rope changed, governments destroyed and their territory partitioned 
among neighboring nations, and what was created one day destroyed 
thenext. The exercise of it is defined by no law, regulated by no prec- 
edents, and is governed only by the interests of the hour. The right 
denied at one time by a nation is asserted under precisely similar cir- 
cumstances when self-interest demands it. 

The claim and frequent exercise of this so-called right of interven- 
tion tends to keep Europe in a constant state of alarm and prepara- 
tion for war and to make the great military and naval establishments 
maintained by the principal E wers necessary. Disguise it 
as we may, itis nothing but the old doctrine of the right of force. 
From an early period of our history it has been the settled policy of the 
Government to avoid entangling alliances with foreign nations and be- 
coming involved in the controversies of foreign powers. We have not 
beheld unmoved instances of oppression and injustice, but our sympa- 
thies have found expression only in words of protest. 

After the overthrow of the empire of the first Napoleon the rulers of 
Russia, Austria, France, and Prussia formed an alliance for mutual 
protection against revolutionary movements in their own states. At 
a congress held by these powers in 1820, at which a representative of 
Great Britain was present, but not participating, it wasagreed that the 
main purpose of the alliance should be to maintain the principle of the 
legitimacy of the existing dynasties, and that if these were threatened 
in any country in Europe the allied powers should preserve it by active 
and armed interference. In accordance with this agreement insurrec- 
tionsin Piedmont and Naples were put down by the armies of Austria, 
and the revolution in Spain against Ferdinand VII by the French armies. 

The Spanish colonies on this continent had revolted in 1810, had 
maintained their independence, and their independence had been rec- 
ognized by the United States. 

It was believed that the allied powers would extend their policy of 
intervention to this continent and would aid Spain in her attempt to 
subdue her colonies. At this juncture Mr. Canning, the minister of 
state of Great Britain, probably actuated in part by a desire to secure 
some public on the part of the United States against the acqui- 
sition of any part of the Spanish possessions on this continent, sought 


through our minister, Mr. Rush, the co-operation of the United States 
in endeavoring to prevent the intervention of the allied powers with 
the affairs of the Spanish colonies on this continent. 

The matter was the subject of long and careful consideration by Pres- 
ident Monroe and his Cabinet, and resulted in the incorporation in 
President Monroe’s annual message of 1823 of those famous es 
which contain the declarations which have since been known as the 
Monroe doctrine, and which have since been reiterated by many of his 


successors, 
I will ask the Secretary to read the I would have them 


passages. 
printed in the RECORD without reading, except that I want to make 
some suggestions about them. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


It was stated at the commencement of the last session that a great effort was 
then making in Spain and Portugal to improve the condition of the people of 
those countries, and that it appeared to be conducted with extraordinary mod- 
eration. It need scarcely be remarked that the result has been, so far, very 
different from what was then anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the 
globe, with which we have so much intercourse and from which we derive our 
es we haye always been anxious and interested spectators. The citizens 
of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty 
and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the Atlantic. In the wars of 
European powers, in matters romig Io themselves, we have never taken any 
part, nor does it comport with our po. so to do. 

Itis only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent 
injuries or make preparation for our defense. With the movementsin this hemi- 
sphere we are of necessity more immediately connected, and by causes which 
must be obvious to all enlightened and all impartial observers. The political 
system of the allied powers is essentially different in this respect from that of 
America, This difference proceeds from that which exists in their respective 
foverpmenta, And to the defense of our own, which has been achieved by the 

oss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their most 
enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed unexampled felicity, 
this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amic- 
able relations existing between the United States and those pores, tod 
that we should consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any 
portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our and safety. 

With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we hayo 
not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with the Seto pero who have 
declared their independence and maintained it,and whose independence we 
have on great consideration and on just principles acknowledged, we could not 
view any inte: tion for the purpose of oppressing them or controllinginany 
other manner their destiny by any European power in any other light than as 
the manifestation of an unfriendly disponon toward the United In 
the war between those new governments and Spain we declared our neutrality 
at the time of their recogni! , and to this we have adhered, and shall continue 
to adhere, provided no change shall occur which, in the judgment of the com- 
petent authorities of this Government, shall make a corresponding change on 
the part of the United States indispensable to their security, 


Mr. DOLPH. During the time I have been speaking I have re- 
ceived a telegram in regard to the importance of the Samoan Islands, 
which I have not had time to read, but which has been read by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] at my request, and contains wary 
that can not go into the RECORD. I willask now to have itread, and 
will incorporate it in an appropriate place in my remarks, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Senator JosEPH N. DOLPH: 
It is very important to the defense of the entire Pacific coast of the American 

continent against hostile naval attacks that the Samoan Islands should be con- 

trolled entirely by the United States. In case of war, Germany, ifin control of the 

Samoan Islands, would have an impregnable fortress many thousands of miles 

sg =e ic beer Se ~ oy yee for the bal ipa States. Strategicall 
e Un States would haveto go Pst expense n perpetually 

fleets and erecting coast defenses and in 


New York, January 30, 1889, 


United States had difficulty with Germany and a German fleetshould assemble 
at the Samosn Islands and simply make a demonstration the Pacifie 
coast, or watch the Pacific coast from the Samoan Islands. islands are 


to a certain extent as important to the coast defenses of the Pacific as the West 
India Islands might be to the Atlantic coast. 

‘The Samoan Islands are strategically of vast importance to the United States 
in controlling an interoceanic canal. The Uni States can not afford to let 
European military powers own every strategic position commanding the inter- 
oceanic canal. As to trade of the United States with Samoan Islands see in re- 
Era Pos assertion Appleton’s Annual Encyclopedia for 1887, article 

Islands. Even commercially the Samoan Islands must soon be of far 
more importance owing to their geographic ition than they can be to Ger- 
many. It would bea $ calamity to the United States to t Germany 
to fortify a ‘single adet, hera in those islands. It would be sowing the seeds of 
much trouble to the United States in years to come. 

JOHN C. HENDERSON, 
108 West Fortieth Street, New York, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Did the Senator give the author of that telegram ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Nothing except what ap Istated that the tele- 
gram had been received while I was speaking, and I submitted it to the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who read it for me while I was talk- 
ing and informed me that there was no reason why it should not go 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the name? 

Mr. DOLPH. John C. Henderson, of New York, and he gives his 
number. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad of that. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Monroe doctrine, as originally announced, was 
in substance that the United States would not submit to an extension 
of the European system (the system of forcible intervention) to this 
hemisphere or to the establishment upon this continent of European 
colonies in addition to those then existing. This declaration was 
placed upon the express ground that we should regard such action ag 
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pression that 


dangerous to our peace and safety. Thereis a 
y to the Scena of 


the Monroe doctrine is intended to apply o: 
territory upon this continent by foreign A 

But neither the declaration of President Monroe nor the subsequent 
action of this Government justifies such a construction. The word used 
is ‘‘ hemisphere,” which is broad enough to embrace all the islands of 
either ocean, the independence and autonomy of which are necessary to 
our safety and peace. This construction of the Monroe doctrine will 
be found to be justified by our diplomatic correspondence with other 
countries. It was declared more than sixty years ago by Mr. Clay in 
regard to Cuba and Porto Rico, It has been frequently since, in sub- 
stance, declared by successive Secretaries of State when they have said 
we would not permit the conquest and occupation of the Sandwich 
Islands by any one of the European powers. 

Mr. GRAY. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to finish this statement and I will yield. 

The reasons for a similar declaration by our Government concerning 
the Samoan Islands are cogent. 

The only difference between the case of the Samoan Islands and of 
the Hawaiian Islands is, in my judgment, the greater importance of 
the latter. The reasons for applying the Monroe doctrine are the 
same in both cases. With this view of the Monroe doctrine I hope that 
in any arrangement which may be made with European powers con- 
cerning Samoan affairs, the United States will in no manner become a 
party to the arrangement between Great Britain and Germany for the 
partition between them of the islands of the Pacific, or be too free to 
enter into stipulations concerning our future course in regard to the Pa- 
cific islands which have not yet passed under the control of the Eu- 
ropean powers, which may be in the way of such action by the United 
States concerning islands located near our territory as may be found 
necessary to secure our peace and safety. 

I will now listen to what the Senator from Delaware wishes to say. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely intended to inquire of the Senator from Ore- 
SS he seriously contended that the setting up of a half-civil- 

monarch and anointing with oil a half-clothed and half-civilized 
native of Samoa—that the setting up of such a man as king was in his 
opinion an assertion of the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. DOLPH. In answer to the question of the Senator from Dela- 
ware I say no. Iam not asking that the United States shall do that. 
I do not understand that the United States has proposed to do that. 
‘That iswhat has been done by Germany. ‘That isinterference, forcible 
interference with the internal affairs of the Samoan Islands by a foreign 
power. It is that which was declared inst by President Monroe, 
and I say that the Monroe doctrine should be asserted in regard to the 
Samoan Islands as they come within the terms of that doctrine as it 
was originally announced and as it has been since construed by our Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have ba informed to that effect, and I wish to know 
whether itis correct, that these people are Presb; savages, 

ve understood that they were Presbyterians, the whole of them, and 
that they were adherents to the Christian religion and to some extent 
educated, but so far as the formalities and observances and realities of 
the Christian religion are concerned they were Presbyterians and quite 
as exemplary as the average of the people of the United States. I 
should like to inquire how that is. 

Mr. DOLPH. I stated in the opening of my remarks that they are 
all nominally converted to Christianity, and it has been stated by our 
consul-general that in every house in Samoa, morning andevening, the 
incense of Christian worship arises. But I do not understand that 
they are all Presb, i think the Presbyterian and some other 
denominations have missions there, and even the Church of England, 
as I understand. 

The following quotations from the messages of the Presidents of the 
United States and official correspondence of our Secretaries of State will 
show how this question of the acquisition of territory by European 
powers in proximity to our shores has been regarded. 

President Tyler, in his annual message of December, 1842, Mr. Web- 
ster = Secretary of State, said, concerning the Sandwich Islands: 

e bed nec kakean Noe dca tenoeer raging ino adipi 4a 
and itseems anxious 
passene moral 


institu t can not but be 
in pariaan ias with the wishes of the Government and the ay of the United 
States, that the “Degeaan thus existing, in the midst oi vast expanse 
ocean, should be and all its ghts strictly and conscientiously re- 
garded. And this mt must als@be the true interest of all other commercial states. 
Far remote from the dominions of op ee wers, its growth and 
perity, as an independent state, may na hich h degree useful toall whose 
trade is extended to those regions; while its nearer approach to this continent 
and the intercourse which American vessels have with it—such vessels consti 
tuting five-sixths of all which etd visit it—could not but create dissatis- 
faction on the part of the United States at any attempt by a power, should 
such an attempt be threatened or feared, to take possession of e islands, 
nize them,and subvert the nativegovernment. Considering, toate that the 
United States possess so very a share of the intercourse with those islands, 
itis deemed not unfit to make the declaration that their Government seeks, 
nevertheless,no exclusive control over the Hawaiian Government,but is content 
with its independent existence, and anxiously mishon for ie savers its security pana pros- 
very 


perity. Its forbearance in this respect, under 


not ary Sep oA bea 
= United States 


colo- | to 


ment, hereafter 
strance against the adoption of an opposite policy by any o 


President Taylor, in his message of December 4, 1849, ci 


p paray of the Sandwich Islands with reference to the territory of the 
United States on the ere the success of our perais and benevolent citi- 
zens who have istianizing the natives and 

suited to panas capacity 


large intercourse of their citizens with the aac gr uld 
should eyents arise to require it, in Apii ag a decided rom 


ws could in no event be indifferent to their passing ong 3S the dominion of any 

other power. 

I Bepon PEE a n wil have cw Lr L Sonas interest, tg it is to 
ho; no one o! em y attom rpose obstacles to ti 

independence of the islands. p PARRES 


President Johnson, in his message of December 9, 1868, said: 


It is known and felt by the Hawaiian Government and paea le that — rok 
ernment and institutions are feeble and precarious; that 

ing root a a neighbor, would be unwilling to see the islands pass nace ew E 
con 


I now ask the to read the portion which I have marked 
from a dispatch of Mr. Clay, when Secretary of State, to Mr. Brown, 
envoy extraordinary of the United States to France, dated Washing- 
ton, October’25, 1825. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Clay to Mr. Brown. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washinglon, October 25, 1825, 


Sır: During the last summer a large French fleet visited the American seas 
and the coast of the United States. Its object naturally gave riso to much 


ulation. Neither here nor through you at Paris was the Government of the 
United States made th the views of that of France in sending out 
so considerable an armament. The President conceives it due to the friendly 


subsist between the Sy amager ern Bor rai ire to the itaas 
their intercourse to be urpose 

ereafter, made in a season of a ef aa 
municated to this Government. 


You will therefore inform the French Government of his expectation that 
such a communication will in future be acco: ymeade, Thereasonableness 
of it in a time of of which shall enjoy set pre er pop ea 
rent. The United States ayn atthe os period constantly to 
in the Gulf of Mexico and on the coasts of Cuba and Porto Rico a naval 
force on a service beneficial to all comunerctal: nations, it would Bed to be 
quite reasonable that if the Spee asa of any American squadro: 
with the duty of seppressing par racy should meet with those of a French squad- 
ron, the respective — of both should be known to each, 

Another consideration to which you will advert, in a friendly manner, is the 
present condition of the islands of sara and Porto Rico. The views of the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States in o them have been already disclosed to 
France by you on the occasion of arar its co-o; ion to bring about 
between Spain and her former colonies, in a spirit of great frankness. ewan 
stated to the French Government that the United States could not seo with in- in- 
difference those passing from Spain to any other European ie yp and 
that for ourselves no change was a rook aah iota; litical and com- 
mercial condition nor in the possession Spain has of them. 

In the same spirit, and with the prena pasé oea beforehand inst any pos- 
sible difficulties on that subject that may arise, apie end that we could 
not consent to the occupation of those islands other European-power 
than Spain under any scodinmeney: whatever. C ing no designs on them 
ourselves, we have a fair to an unreserved knowledge of the views of 
other great maritime powers in respect to them. 


Mr. DOLPH. It will thus be seen that at that early day, i. 1825, 
Mr. Clay, speaking for our Government as Secretary of State, announced 
that this Government would not permit any European power to secure 
the control of the islands of Cuba or Porto Rico. So the Monroe doo- 
trine is not confined to the continent of America. 

Secretary — in a dispatch of November 19, 1881, to the Ameri- 
can minister, sai 

Bot if CATS such as you describe are really in progress— 


Negotiations to induce the Hawaiian Government to withdraw from 
the reciprocity treaty with us— 
ou will ask for an interyiew with the 
following representation of the views of th 
The Government of the United States has with 


for foreign affairs and make 
ith m citer donado ni ani- 
un ng 
ofits for she: Hawaiian Kingdom and an earnest desire for the Apa 
ts 
E PORA nat of the United Sa has always avowed, and now repeats, 
that under no circumstances will it permit the transfer of the territory or sover- 
eignty of these islands to any of the E powers, It is needless to 
restate the reasons upon which that n rests. It is too obvious for 
epas mi the n of these islands bya ginaren frako wer would 
us diminution of the just and necessary influence of the 
F + waters of the ry Dany wine but in easeof international difficulty 
it wena’ be 8 positive threat to interests too large and important to be lightly 


And again in a dispatch of December 1, 1882, he said: 


ent 


e political life for its people. 

enlarge the material prosperity of Hawaii. such an independent basis it 
proposes to be equally unremitting in its efforts hereafter to maintain and de- 
velop the advantages which noctua ta to Hawaii, and draw closer the ties which 
Foca cantar A unite her to the great body of the American commonwealth. In 
this line of action the United erst oes its sim: petra both to Hawaii and 
itself, and it can not bvious neglect interest as would 
be inyolved by silen aca nianonnion in any movement ooking toa lessening of — 


1889. 
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those amenities and the substitution of alien and hostile interests. It firmly 
believes the position of the Hawaiian Islands. as a key to the dominion of the 
American Pacific, demands neutrality, to which end it will earnestly co-operate 
with the native government, and if through any cause the maintenance of 
such position, neutrality, should be found by Hawaii impracticable, this Gov- 
ernment would then unhesitatingly meet the altered situation by seeking 
avowedly an American solution of the grave issues presented. 

I also submit and will have printed as part of my remarks an extract 
from the report of Mr. Secretary Fish, accompanying President Grant’s 
message to the Senate July 14, 1870, whichis quite as emphatic on this 
subject. 

Mr. GRAY. On what page is that’ $ 

Mr. DOLPH. It is found on pages 307 and 308 of correspondence in 
relation to the proposed interoceanic canal. It is a reprint of Senate 
Executive Document 112, Forty-sixth Congress. 


annual message of December, 1823, declared that the U 
sider any attempt to extend the European to any portion of this hemis- 


system 
us to our peace and safety. ‘ With the existing colonies or 


re as 
ndencies of any European power,” he said, “we have not interfered and 
shall notinterfere, But with the governments who have declared their inde- 
pendence, and maintained it, and whose independence we have on great con- 
sideration and on just principles acknowledged, we could not view any inter- 
position for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling, in any other man- 
ner, their y, by any Euro: power, in any other light than as the mani- 
‘festation of an unfriendly feeling toward the United States,” 
This declaration resolved the solution of the immediate question of the inde- 
pendence of the Spanish-American colonies, and is supposed to have ex: 
some influence upon the course of the British cabinet in regard to the absolutist 


uito In- 
a Euro- 


|In his m 
‘ent session, the President, followin, 


are to ro si independent powers, exercising the right of choice and of 
trol in the determination of their future condition and relations with 
Ahi oni =a t licy of it but it the creati. fE 
i not a policy of aggression ; but it opposes the on of Euro- 
pean dominion on American soil, or ite transfer to other E a Jeaan 
tlooks hopefully to the time when, the yol departure of European 
Governments from this continent and the adjacent islands, America shall be 
wholly American, 
It does not contemplate forcible intervention in any legitimate contest; butit 
nst permi: such a contest to result in the increase of European 
ower or infiuence; and it eyer Lin pe this Government, as in the late contest 
Dono the South American Republics and Spain, to interpose its good offices 
to secure àn honorable peace, 
I also submit to be incorporated in my remarks an extract from a 
dispatch of Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, dated July 12, 1887, on this 
subject of the Hawaiian Islands: 


Accordance with the and practice of this Government, yet obstruction to 
e channels of | oe x 


pendence of Hawaii, and no other mem 
andimmediate aninterestin the 

as this Republic, 

| Mr. President, I have already occupied more time than I intended, for 
which I beg the pardon of the Senate. The extracts which I have 
read I think will show that what I have claimed in regard to the ap- 
plication of the Monroe doctrine to those islands of either ocean which 
are so near our shores as to require, in order to preserve the peace and 
safety of this nation, an autonomous and independent government, is 
justified by the highest authority. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask the 
Senator from Oregon a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senatorfrom Oregon whether 
he knows of any reason existing, either in the difference between treaties 
or from some other cause, why the same American doctrine or the 
same American policy should not be extended in regard to the Samoan 
Islands as has been in regard to the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. DOLPH. I stated during my remarks that the reasons for the 
extension of the Monroe doctrine to the Samoan Islands are the same 
in principle and character as those which exist for extending that doc- 
trine to the Sandwich Islands. There can be no distinction made be- 
tween them. The only question that can arise is whether our com- 
mercial and other interests in the Samoan Islands are great enough to 
require us to assert the same doctrine in regard to those islands that 
we have maintained in regard to the Sandwich Islands, 


of the family of nations hasso great 


and prosperity of Hawaii on such a basis 


The Samoan Islands bear the same relation to Lower California and 
the coast of Central America and the Isthmian canal—if one should 
ever be constructed—and to American rights there, that the Sandwich 
Islands do to the North Pacific coast. They are about 2,000 miles dis- 
tant from theSandwich Islands. The Sandwich Islands are about 2,000 
miles distant from San Francisco, and they lie a little west and south 
of the Sandwich Islands. They are a greater distance from the coast 
of the continent by reason of the fact that our southern coast does not 
extend so far west as the northern portion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What I want to get at particularly is that there isno 
difference in regard to treaty rights. 

Mr. DOLPH. No. We were the first power that entered into a 
treaty with the Samoan Islands, and that treaty is still existing. We 
co-operated with the German Government, and some of the acts of our 
consuls which were unauthorized were advised by the German consul 
there. Upto the time when it became apparent that Germany had de- 
termined to secure control of these islands, and not being able to hoist 
with impunity her flag and take possession by conquest, she attempted 
by means of a treaty—the treaty of November 10, 1884—to secure con- 
trol; and subsequently, the treaty having been repudiated, renewed 
the attempt by means of the fiction of a native government, induced 
the vice-king to rebel, and supported him in his rebellion, and after- 
wards declared him king of the islands—I say that up to that time our 
rights were regarded, and even unauthorized acts of our consul ap- 

to be taken with the assent of the German Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, as preface to what I have to say I 
will read two of the amendments proposed to the bill by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations: 

For the execution of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 
United States, existing under the treaty between the United States and the 
Government of the Samoan Islands, $500,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be expended under the direction of the President, this appropria- 
tion to be immediately available. 


For the survey, improvement, and ge pegs of the bay and harbor of Pago 
Pago, in the island of Tutuila, Samoa, and for the construction of the necessary 
wharves and buildings for such ocoupation, and for a coaling station therein, 
a the eg of the President, $100,000, this appropriation to be immedi- - 
ately available. 


Isuppose we shall hardly have discussion as to the last of these two 


clauses, as if would seem, from all the facts which have been devel- 
oped, that it was not only the interest, but the duty of the United 


“States Government to avail itself of the privileges secured by the treaty 


with the Government of the Samoan Islands to establish a coaling sta- 
tion, etc., at the place designated. 

I call attention to the first paragraph of this amendment, which seems 
to have met both the approval of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the approval of the Committee on Appropriations, for the purpose 
of pointing out the feebleness, if I may use that word, of the provision 
proposed to enable the President of the United States to secure respect 
for American interests in the Samoan Islands. 

Preliminarily to this I propose to read some extracts from documents, 
not extensively, but to a sufficient extent to see exactly as nearly as 
we can what the attitude of the Government of the United States is 
towards these islands and that people, and what reason there is, if any, 
why the Government of the United States should interpose for the ex- 
ecution of its obligations and for the protection of its rights there. I 
will first read two or three articles of the treaty of 1878 between the 
United States and the Government of the Samoan Islands. Thesecond 
article of that treaty provides: 

Art. II. Naval vessels of the United States shall have the privilege of enter- 
ing and using the portof Pago Pago and establ: therein and on the shores 
thereof a station for coal and other naval supplies for their naval and commer- 
cial marine, and the Samoan Government will hereafter neither exercise nor 
authorize any jurisdiction within said port adverse to such rights of the United 


States or resi ive thereof. Thesame vessels shall also haye the privilege of 
entering other ports of the Samoan Islands, The citizens of the United States 
shall likewise have free liberty to enter the same ports with their ships and car- 
ps. whatsoever kind and to sell the same to any of the inhabitants of those 
, Whether natives or foreigners, or to barter them for the products of the 
islands. All such traffic in whatever articles of trade or barter shall be free, 
except that the trade in fire-arms and munitions of war in the islands shall be 
subject to regulations by that government, 
The fifth article of the treaty—which perhaps had better be read— 
provides: 
Arr. V. If, unhappily, any differences should have arisen, or shall hereafter 
between the Sam Government and any other government in 


arise, 

with the United States, Government of the latter will employ its good offices 

= the purpose of adjusting those differences upon a satisfactory and solid foun- 
ion, 


The sixth article of the treaty provides: 

Arrt. VI. The Government of Samoa agrees ta, allow to the Government and 
citizens of the United States free and equal participation in any privileges that 
mav have been or may be granted to the government, citizens, or sub- 
jects of any other nation. 


I wish to read now an extract from the annual message of President 
Hayes of 1880, sent to Congress shortly after the making of the treaty 
referred to, in which he says: 

In Samoa, the government of King Malietoa, under the support and recogni- 
tion of the consular representatives of the United States, Great Britain, and 
Germany, seems to have given peace and tranquillity to the islands. While it 
does not ap desirable to adopt as a whole the scheme of tri gov- 
ernment w: has been the common interests of the great 
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ment, and this may be best secured bya ganna ae senpe ye agreement between 
them. It would be wel lif the consular j iction of our representative at 
Apia were increased in extent and importance so asto guard American interests 
in the surrounding and outlying islands of Oceanica, 
And by an act of Congress that consular jurisdiction was increased. 
I will also read an extract from a message of President Hayes in 
1880. He says: 

The United States, the same as Germany and Great Britain, does not desire 
the triumph of any particular , but the restoration of peace and order; and 
this Government further desires peace and order be restored by the estab- 
lishment of a firm, stable, independent native government that will command 
the respect and support of natives and foreigners. There is nothing in any of 
the instructions of the Department to our consul at Apia to warrant any one 
pany on the islands more than another to believe that this Government was 

vorable to their cause; and the Department would regret to have such an im- 
pression prevail. 


I read this to show that the purpose of our Government was not to 
usurp power or to make conquests there, but to preserve the auton- 
omy and rights of that people, while securing and preserving the rights 
of American citizens and the Government of the United States. I 
will read an extract from a communication by Mr. Evarts, then Sec- 
retary of State, now a member of the Senate, to Mr. von Thielmann, 
of June 15, 1877: 

A naval station having in 1872 been established in the harbor of the Bay of 
Pango Pango, underan ment with the great chief of the bay, and theatten- 
tion of the varayanak Geaete by highly respectable commercial persons to the 
importance of the growing trade and commerce of the United es with the 
islands in the South Pacific Ocean, and to the onrosenaities of increasing our 
commercial relations in that quarter of the globe, it was determined, as the Sa- 
moan or Navigator Islands lay in the track of such trade,and were reputed to 
abound in harbors and to be very fertile and their inhabitants friendly to- 
wards this Government, to send a special agent thither, for the purpose of making 
a thorough examination and report in regard to all th 
desirable that this Government should be informed. 


In pursuance to that suggestion the treaty from which I have read was 
to, 


e points on which it was 


Passing to a much later date, at this point I desire to read an ex- 
tract from the letter of Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, to Mr. Pendle- 
ton, our minister at Berlin, of September 7, 1885: 

In Li ad I have the honor to inform you that we have no treaty relations with 
the Gilbert and Marshall Islands, or any knowl of the intention of Ger- 
many with respect thereto, except the reports which reach us, with more.or 
less authenticity, that Great Britain and Germany have agreed upon lines of 
division in the c Ocean by which determinate areas will be open to the 
exclusive settlement and control of the ve Governments. ` The case is 
different in Samoa, with which country we have established treaty relations, 
The German Government has repeatedly disclaimed any intention to interfere 
with these treaty relations in any way. 

I will not go through an examination of the correspondence with re- 
lation to this Samoan affair. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
has gone very fully through that, with a very lucid explanation of what 
has occurred there, and that has been supplemented by the able state- 
ments of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. It is sufficient for 
the pu which I have in view to state that if we can rely upon the 
truthfulness of our consular agents and naval officers, Germany, while 
professing not to intend to her treaty relations and stipula- 
tions and understandings with the United States, is assuming the ab- 
solute control of the government of Samoa. 

I need not call attention again to the documents that have been 
heretofore referred to, which show that what is denominated the re- 
bellion of Tamasese was brought about by the ma ment and in- 
trignes of the German officers. I need not refer again to the docu- 
ments before us to show that but for German interference Malietoa, 
the true king there, would have put down that rebellion and have re- 
stored order upon those islands. I need not refer to the documents 
to show that the German officers went into the camps of 
and encouraged him in his revolt, and that they forbade Malietoa to 
make war upon him. I need not refer to the documents to show that 
they have substantially set up a German government there in the face 
of all that has occurred between that country and Great Britain, and 
that country and Germany, and that country and the United States. 

I do not pause here to call attention to other facts which illustrate 
the policy and purposes of Germany; but in view of those which I have 
stated it is clear that the neutrality of the island has been violated by 
Germany unquestionably; that it is alleged the rights of American citi- 
zens have been interfered with, the American flag insulted, and the 
office of our consul there in performing the duties of his position in 
behalf of this Government was also interfered with. 

I do not choose to delay to look to these documents only to call at- 
tention to what appears in the published documents on this subjecct 
and to call attention to the message of the President of the United 
States transmitted to Congress on the 15th day of this month, from 
which I will read one or two extracts. The President says: 


Samoa by the powers named and the 
other. 

ce one or more yessels 
waters to protect American citizensand prop- 


erty. 
Further on the President says: 


The views of the Executive in respect of the just 
gard to this group of islands, which lie in the 


ariani eget 
a growing and 


important commerce between Australia and the United States,have found expres- 
sion in the correspondence and documents which have thus been fully communi- 
cated to the Congress, and the subject in its present stage is submitted to the 
wider discretion conferred by the Constitution upon the legislative branch of 
the Government, 

It seems the President understands that he has exhausted the au- 
thority with which he is clothed in extending the good offices of this 
Government for the purpose of preserving the autonomy of the Samoans, 
securing of treaty stipulations as to them and preserving the rights of 
American citizens; and he feels that he must now ask Congress what 
further steps shall be taken under the power which the Constitution 
confers upon Congress for the protection of these rights. 

In response to this we have the proposition to appropriate $500,000, 
and to make that sum immediately available, to enable the President 
to execute the obligations and for the protection of the interests of the 
United States in the Samoan Islands. What authority is here indi- 
cated, or what power is here given that the President has not already, 
and has not already endeavored to exercise? What obligations are re- 
ferred to? What can the President understand by this language? It 
surely can not mean that we will give the semblance of vigor to the 
action of the Government without advising the President what our 
purpose is, only to advise the world that we have given him $500,000, 
with no power to use it beyond what he already has. 

This amendment says: 

For th 
oe nee m erent gare of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 

Are those obligations to the people of Samoa to protect their auton- 
omy and preserve their right of self-government? If they are, is it 
not necessary that we should say so by this act tothe President? Are 
those obligations to protect the rights of American citizens and their 
property and their persons? If so, is it not appropriate we should say 
so by this act to the President so that he may know what we mean by 
the appropriation of this money ? 

K In the telegram from Mr. Bayard to Mr. Hager of January 11, 1889, 

e says: 

Send by steamer leaving to-morrow following to William Blacklock, consul, 
Samoa, and advise me by telegraph if duly sent. 

This is the telegram to our consul, Mr. Blacklock: 

Your telegram sent by Hawley from New Zealand received. Proper measures 
have been adopted for protection of American interests in Samoa and to preserve 
Samoan independence. Admiral Kimberly, with frigate Trenton, starts at once, 
You will consult freely with him, 

It is apparent that one of the things which the executive department 
of the Government thinks should be protected is the independence of 
Samoa; but the amendment making this appropriation makes no refer- 
ence to the protection of the independence of Samoa, as contemplated 
by the treaties between that country and the United States, that coun- 
try and Germany, and that country and Great Britain. Ina dispatch 
by Mr. Bayard to Count Arco dated the 12th of this month among other 
things he says: 

The instructions given to officials of this Government at Samoa have never 
deviated from those made public, and which were well known to Germany and 
Great Britain, and in effect were scrupulously to maintain neutrality in Samoan 
affairs and confine their action to good offices in the maintenance of peace and 
order in those regions and securing protection for American citizens and their 
interests under treaty stipulations and the comity of civilized nations, 

Further on Mr. Bayard says: 


I received also with expressed satisfaction your assurance of the intentions 
of your government to maintain and oromiy respect the treaty rights of this 
Government under all circumstances, and this, as I stated to you, necessarily 
included for the existence of Samoan autonom end inde ndence, 
which is the is of the three treaties made with the United States, Germany, 
and Great Britain, the first-named being earliest in date. 

If the Secretary of State is right in stating this, and I think no one 
can doubt it, why is it that we shall not authorize by this appropria- 
tion the President to execute the policy thus indicated of securing re- 
spect for the existence of Samoan autonomy and independence, which 
the Secretary of State says was the basis of the three treaties made be- 
tween the United States, Germany, and Great Britain with that coun- 


try? 

The only remark I have to make upon this is that while the German 
minister manifests a purpose to carry out the understanding between 
the United States and Great Britain and Samoa the German consul and 
the German commanders of their ships of war are paying no respect 
whatever to such an understanding, but are steadily taking steps to 
secure the absolute control of Samoa by Germany, having fomented a 
rebellion against the real king and declared war against him because 
he sought to vindicate his authority as the sovereign of that country; 
and Germany has made war on the natives. No one can read some of 
the pitiable appeals made by the king of that country without feeling 
that however much we may be influenced by matters of interest and of 
policy to acquire territory and possessions, some of the feelings of com- 
mon honesty and of Christian civilization ought to have warmed th 
hearts to which such appeals were made. oy 

In the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, to Admiral 
Kimberly, of January 11, among other things, this is stated: ; 


toby Germany, Great_Britain, and 


moan autonomy, as recognized and 
me the German Government, 


the United States, and has so info: 
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Further on Secretary Whitney says to Admiral Kimberly, the offi- 
cer to whom this communication is addressed: 

Protest inst the subjugation and displacement of native government of 
Samoa by Germany as in violation of positive agreement and understanding 
between treaty powers, bat inform the representatives of the German and Brit- 
ish Governments of your readiness to co-operate in causing all treaty rights to 
be respected and in restoring peace and order on the basis of a recognition of 
Samoan rights to independence, 


So, preceding the preparation of these amendments, we have the po- 
sition of the Government of the United States ciearly and distinctly 
stated by the President, by the Secretary of State, and by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in their official communications. .It seems to me 
that the appropriation of money and the action of Congress ought to 
respond to this condition of things, and not simply to appropriate the 
money and leave the power and authority of the Government exactly 
where they are now, which the President feels is insufficient to enable 
him to deal with the particular circumstances of this case. 

In looking at this subject we can not fail to see that the consular 
officers of the United States, the naval officers of the United States, with 
whom the naval officers of Germany refused to correspond, with reference 
to the condition of those people, and the American citizens who are 
there must feel humiliated and humbled by the condition in which they 
are placed. I take it that no American citizen can take up this corre- 
spondence and go through it without a feeling of humiliation, in view 
of what is presented as the clear rights of the American people and 
Government, to see them brutally overridden and trodden down by 
subalterns of Germany while their minister professes friendship and a 
desire to preserve proper relations with the Government of the United 
States on this subject. It is strong language to use, Mr. President, 
but I take it that no one can examine these papers and not feel that 
the language I have used is justified. 

Reference is made here to the fact that Great Britain and G:rmany 
had parceled out the islands of the South Pacific between themselves. 
Well, as between themselves they may make any arrangement they 
choose to make and we can not complain, but they can make no such 
arrangement that will bind the United States or any other power with 
reference to those islands. The Secretary of State distinctly informs 
us in his letter to Mr. Pendleton that, whatever may have been deter- 
mined upon between them as to the otherislands and groups of islands 
in the Southern Pacific, that arrangement did not apply to the Samoan 
Islands, with whom we have our proper treaty relations and with whom 
the United States was the first great civilized power to make a treaty. 

In looking at this question it is very appropriate that those who look 
to the welfare of this country, present and future, should not only en- 
deavor to secure respect for the flag of the United States, respect for 
the Government of the United States, respect for the citizens of the 
United States, but we should also look to what our future interests 
and policy may be upon the subject. Great efforts are now being made 
to pierce the Isthmus of Central America with ship-canals—three or 
four hundred millions of dollars expended on one and active prepara- 
tions being made to construct another—a thing which the civilized 

vernments of Europe and America have been seeking to do for the 

two or three hundred years. That the skill and the resources of 
modern civilization will accomplish that great purposein the near fut- 
ure I have no doubt, and when accomplished it will have a more im- 
portant effect upon the commerce of the world than did the construc- 
tion of the Suez Canal. It would turn the tra tion between 
Western Europe and Asia by our doors through the canals of the Isth- 
mus. Itwould bring the people of the islands of the Pacific into closer 
relations with both the people of the United States and the govern- 
ments of Europe. 

Our relations to them commercially and geographically make it to 
our interest that the control of the islands of the Pacific should not be 
absolutely absorbed by the powers of Europe to the exclusion of the 
interests of the American Government. Hence no American citizen 
can but feel pride in the repeated declarations made by our Govern- 
ment that we can not permit the Hawaiian Islands to pass into the 
possession of any of the great powers of Europe. While we do not 
claim to take possession of them ourselves, we can not permit them to 
come into the possession of the governments of Europe. The very rea- 
son that applies to those, inasmuch as the Samoan Islands lie upon the 
track of commerce to New South Wales, the islands of the Pacific, and 
to India, passing through these proposed canals, and from the Pacific 
coast to Australia, makes it equally important to us that the valuable 
harbors and coaling stations which may be established in Samoa shall 
not under the control of any European power independently of our 
rights and interests there. 

Mr. President, the purpose which I had was not a general discussion 
of this question, but it was to call attention to the fact that the pro- 
vision put in this bill is too feeble to answer the purposes. It is too 
feeble to vindicate the honor of the American Government and the 
rights of the American people and the interest of the Samoan Isl- 
ands. I was sorry to hear the distinguished Senator from Ohio yes- 
terday, in stating what he would propose to do, limit his statement to 
the fact that this Government would extend its good offices to the peo- 
ple of Samoa—good offices to a people already conquered and subju- 


gated by Germany. What are the good offices for? Our Government 
has already been extending its good offices through its executive de- 
partment and endeavoring to protect the autonomy,the independence, 
the rights of the Samoan people against the aggressions of Germany, 
and has failed. 

We propose now to appropriate $500,000 to enable the Government to 
extend its good offices to the Samoan Islands. If we mean anything let 
us signify it byouraction. I am not muchofadiplomat; that is, lam 
not much for saying things that are not meant and for meaning things 
thatarenotsaid. That, I believe, is generally considered a part of diplo- 
macy. Itseems to me that we should determine whether we have rights 
in Samoa, whether our citizens have rights in Samoa, and whether 
those rights have been violated, both the rights of ourowncitizens and 
of the citizens of Samoa; and if we believe they have been violated we 
should assert those rights as it becomes a great and powerful nation to 
assert them. We should not seem to apologize for the fact that we ~- 
have assumed relations to Samoa, 

When the Senator from Ohio said yesterday that he hardly fully 
agreed with the response made by the Secretary of State to the com- 
munication of Prince Bismarck, I most heartily agree with him. It 
we had in Congress Bismarck’s will, Bismarck’s firmness, this trouble 
would be very quickly settled, and that without war; but if we hesi- 
tate, if we vacillate, if we show we have rights and have not the man- 
hood to vindicate them, we are certain to lose what rights we have, and 
any interest we may have in Samoa, and with it we must see our own 
consular representatives and commanders of our ships humiliated, the 
American Government dishonored, and her people humiliated by a 
sacrifice of what we announce to be our rights. 

I do not want to see this country en in war with Germany or 
with any other government. I trust it will never be my misfortune to 
witness again the calamities of war; but, sir, there is something worse 
than the calamities of war, and that is the sacrifice of the honor of a 
great nation. The sacrifice of the rights of its citizens, the humiliation 
of its officers in the face of an arrogant power, is worse than war; and 
I would not submit to it. I would give the President power to insist 
on our rights under the treaty stipulations and correspondence between 
these governments, and the porre to assert our rights in such a way that 
there could be no mistake about what his meaning and his powers are. 

When we do this we may expect to maintain our rights. If we do 
this we may secure the restoration of the status quo of Samoa, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Oregon. We may secure the autonomy and 
the independence of Samoa; we may secure the rights of American cit- 
izens; and in securing them I would be careful to do nothing that 
would interfere with the rights of the German Government, or the 
English Government, or any other, or of their citizens. I simply mean 
that I would insist upon the rights of the Government of the United 
States and of citizens of the United States being protected according to 
the treaty stipulations and the understandings between these govern- 
ments, and I trust that we shall have the consent of the Senate to 
amendment of this provision for this purpose. If I were to suggest an 
amendment briefly, I would say: 


For the execution of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the 
United States existing under the treaty between the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of the Samoan Islands, 


There I would insert: 

And for the protection of the rights of American citizens residing in said isl- 
ands, and to preserve their neutrality and independence, $500,000, e 

When we do that we have done something. We have said some- 
thing to arm the President with the means of carrying out our pur- 

If we do not put some such declaration in the bill, we leave the 

President when we have passed the act exactly where he is now, in 
which position he regards himself as powerless to vindicate the rights 
of American citizens or to discharge the duties of the American Gov- 
ernment to the people and Government of Samoa. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, Ido not like executive ses- 
sions, but for the accomplishment of a great pur I move that the 
doors of the Senate be now closed and that the Berets proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After four hours and ten minutes in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


VENEZUELAN CLAIMS CONVENTION. 


On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, That the order of the 22d instant to print the message of the President 
of the United States in regard to the exchange of ratifications of the claims con- 
vention of December 5, 1885, between the United States and Venezuela, and to 
the suspension by Venezuela of the monthly quotas of indebtedness under the 
convention of April 25, 1866, with accompanying papers, be rescinded, 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
Senate bill 3401, in relation to the Pacific railroads, 
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Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
ae Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 31, 1889, at 

o’clock m, 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1889. 
NAVY ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 
George Brinton Wilson, a resident of Maine, to be assistant surgeon 
in the Navy. 
Charles Francis Stokes, a resident of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. WEAVER. I demand the regular order. 

ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION FOR CUSTOMS SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as ane ag an appropriation, in addition to the per- 
manent appropriation, for the expense of the customs service for the 

year 1890; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
RENT OF WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General in relation to the claim of the owners of the 
occupied by the Washington city post-office, on account of the occu- 
pancy by the Government since July 1, 1888; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


BLACK BOB BAND OF SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of lands allotted 
and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6105) donating two 6-pound brass cannon to 
the Ilinois Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendments to this 
bill are brief, and I ask unanimous consent to concur in them. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think my friend who demanded the regular 
order will not object to the request, as it will take but a very few min- 
utes. 

Mr. WEAVER. If it takes no time I will not object. . 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
noiz? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My request is to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments had better be read. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 12443) 
granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the White Earth Indian reservation in 
the State of Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST-SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved by the House of ives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Superintendent of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the usual necessary progress 
sketches and illustrations showing the made in said survey during 
the year ending June 30, bh copies of which shall be for the use of the 
fae + for the use of the House, and 2,000 for distribution by said Super- 
intenden 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3734) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi 


River at La Crosse, Wis. ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I would ask to have that retained on 
the Speaker’s table for the present. 

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 683 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to report back the bill H. R. 1860, to 
move non-concurrence in the Senate amendment, and agree to the con- 
ference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
asks leave to report the bill back, to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, and to agree to the conference requested. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. It is so ordered, and the Chair will announce 
during the day the conferees on the part of the House. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the ng Sen of considering the bill (H. R. 
10614) organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 12. 

Mr. FINLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the point of no quorum is insisted upon, which 
will simply secure the delay which the opponents of the bill desire, I 
shall be compelled to demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 134, nays 53, not voting 134; as follows: 


YEAS—134. 
Alen, Mich Fisher, 2 Sa 
Allen, Miss. Ford, Meini Seat,” 
Anderson,Iowa Fuller, McKinney, Scull, 
Anderson, Dl. Funston, MeMillin, Seney, 
Baker, Il. Gallinger, Seymour, 
Barry, Gear, Mi Shively, 
Biggs, Glass, Milliken, Smith, 
Bland, Grout, Moffitt, Sowden, 
Boothman, Hare, Montgomery, 4 
Breckinridge,Ky. Harmer, M Stephenson, 
Brewer, Hatch, Ni Stockdale, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Hayden, Newton, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Herbert, Ni 
Hitt, Symes, 
Burrows, Hogg, Taulbee, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Holmas O'Neill, Pa. Tracey, 
Campbell, Ohio Hopkins, Va. Townshend, 
Cannon, Howard, Outh Vance, 
Caruth, Hudd, Parker, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hutton, Patton, Walker, 
Chi = ohnston, Ind, Payson, pee 
Clardy, ones, Peel, ashington, 
Clark, Kean, Pen ‘Weaver, 
ell, Kilgore, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Co! Landes, Peters, Whiting, Mich. 
piven pol Lane, Piumb, Williams, 
Cow. Lanham, Rice, Wilson, Minn, 
Crouse, Lee, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Lind Rockwell, W 
Darlington, Lynch, Rogers, Y: rs 
Dockery, Martin, Romeis, Yoder, 
Dorsey, Matson, Rowell, Yost. 
Elliott, McAd 
Farquhar, M 
NAYS—58. 
Arnold Dargan, Hires, s 
N. Y. Davidson, Ala. Rowland, 
Davidson, Fla. Hooker, Sawyer, 
Belden, Dibble, Hopkins, N.Y. Spooner, 
Boutelle, Don! x ouk, Stewart, Ga. 
Carlton, ackson, Stewart, Vt. 
Cobb, Forney, Johnston, N, 0, ener P 
Cooper, ranger, saeg ereng A rar 
Co: 4 Guenther, a Turner, Ga, 
X, uen! a 
Crain, Hall, Weber, 
Crisp, Mason, 
Culberson, Hemphill, McClammy, 
Cutcheon, ži Owen, 
NOT VOTING—134. 
Abbott, Brown, Ohio De Lano, Hayes, 
Adams, Brumm, a Heard, 
Allen, Mass. Bryce, 4 Henderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Miss, Buchanan, Dunn, Henderson, N. Q 
Anderson, Kans. Buckalew, Enloe, Henderson, til, 
resin a Bones Felton, Hopkins, Hl. 
ead, Butterworth, Finley, Hunter, 
Bayne, Bynum, Fitch, Kennedy, 
Bingham, a N.Y. Foran, Kerr, 
Blanchard, Can : French, Ket 
Bliss, Catchizgs, Gaines, Laffoon, 
Blount, Cheadle, Gay, Tagen, 
Bo Gockran, G Taa e 
Bowen, Compton, Glover, Lawler, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dalzell, T, Lodge, 
Brower, ven; Long, 
Browne, Ind. Davis, Grosvenor, Lyman, 
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Norwood, Kusk, Thom Cal, 

Maffett, utting, Shaw, >. Tillman, 
Mahoney, O’ Ferrall, Sh Wade, 
Maish, O'Neall, Ind, Simmons, Wi 
Mansur, O'Neill, Mo. nyder, White, Ind. 
McComas, Phelan, Spinola, White, N. Y, 
McCullogh, Phelps, Stahinecker, Whiting, Mass, 
McKenna, Pid e, orne, 
McShane, Post, Stewart, Tex, Wickham, 
Mills, Demir, Stone, Mo. Wilber, 
Morrill A Taylor, È. B., Ohio Wilkinson, 

orrill, yner, or, Š 
Morrow, Reed, Taylor,J.D., Ohio Wise. 
Morse, Robertson, Thomas, Ill. 
Neal, Russell, Conn, Thompson, Ohio 


So the motion was agreed to. 

During the call, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object to waiving the recapitulation of the 


names. 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. MORRILL, 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. Bruno. 

Mr. WIsE with Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. McKENNA, 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. SImmMoNs with Mr. McCuLLoaH. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. LAFFOON. 

For this day: 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr, STAHLNECKER with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. Mitts with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. NUTTING. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mt, ATKINSON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. WILBER, 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. BIGGS. Iam paired with Mr. Morrow. If he did not vote, 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the Hall when my name 
was called, but my colleague can vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
special order. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was an amendment pending, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is pro) to add by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Payson] the follow- 
ing amendment to section 7: 

“ Itis expressly provided that the rights of honorably discha Union sol- 
diers and sailors in the late civil war to make homes on the lands under 
the existing homestead laws shall not in any degree be impaired by the ge 
of this bill, and the right of all such honorably discharged Union soldiers or 
sailors to make hom entry and perfect the same by occupancy under the 
existing homestead law shall extend to any and all land which be opened 
to any settlement by the provisions of this bill.” 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
miry. 

T Tho CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Ns ROGERS. Who offers that amendment and where does it come 

? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] of- 
fered it when the committee was last in session, to come in after sec- 
tion 7. 

Mr. ROGERS. Have we passed over the bill to that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. We have. The committee in considering the 
bill had reached section 7, and this amendment was pending. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope that the amendment will be read again. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was going to call attention to the fact that 


under the special order there is to be a yea-and-nay vote on this amend- 
ment in the Honse. 

Mr. PAYSON. That does not preclude an opportunity to vote for 
it in committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; but in view of the fact that it is to go 
to the House it is in order that it should be adopted now pro forma, 
and that the test vote be taken by a yea-and-nay vote in the House, 
but not to interfere with the question being debated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, the chairman of the Committee on Territories [Mr. SPRINGER], 
that his proposition to agtee to this amendment pro forma, with the 
understanding that we are to have a yea-and-nay vote upon it in the 
House will be satisfactory, provided that upon the consideration of his 
amendment in the House a very brief time may be given to explain its 
provisions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You can have that time now, in the committee, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know; but why take up the time in the com- 
mittee if the vote here is to be merely pro forma? We donot care 
to occupy more than thirty minutes, and that will be the only debate 
we shall ask for in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was going to suggest that we pass this amend- 
ment over now informally and consider amendments that will 
not provoke any discussion, and then, when we have gone through the 
bill and disposed of those, we can return to the amendments that will 
provoke discussion and divide the time so that all the propositions that 
will excite discussion may have an equal opportunity. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask a question for informa- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent that 
this amendment be passed over informally, to be returned to hereafter 
when the committee shall have acted upon such amendments as will 
not provoke discussion. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to get the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories fora moment. If the Committee of the 
Whole will unanimously agree that this amendment shall come up at 
least thirty minutes before the previous question is ordered, and that 
we can be heard upon the amendment, we will consent to his proposi- 
tion, at least so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. PERKINS, I would suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories that those who are in favor of the amendment want 
thirty minutes, and of course it would be well to agree upon more time 
than that, because they ought to be answered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I sy Mr. Chairman, that at 3 o’clock we 
begin the discussion upon this amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The time to be equally divided between the friends 
and the opponents of the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state the question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before the Chair puts the question I want to make 
one suggestion. There are other amendments that will be proposed in 
Committee of the Whole, and we want time to discuss them. I have 
amendments myself which I want to offer. Particularly I want to 
offer an amendment striking out the thirteenth section of the bill, and 
I want time to discuss it, either in the committee or in the House, and 
I can not sit by silent and hear an agreement made with reference to 
the division of time upon other propositions which do not include what 
I consider to be the very gravamen of the bill before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair was about to request the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to state his proposition, so that it could 
be submitted to the committee. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, may I have the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories for a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. IfI can hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WARNER. [If I can have the attention of the committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will suspend un- 
til order is restored. The Chair will entertain no proposition until 
gentlemen take their seats and cease conversation. The Chair desires 
to give every gentleman an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a suggestion. The 
friends of this bill have prepared certain amendments which I appre- 
hend will provoke no discussion, and it might save time if they should 
be submitted and adopted formally, and that, I apprehend, would 
leave abundance of time to accommodate my friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooker] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] in the 
discussion of these other amendments. 

Mr. LANHAM, I hope that will be done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the amendments to be by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], with the consent of the 
Committee on Territories, will occupy but a few minutes, and will re- 
move certain objections which have been made to the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I must object to anything but pro- 
ceeding in the regular order with this bill. We may spend all dayin 
trying to make this arrangement, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will let us have as much 
time as possible to debate propositions about which there is a differ- 
ence of opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan has demanded 
the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. As 
I understand it, we are about to consider House bill 10614. Ona 
former occasion when a motion was made on suspension day the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] offered a substitute for this 
bill. I desire to inquire now whether it is his purpose to bring for- 
ward that substitute to-day, or whether itis the purpose of the advo- 
cates of this bill to go on with the consideration of this bill without 
taking up the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thefriendsof the bill desire to ask the committee 
to adopt. certain amendments which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] will offer, and when those amendments are adopted—— 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. WARNER. The only bill we can take up is the bill named in 
the order, which is the bill No, 10614, not the substitute. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The question is whether my friend 
proposes to offer his bill as a substitute. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the gentleman, no, I propose if I 
can get the opportunity to offer the amendments which were made to 
this substitute as amendments to the pending bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order!’ ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to the seventh section of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Would it now 
be in order to submit the amendment which I have just indicated my 

urpose to offer, and to have it regarded as a pending amendment to 
Be considered in the Committee of the Whole? I hope there will be 


ho objection to this proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not hear the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 


Mr. HOOKER. I desire to offer an amendment to strike out the 
thirteenth section of the bill; and I wish to offer it now, that it may 
be considered as pending before the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment to strike out the thirteenth section of 
the bill, and that it be now considered as pending. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope there will be no objection to that mild prop- 
osition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The friends of this bill desire to make amend- 
ments to that section before the motion is made to strike it out. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think the section is susceptible of amend- 
ment; but there will be nothing to prevent your offering amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to object for the present to the gentle- 
man’s proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; then you will have objection through- 
out. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to have it understood that I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment being considered right now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] 
has called for the regular order. The regular order is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from IMinois [Mr. Payson], which the Clerk 
will now report. j 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’?] I 
withdraw my objection to the request of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. 

pLa members renewed the objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. Do Iunderstand that my amendment is considered 
as pending? 

Mr. PAYSON and others called for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] de- 
mands the regular order, which is the amendment offered by him to 
the seventh section of the bill. 

Mr, PAYSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask a question for informa- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York rises to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. f 
Mr. PAYSON. I raise the question of order whether I am not en- 
titled to the floor and whether I can be taken from the floor by a ‘‘ par- 
liamentary inquiry.” 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I submit that Iam entitled to have my 
question answered. It is whether it will be in order in this connec- 
tion to offer an additional substitute to come in at the end of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. No substitute is now in order. The Clerk will 

rt the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

e amendment of Mr. PAYSON was again read. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was last under con- 
sideration before the Committee of the Whole I then said everything 
that I desired to say in its support. I should not consume any time 
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now but for the fact that several gentlemen sitting about me here have 
stated this morning that it isrepresented to them by friends of the bill 
in its present position that the right of the honorably discharged Union 
soldier to make entry upon the public lands is fully protected in this 
bill. Gentlemen have stated that to me within the last ten or fifteen 
minutes. I venture the assertion that no gentleman can stand herein 
the presence of the committee and make that assertion. Either it is 
known to be untrue or gentlemen have proceeded under a misunder- 
standing. ‘To correct any such impression I desire to state briefly but 
accurately what the law is with reference to this state of the case and 
what this bill proposes. 

First, under the homestead law as it stands to-day an honorably dis- 
charged Union soldier has the right to make homestead entry on the 
public land, and at the end of the term of five years, less the term he 
shall have been in the service, or the entire term of his enlistment if 
he is discharged by reason of wounds received in the service—at the end 
of such limited period he receives title to land upon which he has made 
his home without cost to himself, except the fees of the local land office, 
provided he must live at least one year on the public land. That is 
the law as it stands to-day—without cost to him, except the fees to be 
paid at the local land office where he may have his home. 

This bill provides he shall pay $1.25 per acre, as anybody else shall 
pay, and to that provision I am opposed. I insist, sir, as I have al- 
ways insisted, that the homestead provision ought to be extended to 
the entire body of the public lands, I insist as a matter of national 
policy, as a matter of general national legislation, there ought not to 
be an acre of agricultural Jand upon which a landless citizen of the 
United States should be probibited from making a homestead under 
existing law. But that provision has been voted down in this com- 
mittee, and for the still greater reason of the duty the Government 
owes to the Union soldier, the obligation which rests on this Govern- 
ment not to impair the rights he now has, the public land ought to be 
preserved, and can not be preserved except by the adoption of some 
such amendment as that I have proposed to this bill. 

The argument made against it, Mr. Chairman, in the prior days of 
this Congress when this was considered has been the argument of 
economy. It has been insisted by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] that this land is going to cost the Government something, 
no one pretends to say how much, but it is assumed not exceeding 
$1.25 per acre. The title of the Indians to this land outside of the 
Public Land Strip embraced in this bill is of a shadowy character. No 
one attempts to venture the assertion as to how much -or how little it 
will take to extinguish it, butit is insisted against the claim of the 
Union soldier to make homestead entry on this land it may cost the 
Treasury a few cents more or less per acre, and therefore the Union 
soldier, like everybody else, should be compelled to pay for that land. 

If I have made myself understood in reference to this, it is all I de- 
sire. I do not care to indulge in any flight of rhetoric as to the duty 
the Government owes to the Union soldier. Every representative of 
the people understands that as well as I do, and how any one can stand 
here and say he is prepared to give his vote against the amendment to 
this bill, which provides only the rights of the Union soldier as now 
under existing law shall not be impaired, passes my comprehension. 

I would be glad to hear from some of the Union soldiers on both 
sides of the House, or from those not in the Union Army, as to how they 
feel in regard to this matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Grand Army of 
the Republic I rise to oppose the amendment. Gentlemen who sup- 
port this amendment must excuse me when I say their action in the 
past and in the present seems to show they are more anxious to defeat 
the passage of this bill than to grant a special benefit to a few Grand 
Army soldiers. 

These gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, have had many good opportunities 
during the past eight or ten years to establish precedents for this amend- 
ment in this House, but have never even attempted to do so. 

There is no precedent for this legislation, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN 
are the men who are to blame, if there be any blame, on account o 
there being no precedent for the present amendment. These gentle- 
men have exercised a general, I might say a particular, supervision over 
all the legislation concerning the sale and of the public and 
Indian lands for many years in this House. Many bills have passed 
this House during that time for the disposal, sale, and settlement of 
land obtained from the Indian, and they have never offered or at- 
tempted to pass such a measure for the benefit of the soldier. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me to make an inquiry 
there—or rather an interruption, because I suppose he desires to be ac- 
curate? 

Mr. SYMES. Certainly I wish to be correct. 

Mr. PAYSON. » I wish to remark that I s for myself as well as 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] when I say that under 
our direction there passed in this House in three different Congresses 
a provision which restricted the entry of public land to the homestead 
feature of the law, and that alone. Three different Congresses under 


our direction that bill has passed this body. 
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Mr. PERKINS. That applies only to public land. 

Mr, PAYSON. It applies to all public lands, 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, but not to Indian lands—not to lands which are 
not public lands and not owned by the United States. 

Why has this long-pent-up love for the Grand Army soldiers so sud- 
denly come to the surface, like the outbursting of a fountain from the 
earth? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because this is the first time the attack has been 


e 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, we will look at a part of the record 
these gentlemen have made on this question and see why it is. 

Many bills have passed this House during the last ten years where 
such an amendment would have been more appropriate than here and 
no such measure was offered. 

PAYSON’S SOLDIER AMENDMENT. 

In 1879 an agreement was made with the confederate bands of Ute 
Indians for the sale of their very large reservation in Colorado and their 
removal to their present reservation in Utah. 

June 15, 1880, this agreement was ratified by Congress with some 
- modifications. Section 3, page 20, 21 Statutes, provides that the land 
shall only be disposed of by cash entry, under the homestead law. 

The money was to be paid into the Treasury as a trust fund for the 
Indians, after certain deductions were made for money advanced to 
them and expenses and payment for outrages committed, agreed upon 

in the treaty. 

This large and valuable tract of country in Western Colorado has 
been settled up remarkably fast since that time. Why did not the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen from Illinois and Indiana, who have always had 
such an overwhelming love for the Grand Army soldier, avail them- 
selves of this opportunity to allow the Grand Army soldiers, many of 
whom are now settlers upon that land, to acquire their title under the 
homestead laws without the payment of $1.25 per acre, as provided in 
the gentleman’s amendment to the Oklahoma bill? 

If any gentleman had offered such an amendment to that bill they 
would no doubt have answered it by saying that the money did not be- 
long tothe United States, the land did not belong to the United States, 
and the United States could not give the land or the proceeds of it to the 
soldiers because it belonged to the Indians. So it is with the Cherokee 
Strip and other Indian lands in Oklahoma and the proceeds of the 
sales of it. The Government negotiates with the Indians as provided 
in this bill to allow the land to be settled upon and included in the 
territory. It proposes to require the settlers to pay the Indians $1.25 

-per acre for their equitable rights in that land. The United States has 
no right to give this land to ex-soldiers or to give the proceeds of it to 
ex-soldiers, because it belongs to the Cherokees and other Indians, 

How can these dear friends of the Indians who have been filibuster- 
ing against this bill, as they say, to protect their rights consent to il- 
legally taking these lands from the Indians, or the proceeds of the sale 
thereof, and give it to the ex-soldiers? 

The gentlemen from Indiana and Illinois were both members of this 
House at the time, and were no doubt then, as they have been ever 
since, noted for their special supervision of all acts affecting the public 
lands, and, as now shown, also ially noted for their love for the 
Grand Army soldiers. Why did they not offer the same amendment 
to the bill opening the Ute reservation to settlement? 

The act of July 28, 1882, 23 Statutes, page 178, supplementary to 
the foregoing, declares that it shall be public domain only to be dis- 
posed of by cash entry for $1.25 per acre. 

Twenty-third Statutes, 177, provides for the sale of the lands of the 
Kickapoos, or, more correctly speaking, it provides for opening them to 
settlement and requires the settlers to pay the Indians for the lands 
they settle upon, as does the act opening the Ute reservation. 

The gentlemen from Indiana and Illinois were members of the House 
when this act passed, and the records do not show that any amend- 
ment was offered giving Grand Army soldiers the right to acquire title 
without paying $1.25 to the Indians or requiring the United States to 
pay $1.25 to the Indians for the soldiers, which would be the only 
practicable way of enforcing the gentleman’s amendment. ` 

April 30, 1888, an act passed this Congress to divide the Sioux reser- 
vation in Dakota and to open to settlement a portion thereof. It pro- 
vides that settlers upon lands shall acquire title only under the home- 
stead laws, except such homesteads can not be commuted under section 
2301, Revised Statutes, and each settler must pay 50 cents per acre to 
the United States to be used as a trust fund for the Indians. 

Section 21 of the act provides that the rights of the soldiers, under 
sections 2304 and 2305, Revised Statutes, shall not be abridged, except 
as to the payment of 50 cents per acre. This is the same as the Okla- 
homa bill. The soldiers have to pay $1.25 per acre because the land 
belongs to the Indians and not to the United States. 

Why did not the gentleman from Illinois or the gentleman from In- 

move an amendment to this bill exempting so!dicrs from the pay- 
ment of 50 cents per acre, and provide either that the Indians should 
not voem for the land settled upon by so‘diers or that the United 
States s d pay the money for the soldiers? 


March 8, 1888, a bill passed this House for the relief of the Chippewa 
Indians in Minnesota, and the act’ passed at this session of Congress 


opening to settlement certain pine and agricultural lands in the Chip- 
wa Indian reservation. 

Section 6 of this act provides that settlers may locate the land in ac- 
cordance with the homestead laws, except that they shall pay $1.25 per 
acre in five equal annual installments, and shall receive their patents 
at the end of five years. J 

All the money received for this land is to be paid into the Treasury 
as a trust fund for the Chippewa Indians. 

Quite a debate arose on the conference report regarding the details of 
this bill, as to the sale of pine lands, etc. The gentleman from Illinois 
vigorously opposed the adoption of the conference report because he 
thought the pine lands were being sold too cheap. 

Why did he not think of the rights of the poor homestead soldiers at 
that time? Why did he not propose an amendment at least which 
would make that act as liberal as the Oklahoma bill by giving the 
soldiers a rebate of the time they served in the Army, even if he did not 
attempt to provide that they should not pay $1.25 an acre for theland, 
as he is attempting to do by this amendment? 

The amendment in its present form could not be executed and would 
be void for want of any provision to give it force. It simply attempts 
to apply the soldier homestead law to lands which the United States 
Government does not propose to buy, pay for, or acquire the title to. 
The bill only provides for negotiating with the Indians for the settle- 
ment on this land and for including it within Okla.oma, and it pro- 
vides that the settlers shall pay the Indians $1.25 per acreforit. Un- 
less other provisions are added to the bill authorizing agreements to be 
made with the Indians which should exclude the payment of $1.25 per 
acre for such lands as might be settled upon by ex-soldiers, or a pro- 
vision made that the United States should pay into the Indian trust 
fund $1.25 per acre for all lands settled upon by soldiers, this amend- 
ment will have no force. J 

Section 25 of the act of April 30, 1888, for opening portions of the Sioux 
reservation to settlement expressly requires the United States to pay 
the Indians 50 cents per acre for the land included in the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections reserved from settlement for school purposes. 

That is, the United States provides for reserving the school sections 
from settlement, and to do that it pays into the trust fund for the In- 
dians the amount per acre which the treaty provides the Indians shall 
receive for their land. 


This amendment will be void and answer only demagogue purposes ' 


unless it provides the United States shall pay $1.25 per acre into the 
Indian trust fund, or the Indians should agree to receive nothing for 
that portion of the land settled upon by ex-soldiers. 

I will not say Ispeak for the Grand Army soldiers, although I served 
with them over four years, and most of the first year of the war I carried 
a musket in the ranks. But of late years the ex-soldiers seem to have 
found so much more ardent and loving friends in the persons of gentle- 
men who did not appreciate their sacrifices until long after the war that 
I forbear to presume to speak as a comrade in their behalf. 

I Will say that these comrades are not beggars. All they ask is jus- 
tice to all their comrades and special privileges to none. ‘They do not 
ask that a few hundred at most of their comrades shall receive a special 
grant of 200 acres of land in Oklahoma and a half million of their com- 
rades receive nothing. They do not ask the Government to give a few 
hundred of the most healthy and strong of their comrades, who may 
be able to emigrate to Oklahoma, agratuity of $200 to $500, while noth- 
ing is given to thousands of suffering invalids and the dependent-pen- 
sion bill remains un 2 

Mr, Chairman, such unjust and discriminating legislation may be pro- 
posed for demagogue purposes, and may catch the ear of the unthink- 
ing, but it will not deceive our Grand Army comrades. Mr. Chairman, 
while I do not assume to speak for the Grand Army soldiers, I do speak 
as one of their friends. They are the only class of men on the 
that I feel under special and lasting obligations to. It was through 
their partial and persistent recommendations from the field that I was 
promoted to higher command than I expected. 

At that time I was a captain, and the gentleman from Missouri, the 
Grand Commander of the Grand Army of the Republic, was also a cap- 
tain and an acting assistant adjutant-general. 

The Forty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry was organized; I was commis- 
sioned its colonel and the gentleman from Missouri was commissioned 
its major. Impartial justice would have made him the colonel and I 
the major, for he was a better soldier than I. 

He has been as good and true a friend of the Grand Army soldiers 
since the war as lives. And opposing this amendment, offered not in 
the real interest of the soldiers, but to defeat this bill, can notand will 
not deceive any one. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. SYMES asked and obtained leave to occupy further time, and 
resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. Seis withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
pendix. - 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed to 
proceed for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas? 
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Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I should like very much to hear the 
tleman for ten minutes because I always enjoy listening to him, 

Bat it seems to me that good faith on the part of the friends of this bill 
requires that those of us who have amendments to offer should hayean 
opportunity to present them. I have two amendments whick provoke 
no antagonism on the part of the committee having the bill in charge, 
and I desire an opportunity to introduce those amendments and have 
them voted upon. If we can come to an unde that those of 
us who have amendments to offer to this bill shall have an opportunity, 
I have no objection; otherwise I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gusooan object to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not object at present, but I want te see 
whether we can not arrive at an unde 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman 
from Kansas g for ten minutes, but, inasmuch as there is so 
little time remaining, I insist that hereafter five minutes shall be the 
limit. 

igen CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas[Mr. PETERS] will 


be recognized for ten minutes. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. can we not come to an understand- 
ing now as to the 1 of the debate upon this amendment? 


Pit- PAYSON. Ithink it had better run and let gentlemen have 

opportunity to say what they have to say. 

pE HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon this 
amendment be limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the House has 
ingeniousness, but is absolutely lacking i iningenuousness. Theamend- 
ment is one which pro to take from the Government Treasury 
about $20,000, 000, reny in the interest of the ex-soldiers of the 
country. Isay‘ ‘apparently,’  andIspeakadvisedly. Youneedonly to 
look at those who propose this amendment and those who are ardently 
supporting it to ascertain what is the motive that actuated its presen- 
tation and that now actuates its support. The proposition has been 
introduced by a member of this House who has from the beginning op- 
posed this bill. It has been supported upon this floor by those no 
from the g of this Oklahoma legislation have opposed every 
step toward making it a law. Is it notsomewhat remarkable that the 
‘advocates of this proposition are the men who have placed every ob- 
stacle in the way of the passage of this Oklahoma bill and of the open- 
ing up of this Territory ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption for a 


moment? 

Mr. PETERS. Not at present. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I insist that the gentleman ought to be accu- 
rate. 

Mr. PETERS. Iam accurate. 

Mr. PAYSON. On the contrary, I have never interposed a single 
obstacle in the way of consideration of this measure, and that ft is 
being considered to-day is owing to the fact that I consented. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. I suppose it is understood that this 
does not come out of my time; I have not yielded. 

Mr, PAYSON. The gentleman ought to be accurate. 

Mr. PETERS. I will appeal to the RECORD to show that during the 
first session of this Congress, whenever the motion was made to go into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill the point of 
“no quorum” was made by the very parties who are now advocating 
-this amendment. 


Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman mean me? 

Mr. PETERS.’ I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the gentleman oughtto 
be accurate. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The gentleman will have to take the RECORD and my 
language together to understand what I mean. 

Mr, PAYSON. ‘The gentleman is utterly mistaken. 

Mr. PETERS. I simply state that the RECORD will disclose the 
fact that the men who have opposed the Oklahoma bill and who have 
been always ready to calla quorum, and thereby to prevent legislation 
upon this subject, are the very men who are now ardently supporting 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, And now I appeal to 
all who were ex-soldiers and I ask them what benefit would it be to the 
soldiers of the country to place this amendment .upon this bill if by 
placing it there goai defeat the opening up of that Territory to the sol- 
diers as well as to all the other citizens of this country ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Why should it defeat it? 

Mr. PETERS. Why defeat it? You know, and every man knows 
who is conversant with the legislation in this House and in the Sen- 
ate, and with the veto messages that have come from the Executive 
Mansion, that ‘with this provision on the Oklahoma bill it would 
never stand the shadow of achance of becoming a law during this Con- 
gress. There is no use in denying or in ignoring that fact. 

A MEMBER. Why? 
Mr. PETERS. Why? Legislation that was not as much in the in- 
_terest of the soldiers has been vetoed at the other end of the avenue, 
and every man who has followed the course of legislation in this Con- 


gress knows that with this amendment upon the bill it would never 

become a law this Congress. 

f it DUNHAM. Then let it be tied up until we get another Presi- 
en 

Mr. PETERS. Thatis why I say that no man who favors this amend- 
ment is a friend to the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do you want to bribe the President to sign the bill? 

Mr. PETERS. I do not want to say a word about the motives ot 
the President or about what he would do, but I say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY] that he knows that this bill with this 
amendment upon it would never become a law. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Does the gentleman from Kansas know 
that it would become a law without this amendment? 

Mr. PETERS. He knows that it is more likely to become a law 
without this provision. 

Several MEMBERS. Tell us why. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say—— 

Mr. CoNGER rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

Me athe: Yes, s5 on a Dewees 

GER. Woul e gentleman op; any pension legisla- 
tion because he feared that it would be eed ab the other end of the 
avenue? 

Mr. PETERS. I would not oppose any legislation because I be- 
lieved it would be vetoed; but I would oppose an amendment to a 
sion bill which I believed would accomplish something for the soldier, 
if that amendment had a tendency to defeat the a. of the pension 
bill itself. I am one of those ardent friends of the soldier in this House 
who believe in taking for the soldier what I can get; and that is what 
I want to do here. 

Several members rose. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield further. I want 
to say in this connection that it would be an injustice to the Union 
soldier to put this amendment upon the bill. There is no be- 
tween my district and this Territory but a geographical, imaginary 
line. On one side of that line are the soldiers who fought for four 
Leste during the war, who went into that country and took up claims, 

ing $1.25 an acre for them, who have improved them and made 

dy np piven and blossom as the rose,” and who stand there ready 
and willing to perform their duty as citizens to this Government. This 
bill proposes to place side by side with them a soldier who shall not be re- 
quired to pay one dollar for the very same kind of land that this brother 
soldier has obtained in the manner I have just stated. The soldiers of - 
this country do not ask of this Congress to be placed on any plane 
which is not absolutely equal. The soldiers of this country do not ask 
that they shall have any advantage over their comrades who stood 
pndusiales i to shoulder with them. 

oppose this amendment, first, because itis absolutely unjust to these 
soldiers to have located upon the Indian lands adjoining this Territory}. 
that it discriminates against them; that it places them in such a posi- 
tion that they and their comrades can not meet upon an equality around 
the Grand Army camp-fire. 

I say farther, Soon a for a constituency of soldiers, that I have had 
but one letter and not a single resolution from either a soldier or a 
Grand Army post in favor of the amendment of the.gentleman from 
Illinois. The soldiers of my district understand that this amendment 
has been pro) , not in the interest of the soldier, but for the pur- 
pose of keeping all soldiers out of the Indian Territory, for the pur- 
pose of defeating this bill, for the purpose of placing it in such posi- 
tion that it can not become a law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Kansas be kind enough 
to explain how the adoption of this amendment will keep the soldiers 
out of the Oklahoma Territory? 

Mr. PETERS. I have explained that already by saying that it will 
tend to defeat the bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Why? 

Mr. PETERS. It will at least jeopardize the passage of the bill. 
And thatis the secret power behind all this a to the Okla- 
homa bill; that is the secret power which forces forward the supporters 
of the amendment. They believe it will defeat the bill; and when the 
soldiers of the United States understand, as they do in my district, that 
this proposition is brought forward by the enemies of the bill, that it 
is brought forward for the of defeating the opening of that Ter- 
ritory, there is not a soldier throughout the length and breadth of this 
land who will stand up and support the measure proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. JACKSON. Are there are any members here who are the 
friends of this bill who will not vote for it if the amendment is put 
in? 

Mr. PETERS. I do not know any one opponent now who will vote 
for the bill if the amendment is put in, but I know there are men on 
this floor who will vote against the bill if this amendment be inserted. 

Mr. JACKSON. I again ask whether any member who is a friend 
of this bill will vote against it if the amendment be adopted. ~ 

Mr. PETERS. My friend from Pennsylvania Ae Jackson] is 
very earnest in his inquiry. I state to him that there are men on this 
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floor who will vote against the bill ifthis provision be inserted; that it 
jeopardizes the passage of the bill and jeopardizes the opening of this 

erritory. It is strange to me that members can not see that they are 
acting against the interest of the soldier and working in the interest of 
the cattle syndicates in advocating such a proposition. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that any man 
on the floor of this House is authorized to speak for the Grand Army 
or to speak as a Grand Army man. I have seen no resolution of that 
organization appointing any man as a representative on this floor for 
that purpose. Iam a member of that organization myself; and I will 
offset my declaration against that of the gentleman from Colorado, 
and they may weigh against each other. Whatever I have received as 
an expression from the soldiers of my district on this subject is in favor 
of the Payson amendment and against the Oklahoma bill if that amend- 
ment be not adopted. 

Now, I would inquire of gentlemen who are in favor of the Okla- 
homa bill as it stands before this House what thereis in that measure as 
it is proposed here which makes the proceeds of it so sacred that they 
can not be given to the soldiers of this nation as other lands are pro- 
posed to be given by the general land laws? Certainly there is not 
such good conscience and equity in the manner in which we propose to 
acquire this land that it should be taken out of the public domain or 
be accorded any higher standing than any other portion of the peblic 
domain. 

Gentlemen say that this money is to be held in trust for the purpose 
of paying the Indians fortheland. Well, Iwonder whetheritisnottrue 
that all the public lands we have ever bought have been bought from 
somebody anda priceof some kind paid. Then, why should this land, 
because we are buying it from the Indians, be of any more value or be 
of any higher or more sacred character than any other piece of land we 
have ever acquired ? 

Now, I feel this land is not coming to us under such auspices that 
we can look our consciences fair in the face and say we are not violat- 
ing treaty obligations in getting it, and the only way I can excuse my 
conscience by voting for the bill, if I can do so at all, is by putting in 
some palliative like this to enable me todo so, And then I say the 
reason I can vote for it is because I believe the time is coming when 
the people from whom we propose to take this land must go out of ex- 
istence as tribes, their tribal relations must be taken away from them, 
and it is a step in the development of that people, which may or may 
not result in their advantage; but whatever results may come of this 
for them when we come to dispose of what we gef under that arrange- 
ment, it seems to me we ought to follow the rule of conscience and 
equity heretofore applied in the disposal of the public land. 

And gentlemen, it seems to me, are standing in the light of their 
own consciences when they call in question the motives of the men 
who support this amendment. I feel there is no public land which 
should be exempt from the burden, if itis a burden, which is placed 
on them in favor of the Union soldiers. 

But they say that this is but a small patch. Look atit. It is pro- 
posed by this bill to erect a Territorial government over something like 
23,000,000 acres of land in the end. They are about to begin with 
the strip called ‘No Man’s Land,” where there are three or three and 
a half millions of acres, But the bill proposes, as soon as the assent of 
the tribes can be obtained, to erect a Territorial government over the 
whole land sought to be acquired in this way. In other words, there 
are about 20,000,000 acres to be disposed of. You have about 900,- 
000 of these old soldiers left living, and by the time we get the con- 
sent of the Indian tribes we may expect that number will be greatly 
reduced. Then here is an opportunity to help to bear the burdens put 
upon these men by their services in the cause of this Union, an oppor- 
tunity to give them a chance to catch up in the race of life, and when 
it is presented I say give it to them, and it is wrong to withhold it 
from them. 

[Here the kammer fell.] 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed I will ask by unani- 
mous consent of the committee to be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I trust it may be safe for me to op- 
pose this amendment. I was a soldier in the late war, but happened 
to belong to that unfortunate class which can not enter into that 
sanctum sanctorum, the Loyal Legion. 

If the House will indulge me I will try to show that the amendment 
now offered is in direct contravention of what has been the policy and 
practice of the House for the last dozen or more years. I will show 
further that the adoption of the amendment will be a matter of gross 
injustice to the great body of the rank and file who served in the late 
war, Prior to 1862—the date of the passage of the homestead law— 
we had acquired in various ways, and at nominal figures, a large body 
of public lands, a part by conquest from Mexico, a part by the so- 

ed Louisiana purchase from France, and a part by the transfer from 


Virginia of that great territory northwest of the Ohio River. The rem- 
nants of this conquest, this purchase, and this cession constituted the 
poat unsold body of our public land—acquired, if the area be taken 

to account, at a mere nominal,price. And as tothis great ocean of 
land we adopted the homestead policy. ~ 


Now, what was that homestead policy? In what respect did the 
rights of the Union soldier as to that ocean of land differ from the 
rights of the rest of our people? Out of this body of lands we gave a 
homestead of 160 acres free to every one, citizen and soldier alike, with- 
out money and without price, except the mere land-office fees. The 
only preference, the only advantage the soldier got over other entry- 
men, over the citizens, was this, that the period of his army service 
should be credited up against the five years’ residence and settlement 
required before final proof and entry could be made; provided, how- 
ever, that he should in all cases reside at least a year on the land be- 
fore making final proof and entry under the law. To illustrate, a 
civilian would have to reside five years on the land before final proof 
and entry; while a soldier who had served three years in the war could 
make final proof and entry after a two years’ residence upon the land. 
That was the only distinction. To speak mathematically, all get the 
land without money, but on a probationary period of residence and 
settlement, With the civilian this period is five years; with the sol- 
dier, five years less his term of service in the war. 

We have within recent years been opening up for settlement many 
Indian reservations and thus adding largely to our public lands. We 
have adopted the policy as to these reservations of extinguishing the 
Indian title at a fair price to be paid the Indians by the settlers who 
obtained the lands. Provision has been made in every instance in re- 
cent years that I can remember but one—that of the big reservation 
in Northern Montana—that the settlers who obtained these lands, 
either under the homestead or pre-emption law, be they civilians or 
soldiers, must in every instance pay for the land the price that is paid 
the Indians, so as to save the United States Government from any ex- 
pense and outlay in the premises; for itis conceived that it is no longer 
necessary nor good policy for the Government to buy land for the mere 
purpose of giving it away, 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman does not mean that. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido mean that; I mean exactly that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that the case as regards the Blackfoot reservation? 

Mr. NELSON. No; that is the one exception I have referred to. 
There has been that one exception to the rule. This House during the 
last Congress passed a bill opening the Great Sionx reservation in Da- 
kota, involving a matter of over 11,000,000 acres of land, and in that 
case everybody, both civilians and soldiets, stood upon the same foot- 
ing. They were all to pay their 50 cents an acre, but the soldier was 
to get the benefit or credit for his term of service in the Army, just as 
now under the general law. And so, with the single exception of the 
Blackfoot reservation in Montana, every Indian reservation which has 
been opened for settlement since I have been a member of this House 
has been opened under that same invariable rule and practice, that 
whatever we paid to the Indians we have required the settlers to pay 
for the land; .but we always in all cases gave to the soldiers the same 
right that they have under the existing homestead law to obtain credit 
for their term of service in the Army. 

Mr. WEAVER. And this bill does that? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, thatis duly provided for in this bill, The dis- 
tinction that I have called yourattention to between the policy adopted 
as to our ancient and general mass of public lands and these recent 
Indian acquisitions is duly recognized and preserved in this bill. I 
ask you to turn to section 4 of the bill gnd examine it. A part of the 
proposed Oklahoma is what is known as the Public Land Strip— 
some of that vast ocean of land of which I have been telling you. As 
to that Public Land Strip, soldiers and civilians alike get it free, as 
under the general law. This is the language of section 4: 

Src. 4. That the section of country Shag phe yet the States of K; Colo- 
rado, and Texas, known as the Public d Strip, is hereby declared 
part of the public domain of the United States, and shall be open to settlement 
under the operation of the homestead laws only; but the provisions of section 
numbered 2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to er ag of any of 
said lands except as otherwise provided in this act: Provided, That the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections of land in each township shall be reserved fer 
school purposes. 

But with reference to the remainder ef Oklahoma—that whieh wo 
pro’ to buy from the Indians at $1.25 per acre—for that soldiers 
and civilians alike must pay just what we pay the Indians for it; but 
thesoldier is to have credit for hiş Army service to the same extent and 
exactly as under the general homestead law. 

The proposition, mathematically, may be put something like this: 
The Public Land Strip, like the great y of our public lands, is 
free to all, civilian and soldieralike, but the soldier is credited on the 
residence term, his term of service in the Army, but as to the lands we 
propose to buy from the Indians at $1.25 per acre, we require the set- 
tlers, whether soldiers or civilians, to pay $1.25 per acre, just the 
amount that we pay the Indians, but we say to the soldier that he 
shall obtain credit as in other cases for his term of service in the Army, 
ae relatively giving him just the same preference in one case as the 
other. 

It is manifest, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that when you consider the 
propositions relatively by comparing the status of the soldier and ci- 
vilian as to each class of Jand the soldier gets precisely the same ad- 
vantage and preference over the civilian in the one case as the other 
under this bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Under this bill? 

Mr. NELSON. Under this bill, 
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Mr. Chairman, I have no pride of opinion in regard to this matter. 
I aim only to state the law and facts truly as I understand them. Ok- 
Jahoma includes two classes of lands. One partis what is known as 
the Public Land Strip, which is now and has long been owned by the 
Government. As to that we propose to leave the general homestead 
law operative for soldiers and civilians alike; but there is another por- 
tion of the land which we propose to buy from the Indians at $1.25 an 
acre. As to this price we propose that the soldiers and citizens alike 
shall save the Government harmless and free from outlay, but the sol- 
dier shall receive due credit for his army service. 

That is the plan that has been followed and carried out . : this 
House, as I have said, with regard to every Indian reservation opened 
in recent years, except the Blackfoot reservation, and as to that we got 
the land for 25 cents an acre and paid for it only simply the amount 
we had been irgthe habit of paying these Indians in the way of sub- 
sistence; so that really we got the land fora meresong. And the most 
of that is of the arid lands of which we have heard so much lately, 
which need irrigation, a character of land to which you can not apply 
thesame principle as in this case. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] was asked the question 
why in his judgment this amendment would tend to jeopardize the bill 
or defeat its passage. The gentleman did not answer the question, but 
I will undertake to do so. ‘The reason is, that the day is gone by and 
past, I think, in this country for buying lands at $1.25 an acre and 
giving them away. The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois in- 
volves this: That we are to buy six or seven millions of acres of land 
at $1.25 an acre and give it away to certain Union soldiers who may be 
able to avail themselves of our generosity. Now, much has been said 
abont the injury to the soldier which will result from the non-adoption 
of the amendment. But there is another important fact to be remem- 
bered, Mr. Chairman, But few of the soldiers can get there before all 
this land will be taken up. Somebody has got to pay the Indians for 
these lands, All those whe do not go, who can not get them, must 
help to pay for them. 

Again, what does this proposition involve? A soldier who can go 
there and take up a quarter-section of land, if this amendment is 
adopted, without paying anything for it, gets a bounty of $200. A 
quarter-section of this land at the price specified to be paid the Indians 
will be $200. By this ameniment you are simply saying to a few 
soldiers, ‘‘ We will give to such of you as may be able to rush down into 
the Territory of Oklahoma as soon as this bill passes a quarter-section 
of land for which we pay $200, a bounty to you of $200, while the 
thousands of other Union soldiers, all those who can not get onto these 
lands, and they are a host, get no such bounty at all.” 

Common justice and fairness require that if you give a $200 Jand 
bounty to a few soldiers you ought to give it to all. 

Iam willing to do as much for the soldier as anybody else; I was 
only a poor private soldier myself; but when itcomes to giving him $200 
worth of land, be fair and just and give it to every soldier, and not 
only to the few who can rush down here into Oklahoma. 

i , I am in favor of this bill because the cattle-men are op- 

to it. Iask to have read an extract from the last report of the 

tary of the Interior. It illustrates to what use this land is now 

put. It needs no explanation, and I think it is the milk in the cocoa- 
nut of some of the 5 a to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

This tract, embracing as now existing 6,021,239 acres of land, has been hereto- 
fore leased by the Cherokee Nation to a corporation known as the ‘Cherokee 
Strip Live-Stock Association,” at an annual rental of $100,000 a year. Thislease 
expired with the end of October, 1888, and steps have been taken by the Chero- 
kee Nation looking to its renewal or the making of some new lease with other 
parties. In view of the pendency in Congress of a bill to embrace this region 
with Oklahoma and other tracts in a new Territory, and in view of certain at 
least undeniable rights of the United States in reference to it, and of previous 
action by the Department, it was deemed advisable that notice should be served 
upon the principal chief of the nation and all parties who might negotiate any 
such agreement that if any such should be made it would be without the au- 


thority or consentof this Government thereto, and will be subject to cancella- 
tion, and any use or occupation by any lessee to termination, by the Depart- 


grazing, pastu: , or otherwise. Such notice was accordingly given by a letter 
chief, and by instructions to the Indian agent, toadvise, in proper 
poean er, all parties who might attempt tp hegotata any such Icase, 


Mr. NELSON. Now, here are over 6,000,000 acres of land that have 
been leased to this cattle company for the bagatelle of $100,000, or 13 
cents per acre per year. These poor settlers, that you hear so much 
damned and —called Boomers and what not—wonder why they 
can not go into Oklahoma and open farms as well as these cattle-men. 
my aonla these lands be sacred to these settlers and not to the cat- 

e kings 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. I have a computation here that I-desire to present, 
and I hope that I may have the time allowed me to do it in. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time of the gentle- 
man will be extended one minute. 

Mr. NELSON. The computation I have made shows that these 
6,024,239 acres of land would make 37,652 farms of 160 acres each, and, 
counting five souls to each family, it would afford homes to a popula- 
tion of 188,260 people. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, how many cat- 
tle there are to-day on this tract of land belonging to this company; 
but I trust we can get people there instead of cattle. [Laughter an 
applause. ] : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman explain what this has to do 
with the amendment? 

Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman had listened he would have heard 
my ex tion long ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask unanimous consent to limit debate on 
this amendment to twenty minutes. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then after ten minutes I will move that the com- 
mittee rise to close debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, on a former occasion in 
this House I offered an amendment to the pending bill something in 
the nature of the one now pending, yet more liberal to the soldier than 
this. At that time there was developéd in the discussion of the amend- 
ment a spirit on the part of certain members to the effect that whoever 
supported that amendment was unfriendly the Oklahoma bill. 

Now, I desire to enter my solemn protest against an assumption like 
that, which, in my judgment, is unwarranted. I may be permitted 
further to say that I am not as friendly to this measure as I was at the 
beginning. Here is a Territory sought to be organized with a view to 
statehood, and people in pursuance of that are invited from all sections 
of the country to occupy it. Here isa proposition simply to apply ex- 
isting homestead laws to the ex-Union soldiers of the conntry. Under 
ordinary circumstances there is not a man on this floor, in view of the 
land policy of this Government, that would say that this amendment 
is wrong; and yet under the iar circumstances surrounding this 
measure, we find men who o; y are warm and enthusiastic friends 
of the soldier inveighing against this amendment as one not to be tol- 
erated, for the reason that it will put the bill in jeopardy. 

I undertake to say, speaking for myself, that if this bill is such an 
one that it can not bear a virtuous and meritorious amendment, such 
as has been proposed by the panaan from Illinois, itought to be de- 
feated; and it was this that first set me to thinking. I can not for my- 
self see a substantial reason why this amendment should not prevail, 
or any possible ground for valid objection to it if the measure is what 
it purports to be on its face, Why, we are told that it would meet 
with defeat at the other end of the avenue. Is that to be the measure 
of gentlemen for any legislation in reference to the soldier—what will 
be approved at the other end of the avenue? Ifit is, that would bea 
poor way of meeting the pledges that have been made to the ex-soldiers 
of the Union. For my part, I think this idea that the Government is 
a mere trustee is a mere clever dodge. 

I observe that the advocates of this bill unwittingly speak of it as a 
purchase or extinguishment of the Indian title by the Government, 
that the Government acquires the title from the Indians, and it is en- 
tirely competent it seems for the Government to apply the existing 
homestead law as to Union soldiers within that Territory. The fact 
that this has not been the policy of the Government with reference to 
Indian lands heretofore is neither here nor there so far as this measure 
is concerned; for it is never too late to do good, and it is never too late 
to perfect legislation that will inure to the benefit of the men who en- 
abled the flag of this Government to fly unspotted in the sky. 

Why, the fact that this has not been done before is one of the very 
reasons why it ought to be done now. The discrimination that gen- 
tlemen refer to between this and former legislation and that will in- 
here and be involved in this measure if it prevails is nothing more nor 
less in degree than the discrimination that already exists in reference 
to the pension laws and their execution in thiscountry. And replying 
to the charge that this amendment is not in good faith, but offered 
simply te catch the soldier’s ear, I desire to say that no man can right- 
fully say in reference to me that I have been working what they con- 
temptuously call ‘‘the soldier dodge.’’ I do not belong to the Grand 
Army of the Republic, yet I feel that it is but an act of simple justice 
to the soldiers and to their families that they should be allowed this 
privilege in this Territory. £ 

Mr. LANHAM. Irise toask unanimous consent to offer two amend- 
ments, and that they may be considered as pending. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iobject. I have no objection to limiting debate, 
but I do not want this complicated with any number of amendments. 

Mr. LANHAM. Isimply ask that they be introduced now, and be 
considered as pending. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BAKER, of NewYork. I make the same request as to an amend- 
ment which I propose to offer. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let mine get in first. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. All right, 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 


s 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize some gentleman 
who is opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly in op- 
position to the amendment. The zeal manifested by some gentlemen 
upon the floor of this House in the interest of the ex-soldiers of the 
Union is somewhat remarkable when considered in connection with 
the history of this proposed legislation. Those who are opposed to this 
amendment are not opposed to it because they are inimical to the in- 
terests of the ex-Union soldiers, but because they are in favor of the 
passage of this bill and in favor of legislation that will open this great 
Territory to settlement to Union soldiers and to the other citizens of the 
country alike. We are not opposing this amendment, as I have said, 
because we are unfriendly to the ex-Union soldiers, but because we 
fear that if this bill should be so amended that by its provisions it will 
take from the Treasury $16,0C0,000 to be paid to the Indians for these 
lands, and then give them away as a gratuity to the ex-soldiers, we 
thereby defeat the proposed legislation, as in our judgment such a 
measure would not secure the necessary executive approval nor the in- 
dorsement of a majority of this House. 

Let us look briefly at this proposition in connection with the history 
of the legislation of Congress upon like subjects. As suggested by my 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], we passed in the last Congress 
what is known as the Sioux bill, a bill providing for the purchase of 
one-half of that great reservation in Dakota and for the tment of 
the remaining lands to the Indians. If the provisions of the bill had 
been accepted by the Sioux Indians it would have opened to white set- 
tlement 11,000,000 acres of land. But the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Payson] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] sat 
silent in their seats and did not offer or suggest such an amendment as 
they advocate to-day. Nor have any of the advocates of this amend- 
ment at any time upon the floor of this House advocated a like propo- 
sition when we were proposing legislation that would extinguish In- 
dian titles and open Indian lands to settlement. Hence, we wonder at 
this new-born zeal. 

These gentlemen seem to forget the distinction between public lands 
and Indian lands. When my own State was admitted into the Union 
almost one-half of it was Indian reservations occupied at the time by 
Indians and owned by them. Since that time almost all of the Indian 
titles have been extinguished, but not a foot of those Jands has been 
opened to settlement under the homestead law. The people who have 
gone upon those lands have been required to pay for them, and the 
money paid by them has gone into the Treasury of the United States 
and has been used to satisfy the Indians for the title or rights possessed 
by them. That has been the history of the legislation of Congress al- 
most from the first act passed touching Indian lands, and we who oppose 
this amendment stand here to insist that Congress shall be consistent 
and that this important legislation shall not be strangled by false pre- 
tenses. If I had the time I could mention a number of measures per- 
taining to Indian lands that have been passed since the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON] have occupied seats upon this floor, yet never did they offer 
anamendmentsuch asthey are now advocating. Iliveupon a greatstrip 
of land, 50 miles wide and 300 miles long, that belonged tothe Osage 
Indians when Kansas was admitted intothe Union, The Indian title 
was extinguished by treaties in 1867 and 1868, and all that great body 
of land, almost 10,000,000 acres, was settled upon and paid for under 
provisions of law substantially like those that we are now considering 
in this bill, but not a foot of those lands was given to the ex-soldiers 
as a gratuity. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman speaks of the extinguishment 
of the Indian title to lands in Kansas. Did the Government buy that 
title as provided in this bill, or did it administer upon the lands as 
trustee for the benefit of the Indians who held the legal title to the 
lands until they were sold to actual settlers? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Government conducted negotiations with the 
Indians, just as is proposed in this bill, and extinguished the Indian 
title, and under the treaty the lands were opened to white settlement, 
and the Indians were paid for the land. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did the Government buy the lands? 

Mr. PERKINS. It bought them, just as it is proposed by this bill 
to buy these lands. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not mistaken. I know the history of these 
different transactions, and during my brief service in this House I have 
had the honor to report from the Committee on Indian Affairs more 
than a dozen bills of this character for the extinguishment of Indian 
titles, and, with but one exception, they have never provided that any 
partof the lands should be given to soldiersasa gratuity. Thisamend- 
ment proposes to make a distinction which the general land law does 
not make. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] advocates the proposi- 
tion that the public lands of the country shall be opened to settlement 
under the homestead law, opened to all alike. The general Jand laws 
do not discriminate in favor of soldiers, as the gentleman is now pro- 
posing that this bill shall do. Under the general land laws ex-Union 
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soldiers and citizens alike are permitted to acquire homes upon the 
public lands if they but comply with the provisions of the homestead 
law, and the only advantage that is given to the ex-Union soldier is- 
the advantage in the period of time he is required to live upon his land 
before he can acquire a title from the Government of the United States, 
and under the provisions of this bill the same advantage is carefully 
guarded and preserved to him. If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois TMr. Payson] is accepted, a distinction is made between 
the ex-Union soldiers and the other citizens of the United States not 
found in the general land laws, and one that threatens with peril this 
porian bill that more than five hundred thousand people, ex-Union 
soldiers and citizens alike, have petitioned us to pass. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, there is in my opinion 
danger that the House may overlook the real motives which underlie’ 
this bill and that the scope and purpose of it may not be understood. I 
want, therefore, to call the attention of the committee for a few moments 
to the underlying motives of this measure. 

It is not contended, Mr. Chairman, that we are short of public lands, 
for the public record shows that we have 250,000,000 acres of surveyed 
lands to-day, and that of unsurveyed land we have over 550,000,000 
acres which are susceptible of survey and open to settlement under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws. But the purpose of this bill is to 
organize a Territory in the Indian Territory, where to-day there is not 
lawfully a single white man, and to import into that Territory a com- 
plete outfit of officials—to organize a Territory in disregard, as I have 
contended, of existing treaty rights and stipulations. 

It is proposed under one section of the bill to provide for the appoint- 
mentof a commission, Ihavecontended gnd I desire most earnestly to 
impress upon this House that it is our duty as legislators, dealing with 
great questions which involve the welfare of millions of people, as well 
as the rights of fifty, sixty, or seventy thousand of civilized Indians 

ing this great Territory of 40,000,000 acres under solemn treaty 
with the Government of the United States—that it is our duty to deal 
with these people with due regard for their rights. It is proposed here 
to create a Territorial government over them in direct violation of the 
treaty rightsand stipulations under which they hold; because we haye 
covenanted as a nation that there shall be thrown around them no form 
of Territorial or State government without their consent previously had 
and obtained. And it is a breach of faith for us to legislate as is pro- 
posed in the bill now before the House. Ihave therefore prepared, 
Mr. Chairman, and propose at the proper time to offer, an amendment 
to cover this very point. It will provide— 

That the Territorial government hereby established shall not extend to or ex- 
ercise any jurisdiction overany partof said Territory of Oklahoma except what 
is known as the Public Land sep. until the President shall issue his proclama- 
tion as provided in section 6 of this act; and in no event shall any part or por- 
tion of the Indian Territory be embraced or inclmded in any State or Territorial 
on except in accordance with the terms and conditions of existing 

Task, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this Honse, can there be any 
objection to a covenant in this act providing that good faith shall be 
kept with the five civilized tribes? It has been contended that the 
proposen. amendment now pending isin the interest of justice to the 
soldiers of the late war. I believe it may be. I think that with the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson 
the bill is less objectionable. But Iam bound to say, in justice an 
honor, that with that amendment the bill even then ought not to re- 
ceive the favor of this House and ought not to receive Executive ap- 
proval; and I believe that unless the President has greatly changed 
his views as expressed in his first annual message to Congress he will 
never favor a proposition like that contained in the pending bill, for 
the reason that it ignores, overrides, and breaks down all the obliga- 
tions under which we rest to these five civilized tribes. More than 
that, it is directly contrary to the recommendation contained in his 
first annual message, in which he advised just exactly what has been 
proposed by a bill now pending, introduced by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hotman]—the creation of a commission to bring for- 
ward this whole subject, to discuss it, to treat with these people in 

rd to their rights. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I thought I had ten minutes. 

take ORATEM AN, Under the rule the gentlemen is limited to five 
minu 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I ask that I may have three or 
four minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], 
a member of the Committee on Territories, asks unanimous consent to 
speak for five minutes longer. Is there objection ? i 

Mr, SPRINGER. Atthe endof the gentieman’s additional five min- 
utes I shall ask that this amendment be agreed to pro forma and that 
we pass to other parts of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to extending the time of the 

entleman from New York for five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

e gentleman will proceed. 

Mr.SYMES, I suppose the gentleman from New York [Mr, BAKER] 
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* speaks advisedly as to the President’s policy in regard to this question. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I always speak advisedly as to the 
policy x the prent Administration. 


supposed so. 

Mr BAKER, of New York. I yield to my friend from Oregon [Mr 
gree who desires to ask me a question. 

r. HERMANN. For the purpose of information, I desire to put to 
tie pinn this inquiry: In the event that the Indians should fail 
or refuse to relinquish their title to these lands described in the bill, 
what will then be the area of the Territory which willcome under this 
Territorial government proper? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If there shall be no extinguishment of 
the rights of the Indians to these lands, this bill will apply simply to 
the Public Land Strip, 130 miles long by 30 miles wide. That is all. 
pae whole proposition, it seems to me, Mr. Chairmah, is wrong end 

‘oremost. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman will pardon me a single ques- 
tion. Te there any pretense of title on the part of the Indians to that 
Ghia on of this Territory which was bought by the Governmentfrom the 
asaws and Choctaws, and ceded to the Government uncondition- 


ag Od pvr RNA aas Mr. Chairman, I understand and be- 
lieve, as itis asserted, that they have rights in these lands in the Indian 
Territory. they have cone an and if, as alleged, they have 
not such rights that can be established under the substitute which my 
pany mani from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] on the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories has already introduced and urge on the House. 
It is not my desire, Mr. pro ancy to stand in the way of opening 
these lands to settlement in a manner. When they are opened 
it should be done as becomes ganas) sg ban eg 


pon 

to this amendment. I agree AE E ens pe ag e Union 

Army ask no odds of anybody. The Government has not and never 

can do equal and’exact justice to all the soldiers who served in the war 
the rebellion. 

Mr. PETERS. Does not this ask them to lean over to discrimi- 
nate? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No; but we would be satisfied if the 
Government could stand up erect in favor of justice to all of them. 
[Applause. ] 

The point urged with great force on Congress at the present time is 
not anewone. It has been discussed over and over again. It has been 
before Congress in various forms for more than twelve years. The hon- 
orable gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] was one of the committee 
which reported adversely to the proposition contained in a similar bill 


eight or ten years ago. 
‘Twelve years ago, Mr. a report was made, a copy of which 


I hold in my hand, made in the Forty-fourth Congress, first session, 
which I will ask to have inco in my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That was made by Mr. Wilshire, 
= that time a Representative from the State of Arkansas, and is as fol- 
Ows: 


‘The subcommittee > which was referred the bill for establishing a govern- 
ment for the Territory Seep, Laie tral Prcen yticecmae Mio mni, e, pre- 
sent the accompanyin ng iy Deaton therefor, an raag she report as follows : 

Whatis known as the Indian bet ay kA iah the bill herewith reported pro- 

eo ores: Sate Sven is all that region of country lying between the 

of Kansas on the north and that of Texas on the south, aa the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas on the east and the State of Texas and the Territory of 
New Mexico on the west; in extent about equal to the State of Georgia, and 

1 in part of f Jy theory fei pe ter oes ene feet mi peor sex and 
alan prairie, neral wi an 
great fertility rade eer intersected by five rivers, and capable of becoming a great 


and prosperous 8 
i ain nidad try, somewhat more than half of the whole, is 
owned and occupied chiefly Nels by a dependent ol ane nations, the Chero: erokees, 
Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, an: rs, Serieen, Sha of the north- 
eastern h gomba is owned and occupied by the Qua: Shawnees, and 
other its of tribes. West oft d Chickasaws 
are settl lane ofthe uncivilized Senen, hee Pene! band of the nation 
wn to us as Comanches, the Ta-wai- tas, the ESEE tke 

or Caddos, the Toncawes, Ciawis, 


Osages 
country. There are also among the other tribes small bands of the Sha-wa-nos, 
the O-po-nagh-ke or Delawares, and the Shack-a-po, known tous as poos, 
= several wild tribes, besides these named, range and hunt through the tree- 
less regions between the Upper Arkansas and Red River. 

The Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws are neither 
nomads, barbarians, nor pagans. They are civilized and Christian peoples, liv- 
. ing under settled governments and laws wisely adapted to their simple needs. 
They are peaceful, law-abiding, orderly, and moral, freer of vice or crime than al- 

any other people i inthe world. They have been more than foi 


rty years neigh- 

bors of the ìe of Arkansas and Missouri, and in all that time the laws of 
stot have not been broken on either side, nor has the power of 
United States ever had to be called upon to keep the peace upon that front- 
The men of these five tribes are , having comfortable homes and 
‘The —* d 

ures each composed of an upper and 


house, an: poetry raed eNA A boa ‘The Creeks and 


Seminoles have departed less from their ancient forms of government, but they 
are well and wisely governed by law-makers and elective chiefs. 
The most striking reget piensa of these Romane Bagg re are truthfulness, strict 
fidelity to their Sag 0 and singular honesty. ey never betray a trust or 
break a promise. Tey, have never, in eyen the slightest matter, violated a 
treaty; it needs no to make it sure that their testimony shall be true; 
and they have not yet learned how to cheat their creditors by fraudulent de- 


By the report of the board of Indian commissioners for 1872, and the tables of 
nonea E statistics therein given, it was shown that in population, number 
o: acres cultivated, products, wealt: ith, valuation, and school statisties, the In- 

dian Territory was equal to pay Cio of the oe Territories of the United 
States, and far ahead of most of them. had a smaller area than any other, 
and a larger ulation than any y excepting) Utah and New Mexico. It had 
more acres of land under cultivati n Washington, over one-third more 
than Utah, and more than twice as as Colorado or Montana; and the 
number of bushels of wheat, eg Spay and o ny ore eee raised in the In- 
dian Territory was more than mes greater than was raised n either U! 
EA AT y eases are i Sins S 

8 ent for purposes o! rej to appen owing tabular 
statement, from the re rar gor of the same pineon panjeg which is anak less fa- 
vorable to the civili. tribes than one for 1875 OAA ba, tine because they are still 
slowly recovering from the exhaustion and impoverishment consequent upon 
four years of war. 
These tables, corrected on lyas to numbers of the tribes and with the addition 
of the colored bo ulation, or as the board of commissioners stated, that 
“the partially ized tribes , numbering about 60,000 (5,000) have, in propor- 
and with a a ane CS attendance, more 
aoha h rs pec pan expend ee ears oe their own 
ucation than the peop een o nited States, 
number of schools an: kondamnis 14 much smaller now than before 


Statistics of the Indian Territory. 


prop- 


Wealth in indi- 
vidual 
es culti- 
vated, 


Number, 


BESENB | acres of lana. 
eaBBEN |Acr 


E} š 7 
sae | gag 
Nations and tribes, z n ic Seg 
3i | cae | JF 
$ $ 
CHOCHAWS p seessosesssicesosessssos 500 940 $838, 000 39 
e 500 394, 000 17 
1,703, 155 000 | 1, 457,000 62 
ks... 602, 100 400 32 
Seminoles 153, 150 525 4 
Sá 83,705 100 31 
4, 663, 610 465 


In 1825, President Monroe, in his message to Congress, urged the acquisition 
from the native tribes of “a sufficient tract of coun west of the Biata of Mis. 
souri and the Territory of Arkansas, in ae to anentsettlements 


President Jackson, in his message of December, 1829, recommended the re- 
moval of the Choctaws and other Indians to the country west of the river Mis- 
sissippi, and said: “Asa means of effecting this end, I suggest for Anete, ae 
eration the propriety rg en apartan e district, westof eg rye etn 
and hout the limits of any or T Saa acha now formed, to be pce“ 
to the Indian tribes as lon; shall occupy it, each tribe having a distingt 
control over the on. for its use. There they may be secured in 
governments of t own choice, subject to no other control from the United 
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than such as may be necessary to preserve peace on the frontier and be- 
et tho different tribes.” < 


On the 30th of May, 1830, an act of was Prosar agen 
of lands 


change is made, that the United States will forever secure and guaranty to 
Ben, their heirs or successors, country so exi with them ; and, if 
refer it, the United States will causea patent or tto be made and exe- 
to them aa arg same: Provided alwa; lands shall revert to the 


Indians 
Uieder and and by virtue of this act of Congress, treaties with the Cherokees, 


euted 


Creeks, and ws were made, guarantying to them the lands ge nig as 
them west of the Mississippi, and ta in due form were signed by 
pnerites ven to each, les hold under the Creeks; and the Chicka- 


a joint interest with the Choctaws. 

“The Prighest jo authority has settled, in the case of Holden vs. Joy, that 
the Cherokees have a complete title in fee-simple to their lands, and the ‘titles 
of the other nations are the same. 

The United States solemnly covenanted with these nations that no Territory 
or State should ever have a right to pass laws for their government; and a 
part of the land granted them should ever be embraced in any Territory 

, to the convening annoally 
ibe lawfully resident within 
their territory, to have and exercise certain limited legislative powers; to the 
establishment of a court or corgi’ of the United States therein; and th: 


superintendent of Indian hould be the executive of the Territory, wi 
the title of governor, with onl: poe powers as would properly belong Prat ye 
executive officer charged with the E diiri of tho laws which the council 


should be aiies he enact, 

Of this council o! the tribes, paid by the United States, there have been two 
or threo sessions, aferen more, without useful result of any sort. 

Many bills = from time to time, been introduced into fon, an proposing 
to lish a Territorial government over the grag Gr ques and the In- 
dians to be affected thereby have said to Congress, in the solemn 
remonstrance and appeal or the Choctaws, in regard to one of the Bills, “Tf the 
bill in question were an honest and fair attempt to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of the treaty in to such organization, the Choctaw le would 
have no right to complain; but they de show unto Congress that it isan unfair 

and dishonest attempt, scheme and plot, for sinister p! to pervert the said 
treaty, and to further the interests and content the ofa haneery band and 
combination of vultures, of the same class as those by whom Choctaws were 
fleeced and plundered, and the United States dishonored in Para al pz 

There already exists, in conformity to treaty agreement, the legislative branch 
of aconfederated government of nations and tribes in the country in ques- 
tion. The tiemen representing them, who presented to the committee ob- 
jections to the bill, were rapere in desiring the establishment of the judi- 
Caran branch t the creation of a court or courts of the United States; why, then, 

should there not be an executive branch, to see executed the enactments of the 
g por and the decisions of the judiciary ? 
hey already have such elective power in its worst possible shape, because it 
is essentially despotic and irresponsible. The Secretary of the inter is king, 
and the superintendents and agents are his pashas. 

Your coi do not doubt that there should be courts of the United States, 
an executive power resident there, and a limited legislative power in this In- 

country, The establishment of such a government, to maintain ace 
among the various —— and tribes, and to enforce the laws of the United 
States: as well as to dignity and efficiency to the government and 
courts of the civil: bee ns, and protect those nations in their Mpa] 


every day more apparent; asalso the expediency does of effectin, litical 
organization which shall pi that country to become one of t oi tes of 
the Union. The treaties aa orize the establishment of such a government, 


and it need not be discussed whether, if they could not, the United States could 
ke civemes of the political power over any portion of the country within their 
nits. 

But by the treaties the local judiciaries of the nations can not be interfered 
with; nor can the legislative power that may be created enact any law incon- 
sistent with treaty stipulations, ‘‘ or legislate upon matters pertaining to the log: 
islative, judicial, or other organizations, laws or customs of the several tribes 
or nations,” except as provided for by the treaties. 

Itis the part of a wise statesman to respect the prejudices even of tars t 
communities, which ought to have none. The idea most cherished b; of 
these nations isits nationality. Itis chiefly their unconquerable arados tosur- 
render this which stands most in the way of theiracce of a Territorial gov- 
ernment. Itis, in effect, nota ee buta just pride of race and blood, more 
potent with them than any other incentive to action; a pride which they have 
a ee right to cherish, and of which who can truly say that it is not praise- 
wo 


to call 
Romans ed Gauland Brit- 
ain, eva mhe eaii 


The United ave ee acts 0 of Congress undertaken to give to certain 
gran apa A i ple to these 


no ee tin irp err e of th tid Th 7 that if 
ions, contingent u e. ey fear 
Saf anea see ent upon i FE nena teagan tee 
e meaning of that thereupon these gran: 

Tni ed toast o d good faith that they should ha le 

ue an ve ample guar- 
anties against ap rehended dan co wi Pn are their ap ensions y un- 
founded when = ttle is thought of their fee-simple title that the Secretary of 
the Interior can, with a stroke of the pen, grant to a raliroad cor ration, whose 


each nation, their heirs and successo; the Choc- 
tàwsand Chickasaws are fo CEEE mon tied “to the members of the 
QGhoctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their heirs and successors,to be held in common.” 


So that each member of either tribe, then or afterward in being, should have 
an ESEN undivided interest in the whole. 

rovision that the land should revert i? the United States if the Indians 
ould a er e extinct or abandon the 

eat. 
tained strong doubts yee that condition in the rokee nt is as 
it was not authorized by the treaty under which it was Pent aT aiso, that |n 
Repay ry well be held that if it reduced the estate conveyed to iain than a yet an it 


The United States have, at the best, agg poor biy of a reverter; and that 
possibility is not the subject of a grant. ‘oreover, it ~~, doubtful whether 
a state or nation can, in anticipation of such a contingency ta right of es- 
cheat that may arise in the futare, rg it is absolutely certain that the United 
States can not Taste the oa can own profit, by extinguishing the 
upreme Com said that the 
not constitute such an 


tnoceupied 
com 
sans Roker 


foras of 6 miles on each side of the road, for which the 
ould be entitled ed to patents; and these pornos are totally incon- 


as of the date of the treaty; 
tes after making the treaty to 


mpanies were csl- 
culated to oo uce Antacid mischievous effects upon the ERR of the Indians, in- 
secure as y 
heer moe by are es. ce the decision of the 
e internal-revenue laws are in force in their a, by virtue of a clause in 
an act of Con, in direct violation of the treat: 1886 with the Cherokees, 
The committee think that hat the contingent grant in question was utterly inde- 
fensi without consid gravely injurious to the ns, @ perpetual 
menace, a worthless seed pinging narioen A tin reality, which can only be made of 
value and substantial by the most eless ill-faith. mye that it ought to be re- 
as also all laws or provisions of laws should annul or violate 


provisions of rn ecg er nig Deg to the tribes with which they have been 
and they have therefore. the bills submitted, relinquished all right 
and ibility of reyerter, and repealed such provisions of law contrary to 


aoe of 
These rear are bodies (po polities 


d justly 
of thoi T atelor, by the delegate of one 
of these AEA thine terrible words; “It is not a good nor a wise government 
which denies to the humblest human creature whom it governs all remedy to 
enforce his rights: for when it denies the remedy it annuls the right (or rather 
yzes it wer can annul a right, if even God can), and so 


<a which is unjust, d aen ooarana; and dishonest. * * * I am an In- 


aor ri 
“There never was in ali the ath. He a i people r more utterly without any lawful 


remedy for wrong or means of asserting a right than the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws are. 
“In de te bs aaa it was said mi the same delegate, in a letter to the 


that disturbs them in rogardts the’ 
fee absolute,” and say also, “ ET ke 
elaims in our court, and ipa shall be fairly heard and justly decided, 
& proper government, 
paag an of a State. 


d go g 
unciyi rares and bands, settled or nomadic, in the province, For these 
and no more the bill pones 

The general co The representatives of uncivilized bands can 
not perform the functions or civilized logisiatons. The machinery of civilized 
big, pone ms ac erry te government is wholly unfitted for these bands. 

A legislature of two houses of all the civilized nations and tribes is by far too 
cumbrous and unwieldy a machine to be effective and useful. It would but 
wrangle, involve heavy cost, and bring forth no good fruit. 

The bill therefore proposes a council of a few members, invested with united 

ve powers, which, the committee believe, will work efficiently and well. 
o give to these Indians a government that will be. beneficial to selves, 
that will work well, not endeavoring to do too much, to give them an efficient 
judiciary, invested with a specific healthful jurisdiction, a legislature that will 
truly and em, and 800 represent them, and an executive that will protect and 
defend poine see the laws executed, the Seton Tea and justice 
done—these the committee believe will be attained if the 
bill herewith a Pacen becomes a law. 


eal uer 
ns such SA EALO FAA 

for them we 
peor) wing They 


Ti 
consult their interest alone, 
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owe us nothing; all the balances on the ledger are against us. Thrust out into 
the wilderness when it was worthless to us, they have civilized themselves and 
made themselves fit to be our fellow-citizens. We shall be just to ourselyesonly 
by being just to them. We therefore recommend the adoption of the accom- 
panying bill as a substitute for House bill No. 1923. 

The facts contained in that report should be brought to the knowl- 
edge of the members of this House before voting on this proposition. 
I believe we should approach this subject as honest men. I do not 
mean to impugn the honesty or integrity of any man who comes here 
and supports this amendment, but we should be deliberate in dealing 
with vested rights of these Indians under treaty stipulations. We 
should not treat the rights of these civilized Indians with less respect 
than any other rights vested by treaty stipulations. 

Let us not forget, Mr. Chairman, that we have 250,000,000 and more 
acres of surveyed land outside of the Indian Territory, outside of 
Alaska, outside of other unsurveyed lands which amount to over 500,- 
000,000 acres, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the amendment be agreed to pro forma. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to offer an amendment if | a 


amendments are now in order, 

Mr. PETERS. We have an amendment to section 7, and I would 
like to know whether that should not come in before any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are now being offered by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; let us proceed in the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to offer an amendment at this 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask to offer an amendment as an amendment to 
come in line 9, section 13, so as to strike out the word ‘‘immediately ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ within a reasonable time;’’ also, after the word ‘‘ county,” 
in line 3, section 16, to insert ‘‘nor shall said Greet County be subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Territory of Oklahoma.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there consent to adoping this amendment? 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask, then, the amendment be considered as pend- 


ing. 
Sr, REED. I object to it, at any rate. You want another confes- 
sion of judgment. 


Mr. LANHAM. No; it is not a confession of judgment, 
Mr. PETERS. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 7 by striking out the word “and” where it first occurs in line 
19, and insert after 20 the following: "And to break up and plow not less 
than 40 acres filed upon.” 

Mr. LANHAM. Unless my amendment is received I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is moved to the section under 
consideration, and is in order. ; 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the section be read as it will be amended if 
the amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. FINDLEY. This is not in accordance with the arrangement 
made the other day. 

Mr. PETERS. The amendment is moved to the pending section. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause to be read thesection as it 
will be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the President may, at such time as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma not to exceed four 
in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of said land offices; 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall, when directed by the 
President, cause the various portions of said lands to be ST ep a be sada and 
subdivided where the same has not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General d Office to carefully examine 
claim taken under the visions of this act before issuing a patent to the claim- 
ant; the entryman shall be required to make full proofs, and unless it shail ap- 
pear that the claim was taken in good faith and that there has been full per- 
formance of all the terms and requirements under this act he shall refuse a pat- 
ent and declare all prior proceedings before had in such case to be null and void. 
All persons settling on lands under the provisions of this act shall be required 
to select the same in square form as near as may be, and to break up and plow 
not less than 40 acres filed upon, and to maintain a continuous personal resi- 
dence of three years on the land, and to improve and cultivate the same for that 
period in ag manner required by the homestead laws before obtaining title 
thereto, e 


Mr. PETERS. This amendment requires that 40 acres of the 160 
acres shall be broken up and cultivated before title can be acquired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is clearly in order. 

The amendment of Mr. PETERS was adopted. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now offer this amendment, to come 
in at the end of section 7. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at end of section 7: 

“Provided further, That the Territorial government hereby established shall 
not extend to or exercise any jurisdiction over ay part of said Territory of 
Oklahoma except as to what is known as the Public d Strip until the Presi- 
dent shali issue his proclamation as provided in section 6 of thisact. And in 
no event shall any part or portion of the Indian Territory be embraced or in- 
claded in any State or Territorial organization except in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of existing es.” E 


Pers BAKER, of New York. I think there can be no objection to 
t. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 


has an amendment to come in at the proper place, practically to the 
same effect or the same in substance. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then let this come in. This is a 


proper Place for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has no reference whatever to this part; and I 
hope it will be withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I did not propose the amendment for 
the purpose of withdrawing it. 

Mr. WARNER. Permit me to say to the gentleman from New York 
that this amendment does not properly belong to this section. 
amendment was adopted to section 6, I think on the s tion of the 
gentleman from New York, by inserting in line 6 of that cio S he’ 
words ‘‘as to be,” and then by striking out, after the word 
““eeded,’? the words ‘‘ to the United States by the said tribe of Indians 
by” and adding ‘‘ according to the provisions of;’’ so that it will read:' 

Sxc.6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 


to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission provide: 
for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as 


Mr, BAKER, of New York. ‘I do not think that coversthe point of 
the present amendment. The amendment that I now offer ought to bo 
incorporated here in section 7. 

Mr. WARNER. It certainly is improper as an amendment to section 
7, and the amendment suggested by the gentleman to section 6 has 
already been en in the bill as printed. ' 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think the amendment made to seo» 
tion 6 does not altogether meet the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 

Mr. KERR. IfI understand the amendment of the gentleman from! 
New York it virtually defeats the objects of the bill except with refer- 
ence to the Public Land Strip. 

Mr. PETERS. That is exactly the effect of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that is what is intended. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ob, not atall. I want to perfect the 
bill. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. KERR. That virtually kills the bill; and I think it was gone 
over in the very fall discussion had upon the bill last sammet in com- 
mittee with regard to these same lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the regular order. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York is pending. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The suggestion that my friend now 
makes would amount to an argument that the very object ef the bil 
was to override existing treaties. Ihavesimply provided in thisamend- 
ment that it shall not be construed to override or abrogate any exist- 
ing treaty, and that it shall not apply to the lands of the five civilizéd 
tribes until it may be so applied lawfully. 

Mr. WEAVER. The bill does that now. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then why does my friend say that this 
would kill the bill if it be adopted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amendment, to come in imme- 
diately after this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 7: 

“That no poriaon of this act shall be construed to authorize the extinguish- 
ment of the Indian title to any lands in said Indian Territory which by virtue 
of any existing law would inure to the benefit of any railroad corporation or 
the title to which would vest in any such corporation on the extinguishment of 
the Indian title thereto or on the same beings part of the.public lands of thé 
United States; but all such lands shall be held by said Indians as tribes or in 
severalty, or shall be held by the United States in trust for the benefit of the In- 
dians interested therein in pursuance with such a: ment with such tribes in 
said Territory as shall be entered into consistent with this provision and in con- 
formity with the several provisions of this act; but said lands shall not become 
a part of the public lands of the United States or inure to the benefit of or vest 
in any such railroad corporation or any assignee or mortgagee thereof. Any 
act done by any officer or agent of the United States or treaty, contract, or agree- 
ment entered into by any such officer or agent with any Indian tribe, in conflict 
with the foregoing provision, or which shall validate or give effect to any grant 
of land in said Indian Territory made to any railroad corporation, or shall tend 
to validate or give effect to any such t or toany assignment or mortgage 
of any such land, shall be null and void, and this provision shall be construed 
as controlling any provision of this act t may be in conflict therewith.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. LI ask the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have examined this amendment carefully and 
have no objection to its insertion in the bill. I think it ought to be 
adopted. . 

. MCRAE. I have a further amendment I wish to offer. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let us dispose of this amendment first. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana what 
would be the effect of the adoption of his amendment 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect will be, I think, that certain grants of 
land in the Indian Territory, three in number, which have heretofore 
been made by Co: to railroad corporations on certain conditions| 
will not vest in those corporations if this bill shall become a law. 
Otherwise, if this bill becomes a law, it seems that the title to these 
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rai Sg vest in the respective railroad corporations, and it is claimed 
t wil 

Mr. RYAN. You do not mean to concede that title would pass to 
the railroad company? 

Mr. REED. ‘That must be the reason for the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think it necessary at this time to express 
an opinion on that point. I say for the present simply this, that that 
claim is asserted and this amendment has been prepared and submitted 
to a number of good lawyers, who have carefully examined it, and have 
8 some of its provisions with a view to avoiding such a result. 
And it is the opinion of those who have examined the subject that the 
effect of this provision will prevent, if this bill becomes a law, the title 
of any of this land vesting in either of the three railroad corporations, for 
under this amendment the lands would not become lands of the United 
States, and the Government is under no obligation to acquire title to 
these lands for the benefit of these corporations. 

Mr. REED, What effect is it going to have? Does it keep them 
out of > rights they have there? In whose hands isit going to leave 
the land? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Eitherin the hands of the tribes as tribes or in sever- 
alty by the Indians or in the United States in trust for them; the United 
States being simply a trustee without an interest in the land, a naked 
trust. 

Mr. REED. How much land does this cover? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the general provisions of this bill the title 
might pe to the railroad corporations, but under the amendment it 
would be otherwise, for the corporations are not entitled to the land in 
any event, without it having vested in the United States and become 
‘lands of the United States.” 

Mr. RYAN. I want to say to my friend I do not think it ought to 
be conceded that this land would, in the absence of such provision, pass 
to the railroad company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not making that concession. It is not neces- 
sary that I should for the purpose of this argument. But the claim 
that the title would or might vest in these corporations to the extent of 
several million acres of the most valuable of these lands justifies the 
amendment, and indeed demands it. 

Mr. REED, I think there ought to be a way out of the difficulty, 
and I want to call the attention of the House to the matter. I live so 
far off that I have not much interest in it, but it is a matter that I 
think may be of considerable importance to the future settlers of Okla- 
homa. If there is anything that is a curse to the people in a growing 
country it is complicated and disputed land titles. You wantto go no 
further than Iowa to convince yourselves of the fact whenever you re- 
member the name of Des Moines Valley. If we are going to transfer 
a large tract of land in this new Territory with bad title, disputed title, 
doubtful title, we are inflicting upon those inhabitants a wrong com- 

with which the possession of land by the railway company is noth- 

g, even in the mind of the most prejudiced anti-rai man. It 
would be a very great curse to the future inhabitants of that country. 

Now, the only excuse or reason for such an amendment must be from 
Information the gentleman from Indiana has, that the railroad com- 
pany is either entitled to these lands, and that it will get them under 
the law as it now exists, or a suspicion to that effect, at least. 

Now, if that be true that the railroad company will have a right, 
upon which I am not expressing an opinion, as I have no information 
on that point, will not the effect of this amendment be to put on this 
land settlers in this disputed condition of affairs? Settlers will go 
there and it will result in wretchedness to hundreds and hundreds of 
families, and the Territory should be settled in such a manner that it 
may be utilized for the benefit of all the people. 

Now, if the railroad company have rights, of course they ought not 
to be taken away from them; but upon that point I have very little 
care and very little interest, but upon settling a large portion of this 
Territory with disputed title, as a citizen of the Uni States, look- 
ing to the future interests of future citizens of the United States, I 
do feel an interest, and sincerely hope no such complication will be 
allowed to be put on the bill by the committee which has investigated 
this subject, and unless they are entirely sure that it is a good amend- 
ment that they oppose it. 

Mr. MoRAE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would est to the gentleman from 
ee to allow the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN].to be 


Mr. MCRAE. [offer this as a substitute for the pending amend- 


ment. J 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That all lands and rights granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany by an act approved July 27, 1866, for the construction of a branch road 
m the point at which the line of said road strikes the Canadian River, east- 
erly to a point in the western boundary line of Arkansas, at or near the town 
of Van Buren, be, and the same are hereby, declared forfeited for the failure of 
sald company to perform the conditions of said grant. 


Mr. NELSON. I want to make the point of order againt that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gen’ will state it, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that it is not germane to 
the proposition before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that he can not offer this as as a substitute for an amend- 
ment. Under the rule an amendment can be offered to an amend- 
ment. 

The Chair wants to hear again the point of order submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That this can not be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. NELSON, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to suggest one matter to the gentleman 
from Indiana by way of a question without taking the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Minnesota to say he desired to submit a point of order. 

Mr. NELSON. The point of order was submitted awhile ago by 
the gentleman from Indiana and ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman has no point of order to sub- 
me the Chair will be compelled to recognize the gentleman from Ar- 

ansas, 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam strongly in favor of opening the Indian country 
to settlement and as far as possible and as soon as possible breaking 
up the tribal relations of the Indians, If I could have my own wa 
I would pass an enabling act for the whole of the Territory, includ- 
ing the five civilized tribes; make them citizens, and, subject to proper 
restrictions, give them the right to dispose of their patented lands to 
actual settlers. I believe this the best way to deal with the Indian 
question as far as these tribes are concerned; but there appears no 
chance for any such legislation now, and so I am for this bill as the 
next best thing. The bill is by no means what I would like to see it, 
even in the details, but I shall vote for it unless it is loaded down 
with objectionable amendments, like the one proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mz. Payson]. Iam opposed to that, and hardly 
think I can support the bill if it is adopted. If I had time I would 
like to discuss the bill and particularly this amendment, but within 
the five minutes allowed me I shall not more than have time to discuss 
the amendment that I have proposed to the section under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the railroad companies took any 
lands in the Indian Territory, the grants referred to, because the Gov- 
ernment had nothing there to grant, and besides attempted to make no 
such grants, The Interior Department has all the time held that the 
roads took nothing in this Indian country. No company except the 
Atlantic and Pacific ever claimed any such rights, and it not until ten 
years after the grant had been made and when none of the conditions 
were performed onits part. This is the only land-grant railroad where 
the line of definite location runs through the Oklahoma lands, The 
main line of this road has been forfeited by the act passed by the last 
Congress on the 6th of July, 1886. This forfeiture can be found on 
page 123 of 24Statutesat Large. It ought to have covered the branch 
as well as the main line, but as the whole of the branch was to be in 
the Territory, and the majority of the Committee on Public Lands 
was so well satisfied that no lands would pass to it for the construction 
through the Indian country, I suppose it was thought unnecessary. At 
that time I proposed a substitute that would have covered both the 
main line and branch, but it was not adopted. 

It appears to me about all that is necessary for us to do now is to for- 
feit the rights and lands, if any were granted to the company for this 
branch. No part of this road was ever built through the lands em- 
braced in the proposed Territoryof Oklahoma. The main line was con- 
structed as far as Red Fork at the time of the passage of the forfeiture 
act, Nothing has ever been done on the branch at all. It is entirely 
unearned and ought to be forfeited at once. My amendment will ac- 
complish that and nothing more. 

i RA WEAVER. And that is the only part that has not been for- 
ei 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the only part that has not already been for- 
feited, and we clearly have the right to forfeit it, because no work has 
been done on it and the time fixed for its completion expired ten years 


ago. 

The map in front of me will show the lines of the land-grant roads 
through the Territory as well as the boundary of the proposed Terri- 
tory. It can clearly be seen that Red Fork, the terminus of the east- 
ern division, the only part in the Indian country, is in the Cherokee 
Nation, more than 100 miles from the eastern line of Oklahoma. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] expresses some alarm about 
the grant to the Kansas and Neosho Company, to which the Missouri, 
Kansas and Texas succeeded. 

There is no ground for such fears whatever. This road was built 
within the time fixed in the granting act, but a glance at the map be- 
fore us will show that it does not run within 50 miles of the Okla- 
homa country. See the line [pointing to the map]. It enters the 
Cherokee Nation at the northeast corner and runs through it and south 
to Denison, Tex., at no point nearer the proposed Territory than 50 
miles. It will be time enough to adopt such precautionary measures 
when there is presented a proposition to extinguish the title of the five 


. 1350 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. » 


JANUARY 30, 


civilized tribes... The statements of the gentleman to-day and on the 

2ist instant, as printed, have led many members to believe that this 

road was across the proposed new Territory. If the amendment will 

accomplish what it proposes, I have no objection. The motive of the 

fore Beek and I hope the suggestion will not be hurtful in 
ture. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But my friend will admit that it isa 
part of the Indian Territory? 

Mr. McRAE. It runs through a part of the territory of the five 
civilized tribes, but this land will no more be affected by the pending 
bill than will the Indian lands in Dakota and Montana. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But it is a part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly it is a part of the Indian Territory, but no 
part of Oklahoma. My friend must understand that the bill does not 
pr to take in all of the Indian Territory by a good deal, 

. BAKER, of New York. Oh, certainly I do. 
Mr. MoRAE. I fear, ig Chairman, go sment ments tiko she one 
roposed, and supported by such speeches as that of the gentleman from 
Tndiana [ Mx. HOLMAN], will not only suggest such a claim to the rail- 
roads, but may aid them in maintaining it. If the roads have vested 
rights we can not interfere with them. To some extent I share in the 
opinion by the gentleman from Maine that the legislation 
as pro) by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the 
suggestion to these railroad companies that they have rights here may 
do harm instead of good to those who may acquire the title“after the 
Indian title is extinguished, if ever, in the future. The bill provides 
for the repeal of these laws. The grants themselves provide that they 
may be repealed, altered, or amended. The lands have been forfeited 
except as to this branch, and when we declare that forfeited we have 
done all that we can do to retrieve the error committed when the 
ts were originally made. 

Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am extremely anxious to be cor- 
rectly informed on the point now under discussion, because I desire to 
vote intelligently upon it when the opportunity isoffered. I am frank 
to say I fail to apprehend the true point in discussion. I rise simply 
to putan interrogatory in order to clear aside the ambiguity which 
evidently surrounds the question, and to see if I can get at the milk in 
the cocoanut without fooling with the shell. [Laughter. 

Now, sir, if it has been adjudicated upon at all, and I think indi- 
rectly it has, it is a settled question that where any land-grant rail- 
road has completed its line of road either before or after the expiration 
of the time limited in the grant, and the Government has not taken 
any proceedings prior to such completion to declare the grant for- 
feited, the Government can not now legally raise this question of for- 
feiture, not having raised it until after the road was constructed, and 
that the road is entitled to its grant. I believe, sir, that the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States have virtually determined 
this, and certainly the decision of Mr. Justice Field in the Oregon case 
last October clearly points in this direction. 

. Mr. HOLMAN rose, 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not propose to be interrupted by the gentleman. 
Perhaps I may be carrying this construction too far when I say the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has so decided. If we take the de- 
cision of Mr. Justice Field in the Oregon case last October, it did point 
in this direction if it did not judicially determine it. Whether the 
land covered by this amendment is the land of the United ‘States or 
whether it is land belonging to the Indian reservation can not possi- 
bly affect this question here as it now presents itself to this House. If 
the United States has no title to this land through which this branch 
road is p to be extended, then it necessarily follows the United 
States could not convey to that road any title or right to this land with- 
out violating the obligations of this Government so far as the Indian 
reservation is concerned. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Reserving all that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Why not give them the land? That is another ques- 
tion entirely. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of forfeiting every acre of land which 
has been granted to any railroad company where there is the slightest 
chance of our putting it back into the public domain, in conformity to 
the law as we understand it to-day. I do not believe the best interests 
of the settlers or the interests of the country are to be promoted should 
we deliberately in this body pursue the policy of declaring forfeit- 
ures when we know the land can not be recovered, thereby forcing lit- 
igation and lawsuits between the settlers and the land-grant railroads 
by which titles to these lands will be questioned for a long series of 
years, and which will unquestionably be determined in favor of the 
Tailroads in the end. 

Task now whether the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] propose to forfeit lands upon 
a branch line of road which has been constructed, or whether the 
propa to declare a forfeiture on a land grant to a branch road which 

uot been constructed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On condition. 

Mr. SCOTT. I therefore understand that this branch railroad is not 
constructed to-day, and the amendment proposes to declare the land 


t forfei' and in this, sir, I am heartily in accord and shall vote 
or the amendment. But if the branch road had been constructed, 
and the Government's title to the land covered by the grant was undis- 
puea whether the road was constructed before or after the time speci- 
ed in the grant, I should vote against the amendment; and I believe, 
sir, that this House will eventually determine, or at least I hope they 
will, that where a land-grant railroad has completed its line of road, 
either before or after the expiration of the time limited in the grant, 
and the Government has taken no action to forfeit the land prior to the 
construction of the road, even though the time had expired provided 
in ees ars that the title of the road to the land grant, although con- 
stru after the time specified, is a good title. And I come to this 
conclusion, as I have stated, simply from the fact that I so understand 
the courts have construed the law in land-grant cases. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, it seems that there is a great deal 
of confusion in the minds of some gentlemen on the question involved 
in this amendment. Now, the M., K. and T. R. R., as it is called— 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas road—runs north and south through 
the lands of the five civilized tribes, but it does not touch at any part 
the Territory proposed to be organized by this billatall. Hence ithas 
nothing whatever to do with the bill, and that is the only road built 
there through the Indian Territory except one that has no grant at all. 

Then the Atlantic and Pacific road, running east and west, has been 
built to Vinita, or perhaps some 4 or 5 miles further west, which does 
not come within 40 miles of the proposed Territory of Oklahoma at all. 
They had the right of way through the Territory, but they never con- 
structed the road, and that franchise was abrogated and the grant an- 
nulled by act of Congress in 1886. 

The gentleman from Indiana has said that this road mortgaged its 
lands and franchises. I think I can show the gentleman that he is 
mistaken in that. I hold in my hand the report of the Senate com- 
mittee made to the Forty-sixth Congress, and refer to a speech of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] in which he copies an ex- 
tract from the report and embodies it in his speech, wherein I find this 
language: 

The Atlantic and Pacific road has been constructed only some 35 miles from 
the Missouri line to Vinita, in the Territory, and has mortgaged the lands con- 
ditionally granted for that distance. 

That is all the mortgage covered—the 35 miles. 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WEAVER. That shows the mortgage was but for the 35 miles. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh! the mortgage covered it all over. 

Mr. WEAVER. Not at all; here is the report. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ihave the mortgage here, and will show it to the 
gentleman. It shows that it does cover the entire line, 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, the gentleman can show it in his own time. 
I do not yield now. 

My information is that derived from the official report made by the 
committee organized by the Senate of the United States, and that is 
their report to the Senate. They say that they the lands 
only conterminous with the constructed portions of the road. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman now yield for a 
question? ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Itis generally the case in these land- 
grant roads that you can take up indemnity lands away ahead of con- 
oon: Was not that the case here, and is it not true that that was 

one? 

Mr. WEAVER. No, sir; not 40 miles beyond the terminus of the 
road and a land grant that has been forfeited by act of Congress, a grant 
that was conditional, an act the conditions of which were not complied 
with, and it was repealed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa if he under- 
stands that no mortgage has been given on the line of the Atlantic and 
Pacific road on that part running through the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Let me correct him. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, do not take it out of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. But the gentleman certainly does not want to lead 
the committee into an error. a 

Mr. WEAVER. No; but you can correct it in your own time. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the report made by the chairman of the Public 
Lands Committee in regard to that road in the Forty-eighth Congress 
the fact is recited in reference to the incumbrances on the Ist of March, 
1882, that a mortgage was executed for $25,000 a”mile on the entire 
line between the west line of the State of Missouri and the town of 
Albuquerque, in New Mexico, and here is the description of the mort- 
gage, for I hold in my hand an abstract of the papers, 

Mr. WEAVER. That was subsequent to this report, and the land 
grant itself has been forfeited. Does the gentleman claim that Con- 
gress has no power to forfeit a Jand grant where the granting act itself 
provides that Congress nN alter, amend, or repeal? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. WEAVER. And in this case where the road has never been 


1889. 


built, where there was no compliance with the grant, does the gentle- 
man complain that there is a scrap of title in the railroad eompany ex- 
isting because of the original grant? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iagree that the grant may be forfeited, but I am 
correcting the gentleman as to the amount of the incumbrances on the 
franchise of the company. 

Mr. WEAVER. Butthe road can no more encumber the land with- 
out title to it than I could. They never built the road; they had no 
title which they could mor 

Mr. McRAE. Will the sonene, from Iowa permit me to make a 
further suggestion in this connection ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCRAE. I wish to suggest that the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company “ never, for ten years after its mortgage was executed, 
claimed it had an ony aera to the lands in the Indian Territory at all. 

Mr. SPRING And they never had. 

Mr. McRAE. And when they did make the claim, Commissioner 
Williamson, who afterwards became the attorney of the company, de- 
cided that they had no grant, and the Interior Department since that 
time has sustained that same opinion over and over again. The chair- 
man of the Committee on the Public Lands who made the report from 
which the gentleman from Illinois read, in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
himself stated that the company had no grant. 

Mr. WEAVER. Moreover, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that, while 
it is clear from the law and from the fact that there is no shadow of title 
to that land in the railroad company and can not be, I am willing and 
anxious that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
shall be adopted, so that by no possibility can the railroads in that 
manner acquire an acre of that Iland. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BAKER, of New York, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think there is some misunderstand- 
ing, Mr. Chairman, as to the situation of this matter of the railroad’s 
grant. In the first place, on the 27th of July, 1866—if gentlemen of 
the committee will give me their attention—before the act of Congres- 
granting a charter to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
also to the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company, a ee ot of 
way through the Indian Territory was granted to those roads, pro’ 
ing in their charters that if at any time te the Indian Territory eid 
become a Territory of the United States, or in case the lands of that 
Territory shall become public lands of the United States, or the In- 
dian title to said lands should be extinguished by the tribes owning 
the same abandoning them, or becoming extinct, that in such case said 
railroad companies would become entitled to alternate sections of lands 
on each side of their lines of road in that Territory in a strip 40 miles 
wide, measuring 20 miles each way from the track. 

Subsequently, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, these roads, or one of 
them, mortgaged the line and the land acquired under these charters, 
and a large number of the bonds are held in Europe, as my friend from 
Mississippi, in his able argument on this bill, has stated. 

Mr. HOOKER. Fourteen millions of them are held in Amsterdam. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Fourteen millions of them are held in 
Amsterdam. 

Mr. PETERS. None of them on this land in the Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. can not I want to have this 
understood fairly and squarely, that under section 14 of the act it is 
pro to repeal these land grants. Now, that is to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the courts are going to be loaded down with litigation in- 
volving great issues between the parties concerned. Is itnot inevitable 
that if the title to these lands is to be determined by a suit in the 
courts a great wrong will be done to these people who acquired title to 
these land grants? The result nieh Of course the equities of 
the holders of these bonds, who are innocent owners for value, must be 
boring te he ted by all the courts. 

Mr. HEARD, Will the gentleman yield to a question ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. HEARD, I want toask the gentleman, what will these Amster- 
dam bonds rest upon? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. They will rest upon the land of these 
railroad companies and upon these land grants. That is expressly 
stated in the mortgage—— 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask you further-—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. HEARD. I will give you time. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Have you got it to give? 

Mr. HEARD. I will get it to give. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I understand the gentleman these bonds about 
which they are so apprehensive are supposed to be issued upon the 
franchises and upon conditional rights which these roads are thereafter 
to acquire. Now, Mr. Chairman, before the condition under which 
these lands were to be given to the roads had obtained Congress forfeited 
these grants. Now, on what will the bonds rest? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, I want to say to my friend from 
Missouri that it may be a question where the bonds will rest. I have 
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no doubt that these people invested their money in these bonds with 
the understanding that the good faith of the Government would be 
maintained, that they would be protected in their‘ legal rights, and 
their vested rights not be disturbed by any unfriendly legislation. I 
object, Mr. and gentlemen, to the Congress of the United 
States being a party to a transaction through which a great wrong 
shall be done to any of the creditors of this company or any of these 
railway corporations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend permit me to say that both of these 
questions rest upon this provision, and that it does no injustice of that 
kind, for the agreement of the Government was that this land should 
not become the land of the corporation unless title vested in the 
United States? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, that vesting of title in the United 
States is at most a question of a brief time. If this act should pass and 
we create a Territory, of course these railroads will succeed to it, and 
they will have a right to title. But I want to call attention to the 
peculiar wording of section 14. It goes on to say, in providing for the 
repealing of these land grants: 

And all or euy Hen rights to said lands are hereby forfeited to the United States, 
and no railroa pany now organized, or hereafter to be organized, shal 
ever acquire any ‘ance to to aid in the construction of its road, or in consequence 
of any railroad already co) . cither from the United States, or from any 
Indian tribe, or from any Territorial government, within the limits of the Ter- 
ritory organized by this act. 

Now, the gentleman from Arkansas says that this act does not affect 
any territory within 200 miles of these railroads, but that this land 
acquired by future treaty or by future legislation will be affected; and 
that under the provisions of the law they intend to make them part 
of the railroad lands. I think it is a very serious question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this matter has been debated at 
great length, and I think the committee have, substantially agreed as 
to what shall be done. I hope, therefore, that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] as an additional part 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will 
be by the gentleman from Indiana and will be agreed to. We 
have but an hour remaining, and I hope that we shall save some time 
for other discussion. 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE to the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana as amended by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask to have the two amendments separated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They belong together. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 8. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, before we pass from this section I 
want it distinctly understood that we shall have a vote upon the pro- 
posed substitute, which I understand is to be considered as pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to divide the time now so as to have 
a vote upon that and the gentleman’s amendment, and devote the rest 
of the time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is so much confusion the Chair is unable 
to hear the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that amendments not 
objected to be now read and agreed to, and that the remainder of the 
time be given to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] to offer their two important 
amendments, so as to have a fair division of time. 

Mr. PAYSON. How can we tell what amendments are objected 
to? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply propose this, in the interest of giving 

everybody a fair opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Wedo not know what amendments are objected 
to and what are not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, as the Chair understands it. The gentleman 
asks unanimous consent that amendments to which no objection is 
made be now submitted. By that the Chair understands that when an 
amendment is read and some one objects to it that amendment is not 
to be considered in order. 

Mr. LANHAM. Does thatmean amendments that are not objected 
to by the Committee on Territories? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments that are not objected to by one 

gentleman on the floor. The Chair was about to state fully the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Illinois as the Chair understands it. It 
is that amendments to which there is no objection be now submitted, 
and that they be considered as agreed to, and that then the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] be permitted to submit his amend- 
ment to strike out section 13 of the bill—— 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If that peta shall be given, will it not preclude 
the considering of an amendment if a single objection be in 
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and then if the time shall have arrived at which the previous question 
is ordered —— 

The CHAIRMAN. It will preclude the submission of an amend- 
ment if oneobjection is made; unless, after the amendments to which 
there is no objection are disposed of, the bill is continued to be read—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to the arrangement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is intended for the purpose of reaching a vote 
as soon as possible. 

Mr. PAYSON, Yes; but if a single objection is made to an amend- 
ment the amendment will be postponed until these other sections have 
been amended and discussed by the gentleman from Mississippi- [ Mr. 
HOOKER] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], and other 
gentlemen in the mean time will be warming their toes waiting to have 
their amendments reached. Idemand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That the Lee ys in applications, entries, contests, and adjudications 
under this act shall be in the form and manner paca under the homestead 
laws of the United States, and the general principles and provisions of the home- 
stead laws, except as modified by the provisions of this act, shall be applicable 
to all entries made hereunder, and no patent shall be issued to any person who 


is nota citizen of the United States at the time he makes final proof and pay- 
ment. Final proof and payment, except in cases of contest, shall be made 
within three months after the expiration of three years from the date of entry, 
and in default thereof, or in default of the payment of any installment of the 
purechase-money when due, the entry shall be liable to cancellation, and the 
money paid thereon shall be forfeited to the United States. ds en 
under the provisions of this act shall be liable to taxation after the first install- 
ment of the parcha mones shall haye been paid; but the same shall not be 
subject to any judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness contracted or ob- 
ligation incurred prior to the issue of ts therefor, nor shall such lands be 
sold or contracted to be sold, | or contracted to be leased, conveyed, 
mortgaged, or in any manner encumbered prior to final proof or payment and 
the record thereof made in the office of the register and receiver of the district 
where the land is Jocated; and any sale, lease, conveyance, or mo: made, 
executed, or contracted for prior to such final proof, payment, and record shall 
be absolutely null and void; and all assignments, transfers, and mortgages of 
unpatented land entries shall be at the risk of the assignees, transferrees, and 
mo who shall have no recourse against the United States for any fail- 
ure of claimant’s title before issue of patent: Provided, That the provisions o 
section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled " Homesteads,” 
shall not be modifled or changed by anything in this act. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk, and which has been agreed to by the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 3, section 8, strike out the words ‘‘ not be modified or changed by any- 
thing” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “apply to the provisions of.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iobject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proviso as it would 
stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the provisions of section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
entitled “Homesteads” shall apply to the provisions of this act. ; e 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tiliat is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE, I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


In lines 15, 16, and 17, strike out the words “‘ be liable to taxation after the first 
installment of the purchase-money shall have been paid; but the sameshall; ” so 


that the provision will read: “Lands entered under the provisions of this act 
shall ra subject to any judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness con- 
tracted,” ete. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 


considered as to. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Iobject. These lands ought to be taxed. 


Mr. MCRAE. We certainly ought not to tax the lands of the United 
States. Itis not done under the homestead law, and it will compli- 
cate the titles by permitting people to acquire tax titles prior to the 
patents that may finally be issued for these lands, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON, I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 8 add the following: 

“ No entry shall be allowed of any homestead under this act except to actual 
settlers thereon; and no preferred right of entry shall be given to er E e pote 
+ by reason of claim of occupancy prior to the he goer to enter the land, ex- 

cept in cases of actual occupancy and continued residence upon the land to the 
date of the application to enter, And no rightof an alleged settler as such shall 
attach to any land inthe Territory until the date of his actual bona fide and con- 
tinuous residence upon the he proposes toenter; and his declaratory state- 
ment shall contain a true and full statement of the and facts of residence 
on the land and last place of residence prior thereto, and detailed description 
of improvements, all verified by the oath of the applicant and at least one cred- 
ible witness, made before the register or receiver of the proper land office as to 
all facts except that proof of the applicant's place of residence may be be- 
fore any officer authorized by law to admin oaths; but the use of such af- 


davit in the Territory shall, in case of false swearing thereto, subject the party 


to the same penalty as though sworn to before the register or receiver of the 
proper office,” 


Mr. SPRINGER, Ihave no objection to that amendment, Let it 
be agreed to. > 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Spc. 9. That whenever any portion ofthe lands opened to settlement by the pro- 
visions of this act shall be occupied for town-site purposes, and the Secretary of 
the Interior is satisfied that they are occupied in good faith and are necessary for 
such purposes, the said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to cause pat- 
ents to be issued therefor, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, 
to any legally organized company praa kled and entitled to the same, upon the 
payment in cash of $20 per acre for the lands so occupied.. The money so re- 
ceived for each town site, except such amount as may be required to be paid to 
the Indian tribes, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall be held by the 
Secretary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the benefit of the people 
of such town, and shall be expended under his direction for the erection of school 
buildings and the su rtof schools therein: Provided, That town sites actually 
occupied on the Public Land Strip at the date of the approval of this act by not 
less than one hundred bona fide inhabitants shall be nted to the legally or- 
ganized company selected by said inhabitants, said to embrace the amount 
of land provided bylaw: Surther, That all patents issued for town sites 
in the Territory of Oklahoma shall contain reservations for parks and other pub- 
lie purposes, embracing in the aggregate not less than 10 nor morethan 20 acres ; 
but no deduction shall be allowed on this account in the amount to be paid for 
said town sites as provided in this section; and patents for such reservations 
shall be issued to the towns respectively when organized as municipalities. 


Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] desires to 
offer an amendment which I ask may be agreed to pro forma with the 
TERRAIN that a yea-and-nay vote may be taken upon it in the 

ouse. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to hear the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer as a substitute for the section just read the 
provision which I send to the desk. p 

Mr.WARNER. Idesire to inquire whether this is the same amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. PAYSON. This is the amendment which has been submitted 
during the day to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

The Clerk read as follows : = 


Strike out section 9 and insert the following as a new section: 

“Suc, 9. The of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve on any 
public land in said Territory town sites for any existing or pros: ve town, 
city, or village, in area not exceeding 640 acres in — form, or such 
additional area in governmental subdivisions as may be wholly or in pe occu- 
opr as a town, city, or village site; and no a jon to enter any land shall 

allowed until approved by the Sec of the Interior of any tract of land 

first, where any exterior line of the land is within one-half mile of the line o 
any railroad which is constructed or of the line of any railroad not constructed 
but where its map of location shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior at 
the date of the application to enter; or second;of any tract of land upon which 
at the date of the application to enter is a town or village settlement; and no 
settlement in advance of survey by proper authority shall give any right as 
against the power to reserve town sites hereby given; it being the object of this 

rovision to secure to the inhabitants of all towns, cities, and villages in said 

erritory the benefits and profits arising from the sales of lots therein ; and to 
thatend where town sites shall be located apon any public lands in said Terri- 
tory, the provisions of chapter 8, Title XXXT Revised Statutes, entitled “ Reser- 
vation and sale of town sites on the public lands,” shallapply except as otherwise 
provided herein. The Secretary of the Interior shall] cause the lots in any site 
now existing or to be located to be offered, sold, and conveyed as provided in 
sections 2382 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes, The money so received from the 
sale of lots in each town site, less such amount as shall be required to be paid 
to the Indians as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall be held by the 
Secretary of the Interior as aseparate school fund for the benefit of the inhab- 
itante of such towns and shall be expended under his direction for the erection 
of schoo! buildings on any lot not sold and the support of public schools there- 
in. This control of sites and proceeds of sales shall continue only until the 
legal incorporation of the respective towns, cities, or v: when the title to 
the unsold portion of such sites shall vest in the municipality and the proceeds 
thereof, as well as any balance in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be paid over to the local authorities, all to be devoted to public purposes 
within the corporate limits. All needed regulations to carry out the details 
hereof not provided to be provided by the Secre! of the Interior: Provided, 
That all surveys of town sites in the Territory shall contain reservations for 
parks of substantially equal area, if more than one park, and other publie pur- 
poses, embracing in the aggregate not less than l0nor more than 20 acres; but 
no deduction shall be allowed on this account in the amount to be paid for said 
town sites as provided in this section; and patents for such reservations to be 
maintained for such public purposes shall be issued to the towns respectively, 
when organized as municipalities. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask that this amendment be regarded as 
agreed to pro forma, with the understanding that a yea-and-nay vote be 
taken upon it in the House. 

Mr, PAYSON. If there is any substantial objection to this amend- 
ment, I would like to have thequestion debated now. If my colleague 
will say that he thinks the amendment ought to be adopted —— ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not say that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then let us debate it, and have a vote upon it in 
regular form. - j 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who have substantial 
amendments to pro; , be allowed now to offer them and to be heard 
in their support, I agree that this amendment be considered as adopted 
pro forma, and that the yeas and nays be taken upon it in the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to have the Committee of the Whole 
understand the difference between this amendment and the section for 
which it is proposed as a substitute. I do not desire, if I can prevent 
it, that a vote be taken blindly upon what I regard as one of the most 
important propositions connected with this bill. The gentleman from 
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Illinois knows whether this is satisfactory to the friends of the bill or 
not. Iam violating no confidence when I say it has been so stated 
to me. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will say to the gentleman that, so far as Iam 
concerned, I do not care what may be put in there in regard to town 
sites. be 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not this amendment reserve from actual set- 
tlement a strip of land 200 miles long and 1 mile wide through that 
Territory ? t 

Mr. PAYSON. Not atal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment offered by his colleague 
[Mr. Payson] be considered as agreed to pro forma, and that a vote be 
taken upon it in the House. : 

Mr. PAYSON. I would rather have a vote on it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You can have the yeasand nays on it in the House. 
My object is to enable the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
- and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] to submit their propo- 
sitions and have them voted upon. 

Mr. LANHAM. [also have a substantial amendment to submit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 


HAM]. 

Tm CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
object to the eee proposed with reference to his amendment? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, I do not. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask unanimous consent that amendments to 
which there is no objection be now submitted and adopted, so that the 
remainder of the time may be given to the gentlemen whom I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. HOOKER. Inanswer to the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois I beg to state that that gentleman is well aware of the fact that 
only one-half hour of the original time remains. It is impossible that 
the gentleman from Georgia, Judge BARNES, can present his substi- 
tute for the entire measure in that time, or that I can present the rad- 
ical objections I have to the whole proposition, as well as the reason 
for mo to strike out the thirteenth section. I hope, therefore, the 
hour will be extended to 5 o’clock for taking the vote, so that we may 
have sufficient time to discuss the matter as it should be discussed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman that if he has not 
time when the hour of 4 o’clock comes, I will myself ask for a reason- 
able extension of the time. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; I move to strike out the last word, for 
Iam well satisfied that if I wait until we reach the consideration of 
the thirteenth section of the bill, to which the amendment applies, in 
all probability I will be denied the privilege of saying anything in op- 
position to the general features of the bill or in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, my opposition to the bill is not based upon its terms 
as embodied either in one section or in another, nor upon its phrase- 
ology, nor upon the question as to whether the railroads are to be the 
grabbers of the lands of the Indians or not, or whether what you call 
the ‘‘settlers’’ are to be the grabbers. My objection is fundamental 
to the measure itself. I believe that you are endeavoring to take pos- 
session of lands and create over them a Territory of the United States 
the title to which is not in you and to which you have no right. 

I assert, and I am willing to take a jury of twelve good and true men 
and try it as a lawyer before them—lI assert that to the Cherokee Out- 
let the Cherokee Nation has a title undisputed by anybody, recognized 
by the current authorities, and which title stretches through half a cent- 
ury of your history, while this bill, if it becomes a law, proposes to 
take from them that which you yourself have conveyed by the most 
solemn forms of conveyances which the Government of the United 
States can give, namely, the patent of the Government. You have 
made that patent in accordance with the series of treaties which stretches 
back almost for a century, sir, and to pass this law would not only be 
petty larceny but grand larceny, for it proposes to steal an empire in 
area under the forms of law. tod 

It proposes to take from the Indians that to which the Government 
of the United States has no more right than it has to the lands belong- 
ing to the gentleman from Indiana or the gentleman from Missouri, 
and if I do not demonstrate that to the sa tion of every fair and 
honorable minded man who sits in this committee, then I shall be will- 
ing to see this bill pass, for such I take to be the true attitude of the 
measure, 

It proposes to take these lands and make a Territory of the United 
States over them, and there is not one rood of the lands so taken ex- 
cept the Public Land Strip which belongs to the United States or to 
which the United States has one particle of title. 

I confine myself, however, sir, in the discussion of this question to 
that portion of the land which is known as the Cherokee Outlet, and I 
propose to demonstrate that these Indians have a title to these lands 
recognized by every adjudication of the courts from the earliest decis- 
ions down to the latest one by Judge Parker, in that Territory; and 
the first fact in evidence to which I desire to point your attention is 
the patent of the Government of the United States, which was made 


under the Presidency of Mr. Van Buren, and provides, among other 
things, as follows: 


Therefore, in execution of the agreements and stipulations contained in the 
said several treaties, the United States have given and granted, and by these 
os do give and grant, unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of 

nd so surveyed and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 13,874,- 
135.14 acres, to have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privi- 
leges, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation 
forever; subject, however, to the right of the United States to permit other 
tribes of red men to get salt on the salt piin, on the western prairie referred 
to in the second article of the treaty of the 28th of December, 1835, which salt 
plain has been ascertained to be within the limits prescribed for the outlet 
agreed to be granted by said article, and subject, also, to all the other rights re- 
served to the United States in and by the articles hereinbefore recited, to the 
extent and in the manner in which the said rights are so reserved, and subject 
also to the conditions provided by the act of Congress of the 28th of May, 1830, 
and which condition is that the lands hereby granted shall revert to the United 
States if the said Cherokees become extinct or abandon the same. ` 

Jn testimony whereof, 1, Martin Van Buren, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent, and the sealof the Gen- 
eral Land Office to be hereunto aftixed. 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, the 31st day of December, in 
the year of our Lord, 1838, and of the Independence of the United States the 


sixty-third. 

{t s.] M. VAN BUREN. 

y the President: s 
` H. M. GARLAND, 
Recorder of the General Land Office. 

There is the patent, absolute and complete, vesting title, and subject 
only to the right of the United States to use the salt lakes that were 
found to exist in this proposed Territory of Oklahoma, and with the 
further reservation, which has been adjudicated in the courts, that if 
the lands shall be abandoned by the Indians or the title extinguished 
the said title shall revert to the Government of the United States. This 
is the only reservation against their absolute right to this property. 

I will not weary the committee by reading the recital embodied in 
the patent, but content myself by saying that it embraces both the 
Cherokee Outlet and the lands upon which they now live. 

If, Mr. Chairman, you have thus divested the United States of title 
and invested that title in the Indians, where then do you get your right 
to make a Territory of these lands for the United States? Sir, every 
single particle of the lands ceded for the settlement of friendly tribes 
has been conveyed by the Cherokees; and when you passed the law 
authorizing the settlement of these friendly Indians there with the 
consent of the Cherokees, who made the title to the lands? Not the 
Government of the United States, but the Government of the United 
States clothed the Cherokee Nation with the power to make the title; 
and I hold in my hand one of the six cessions made by these Cherokee 
Indians to the Poncas, as a sample of those lying in the records of the 
Interior Department, conveying to these Indians lands which they now 
occupy in that Territory, showing that the Government of the United 
States, the Secretary of the Interior, and all of the authorities of the 
Government conceded that the fee-simple title was vested in the Chero- 
kees, and that there was no possibility of getting the title to these 
friendly or semi-savage tribes except through the Cherokees. 

There are six of these tribes. It was done for the benefit of the Paw- 
nees, the Poncas, the Nez Percés, the Ottawas, the Missourias, and the 
Osages. Every one of them got title. Where? Not from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, because the Government of the United 
States has not got it. They got it from the Cherokee Nation. That 
question was settled in the celebrated case of Joy against Holden, where 
the Supreme Court of the United States says that the Cherokee Nation 
took by the grant a fee-simple title; and they assert that the fact of a 
mere contingent reservation that it shall revert to the Government of 
the United States if the Indians should abandon it or they should be- 
come extinguished was a contingency so remote that it did not, and 
could not, in law, justice, or equity, affect the right of the Cherokee 
tribe. t 
aes CHAIRMAN. The time of thegentleman from Mississippi has 
expired. 

r. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi be extended ten minutes, 

Mr. WEAVER. Make it five. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will agree that the time be extended ten min- 
sin if the time under the special order be extended to ten minutes 

r 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Chairman, I desire to say that there are some 
amendments that it is desired shall be introduced, and unless the time 
be extended beyond that indicated they will not be reached in the 
regular order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We will extend the time for you. 

Mr. LANHAM. [ask unanimous consent that the time be extended 
until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the time 
be extended until all the amendments shall be reached. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman knows I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 


Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] be allowed to proceed for ten minutes? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that the ten minutes be extended beyond 4 
o’elock, not to be taken out of the time under the special order. 

Mr. REED. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Hooker] be allowed to proceed for ten minutes, and the 
time under the special order be extended beyond 4 o’clock for a corre- 
sponding period. s 

Mr. REED. Ihave no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Has the committee power to change an order of the 
House? I do not want any question of that kind to come up hereafter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent that can be done. 

Mr. WARNER. [If that is so understood, I make no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? / f 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then submit the request of the 

entleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] alone, that the gentleman 
Boim Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] be allowed to proceed for ten min- 
utes. Is that objected to? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Make it five, and I will not object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam indebted to the committee for its courtesy. I 
have referred to some decisions of the Supreme Court which have been 
made as to the character of this title, to which I beg to call the atten- 
tion of the committee, in order to show before creating this Territory 
what you gentlemen propose. I have characterized this effort to take 
this property under the forms of law as a grand larceny of a mighty 
kingdom and territory. It would be, if we pass this bill, a fitting cli- 
max to the ‘‘ century of dishonor’? which is about to close upon our 
Government in reference to these people, whom you have called our 
wards. It would be a wrong perpetrated under the forms of law that 
could find no sanction in any just tribunal in all the land, and could 
find no excuse before any court or tribunal before which there was any 
final responsibility for our Government. Neither in law nor in equity 
nor in good conscience could such taking of the property of others be 
justified. This is evidenced by the court’s solemn affirmation. You 

ve renounced not only by the patent you gave them and confirmed by 
the treaty; but you have renounced all title by the sixteenth section of 
the treaty of 1886, under which these lands could be ceded to friendly 
tribes, and the title was given them by the Cherokees under the in- 
denture which I send to the reporters to be embodied in my remarks. 
It can be seen from this that there is not one iota of title in the Govern- 
ment of the United States to any part of the Cherokee Outlet, but that 
it is absolutely the land of the Indians. 

The deed of conveyance is as follows: 


part, witn that: 
the sixteenth article of the treaty concluded a. 19, A. D. 1866, 
nited Statesac- 


Cherokee Nation, through its proper authorities, shall execute 
conveyances satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior to the United States in 
trust only = the benefit of the r E uonin had Percés, Ciya and ress 
sourias, an now occupying said tract, as they respectively occupy the 
same before the payment of said sum of money : Now, therefore 

authority of an act of the national council of the Cherokee Nation afore- 
said, 8, 1883, which recites ‘‘that Dennis W. Bushyhead, princi- 
; M. Wolfe, and Robert B. Ross, delegates of the Cherokee 
ation, are hereby authorized and empowered, in the name of the Cherokee 
Nation, to execute deeds of conveyance Tas pe by said act (March 3,1883) for 
the tracts of Cherokee land for the benefit of the Pawnees, Poncas, Nez Percés, 
Otoes and Missourias, and as they respectively occupy the same;”’ 
said party of the first part, by the aforesaid principal chief delegates, and 
in consideration of the payment of the sum of money mentioned in the act of 
5 aforesaid, as due under appraisement for Cherokee lands west of 
the Arkansas River, does, by these nts, grant, bargain, remise, release, 
relinquish, and confirm unto the said party of the second part forever, in trust 
nevertheless, and for the use and benefit of the Ponca tribe of Indians, all those 
certain tracts of land lying and’ being in the Indian Territory, embracing the 
following townships and fractional townships north and east of the Indian me- 
ridian, the fractional townships being on the right bank of Arkansas River: 
‘Townships 24 and 25 north, range 1 east; fractional townships 24 and 25north, 
range 2 east; fractional townships 24 and 25 north, Seast; fractional town- 
a 24 and 25 north, range 4 east of the Indian meri , according to a plat of 
A,” and made of this conveyance, 
containing in all 101,894.31 acres, hereby granted ; with all and singular 
hereditaments and appurtenance thereunto belonging, orin anywise apper- 


ning; 
To have and to hold the said premises as above described with the appurte- 
nan unto the said of thesecond'part, forthe use and parposss aforesaid. 
In witness whereof the party of the first part hath subscribed this conveyance 
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Mr. REED. Well, as the gentleman from Texas knows, I desire not; 
consequently we will remain in statu quo. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection that the gentleman from 
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by the said principal chie and delegates aforesaid, who have also hereunto 
their hands and seals this l4th day of June, A. D. 1883. ioe Epea 


: TEHE CHEROKEE NATION 
[x.s] By DENNIS W. BUSHYHEAD, | 


E 8. OES M. WOLFE, 
L.S. ROBER E n 
Delegates of the Cherokees Nation, 
Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 
Jos. K. neo 
N. P. LOVE E. 
W. A. PHILLIPS. 


Districr OF COLUMBIA, County of Washington, ss: 


On this lith day of June, A. D. 1883, before me, a notary public in and for 
District aforesaid, personally came Dennis W. Bushyhead, Richard M. Wolfe, 
and Robert B. Ross, to me known to be the persons who executed the 
instrument,and acknowledged the same to be their free act and deed for the 
purposes and under the authority therein. 


[SEAL.] GEO. M. LOCKWOOD, Nolary Publie, 


It has been said, sir, that these lands are theirs only for the 
of being used in a particular way. They did ogres to wall the Lando te 
the Government of the United States for settlement by friendly In- 
dians, and they received at one time $300,000 and at another time 
$300,000 more. I will publish the patents and I will publish the 
deeds made by the Cherokee Nation to the lands now occupied by the 
savage tribes who are settled there by their consent, under their agree- 
pras with the Government, which they have kept at all times in good 
ith. 

Something has been said to the effect that they own no title to these 
lands, and that the lands are being leased to cattle syndicates. Sir, 
the lands are more valuable for grazing purposes than for any other; 
and, as I understand it, they are now leased for $200,000 per annum, 
$80,000 of which tho Indians expect to devote to the erection of a great 
university of a character higher than that of any educational institu- 
tion that they have hitherto had, and $40,000 of which they propose to 
devote to their common-school system. But, Mr. Chairman, the land 
is theirs usque ad cælum, in the language of the old Latin law-books— 
they own it to the heavens. They own the mines of iron, the mines 
of coal (if there be coal there), the mines of gypsum, and of all other 
metals. They own itall. It is theirs as absolutely as any man owns 
property who traces back his title to the patent of the Government of 
the United States. They have a right, therefore, to use it for what- 
ever purposes they will, to use it in the most profitable manner they 
can. They get a fair rental for it, and it is theirs, 

By what authority, then, can the Congress of the United States, 
composed of honorable gentlemen who are willing to deal fairly with 
this question—by what authority can you take the lands of these In- 
dians, whose title is derived from yourselves by the most solemn form 
of conveyance, and create a Territory out of it against their will and 
their wish? It is theirs and you have no title to it, and you can con- 
vey none. Ido not pause, sir, to dispute about the question as to 
whether these lands will go to the vast railroad corporations that have 
mortgaged them already to the extent of from $17,000,000 to $20,000, 000. 
In Amsterdam $14,000,000 of these bonds are held, and they area cau- 
tious, prudent set of people in that city of banks and bankers and not 
likely to make investments unless there is something in them. A 

of those bonds, too, are held in our own country. I say 
I do not stop to argue the question whether these lands will go to the 
railroads or whether they will go to the settlers, 300,000 of whom you 
say are now on the borders of Oklahoma waiting for the passage of this 
bill. You call them “‘settlers;’’ you say they are landless and home- 
less; but you must change the refrain of your song, for landless and 
homeless as they may be they do not expect you to commit a larceny 
upon other pees order to give them homes, 

Sixteen hi millions of acres of the public domain lie unoccu- 
pied to-day, open to settlement. Why, then, do you fix your greedy 
eyes upon the land which you once owned, but which by voluntary act. 
you conveyed to the Cherokees, and say that those must be the lands 
for the landless? You will have to change the refrain of your son 
since the exposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], 
and instead of winding up your appeals with “land for the landless 
and homes for the homeless,” you had better say ‘‘ sites for the site- 
less,” because that is the milk in the cocoanut. [Laughter.] But, 
Mr. Chairman, the thirteenth section of the bill, which I propose to 
strike out, commits the fraud—I say the fraud, because it declares 
upon its face that the moment that you pass this bill all title to the 
Cherokee Outlet ceases and passes away. 

By the very passage of this bill ipso facto you strike down the title. 
You put it in your bill that you must get the consent of the Indians 
to the creation of this Territory, but you do not put in it the proposi- 
tion that you are to get their consent to with the very lands which 
you yi es have heretofore conveyed to them by the most solemn 
forms of conveyance which the Government of the United States can 
use. As I had occasion to say when speaking before upon this subject, 
there was once alittle nation in Europe which was regarded as desirable 
by the allied powers, and they assembled their armies and they tore 
its limbs from their sockets; they used their knives tocarve the body into 
parts, and divided it up among them, and that magnificent country 
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which gave to the world a Sobieski and a Pulaski ceased to exist upon 
the map of the world. 

You propose now, not by the strong arm of power, because you have 
already, and very dear dren your army there to these In- 
diansin the possession of their lands—you propose now, under the gui: 
of law, by a form of legislation, to tear from these Indians, who have 
relied upon their treaties with you, who have relied upon yoursolemn 

tents, who have relied upon their long possession, which in most of 
the States of the Union would have given them ample title to the lands 
without a scrap of paper back of it, for in many of the States it requires 

y ten years ion to acquire title—you now propose, I say, to 
from these the lands which are theirs. These Indians hold 
by their patents; they hold by long possession; they hold by a series of 
treaties and decisions of your own courts, ranning through half a cent- 
ury; and to do away with all this and seize their land under the form 
of law and say that you will make it into a Territory is, as I have 
before said, simply committing an act of larceny in the name of the 
Government of the United States. [Applause, 

[Hear the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, [, in common, I take it, with other 
mem am in possession of a petition to the Congress of the United 
States, signed by D. W. Bushyhead and C.J. Harris, claiming to be 
the duly accredited delegates from the Cherokee Nation of Indians. In 
this petition these delegates protest, as they claim in behalf of the Chero- 
kee Ration, against the passage of the Oklahoma bill. This so-called 
petition, from its contents, would be taken as a plea in behalf of the 
cattle syndicate, which without warrant of law occupies 6,000,000 acres 
of land in what is known as the Cherokee Outlet, rather than a peti- 
tion in behalf of the Cherokees. 

The measure against which these delegates protest, and certain mem- 
hers of this House use every method known to parliamentary law to 
obstruct, seeks to open to actual settlers, to men who will go upon it 
for the purpose of making homes, an area of rich land, almost in the 
center of the Union, containing 23,278,719 acres. In this is included 
the Public Land Strip, commonly called No Man’s Land, containing 
3,672,640 acres, About 12,000,000 acres of the proposed Territory of 
Oklahomaare occupied, Indian fashion, by roaming bands of Indians, who, 
as I have heretofore stated, ‘‘have neither the of the chase nor 
the genius of the fisherman,’’ They add nothing to the wealth of the 
nation. ‘‘They toil not, neither do they spin,” yet live upon the bounty 
of the Government. The boundaries of the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma include 6,022,244 acres of the Cherokee Outlet, now and since 
1883 occupied by a cattle syndicate, not for the purpose of cultivat- 
ing the soil, but as an immense baronial pasturage for the herds of a 
favored few. 

The committee—that is, a majority of it—believed that such hold- 
ingswere un-American. In accordance with their views the thirteenth 
section of the bill declares these leases ‘‘yoid and contrary to public 
policy.’ It is the including of these lands in the bill and the heroic 
treatment proposed against the monopoly that has aroused much oppo- 
sition to the bill under consideration in certain quarters. 

Even the Cherokee delegates are compelled to admit the methods 
proven in the bill for treating with the Indians for any interest they 

ve in any of the lands in the proposed Territory of Oklahoma are fair 


The bill, however, contains a proviso that all territory occupied by any In- 
dian tribe, to which title has been conveyed by t or otherwise from the 
United States, or to which such tribe may be entitled by law, Executive order, 
right of occupancy, or treaty, shall be excepted out of the boundaries and con- 

tute no part of the proposed Territory until such tribe shall signify its assent 
to the President of the United States to be included therein, in manner therein- 
after provided, namely, as to the Creeks and Seminoles and the Cherok 


through a commission to be a inted by the President to negotiate with them 
for the purpose of procuring their consent. 
They then add: 


This provision, on its face, appears fair and reasonable. 


Of this there can be no two opinions. It is not only ‘‘fair and rea- 
sonable” in ap ce, but in letter and spirit. 

What objection is there to the bill? The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi denounces the thirteenth section; the delegates denounce the 
thirteenth section; the cattle syndicate denounce the thirteenth sec- 
tion. The grazing leases must be upheld. In whose interest, I ask? 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] pays this fervid and 
eloquent tribute to the leases held by the cattle syndicate: 


Sir, the lands are more yaluable for grazing purposes than for any other; and, 


as I understand it, they are now leased for ,000 per annum, $80,000 of which 
the Indians expect to devote to the crection of a great university of a character 
higher than that of any educational tution that they have hitherto had, 


and $40,000 of which they propose to devote to their common-school system. 

Then follows the following opinion as to the Cherokee title to the 
lands in the outlet and leased to the syndicate at the nominal rent of 
3} cents an acre, with an exemption from taxation of the vast herds 
that roam thereon. He says: 


But, Mr. Chairman, the land is theirs usque ad celum, in the language of the 
old Latin law-books—they own it tothe heavens. They own the mines of iron, 
the mines of coal (if there be coal there), the mines of gypsum, and of all other 
metals. They own itall. It is theirs as absolutely as any man owns property 

traces back his title to the patent of the Government of the United States, 
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they will, to use 
rental f 


They have a right, therefore, to use it for whatever p 
for it, and it 


it in the most profitable manner they can. They get a fai 
is theirs. R 


This opinion is as inaccurate as it is eloquent. It was never the in- 
tent or purpose to give the Cherokees an interest in the soil of this 
outlet. They were given 7,000,000 acres asa home. In the] 
of Justice Clifford in speaking for the Supreme Court of the United 
States: 

Treaties of the kind were concluded with that nation (Cherokee) of Indians 
on the 6th of May, 1828, and on the l4th of February, 1833, in both of which the 
United States agreed to possess the Cherokees of 7,000,000 acres of land west of 
the Mississippi River, bounded as therein described, and to guaranty it to them 
forever upon the terms and conditions therein a dct andagreed. (Holden 
vs. Joy, 17 Wall., 237; 7 Stat. at Large, 311; íb., 414.) J 

After designating by metes and bounds the future home of the 
Cherokees, the treaty provides that— ~ 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee ians a ual outlet west 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country lying west of the western 
boundary of isaid 7,000,000 acres as far west as the sovereignty of the United 
States and their right of soil extend. (7 Stat., 415.) : 

The language is ‘‘outlet;’’ it was granted as such. The Indians 
wanted a passage-way from their home to the then apparently bound- 
less and unoccupied West, abounding in game. They were given the 
outlet, the passage-way, to enable them to pursue their favored avoca- 
tion—hunting. Aside from this easement they were to acquire “no 
right to the soil.” ; 

This is plain from the reading of the treaties. It was also the un- 
derstanding between the Government on one side and the Cherokees 
on the other. In evidence of this T cite a letter from Hon. J. O. Cal- 
houn, Secretary of War, dated War Department, October 8, 1821, re- 
garding the demands of the Cherokees that certain parties be removed 
from a portion of the outlet. He wrote: 

It is to be always understood that in removing the white settlers from Lovely's 
purchase for the purpose of van the outlet promised to the west, you 
acquire thereby no rights to the soil, but merely to an outlet, of which you ap- 
pear to be already apprised, and that the Government reserves to itself the 
right of making such disposition as it may think proper with regard to the salt 
springs upon that tractof country. * * + 

J, 0, CALHOUN. 

TEKF-E-TOKE, JOHN JOLLY, BLACK Fox, 

W. WEBBER, THOMAS GRAVES, 

Chiefs of Arkansas Cherokees. 

In an able opinion delivered by Judge Brewer in 1887, that distin- 
guished jurist used this language: 

Manifestly Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acresas a home, and that was there- 
after to be as set aside and occupicd, because, as expressed in the pre- 
amble of the ty, Congress was intent upon securing a permanent home; be- 
yond that the guaranty was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for 
passage ground, over which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoccupied do- 
main west. But while the exclusive right to this outlet was guarantied, while 


patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was bed and intended ob- 
via) as an outlet and not as a home. (vu. 8. vs. Soule et al., 30 Fed. R., page 


The language of Mr. Calhoun with reference to the Cherokee title in 
and to the outlet was: 

You— 

The Cherokees— 
acquire thereby no rights to the soil, but merely an outlet, 

The language of Judge Brewer in the opinion just quoted says of the 
outlet and the intent of Congress: 


Congress was intent upon securing a permanent home; beyond thatthe guar- 
ews A was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for passage ground, over 
which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoceupied domain west. 


With these opinions the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooker] differs. He says: 

They own it— 

The outlet— 


tothe heayens. They own the mines ofiron,the mines ofcoal. * * * The 
own it all. It is theirs as absolutely as any man Owaa propatiy who traces back 
his title to the patent of the Government of the United States. 


Without any reflection upon the legal attainments of the distin- 
ished gentleman [Mr. Hooker], I will be pardoned in following the 
eliberate opinions of Mr. Calhoun and Judge Brewer rather than his 
given in the heat of debate. There is nothing in the case of Holden 
vs, Joy (17 Wall.) in conflict with the position taken by the Secretary 
of War in 1821 or the opinion of the learned jurist, Judge Brewer, ren- 
dered in 1887, the case of Holden vs. Joy having been decided in 1872. 
The Supreme Court passed on the title which the Cherokees acquired 
in and to the ‘‘Cherokee neutral lands’’ under the treaty of December 
29, 1835 (7 Statutes at Large, 479). None of these lands are or ever were 
embraced in what is known as the Cherokee Outlet. There were 
800,000 acres of these neutral lands. For them the Cherokees paid 
$50,000; by the terms of the treaty of 1835 they were to be conveyed 
to the Cherokees “‘by patent in fee-simple.”’ 

But, sir, it is proposed by the terms of this bill to treat with the 
Cherokees for whatever interest they may have in the outlet. It is but 
repeating the past legislation in treating with these Indians. In the 

uage of the court in Eastern Band Cherokees vs. United States 
et al. (20 C. of C., 467): 


To carry out that policy immense sums of money, millions of dollars not 
promised by treaties, have been appropriated by Congress and paid in the 
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spirit of unbounded liberality, yielding to the demands of the Indians in almost 
every case, perhaps in every case, without exception, and paying in one way 
and another to an extent more than twice as much as they to pay by 
the terms of the treaties, asis shown by the numerous appropriation acts scat- 
tered through the Statutes at Large. 

The proposed legislation is in the same spirit. 

The question of title in the outlet is only important, as it would 
seem from the petition of the Cherokee delegates—Bushyhead and 
Harris—as it affects the lease held by the cattle syndicate. As I have 
before stated, those who claim to be the duly accredited delegates of 
the Cherokees admit the fairness of the provisions of the bill for treat- 
ing with the Indians, and it would seem would be silent were it not 
for the thirteenth section that declares void the cattle leases, 

In their petition they say: s 

Section 13 of the bill declares voidand contrary to public policy ‘all leases of 
lands belonging to the United States or held in common by any of the Indian 
tribes within the Terri ef Oklahoma, as organized by this act, including 
the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, whether 
controlled by evar corporations, or others, except such leases as are held 
for the purpose of eultiva’ g the soil strictly for farming purposes,” and makes 
it the duty of the President, “immediately after the passage of this act, to cause 
the lessees of said lands, and any other persons illegally occupying the same, 
to be removed from said lands,” thereby placing the Cherokee lands west of 
96° in the same divested and unoccupied condition as the Oklaboma tract 
proper, in which the Creeks and Seminoles alone are interested. 

The words ‘‘including the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth 
degree of west longitude’’ are italicised in the petition, and have ital- 
icised the opposition to this bill. 

The gentleman [Mr. HOOKER] says: 

But, Mr. Chairman, the thirteenth section of the bill which I propose to strike 

n 


out commits the fraud—I say the fraud use it d its face that 
the moment that you pass this bill all title to the Cherokee Outlet ceases and 


passes away. 

Then in the same connection, speaking of the thirteenth section and 
his motion to strike it out, he says: 

By the very passage of this bill ipso facto you strike down the title. 


This section is only declaratory of the law as it now exists. The 
leases are void. Neither the President nor the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior can validate them. By inaction—the do-nothing policy—the Ad- 
ministration can in the future as in the past permit a favored few to 

. absolutely control this outlet, 6,000,000 acres, and obstruct the open- 
ing of this Territory, and protect them in this by the use of the Army 
of the United States. It is a contest between a monopoly on one side 
and the people on the other. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] tells us that of the 
$200,000 annual lease money paid the Cherokees $80,000 is expected 
to be expended in the erection of a university, ‘‘ $40,000 to the com- 
mon-school system,’?. Therefore the inference is that no action must be 
taken to open this Territory to actual settlement. Had it occurred to 
the gentleman that, should the Cherokees sell their interest in the out- 
let for $1.25 per acre, as provided in this bill, it would give them a 
fund of over $7,000,000, after deducting the amount heretofore paid 
them? This, at 4 per cent. interest, would render them $280,000 a 
year—$80,000 more than they now receive and $180,000 a year more 
than was paid by the syndicate for five years, from 1883. Al of this 
would be to the credit and for the benefit of the whole tribe. Under 
this bill the Cherokees would be the richest peoplein land and money in 
the world, 

The Cherokees may well ask to be delivered from pretended friends. 
These lands are no longer needed as an outlet; the game has long since 
disappeared. The unoccupied West of 1835 has become the occupied 
in 1889. The Cherokees have neither the right nor have they the dis- 

tion to use an acre of these six millions for cultivation. Why, 
then, should they be withheld from the hands of sturdy husbandmen? 

Now, sir, as to the validity of these leases, let me here say that no 
court has decided that they are valid, but itis true that the law ofi- 
cers of the Government have decided that they are illegal. 

I here quote in full the opinion of the present Attorney-General: 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, July 21, 1885. 


Sm: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 7th, the fo owing questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon : 

* Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to author- 
ize Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands 
for grazing purposes; and also whether the President or the Interior Depart- 
ment has any authority to make a lease for Sane Pores of any part of any 
Indian reservation, or whether the ve 4 pach by. President or the Secretary 
of the Interior would render any such lease made by Indians with other parties 
lawful and valid.” 

These questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reservations, 


namely: 

1 The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth de- 
gree of longitude, except such thereof as have heretofore been appropri- 
ated for and conveyed to friendly tribes of Indians, 

2, The Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation in the Indian Territory. 

3. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian Territory. 

Our Government has ever claimed the right, and from a very early period its 

and control the alienation or other disposi- 
y by Indian nations or tri of their lands. This 
opted in view of their peculiar 


eecher vs. Wetherby, % U. S., 517, where most of the cases on this subject are 
cited and discussed. 
Thus, in 1783 the gress of the Confederation, by a proclamation, prohib- 
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persons from maki 
Indians without the limits or jurisdiction of any particular State, and from pur- 
chasing or receiving any gift or cession of such lands or claims without the ex- 

ress authority and direction of the United States in Congress assembled,” and 
or cession, not having 
the authority aforesaid, is null and void, and that no right or title will accruein 


settlements on lands inhabited or claimed by - 


eclared “ that every such purchase or-settlement, gift 


consequence of any such purchase, gift, cession, or settlement.” By section 4 
of the act of Jul , 1790, chapter 33, the Congress of the United States enacted 
“that no sale of lands made by any Indians, or any nation or tribe of Indians 
within the United States, shall be valid to any person or persons, orto any State, 
whether having the right of pre-emption to such lands or not, unless the same 
be made and duly executed at some public treaty, held under the authority 
of the United States.” A similar provision was again enacted in section 8 of the act 
of March 1, 1793, chapter 19, which by its terms included any “ purchase or grant 
of lands, or any title or claim thereto, from any Indians or nation or tribe of 
Indians, within the bounds of the United States.” The provision was further 
extended by section 12 of the act of May 19, 1796, chapter 30, so as to embrace any 
" purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or claim 
thereto.” As thus extended it was re-enacted by the act of Ma 3, 1799, chap- 
ter 46, section 12, and also by the act of March 30, 1 chapter 30, section 12, 

In the above 1 ation the provision in terms applied to purchases, grants, 
leases, ete., from individual Indians as well as from Indian tribes or nations; 
but by the twelfth section of the act of June 30, 1824, chapter 161, it was limi 
to such as emanate “from any Indian nation or tribe of Ind: ” And the 
oe of the act of 1834, just referred to, has been reproduced in section 2116, 

vised Statutes, which is now in force. 

The last-named section declares: “No purchase, grant, lease, or other convey- 
ance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe 
of Indians, be of any validity in law or equity unless the same be made by 
hs Aw convention entered into pursuant to the Constitution,” 

This statutory provision is very general and comprehensive. Iis operation 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title to the land which the 
tribe or nation Se hold. Whether such a title be a fee-simple, or a right of 
occupancy merely, is not material; in either case the statute applies. It is not, 
therefore, deemed n or important, in connection with the sub: under 
consideration, to con into the particular right or title to the above-men- 
tioned reservations held by the Indian tribes er nations respectively which 
claim them. Whatever the right or title may be, eachr of these tribes or nations , 
is precluded by the force and effect of the statute from either alienating or 
leasing any part of its reservation, or imparting any interest or claim in and to 
the same, without the consent of the Government of the United States. A lease 
of the land for grazing is as clearly within the statute as a lease for 
any other or for general purposes, and the duration of the term is immaterial. 
One who enters with cattle or other live stock opas an Indian reservation 
under a lease of that description, made in violation of the statute, is an intruder, 
and may be removed therefrom as such, notwithstanding his entry is with con- 
sent of the tribe. Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by 
section 2117, Revised Statutes, for tak his stock there, but it can not validate 
the lease, or confer upon him any le; right whatsoever to remain upon the 
land; and to this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in 
United States vs. Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. 

But the present inquiry in substance is (1) whether the Department of the In- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for ing pur- 
poses, or whether the approval ofsuch leases by the President or the ary of 
the Interior would make them lawful or valid; (2) whether the President or the 
Department of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any part of 
an Indian reservation. 

Isubmit that the power of the Department to authorize such leases to be made, 
or that of the President or the Secretary to approve or to make the same, ifit existe 
at all, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from either a treaty 
or statutory provision. Iam not aware of any treaty provision applicable to 
the particular reservations in question that confers such powers. The Revised 
Statutes contain provisions aequiating contracts or agreements with Indians, 
and prescribing how they shall be executed and approved (see section 2103); 
but those provisions do not include contracts.of the A aipa described in sec- 
tion 2116, hereinbefore mentioned. No general power appears to be conferred 
by statute upon either the President or Secretary, or any other officer of the 
Government, to make, authorize, or approve leases lands held by Indian 
tribes; and the absence of such power was doubtless one of the main consider- 
ations which led to the adoption of the act of February 19, 1875, chapter 90, “to 
authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within the 
Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing leases.” 

The act just cited is, moreover, significant as showing that, in the view of Con- 
gress, Indian tribes can not lease their reservations without the authority of 
some law of the United States. 

In my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in your letter shonld 
be answered in the negative, and I so answer them, 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
eld 4 A. H. GARLAND, Attorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


It will be seen that the first question upon which the opinion of the 
“gr ae was asked by the Secretary of the Interior was the 

lease of — 

First. Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of longitude, etc. 

This is the Cherokee Outlet now occupied by the cattle syndicate 
under a pretended lease, The Attorney-General ssys that such a lease 
isin “violation of the statute,” and that the party claiming to occupy 
this outlet or any part of it under such a lease for grazing purposes— 

Is an intruder and may be removed therefrom as such notwithstanding his en- 
try is with consent of the tribe. 

‘They may beremoved, ” says the Attorney-General. ‘‘They should 
be removed,” says the bill under consideration. It isin the settion the 
gentleman [Mr. Hooker] moves to strike out. 

It is not strange, in view of the law, that people wonder why the 
Army is employed to keep men out of this Territory who desire to oc- 
cupy it for homes, and to protect those who are there under their 
tended leases, as intruders. These leases have been renewed in the 
few months with a full knowledge of the ruling of the Department, 
They not only had before them the opinion of the Attorney-General, 
but also ample warning from the Secretary of the Interior. That offi- 
cer in September last, learning that it was the purpose of certain par- 
ties calling themselves the Cherokee Live-Stock Association to secure 
a lease for the Cherokee Outlet, he wrote the following letter: ‘ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, i 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1883, 
Sre: In view of the information of this 


ent that some steps have been 
taken by you, or by the council or other authorities of the Cherokea Nation, 
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with a purpose either to renew the lease which was heretofore made with cer- 
tain parties, calling themselves the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association, or 
with an association or corporation of that name, and which it is understood is 
about to expire or has expired, or to execute some other lease or ent for 
the use or occupancy of the lands of the Cherokee Outlet or some part thereof, 
and that a session of the Cherokee council is about to convene with a view to 
the enactment of measures to that end, I haye the honor to advise and inform 
ese and through you the Cherokee council and authorities of the Cherokee 
ation, that the United States Government will recognize no lease or agreement 
for the possession, oooupanoy, or use of any of the lands of the Cherokee Outlet 
as of any legal effect or validity upon the rights of the United States or as con- 
ferring any right or authority or privilege over said Jands upon any lessee, but 
that any such lease or agroement, if any should be made, will be Without the 
author’ ‘ ect to cance: ion 
sp ity or consent of aia Soyerneoe thereto, will be Aao tt Ar Hati n, 
and any use or occupation by any lessee, or any person under such lessee, su 
ject to instant termination by this Department at any time whenever any such 
action shall be for any reason deemed proper by the President or this De 
ment, and will be subject to any legislation whatever, general or special, which 
Congress may enact affecting that portion of the Cherokee country or affecting 
the occupancy of any Indian lands for any purpose whatever, whether for graz- 
ing, pasturage, or otherwise. 
esire that this notice of the views and rights of this Government shall be 
communicated to the council and to any persons who may bein or contem- 
lating negotiation, or may enter into negotiation, with the authorities of the 
erokee Nation for any such use or occupancy, in order that there may be no 
misconception or misunderstanding upon the subject. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
oo ane sas WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 

Hon. J, B. MAYS, 

Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation, Tahlequah, Indian Territory. 

(Through the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.) 

Here they are told: 

That any such leases or agreements, if any should be made, will be without 
the authority or consent of this Government thereto, will be subject to cancel- 
lation, and any use or occupation by any lessee, or any person under such lessee, 
subject to instant termination by this Department. 

Mr. Chairman, what is there in section 13 of this bill thatsucha per- 
sistent fight should be made against it; that it should-be denounced asa 
fraud? It is simply this, that it declares void and contrary to public 
policy— 

All leases * * * inthe Territory of Oklahoms, as organized by this act, 
including the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, 
whether controlled by persons, corporations, or others, except such leases as 
are held for the purpose of cultivating the soil strictly for farming purposes. 

This in the interest of the actual resident and cultivator of the soil 
against the syndicate; in the interestof the family against the herds of 
the cattle king. In the interest of the people this section (13) goes 
further; it provides that— 

It is hereby made the duty of the President, immediately after the passage of 


this act, to cause the lessees of said lands, and any other persons illegally occu- 
pying the same, to be removed from said lands, pe 


Why should this not be done? The lands now occupied by this cat- 
tle syndicate with its herds is capable of furnishing homes to nearly 
two hundred thousand people, giving to each family of five persons 
160 acres of land, almost in the heart of the Union; a mild, delightful 
climate, and soil unsurpassed in fertility. Therefore, if the Executive 
neglects to use the power he now has in the interest of the people it 
should be made his duty to act as herein provided. 

In 1880 Attorney-General Devens held that the Cherokees had no 
right to settle those of their own nation on the lands in this outlet, and 
further that— 

No person attempting a settlement on these lands can justify under any au- 
thority given by the Cherokee Nation, (16 Attorney-Generals’ Opinions, 470.) 

Mr. Chairman, I have done, It is my hope, my trust in the intelli- 
gence of the members of this House, that this bill will pass this body, 
and that the Senate may soon send it to the Executive for his approval. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the time before the committee rise be ex- 
tended for ten minutes; that is, until ten minutes after 4. 

Mr. REED. I do not object, if it is to be taken out in es. 

Mr, OWEN. I object, unless the time is to be divided, and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] can getan opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. LANHAM, Let the time be taken up in offering amendments, 

Mr. REED. I shall object to that. 

Mr. OWEN. I shall object to extending the time for debate unless 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] has a chance. 

Mr. BARNES. I want a portion of that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask by unanimous consent that all gentlemen 
desiring to print remarks on this bill shall have the right to do so. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask only for one moment to reply to the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER. TI had only five minutes in which to reply to your 
twenty minutes’ speech, 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to call attention to this decision: 


The United States Supreme Court, December term, 1872, in the case of Holden 
vs. Joy (17 Pat., 250), in referring to the clause in the patent issued the Chero- 
kees which provides that the lands conveyed thereby shall revert tothe United 
States if the Indians become extinct or don the same, said: 

“Strong doubts are entertained whether that condition in the patent is valid, 
as it was not authorized by the treaty under which it was issued. By the treaty 
the United States covenanted and fon Thee to convey the lands in fee-simple, and 
: may Pehl be held that, if that condition reduces the estate to less than a fee, 

void.” 

This Indian title being a base, qualified or determinable fee, with only the 

bility of reversion, andnot the right of reversion in the United States, all 

e estate is in the Cherokee Nation of Indians, 


The effect of the conveyance by the United States to the Cherokee Nation of 
this tract of land upon the purchase made by them under the treaty of 1835 was 
to vest in the tribe a fee-simple to the said tract (Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wall, 211). 
This tribe did not hold this tract by the ordinary Indian title, which is one of 
occupancy only,which may be continued indefinitely. In sucha case the fec- 
simple to the land is in the United States. The effect of this sale (to the Chero- 
kees) was to on distinctly the tract from the public lands of the United 
States and yest it in private ownership. 

The sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866 (14 Stat., 804) provides that “the 
United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee country 
west of the ninety-sixth degree, to be taken in a compact form, in quantity not 
exceeding 160 acres for each member of said tribes thus to be selected; the 
boundary of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land to be 
conveyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their 
members in severalty, as the United Statesmay decide. * * * The Cherokee 
Nation to retain the right of possession and jurisdiction over all of said country 
west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude until thus sold and occupied.” 

This article does not change or modify the title of the Cherokees or vest any 
title in the United States to the lands west of 96°. It simply gives the United 
States the right, with certain conditions to follow, to settle friendly Indians in 
that country. This is the country which is supposed to have been leased. 

The Department has not considered it the duty of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior to interfere with the affairs of the Chero- 
oe Nation, except in cases especially provided for by the treaty with that na- 

on. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
io Task the amendments to the bill be read in regu- 

order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 4 o’clock haying arrived, under the 
order of the House the committee will rise and report the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R: 10614) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma and for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing were received from the President, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced the approval 
of bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; : 

An act (H. R. 5985) toincrease the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
pom Minnie L. Gardiner, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month; 
an y 

An act (H. R. 5349) for the relief of Richard Trabue, executor of 
James Trabue, deceased, Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and 
the widow of John Waters. 

Also, that the following bills, having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on the 7th instant and not returned to the House of Congress in 
which they originated within the ten days prescribed by the Consti- 
tution, had become laws without his signature: 

An act (H. R. on granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkerson; 

An act HE R. 9176) granting a pension tò Charlotte Taylor; 

An act (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rozier; 

An act (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P, Steed; and 

An act (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright. 


OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order of the 
House. 
Tho Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Thursday, January 24, 1889, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, be,and is hereby,set apart for the consideration of House bill 
10614, entitled “A bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses,” now in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and at 4 
o'clock on said day the said bill shall be reported to the House with such 
amendments as may have been agreed upon in the committee, and the pre- 
vious question shall then be considered as ordered upon allsuch amendments 
and upon ordering said bill to be read a third time and ren the passage of the 
same, and the votes thereon shall then be taken in the House; and in case said 
bil) shall not be taken up on said day, then this shall be a continuing order 
until one day shall be occupied as herein specified, and provided that a yea- 
and-nay vote shall be taken in the House on the pending amendment relating 
to Union soldiers’ homesteads and an amendment to be offered by Mr. Payson 
to the town-site section of said bill. 


Mr. HOOKER. Is it in order now to move to recommit this bill? 
If so, I make that motion. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not at this stage, but it will be 
when the vote comes to be taken on the passage of the bill. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: : 

In line 8, section 2, after the words “United States,” insert the following pro- 


“ Provided, That all such officers appointed and selected for said Territory 
after the said Territory has been organized fora period of five years shall be 
appointed and selected from the bona fide residents therein.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


In the fourth line, section 4, after the word “only,” insert the following: 
“But the provisions of section numbered 2301 of the Revised Statutes 
not apply to any entry of any of said lands,” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 15, section 5, after the words “United States or,” strike out the fol- 


lowing: 
“Have resided in the United States for two years, and.” 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 6, section 6, ee cate "l ude,” insert “as to be,” and 
in line 7 strike out “to the United States the said tribe of dians by ” and 


insert in lieu thereof “according to the provisions of.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

In lines 17 and 18, section 6, strike out “ have resided in the United States two 
years, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was read, as follows: 


scoptn podlar harregbne section 7, strike out “ and if it shall that said claim 
was not made Repel a ‘and insert in lien thereof the following: 

“The entryman shall be required to make full proofs, Ret anien & Sat oe 
pae e e Aan was taken in good faith, and that there has been full per- 


The amendment was pant to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


In section 7, line 19, after the word “land,” strike out the word “and,” and 
in line 20insert “and to break up and plow not less than 40 acres of the land 
filed upon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Aiter section 7 insert the following 

“Butif the said highway shall si vacated by any rea pry ee the 
title to the ve strips shall inure to the then owner of the tract of which 
incest county Ge survey.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Itis that therights of honorably discharged Union soldiers 
and sailors in inte civil war to make homes on the publio lands under the 
existing homestead law shall not in any degree be impale by the va 
this bi mo) the right of such honorabl peany Sipping taboo polttiore ond 
to makeh entry and perfect same RBs gn srry hes cy we pen 
ing homestead law shall shall be opened to 


extend to any and all lands 

any settlement by the provisions of this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tenor: Under the special order a yea-and-nay 

vote is to be taken upon this provision, and the Clerk will call the 


roll. 
Mr. PAYSON. But, Mr. § 
serving, however, the right of a yea-an 


egies 
Th The Chair does not think that under 


I am content with a division, re- 
d-nay vote in case the amendment 


The SPEAKER tempore. 
the terms of the ordera yea-and-nay vote can be dispensed with except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that a division may 
be taken first, reserving the right to take a yea-and-nay vote if neces- 


Bary. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do not object. We may save time. 

Mr. Bua I demand the regular order. We will save time by 

the regular way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 114, nays 111, not voting 96; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 
Allen, Mass. Cox, Holman, Pidcock, 
Allen, Mi Crouse, olmes, a 
Anderson, Iowa ~Cutcheon, Hooker, Post, 
Arnold, De Lano, Hopkins, Il. Randall, 
Atkinson, unter, 
Baker, ye Dun š Johnston, Ind. Romeis, 
ak Farq ery Kelle} Rossel Conn. 
' ey, s 

Belden, Felton, Kennedy, Scull, 

Finley, Kotcham, Seney, 
Boothman, P, La Follette, Seymour, 
Bound Fi Laidlaw, Shaw, 

Foran, Lehibach, so et 
Bo Fuller, Mason, . 7 
Brewer, Funston MeAdoo, ei bay Vt. 

4 Gallinger, McComas, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Gear, McCullogh, ‘Thomas, Ky. 
Brown,J.R.,Va, Gest, McKenna, ‘Thomas, W. 

3 Grosvenor, McKinley, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows, Grout, Moffitt, Turner, 
Campbell, F. ‚N.Y. Guenther, Morrow, Vandever, 
Campbell, O. Harmer, Nichols, Weber, 
Caswell, —— O'Donnell, Wice > 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa W 
Chipman, Henderson, Ill. Ow Woodburn, 
Clark, ‘ermann, Patton, Yardley, 
Cogswell, Hiestand, p n, ‘oder. 
Conger, Penington, 
Cooper, Hitt, 
NAYS—111 

mo ie ee ees 

ount, gS, 
Anderson, Dl, Ark, Clardy, Dalzell, 
Barnes Hrs Va, Gotz Davideon, Ala, 
Barnes, Browne,T.H.B., Va. Cothran, Davidson, 
Barry, Candler, wies, Dibble, 
Biggs. Cannon, ' 


Dorsey, Kerr, Nelson, Smith, 
Elliott, Ce any Newton, Springer, 
Enloe, oon, Oates, wart, Ga. 
Fisher, ‘Landes, O’Ferrall, Stockdale, 
Forney, Lane, Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. 
Gibson, Lanham, Parker, ©, 
Glass, Latham, Peel, es, 
Hall, Lind, Perkins, ulbee, 
Hare, Long, Peters, Ys 
Hayd Iach, Reed, ee ee 
en, g ance, 

Bows wo epee Sa; À ee 

enderson, cClammy, ‘ichardson, arner, 
Herbert, McCr Rogers, W: 
H McKinney, Rowland, Weaver, 
Hop. Va. Russell, Mass. ler, 
Howard, McRae, Ryan, White, N. Y, 
Hudd, Merriman, Sayers, hiting. Mich, 
Hutton; Montgomery, Wilson, Minn. 
Johnston, N. 0. Moore, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
Jones, Morgan, Simmons, 

NOT VOTING—9%6. 

Abbott, Davenpor L 5 She: 
Adams, Davion Fla. Macdonald, Snyder, 
Anderson,Kans. Davis, Maffett, Sowden, 

nkhead, Dingley, Mahoney, Spinola 
Blanchard, Dunn, Mansur, h 5 
Bliss, Ford, Matson, Bteele, 
Bowen, French, M Stewart, Tex. 
Browne, Ind, Gaines, e Mo, 
Brumm, Gay, one Y, 
Bryce, Glover, Mills Taylor, E.B.,Ohio 
B A a Merrill, mas, 
Bun Morse, Thompson,Cal. 
Burnett, Greenman, Neal, x 
Butler, Grimes, Norwood, Townshend, 
erebi ghh, saes pone. a e, 
Byn emphill, Neall, 
Campbell, T.J. NY. Hopkins N. + O'Neill, Pa. White, Ind. 
Caruth, Houk, O'Neill, Mo, Whiting, Mass, 
Clements, Jackson, Phelps, 
Cockran, Lagan, Pugsley, Wilber, 
Collins, pee n A Wilkins, 
Compton, wier, ' 
Crain, Lee, Wise, 
Dargan, Lodge, Sawyer, Yost. 

So the amendment was ado 


pted. 

During the roll-call the followirg additional pairs were announced 
for the day on all political questions: 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr, THOMAS, of Illinois, 

Mr. GRIMES with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WILBER: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. WADE, on this vote. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. Compron on the passage of the Oklahoma bill. 
Mr. LopGE would vote for the bill and Mr. Compron against it. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GRANGER, on the Oklahoma bill. Mr. BUR- 
NETT would vote for the bill, Mr. GRANGER it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, with Mr. McCormick. Mr. McCor- 
MICK would vote for and Mr, Hopkins against the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. , not considering this 
a political question, I will cast my vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was the gentleman in the Hall? 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I was in my seat during both roll- 
calls. Iam for the day on political questions; but as this is 
not a political question, I wish to vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORAES With whom was the gentleman paired? ` 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with Mr. WHITTHORNE: If he were 
here, I presume he would vote ‘‘no.’’ I would votein the affirmative. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was in his seat and heard his name called twice and did 
not d, and that he is not now entitled to vote. 

. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, perhaps I had better 
withdraw my vote, as Mr. DAVIDSON may object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would have been compelled 
to sustain the point of order, as the Chair thinks that except by unan- 
imous consent the gentleman could not vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that it had passed a resolution providing for the printing of 
32,000 additional copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 43, Fiftieth 
Congress, second session, being meetings before the Committee on 
Education and Labor on the (S. 2983) known as the ‘‘Sunday-rest 
bill;”’ Se oniek cepmurteuss teen ANA. 


AFFAIRS AT SAMOA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
certain executive communications received from the President of the 
United States, 


1889. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Congress: 


Thad the honor on the 15th instant to communicate to ‘your honorable 
certain correspondence and documents in hears to in the Samoan 
ands, and havin ape that date received furt! from the vice-con- 
sulat Apia and the commander of the United anes naval vessel Nipsic in those 


waters, I lose no time in laying them before you. 
Talso transmit herewith the full text of an instruction from Prince von Bis- 


marck to the German minister capital, which was communicated to the 
Secretary of Sarana on the aetan ofthe 

This a; tobean a on of a prior seen pare) instruction on the 
fame A ATAR ther through the same set forth in 


It is also proper to inform you that on Lees ‘the 28th singe the occasion 

of the communication of the note of the ce Chancellor, the Secretary of 

State was given to understand by the German minister thata proposition from 

a Government to that of the United States for a conference on the Samoan 
ibject was on its way by mail, having left Berlin on the 20th instant, 2s ots 
val here in due course of mail could be looked for in a very short tim 

In reply to an inquiry from aas Secretary of Stato ee =e et, Ded oposition re- re- 

ferred to was for a renewal of the joint conference betw: 

Germany, and Great Britain, which was suspen in daly, iT ei for a con- 

sideration of Samoan affairs ab novo, the German minister stated his inability 

to answer until the proposition, which left Berlin on the 20th instant, should 

have been received. 


I shall hereafter communicate to the ae all information received by me 


in relation to the Samoan status, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 30, 1889. 


The accompanying papers are as follows: 
No.1 (b). 
Mr. Blacklock to Mr. Rives. 
[Extracts.] 
ConsULATE-GENERAL UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
A , December 31, 1888, 
(Received January 26, 1889), 
Sır: Ihave ithe honor to transmit my “record of current events” and in- 
oth litical state of affairs, you will tice, is gradually reachi the crisi 
e ou will notice, ng crisis, 
and American lives and property are in the greatest da Things have be- 
come so serious that I found it necessary, in nanan wil with Captain Mullan, 


No. 168.] 


United States stearm-sh nap Nipsic, to a special messenger to Auckland to 
ae Departmentand answer any questions that the Department might wish 
Ihave, etc., 


W. BLACKLOOCK, 
United States Vice-Consul, 


[Inclosure No. 1 in dispatch No. 168.] 
RECORD OF CURRENT EVENTS. 
oe 4.—H. B. M. Royalist arrives from Australia and the West Coast of 


As iia Lizard has to leave at once, the hospital tents which belong to her will 
have tobe takendown. Thewounded who can stand moving are being brought 
into the Apia native church, where the members of the London Missionary So- 
ciety are going to attend to their wounds. 

December 5.—The tents are being taken down; the wounded, too bad to be 
moved, are laid on the veranda of the British consulate; itisa pitiable sight to 
see these noble fellows lying around with all imaginable wounds, many minus 
limbs, and most of them sure to die if care is not given them. 

H. B. M. Lizard leaves for Fijiand New Zealand. 

PEMEAN, —No a from the “front;"’ everything apparently quiet; a good 

many natives about to 

7.—A great tabat natives still in town. The Adams is flying 
her homeward-bound prak She intends to leave for “ Frisco” to-day via 
Tutuila and ae eee A hiya = come that Suatele has been killed by the 
Mataafa men. I can hardi; 

The United States pinar Adams leaves for home. 

December 8,—No ayning to bo acces of to-day, only scattered firing from the 
forts. The Tamasese loss sin ser rp parang ys on the 7th.of November has 
been over gishty. The Mataafa pone rom their elevated position can fire 


down into th forts. A afa woman just brought in wounded. 
December 9.-=Nothing of importance to-day; a number of Mataafa people in 
town. 


December 10,—The Maatafa people, I hear, have imported twenty thousand 
cartridges, and have taken them tothe “front.” A firm here has also received 
some guns and cartridges which the Mataafa bce are purchasing. 

December 11.—It Si PONSON ARAS Saran exes Fa of the Tamasese party 
on Upolu refuse to fight any more for Tam: deis, and are now at 
their e homes, 

The Tamasese natives say that they have bought guns from the German man- 
of-war Eber. These are no (doubt some that were taken away by said ves- 
sel from some of ze Line islanders spoken of in Mr. Morgan's ee agent) 


asese or 


repo! gg eit sia airy tch 164, December 3, 1888, W. Blacklock to Department 

iia Si jedmen hasa just come in, shotfrom the oe — 
Ph ey eg TEPES natives going gee pc none BS orice fe 

reer and pea ias it ee like the eve of another, battle, ‘aati 


another attack will a nas by the Malietoa party on the remaining 
forts this week. Then we can expect more dead and wounded. 
December 13.—Another man just arrived mortally wounded. The Mataafa 
natives report having captured a portion of Tamasese’s large fort last night. 
mber 14.—The German man-of-war Ogla just arrived from Aden Micra 
she took Malietoa off the German mail steamer), via the Marshall Islands 
she left Malietoa, 
If the Germans undertake to capture Mataafa and his chiefs there is goin 
be very serious trouble here and all white residents are going to be p ie 
the greatest da . a8 I am positive the natives will retaliate on the German 
property, and can not be done (injured) without that of the British, Ameri- 
can, etc., sharing the same fate if fire is used, as I have no doubt it will be. 
December 15.—The captain of the Olga calls on the Britishand American men- 
of-war. 


This sae ayoung cere a Swede, is stabbed in pts arm by a German offi- 
cer. After the stabbing the officer offered the baker $25 to say nothing of the 
affair to the German consul, but the baker told him that he intended to report 
the matter tothe consul in the morning. 
16.—The baker stabbed last a siete Sa the affair to the German 
consul, who would not listen to him at 
This afternoon about one casted pines fifty sailors came on shore from the 


where 


German men-of-war. They get very drunk and disorderly and then commence 


to raid the native houses, g, maltreating the women in a shameful style. 
An old woman about fifty has her arm broken, her head cut, and her body all 
marked up with clubs. 
The marshal of this office had his house entered by these drunken fellows, 
on the street was beaten and stabbed several times by them; 
several others are cut and bruised, and are now in the native hospital being 
y doctor of the United States steamer apao 
Several street-lamps are broken by the Germans; also the glass of a light- 
tower erected by the Tamasese-Bran ahat R tye Thiors are only «id e 
men, women. Peo children in town, all able-bodied men being at the “ front.” 
Jt was with difficulty that Tananan to prevent a squad of armed natives be- 
ing brought in and attacking the Germans. I knew that it would only com- 
pl Te. still more, and endanger the lives and property of Americans 
and others. 
17.—The German man-of-war O) 
board, goes up to the “front” sage tong E 
To-night ea, who is ke; 
writes a letter to his wife in Ap’ 
mans have told the Tamasese 


that 

December 18.—T: have now AAA Wek on the Samoans in 
earnest. They tried to surround them, the Mataafa y, or rather get behind 
them to iath Mataafa’s escape, and ‘fired several times into them, and killed 
a number before the natives returned the fire; the tation finally repulsed the 
Germans, killing twenty and wounding thi 

Two German men-of-war are shelling native villagesand burning same. A 
good many wounded natives arecomingin. There isnotelling now wherethis 
affair will end; the natives have aay aye ote to kill fore and I fear 
they will not stop at anything. is a dreadful state. of excitement here 
now both among natives and whites. 

Captain Mullan goes up to Laulii and interviews the German captain and 
German consul; he wants to know the meaning of their actions; the German 
iecrtistilt tells him that he can only litical matters with me, so Captain 
Mullan sends a boat during the night for me, and I go Ave arriving on his ship 
atda.m. The German consul had left for Apia on the ‘man man-of-war 
Adler during the pay cent I Se not see him. The following is the statement 


talk among the three boats two Sting back towards Apia and one or ooa up 
or ut 
The 


f tain Hafu a German npp 2 
charge of Cap gle, p SERE eN 


breastwork. enerhe first shots 
were fired the boat at the Mataafa men when she was about 200 yards from 
the breastwork; then the men in the breastwork opened fire on the Mataafa men, 
‘When the boat came to the beach a number of men in white suits landed and 
joined in the firing from the breastwork. The nativesnow returned the fire and 
those in the breastwork retreated towards Vailele; it was now breaking day 
= very heavy volley-firing was heard from the direction of Letoyo. Itturned 

t afterwards that another armed party of German man-of-war's men had 
landed at Vailele and were met by the Samoans and repulsed with t loss.’’ 

December 19.—The German man-of-war Adler goes back to Laulii and shells 
the village, and afterwards lands four boat-loads of armed men who burn down 
the houses, on some of which was fiying the British flag. There was no one 
hurt, as every one had gleared out the night before. The men then went back 
to their ships, and the ships returned to Apia about an hour after the Nipsic. 

The funeral of the second officer and ten men of the Olga takes place this 
afternoon at Mulinuu. 

Linclose copy of a letter from the German consul, dated December 18, show- 
ing the German ae 

December 20.—' German consul sends Mataafa word to come on board the 
Adler to-day ead ht his life will be spared; but if he does not come on board to-. 
day his life will be indanger, He, of course, does not go,as he knew quite well 
that he would never come on shore again. 

I write to the British and German consuls asking a meeting of the three of us 
to try and arrange a settlement of the trouble. e meet at the British consu- 
late, but can do nothing, as the German consul says that, having lost so many 
men, he must now take the matter in his own hands and revenge their loss. 

Captain Mullan sends more marines on shore to this consulate and a Gatling 
gun, and has fiftymen detailed on board the Nipsic to land at once in charge 
of the first officer whenever the signal is made from this consulate, 

December 21.—At 6 o'clock this morning a letter came to me from the Ger- 
man consul stating: that a German man-of-war would go to sappa ai sod 


after hoistinga flag, wait for one hour forthe Mataafa natives to go on 
the Olga and give up their guns, I send a protest his actions and 
nay, m that there is American property in that town, marked by our flag, 
e 
The Olga has gone out and now the oe. a Bet cng. aaam oot on about 2 miles 
from here. Natives have just come in to warn Britis) Americans to put a 
Diack band on their armis so that they will be known from , a8 


intend to retaliate.on them if they attack the Samoans again. 

The village of Matafagele is now in flames. This town is in a terrible state 
of excitement; women and dren are hae og on board the ships in the har- 
bor for safety. Mataafa's sister, who is married to a Tamasese , arrives in 
Mataafa’s camp, bringing the news that three districts of Atua, namely, 
Lefa, and Falealile, have left Tamasese and refuse to fight any more; ; thathe has 
nothing to fear from Tamasese, as the war is no longer a civil strife 

No one has been killed to-day and no property destroyed Ferner by the Ger- 
mans. 

A native boat is attacked and fired into by a German boat about 100 yards 
from this consulate, and people crossing the Vaisigano River are in danger of 
being shot, several bullets passing closetothem. Captain Hand, H. B.M. S. Roy- 
alist, is nearly shot while crossing over the stream in a boat. Heat once sen 
off Po German man-of-war, and the captain apologizes and promises it will 
not pen 

December. 22,—Capt. E. L. Hamilton, late United States vice-consul here, brin. 
in the remains of the flag which was flying on his pro vad Mallul, 
and which the German men-of-war’s men burned yeste: 

A meeting is held this afternoon at the British consulate ‘between the prepaua 
consuls and the three representative a in harbor to and a 
that the inhabitants within the neutral boundary established by Admiral ite 
fax would be more secure. 

The German consul would agree to agree , but wanted the assistance of the 
ehar two Sinin Mataafa’s peo le, so that 

ives and native property 
hold the natives back 


ecoul his req 
We fear nothing from the natives within the aaa aa its if left alone. Our 
danger is.from the Germans, and they are exasperating the natives to such an 
extent that we can hardly blame them whatever they may do. 
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December 23.—Everything comparatively quiet to-day. The German guard 
at the German firm shot one of their own Blask boys, thinking him a Samoan. 

December 24.—The American schooner Orion arrives, thirty-eight days from 
San Francisco. The German consul hears she has some ammunition on board 
and wants me to seize it, and I tell him I can not lawfully do any such thing. 
‘Then he says he’d be willing to purchase it, and I tell him that of course that 
is a matter between him and the owner. 

December 25.—Nothing exciting to-day. The German consul sends an agree- 
ment re neutral territory for signature, which I decline to sign. 

December 26.—The cutter Emelina (German) arrives from ua, bringing the 
shipwrecked crew of the American ship John Brice, 1,968 tons, built at Thom- 
aston, Me., by Ed. O. Brian, 1869, master Timothy Murphy; sailed from Port 
Townsend, Puget Sound, on the 9th of October for Melbourne, with geo 
feet of rough lumber, valued at $17,145.25; struck by a gale on the 7th of - 
ber, which increased to a hurricane, and she was abandoned on the Sth in lati- 
tude 20° south, longitude 165° 50’ west. One man was lost overboard, Martin 
Nillson, seaman, on the night of the 7th; boat with twenty-three men all told 
made Manua on Sunday, 1 December; caj in andall hands left there ia the 
above-named cutter for Apia on the Ath of ber, 

The British brigantiñe hall S. arrives here with two hundred odd tons of 
coal for the United States war vessels, from Newcastle, New South Wales. Said 
coal was ordered some time ago by Commander R. `P, Leary, United States 
steamer Adams, 

December 27.—Everything quiet to-day. 

December 28.—An American in his boat in Apia harbor, flying the American 
poy a saien by an armed German crew and taken in his t alongside and 
on the German man-of-war Adler, and after some talk issent on shore to 
the German consul, and after more talk is allowed to go and get his 
minus one oar, however. I report the matter to Captain Mullan. The Adler 


and Nipsic leave for Tuituila to intercep>the mail steamer, both ca: g sup- 
Penna mails and special bearers of dispatches to be cabled to their respect- 
ve Governments, 


December 29.—The Royalist goes to sea for big-gun practice. The Germans 
are keeping quiet with the exception of seizing boats in e harbor. They do 
not seem to at all anxious to land men to make another attack on the Sa- 
moans, at least until they get more forces. I think they’ll confine themselves 
to shelling and burning in the mean time. 

December 30.—The natives are very quictand orderly about Apia. There are 
very few inside the neutral lines, and those are mostly policemen and men on 
the lookont for German moves. 

The plantation managers are all back to their houses, the natives having told 
them not to fear; they would not hurt them. If, however, the Germans are 
foolish enough to attack the natives again, or destroy any more native prop- 
erty, there will be lively times for awhile. 


ts prey werd 31.—The 2 are getting ne paion to maa government ask- 
for the annexation of Samoa, and are n orei ures, 
$ ee . W. BLACKLOCK, 


United States Vice-Consul, 
[{Inclosure A.—Translation] 
APIA, December 18, 1888, 

I have toinform you that the German men-of-war will leave this harbor to-day, 
in order to put an end to the present state of war on behalf of an effective pro- 
tection of the German in in Samoa and to disarm both the rebels and the 
army of King mayer 

I have the honor to be, ete., 


To W. BLACKLOCK, Esq., 
United States Vice-Consul. 


Dr. KNAPPE. 


{Inclosure B.—Translation.] 
IMPERIAL GERMAN CONSULATE FOR THE SOUTH SEA ISLANDS, 
Š Apia, December 21, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to most respectfully transmit you the inclosed procla- 
mation issued by me for the purpose of disarming the Samoans, and which will 


inform you of the intended measures of the German men-of-war. 
I have the hunor to be, ete., 
Dr. KNAPPE, 
Imperial German Consul, 


"W. BLACKLOCK, Esa., 
United States Vice-Consul, Apia, 


[Inclosure C 1.—Translation.] 
PROCLAMATION, 


My opinion of the way by which Samoa will get happy in is as follows: 

The difficulties and misfortunes have arisen in Samoa use there are 80 
many fire-arms on the islands. 

‘Therefore I order: 

‘The warriors in Tanumamanouo, and Apia,and Matuata, and Tope, and 
Matafagatele have to bring their arms to-day on board the German man-of-war 
in the harbor of Matafagatele. When ared will be hoisted in the top of the 
foremast of the man-of-war this will be the sign that you have to bring your 
arms on board the man-of-war in your boats, which may hoist a white flag. 

When the arms will be delivered Samoa will liveand prosper. Butwhen one 
hour has passed after the red flag being hoisted and you have not begun with 
bringing the arms on board the man-of-war, the latter will fire into the village 
on geant be; rd 

ope you will o! my orders, 
E> feed Dr. KNAPPE, 
Imperial German Consul, 
APIA, December 21, 1883, $ 


[Inclosure C 2.] 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Apia, Samoa, December 21, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication in- 

closing a p! ation issued yourself to a smail portion of Mataafa’s peo- 
le, stating that if a certain demand is not obeyed the German man-of-war will 
Fre into the village of Matafagatele. 

I would respectfully call to your notice that in that village there is consider- 
able American property, and that I shall hold you responsible for all damage 
done to said property. 

« As I have before mentioned, I consider you are making a very grave mistake 
in the manner of procedure and are putting the lives and property of Americans 
as well as Germans and all other foreigners in Apia in the greatest danger. 

I pereur again in the name of the United States protest against your action. 


I have the honor, ete., 
. W. BLACKLOCK, 
United States Vice-Consul. 
Dr. KNArre, s 
Imperial German Consul, Apia, Samu, 


{Inclosure D 1] 


It is hereby mutually agreed between the undersigned representatives of the 

three treaty powers in Samoa that in to the neutral territory of Apia, as 

regulations issued in October last by Tamasese and an 
surveyed by instructions emanating from thethree consuls, the following 
ulations shall be strictly adhered to: 

That is to rar 

First. That aforesaid arrangements in terms of the proclamation issued by 
Tamasese and Mataafa shall be enforced in their entirety. 

Second. That should it be found on official inquiry by the three consuls that 
Mataafa's forces are occupying military positions within the boundaries of the 
said neutral territory he, the said Mataafa, shall be required to remove such with- 
out loss of time outside the lines of such limit. 

Third. That should the Imperial German consul require esc opetae within the 
aforesaid neutral territory he shall except the caso of an by the nativ 
give notice to the consular representatives of Her Majesty Queen Victoria an: 
the United States of America: 

First, Forty-eight hours in case of desire to bombard Mataafa's ition im- 
mediately in the vicinity of the boundaries of the aforesaid anpasan k eea reada 

none fo Ninety-six hours in case of desire to bombard any position within the 
neui es, 


[Inclosure D 2.—Translation.] 
IMPERIAL GERMAN CONSULATE FOR THE SOUTH SEA 
Apia, December 25, 1888. 
Sr: With reference to our consular meeting of Saturday last I beg to for- 
ward to you acopy of draught of an entand to sasadro Ay request you to 


kindly inform me if you would be d to sign the said agreement, which 
is in conformity with our verbal declarations, > 

I have the honor to be, etc., 

Imperii '& saira 
erman 
W. BLACKLOCK, Esq., 
United States Vice-Consul, Apia. 
{Inclosure E.] 


ConNsULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED eg a 
Apia, Samoa, December 26, 1888, 
Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
y’s date, inclosing a draught of agreement you wish me to sign. 

I beg to differ with your opinion as regards said agreement being in conform- 
ity with our verbal declarations, 

Ido not deem it necessary for the benefit of Americans that such an agree- 
ment need be signed by me. 

The two belligerent parties in Samoa, Mataafa and Tamasese, made a certain 
agreement at the request of the foreign representatives in Samoa to lay outa 
certain tract within which boundaries there should be no hostilities whatever. 
During all the native fights since the ment was made the citizens of A 
have felt perfectly safe, believing that the natives would keepit; and they have 
done so. The danger we are in now is from the German men-of-war and their 
men firing their guns indiscriminately into our midst and about the harbor. 
= I beg 1o inform you most respectfully that I am not disposed to sign your 

ocumen ; 

With regard to the ammunition that you haye iken to me about purchase 
ing, I have seen the owner and beg to refer you to him, Mr. H. J. Moors, 

I have the honor to be, ete., 


W. BLACKLOCK, 
United States Vice-Consul, 
Dr. KNAPPE, 
Imperial German Consul, Apia, 
No. 2 (e). 
Mr. Blacklock to Mr. Rives, 
[Extracts.] 
No. 170.] ConsvuLATE-GENERAL, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Apia, Samoa, January 4, 1889. (Received January 26.) 


Sim: I have the honor to inclose herewith my record of current events for the 
few extra days since the time for closing the regular mail. 

Owing to the quarter and year closing so close to the departure of this mail, 
and the busy times I have had, it has been absolutely impossible for me to mako 
out my returns, 

They will go forward by the mail leaving here on the 28th instant, 


have, etc., Ww. BLA 
Uniled Vice-Consul, 


[Inclosure.] 
RECORD OF CURRENT EVENTS. 


January 1,1839.—Nipsic and Adler arrive back from Tutuila with the mails. 
Captain Mullan having written to the captain of the German vessel which 
seized the American boat the other day, received a reply to the effect that there 
was no flag flying in the boat. This is not true, as the was seen from this 
office, also by others in other parts of town, plainly fying the American flag. 
This on or usual way the Germans adopt for straightening out the outrages they 
commit. 
January 2.—Everything quiet to-day; it may be just a lull before a storm. 
The German firm did not send the ar mail cutter out yesterday, but it is 
said the German man-of-war Adler will go on deg SE 
January 3.—Captain Mullan and I have decided t it is necessary to have 
the Nipsic go over to Tutuila on Friday to meet the mail steamer to insure our 
dispatches getting on board; it will not do to take any chances these times. 
January 4.—A reliable native has just informed me that the German consul 
sent word to Mataafa yesterday by the wife (a Samoan) of the clerk of the Ger- 
man consulate, that he would like to see him anywhere he would name; that 
he wanted toshake hands and be friends, Mataafa sent him back word that he 
did not want to see him. f 
The United States steam-ship Nipsic will leave at 6 o'clock p. m. for Tutnila. 
W. BLACKLOCK, 
United States Vice-Consul, 


No. 3 (d). 
Commander Mullan to Mr. Whitney. 
UNITED STATES STEAM-sHIP_Nipsic (THIRD RATE), 
Apia, Samoa, December 26, 1888. (Received January 30, 1889.) 
Sır: I have the honor to report that the United States steam-ship Adams, un- 
der the command of Commander R. P. , left this port on December 7, 
aoe and, upon the course of events since his departure, I have to report as 
follows : 
On the night of December 17. 1888. a number of German sailors (said to have 
been about eighty), were landed at Matuata from the German man-of-war Olg@ 
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(which vessel arrived at Apia on December 14, 1888, from the Marshall Islands 


where she landed the de King Malietoa), and forty more were sent in 
boats along the coast. The eighty sailors marched inland to meet Mataafa. 
When this shore pony arrived in the vicinity of a German plantation called the 
Vaiele it is reported they were joined by all the imported laborers (New Britain 
men) on this said plantation. 

It has been currently reported that the Olga brought down about two hun- 
dred men of the Tamasese party to this,;German plantation, and on Mataafa’s 
party seeing the German sailors and Tamasese men armed and coming towards 
them, and knowing the great danger of interfering with German men-of-war's 
men, they retired inland. The sailors of the Olga followed them and, accord- 
ing to good information, fired into Mataafa’s party, killing first the son of a 
chief and afterwards the chief himself, after which the fight became general. 
The loss of the Germans was eighteen killed and thirty-four wounded, includ- 
ing in the former a lieutenant of German war-ship Ol The loss on 
Mataafa’s side was ten killed. The Tamasese party fled and the laborers on the 
Vailile plantation refused to fight. The sailors retreated to their boats. This 

Jantation is situated to the eastward of Apia about 3 miles, and is superin- 


nded by a Mr. rig oh a German subject. 

After this action the followers of Mataafa who were in this fight came towards 
Apia and intrenched themselves back of the neutral ground surrounding Apia, 
On the following morning, December 18, 1888, I received a communication from 
the United States vice-consul here, informing me that he had that morning re- 
ceived a letter from the German consul, Dr. Knappe, to the effect that the Ger- 
man war-ships would leave the harbor of Apia that day in order “to putan end 
to the present state of war on behalf of an effective protection of the German in- 
terests in Samoa, and to disarm both the rebelsand army of King Tamasese.” 
Upon receiving this communication I immediately got underway and proceeded 
toa place on the coast called Laulii, the hi uarters of Ma ’s forces, and 
there found the German men-of-war Adler and Eber. 

Upon anchoring Limmediately proceeded on board the Adler (the senior ship) 
and had an interview with her commanding officer and the German consul, Dr, 
Knappe, who was then on board, and asked the consul what his intentions were; 
he replied that he had a letter already written and ready to be delivered to the 
contending parties, but upon his arrival there he found the status of affairs dif- 
ferent from what he had ex . After my interview with him, from which 
Icould gather no definite or satisfactory explanation of his intentions, I pro- 
eceded on shore at Laulii to find out if any American property was situated 
thereat, and, finding none, I returned to my vessel. I saw at Laulii the En- 

lish flag. About one hour after my return from Laulii I received a message 

rom the commanding officer of the Adler that it was his intention to bombard 
Laulii that afternoon. Deeming it. an act of humanity and for the safety of the 
wounded persons, women, and children then at Mias plase, Imade Mataafa and 
the pope there acquainted with the fact that their village would be bombarded 
that moon. 

So far the German war vessels have rak given neo timely notice, and, 

u 


German 
village of Laulii, I entered a protest against his shelling this v: 
non-com- 


vin; 

Er Upon receiving my communication on board the Adler her command- 
ing officer informed the officer of the Nipsie who conveyed my letter that he 
would, upon my presentation of the facts, ne the ment until the 
following morning, December 19, 1888. About 9 a, m. on that date, December 
19, 1888 German war vessel Adler bombarded the village of Laulii for about 
one-half hour, after which she landed armed boat's crews and burned the vil- 
wee and then‘returned to Apia. Acopy of my protest to the commanding officer 
is herewith inclosed, 

Early on the morning of December 21, 1888, the German consul at Apia is- 
sued publicly a proclamation (a copy of which he sent to me) to the effect that 
his opinion was that, in order to stop the war in Samoa, the warriors in Tanu- 
mamanouo, Apuk Matuata, Telepa, and Matafagatele should bring their arms 
on board the German man-of-war in Matafagatele harbor, and if they did not, at 
a certain time and at a certain signal, do so, the village of tele would 
be bombarded. A copy of this proclamation I also inclose. ithin three 
hours after the receipt of this proclamation the guns of the German man-of- 
war Olga were heard bombarding the village o tele. Certainly no 
sufficient notice was given to the warriors and their followers to obey the in- 
pocos of this p: ion issued by the German consul, even if they had 

n so dis as to conform to the terms of his proclamation, and had any 
foreigners been living in this said village, t time was not given for the 
representatives at Apia to give them timely warning to have removed their 
families, effects, ete. Happily, I do not think any lives were lost, either in the 
bom ent of the village of Laulii or that of Matafagatele. o or three 
native houses, said to baye been ated oie y of an American citizen—Mr., E. 
L. Hamilton, of Apia—were destroyed at e. 

On the afternoon of this same day, December 21,1888, an armed boat’s crew 
from one of the German men-of-war attacked a boat containing natives and 
fired several shots among them in this harbor, near the V; o River. - 
shots came very near the ns of Captain Hand and Lieutenant Plumer, of 
Her Majesty's ship Royalist. The Germans took possession of the boat, but 
tse esasa it. The senior German commanding officer apol: and has 
prom. that no such demonstration would again occur inthe harbor. During 
the past five or six days great excitement has prevailed in Apia. Many rumors 
have been circulated, but, upon inquiry, the German consul has discounte- 
nanced them all, 

Within the past week I have strengthened the guard at our consulate here, 
issued extra round of ammunition to the guard, landed the Gatling gun at the 
consulate, placing it under the charge of the e officer, loaned to two of our 
citizens here four and a number of rounds of ammunition, and have now 

land at a moment’s notice in case of necessity. . B. M. 
ship Royalist arrived at Apia on December 4, from Australia, and relieved 
the Lizard, which vessel has returned to Austral: The German men- 
of-war now here are the Adler, Eber,and Olga. The American schooner Orion 
er on the 24th instant from San Francisco with paymaster’s stores for the 

ic. 


send an officer to Auckland, New Zealand, for the parpos of onan = 
Navy ent the present state of affairs here and the latest accounts. 
officer, Lieut. John M. Hawley, United States Navy, will inthe mail 
steamer from Franciseo which passes Tutuila island about December 29. I 
am of the opinion that our Government should have at this point more vessels, 
lly at this time. Ihave caused to be posted in the town of Apia a notice, 
to wit, that the lives of all American citizens will find protection on board this 
‘vessel under my command, and, at the first intimation or outburst of hostilities 
in Apia, I shall land my force for the protection of their property. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. W. MULLAN. 


Commander, Commanding. 


UNITED STATES S3 STEAM-SHIP NIPSIC (THIRD RATE), 
Apia, Samoa, December 24, 1888. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a copy of your proclama- 


XX——8§ 


tion, dated December 21, 1888, which copy was delivered on board the United 
States steam-ship Nipsic at 6.10 o’clock on the morning of that date. I am sur- 
rised, sir, that you, as the representative of one of the three great powers in 
oa, should have seen fit to er to yourself, without any consultation 
whatever with the consular authorities of the other powers, or with the chiefs 
of the contending forces in Samoa, the right to issue a procameton couched 
in language so authoritative and peremptory. Nor was Í less surprised to hear 
within three hours after the receipt of the above-mentioned copy the guns of 
the Olga bombarding the village of Matafagatele, in fulfillment of the threat ex- 
in the proclamation, an act for which I fail to find the slightest justifica- 
tion in the acknowledged principles of international law. i 
Against that assumption of authority in Samoan affairs which the issuing of 
such a proclamation, as well as its wording, evinces, to the entire disregard of 
the Samoan nation and the inviolability of its sovereignty, as assured it by treaty 
and the mutual consent of the powers; against the unprovoked and therefore 
unjustifiable act of bombarding the village of Matafagatele because of the non- 
compliance of the natives with the requirements of a proclamation issued by a 
power having no recognized authority over them; against the disregard of the 
rights of humanity and the privileges of an independent national existence, I 
enter my emphatic protest, in the name of my Government and of humanity at 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. W. MULLAN, 
Commander U. 8. Navy, Commanding U. 8. 8. Nipsic. 
Dr. KNAPPE, 
His Imperial German Majesty's Consul, Apia, Samoa. 


ConsULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Apia, Samoa, December 26, 1888, 
Sm: Affairs have become so serious here now that I find it necessary to cable 
to the State Department and ask for instructions and an increased naval force. 
The Department will likely want to ask some questions, and I would respect- 
fully u: upon you the necessity of your going over to Tutuila, to serene Be e 
the mail steamer,‘and request you tosend an officer to Auckland to forward di 
patches and answer questions, 
I would also ask that you allow all marines at this consulate to remain during 
your absence. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. BLACKLOCK, 
United States Vice-Consul. 
D. W. MULLAN, Esq. 


Commanding United States Steam-ship Nipsic, Apia Harbor. 
UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP Nipsic (THIRD RATE), 
December 


After remaining in Auckland a sufficient length of time—leaving it to your 
judgment and discretion—you will return to the Nipsic at this mace 


y, 


D. W. MULLAN, 
Commander, Commanding, and Sentor Officer present. 
Lieut. Jons M. HAWLEY, U.S. N., 
United States Steam-ship Nipsic. 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Apia, Samoa, December 28, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to inform you that an armed German boat seized to- 
day and took alongside the Adler an American in his boat flying the American 
flag in Apia harbor. After a good deal of talk the American was taken to the 
German consul, and after more talk he was allowed to go and get his boat back, 
The Germans also broke one of his oars. I have no doubt you will inquire into 
this matter, get satisfaction, and prevent a recurrence of such outrages, 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. BLACKLOCE, 
United States Vice-Consul, 
Commander MULLAN, 
Commanding U. 8. 8. Nipsic, Apia Harbor. 


UNITED STATES STEAM-sHIP Nipsic (THIRD RATE), 
Off Tutuila, Samoa, December 31, 1888, 
Sır: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a letter which I received 
on December 28, 1888, from Mr. W. Blacklock, the United States conan at <r 
na 
erman 
ed Ponce en took 
may acquaint 


' D. W. MULLAN, 
Commander U. 8. Navy, Commanding U.S. 8S. Nipsic. 


Captain FRITZE, 
Commanding H. I. G. M. 8. Adler, 


SOUTH SEA, December 31, 1888, 


Rignr HONORABLE SIR: I have the honor, in answer to your honor'’s letter, 
respecting the communication of the United 


dated the 3lst of December current, 
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States vice-consul, Mr, Blacklock, to say that the boat in question, which, on 
the 28th of this month, was brought alongside H.1I.M. cruiser Adler by a boat, 
showed no colors. After the correctness of the deposition of the man in ques- 
tion had been ascertained at the imperial consulate, he was let go without fur- 
ther trouble. As to ou —as thatan oar had been broken—absolutely noth- 
ing is known about it, and against this I must enter my protest, < 

Your honor, very respectfully, ane 


FRI 
Corvette Captain and Commander, 
Captain MULLAN, 
Commander of the United States Corvette Nipsic. 


UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP NIPSIC (THIRD RATE), 
Apia, Samoa, December 15, 1888. 
Sır: I have to inform you that on November 27, 1888, Commander R. P. Leary. 
United States Navy, commanding the United States steam: 
a letter to the commandi: 
Saluafata 


Leary left this port on December 7th, 1888, he had not received a reply to his 
Having now relieved him here, and being the senior United Btates na- 


respectfully request a reply to his letter and beg to be 
informed if one of the belligerents has been tatara. 
upon German property nor fight thereon, etc. I will say that I hardly believe 
rom the consul representing the German Govern- 
ment in Samoa; for certainly I must believe he is too well versed in the laws of 
nations to have promulga: 


such an order. 

But as to the German mercantile flags floating over the fortifications of one 
of the belligerents, both Commander and myselfsawthem. For what 
purpose they do so I am now unable to say, but wish to be informed, as I con- 
sider it a duty to so inform myself in order that my Government may be in- 
formed of all that is transpiring in Samoa. I y need bring to your notice 
that, in reference to the hoisting of flags in Samoa, they can ward protect your 
consulate; if they should fly elsewhere, with a view to protect the property of 

itrymen, or in which they may be interested, it is done at 
the risk of having that em! by the belligerents of Samoa. Un- 
doubtedly the gasera es fe Samoa within its own territory is absolute and ex- 
clusive, and no n whatever can, by any nation, be placed upon it. 

I now bave the honor to request an answer to Commander Leary’s letter of 
November 27, 1888, in reference to the matters to which I have referred. 

Very y, your obedient servant, 
D. W. MULLAN, 


Commander U. 8. Navy, Commanding U. 8. 8, Nipsic. 
Dr. KNAPPE, 
H. I. G. M. Consul, Apia, Samoa, 


APIA, December 16, 1888. 
Sın: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your favor of yesterday's 


dressed by Commander R. P. Leary, United States Navy, commandin, 
dams, Majesty's gun: 


Eber, and dated Ni 27, 1888, has not referred to me, and therefore 
I was not in the cond: answer the same. 
As much as I learn; Captain Wall 


is has given a reply to that effect, that ac- 
German officers the correspondence in 
PAAS metas or cee eee 
very mu y the same reason I can not en na 
about the questions started in your letter of yesterday’s date, as Mr, Biaskloce 
is appointed political representative of the 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Capt. D. W. MULLAN, 
Commander United Slates Navy, 
Commanding United States Steam-ship Nipsic. 


APIA, December 18, 1883, 

I have the honor to inform you that the German men-of-war will leave this 
harbor to-day, in order to put an end to the present state of war, on behalf of an 
effective ms s the German interests in Samoa, and to disarm both the 
rebels an e King Tamasese. 

Ihave tne once to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


W. BLACKLOCK, Esq., United Slates Vice-Consul. 


Dr. KNAPPE, 


UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP NIPSIC (THIRD RATE), 
Laulii, Samoa, December 18, 1888, 
Sie: I have just beon informed by an officer of the Adler that itis your in- 
tention this afternoon to bombard the vil of Laulii, the headquarters of King 
Mataafa, I have the honorto inform you Laulii now contains a largenum- 
ber of women and children, besides wounded persons. In the name of my 
E AOA RETINA Wak A ox TACT fart AEAT tbe peer AAAA ok 
on on your un e proper declaration oi 
wer toe been made in accordance with the laws of nations and the customary 
ing in order that he may have ample opportunity to 
remove the sick, wounded, and other non-combatants. 
Unless you give this notice you will place yourself beyond the pale of the 
laws of civilized nations. 
ap Soave Shek any Oange Dose to American citizens or 
will meet with prompt redress. I trust that no 
act of yours in respect will disturb 
existing between the United States and Germany. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


D. W. MULLAN, 
Commander U.S. Navy, Commanding U. S. S. Nipsic. 
The CommanxprxG OFFICER H. I. G. M, S. ADLER, 


PROCLAMATION. 
My opinion of the way by which Samoa will get happy again is as follows: 
The lties and misfortunes have arisen E Ganson bossus there axe #0 


many fire-arms on the islands, 


Therefore I order: 


German m: 
the harbor of Matafagatele. When a red flag will be hoisted in the top of the 
foremast of the man-of-war this will be the sign that you have to bring your 
arms on board the man-of-war in your boats, which may hoist a white flag. 

When the arms will be delivered Samoa will live and p; r. But when 
one hour has passed after the red flag being hoisted and you bave not begun 
with bringing the arms on board the man-of-war, the latter will fire into the 
village of Matafagatele. 

I hope you will obey my orders. 

Dr. KNAPPE, 
Imperial German Consul. 
APIA, December 21, 1888, 


UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP NIPSIO (THIRD RATE), 
Apia, Samoa, December 23, 1888, 
Sm: I have to inform you that on the 2ist instant I received a copy of the 
pronamtioa issued by the Imperial German consul at Apia, to the effect that 
t was his opinion that in order to stop the war now going on in Samoa, his plan 
was to have the warriors in Tanumamanouo, and Apia, and Matuata, and 


Tolpe and ae in their arms on of the German men-of- 
war in the harbor of Mataf: e, and in case they did not that the village of 
Matafagatele would be bombard: 


ed. 
Immediately after receiving said proclamation your vessel Lgo under way 
and proceeded off the vi eof Matalagatele and began bombarding, and hence 
I was not sufficiently notified so I could send a communication to you, but I 
now, upon your return, protest, in the name of my Government, against your 
said action, as American property at that place was destroyed. 

The American consul at Apia has notified Dr. Knappe, the Imperial German 
consul here, of this latter fact. ° 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. W. MULLAN 
Commander United States Navy, Commanding. 
Captain FRITZE, 


Commanding H. I. G.M. 8. Adler. 


No. 4 (e). 
Prince Bismarck to Count von Arco-Valley.* 
[Translation.] 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, Berlin, January 13, 1889. 


I have already notified your excellency that, according to telegraphic com» 
munications from ans on the 18th December of last P derr, a detachment of Ger- 
man naval forces which had landed at the requisition of the imperial consul 
for the protection of the German ssttlements which were endan. by tho 
conflicts between the native ies there, was attacked by armed Samoans be- 
longing to tho party of Chief Mataafa. This unprovoked attack is said to have 

en place under the leadership of an American named Klein. On this occa- 
sion more than fifty German soldiers and officers were kilied and wounded. 

In consequence of this we have been transplanted from the territory of medi- 
atorial negotiations, by which the imperial consul in Apia was trying to rec- 
oncile the contending ies, and for which he had so the co-operation of 
his =e and American colleagues, into a state of war with the assailants, to 
our regre: 

We shall carry on the contest which has been forced upon us by Mataafa and 
his followers, with the utmost consideration for English and American inter- 
ests. Our military measures have in view only the punishment of the murder- 
ers of German soldiers and the protection of our countrymen and their property, 
As they, on their part, are at war with Tamasese, our interference will neces- 
sarily assume the character of assistance to Tamasese, 

In the endeavor for the just punishment of a murderous crime we hope for the 
co-operation of the po powers in Samoa in friendship with us, and we ask 
the Government of the United States to be good enough to furnish the consuls 
and the commanders of its ships of war in Samoa with suitable instructions. 
Our armed forces there are instructed to avoid and to ent all injury to neu- 
tral commerce and perty, and to adopt measures Pi slip and destruction 
only against the followers of the party which initiated the contest against our 
troops by a murderous attack. 

We shall, of course, abide by the agreements with America and England with 
respect to Samoa, and pay due regard under all circumstances to the rights of 
those powers as established WA treaty. 

I beg your excellency to bring this communication to Mr. Bayard’s knowl- 
edge by reading it to him, and to leave a copy of it with him, if he ee 


ests it. 
on BISMARCK, 
parag the reading, 
Mr. SPRINGER said: How does this come up at this time? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It isan executive document thaf the 
Chair desires to lay before the House before adjournment, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to it being printed in the 


RECORD. 
Mr. McCREARY. I hope it will be read. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 


order !’?] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the communication 
would have been completed had there not been interruption. 


The reading was resumed and concluded; and the message and ac- 
ry mayes | documents were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order, the Chair 
will state to the gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter.] 


FOREIGN SETTLEMENT AT CHEMULPO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the follow- 
ing: 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives : 

For the information of CongressI herewith transmit a report of the Secretary 
of State, with accompanying correspondence, relating to the execution of an 
agreement made between the representatives of certain foreign powers and the 
Corean Government in 1584 in respect to a foreign settlement at Chemulpo. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

Exrcurive MANSION, z 

Washington, January 30, 1889. 


* Copy and translation left at the Department of State, January 28,1889, by 
Count yon Arco-Valley. 
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During the reading, 

Mr. TAULBEE said: I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE, My point of orderis that this reading of this docu- 
ment is not in order, as we are now peveneding HANG a special order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been universal practice of 
the House when an important communication is received from the ex- 
ecutive department to see that it is promptly referred, even if it be 
necessary to stop a roll-call. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know who is to determine the im- 
portance of the documents and say that it is to interrupt business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In this instance the Chair will deter- 
mine that on this cocasion at any rate. [Applause.] 

The reading was resumed and concluded; and the message and ac- 
rene oan documents were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the next 
amendment to the bill under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no provision of this act shall be construed to authorize the 


ment of the Indian title to any of the lands in said Indian Territory w) 
virtue of any existing law wou 


ish- 
b; 
d inure tothe benefitof any a Eae p abenar g 
or the title to which would vest in any such corporation for the extinguishment 
of the I thereof, or on the same becoming part of the public lands of 
the United States; but all such lands shall bo held by said Indians as tribes or 
in severalty, or shall be held by the United States in trust for the benefit of the 
Indians interested therein, in pursuance of such agreement with such tribes 
in said Territory as shall be entered into consistent with this provision and in 
conformity with the several provisions of this act; but such lands shall not be- 
come a part of the public lands of the United States or inure to the benefit of 
or vest in any such railroad corporation or any ce or mortgagee thereof. 
No act hereafter done by any officer or agent of the United States, or treaty, 
contract, or agreement entered into by any officer or agent or any Indian 
tribe in conflict with the foregoing provisions, or which shall validate or give 
effect to any grant of land in said fndian tory made by any railroad cor- 
poration, or shall tend to validate or give effect to bao suon grant or to any as- 
ment or mortgage of any such land, shall be null and void; and this pro- 
vision shall be construed as controlling any other provision of this act that may 
be in conflict therewith; that all lands and gee granted to the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company by an act approved Jan 27, A. D. 1866, for the 
construction of a branch road from the point at which the line of said road 
strikes the Canadian River eastwardly to a point in the w: line 
of Arkansas, at or near the town of Van Buren, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared forfeited for the failure of said company to perform the conditions o! 
said grant. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that amendment. It was 
agreed to unanimously in committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 9, lines 15, 16, and 17, strike out the words “be liable to taxation after 
Beri installment of the purchase-money shall have been paid; but the same 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker pro 
iempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for a division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has the amendment 
and the House has voted upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER: I would like to have it read again. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘There is objection to that. 

Mr. HOOKER, I call for a division. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make the point of order that the votehad been 
rose and duly declared by the Chair, and thatthe call for adivision is 
too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote had been taken, but there 
was much confusion in the Hall. The gentleman from Mississippi de- 
mands a division, and the Chair is always disposed to give the — 
latitude to the exercise of the right of a member to demand a division. 

The House divided on the amendment; and there were—ayes 44, noes 
32. 


Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
pooner and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to act as 
tellers. 

_ Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. There 
seems to be a disposition on the part of some gentlemen to adjourn, and 
I desire to ask whether, if the House should now adjourn, it would be 
in order to resume this business at the point where we now are im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the motion to adjourn in order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To settle the question raised by the 

` gentleman from Indiana, the Chair will have read the decision of the 
Speaker of the House upon a similar order, when a like question arose 

The Clerk will read. 


upon what is known as the ‘‘direct-tax bill.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Jonxsrox, of North Carolina, Mr. Speaker, I want to make a motion to 
recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SFEAKER. That is notin order. The Clerk will read the latter portion of 
the order made by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“And at 4 o’clook p. m, on Tuesday the same shall be reported to the House. 
with such amendments as may have been agreed upon in the committee, and 
the previous question shall then be considered as ordered upon all such amend- 


ments and upon ordering the said bill to be read a third time and upon the 


passage of the same, and the votes thereon shall then be taken in the House.” 

The SPEAKER, It will be observed that under the terms of this order, after 
the Committee of the Whole has risen and reported the bill, nothing is in order 
except to take the votes upon those questions on which the ppro question 
has been ordered. The language is, “the votes thereon shall then be taken in 
the House; and the Chair thinks the word “thereon” relates to all the ques- 
tions on which the previous question has been ordered. The question is now 
upon ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and it was accordingly read the third 


mo. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Several MEMBERS. Yeas and naya 

Mr. OATES. On the passage of this bill I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, Jounston, of North Carolina, I would like to make a motion to recom- 


mit. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the order of the House 
Miey motion is notin order. The Clerk will call the roll on the passage of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will observe that the Speaker 
of the House ruled on that occasion (the e of the order being 
identically the same as that of the order in this case) that no motion 
was in order which was not embraced in the order itself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the motion to adjourn is not involved, not re- 
lating to the disposition of the subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It is trne that there was not a motion 
to adjourn pending, but the motion to adjourn, being always in order, 
is no more in order than a motion to recommit a bill after the previous 
question has been ordered upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question is so important that I prefer to take 
an appeal and have the House determine it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to submit the 
question to the House. The Chair decides that under the present order 
no motion except those embraced in the order is in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some doubt as to 
the right to make this motion at this time, yet I know that gentlemen 
do not desire to overrule the decision of the Chair-—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the regular order. The decision has 
already been made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] is in order, because there is an appeal pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is an appeal pending, and the 
Chair has recognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I have said, there seems to be some doubt 
about this question, yet I am sure that gentlemen do not desire to over- 
rule the decision of the Chair. I suggest, therefore, with deference 
both to the Chair and to the House, that the Chair submit the question 
to the House for decision without an appeal being taken. Members 
are in doubt, but if the Chair will submit the question the House can 
determine it for itself. 

Mr. HOOKER. With all due respect to the present occupant of the 
chair, I desire to submit that his decision in this case is not in con- 
formity with the uniform rulings on this point as made by the perma- 
nent Speaker and by other gentlemen who have occupied the chair. 
Clause 5 of Rule XVI provides— 

A motion to fix the date to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to adjourn 
and to take a recess shall always be in order. 

So that I take it for granted the special order does not deprive the 
House of a power without which we might be compelled to remain 
ae) ped in session for the consideration of this strange bill. 

e SPEAKER protempore. The Chair fully appreciates the impor- 
tance of the proposition submitted, as well as the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. But while a motion to adjourn is always in 
order, a motion to recommit after the previous question has been or- 
dered is likewise, under the rules of the Ho always |in order. The 
Speaker, as will be observed, did not confine n his ruling to 
the simple proposition then submitted to the House, but stated broadly 
that no motion was in order except those specified in the special order, 
which would of course exclude the motion to adjourn. But if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], after the statement of the gentle- 
man from Missouri {Mr. DocKERY ], will withdraw his appeal, the Chair 
willsubmit to the House the motion to adjourn, so that the House by 
its vote may determine the question as to the right to adjourn now 
under this order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw the appeal so that the sense of the 
House may be taken on this question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us get through with this matter first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman of Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] has the right to make the motion to reconsider, provided 
he voted in the affirmative, 
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Mr. TAULBEE. I voted against the proposition, and I want the 
opportunity to do so again. 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules the gentleman has not 
the right to make the motion to reconsider, if he did not vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my appeal, so that the House may be 
free to decide this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will then submit the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia that the House do now adjourn, 
so that the House may determine by its vote as to its right under the 
order to adjourn at this time. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore said: The ayesseem 
to have it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 134, noes 37. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 12444) granting a pension to Hannah 
Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 12445) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob 8S. Shuman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12447) for the relief of Louis 
Cabrol—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12448) for the relief of Alexis Lague—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12449) for the relief of Napoleon L. Pitre—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12450) for the relief of Paul Blanchard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12451) for the relief of Aglae Wartell—-to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12452) for the relief of Jesse Bihm—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12453) for the relief of the heirs, etc., of Edgar 
Vanhille—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12454) for the relief of Adolphe Stagg—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12455) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Young— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12456) for the relief of Hypolite Fontenot, ad- 
ministrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12457) for the relief of Jules C. Gouguet—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12458) for the relief of the heirs of Leon Bonne- 
cage—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12459) for the relief of Jacob Lyons—to the Com- 
mittce on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12460) for the relief of Louis Guidry, adminis- 
trator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19461) for the relief of Dorsin P. Lafleur—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12462) for the relief of William G. Knox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12463) for the relief of Charles Bertrand—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12464) for the relief of Henry Young, sr.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12465) for the relief of John B. Ardoin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12466) for the relief of Etienne Daigle—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12467) for the relief of Andrew Meche—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12468) granting a pension to Henry 

C. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 12469) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12470) for the relief of Mrs. Cathe- 
rine Lemaire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12471) for the relief of Abraham O. 
Wancop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOUND: Petition of citizens of Northumberland County, 
Pennsylvania, praying that a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be 
sent to each school district in the country—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 


By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of Avis Hockey, asking additional leg- 
islation for his benefit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the county commissioners of Benson 
County, of Wells County, and Ransom County, Dakota, for an amend- 
ment to the law restricting special legislation in the Territories—to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Mon e County, 
Texas, asking the establishment of a Federal court at Henrietta, Tex.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: Statement to accompany bill H. R. 12222, for 
the relief of Edward Y. McCauley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition for the reference of the claim of Susan R, 
Leper and of Morry Creek College to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Delaware, for prohibition in the District of Columbia— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of certain citizens of North Carolina, 
asking for an amendment to the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of J. B. Chaffin, of Maury County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. s 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffie: 

By Mr. FELTON (by request): Of C. F. Ross and 148 others, of 
Santa Cruz, Cal. 

By Mr, FUNSTON: Of C. H. Strong and 157 others, of Garnett, and 
of Horace Kelsey and 42 others, of Ottawa, Kans. 

By Mr. RICE: Of A. H. Wenchell and 1,180 others, of Minneapolis, 


By Mr. RYAN: Of A. B, Quinton and 145 others, of Topeka, Kans. 


YN 


The following petition agains tthe passage of the international copy- 
right bill was received, and referred to the Committee on Patents: z 
y Mr. ROCKWELL: Of printers and others, of Lee, Mass. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. GUENTHER, from the Select Committee to Inquire into the Im- 
portation of Contract Laborers, Convicts, Paupers, etc., submitted the 
following as the views of the minority: 


[To accompany bill H. R. 12291.] 


The undersigned, member of the Select Committee to Inquire into the Im- 
portation of Contract Laborers, Convicts, Paupers, etc., agrees with the majority 
of the committee in reaching the conclusion that some law should be enacted 
which would, more effectually than the B araga laws, restrict and if possible 
stop entirely the influx into the United tes of all such persons who, instead 
of benefiting our country, as the large majority of immigrants undoubtedly do, 
are a direct source of evil in man 


schools generally and to all school-teachers 
fessors in universities. 

The penalty for any violation of the provisions of this act should apply to all 
persons, citizens of the United States included, and not only to ns. He 
would strike out the third section of the bill requiring that no vessels shall 
transport more than one passenger to every 5 registered tons, 

The act of August 2, 1852, known as the passenger act of 1882, regulating the 
carriage of eeagnes. by sea, makes not only for the comfort, sani- 
tary condition, food, treatment of im: ts, but also for the minimum amount 
of space to be allotted to each. This law has worked well, and the undersigned 
is not aware of any complaint that its provisions are not adequate from either 
a moral, sanitarian, or hu tarian standpoint, and can conceive of no good” 
reason why this law should be changed. 

The proposed legislation would simply tend to restrict immigration with re- 
gard to the numbers of immigrants coming, but not as to their desirability or 


undesirability. 
The fourth section provides for a head-money tax of $5. It is evident to the 
cient to meet all the expenses 


immigration, but it 
ly upon 
country to 


in 

obliged to $25 or $30 or more into the overflowing Faeroe | of the 
States as an catenin fee, when the people of many States stan: 

to receive him with open arms? 
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The undersigned is also in favor of paying the head-tax, which he would fix 


at $1, intoa separate fund, out of which the expense to carry out this law and 
similar ones should be met, and whatever surplus accumulates should be used 
for the benefit, comfo: and protection of boop 

He does not believe that the consular inspection, as sole patent section 5, 


a the best and most practical method for the purpose of ng immi- 
tion. 
Ehe additional duties that would be im: upon our consuls and consular 


posed 
nts would be such as to require a considerable increase of their clerical force. 
Erne immigration into our country during the fiscal year 1887 was 546,889. In 
1882 it reached 788,992. 

Under the proposed law it would become necessary for about eighty of our 
diplomatic representatives, consuls, and consular agents to make inquiries into 
the previous and present physical and moral condition of from 500,000 to 800,000 
people pe annum. 

ow they will be able to obtain reliable information does not clearly apear. 
The foreign authorities might or might not furnish the same; they might sup- 
press what they would see fit, They might pay no attention whatever to in- 
quiries made by our diplomatic or consular officers. What then? The said 
officers would bo obliged. to send special messengers to the places where sopi 
cants for consular certificates had resided, which might be hundreds of miles 


away. 
It is evident that if the api and intent of the proj legislation were car- 
ried out so as to make it of any practical use, it would imposes a large amount 
of work and very t expense, 

The undersigned has therefore substituted a different method, which he be- 
lieves to be more simple and practical. (See substitute proposed, ons 4 
and 5 of amended bill.) He believes that the provisions contained therein 
would effectually exclude just those foreign elements that do not readily assim- 
ilate with the American people. 

The undersigned has proposed some other amendments which he believes 
would perfect the bill, so that the same as amended would read as follows: 


[Words to be stricken out are inclosed in brackets.] 


“Be it enacted, ete., That no alien shall be admitted into the United States of 
America who is an idiot, insane, a pauper, dependent for support on private or 
ublic charity, or any person liable to become a public charge, or who has been 
loeaily convicted of a felony, other infamous crime, or misdemeanor, involving 
moral turpitude, or who is a polygamist, anarchist, or a person seeking to 
change or overthrow our political, economic, or social system by forcible means, 
or who is afflicted with any loathsome or contagious disease, or who has en- 
tered into contract, express or implied, oral or written, to on labor or serv- 
ice for any person, firm, company, or corporation in the United States or doing 
business therein [or who comes or undertakes to come on a prepaid ticket), or 
who receives the money with which to pay his passage, on a promise, under- 
standing, or ment to labor for any person, firm, and company, or Sorpo 
ration within the United States, except as provided in the act ‘to prohibit the 
importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agree- 
ment to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia,’ approved February 26, 1885, nor shall any other alien laborers than 
those in said act excepted be admi into the United States to labor for a lim- 
ited time with the intention of returning: Provided, That this section shall not 
apply to teachers or tutors or professors in universities or colleges or schools, or 
ministers of the gospel. 

“Src. 2. That any alien (except idiots or lunatics) who shall come into the 
United States in violation of the provisions of this act or other law of the United 
States, or any person who shall bring, aid, or assist in bringing into the United 
States any alien, including idiots and lunatics, contrary to the provisions of this 
act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, if prosecuted within two years there- 
after, shall, upon conviction, be fined for each such person who comes, is brought, 
or assi not ex $1,000, and may be imprisoned or sentenced to hard 
Jabor for not more than three years, one or both, at the discretion of the court 
trying the case; and any alien who shall come into the United States in viola- 
tion of law may be returned at any time within two years thereafter at the ex- 
pense of the vessel or Wanapo on omg! ae whether by land or water, by 
whose line such person was brought into the United States, and if that can not 
be done, then at the expense of the United States. 

“[SEo, hat no vessel which brings passengers to any of the ports of the 
United States from any foreign port shall transport at one voyage more than in 
the proportion of one passenger to every five registered tons of such vessel, not 
ineluding children under the age of one year in the computation, and comput- 
ing two ehildren over one year and under eight years of age as one passenger; 
and any vessel which violates this section shall be fined by the collector of cus- 
toms or by any United States court haring ery ese espa not exceeding $500 for 
every passenger brought in excess of the limit herein prescribed. ] 

“ Spo. 3. That upon every alien who comes into the United States there shall 
be levied and collected a duty or tax of $1, which shall be paid to the collector 
of customs at the port or place at which such alien enters the United States, or 
the collector nearest thereto if there be no collector at the port or place of entry, 
by the master, owner, or agent of the vessel, railroad, or other carrier, by and 
upon which such alien is brought to or into the United States, and there shall 
be a lien in favor of the United States on the vessels, trains, and property of the 
carrier company which brings any alien to orinto the United States for the pay- 
ment of such tax or duty, and the payment of the same may be enforced in any 
of the courts of the United States having jurisdiction thereof; and all money 
collected under this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, 
and shall constitute and be known as the immigration fund, and all of the ex- 

nses of executing this act, including official salaries, shall be paid out of this 

tot tion fund, and a permanent appropriation is hereby made therefor: 

That this act shall not apply to the diplomatic representatives, con- 

suls, or agents accredited by any foreign government to the United States. The 

Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to expend anysurplus that may 

have accumulated in this fund, not required for the execution of this act, for the 
benefit, comfort, and protection of immigrants, in his discretion, 

“(Sec.5. That any alien who desires to emi, to the United States to reside 
therein or to become a citizen thereof shall, at least three months prior toembar- 
kation,apply toa consul or diplomatic representative ofthe United States resident 
at or nearest to the place of residence of the applicant fora certificate of sey aie 
tion,and thereupon such consul or diplomatic representative shall inquire into 
the character of such applicant and may require proof to be made to his satis- 
faction that such applicant is not excluded by any law of the United States from 
emigrating thereto, and if so, such consul or diplomatic representative shall 

applicant a certifieate in the form prescribed by the Secretary of 

tate, with a descriptive list attached; but such certificate shall not be conclu- 
sive evidence of the right of the person to whom given to come to the United 
States, nor shall the possession thereof by the identical person to whom it is 
given relieve any master or other officer or agent of a vessel, railroad, or other 
earrier from any of the other requirements of this act or any other law in re- 
spect to the transportation of persons to the United States from other countries; 
and no such person shall be landed anywhere within the United States who 
has not obtained such certificate: Provided, That no such consul or diplomatic 


representative shall receive any fee, or accept any gift or compensation from 
any such applicant or any other person for the services herein Rroyided:t 

t every immigrant before landing in the United States shall hand 

his native language, containing 


"SEC, 4. 
tothe inspector of immigration a declaration in 


a synopsis of the provisions of this law and a schedule of questions, which must 
be a correct translation of the set of questions prepared by the Secretary of the 
ury, as provided for in section 5, which questions the immigrant shall 
be required to read and answer and®ubsocribe, in his or her own repre ees 
if he or she be over fifteen years of age : Provided, however, That if the immi- 
t be the father or mother of children, and unable to either read or write, 

e child or children accompanying him, her, or them, shall be competent to 
answer these questions in hisor her own handwriting for them, or the husband 
for the wife, or the wife for the husband. This declaration shall be attested to 
by the agent duly authorized to do so, as provided for in section’5, of the 
transportation company or firm, whether by land or by water, who sold the 
immigrant the ticket for transportation over the line of said transportation 
company or firm for the pup of emigrating to the United States, and shall 
also state that to his best knowledge and belief the answers were written by the 
emigrant ora porroa entitled to answer them for him or her, according to the 
provisions of this act. Every immigrant above the age of fifteen years, except 
those exempt in section as being unable to write, shall, on or before landing, 
register his or her name in a register, kept by the i tor of immigration an 
furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury, and at the same time make oath 
that the questions contained in the declaration were answered by him or henin 
his or her own handwriting, except when otherwise provided for in this sec- 
tion, and that the answers are true. It shall be the duty of any district attorne 
of the United States, upon information which he believes to be true or weil 
founded, that theanswers in this declaration were not made by the immigrant 
in good faith, and in violation of any of the provisions of this act, to prosecute 
such immigrant for perjury within two yearsafter landingin the United States, 
and upon conviction he or she shall be fined not exceeding $1,000, and may be 
imprisoned or sentenced to hard labor for not more than three years, one or 
both, at the discretion of the court trying the case; and after the expiration of 
his or her sentence, the immigrant shall be returned to the place from which 
he or she embarked to the United States, at the expense of the vessel, or trans- 
portation company, or firm, whether by land or by water, by whose line such 
person was brought to the United States, and if that can not be done, then 
at the expense of the United States, and their shall be a lien in favor of the 
United States on the vessels, trains,and property of the transportation com- 
pany or firm by whose line such person was brought to the United States. 

"Sec. 5, That every agent of any tra: rtation company or firm, whether by 
land or by water, whosells tickets to em ts for transportation to the United 
States, who are not already provided with a declaration duly filled out and at- 
tested as provided for in this act, shall register his or her name with the consul 
or consular agent of the United States nearest to his or her place of business, 
and furnish to said consul or consular agent proof,as he may require, that heor 
she isa duly authorized agent. The attests of suc! red agents only, and 
of no others, shall entitle the immigrant to land in the United States, as pro- 
vided for in section 4. 

“The consul or consular agent shall transmit a list of such agents, who under 
the provisions of this act are entitled to attest the declaration of hae aot se 
and who do business in the district of said consul or consular agent, to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and it shall be the duty of such consuls or consular 
agents to see to it that the synopsis of the provisions of this act, as provided for 
in section 4, printed in the lan; of the immigrant, and also the set of ques- 
tions is a correct translation of the synopsis and the questions as l lareaimeny by 
the Secretary of the Treasury: And it is further provided, That each declaration 
shall bear the signature or the facsimile of the signature of the consul or con- 
sular agent of the United States in whose district the agent of a transportation 
company or firms lives who has attested to the declaration of the immigrant. 
It shall be the duty of any inspector of immigration to report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury the name of any agent of any transportation company or firm 
who has attested a fraudulent declaration; and it shall then become the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit a copy of such report to the Secretary of 
State, whose duty it shall be to order an investigation into the character and 
standing of such agent of any transportation company by the consul or consular 
agent in whose district said agent of a transportation company does business, 
and he shall communicate the result of his investigation to the Secretary of the 


ury. 
“If, in the Spam of the Secretary of the Treasury, said agent has know- 
ingly attested a fraudulent certificate, he shall order his name stricken from the 
list or register of agents of transportation companies or firms authorized to at-` 
test declarations, as provided for in this act, and in such case all expenses at- 
tending such investigation shall be paid by the transportation company or firm 
for whom said agent was doing business, and if that can not be done, then by 
the United States, 

“There shall bea lien in favor of the United States on the vessels, trains, and 
property of the said transportation company or firm for the payment of the ex- 
penses of such investigation. 

“SEC. 6. That upon the arrival at any port of entry or other place within the 
United States of any citizens or subjects of any foreign government it shall be 
the duty of all commanders, officers, and agents of the particular vessel, railroad 
train, or other vehicle of transportation to report the name, number, nationality, 
and condition of every such passenger, before any of them are landed, to the 
collector of the port or his deputy, assistant, or agent having authority, who 
shall thereupon go or send a competent assistant or agens OF where inspectors 
of immigration haye been appointed they shall go on such vessel, car, or 
train and there inspect all such passengers, examine and compare their certifi- 
cates; or the collector of the port may order the temporary landing of such pas- 
sengers until a thorough inspection is made, and the said inspectors or per- 
sons acting under the authority of the collector shall haye power to admin- 
ister oaths and to take and consider testimony touching the right of any or 
such passengers to come to or land in the United States, all of which shall be 
entered of record; that during such inspection after temporary landing the col- 
lector shall cause such foreign persons to be properly housed, fed, and cared for 
and all decisions made by inspectors, nts, or ns authorized to esas 
touching the right of any passenger to land shall be submitted to the collector 
for his approval, and his decision shall be final unless appeal be taken to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

“SEC, 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby Sees ore with the duty 
of supervising immigration to the United States and of regulating all matters 
pang thereto, including the preparation of a synopsis of this act and ques- 
tions herein provided for; and for that Rupe he shall have the power to make 
all needful contracts, employ assistants, and todo all acts necessary for the com- 
fort, protection, and proper landing of immigrants, and to appoint inspectors 
wherever necessary, not to exceed one at any one port, to be known asinspectors 
of immigration, to be subject to the control of the collector of customs and to re- 
ceive an annual salary of not less than $1,500 nor more than $4,000, in the dis- 
cretion of said Secretary, and as many assistant tors as he considers nec- 
essary, ata salary not to exceed $1,500 per annum, in his discretion. And for 
the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act said Secretary is hereby 
authorized, by and with the approval of the President, to use wed spec eh or 
reservation belon to the United States. And said Secretary all make an 
annual report to ident of his doings under this act. 

“Src. 8. That the Secretary of the ury is authorized to establish such 
rules and regulations as he may deem proper for the landing of ngers and 
to protect them from imposition, and for baie peggy, Saved provisions of this act 
AnA all other laws upon the subject of immigration. nese rulesand regulations 
shall be posted conspicuously at the place or places for landing passengers, and 
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said vessels, for the information of such passengers, 
“Sec, 9. The circuit and district courts of the United States are hereby in- 
vested with full jurisdiction of all vil and under any 


arising 
ot She PAoa of tain ath: One na aa leet ak So D States on the sub- 


of ot in is repealed by this and this act shall 
ie E A A S 
sh RICHARD GUENTHER, 
SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 31, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of ANTHONY 
Hiaarns, chosen by the Legislature of Delaware a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and or- 


dered to be filed. 
Mr. BOWEN ted the credentials of EDWARD O. WOLCOTT, 


chosen by the Legislature of Colorado a Senator from that State for the 1 


term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 
AFFAIRS AT SAMOA. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the eg nee. Papers, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and be 
printed: ` 
To the Congress: 

Ihad the honor on the 15th instant to communicate to as emeconin Dany. 
certain dud Gocumenta in relation $0 affhirs tn the Ramoan, 
pag FN since that date received further dispatches from the vice-con- 
sul ab A and the commander of the United States naval vessel Nipsic in those 
waters, I lose no time in laying them before you. 

I also transmit herewith the full text of an instruction from Prince von Bis- 
marck German minister at this capital, which was communicated to the 
Secre! of State on the afternoon of the 23th instant. 

This a to Ln eae gma ofa telegraphic instruction on the 
same su! comm: through the and set forth in 
the note of the Secretary of State to Count von Arco-Valley, min- 
revere te bg arsenate el pa ema aan my last message in 
relation to Samoan 


It is also proper to inform you that on Monday, the 28th instant, the occasion 
af IRA CAGARON of the Secretary of 


I shall hereafter communicate to the Congress all information received by me 
in relation to the Samoan status. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Exxcuttve MANSION, January 30, 1889. 
COREAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 

For the information of Congress I herewith transmit a 
of State, with ping ners sees Amsa tees ena relating to 
agreement made between representatives of n 
Corean Government in 1884 in respect to a foreign 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 30, 1889. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting, pursuant to the act of Con- 
pas approved January 20, 1885, the conclusions of fact and of law found 

y the Court of Claims in certain French spoliation claims; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J. Collins and 
100 others (83 voters and 18 women), citizens of Clay Centre, Kans., 
the petition of J. S. McClury and 306 others (90 voters and 217 women), 
citizens of Wilson County, Kansas, and the petition of L. J. Sprengh 
and 142 others (93 voters and 50 women), citizens of Washington, Kans., 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 


manufacture, importation, exportation, transportati and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were iaei toile on the table. 


Mr. DAWES presented three petitions of citizens of Spencer, Hollis- 


Mass, ing for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which can tuners os tenths 
= Tyan and ane 

ú R presented the petition of Mrs. Mary T. Lathrop, presi- 
dent, and other officers of the Woman's Christian Atem "Onion 
of Michigan, representing 7,739 members, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of N. B. Donley and 107 others (59 
voters and 49 women), citizens of Missoula, Mont., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all aleoholicftquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the National Woman’s Christian 


Mr. PADDOCK presented four petitions of citizens of Garrison, 
Daven Table Rock, and Superior, in the State of Nebraska, and 
a peti of citizens of Eckelson, Dakota Territory, praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented petitions of citizens of New York City, Alma, 
Bloomingburgh, Gardiner, West Chester, and Utica, in the State of New 
York, praying for the sy “De the Sunday-rest bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 829 citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law, against needless 

unday work in the Government’s mail and military service and inter- 
a ene which was referred to the Committee on Education 
ani r. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 288 citizens of Illinois, and 
a petition of one Methodist church in Rogers Park and two Methodist 
churches in Park Ridge, in the State of Illinois, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. - 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Wisconsin, representing 3,500 mem- 
bers, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Calvin R. Rutherford, late 
second lieutenant Company F, Second Regiment Arkansas Infantry. 


United States Army, praying for the of a act granting 
i ; Ll marps ap 


him certains arrears of compensation; whi 
mittee on Military Affairs. 3 

He also presented the petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill, signed by 484 citizens of Ohio; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of B. Judy and 140 others (79 voters 
and 62 women), citizens of Troy, Ohio; the petition of Robert Gray 
and 174 others (86 voters and 89 women), of Cedarville, Ohio, and the 
petition of A. N. Brewer and 121 others (54 voters and 68 women), 
citizens of Greenville, Ohio, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of 15 pastors of churches in the 
city of Washington, together with other prominent citizens of the Dis- 
trict, preying the Senate to take early action on Senate bill No. 927, 
to prohibit the manufacture and sale of alcoholic beverages in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., in the nature of a petition, praying for the improvement of 
St. John’s River between Jacksonville and the ocean; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of E. W. Cohee, of Cyclone, Ind., 
praying for the removal of the charge of desertion from his military 
record; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Martin Hanback and others, of Jef- 
fersonville, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill 4339, in relation 
to pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented the petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Georgia, rep: 1,000 
members, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Henry H. Tucker, editor of the 
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Christian Index, Atlanta, and the petition of 7 citizens of Augusta, Ga., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the pastor and members of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Blanchard, Atchison County, Missouri, 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of 7 members of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, citizens of Paducah, Ky., praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 645 citizens of Texas, praying for 
the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I find upon my desk a bundle of memorials. Ido not 
know how they came to be transmitted to me, but they have evidently 
been among my papers for some time. They must have come during 
my absence. ‘They are memorials numerously signed and evidently 
with a great deal of care, for they are the o: al signatures through- 
out of men who respectfully protest against passage of Senate bill 
650, introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes], ‘‘ to 
suppress cotton-seed oil as a substitute for hog’s lard.” The memori- 
alists set out their reasons at considerable length, and subscribe them- 
selves as cotton-planters of the South, I believe, or as largely interested 
in the cotton-seed-oil business. 

I do not know how long these memorials may havebeen here. They 
have never been called to my attention before. Ifind them among my 
papers and I now presentthem. Ithink there has been no action upon 
the bill. ‘There is nothing on the memorials to indicate from what 
States they come, or I would give them to the Senators representing 
the States where the memorialists reside. 

The PRESIDENT pro The memorials will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not seen those memorials. Ihave no rec- 
ollection of introducing any bill making war on cotton-seed oil. df I 


Mr. DAWES. I wish they were feevtesr with as much regard to 
cyan as they seem to have been prepared as indicated by 


Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of Evaline R. Clarke, a native- 
born citizen of the United States and of the State of New York, wherein 
she resides, most petitioning for the removal of her 
political disabilities, and that she may be invested with the right ot 
suffrage and of holding office, and also inclosing a form of a bill. I 
move that both the petition and dranght of a bill be oe to the Com- 
mittee on Woman pote a 

The motion was 

Mr. DAVIS presented Saa petitions of citizens of St. Paul, Janes- 
ville, Redwood, Minnesota City, and Vernon Centre, in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the submission to the States of a prohibitory 
constitutional amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 53 citizens of Minnesota, praying for 
the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of D. C. Milnerand 162 others 
(104 voters and.59 women), citizens of Manhattan, Kans., and the peti- 
tion of George H. Cheney and 39 others (20 voters and 20 women), citi- 
zens of Jamestown, Kans., praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibi the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 628 citizens of Sterling, Rice County, 

praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented the petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, the Illinois 
Sabbath Association, the American Sabbath Association, ep praying 
for the passage of a ‘national Sunday-rest law; ake was 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Canton, Ohio, and a 

tition of citizens of Findlay, Ohio, praying for the passage of a Sun- 

= eg law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

ie ie presented a petition of citizens of Sherwood, Ohio, praying 

for the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Hon. Franklin Fairbanks, 
lately governor of the State of Vermont, praying for the passage of the 
aanp Sas bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
an bor. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the ition of A. T. Bennett and 162 
others (66 voters and 97 women), ci: of Boisé; the petition of Fran- 
eis Coulson and 23 others (9 voters and 15 women), citizens of Idaho 


City; and the petition of John Merrill and 5 others (3 voters and 3 
women), citizens of Graham, all in Idaho Territory, praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liq- 
uors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition on the usual printed form, 
headed ‘‘[For a national law.] Sign, for a Sunday-rest bill.” The 
petition is from the State of Missouri, county of Adair, town of Kirks- 
ville. The instructions are to sign it, and this is the indorsement: 
‘t Indorsed by Local Assembly No. 2772, Knights of Labor, Alfred N. 
Gardner, secretary.” I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TI also hold in my hand an envelopeaddressed to 
me personally, headed ‘‘Please present the inclosed petition for Sun- 
day-rest law from Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers in Kpights of 
Labor Assembly’’—that is in print. I sup there was a mistake 
probably made in it, as this petition is from the Congregational Church 
in Windsor, Mo. This petition is of the same kind, and is signed 
‘Congregational Church, Windsor, Mo., Frank Wilfield Hollinger, pas- 
tor; P. D. McAvery, clerk; 88 adult members.” I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of citizens of North Abington, Palmer, 
and Athol, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the submission 
to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amendment; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William Ware and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, praying thata pension be allowed to Miss Anna 
Ella Carroll for special and important services rendered during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a resolution of the Home-Market Club of 
Boston, Mass., an association composed of a large number of 
of New England engaged extensively in commercial, manufacturing, 
and other business. It is in the natare ofa petition. Itis difficult to 
compress the sense of it, and I ask that it may be read and referred to 
the Committee on 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The paper was read, and referred tothe Committee on Finance, as fol- 
lows: 


Ata encom Seal the board of directors of the Home-Market Club, Boston, Mass., 
headquarters, No. 56 Bedford street, the follow- 


held on T January 29, at 
ing resolution was passed: 

itis eS a ee ee Spleen ong 
administration of customs laws should be Semena te SET yes pomoa 
and the Senate bill in itsadministrativéfeatures provides legislatio 


desirable, which, if at once enacted, would place in the hands =] the incoming 
dministration the herewith this Apra could be cam- 


party, to unite this m protect 
Sovecnoment seston TLA and DE Il posta qed all Inipactets UPRA SANAE 


oe MANDERSON presented resolutions adopted by the National 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, favoring the passage of House bills 
11027 and 11266, in relation to the adulteration of food, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Private. Dalzell, of Ohio, praying 
for commutation of rations to soldiers of the war of the rebellion while 
on furlough; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ALLEGED UNDERVALUATION OF IMPORTED CUTLERY. 


Mr. VEST. During the debate on the tariff bill I had occasion to 
refer to the testimony of Mr. Saxton, of the firm of Alfred Field & 
Co., and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] then stated that 
an affidavit was on file in the Department by Mr. Taussig, 
who was also a witness before the Senator from North AREA E [Mr. 
VANCE] and m. in to the cutlery items of that bill, to the 
effect that Alfred Field & Co. had been guilty of undervaluation of 
imported cutlery goods to the extent of 46 per cent. AsI wastosome 
extent responsible for having brought the name of Mr. Saxton, of the 
firm of Alfred Field & Co., before the Senate, I want to present an affi- 
davit, which I find upon my return to the Senate this morning, signed 
by this Mr. Taussig, which is as aowi 
CITY AND COUNTY OF NEW YORK, ss 


Walter M. Taussig, being duly sworn, says: 

It having been stated by Senator PLATT, of Connecticut, in the debate on the 
ynad AES TERURI 19, and pùblished in the RECORD of January 20, that 
have made an affidavit, and that such affidavit is on file in the ‘reasury 
charging that the house of Alfred Field & Co. had undervalued 
46 per cent., I hereby swear that I have never made any such affidavit, 
and I also swear that I believe I am the man referred to by Senator PLATT as 

being one of the witnesses before Senators Vest and VANCE. 


W. M. TAUSSIG. 
Sworn to before me this 23d day of January, 1899. 
[sex] THORNLEY DICKSO! 


Notary Public, nos County. 
(Certificate filed in New York County.) 


As a matter of justice to these gentlemen, I have made this affidavit 
as public as was the charge. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to Elisha C. Paschal; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias J, Kenaday; and 

A bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the 
pension-roll. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 

A bill .(H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
. ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6314) increasing the pension to Lyman D. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D, Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary Van Olnhausen; 

A bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. ioral granting a pension to Otto G. Hendrix; and 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary L. 
Jewell; and 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 
formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. 10691) to increase the pension of Mary A. Bedel. 

Mr. BLAIR. I also report back adversely the bill (S. 3489) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary A. Bedel. This is a Senate bill identical 
with the House bill which has the other House, and that bill 
being reported favorably, the Senate bill should be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

PENSION FOR LOSS OF BOTH HANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to re- 
rt back the bill (S. 379) 10 allow soldiers and sailors in the United 
tates service Who have lost both hands an increased pension, with the 
recommendation that the Senate concur in the amendments thereto of 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill having passed the Senate, 
and having been amended in the House of Representatives and re- 
turned with the amendments, the Committee on Pensions recommend 
that the Senate agree to the amendments made by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, The amendments of the House will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word ‘‘hands,’’ strike out 
the words ‘‘ or the use of both hands;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all ns who, 
in the military or naval service of the United States and in the line of duty, have 
lost both hands, shall be entitled to a pension of $100 per month, 


And amend the title of the bill so as to read: ‘‘A bill to increase pen- 
sions in certain cases.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
Mr. EVARTS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report back certain papers referred to that committee, that 


they may be pere in the archives of the Senate, with a written re- 
port, which Í ask may be read and printed. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which were referred the copies 
of the certificate of the ascertainment of the vote of the State of Kansas, and of 
similar certificates from other States, for electors for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, transmitted to the two Houses by the Secretary of S 

That the pu 
ruary 3, 1887, under and in pursuance of which the certificate of 


tate, reports: 
and effect of the provisions of section 3 of the act of Feb- 
the ascertain- 


ment of the electors appointed in these several States has been communicated 
to the Secretary of State, and of which copies have been transmitted to the two 
aeons of Congress by the Secretary of State, have been completely satisfied by 
s , 

The Sireen aT and authenticity and publicity of the ascertainment of the 
appointment of electors in the several States, provided by the statute, have 
been thus secured, and these ents form no part of those that are by law 
provided for in respect of the transaction of the count of the votes for President 
othe on ‘ates ti fc back the pape: 

e commit! erefore reports e rs referred to the committee for 
their preservation in abe suckives of the Senate. 33 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed, and the 
certificates will be placed on the files of the Senate. 


PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the fol- 
lowing order; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Ordered, That 5,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue be printed with the 
amendments of the Senate, in pamphlet form, for the use of the Senate, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3886) to provide for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Ari- 
zona; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3887) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the 
jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, and to regu- 
late the removal of causes from the State courts, and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved March 3, 1875,” approved August 13, 1888; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3888) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur 
with the United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as 
may be found due to him thereon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3889) for the relief of W. P. Wilson, 
administrator of Eliza M. Dawson, deceased, of Marshall County, Mis- 
sissippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr, REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for the purchase 
of the site of Fort Elliott, Texas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PROCEEDS OF CAPTURED AND ABANDONED COTTON, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate a statement showing the total gross amount 95 vao proosas in money of cot- 
ton and other property which were received into the Treasury or by Treasury 
officials under the so-called captured and abandoned property acts: and the 
total gross amount of such proceeds which have been restored to claimants or 
otherwise paid out from the Treasury under authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury or upon judgments of the Court of Claims; together with an estimate, 
if it be practicable to make one, of the total gross amount of claims now pend- 
ing for the recovery of portions of the proceeds aforesaid, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes. 

i ee message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ng bills: 

A bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
James R. Berry as late auditor of the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 3794) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through a part of the Crow Indian reservation, in 
Montana Territory. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 
83 o f the Revised Statutes, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 

inted Mr. CASWELL, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, and Mr, 
Pannan managers at the conference on the part of the House, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills ; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 6105) to authorize the furnishing of obsolete service- 
able cannon to soldiers’ homes; ; 

A bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling; 

A bill (S. ars} granting a pension to Michael Shong; 

A bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 

A bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. 8. Cook; 

A bill (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash; 

A bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester; and 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger. 

LOAN OF FLAGS TO INAUGURAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I made a motion to reconsider the 
passage of the joint resolution in regard to the use of flags during the 
inaugural ceremonies, Iask that that joint resolution may be laid 
before the Senate now so that we may dispose of it. It will only take 
a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, A joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies 

ete. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have examined that matter very carefully, 
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], the chairman ot 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and myself have agreed upon asub- 
stitute which we think will avoid any trouble at the present time or 
in thefuture, Iask that the joint resolution may now be reconsidered 
and that the substitute may be adopted for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution having passed 
the Senate and been transmitted to the House of Representatives, and 
upon a motion to reconsider being entered having been recalled, if there 
be no objection, the vote by which the joint resolution was passed is 
reconsidered, and also the vote by which it was ordered to a third read- 
ing. Itis so ordered. The joint resolution is before the Senate and 
open toamendment. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and to insert: 

That the Secretary of Wanis hereby authorized to loan to the committee on 
inau ceremonies the worn on hand in the cities of Philadelphia and 
Wi gton, and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to loan to said 
committee such flags on hand in the navyy-yards at Washington, Norfolk. 
League Island, New York, Portsmouth and DAOR as may be suitable and 
gon for decoration and may be spared without detriment to the public serv- 

, such flags to be used by said committee undersuch ons and restric- 
tions as may be prescribed by the said Secretaries or either of them in decorating 
the fronts of public buildings and other places on the line jof march between 
the Capitol and the Executive Mansion and the interior of the reception hall: 

the said committee shall indemnify the said rtments or 


Provided, 
either of them for any loss or damage to such flags notn y incident to 
such use, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the Secretaries of War and the Navy to loan to the committee on 
inaugural ceremonies flags,” etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have here some data in regard to the number 
of flags and their cost, etc., and what can be spared, which I wish to 
have inserted in the RECORD, so that they may be used, together with 
the two acts that have heretofore been passed, to show the reason why 
we made this change. 

The first joint resolution of this kind was approved January 28, 1881, 
and is as follows: 


Ca 
Joint resolution authorizing the loan of certain flags and bunting to the com- 
mittee on inaugural ceremonies. 

Resolved by the Senaleand House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tn Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
are hereby authorized and em powered to loan to the committee on ina: cere- 
monies the flags and hanang in the Government depots, for use in ing 
the city of Washington on the 4th March next: Provided, That the said com- 
mittee shall indemnify the Departments against anv loss or damage resulting 
from the use of said flags and bunting. 

Approved, January 28, 1881. 


The second joint resolution on this subject was approved February 
28, 1885, andisas follows: 


Joint resolution authorizing the loan of certain flags and bunting to the com- 
mittee on inauguration ceremonies. 


Resolved by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inauguration 
ceremonies the flags and bunting in the Government depots, for use in decoratin, 
the city of Washington on the 4th day of March next: Provided, That the sai 
committee shall indemnify the Departmentsagainst any loss or damage resulting 
from the loan of such flags and bunting, except such damage as is necessarily 
incident to such use. 

Approved, February 28, 1885, 


The Quartermaster-General of the Army submits the following mem- 
orandum: 
MEMORANDUM, - 
JANUARY 15, 1889. 
Number asid the Secreta: we decorati 
of worn flags on hand, roo pions aie ry of War for ing cer- 


Description, Philad® vEsepine: Total. 


phia.1- 


At— Garrison. Post. | Storm. 

Philadelphia 122 140 
St. Louis 1 

San Francisco. 43 86 

SEM E S E Er N Ea 166 226 

m 

Purchased during present fiscal year. ........es|ssseererssseessees 150 400 

Annual allowance for the whole Army 83 268 574 

Contingencies... 10 20 20 

CORE LIOR coi istesa verse cstivessedovecetneeseatvacbeues onset aa $29, 50 $9.95 | $2. 80 


At the Garfield inauguration in 1881 the cost of flags was as follows: 


a ego 

Storm tees $4.30, 

At that time the Department turned over to the committee the fol- 
lowing flags, all of which could not be issued and since have been used 
for decoration alone: 850 storm and recruiting flags, $4.30; 202 garri- 
son flags, $67.87; 333 post flags, $15.65; 194 designating flags; 174 na- 
tional colors (old ones), damaged; 501 regimental colors (old ones), war; 
487 standards, old cavalry regimental stock; 606 guidons, old. 

The board of survey assessed the and loss at $684.08. Con- 
gress relieved from responsibility by act of Congress, approved August 
7, 1882. i 

” At the Cleveland inauguration in 1885 the cost of flags was: 


Garrison flags, $37. 
Post flags, $12. 
Storm flags, $3.45. 


At that time the Department turned over 44 garrison flags; 56 post 
flags; 136 storm flags; 50 national colors; 63 regimental colors, 150 
guidons, 53 standards, 100 designating, old war stock. 

Some old stock. Nothing reported as lost. 

I also present the following telegram from Commodore Walker: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, January 29, 1889, 
Hon. F. M. COCKRELL: 


In answer to your telegram of yesterday: In 1831 condemned flags mainly 
were loaned, invoiced at 10 cents a pound, In 1885, 3,017 flags, serviceable and 
unserviceable, were furnished. Total value, $18,697.65. Fifty-two flags, mostly 
small ones, were not returned, for which Dorsey Clagett, for committee, de- 
poaien in Treasury $257.96. Thirty-four hundred and thirty-five flags of all 

nds may now be furnished from the navy-yards—Washington, Norfolk, League 
Island, New York, Boston,and Portsmouth, Bunting can not be used for deco- 
rating without damage. 

J. G. WALKER, 


Chief of Bureau. 
DISTRICT JURORS. 


Mr. HARRIS. A few days since the Senate passed the bill (S. 3640) 
to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 858, 861, and 862 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia, and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed. If the Senator desires it, I have 
no objection to the reconsideration, so that he may now submit the 
amendment he wishes to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to strike out so much of the bill—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be regarded as reconsidered and open 
to amendment. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the votes by 
which the bill was passed and ordered to a third reading will be recon- 
sidered, and itis now before the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to strike out so much of the bill as requires 
that jurors—— 

Mr. HARRIS. On line 6, page 5, the Senator will find the language 
that he desires to strike ont, the words ‘‘a tax-payer.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I desire tostrike out the words ‘‘a tax-payer,”’ in line 
6 of section 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, line 6, of section 3, it is proposed, 
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after the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,” to strike out the words ‘‘a 
tax-payer;’’ so as to read: 

rt l pea anys Fe so tent to act asajuror unless he bea citizen of the United 
States, a resident of of Columbia, over twenty-one and under 
five years of age, e T geod lawful man, who has never been convicted of 
a felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude. 

Mr. HOAR. In the District of Columbia there is a very consider- 
able number of persons who have large personal property, but the bulk 
of the taxes of the District, I believe, is still raised upon real estate. 
I think that is the case. At any rate, however that may be, there is a 
special condition of things here by reason of the fact that there is so 
large a number of colored persons who constitute to some extent still 
tassios class in the community and who are, very few of them com- 

arrap Se p dag still fewer real-estate owners. 
. SHERMAN, Will the Senator let me superadd to that one pe- 
culiar feature of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not hear the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDEN tempore. The Senator from Ohio will suspend 
until order is paces sp 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will wait until the Senator from Massachusetts 


is through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please resume their 
seats and refrain fea a audible conversation. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely desire to say that none of us can ‘be blind to 
the fact that there are still likely to come upin the courts, in the 
criminal courts and in the civil courts as well, many questions where 
the special interests or rights of that class of persons are involved, and 
many others where ie PSr be supposed by them to be involved. It 
is important not only that the juries should be constituted so as to be 
intelligent and impartial, but they should be so understood to be con- 
stituted by the entire community; and the extending to the District 
of Columbia a provision, otherwise healthy and wholesome in itself, 
which should make any class feel that they are almost wholly excluded 
from jury aah: it seems to me, in the special circumstances of this 
District, woul 


persons are 

ters by their personal worth and character and not by their complex- 
ion or race, this policy may hereafter be adopted; but I trust that 
without any extended discussion and without ot special difference of 
opinion the Senate will strike out this 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another reason A EN which the 
Senator from Tennessee will appreciate when I state it, why the con- 
finement of jurymen to tax-payers is nota atall applicable to 
this District even if it was just in any State. In this District there are 
but very few tax-payers—fewer in proportion than in any of the States. 
For instance, householders, persons of pretty liberal means who have 
households and conduct their houses, do not pay taxes. The taxes are 
paid by the landlords. Not one-third of the white people of this Dis- 
trict are tax-payers in the literal sense. We pave ook fea Serre here 
and no poll-taxes, There is no taxon an pon Jinan 

Rid, is therefore manifest that the confinement Sf the say fe jurors 

ieee would be not voy onerous to a comparatively few tax- ried 

ut would be unjust 

no S pa that not one-third of the white voters of this District are tax- 
payers. In the States, as a matter of there is a great variety of 
taxes which are not im here. Nobody here is taxed except the 
select few, comparatively, who own real estate. The tax on 

perty does not ap y unless the amount is over $500, I believe. 
There is some limitst ; Ido not know exactly what itis. At any 
rate, very few pay a tax on personal property unless they are holders of 
real property abe Ithink, therefore, the provision ought to be stricken 
crema pled 

Mr. HARRIS. I think retaining the qualification of tax-payer would 
secure more substantial and more intelligent juries in this District 
than will be secured without that qualification; but I do not think it 
Deka sitions ie tas ene os ote of this bill. I 

ET thalt lope ny ea aleen 1p ouch, so: A TEIR it, and retain 
i, a T ah hope to do, or strike it out, as the majority may deter- 
ne. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreein 
amendment by the Senator from Massachusetts Massachusetts (Mr. Boneh 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then in section 3, line 9, as the co; Seen 
amendment agreed to, I move to strike out after the word ‘turpitude’ 
all down to and including the word “ » in line 14. 

The PRESIDENT pro aS, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In 9, of section 3, after the word ‘*turpi- 


tude,” it is pro to strike out all down to and including the word 
t‘ District” in line 14, as follows: 

And the commissioners of the of shall furnish to the officers 
or who are a make the list of for service in the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, within twenty days after this act shall 
take and thereafter at least once a year, a the names of 
the male tax-payers of said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


Mr. HARRIS. The title should be amended so as to read: ‘A bill 

to amend the laws relating to the selection and service of jurors in the 
e court of the District of Columbia.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment of the title has 
been made, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (A, R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], coming over from a previous day, in relation to naval officers’ 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire that that may go over another day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It willlie over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar as morning business, if there be no objection. 


* INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the resolution authorizing the printing of a thousand 
additional copies of Senate bill 554, known as the international copy- 
right bill, and I ask for the present ‘consideration of the resolution. 

— resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That there be 


nted for eg a the Senate nears ore the 
DILA (5.554) to amend Title e United 


, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of 


PRINTING OF SENATE TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam alsodirected by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back the resolution authorizing the printing of a thousand 
seen some of what is known as the tariff bill as passed by the 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies additional of House bill 
as the same passed the Senate, be published for the use 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was going to suggest that that would en give 
us some ten copies apiece, and I am sure would like to have 
more than that. I would rather make the number 3,000 as the differ- 
EnO NI be S WAS, rary ae grates Y as the type is already set. I 
move to strike out *‘1,000” and insert 000.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The cost is trifling. 

Mr: DAWES. It is hardly worth while to print a thousand. 

The PRESIDENT The Chair would call the attention 
of the chairman of Committee on Printing to the fact that the 
Senator from Vermont . MORRILL], from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a resolution providing or the printing of 5,000 copies, 
and the resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing this 


Mr. MANDERSON. Then I will wre apona this resolution by 
striking out ‘‘1,000”’ and inserting ‘‘3, £, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Make it 5,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I will make it 5,000, and in phlet form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebrasica moves ` 
that the resolution be so amended as t poras for the — of 
Abee t poptes fo eyes Bere. Will the te agree to the amend- 


a amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


HARRIET YOUNG. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning business? 
ee em that order is The Calendar Rule VIN 
is er, 

Mr. TELLER. I move to take up Senate bill 3765, Order of Busi- 
ness 2546. It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Colorado moves to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young. It will be 
read at length for information subject to objection. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after ‘‘seventy-seven,’’ 
omake onk se oniran apaapa 37? soas to read: 


with the amendment 
the Senate. 


to the blacks and to the whites, for I have | morning. 


AIN fas Sines south of the Missouri Ratnbered ás Eh acres covered 


by Harriet Young desert- entry n unt cence ag 
maid Harriet Youn; KA the Helena (Montana) Phar E A SN on July 12, io 1888, under 
desert-land act of 1877. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the word ‘‘act,”’ 
to insert: 

This extension shall not be heid to determine the character of the land nor to 
affect any contest now ng, or which may be hereafter initiated, or as in 
-x wise affecting any right pe Bima claim — to the airan or entry of said Har- 


, nor to affect of proof ra hay bap oes pokr E e law, except 
as to the time of making ees required law and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Src. 2, That the Secretary of the Interior shall take ee as are neces- 
sary to paar pect TEA SOSE a L na ANNL SE at may haveto 
said land under and by virtue E anes 

The amendment was 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar un- 
der Rule VIII will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Al- 
bert Bonsack. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] to the bill j 

Mr. TELLER. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. JONES, at katana: I hope there will be no objection to its 
going over under Rule VIII, and retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can retain its place on the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. It might as well go over. It can never be consid- 
ered under the five-minute rule. I shall object to its being considered 
under that rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, then, to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. - 

_Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the absence of the Senator from Vir- 

ginia [Mr. DANIEL], who is interested in this matter, I hope- this 
Soames wilt not be i on now. The Senator would like to have 
the bill considered whenever it is reached, and he would make a mo- 
tion to proceed to its consideration if he were present. He is not in 
the Senate Chamber, and I hope no advantage will be taken of his ab- 
sence, 

Mr. TELLER. He ean do that at any time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The bill being objected to, goes over 
under Rule IX. The next bill in order will be stated. 

P. GOUGH EDELIN. 


ee CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P, Gough 
elin. 
4 ae Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


The bill was rted from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That said seoran Dewy ees the hands of Messrs, Dudley & Carpenter, 
be delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to P. Gough Edelin, of Maryland, the haa I $42.96, this amount 
havin: pa advanced by him to ioy Taliaferro upon revenue check No. 169066, 
for §2. presented to him by her, nf anaa are having since been 
refused at the United States subtreasury n e BA (Nav ayes rs the 
said Taliaferro was erroneously pensioned, under tinder on cate (Navy): 
vided, That said check, now ia neon of Messrs. Dudley & A ati eA 
delivered to the Secretary of 


The amendment was ey to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | clause, relating 


was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ELMORE S. STROUP. 

The bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain Kansas lands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to relinquish to Elmore S. Stroup all the interest of the 
United States in and to the south half of the northeast quarter and 
the north half of the southeast quarter of section 6, township 6 south, 
of range 18 west of the sixth Sanaga] meridian, in Rooks County, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HUGH FOSTER. 

The bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Fos- 
ter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
# third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine, 


who has charge of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill (Mr. 
HALE], whether he does not propose to take it upat this time? Isup- 
we were to go on with that to-day so as to get it out of the way. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of doing so. I tried to get the rec- 
ognition of the Chaira momentago. I should be glad to go on with 
the bill. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11879) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the pending question being on 
the amendments reported from the Committee on A after 
line 174, to insert: 


For the execution of the obligations and the Lape ar of the interests of the 
United States ex: ds, $00,000, or so much United States and the Gov- 


wharves aga oF for such occu 
under the direction of the President, 
ately available. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator from Maine if he will 
allow the Senate to Sake atin on a bill which is the next on the Cal- 
endar, reported by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. I think 
it will meet with no opposition, and itis a matter ofsome consequence 
to some of my constituents. 

Mr. HALE. Let us get this bill before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The question recurs upon the amendments of 
the Committe on Appropriations relative to the affairs of Samoa. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think the bill I refer to will lead to no debate. 

Mr. HALE. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. HAMPTON. It is Order of Business 2020, a bill (S. 508) toem- 
power Robert Adger and others to bring suit in the Court of Claims 
for rent alleged tobe due them. ‘The Senator from Maryland has made 


a report on it, 
Mr. PLATT. We have not got to that yet. 
There is but one bill intervening between that 


Mr. HAMPTON. 
and the call. 

Mr. HALE. There is evidently some objection to proceeding with 
Soat now, and therefore I think we had better go on with the pending 


ae PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendments have been 


read. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we can have a vote on these amendments, and 
when we vote on them we shall have practically disposed of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two paragraphs will be treated 
as one amendment, i there be be no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

Mr. REAGAN. Have we passed on the provision making the ap- 
ae sige in relation to Samoa? 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to that. 
ikse ERED ENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amendment in 

e 

Mr. REAGAN. I to insert after the word “ » in line 
178, the words: ica girls 

And for the protection ofthe ts 

and to aLe the a r ha ramon paren fg of the enters a, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will confine his amendment to the first 
to the protection of American ci I shall make no 


itizens, 
onjeoiaon so ii; but I do not think that the other part should be in- 


on Foreign 
safely left to the Executive. "But for t the or 
clare, in making an , in terms that it is to 
neutrality or to maintain the i 
farther than I am 


The CHIEF CLERK. In line 178, after the word ‘‘ Islands,” it is 
posed to insert: ig 
And for the protection of the rights of Ameri citi residing 

anda, sail te yeesenve ans RTS and Sedeiendionen of tae the people goede y 


Mr. PLATT. Iask that the whole paragraph be read as it will stand 

gereen pase a 
The PRESIDENT pr e. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as fo OWS: 


the protection of the interests of the 
between the United States and the Goy- 
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ence of the people thereof, $500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
be expended under the direction of the President, this appropriation to be im- 
mediately available. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions unanimously agreed that we would simply do what we could and 
make the proper provisions to carry into execution the treaties which 
are formal documents referred to. Now, the words proposed to be in- 
serted by the Senator from Texas, if they have any meaning at all, 
only tend to weaken the force of the language used by the committee. 

If we are to speak about the protection of American citizens, let me 
ask what act of cruelty has been done to any American citizen? No 
American citizen has been killed over there. 

This clause does say that suitable measures shall be taken to carry 
out, to observe and secure the rights granted by these treaties and to 
carry out the guaranties for our commerce contained in the treaties. 
Now, when mere Fourth-of-July language is added to a document of 
this kind, defining the purposes and the objects and motives which 
should influence the President of the United Statesin maintaining and 
enforcing a treaty obligation, it only weakens the proposition, and I 
trust that as the Democratic side was strongly represented upon the 
Committee on Foreign Relations by such distinguished gentlemen as 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY ], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and 
my colleague [Mr. PAYNE], the Senator from Texas will allow the 
clause to stand with the assurance that it covers every ground neces- 
sary and has been carema considered. I hope, therefore, that the 
amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, I do not agree to the statement made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that no wrongs have been 
committed upon American citizens in Samoa, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the evidence already furnished is conclusive 
that wrongs have been committed on our citizens in Samoa. But that 
is not at issue here, 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is for the protection of our people in Samoa. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope that the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will 
not insist upon his amendment now. From the remarks the Senator 
made yesterday, he and I are in entire accord on this matter of Samoa. 
The two amendments which have been reported to the appropriation 
bill from the Committee on Foreign Relations are not, in my judgment, 
all that committee is called upon to do, nor do they comprise what 
Congress ought to insist upon. The remarks of the Senator from Texas 
come very much nearer the requirements of the occasion than the re- 
port of the Committee on Foreign Relations; but the two amendments, 
so far as they gò, are, in my judgment, right, and ought to be sustained 
and with great unanimity in the Senate. 

Let me call the attention of Senators to the one of $100,000 for Pago 
Tago. In the treaty which gives us rights in Pago Pago, Article II pro- 
vides: 

ART. II. Naval vessels of the United States shall have the privilege of enter- 
ing and using the port of Pago Pago and establishing therein and on the shores 
thereof a station for coal and other naval supplies for their naval and commer- 

l marine, etc, 

Now, clearly, while Article II is in life the United States has a right 
to establish coaling stationsand stations for naval supplies, to purchase 
land, erect buildings, and practically take possession of Pago Pago 

The United States took advantage of this article shortly after the treaty 
was ratified and leased a lot of land on the shore of Pago Pago, sent a 
vessel load of coal and dumped it on the leased land. two or three 

ears it was all used up, and no coal has been sent there since, and the 

nited States gave up its lease of the land. 

‘To-day and for the last four years it has had absolutely nothing there 
indicating that the United States had any possession of Pago Pago. In 
the mean time what have the Germans done by their very peculiar 
system of levying taxes on the Samoan natives? Here let me say 
that they levied $100,000 of taxes in one single year on these poor con- 
fiding people who have not $500 altogether—$100,000 in one year—and 
then their process is to give them notice that it must be paid, and the 
poor chiefs come in without any money to payit. ‘‘ Where shall we get 
our money?’ They are told, ‘‘Of the German trading firm.” They 
apply to the trading firm. That firm charges them outrageous premi- 
ums for bills of exchange, lets them have the money, takes mortgages 
on their lands ; and in that way the Germans have possession probably 
of two-thirds of all the cultivable lands of these islands. There is no 
justice in it, no right, no humanity. 

The Germans since that time by this peculiar process have obtained 
all the lands around Pago Pago, and I suppose to-day own them. But 
this article in this treaty is in force, and under itas a matter of course 
we can go there, take land for stations for naval supplies and forcoal- 
ing, and our right is paramount to the title of anybody obtained since 
that article appeared in this treaty. So we are in a condition to-day 
to do what we could have done eight years ago. Suppose we neglect 
to do it one year longer or two years longer. The Senate understands 
about this German trading firm; it is not Germany by any manner of 
means; it is not Bismarck; it is nothing trading 


but a German firm 


which has absolute and supreme power in the Samoan Islands to-day. 
The consul of Germany receives all his orders from it; a ship of war 


sent there from Germany receives its orders from the consul, and of 
course from the same firm. It is the power of Germany in the islands; 
it is not Germany, and I doubt exceedingly if Germany itself has had 
any understanding of what has been really going on in those islands 
for the last two or three years. If it has, I do notsee how these dip- 
lomatic dispatches from Bismarck can be accounted for. 

In this same treaty there is this provision: 

ART. VII. The present treaty shall remain in forceforten years from its date, 

It has remained in force for ten years now from its date. 


If neither party shall have given to the other six months’ previous notice of 
its intention then to terminate the same, it shall further remain in force until 
se sune kwelyo months after either party shall have given notice to the other 
of such intention. 


Mr. President, for years we have had as King of the Samoan Islands 
a friend of the United States, with nine chiefs out of ten of the same 
friendly disposition, and the enmity of the German trading firm against 
Malietoa and against these chiefs comes entirely from the fact that they 
were friends of the United States. The Germans, without any author-/ 
ity, and committing one of the gravest insults against the United States. 
of America that she was ever subjected to, have deliberately elevated 
into power and made king, Tamasese, a rebel. Tamasese has not a 
Samoan chief hehind him—not one. Tamasesé is nothing but a pup- 
pet in the hands of the German trading firm. He knows to-day that; 
his life is forfeit if he goes to his own popa: He knows his only! 
hope is in the German trading firm. Now, if he is permitted to be es-, 
tablished in power and authority and is recognized as King of the Sa- 
moan Islands, what will he do first under their instructions? Why, 
it will be to give the necessary notice for the abrogation of this treaty. 
Suppose he gives the notice. At the end of twelve months the treaty. 
is gone as if it had never been in existence. Suppose the United States’s 
condition in Pago Pago in twelve months from the time that notice is 
given is precisely as it is to-day, then I ask the Senate what rights the 
United States will have in Pago Pago? To me itis entirely clear— 
none whatever. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator will allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion. So far as he knows, has Tamasese ever been recognized as the 
rightful sovereign of those islands? 

Mr. FRYE. That brings up a serious question as to what recogni- 
tion of Tamasese’s authority there has been. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator ought to state in that connection that 
in the opinion of a majority of the committee the treaty itself was a 
grant in presenti and operated immediately so far as our rightsin Pago 
Pago were concerned. That was our property just as much as if deeded 
to us, and a notice to terminate the treaty would not affect a vested 
right. At all events it is an argument in favor of our immediately tak- 
ing ion and asserting our power. We agreed upon that. But 
I do not think that even a notice given by the lawful king would divest 
us of that vested right in the Bay of Pago Pago. That is the opinion 
of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not remember that the committee passed upon 
that, but I do not believe that is the correct doctrine under this treaty, 
by any manner of means. We received under Article II of this treaty 
certain rights in Pago Pago, the right to occupy it for stations for na- 
val supplies, for coaling stations, etc. Suppose the ten years run and 
we never occupy it for these purposes, we never avail ourselves of our 
rights, and then notice is given and the treaty is terminated, we being 
in that condition of never having availed ourselves of those rights; it 
seems to me entirely clear that the moment the treaty is terminated 
those rights to do certain things cease, and I see no escape from it in 
any direction. At any rate it looks exceedingly probable that they 
would so contend on the other side. 

Now, in my judgment the committee did just exactly right in rec- 
ommending an appropriation of $100,000, to be immediately avail- 
able, for the purpose of estab a coaling station and a station for 
naval supplies in Pago Pago, and that appropriation ought to pass Con- 
gress promptly and with t unanimity, and the of the 
Navy the moment it has me a law ought, as I believe he will, to 
avail himself of its provisions, send his vessels out to Pago Pago, take 

ion of the necessary land for the purposes of a station for coal 
and a station for naval supplies, erect the necessary wharves and the 
necessary buildings, and then, if the treaty is terminated, we have vested 
rights that we acquired under the treaty, and no subsequent action of 
the Samoan Government can deprive us of those rights; but if we do 
not avail ourselves of the privileges granted by the treaty, I do not see 
for the life of me how we can complain when the treaty is ended by 
proper notice. 

Mr. President, I have taken a good deal of interest in this Samoan 
matter, and have investigated it with a great deal of care, and yet I 
have taken no part in this discussion, although the honorable Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, did me the honor to invite me to open the debate on the gen- 
eral Samoan question. I declined, and I did so because in my judg- 
ment these two appropriation items do not bring up the real questions 
at issue between us and Germany. 

The real question at issue to-day between these two countries is not 
necessarily before the Senate for discussion under these two items of 
appropriation, nor in my judgment is the Senate ready at this moment 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1373 


for such discussion. I expect to see the day come, and ere long, too, 
when there will be a proposition pending before the Senate, reported, 
I hope, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, which shall scr 
the whole question of the difficulties and the issues between the Uni 

States and Germany before us. Then Ishall be very happy indeed to 

eare into the discussion. Until that time I do not propose to enter 
nto it. 

Let me tell Senators that to-day we have in committee the testi- 
mony of Consul-General Sewall, and, while he is a Democrat, without 
political sympathy with me or I with him, I will say he has acted his 
part in Samoa with an intelligence thatis seldom exhibited by Ameri- 
can consuls abroad, and with a fidelity to his country and to his peo- 
ple, and to the obligations of his country to these confiding native Sa- 
moans, worthy of the very highest praise. I will say further for Con- 
sul-General Sewall that he is a gentleman of unusual acquirements, 
that he is a graduate of Harvard College and of Harvard Law School, 
spending seven years in his studies in that institution. I know of no 
man in the United States to-day to whom I would intrust the interest 
of the United States in Samoa with more confidence than I would to 
Consul-General Sewall, and I hope when the administration changes, 
if he is still in office, the new administration will permit him to remain 
there. . 

Consul-General Sewall’s testimony, whichisintelligent, complete, and 
necessary to an understanding of the case, is not open to discussion in 
the Senate. It is an executive document. Until yesterday knowledge 
of it never has been extended beyond the members of the committee. 
Yesterday it was extended to the members of the United States Senate, 
but was not to the world. How, then, when this is the very founda- 
tion of all the action which I desire on the Samoan question, and we 
are deprived entirely of its use, can any proper discussion take place? 

Then, again, in the documents which have been sent in reply to re- 
quests from the Senate and from the House of Representatives, with 
great propriety I have no doubt, large numbers of dispatches have been 
left out, because, in the opinion of the Secretary of State, they ought 
not to be made public. There were nine dispatches left out from the 
consul-general at Samoa. Take the statements of Mr. Bates, an intel- 
pees pontieman; who was sent as commissioner to Samoa by Secretary 
Bayard. There is no complete copy of his report before the Senate. 
There is a partial report in the document which has been made public; 
but at my request Secretary Bayard sent me the entire report, marked 
‘‘strictly confidential.” It is not open for use in the Senate in this 
discussion. So the Senate is not prepared to discuss the Samoan ques- 
tion in its most important aspects, and I think I am fully justified in 
declining now to enter upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator state what he thinks ought to 
be done in behalf of the deposed king, or if the United States ought 
to take any action with regard to that matter? 

Mr. FRYE. I will simply say that there is not a fourth-rate power 
in Europe that would not have risked its political life without hesita- 
tion if it had been a party to a conference with Germany in its own 
courts about the autonomy of Samoa and its independence, and Germany 
pendua that conference, without any notice to such European power, 

deliberately ordered her ships to take possession and violate the 
autonomy and the independence of those islands—I say there is not a 
fourth-rate power that would not have risked its national life on a de- 
mand, made at once, that the status quo existing at the time when that 
conference was in session should be forthwith restored. 

I am not saying what, in my opinion, ought to be done by us now. 
I prefer that the Committee on Foreign Relations shall report to the 
United States Senate in due form and after deliberation what ought 
to be done. Iam no diplomatist and never was charged with being 
one. Igenerally know what I desire, and Igenerally go just as straight- 
forward to what I desire as it is possible for me to, no matter who is 
in the way or what country may be concerned. 

Mr. President, when the proper time comes I shall be very glad to dis- 
cuss, with such knowledge and ability as I have, theSamoan question, and 
the complications between the United States and Germany resulting 
from that question. I am not prepared and do not desire to discuss 
itnow. Lhope, then, that these two appropriations, which are certainly 
a great step in advance, will be unanimously adopted by the United 
States Senate and sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, 1 agree with the expression of the 
hope just made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], that these 
two appropriations may be made. I had a reason for offering the 
amendment which I have offered to the first paragraph. To the sec- 
ond, as I stated yesterday, I suppose we shall all That reason 
was based on the statement of the President substantially that he had 
exercised what he regarded as the powers confided to him by the Con- 
stitution in extending the good offices of the executive department of 
the Government to the Samoans in their trouble with the Germans. 

The amendment was based further upon some things which seemed 
to me to have escaped the distinguished Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN]. In addition to the rights conferred. upon this Government by 
the second article of the treaty with Samoa, the fifth article of that 
treaty requires something of this country. It says: 


ART. V. If, unhappily, any differences should have arisen, or shall hereafter 


arise, between the Samoan Government and any other government in amity 
with the United States, the Government of the latter will employ its good offices 
rt “Yad purpose of adjusting those differences upon a satisfactory and solid foun- 

That commits this Government to exert its friendly good offices in 
the matter, no further. The sixth article of the treaty provides: 

Art. VI. The Government of Samoa agrees to allow to the Government and 
citizens of the United States free and equal participation in any privileges that 
may.have been or may hereafter be granted to the government, citizens, or sub- 
jects of any other nation. 

I do not propose to go through these documents, nor is it necessary; 
but does the Senator from Ohio assume that under this treaty, and in 
the face of the fact that American citizens have acquired in Samoa what 
they regard as their titles to 37,500 acres of land, and engaged in trade 
and commerce there, that they did it under the authority of the lawful 
gove®nment and king, and that the German officials stimulated a re- 
bellion and brought it about, took the rebel chief under their protec- 
tion and forbade the lawful king to defend his rights and restore order 
in his kingdom, as no encroachment on the rightsof American citizens ? 
And it further appears—and I shall not attempt to go into the details, 
as it is not necessary, for the Senator understands them much better 
than I do—that the Germans have now substantially the military con- 
trol there, that American interests have ceased to be protected there, 
and are under German domination and power. 

In addition to all these facts, Mr. Bayard, in his dispatch of Janu- 
ary 11 to Mr. Blacklock, says: 

Your telegram sent by Hawley from New Zealand received. Proper measures 
have been adopted for protection of American interests in Samoa and to preserve 
Samoan independence. Admiral Kimberly, with frigate Trenton, starts at once, 
You will consult freely with him. 

That shows that the Secretary of State recognizes the injustice that 
has been done in depriving Samoa of her independence, in stimulating 
a revolt, in forbidding the lawful king to assert the authority of that 
government, and that he thought something ought to be done in that 
respect. The Secretary of State in his dispatch to Count Arco, dated 
the 12th of this month, among other things, says: 


The instructions given to officials of this Government at Samoa have never 
deviated from those made public,and which were well known to Germany and . 
Great Britain, and in effect were scrupulously to maintain neutrality in Samoan 
affairs, and confine their action to good offices in the maintenance of peace and 
order in those regions, and securing protection for American citizens and their 
interests under treaty stipulations and the comity of civilized nations. 

Further on Mr, Bayard says: 


I received also with expressed satisfaction your assurance of the intentions 
of your Government to maintain and carefully respect the treaty rights of this 
Government under all circumstances, and this, as I stated to you, necessarily 
included respect for the existence of Samoan autonomy and inde ndence, 
which is the basis of the three treaties made with the United States, Germany, 
and Great Britain, the first-named being earliest in date. 

Going further, Secretary Whitney, in his instructions to Admiral 
Kimberly on the 11th of this month, says: 


The United States Government is willing to co-operate in restoring order in 
Samoa on the basis of the full preservation of American treaty rights and Sa- 
moan autonomy, as recogn and oe sa to by Germany, Great Britain, and 
the United States, and has so informed the German Government, 

* * * * * * * 


Protest against the subjugation and Sheena of native government of 
Samoa by Germany as in violation of positive agreement and understanding 
between treaty powers, but inform the representatives of the German and Brit- 
ish Governments of your readiness to co-operate in causing all treaty rights to 
be res; and in restoring peace and order on the basis of a recognition of 
Samoan rights to independence. 

Based upon all this, the committee come in with a recommendation 
to appropriate $500,000, to be immediately available, for the execution 
of the obligations and the protection of the interests of the United 
States existing under the treaty between the United States and the 
Government of the Samoan Islands. It seems to me that while this 
money is given to the President, who has stated to us in substance 
that he has exhausted his constitutional authority and asks Congress 
for further direction in the matter, we are either shirking responsibil- 
ity ourselves or intending to place the President in a false position by 
appropriating money for him to do something with and refusing to tell 
him what to do with it. This proposed action does not enlarge the 
President’s power. It does not indicate the policy of Congress on this 
subject. It simply leaves the whole question open and throws the 
President upon his own discretion, which he says he has already ex- 
hausted. What is he or his successor to do with this money without 
Congressional direction ? 

It seems to me it would be proper to go further than the wording of 
this amendment and say to the President that we desire him to em- 
ploy the powers of the Government and the appropriation made “‘ for 
the protection of the rights of American citizens residing in said isl- 
ands and to preserve the autonomy and independence of the people 
thereof.” 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Texas precisely what he 
means by our preserving the neutrality of the Samoan Government? 

Mr. REAGAN. That is not the wording of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. What is it? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is the preservation of neutrality, which applies 
to all governments attempting to interfere there. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator please read the amendment again? 

Mr. REAGAN. Let the Secretary read it, 
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The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Islands,’’ in line 178, it is pro- 

posed to insert: 
protect f the rights of American citi i in said isl- 

A ln eenen tus an r and aa E DEEA DAONA theese, 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘Neutrality and independence thereof.” Now, what 
does the Senator mean by that phrase? He refers to the Samoan Isl- 
ands and then desires to preserve ‘‘the neutrality and the independence 
thereof.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator insists upon the word ‘the’? going in 


there. It is not there. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not insist on the word ‘‘the.” What does the 
Senator mean by preserving neutrality ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I mean that this Government should prevent en- 
croachments on the rights of the people of the United States or a vio- 
lation of the rights of Samoa as stipulated in the treaties betweea the 


three t governments ani 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean neutrality as to other powers? 

Mr. REAGAN. What I mean is to protect those people. 

Mr. HALE. What I am trying to get at is whether the Senator 
wishes to go so far, 

Mr. REAGAN. I will leave the Senate to determine what the Jan- 
guage means, I have but a few more words to say and I prefer to pro- 
ceed. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask another question. Does the Senator be- 
lieve that the Government of the United States, with the power of the 
United States behind it, should guaranty the government, the auton- 
omy, the existence of the Government of the Samoan Islands? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Secretary of State has insisted that under the 
arrangement between these powers, the autonomy and independence 
of Samoa shall be preserved. I propose to carry out what he says, and 
he is familiar with the co mdence. 

Mr. HALE. And that the United States shall guaranty that? 

Mr. REAGAN. It shall prevent other people from interfering with 
the rights reserved by these treaties to the residents of Samoa and the 
citizens of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Which amounts to the same thing, and which is a 

guaranty on our part. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will put his own construction upon it. 
I ventured to move this amendment and to make the remarks which I 
made yesterday in support of it because itseemed to me—possibly Iam 
mistaken—that as the President had indicated that he had exhausted his 
authority, and asked of Congress with its larger constitutional powers 
over the question to indicate a course of policy to be pursued, it was 
our duty to doit. It did not seem to me becoming in the Congress of 
the United States to shrink, in the face of all the facts before it, from 
taking a position on this subject. 

The Senator from Ohio assumes to characterize this amendment and 
my remarks as a Fourth-of-July speech, and to administer to me a re- 
buke for proposing to have an opinion and to express it in the Senate 
of the United States upon a great question like this, assuming that in- 
asmuch as the Democratic side of the Senate was represented on the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, others thanthe members of the com- 
mittee ought to close their mouths and bow their heads in silence to 
whatever recommendation was made. That is not my understanding 
of the duty of an American Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair), Does 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator has got such an impression as that, 
he is tly mistaken. Iintended no such thing. I intended no re- 

or unkindness to the Senator. He has a perfect right to make 
any remarks he sees proper, or to offer any amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will read his remarks in the RECORD 
in the morning he will find that I am not mistaken in what he said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill read them, and I think the Senator will 
find that they are not very bad. What I said was that on a proposi- 
tion of this kind affecting our foreign relations, dealing with other 
powers, on the whole the Senator from Texas might safely rely upon 
that which was carefully pre , not by this side, but by his fellow- 
associates on that side, gentlemen of distinction, who have a fuller 
knowledge of all the facts in the matter than can be obtained in a hur- 
ried debate like this, and that we ought therefore to be guided by it, 
as I am athousand times. The Senator will have perceived that when 
a committee has carefully gone over a subject-matter, I very rarely 
offer amendments or propositions of that kind. As to 
the right of the Senator to offer his amendment, and his duty to doso 
if he thinks it proper, that is quite another thing. I did not in any 
way mean to deny it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I recognize as to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations that they are apt to be in possession of information 
that others not on that committee may not be in possession of, but I 
recognize the further fact that the information on this subject, or at 
least a great deal of information upon this subject, has been communi- 
cated by the President of the United States to the and I rely 
not upon an unexplained report or clause of a bill for the formation of 


the opinions which I entertain upon this subject, but upon the papers 
and the documents which the President has pai to the Renate, 

Tagree with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] that there is hardly 
a fourth-class power in Europe that would have stood the insult that 
this Government has stood from Germany, and I am sorry to see in va- 
rious ways a disposition to shrink from meeting what seems to me to 
be the duty of this Government in relation to such a matter. 

I stated yesterday, and I repeat to-day, that ihe consular agents of 
the United States at Samoa, the commanders of our vessels at Samoa, 
the citizens of the United States residing upon these islands, can not 
fail to be humbled and humiliated and to feel degraded by the fact 
that their Government has permitted Germany to trample upon their 
rights and upon the rights of Samoa in view of the treaty stipulations 
and other understandings, as has been done; and instead of trying to 
cover this up, I think wisdom, prudence, and the interest of the people 
of this country is that we should meet the facts. 

If the Government of the United States has assumed obligations to 
Samoa, whatever they are, it should avow and execute them. If it 
owes a duty to its own citizens it should perform that duty. If the 
flag of the United States has been insulted, if the property of citizens 
of the United States is placed at the mercy of German traders through 
the action of the Government of Germany, we ought to recognize those 
facts to be as these papers show them, and do one of two things. If we 
mean abjectly to abandon our rights we.ought to call home our consular 
agent and the commanders of our vessels and not subject them to in- 
sult and degradation, and admit that whatever rights we have there, 
or whatever duties we owe, we abandon; or if we io not do this, then 
we ought squarely and manfully to assert the rights which belong to 
this country and discharge the duties we may owe to Samoa. 

I will not assume that the amendments reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Delations do not meet the exigencies of the case; 
but I simply say that, as I understand the question, the President hav- 
ing said in substance that he had exhausted his authority on this 
subject and appealed to the larger constitutional authority of Congress 
to advise him further about it, this first amendment does no such 
thing. Itsimply proposes to appropriate money without enlarging the 
duties of the President, without telling him what the policy or the 
purposes of Congress are; and so, with all respect to the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreigu Relations and the chairman of the Commit- 
teeon Appropriations, I feel constrained to leave the amendment offered 
by me subject to the action of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate a fet’ mo- 
ments since it was with the intention of saying but a very few words; 
but I wish to add something to what I stated as to Pago Pago. It is 
the best harbor in the Pacific Ocean, right in the hurricane latitude, 
and it is absolutely necessary if we have vessels in that ocean that 
they can have the right of harborage in Pago Pago—absolutely nec- 


essary. 

Again, if the Nicaraguan Canal is built, or any Isthmian canal, Sa- 
moa is of infinitely importance to our interests than the Sand- 
wich Islands are. The Sandwich Islands are not en route from the 
Isthmus to China, or Japan, or Australia, or the East Indies; they are 
away out of the route; but the Samoan Islands are exactly in line. 
We have to-day in the whole Pacific Ocean bat two resting places, the 
Sandwich Islands and Samoa. Nothing else isleft. IfSamoais taken, 
only the Sandwich Islands remain, and they off the track. ~ 

It is known to Senators that our steam commerce of to-day is on the 
Pacific and not on the Atlantic. All of our great lines but one, I be- 
lieve, are on the Pacific; and the importance of Pago Pago as a harbor 
can not be overestimated to us in our future. This dispatch has just 
come over the wires: 

AUCKLAND, January 31. 
Advices from Samoa state that the German officials have given notice that all’ 
vessels arriving there will be searched for articles contraband of war. 

So that the right of search of American vessels, if this dispatch is 
correct, is asserted by Germany. . 

They have suppressed the Samoan Times. 


If that is true, then free speech is stopped in Samoa. 

A painget on the British steamer Wainne, who visited Mataafa’scamp, was 
placed under arrest, but was subsequently released in compliance with a de- 
mand of the British consul. 

If he had been an American, I sup it would not have done for 
an American consul to have demanded his release. 

A proclamation has been issued placing the a police force under German 
control, Mataafa’s followers number 6,000. ey are ote y_ intrenched, 
and other Samoans are rapidly paling. them. Upon the arrival of the steamer 
Richmond she was boarded and searched by the Germans. 


Mr. GRAY. What nationality is that? 

Mr. FRYE. Idonot know. It came by the Associated Press from 
A GAY English, I 

7 s suppose. 

Mr. FRYE. Very likely. E of course, do not know whether the 
statements in this dispatch are true or not, but if they are, then three 
assertions are made by Germany in Samoa—first, the right of search of 
American vessels going into the harbor of a nation with whom we are 


in treaty relations; second, the suppression of free speech; and third, 


1889. 


the assuming control of the police in Apia. Apia is the municipality 
which by agreement between Germany, England, the United States, 
and the Samoan chief or king was made neutral ground, in which 
these nations had equal rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, which is Senate bill 3401, in relation to the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that that bill be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be laid aside 
informally in order to proceed with the appropriation bill now pend- 
ing. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Maine? The 
Chair hears none, and the regular order is informally laid aside and 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill remains before the Sen- 
ate, and the question is on the amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. In view of the suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
who has just spoken [Mr. FRYE], and who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and who takes substantially the same view 
of this question that I do, it is perhaps better to let the items pass as 
reported by the committee. In view of the fact that matters are as- 
suming shape so rapidly as that it is probable we shall have the ques- 
tion before us in another form very soon, I withdraw the amendment 
which I have proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to reserve one of the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. Idid not observe at the time when 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole have been reported to the Senate and adopted by 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, but I ask consent of the Sen- 
stor from Maine and of the Senate to have the amendment making 
certain ministers plenipotentiary ambassadors reserved for a separate 


vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment to which he has referred may 
have a separate vote in the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. HALE. It is very desirable that this bill should go through 
the Senate speedily and be sent to the House of Representatives. I do 
not propose to take the time of this body in debating the two amend- 
ments that have been submitted by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and reported in the bill, because I agree with my colleague that the 
time has not come to fully discuss this most important subject. It is 
in my judgment better that it should be left to a future time when the 
Senate can more deliberately consider the grave importance of this sub- 
ject. In the mean time I am willing to leave the disposition of these 
amendments, if they be adopted and the money carried with them, with 
the executive department, which has charge of the negotiations and 
the conduct of all p i relating to the relations between this 
country and the Samoan Islands. Whatever rights we have there should 
be firmly protected and insisted upon and not given up. 

I do not share, for one, in the feeling which has been expressed here 
that this matter only involves the performances of a private trading 
company of German citizens in these islands. Iam led to believe that 
the subject is ter and carries with it more gravity and importance 
than would be the case if this was only ing with a foreign power 
that had not committed itself to the acts of its citizens in these islands. 
But in view of the letter of Prince Bismarck to the German envoy at 
Washington, answered by the Secretary of State no later than last Feb- 
ruary, I am constrained to believe that whatever has been done in the 
islands of Samoa in the direction of German interference and German 
intervention there has been done with deliberation; that while openly’ 
and apparently it may be of a German company, itis the act of the 
German Government and in pursuance of a policy on the part of the 
German Government; apd I expect that when the executive power of 
this Government, which is to deal with this important subject by ne- 
gotiation, is confronted with the issue it will find itself confronted with 
the German authority and the policy of the German Empire. Ont of 
that I hope a wise course will be pursued, and that we shall not be un- 
n y involved in important steps that will lead to grave and it 
may be deplorable results unless it is clear that the rights of American 
citizens have been interfered with and that everything is necessary to 
protect those rights, 

With this, for one, not having the extreme views that have been pre- 
sented upon this case on the part of some I am willing to 
leave it, being desirous of taking no more time, but that the bill shall 


be put upon its passage. 
ices PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendment will be 
The SECRETARY. In the heading on 1, line 10, after the word 


“‘of,’’ insert ‘‘ ambassadors and; ”’ and in line 11, strike out ‘‘ envoys 
extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary’? and insert ‘‘ ambassa- 
dors;’’ so as to read: 

SALARIES OF AMBASSADORS AND MINISTERS. 


oe France, Germany, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500 each, 
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Mr. HALE. Have the amendments of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the amendments have been 
adopted except the one which has just been read. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] asked that a separate vote might be taken 
in the Senate on this amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE, All the amendments thatthe Committee of the Whole 
put in the bill have been adopted except the one in relation to ambas- 
sadors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 
I ask the Senator from Florida to yield to allow 
me to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply desire to inquire whether the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I only desire to say that this amend- 
ment which was proposed by the Senator from Texas and has now been 
withdrawn is a matter which, in my opinion, should receive the pres- 
ent consideration of this body. 

On the 10th of November, 1884, there appears, in the message of the 
President of the United States submitted to us, a treaty between the 
King of the islands of Samoa and the German consul in the shape of a 
form of government absolutely conferring the power over this island 
and all its inhabitants, whether Americans or of any other nation, upon 
the German authorities under the title of the Samoan-German council. 

This was in 1884. The dispatch of Mr. Kasson calls the attention 
of our Government to this as a violation of the understanding and the 
agreement between Germany and the United States. The response of 
Prince Bismarck, representing the German Government, agrees to it 
that it would be a violation of the status quo and the agreement be- 
tween the United States and Germany. But still following that for a 
period up to the year 1889 this violation of faith which has been 
pledged to this Government as represented by the minister of Ger- 
many has continued, and the question now is after the lapse of five 
years whether or not the pledged faith of the Government of the 
United States to protect and preserve the autonomy and the neutrality, 
as the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] properly expresses it, the 
same word that is used in our dispatches, shall be kept. The neu- 
trality of those islands in respect to all other governments has been 
violated. The question is, shall we e the pledge of the public 
faith of the Government of the United States to the specific proposi- 
tion or not? Is five years of violated faith and neglected duty a suffi- 
cient time to have expired before the Government and this body as 
one of the co-ordinate members of the Government shall express a 
decided and positive opinion upon that subject. 

Mr. President, I wish to say for myself that my vote shall be given 
to the preservation of the public faith, the pledged faith of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, to preserve the neutrality of those islands 
and for the protection of the rights of American citizens; but above and 
beyond that the public interests of this country require that when it 
has pledged its faith as a Government to a proposition affecting foreign 
governments, that faith shall be preserved at whatever cost. 

If the Senator from Texas had retained his amendment, I should 
have voted for it with pleasure. 

The PRESIDENT pro re. Thequestion is on concurring in the 
Senate with the amendment made in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again reported so that 
the Senate may understand it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I make no objection to the demand of the Senator 
from Missouri, but I observe that several Senators who voted for this 
amendment are absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot know who are absentor who are present, 
as far as that is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called}. Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. I do not know how he 
would vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I agreed to pair with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], whois detained in the Supreme 
Court. I understand he voted in committee against this amendment, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 


N]. 
Mr. PAYNE. At the suggestion of a Senator near me that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is absent, I transfer my pair 


All except the one just read. 
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with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator from 


South Carolina, and I will vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe 
that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is absent. Iam gen- 
erally paired with him, and though I do not know how he would vote 
on this particular question, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Call, Frye, Hiscoc! Riddleberger, 
K Gi on, Hoar, k Sawyer, y 
Chandler, Gorman, Manderson, aeran 
Colquitt, Gray, Mo; x Wilson of Md, 
Da’ ale, Paddock, 
Ey: Hampton, Payne, 
Farwell, Hawley, Platt, 
NAYS—26. 
Ba Eustis, Pugh Turpi 
Blackburn, Faulkner, om, Vest, = 
Blair, Geo! Reagan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, In; Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Pasco, Stanford, 
Edmunds, Plumb, Stewart, 
ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich, Butler, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Allison, Cameron, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Beck, Cullom, McPherson, Teller, 
Berry, Daniel, Mitchell, Vance. 
Blodgett, Dolph, Morrill, 
Bowen, Harris, Palmer, 
Brown, Hearst, Quay, 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment 
in the Senate. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 30th instant approved and signed the aora acts: 

An act (S. 2333) granting a pension to George W. Fogle; 

An act (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker; 

An act (8. aia} granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 

An act (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter; 

An act (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins; 

An act (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum; 

An act (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher; 

An act (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. Myers; 

An act (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H. Mars- 
ton; and 

An act (S. 3782) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring that 
certain water-reserye lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have been 
subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act Cee 
ing to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United 
States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’’ approved September 10, 1888, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being Sen- 
ate bill 3401, relative to the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the doors of the Senate be now 
closed, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and forty-five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 1, 1889, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 31st day of January, 1889, 


POSTMASTERS, 


Herman Goldner, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Ama- 
dor and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Horatio E. Harvey, to be postmaster at Alameda, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California, in the place of A. S. Barber, whose 
commission expires February 11, 1889. 

Louis Jacobson, io be postmaster at Redwood City, in the county of 
San Mateo and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for 


the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 
Isadore S. Loventhal, to be postmaster at Modesto, in the county of 


Scone pe and State of California, in the place of Charles H. Finley, 
resigned. 

John J. Renaker, to be postmaster at Monrovia, in the county of Los 
Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

William E. Sloan, to be postmaster at Elsinore, in the county of San 
Diego and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888, 

Harry K. Weitzel, to be postmaster at Oceanside, in the county of 
San Diego and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Herman Snyder, to be postmasterat South Norwalk, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Joseph S. Dunning, 
whose commission expired December 11, 1888. 

James V. Squier, to be postmaster at Stafford Springs, inthe county 
of Tolland and State of Connecticut, in place of Edward F. Whiton, 
whose commission expires February 9, 1889. 

John H. Davis, to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in thecounty of Har- 
alson and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Charles H. Manning, to be postmaster at Grand Crossing, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry C. Robinson, whose 
commission expired January 7, 1889. 

Celestine Gibbons, to be postmaster at Keokuk, in the county of Lee 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Patrick Gibbons, deceased. 

Mollie G. Moffit, to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county of Cedar 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Ettie L. Peet, whose commission 
expires February 6, 1889. 

Henry C. Miller, to be postmaster at Horton, in the county of Brown 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said of- 
a tere by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo- 

ri, = 

Albert Holle, to be postmaster at Frostburgh, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of Maryland, in the place of Charles H. Walker, whose 
commission expired January 26, 1889. 

Frank K. Bonney, to be postmaster at Medfield, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a aster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889, 

Samuel McQuaid, to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles B. Pres- 
cott, whose commission expired December 19, 1888. 

Frank McMahon, to be postmaster at Au Sable, in the county of 
Tosco and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

R. G. Wil to be postmaster at Alliance, in the countyof Stark 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Joseph K. Allen, whose commission 
expired January 22, 1889, 

Mrs. Jennie R. Livingston, to be master at South Pittsburgh, in 
the county of Marion and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1889. 

gena G. Moore, to be master at Flatonia, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1889. $ àr 

Florine A. Hines, to a S at Suffolk, in the county of Nan- 
semond and State of V in the place of Florine A. Hines, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1889. 

William P. Hiddleson, to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county 
of Clarke, in the Territory of Washington, in the place of Hattie Den- 
nison, whose commission expires February 6, 1889. 

John M. Hibbard, to be at Stoughton, in the county of 
Dane and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John M. Hibbard, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


First Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Thomas T. Knox, to be captain, January 23, 1989, vice 
Jackson, promoted to the Second Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Albert L. Mills, to be first lieutenant, January 23, 
1889, vice Knox, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. James Jackson, of the First Cavalry, to be major, January 23, 
1889, vice Bennett, retired from active service. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
Lieut, Col. Loomis L. Langdon, of the Second Artillery, to be colonel, 
January 25, 1889, vice Tidball, retired from active service. 
Capt. John Egan, of the Fourth Artillery, to be major, January 25, 
1889, vice Frank, promoted to the Second Artillery. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1377 


Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Maj. Royal T. Frank, of the First Artillery, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
January 25, 1889, vice Langdon, promoted to the First Artillery. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Richard P. Strong, to be captain, January 25, 1889, vice 
Egau, promoted to the First Artillery. y 
Second Lieut. Adelbert Cronkhite, to be first lieutenant, January 25, 
1889, rice Strong, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Surg. Thomas N. Penrose, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a med- 
ical inspector in the Navy, from the 25th January, 1889, vice Medical 
Inspector A. ‘S. Oberly, retired. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Walter A. McClurg, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be surgeon in the Navy, from the 25th January, 1889, vice Surg. 
T. N. Penrose, promoted. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1889, 


POSTMASTER, 
Richard H, Dearborn, to be postmaster at Salem, Marion County, 


Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, January 31, 1889. 


Tho House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the’ proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


VIADUCT AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, ILLINOIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with accompanying maps and papers, a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance recommending an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a viaduct over railroad tracks at Island arsenal, Ili- 
nois; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WINYAW BAY, SOUTH CAROLINA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a 
report of a board of baie fer upon the proposed plan for the improve- 
ment of Winyaw Bay, South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents; which was referred to the Committeee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF 8S, T. MARSHALL, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, requesting that the papers relating to the claim of 
S. T. Marshall, filed in the file-room of the House, be transmitted to 
that Department, 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Clerk will be directed 
to transmit these papers to the Department of the Interior. 

‘There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

WAR CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of fact in 
the cases of William H. Halliburton, administrator of James Furlong, 
deceased, vs. The United States; John W. McKnight vs. The United 
States, and William N. Potts vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3146) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. 
Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the print- 
ing of 32,000 extra copies of the Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

BIG HORN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3794) grant- 
ing to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way through 
a part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Territory. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of that bill; and I desire to say it is identical in substance 
soa en with the bill reported by the House Committee and now on 

e Calendar, . 


XX—87 


| quired under the terms of the 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That a right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company, a corporation duly organ- 
ized and existing under the laws of the Territory of Montana, for the construc- 
tion, operation, and maintenance of its railroad, telegraph, and telephone line 
through the lands set apart for the use of the Crow Indians 
known as the Crow Indian reservation, nning ata point on the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, in the vicinity of the mouth of the Big Horn River, in Yellow- 
stone County, Montana Territory; thence by the most practicable route up said 
Big Horn River to or near the mouth of the Little Big Horn River; thence up 
said Little Big Horn River to or near the mouth of Owl Creek; thence up sai 
creek to and across the southern boundary line of said reservation. 

Sec, 2, That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad, as aforesaid; and said 
sampai shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, carth,’and timber, necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to said right of way for station buildings. 
depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, not to exceed 
in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the extent 
of one station for each 10 miles of its road, exceptat the terminus of said road ata 

int on the Northern Pacific Railroad in the vicinity of the mouth of the B; 

orn River, Yellowstone County, Montana, and at such point not to e@:ceed 1 
acres, or so much thereof as the Secretary of the Interior shall decide to be 
reasonably necessary for terminal facilities. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secre! of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and 
grounds adjacent thereto, as provided in section 2, and provide the time and 
manner for the payment thereof; and also to ascertain and fix the amount of 
compensation to be made individual members of the tribe for damages sustained 
by them by reason of the construction of said road; but no right of way shall 
vest in said railroad company in or to any of the ri ht of way herein provided 
for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey forthe definite location of such 
railroad, and including the points for station buildin Syoes gg machine-sho 
side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, shall be filed with and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, which a, smarter shall be made in writing and be 
a= for the inspection of any party interested therein, and until the compensa- 

on aforesaid has been fixed and paid; and the surveys, construction, and 
operation of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard for the rights of 
the Indians and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the mage’ 2 
of the Interior may make to carry out this provision: Provided, That the - 
dent of the United States may, in his discretion, require that the consent of the 
Indians to said right of wa: shall be obtained by said railroad company, in such 
manner as he may prescribe, before any right underthis act shall accrue to said 
company. 

Suc. 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this right 
of way for any $ gest around whatever until said road shall be completed through 
that part of said reservation through which it shall be constructed: Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the age, op 
for money to construct and complete said road: And Surther, t the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order through said reservation on said line within 
two years from the of this act, or if the consent of the Indians is re- 
proviso to section 3 of this act, then within two 
go is omn the date when such consent shall be obtained as provided in section 

o! . 

Sec. 5. That the said railroad company shall accept this right of way upon the 
expressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they 

1 neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking toward the changing 
or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will no! 
attempt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occu- 
ponny than is hereinbefore provided : Provided, That say violation of the con- 

tion mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights 
and perenne of said railroad company under this act. 

Sec. 6. That said railroad company shall have the right to survey and locate 
its road immediately after the passage of this act. 

Src. 7. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act, 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and was ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 


, and commonly 


granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 

(8. ting @ pension to Reuben Ash; 

(S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook; 

(S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger; 

(S. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong; 

S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 
S 3451) granting a pension to Frank J. Worcester; and 

H. R. 6105) to authorize the furnishing of obsolete serviceable 
cannon to soldiers’ homes, 


JAMES R. BERRY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2441) to re- 
fund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of James R. Berry as late 
auditor of the State ot Arkansas. 

Mr. PEEL, Mr. Speaker, that bill contains but a few lines, and has 
been unanimously reported by the House committee. I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection, 

f The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it 
thorized and to refund to James R. Berry, former auditor of the State 


- 
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of Ar the sum of $200 out of any money in the Treas not ise 


ary otherw. 
. the same being for internal-revenue tax illegally collected on his 

as such officer. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was r) 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. < 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN after 2 p. m. to-day, for the remainder of the week, to attend 
the meetings of the New Jersey State Agricultural Society. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes, Mr. CAs- 
WELL, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, and Mr. LANHAM. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE JAMES N. BURNES. 


Mr.HATCH. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Saturday, 
the 23d day of February, at2 o’clock p. m., be set apart by the House 
in order that we may present suitable resolutions upon the death of our 
late colleague, Hon. JAMES N. Burwes, late a member of this House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the unanimous consent re- 
quested by the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent to the 


Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (S.779) for the re- 
lief of the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company, and 


it upon its 
res EAKER. “The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
ection. 


The ork poreda to read the bill. 
Mr. B . I demand the regular order. 
Mr. KEAN. Ihopethe gentleman will not insist upon that, as this 
has been recommended by the Postmaster-General. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri demands the regu- 
lar order. 
CONSIDERATION OF NAVY APPROPRIATION BILI. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that on Satur- 
day next I will ask the House to take up and consider the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

NIGHT SESSION FOR DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has 
agreed to withdraw in my favor, in order that I may submit a request 
for a night session for the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. What is tho suggestion of the gentleman? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to ask unanimous consent that on Tues- 
day next, at 5 o’clock, the House will take a recess until 7.30 for the 
consideration of businessfrom the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, not including the national park bill or the trust bills. 

Mr. DORSEY. ‘The session to extend how long? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The session to terminate not later than 10,30 
p. m. that evening. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘What business does the gentleman propose 
to call up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina as stated. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwould like to know the character of busi- 
ness to be introduced. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state that there are a number of bills re- 
lating to the terms of court, the length of service of jurors, and the 
number of directors in insurance companies, and matters of that kind, 
which Iam sure will not attract any special attention, but which should 
be acted upon for the convenience of the citizens of this District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwould ask ifthe gentleman means to exclude 
bills which may be reported by the committee prior to that date? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The only bills that have created any public in- 
terest are the ones which I have excepted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina? ‘The Chair hears none, and the order is 
made. The regular order has been demanded by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman withdraws it for a moment. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the regular order if the gentleman from 
Illinois does not want to insist on his bill. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe regular order be withdrawn, there is a bill 
porre an House called up by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 

EAN]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. TI call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of orderagainst 
the consideration of the bill known as the Oklahoma bill that it has 


lost its privilege by reason of the close of the Pa day of yester- 
day and by reason of the adjournment of the House. I will assume 
that were it not for the presence of the special order, the previous ques- 
tion having been demanded, the bill would have come over in the leg- 
islative day of to-day clothed with its character of unfinished business; 
but my point is that the order itself under which the House considered 
the bill operated to terminate or to put an end to the operation of the 
rule to which I have already referred. The order of the House under 
which this action was taken must be construed, I take it, strictly; and 
I insist it must be construed as though it was the only rule of the 
House under which the House either acted on yesterday or under which 
it could act to-day so far as this bill is concerned. This order, which 
was made by unanimous consent, set aside the rules of the House. One 
of the rules of the House was clearly abrogated by the provisions of 
this rule; and if one rule was thus affected, why, clearly all of them 
were affected in the same way. There was no vote taken on a demand 
for the previous question. Proceedings which under the rules would 
have been necessary and indispensable were neither necessary nor in- 
dispensable as the House acted on yesterday. 

In other words, what I want to call the attention of the Chair to is 
the fact that the House acted on yesterday at all times independently 
of the rules of the House, and under an order of the House which was 
made by unanimous consent. That rule will be construed by the 
Chair as if there never were any other rules of the House that are in- 
dependent of this order, Now, then, what does this order say? I 
need not read the whole of it for the purpose of my point. After pro- 
viding that the bill shall be the special order for the 24th day of Jan- 
uary, it proceeds: 

And in case such bill shall not be taken up on said daysthen this shall be a 
continuing order until one day shall be occupied as herein specified. 

Now, what is specified? It was specified that January 24 should 
be ‘‘the day,’’ but failing in taking it up on that day some other day 
should become in order, and then that at 4 o'clock on that day the 
previous question should be gorge: as having = ordered apon 
the pending amendments an third reading passage of the 
bill, and that there a vote should be taken. 

Now, the rights of the bill are fixed by that rule, and by no other 
rule of this body. It had one day. This rule is limited in its opera- 
tion to oneday. If the Chairis governed by the legislative intent man- 
ifested in this rule, why, there can be no question on my point of or- 
der. The House had just as much right to limit it to one day as it had 
the right to extend its time under the rule. The House manifestly in- 
tended to give to this bill this character for only asingle day. Surely, 
Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives by unanimous consent may 
limit the right of a bill just as much as it may give a right to a bill. 
Now, the question under consideration is the manifest legislative in- 
tent, which was that the Oklahoma bill should be disposed of in one 
day, and that its character of privilege, so far as the question of con- 
sideration was concerned, should be limited to a single day. The as- 
sum in the ruling of the Speaker (the gentleman then occupying 
the chair) had that effect, the ruling of the Chair being di 
following, as it was claimed, a ruling of the t occupant of the 
chair on a former occasion, that a motion to adjourn was not in order, 
But by unanimous consent the House waived the question of appeal 
from the decision of the Chair and voluntarily, by unanimous consent, 
entertained a motion to adjourn and did adjourn; and when the House 
did adjourn last evening there was an end to the operationof this rule, 
This rule had become inoperative; it had accomplished exactly the 
legislative intent. It had given a single day to the consideration of 
this bill. It had fixed an hour when a vote should be taken. The 
House had the right to dispense with the vote and abandon the con- 
sideration of the bill, and the House did do that. The privilege was 
exhausted under the rule when a single day had been given to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The House could have continued its day, and construction and force 
must be giver by the Chair to the non-action of the House as well as 
toitsaction. The House, with its eyes wide open, must be understood 
to have acted with the knowledge of the effect of this rule, and when 
the day had expired it was within the purview of the power of the 
House to have extended the day for the consideration of this bill over 
into another legislative day; but the House did not do that, and the 
effect of its non-action in that respect is, in my judgment, that the op- 
eration of the order is at an end. And not only so, but it certainly, in 
my judgment, excludes the operation of another rule which had already 
been suspended for the purpose of arin Poe this billasingle day. Mr. 
Speaker, will it do to say that when the House assigns a limited time— 
for this was a limit of the time for the consideration of this bill—will 
it do to say, when the House has assigned a limited time for the con- 
sideration of a bill, that then, by some sort of operation of a rule which 
had been suspended and which had not operated to give the day, the 
bill shall have unlimited time, because, forsooth, it had a limited time 
me a ee ve the iby Ao aR è 23 i 

ere isa m; rovision erw. sup my view 
that it was the legislative purpose of the House to limit the o 
of the privilege of this bill to a single day. The order fixed the hour 
at which the vote was to be taken. Nothing else was in order. There 
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could have been no dilatory motion. TheSpeaker had ruled on a former 
occasion in a similar case that a motion to recommit was not in order 
because the House had ordered that a vote should be taken on certain 
things, to wit, the engrossment and third reading of the bill with the 
pending amendments, and had ordered that the vote should be taken 
at a given hour and minute. The Speaker did not, perhaps, rule upon 
the question that was raised yesterday and ruled upon by the then cc- 
cupant of the chair, but the principle in both casesis exactly the same. 
Nothing else was in order. Now, can it be possible that by the opera- 
tion of silence, by a motion to adjourn being sustained, the House has 
done a thing which it was forbidden to do under its rules? It would 
not have been in order yesterday at the hour of 4 o’clock to have made 
a motion that this billshould have a special privilege to-day. No other 
motion was in order but the motion provided for in the special order 
of the House, and yet it is said that because the House proceeded to 
abandon this order or refrained from acting upon it, the order is trans- 
muted over into the general provision of a rule which was not in force 
in this case. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to hear fully 
everything that has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR]. It may be possible, therefore, that I may repeat something 
that he has said in endeavoring to sustain the point of order which he 
has made—that the bill under consideration yesterday under a special 
order of the House fixing a designated day for its consideration, has 
lost its privileged character and is not now properly the subject of con- 
sideration by the House under the order which was adopted. That 
special order, Mr. Speaker, differed from a continuing order, which 
usually reads that such a day shall be set apart for the consideration 
of the bill or the resolution specified, and that, with one or two excep- 
tions, namely, measures from the Ways and Means Committee and 
measures from the Appropriations Committee, it shall continue from 
day to day until disposed of. 

The orderin this case is a special order fixing a specific legislative day 
for the consideration of this particular measure, which, I might incident- 
ally remark, has received more indulgence and consideration and favor 
in this Honse than any other measure pending before it, though vastly in- 
significant in importance. I say that this wasa specific order, fixing aspe- 
cific day for the consideration of this bill, an order drawn by the friends 
of the measure. It was passed, as the Speaker will remember, under 
a suspension of the rules, and the 24th day of January was fixed for 
the consideration of this bill. A clause in the special order provided 
that in the eyent anything shall interrupt the consideration of this 
particular measure on the 24th day of January, then another legislative 
day shall be appointed for its consideration. I call the Speaker’s at- 
tention especially to the language of the special order providing that 
another day shall be appointed for the consideration of this measure, 
‘*until one day shall be occupied as herein specified.’’ How occupied? 
Occupied in the consideration of this measure. Here was an order 
designating a particular day for the consideration of the matter on that 
day, coupled with the condition that if anything interfered with its 
consideration on that day, then another legislative day should be set 
apart for its consideration. 

Another legislative day was set apart, and yesterday was taken up 
by ils consideration. The hour of 4 o’clock arrived and the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House, and then—I believe on the mo- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Territories—the House ad- 
journed. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that under the rules of the House 
that is the termination of the special order, and I call the attention of 
the Chair to the provision which is to be found under the head ‘‘Special 
Orders,” on 264, 265, and 266 of the Manual, and more especially 
to that clause which I shall now proceed to read, which will be found 
about the middle of page 265: 

Sometimes the words “Fri 


case the consideration of with on those days; 
but it is otherwise where these words are omitted. Since that period Fridays 
sometimes the 


alone are set apart for the consideration of private bills, And 
words “and from day to day until of ” are omitted— 

Those words are omitted in this case; the resolution contains no 
such language— 
sometimes the words “and from day to day until disposed of” are omitted, 
in which case— 

Now I call the attention of the Speaker especially to the ruling to 
which I am about to refer— 
in which case— 

‘That is, in a case where the words “and from day to day until dis- 
posed of” are omitted— 
it is a special order for the day named only— 

Observe the language, ‘‘ only’’— 
and ifthe matter made a special order is not taken up, or if taken up is left 
undisposed of on the day named, thereafter it loses its specialty. 

This ruling is express, emphatic, decisive. And I refer the Chair to 
the Journal of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the ruling of the 
Speaker on a similar proposition was precisely in accordance with the 
ruling which I insist is the correct one in this case. 

On page 248 of the Journal of the House of Representatives for the 


second session of the Forty-eighth Congress the following proceedings 
will be found: 

Mr. Tucker, as s privileged question, called up, and the House proceeded 
the consideration of, business under the following special order, adopted on the 
7th instant, namely: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, January 13, be assigned to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary for the consideration of such business as may be presented by said com- 
mittee; this order not to interfere with the consideration of general appro- 
priation and revenue bills and the special order adopted January 21 last, relat- 
ing to rts from the Committee on the Public Lands; and in case this order 
shall be interfered with on that day, it shall be continued in force until one day 
thereafter has been occupied by the Committee on the Judiciary, 

As the Chair will observe, the special order in that case expressly 
provided that if the business designated should be interfered with on 
the day named, the order should continue in force until one day there- 
after had been given to the consideration of this specific business, 
Now, what was the ruling of the Speaker in that case? 

Mr. WILLIAM H. Hatcn made the point of order that the first business in order 
under the said ial order was the further consideration of the bill of the 
House (H. R. 3949) to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judi- 
cial districts, and to divide the eastern and western divisions thereof into divis- 
ions, and to prescribe the times and places for hol courts therein, and for 
other purposes, reporied from the Committee on the Judiciary on the 23d of 
January last, and referred to the House Calendar and considered by the House 
on the i7th of May last, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. 
McCoid to section 2, on which am: nt the demand for the previous ques- 
n the House adjourned on that day. 

The Speaker overruled the said point of order on the ground that the said bill 
was brought before the House on said day under the terms of a special order 
similar to the pending special authorizing the consideration of such busi- 
ness “as may be presented by the Committee on the Judiciary,” and that in 
accordance with the practice of the House all business undisposed 
assignment fell with that day’s adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is no doubt about the cor- 
rectness of theruling which the gentleman now cities, but he will permit 
the Chair to call his attention to the fact that in the case cited there 
was simply a demand pending for the previous question on an amend- 
ment, while in this case the previous question has actually been ordered 
on all the amendments, on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and on its 

Mr. HOOKER. I was coming to that point, Mr. Speaker. Having 
satisfied the mind of the Chair that this special order has exhausted 
itself, unless it is saved by the ordering of the previous question —— 

The SPEAKER. That is the only point. 

Mr. HOOKER. Unless, I say, this order has more significance than 
a special order ever has when a legislative body fixes a particular time 
for the consideration of a subject, you can not save it from the fact that 
it has lost its specialty. Itloses its precedence, it loses its preference, 
if the legislative day is permitted to expire. By the adoption of the 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on Territories, this bill has 
lost its right of further consideration under the order in any regard, 
without reference to the question whether the previous question was 
ordered or not. Under the ruling to which I have referred, if the leg- 
islative day terminates, the special order fixing a specific day for the 
consideration of the business is exhausted; the specialty of that busi- 
ness is lost; its right of precedence is lost, and can not be again ac- 
quired except by another order of the House giving it the status it 
formerly occupied. 

Isubmit, therefore, if the Speaker please, that when the order simply 
requires that one legislative day shall be devoted to a specifie question, 
and that day has not been occupied, but another day has been, you can 
not save the special order from the operation of the restrictions which 
the gentleman who drew it himself put into it; you can not save it by 
any motion you can make, or give it again special preference except 
in the same manner in which the order was originally adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the only question with reference to 
this point of order is whether the previous question was ordered on the 
final of this bill. If, under the special order adopted by the 
House, the previous question on the final passage of the bill was ordered 
yesterday, there is no question that the order places the bill in such a 
position that it is the first business in order when the House meets 
again. This is true, under all the precedents and rulings heretofore 
made on this subject. 

There is an additional point. This point was ruled upon Jast even- 
ing by the Speaker protempore. When the question was asked whether 
this would come up for consideration the Speaker pro tempore decided 
that it would. He then made a decision on this question, from which 
noa was taken. It is therefore an adjudication of that fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There was no question pending. The opinion 
of the Chair was an obiter dictum. It was a mere expression of opinion 
which can bind nobody. There was nothing pending upon which he 
could make a decision. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. In the present case the rules were suspended and 
the special order to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] refer was made; 
and by the terms of that order, at 4 o’clock, on whatever day this mat- 
ter should come up for consideration, the previous question was to be 
considered as ordered on all pending amendments, on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time, and on its passage. Yesterday the 
House, having voted on some of the amendments, and while others 
were still pending, adjourned; so that the question this morning is 
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simply whether or not the action of the Housein orde the previous 
question, not only on the amendments but on ordering the bill to be 

and read a third time and on its passage, bri the bill 
within the practice which for a number of years has prevailed in the 
House, That practice, as stated in the Digest, is as follows: 

Under the established practice of the House the effect of the previous ques- 
tion ordered before an adjournment is to bring the proposition up for considera- 
tion immediately after the rodain of the Journal the following morning, even 
on Friday, though it be a public bill, 

Various decisions are cited, some of which were made by the present 
occupant of the chair. 
In the case of pension bills, for instance, which are taken up under 
a rule of the House setting apart Friday evening for their considera- 
tion, several instances have occurred, and some are now on the Calen- 
dar, upon which the House at those evening sessions has, by agree- 
ment, ordered the L prenion question on the third reading and on their 
; and the r has ruled in every such case that those bills 
would come up the next morning immediately after the reading of the 
J though a public-bill day, and only a few morningssince the gen- 
tleman from Indiana called up one, and it was considered by thé House. 
Unless the Chair has been wrong in its rulings on all those pension 
bills, it is constrained to hold in this instance that the action of the 
House, in ordering the previous question on the passage of the bill, 
it in that condition in which it may be called ap fhe next morn- 
ing after the adjournment; and the Chair thinks the clause in the 
special order providing the previous question should be considered as 
ordered on the of the bill was inserted for the express purpose 
of bringing up the bill the next morning in case the vote could not 
be completed on the first day. The Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union might have reported so many amendments to this 
bill that it would haye required the House a week to dispose of them, 
and it could not be ty ps the House could be ngs gaps to remain 
in session until all such amendments were di of in order to pre- 
probly the special order and continue the operation of the previous ques- 
on. 

The Chair overrules the point of order, and holds the bill can be 
called up under the practice. 

Mr. YODER. I rise toa privileged question. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House agreed to the Payson amendment, 

Mr. PAYSON, Did the gentleman vote in the affirmative? 

Mr. YODER, I did. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr, HOOKER, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. The point of order I make, Mr. Speaker, is that 
under the special order a certain line of procedure was designated and 
marked out for the House to pursue in reference to this bill, and it was 


my opinion the order to pursue it was limited to a single legislative 
The Chair hasruled otherwise, and I acquiesce in the decision of 
the Chair on that subject. 


But I make the point that under the previous question, which has 
been ordered, the House is limited in its action to the specific matters 
mentioned in the order itself, and they must be voted on in the order 
there specified. It requires that— 

At 4 o’clock on said day the said bill shall be reported to the House with such 
amendments as may have been upon in the committee, and the previous 
question shall then be considered as ordered upon all such amendments and 
upon ordering said bill to be read a third time and upon the passage of the 
same, and the votes thereon then be taken in the House. 

This describes what is to be done, and in it is no provision for the 
reconsideration of any measure that may be pending before the House. 

It might be said, Mr. Speaker, that under the general parliamentary 
rules the right to reconsider exists, and that that motion can be made 
in the House. I admit that that would be the case if we were not con- 
sidering this under a special order. But this method designates the 
process or method of action, and we must conform to the order, must 
vote upon the amendments, and upon the bill itseif, under the order, in 
the manner specified. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the motion to re- 
consider is one of very high privilege, and it is a motion which relates 
directly to the proposition pending and on which a vote of the House 
has been taken. other words, the vote of the House upon a 
osition is not final and conclusive upon the House itself until there has 
been an opportunity to reconsider it, and therefore the motiorf to recon- 
sider and lay on the table is in facta vote upon the amendment itself. 

The Chair thinks the point of order is not well taken. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. PAYSON. And on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— yeas 
119, nays 131, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 


Adams, Anderson, Iowa Atkinson, Baker, M. 
Allen, Mass. Anderson, Kans, n, Barnes, 
Allen, Mich, Arnold, Baker, N. Y. Belden, 


ae E r E 

ger, 'ollette, meis, 
Boot D Gear, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Gest, Lehlbach, Russell, Conn, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, ge, Sawyer, 
Brower, Grout, Macdonald, ull, 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, n, Seney, 
Buchanan, Hall, McAdoo, Seymour, 
Burrows, Hengen, McCom Sowden, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Henderson, Iowa McKinley, Spinola, 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, Ill. Milliken, Spooner, 
ao pheli Rd MX armena, offitt, Steele, 
Candler, Hiestand, Newton, Stephenson, 
Cheadle, Hires, Nichols, Stewart, Ga. 
Conger, Hitt, O'Donnell, Stewart, Vt. 
Cooper, Hogg, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Cox, Holman, rne, Thomas, Ky. 
Cummings, Holmes, Owen, Thomas, Ti 
tai Anoka, M Katone aes ed 

avis, opkins, Ill, Ayson, ompson, o 
De Lano, Hopkins, N. Y. A Turner, 
Dunham, ouk, Pidcock, Vandever, 
Farquhar, Jackson, Plumb. eber, 
Finley, Johnston, Ind, Post, Williams, 
Fiteh ean, Randall, Woodburn, 
Flood, Kelley, Rayner, Yardley. 
Fuller, Kennedy, Robertson, 
NAYS—131. 
Abbott, Dockery, Lynch, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Dorsey, Maish, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss, , Dunn, Mansur, yan, 
Anderson, Ill, Enloe, Martin, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Fisher, McClammy, tt, 
Biggs, Foran, McCreary, haw, 
Blanchard, Forney, McKenna, Shively, 
Bland, Gay, McKinney, Simmons, 
Blount, Gibson, ‘eMil Smith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Granger, McRae, Springer, 
Breckinrid, KE Grimes, Merriman, Stockdale, 
Browne B., Va.Hare, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hatch, oore, Struble, 
Burne Hayden, Morgan, 8 
Cannon, eard, Morrow, arsney, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Morse, Taulbee, 
Caruth, Herbe Neal, Thompson, Cal, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Va, Nelson, Tracey, 
Chipman, ‘oward, Oates, Townshend, 
Clardy, Hudd, Ferrall. ‘Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Hutton, O'Neall, ind, Vance, 
Cogswell, Johnston, N, 0, O'Neill, Mo. Wade, 
Collins, Jones, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Compton, Kerr, Parker, Warner, 
Cothran, Kilgore, Peel, Washington, 
Cowl Laffoon, Penington, Weaver, 
Culberson, n, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Dalzell, Landes, Peters, White, N. Y. 
Dargan, Lane, Phelan, Whiting. Mich, 
Darlington, Lanham, ed, Wilson, Minn. 
Davidson, Ala, Latham, Rice, Wilson, W. Va, 
Davidson, Fla. Lind, Richardson, Yoder, 
Dibble, Long, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—71, 

* Crisp, Hunter, Sherman, 
Bayne, Crouse, N Snyder, 
Bound, Davenport, Lawler, Stahlnecker, 
Bowden, Dingley, Lee, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowen, Dougherty, Lyman, Stone, Mo. 
Browne, Ind. Elliott, ett, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 

mm, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Tillman, 
Bryce, Felton, Matson, West, 
Buckalew, Ford, McCormi White, Ind. 
Bunnell, French, McCullogh, Whiting, Mass, 
Butler, Gaines, McShane, Whitthorne, 
Butterworth, Glass, Mills. Wickham, 
Bynum, Glover, Morrill, Wilber, 
Caswell, off, Norwood, Wilkins, 
Clark, Greenman, Nutting, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Harmer, Phelps, Vise, 
Cockran, Hayes, Pugsley, Yost, 
Orain, Henderson, N.O. Rusk, 


So the motion to lay on the table was disagreed to. 
The following pairs were announced on political questions until fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. LYMAN. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. MORRILL, 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. GOFF. 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. MCKENNA. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. McComas, 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, 
The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. MILLS with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. CLEMENTS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
. COCKRAN with Mr. McCormick. 
. STAHLNECKER with Mr. Nurrina. 
. Wise with Mr. DINGLEY, 
. Forp with Mr. Yost. 
. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. WILKINSON, on the Oklahoma 


. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER, on this vote. 
. WILKINS with Mr. WILBER. 
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Mr, HENDERSOÑ, of North Carolia, with Mr. DAVENPORT, on this | Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I demand the previous question. 


vote. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. West, on this vote. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Browne, of Indiana, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment was adopted ? 

Mr. PAYSON, Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
135, nays 117, not voting 69; as follows: 


YEAS—135, 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Tong, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Dibble, ish, u, 
Anderson, Miss, ery, Mansur. Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill, Dorsey, Martin, Sayers, 
Dunn, McClammy, 
Barnes, Enloe, A Shaw, 
Bi Fisher, McKenna, Shively, 
Blanchard, Foran, Simmons, 
Bland, Forney, McMillin, Smith, 
Blount, ren Spr T, 
cre nen Ark. Gay, r ech Sok =e 
reckinri $ ass, ontgomery, ne, Ky. 
Brown Th Va, Granger, ooro, Struble, 
Brown, J. B., Va. es, Morgan, hema 
Burnett, orse, ey, 
Cannon, Hatch, Neal, Taulbee, 
Carlton, Hayden, Nelson, Thompson,Cal, 
Caruth, Newton, nA 
Hemphill, Norwood, Townshend, 
Chipman, Henderson, N, O, tes, Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, erbert, O’ Ferrall Vance, 
Clark, Hopkins, Va. O’Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Cobb, Howard, O'Neill, Mo. Walker, 
Cogswell, Hudd, Outhwaite, Warner, 
Co Hutton, ‘ker, Washington, 
Compton, Johnston, N.O, Peel, Weaver, 
Cothran, err, Penington, Wheeler, 
Cowles, re, Perkins, N.Y. 
Crisp, oon, Peters, Whiting, Mich, 
Culberson, Phelan, Wilson, Minn. 
Daizell, Landes, $ Wilson, W. Va. 
Darosi Lanham Richardson, Your : 
i r. 
Devideus dias Latham, 
NAYS—117. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Hunter, Ran 
Allen, Mass. Davis, Jackson, Rayner, 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Johnston, Ind, Ro 
Anderson, lowa Dunham, Jones, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Farquhar, ean, Romeis, 
Arnold, Finley, Kelley, Rowell, 
A Fitch, Kennedy, 1l, 
Bacon, Flood, Ketcham, Sawyer, 
Baker, N. Y. Fuller, La Follette, Scull, 
Baker, Funston, Laidlaw, Seney, 
Bayne, Gallinger, h Seymour, 
den, T, Sowden, 
Bingham, Gest, Macdonald, Spinola, 
Grosvenor, ason, Spooner, 
Bound, Grout, McAdoo, Steele, 
Boutelle, Hail, McComi Stephenson, 
Brewer, cKinley, Ste Vt. 
Brower, Henderson, lows Milliken, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Henderson, Ill. Moffitt, Thomas, Ky. 
Bryce, Hermann, ‘orrow, Thomas, Ill. 
B Hiestand, Nichols, mas, Wis. 
Burrows, Hires, O’Donn ‘Thompson, O 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hitt, O Neill, Pa, Vandever, 
Campbell, Ohio Hogg. borne, eber, 
, T.J., N.Y.Holman, Patton, Wickham, 
ie, Holmes, Payson, Williams, 
Conger, Hooker, erry, Yardley. 
Cooper, Hopkins, Ill. Pideock, 
Cox, Hopkins, N. Y. Plumb, 
Cummings, Houk, Post, 
NOT VOTING—69. 
Barry, Dingley, Lyman, Stewart, Tex. 
B f Dougherty, Lynch, Stewart, Ga. 
N im IGD | Taylor, E B., Ohio 
wen, en oney, or, i 
Browne, Ind. Felton, on, Tillman 
Brumm, ‘ord, McCormick, Turner, Kans. 
Buckalew, aines, eCullog! West, 
Bunnell, Gibson, McShane, White, Ind. 
Butler, Glover, Mi Whiting, Mass, 
Butterworth, Gof, M Whi 
Bynum, Greenman, N Wilber, 
Candler, Guenther, Owen, Wilkins, 
eren mega Phel wit! n, 
emeni es, A 
3 rd, Rusk, Yost. 
Crain, Lawler, Sh 
Crouse, Snyder, 
Davenport, Lind, Stahlnecker, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WILBER, on this vote. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER, on this vote. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. WEST, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The vote is reconsidered, and the question is now 
upon agreeing to the amendment, 


Mr. PAYSON. Is not debate in order? 

TheSPEAKER. When the previous question has been ordered by 
the House it has always been held—or for a number of years, at least— 
that when a vote has been reconsidered the original proposition is de- 
batable, although the previous guestion had n ordered upon it, 
The gentleman demands the perons question on the amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask, for information, whether this question 
is not capable of division. The first part of this proposition seems to 
me to be proper enough, but the latter part of it is a difficult question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will determine that when this matter 
is disposed of. 

The question was taken on the demand for the previous question; 
and it was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. KERR. The first part of that proposition is correct. Thisprop- 
osition under consideration in one way changes the law so far as settling 
upon public land is concerned, and the proposition as it is drawn up 
would seem to convey the impression that there is some desire to change 
the present policy in regard to settling the public lands. The latter 
part of the proposition is objectionable. : 

The SPEAKER. At what point does the gentleman suggest a di- 
vision of the question? [After a pause.] The Chair thinks there are 
two propositions contained in this amendment. The Clerk will read 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is expressly provided that the rights of honorably dischar; Union sol- 
diers and sailors in the late civil war to make homes on the public lands under 
the existing homestead laws shall not in any degree be ienhaived by the passage 
of this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. That seems to be a distinct proposition. 
Clerk will now read on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
and the t of all such honorably discharged Union soldiers or sailors to make 
ho: entry and ect the same by occupancy under the existing home- 


stead law shall extend to any and all land which shall be opened to any settle- 
ment by the provisions of this bill—— è 


The SPEAKER. The first proposition relates to the public land 
generally, and the last relates to the lands mentioned in this bill. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, The first proposition is all right, and 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to agreeing to the first part 
of the ames ; 

Mr. KERR. That is what I thought, Now I ask the adoption of 
that first portion of it. 

The question was taken; and the first part of the amendment read 
vai adopted. as 

e SPEAKER. e question now is upon agreeing to the re- 
mainder of the amendment. s 

Mr. KERR. Now, upon that I demand the previous question and 
the yeas and nays. : 

Mr. PAYSON. Under the rules of the House, as this matter comes 
up de novo on ordering the previous question, is it not open to debate 
for thirty minutes? 

The SPEAKER. That question has never been ruled upon. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I make the point that it is subject to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very much inclined to think that 
where it is n to order the previous question upon a proposition 
which has not been debated, the rule allowing thirty minutes for debate. 
would apply. This proposition has not been debatedin the House—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Nor in its present form. 

The SPEAKER. Nor in its present form, and therefore the Chair 
would be inclined to think that in the interest of careful legislation 
there should be thirty minutes allowed for debate on a proposition 
which has not been before debated either in the House or in the Com- 
— of a woas a = ane a the ae ai 

. CUTCHEON. at the ition be again sta‘ 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. Dae sent 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to know whether I am to be recognized to 
control the time in support of the amendment. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to control the time in support of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: y 

And the right of all such honorably Union soldiers or sailors to 
make homestead entry and perfect the same by occu ey under the existing 
homestead Jaw shall extend to any and all land which shall be opened to any 
settlement by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to reserve the time that is coming to me 
until I shall hear from the other side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the time in opposition to this propo- 
sition be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] does 
nos ei. argue we are willing to take a vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ 

‘Vote 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the attention of 

the House will not be diverted from the precise point which is pre- 


The 
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sented by this amendment. I do not intend, so far as Iam concerned, 


to allow the opportunity to pass to enter a protest against any vote on 
this side or the other being influenced by such statements as were made 
by the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], whom I 
do not now see in hisseat, or by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. WAR- 
NEB], to the effect, first, that the adoption of this amendment will de- 
feat this bill, or second, that those who favor this amendment are gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to the bill as a general proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman pardon me? Does he refer to 
the remarks made by me? 

Mr. PAYSON. Remarks made among you, that those who favor 
conspicuously the adoption of this amendment are those who are op- 
SORA to this bill in any form. Nothing of that kind is true in sub- 
stance or fact. The amendment offers itself to the consideration of 
the representatives of the American people, presenting solely one prop- 
osition, which is this: 

a Sunes man of all spar pesca a 
homestead law shall cena er eee and all land whick shail 
settlement by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. SYMES, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will, if the gentleman will make it a question. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. SYMES. I will. Do you think the amendment you have 
offered will enable a soldier to acquire title to an acre of land in Okla- 
homa unless there is an additional enactment providing that the In- 
dians shall not require any pay for the particular portion of land which 
the soldiers shall settle upon, or else requiring the United States to 

y into this trust fand the $1.25 per acre which is to be paid to the 


dians? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iagree that the land has to be paid for. I have 
said that over and over again, and the intellect is too dense to compre- 
hend anything which can not understand that under the provisions of 
this bill the unextinguished Indian title must be paid for out of the 
Treasury of the United States. I agree that thatis so. The amount 
that is to be paid is undetermined. The character of the Indian title 
is a matter about which lawyers everywhere differ. The distinguished 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], who is as good a lawyer 
as anybody in this House, insists that the title is absolute in the In- 
dians. On the other hand, the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] insists that their title is of the most shadowy charac- 
ter. Again, my coll e from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] insists that 
the Indians have no rights whatever. Hemadeatripa thousand miles 
down into Kansas to address a multitude at Wichita. I have a copy 
of his speech before me, in which he says to that great audience that 
whatever rights the Indians may have had in these lands heretofore 
has been absolutely forfeited, and that the lands now belong to the 
Government. [Laughter.] Among all these diverse views an agree- 
ment has to bearrived at. The estimates of the value of the Indian title 
range all along from nothing to $1.25 an acre. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not care whether it is 5 cents an acre or $1.25 
an acre that the Government has to pay. What I am clamoring here 
for, to the extent of my ability, is that the right of the honorably dis- 
charged Union soldier to make a homestead settlement as a free gift 
from the Government to him in recognition of his services shall be rec- 
ognize and to that end that this amendment shall be adopted. [Ap- 
p ause. | It is not a question of dollars and cents; it is a question of 
the exercise of patriotism. It is not aquestion of whether the soldier 
comes here as a claimant for bounty and stands asa suppliant for favors 

.from the Government to himself. It is another a higher and a 
broader question. What isit? It is thata man who standsas an hon- 
orably discharged soldier, with a certificate of discharge in his pocket 
as a testimonial of his patriotic services to the country, may make a 
home for himself and his children upon the public lands of the coun- 
try, that he may add to its grandeur, that he may add to the glory of 
the country by owning the home that covers him as a free gift from the 
Government which he helped to save. That is the question. There 
is no question of pauperism in it, and when the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] declaims and protests here against the exercise 
of this right on the part of the Union soldier and against the Govern- 
ment giving it to him it is no violation of confidence for me tosay that 
the gentleman himself lives upon a homestead which the Government 
gave him. [Laughter.] He deserves it; he ought to have it. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman permit me to explain? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir, I will not. But, Mr. § er, the same gra- 
tuity, the same gift which this Government e to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, and made to him so deservedly, I claim on behalf of 
the wounded and invalid soldiers of the Ninth Congressional district of 
the State of Illinois who may desire to go down into that Southland, 
fertile as it is, with the climate that it has, when they can not endure 
the rigors of the northern part of the Union and are precluded by natu- 
ral causes from going there. 

Why should this House fear or hesitate in putting itself on record 
in favor of a proposition that the rights which the Union soldier now 
has shall not be impaired ; that the right he now has to go to Dakota 
= make a homestead shall be given to him in the Territory of Okla- 

oma? 


Union soldiers or sailors to 
under the existing 
be opened to any 


There is nothing, sir, in the argument that something is to be paid 
out of the Treasury for this land. I assert here, and it will not be dis- 
puted by anybody, that there is not to-day nor has there ever been 
an acre of publicland upon which homestead settlement has been made 
that has not been bought and paid for out of the Treasury of the United 
States. The very homestead upon which the gentleman from Minnesota 
now lives was bought from an Indian tribe and paid for from the public 
Treasury. The great State of Illinois embraces land which was at one 
time part of the possessions of the Pottawatomie Indians. Thirty mill- 
ion acres were bought of that great tribe; and every acre of it has been 
subject to the homestead law since 1861. When gentlemen here say 
that within the last four or five years a different policy has obtained, 
I answer so it has as to individual reservations here and there, but 
never as to a great area of country equal to two-thirds of the area of 
the great State in which I live—never. 

The case cited by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] is a fa- 
miliar one to the members of the Public Lands Committee. In that case 
the Osage Indians occupied a piece of territory as to which the fee-sim- 
ple title was in them by treaty; and a subsequent treaty was made by 
which the General Government took, not the title to that land as pub- 
lic lands, but took the land simply as trustee and sold it as agents for 
the Indians; and the money was paid into the Treasury for their bene- 
fit. The people of this country never had a dollar of interest in the 
proceeds of that land; and nobody knows that better than the gentle- 
man from Kansas before me and the gentleman from Kansas behind me 
[Mr. Ryan]. They know that a bill is pending before the Committee on 
Publit Lands to-day asking this Government, notwithstanding this trust 
character of the transaction, to pay the State of Kansas 5 per cent. of the 
net proceeds of the sale of thatreservation. Besidesthelanguageof the 
treaty, the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of the 
Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad, passed upon the title 
to that land, and held that it had never gone out of the Indians until 
it went to the purchaser under the General Government, which con- 
veyed it merely as trustee. a 

In individual cases there have been reservations which have been 
sold, and upon which settlers have never been allowed to go without 
making payment for the land. And during this session of Congress 
several bills coming from the Indian Committee were passed in which 
this same principle was retained, of compelling payment. Gentlemen 
ask with an air of triumph why was it that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] and I did not interpose objection? The answer 
isa simple one—because those measures were brought up bere at a night 
session which the Committee on Indian Affairs obtained, and many 
members, including myself, never knew anything about those bills 
until they had been passed. I never have Scan present when any of 
those bills have been considered except one, which came from the Sen- 
ate, and I allowed it to go through, so far as I was concerned. ‘The 
great Blackfootreservation, embracing 11,000,000 acres, was opened up 
in the 1st Congress without compelling payment by anybody, soldier 
or civilian. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let not the attention of the House be diverted 
from the point in this case. Here is an area of land the like of which 
has never been opened up by legislative enactment in one body. You 
are proposing, for the first time in the history of this country, to or- 
ganize a Territory where there is to-day no Jaw, so far as the General 
Government is concerned, and to add to the public domain every acre 
of land embraced within the territorial limits of what is hoped to be 
later on a great State of this Union. And when we come to dispose of 
land in this way, embracing an area of twenty-odd million acres, shall 
it be said by this House, with the sentiment which ought to underlie 
the consideration of this question, that the comparatively few soldiers 
who would desire to go down there to make homes shall not be per- 
mitted to set their feet on this Territory which their valor saved, ren- 
dering this legislation possible; that they shall be shut out from the 
right to make a homestead there for themselves and their children? If 
gentlemen here are prepared to take that responsibility, let it be so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will my colleague allow mo to call 
his attention to the first part of his amendment, which has been ac- 
cepted by the friends of the bill? I would like him to explain to the 
House whether that portion of the amendment amounts to anything 
or not. 

Several MEMBERS. Of course it does. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, It seems to me there is simply noth- 
ing in that part of the proposition. I would like my colleague to ex- 
plain his view of the matter, 

Mr. PAYSON. I will answer my colleague by saying thatit may be 
the paragraph to which he calls my attention may not be construed to 
embrace lands in this Territory, for the reason that these lands are not 
public lands until after this commission shall have reported, and there- 
fore I added the second clause, which is the amendment now under 
consideration, to make absolutely certain the intention of the House 
by the adoption of this amendment to save tothe Union soldiers of this 
country the right they now have in the public land. I trust I make 
myself understood. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER protemp>re. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 


SON] has two and a half minutes remaining. 
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Mr. WARNER. I will take the floor and yield for five minutes to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. : 
Mr. RYAN withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WARNER. I will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr, STR I do not know, Mr. ce poet that any sontenn 
acquainted with me on looking at me would suspect I held a high place 
in the Union Army. [Laughter.] But the fact is I did hold an ex- 
alted position for three years, and it was that of high private in the 
rear rank. [Laughter.] 

But while I do not claim by virtue of that exalted position to speak 
for the private soldiers of this country, I do wish to speak for myself 
on this ition. Now, sir, let ussee what are some of the material 
facts presented here. We have in this proposed Territory the finest’ 
climate in the United States, and a body of the richest land to be 
found in the Union; lands surrounded by civilization of a high develop- 
ment on the east and on the north, and to a considerable of it on the 
south. Everybody understands if this land is to settlement 
that within sixty days this Territory will be filled with people. The 
result will be that these lands will rapidly advancein value until they 
will be worth ten, fifteen, and twenty dollars an acre. Now, the cou- 
dition of things is manifestly exceptional in this regard. 

The same conditions have not prevailed heretofore in opening up to 
settlement our public Jands. 

What is the fact in regard to town sites? Let us examine that for 
a moment, because my friend from Illinois recognizes the condition by 

roposing very exceptional legislation as compared with that existing 
Ín the present law respecting the town sites. The committee fixed 
$20 an aere, while I believe the current price in the Territories is only 
$1.25 an acre for town sites. Why this unusual price? It was made 
because there are unusual conditions prevailing there which must be 
recognized. It was made and recognized only by reason of the excep- 
tional character of this Territory, and the fact that it will be filled 
speedily and town sites will be of great value. 

Mr. Mo the great mass of the soldiers who have gone out under 
the homestead laws and who availed themselves of its provisions went 
intd the States of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota, and the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, and when the conditions were very exceedingly unfavor- 
able compared with those which now exist and will exist in the Indian 
Territory after it is to settlement. 

The other homesteaders to whom I have alluded, when they sought 
land, went far out upon the frontier, many miles distant from thickly 
settled portions of the country. They faced storms in summer and 
winter, and in my part of the country—and indeed all over that great 
West from Dakota and Minnesota to Iowa, Nebraska, and Kansas—for 
seven years they faced a more dreadful foe than storm and wind. For 
these years in vast portions of the West the destructive hoppers 
by the million made their annual visitations, and as a they liter- 
ally cleared the fields of all kinds of grain, leaving in thousands of 
cases nothing but the tough, wiry grass they could not destroy. Un- 
told hardships were endured, and hundreds of poor fellows unable to 
sustain themselves were compelled to sell their homes for what they 
could get and go elsewhere. 

‘These soldiers who went into this far West took what they could get, 
because they felt they must avail themselves of the homestead laws, 
while the others staid at home in comfortable and well-settled com- 
munities, asin District No. 9 in Illinois, which my friend, Mr. Payson, 
go ably represents. And now, after the many thousands of these sol- 
diers and their families have with others peopled these Territories and 
States of the West and established there a prosperous condition of 
things, we find gentlemen of this House all rent asunder with patriot- 
ism over the idea of a proposition from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories in respect of the opening of these magnificent lands in the center 
of the continent, spread out as they are under most friendly and con- 

ial skies—lands every quarter-section of which will within two 
years be placed under an admirable state of cultivation, and hence 
whose value must immediately be greatly augmented. And what is 
this monstrous proposition? Simply that the soldier homesteader in 
the Indian Territory shall, as the citizen homeseeker, pay to the Gov- 
ernment one dollar and a quarter an acre for his land, just the sum the 
Government will have to pay the Indians for it. Let me briefly, though 
at the expense of repeating, urge that the conditions will be altogether 
exceptional; that by reason of the climate, soil, water, and surround- 
ing civilization and development these lands possess a value unequaled 
by any ever opened elsewhere to homeseekers. 

Now, I submit that, this being true, it is not imposing a hardship 
upon the soldiers who have remained far away from scenes and expe- 
riences that were in hundreds of cases sterner than war, following 
avocations and generally averaging fairly well with others of like age, 
health, and financial cireumstances, to ask them to pay to the Govern- 
ment what the Government pays for the land upon easy terms—$50 
within six months, $50 within one year, andsoon, on easy terms, forthree 
years, to obtain lands worth from ten to dollars an acre. Itis 
no hardship to require that; and while I speak for myself as a private 
soldier, I feel that I am not doing violence to that proper regard for my 
comrades when I say that I regard this as a magnificent ty 


for them to possess valuable lands, certain of rapid and large increase 
in value, by simply going and living upon the land for one year and 
paying the small pittance of $200 for it on easy terms. 

Let it be borne in mind that the same favorable distinction now ex- 
isting in favor of the soldier homesteader as compared with citizen 
homesteaders is involved in this law; that the soldier is to have credit 
for time spent in the Army, or at least as to the whole extent of resi- 
dence above one year, and that after having resided one year on the 
land he may go when and where he pleases, only so he completes his 
small payment to Government. 

a <3 CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. STRUBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understandyou tosay thatthese lands will 
be worth from $10 to $20 an aere? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, sir. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. In a very short time. 

Mr. WEAVER. As soon as they are settled upon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is proposed to sell these lands to the ordinary 
settler at $1.25 an acre. - Now, what I want to ask my friend from 
Iowa is, would it not be worth while to throw in the $1.25 an acre, so 
as to give to the patriotic Union soldiers a little advantage in that 
rsa [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

. STRUBL®. I hope my time is not exhausted, or that time suf- 
ficient will be given to me, because I want to answer the gentleman’s 
question. Isay to him that heand other gentlemen propose here to 
alter the relative position or relation between the soldiers as the law 
now exists and as it has existed for years past. As my friend from 
Minnesota said, and as the gentleman from Kansas said, you have 
maintained for years the same relations with respect to the soldiers 
taking homesteads as we propose to continue them with respect to this 
Territory. But now you are proposing by this amendment to single 
out a few from the great mass of soldiers that you have held to the law 
for twenty-five years past, and propose to throw special conditions and 
privileges in their behalf over the general policy which has been ad- 
hered to for a quarter of a century, privileges which can only be real- 
ized and attained by a very small fraction of the soldiers now living. 

And right here let me make another point briefly, and one which 
will serve as an answer to the gentleman’s question. No one proposes 
to guaranty that a single acre of this land shall be reserved for the 
soldiers, He simply takes his chance among the thousands of active, 
vigorous, and pushing men, young, middle-aged, and old, in the grand 
scramble for the allowance of land to each, and the number of soldiers 
who succeed in acquiring a quarter-section each will, in comparison to 
the whole number in the United States who have not had homesteads, 
be small indeed. 

But the point I wish and intended to make is this: Gentlemen talk 
about adopting the so-much-talked-of general policy of granting a 
quarter-section of land to each honorably discharged soldier. Thathas 
been the talk for a quarter of a century. Is this the way to inaugu- 
rate such general policy when only a few, comparatively, of those you 
pretend to desire to benefit can be benefited, and these tew less needy 
than thousands who ean not avail themselves certainly of this law as 
you would haveit? Sir, I maintain this, to be brief: Pass this amend- 
ment, let it become law, and you have what may well be termed 
class legislation among soldiers, and which will forever make impossi- 
ble accomplishing that larger and more just measure of equity and 
fairness about which we talk when we say we favor a more 
and generous land policy toward the soldiers. 

No, sir; hold this question until it can be administered for the ben- 
efit of all the remaining honorably discharged soldiers of the Republic 
who have not had homes and who should all be treated alike. 

Mr. JACKSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Then my colleague’s objection to giving 
the soldiers there homesteads in this Territory under this bill is founded 
on the fact that it is a better thing than the Government has hereto- 
fore granted under the law to the Union soldiers? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for a 
question if I have time. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the amendment make it open for any and 
all soldiers to go and take homesteads? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, my friend must know that this ‘‘open to all” 
can not but result in a comparatively few receiving the benefits by rea- 
son of the great scramble for these lands, as I have already described. 

Tt is open to all who choose to go and settle there and pay the $200 
for a quarter-section; and the soldier is credited with the time he spent 
in the Army as under the present law, but the soldier only has his 


their | chance with any other citizen capable of entering the race. 


Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman think that more soldiers 
would get homes if this land was open to homestead entries than if they 
are compelled to buy it? 


Mr. STRUBLE. I think this, that the soldier who can not afford to 
pay a the most reasonable terms $200 for 160 acres of valuable land 

ill turn up too late in that mighty rush of able-bodied men who will 
be found crowding for entries, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. WARNER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

. Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield in my loyalty to the 

Union soldiers of the late war to any man upon this floor, not even to 


my distinguished friend from the State of Illinois who offers this 
amendment. For four years I stepped to the music of the Union, and 
for almost two years of that time I carried a musket and marched in 
the ranks as an enlisted man. 

I know what the services and sacrifices of the soldiers were, and I 
appreciate the debt of honor and gratitude this Union owes them, and 
at all times I shall stand by their interests, but I am here looking at 
this question as a practical one. I want briefly to suggest that in the 
general Jaw providing for the pre-emption of land no favors are granted 
to the Union soldiers over those granted to the people generally. In 
the timber-culture act no favor is granted over that granted to the peo- 

e y. In the desert-land act no favors arè granted to the 

nion soldiers except those which are granted to the people in gen- 
eral, and in the homestead laws no favors are granted to the Union 
soldiers more than are granted to the people generally, exceptas to the 
time they are required to live upon their lands, and that advantage 
and benefit is given the Union soldier by the provisions of this bill. If 
my friend from Illinois is so anxious to serve the Union soldier, why 
is it that during the eight years he has had the honor to speak for this 
House upon the Public Lands Committee he has nevef offered a propo- 
sition favorable to the Union soldierin regard to the pre-emption laws, 
the desert-land act, the timber-culture act, and the other public-land 
laws? [Applause, x 

Mr. PA N. use under those three laws—the pre-emption 
law, the timber-culture act, and the desert-land-entry law—it was im- 
pomii to give the Union soldier any advantage. The pre-emption 

aw and the timber-culture law required the performanceof certain con- 
ditions. Under the timber-cultureact there wereconditions in the way 
of raising trees, and the desert-land laws required reclamation of the 
arid lands; and therefore no advantage can be given to the Union sol- 
dier as to any of these lands over the ordinary civilian. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Why is it that the gentleman from Illinois comes 
here to-day with the enemies of this bill, and proposes that this pecu- 
liar provision of law shall be attached to a proposition which proposes 
to buy and to open for settlement some Indian lands? [Applause. ] 
Lands that should be opened to settlement and made the home of a 
thrifty, intelligent, and patriotic ponera 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. WARNER. I reserve the balance of my time until we hear 
from the other side. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mn ALLEN, of Michigan. This amendment proposes to give to the 
Union soldier an advantage over the civilian. For that reason I shall 
vote for it; and in doing so we will be but carrying out the pledges of 
both the great parties in this country. Because it has not heretofore 
been done is no reason why it should not now be done; and, sir, if 
this advantage results in settling every foot of that vast territory by 
ex-Union soldiers, so much the better. [Applause.] We will have a 
liberty-loving commonwealth planted in a section of country where it 
is needed; whose patriotism will always be unquestioned, because the 
men who go there will, by their future as by their past lives, demon- 
strate that they stand for the Union; and it will bring no harm to the 
Republic to have one commonwealth situated in the most favored por- 
tion of the country composed for the most of ex-Union soldiers. 

Mr. Speaker, one argument made here is that it gives the Union 
soldier an advantage. He is entitled to it. 

A MEMBER. We give it to them in the offices. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. We have agreed time and again to give 
it to him, and I appeal to the men upon the other side of the House 
who fought against him, in their magnanimity and present regard for 
this Republic, to aid us in doing this act of justice to the soldier; and 
Jet the neuralgic, the asthmatic, the rheumatic, and. consumptive and 
weak soldiers of the North leave their rigorous climate, go into this 
favored land and find homes in their old age, and give them that fair 
land because they were Union soldiers. [Applause. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri has three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WARNER. Objection seems to have been made, and some 
gentleman’s feelings seem to have been wounded because it has been 
stated that gentlemen who favor this proposition are against the 
Oklahoma bill. I concede, sir, that that is stating the proposition too 
broadly, but I do say that the men who are most active in pressing this 
amendment are the men who have fought this bill from the commence- 
ment. The gentleman, after the amendment was ingrafted upon this 
bill, raised the question of order to prevent the further consideration 
and the ble of the bill at this session—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question there? å 

Mr. WARNER. Ihave only three minutés. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You would not lose that time. The motion 
was entered last night— 


4 Mr. PA ENEE Iam Amg y statin, Ton has taken place upon this 
oor. any gentleman aggrieved by it, then he is aggrieved b 
the record and by the facts. . h 


Mr. GROSVENOR. And from misrepresentation. 

Mr. WARNER. No, sir. The gentleman may have made misrep- 
resentation when he stated yesterday that he was for this bill—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You have misrepresented me, 

Mr. WARNER, When we put on the amendment; and to-day he 
says I am misrepresenting him. It is time for it to stop. My friend 
knows that back of this he has fought this bill at every inch. Iamnot 
here to speak for anybody but myself and my district. - 

When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] yesterday said 
that he was opposed to this bill becanse it discriminated against the 
Union soldier he showed his entire ignorance of the provisions of the 
bill. : There is no discrimination against the Union soldier. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say there is. i 

Mr. WARNER, There is everything in his fayor in this bill that 
is found in the homestead law. Iyield to no man in my devotion to 
the Union soldier. Iindorse to the widest and broadest extent that sen- 
tence of an eminent citizen of this country, that this is no time to use 
the apothecary’s scale to weigh the rewards of the men who saved this 
country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I want general legislation. 
lation such as my friend from Illinois says—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask unanimous consent to have one minute 
to make a personal explanation to the House. 

Mr. KERR and others. I object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A man who would object under such circum- 
stances does not deal fairly. I rise to a question of personal privilege, 
Mr. Speaker. : 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. GROSVENOR] states 
that mn rises to a question of personal privilege. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
has made astatement to the House in reference to an utterance of mine 
on this floor yesterday which reflects upon my character and my integ- 
rity as a member of this House. He states that, in view of the state- 
ment which I made on yesterday that if this amendment was placed 
in the bill I would vote for the bill, my insincerity was manifested by 
my making a point of order this morning that the bill was not properly 
before the House as a matter of privilege. That is an attack upon the 
good faith of my statement made here yesterday, and that is my ques- 
tion of privilege. Ido not want to take any advantage or violate any 
of the proprieties of this occasion, and I now submit to the Speaker the 
question whether I am entitled under these circumstances to explain 
the reason why I have done what I have. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ninth rule of the House defines questions of 
privilege. ‘The rule provides that— 

Neen of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, ite safety, dignity, and the in ty of its promenis second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence, etc, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that when a mem- 
ber of the House makes a statement of what he will doin a certain 
event, and when thereafter he is charged with duplicity and insincerity 
upon the floor in his representative capacity, that presents a question 
of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is somewhat doubtful. The 
lan of the rule is ‘‘rights, reputation, and conduct.’’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is conduct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to hold that the gentleman 
would have a right under the rule to make a statement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, never while I am a member 
of this House, upon a great question of legislation, will I be found 
losing my temper to such an extent as that in the closing moments of 
a debate I will charge a brother member with insincerity, and, practi- 
cally, with dishonesty, and then refuse him a moment of explanation 
and demand the regular order upon him when he is seeking to avail 
mayer of an opportunity to say one word in defense against an attack 

ike that. 

Mr. WARNER, Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill not. 

Mr. WARNER. No, because you make a misstatement. I never 
demanded the order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was equivalent to it. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, that is an equivocation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The charge was made in the closing moments 
of the debate by a gentleman holding a position which he is seeking to 
wield in the interest of a piece of legislation about which some day or 
other the House will know more than it does now. Not happening to 
live quite so near to the famous.Oklahoma convention held fall at 
Kansas City as some other members, I am not quite able te formulate 
my views upon that subject. 


Ido not want legis- 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1385 


But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say this: I stated yesterday that if this 


amen t was put into this bill I should vote for the bill. I made 
that statement in absolute good faith, and those associated with me 
upon this floor know it. They understand it perfectly well. There 
are numbers of them that have come to me since that statement was 
made and asked me the question, and I have steadily insisted that if 
this amendment was put into the bill I would vote for it, and I repeat 
it now. 

In the first place, I may be allowed to say that the motion to ad- 
journ last evening was understood by everybody to be for the purpose 
of organizing a reconsideration of this vote; and no man had more to 
do with it than the tleman who has attacked me here. Yesterday 
the attempt was e to enter the motion to reconsider, but the mem- 
ber making it was ruled out of order because he had not voted on 
the prevailing side of the question. During the evening it was under- 
stood throughout the whole city that this motion was to be made. It 
was announced this morning in the public press that the motion was 
to be made. Communication was brought to the author of the amend- 
ment on the floor this morning that the motion was to be made, Tel- 
egrams had come from a distant poreon of the Union demanding that 
a certain gentleman here should change his vote; and he came to me 
and told me of these telegrams, and told me exactly what thesituation 
was. So I had a right to assume that just what has taken place was 
going to take place, and what has taken place justifies me . The 
desperation with which this battle has been fought warned me, espe- 
cially in view of the utterances which were made all about me here, 
thaé the introduction of this “soldier amendment’? into this bill made 
the bill ‘‘ worthless to us,’’ as one of its promoters said—‘‘ worthless to 
us!” I understood perfectly well who were here, who were in the gal- 
leries, who were in the city; and I knew that this thing would be done; 
I knew that the member from Missouri would press the matter as he 
has done. And so I was under no obligation, moral or otherwise, to 
aire the “| Sega to go by to raise the question of order which 

did raise. ‘That is my answer to the allegation of insincerity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, retain this amendment, let it stand in this bill 
as it stands at this moment, and I will vote for it. .Much as I hesitate 
to believe that the purposes of this bill are what is claimed, yet under 
the circumstances I will vote for it. Iwill vote for it with that amend- 
ment and not without, Mr. Speaker, because from one end of the coun- 
try to the other the soldiers of the Union understand, and for months 
have understood, that this bill is to perpetuate their rights under the 
homestead laws of this country in this land. And I will contrast my 
position upon this subject one year from to-day with the position of the 
gentleman who has assailed me on this floor; and I will submit to the 
whole country, in the light of his future connection with Oklahoma 
Territory, whether or not he is the disinterested person who has a right 
nde other people here for ‘‘insincerity’’ on this occasion. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman who has just taken his seat has 
made two charges, which were, as I understood him, one that he knew 
who were in the galleries yesterday, and that he therefore knew that 
the ‘‘ gentleman from Missouri ” would press this matter as he has done; 
second, that my future connection in the next year with Oklahoma 
m show the reason for my zeal and my purpose in advocating this 
bi 

Let me say to the gentleman that he certainly is as reckless in the 
statement he makes when he says I knew who were in the galleries 
yesterday—— - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not said so; I said I knew. 

Mr. WARNER. And your inference was that I did. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. WARNER. Let the gentleman not be quite so disingenuous. 
The gentleman said he knew who were in the galleries yesterday, and 
therefore knew that I would press this matter as I did. I submitit to 
the gentleman himself whether the direct inference, whether the as- 
sertion and charge is not made—not possibly as boldly as some men 
would have made it, but made covertly, as some men like to make 
charges, that I had been consulting with these gentlemen in the gal- 
lery, or women, whatever they may be, the gentleman did not say-—— 

x SPINOLA. What part of the gallery do you refer to? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. WARNER. And that therefore it had an influence upon me. 
I will say to the gentleman, for whatever my assertion may be worth, 
that I did not know any one that was in the gallery yesterday, except 
when I went home last night my wife told me she was there, and she 
brought no undue influence to bear upon me. [Laughter.] 

Now, if the gentleman has kept his eye upon the galleries, his long 
experience in legislative matters may make him look around and be 
suspicious, because the gentleman is above reproach; but take a com- 
paratively unknown member, a man who has not the national reputa- 
tion for integrity and straightforward dealing of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and a charge of this kind, going out unanswered, when it reached 
his neighbors in Kansas City might perchance injure his reputation 
with some—possibly it might; I doubt it. 


Now, as to the other point, as tomy future connection with Oklahoma, 
I do not know with what gift of prophecy the gentleman is endowed. 
I know, Mr. Speaker, that he has many wondrous qualities. I know 
that he can see things—I will not say that have no existence save in his 
imagination, but I will say that at times he may look ‘‘ through a glass 
darkly ” and may see ‘‘ py the eye of faith” things that never have oc- 
curred and never will occur. Let me say to the gentleman now, if by 
his remark he meant to intimate that I have ever thought of going to 
Oklahoma, that I have a relative, that I have a friend living, who ever 
has spoken to me or whom I have ever advised to go to Oklahoma, that 
I have everexpected, directly orindirectly, one cent of pecuniary pee 
that I ever expect a political favor there, or that I ever expect a soci. 
courtesy from its inhabitants, the gentleman speaks of that of which 
he knows nothing and has no foundation for. 

I know that a cattle syndicate occupies 6,000,000 acres of land in 
this proposed Territory. I know the law officers of the Government 
have said those leases are null and void. I know those law officers 
have said these cattle-men were there as I do know they 
are occupying those lands to the exclusion of men who want to settle 
on them. I do know my city and the district I represent on this floor 
in my feeble way are interested not in Oklahoma as Oklahoma, but in- 
terested in the building up of the West. They are interested in dri 
outintruders. They are interested in making that land a land for the 
homeless, where there will be American citizens who will uce some- . 
thing, where they will buy something, where they will add to the great 
channels of commerce of this country, instead of standing, as this terri- 
tory does now, in the language of General Miles, ‘‘a blot on the 
of the United States.” Instead of having those lands occupied by half- 
breeds, blanketed Indians, who have neither the energy of the chase 
nor the genius of the fisherman, I would have them opened as homes 
for families, that they may be made to blossom like the rose under the 
tender care of the husbandman. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the right of all s honorably discharged soldiers and sailors tomake 
homestead entry and perfect the same by occu under the existing home- 
stead laws shall extend to any and all land which shall be opened to any settle- 
ment by the provisions of this bill. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
110, nays 140, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—110, 
A Dunham, Houk, Post, 
ater Mans, Farquhar, Hunter, preiras 
Allen, Mich. Felton, ackson, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Iowa Finley, Johnston, Ind, Romeis, 
Anderson, Kans., Fitch ean. Russell, Conn, 
Arnold, Flood, Kennedy, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Fuller, 7 
Baker, N. Y. m, La Follette, Seney, 
Baker, Gallinger, Laidlaw, Seymour, 
Bayne, + Leh! 3 Sowden, 
Bingham Gros Lyneh, pamato 
i TOSVenor, ¥ jpooner, 
Boothman, Grout, Macdonald, Steele, 
Bound, Hall, ason, Steph: 
Boutelle, Harmer, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Haugen, McKinley, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brower, Henderson, Jowa Milliken, Thomas, = 
Brown, O Henderson, Moffitt, Thomas, Tl 
Burro’ Hermann, ‘orrow, W: 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hiestand, O'Donnell, Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, Hires, O'Neill, Pa, andever, 
Cheadle, Hitt, borne, eber, 
Conger, Hogg, Owen, Wickham, 
Cooper, Ho. 5 Patton, ilkins, 
Cox, Holmes, Payson, Williams, 
Cutcheon, Hooker, ‘erry, Yardley, 
Davis, Hopkins, il. Pideock, 
De Lano, Hopkins, N. Y. Plumb, 
NAYS—140. 
Al ell, Grimes, McClammy, 
FR es. Goie Hare, McCreary,’ 
Anderson, Miss. Compton, Hatch, McKenna, 
Anderson, Ill. Cothran, Hayden, cKinney, 
Bankhead, Cowles, Heard, | os is MeMillin, 
Barnes, Crisp, enderson, N. cRae, 
WS Sila a 
n gs, opkins, Va. ontgomery, 
Baoa Dalzell, Howard, Modre, 
oun 5 f udd, organ, 
Bı Ark. Derkneton, utton, Morse, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Davidson, Ala. Johnston, N. C. Neal, 
Browfte,T.H.B., Va. Davidson, Fia, Jones, elson, 
Brown, 5. R.,Va, Dibble, Kelley, Newton, 
ce, ery, Kerr, Norwood, 
Buckalew, Dorsey, Kilgore, 
Burnett, Dunn, Laffoon, O’Ferrall, 
Candler, Elliott, Landes, O’Neall, 
Cannon, Enloe, Lane, O'Neill, Mo. 
Carlton, Fisher, Lanham, Outhwaite, 
Caruth, Foran, 5 
Catchings, Lind, Penington, 
Chipman, French, Long, rkins, 
Clardy, Gay, Maish, Peters, 
k, Gibson, Mansur, Phelan, 
Cobb, Glass, Martin, 


Symes, 
Richardson, Shively. ‘Tarsn Weaver, 
Robertson, Simmons, Taulbee, Whee ht 
Rogers, m Tracey, Whi: x 
Rowlan spines. ‘Turner, Ga, Whiting, 
Russell, tise wart, G Vance, Wilson, Minn. 
Ryan, Stockdale, Wade, Wilson, a. 
Sayers, Stone, Ky. W: 8 Woodburn, 
Scott, Struble, Warner, ‘oder. 
NOT VOTING—i7L 
Bacon, Davenport, Maffett, Snyder, 
Barry, Dingley, Mahoney, A 
= A ag 
e. o, 

sea Ford, FE MeCor: ment E.B., Ohio 

Browne, Ind, Gaines, McCullogh, ‘Thompson, 
x Glover, man, 
Gof, Mil Townshend, 

Bunnell, Gi > Mo: Turner, Kans. 
Butler, Greenman, Nichols, est, 
Butte: Guenther, Nutting, White, Ind. 
Bynum, Parker, Whiting, Mass, 
Campbell, T. J.,.N.¥.Hemp: Phel, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, > Pugsley, Wilber, 
Clements, Rayner, Wilkinson, 
Cockran, Lawler, - Rowell, ise, 
Crain, Lee, k, Yost. 
Crouse, Lyman, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 
day: 


Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr, DAVENPORT. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. PUGSLEY, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 15, 16, 17, strike out the words “‘ be liable to taxation after the first in- 
stallment of purchase money shall have been paid, but the same shall.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 34, of section &, strike out the words “not be modified or changed by 
anything in,” and insert “ apply to the provisions of.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


person 
by reason of claim of occupancy prior to the application to enter the à 


tinuous residence upon the tract he proposes to enter; his declaratory state- 
ment shall contain a true and full statement of the date and facts of residence 
or the: and detailed description 
of the applicant and at least one cred- 
register or receiver of the proper land office, as to 
all facts except that proof of the applicant’s of residence may be made be- 
fore any officer authorized by law to $ the use of such affi- 
davit in the Territory shall, in case of false swearing thereto, subject the party 
to the same penalty as though sworn to before the register or receiver of the 
proper office.” 
The amendment was adopted. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out section 9 and insert the following as a new section: 

“See. 9. The ey, of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve on any 
public land in said Territory town sites for any existing or pi ive town, 
city, or village,in area not ex acres each,in compact form, or such 
additional area in governmental visions as may be wholly or in pert occu- 

ied as a town, city, or village site; and no ee m to enter any land shall 
Es allowed until approved by the of the Interior of any tract of land. 
first, where any exterior line of the land is within one-half mile of the line o 
any railroad which is constructed or of the line of any railroad not constructed 

the apap j of the Interior at 
the date of the application to enter; or second, of any tract of land upon which 


the application to 
settlement in advance of survey 


f XXXII, R Statutes, entitled ‘ Reser- 
vation and sale of town sites on lands,’ shall apply except as otherwise 
provided . The the Interior shall cause the lots in any site 
now existing or to be located to be offered, sold, and conveyed as provided in 
sections 2382 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes. The moneyso received from the 
sale of lots in each town site, less such amount as shall be mae rpg! ey ane 
the Indians as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall yep 4 Sec- 
retary of the Interior as a separate schoo! fund for the benefit of the ts 
of such townsand shall be expended under his direction for the erection of school 
buildings on any lot not sold and the support of public schools therein. This 
control of sites and proceeds of sales shail continue only until the legal incor- 
poration of the respective towns, cities, or Yin when the title to the unsold 
portion of such sites shall vest in the municipality and the proceeds thereof, as 
well as any balance in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, shall be paid 
over to the local authorities, all to be devoted to public erst agrei thin the cor- 
porate limits. All needed regulations to carry out the details hereof not pro- 
vided to be provided by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, Thatall surveys. 
of town sites in the Territory shail contain reservations for parks of substantially 
equal area, if more than ons park, and other public purposes, embracing in the 
aggrezate not less than 10 nor more than 20 acres; but nodeduction be al- 
lowed on this account in the amount to be paid for said town sites as provided 
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in thissection; and patents for such reservations to be maintained for such pub- * 
Mo pn e shall be issued to the towns respectively, when organized as muni- 
ci 


The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. This concludes the amendments; but it appears 
from the RECORD that when the House adjourned on yesterday after- 
noon an amendment was pending, which the Clerk will now read. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That was agreed to this morning. 

The SPEAKER, The amendmentin relation to taxation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, Then it was agreed to during the temporary ab- 
sence of the present occupant of the chair. 

The question is on ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment which I had 
offe to strike ont the thirteenth section of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that was not agreed to in committee, and was 
not reported to the House, x 

Mr. HOOKER. Butthe gentleman from Illinois agreed that this 
amendment was understood as having been offered in the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was offered in the committee, but owing to 
the expiration of the time fixed for the consideration of the bill the 
amendment was not reached. 

Mr. HOOKER. But it wasa pending amendment, and I think is 
pagent in the order or agreement by which this bill is now before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The special order provides that the amendments 
which are reported from the Committee of the Whole shall be voted 
upon, and two others, which are specially provided for in the order. 
The amendment to which the gentleman from Mississippi refers does 
not seem to have been reported. 

Mr. HOOKER. But there were a number of amendments, Mr. 
Speaker, I will suggest, which were not reached by the committee. 

TheSPEAKER. Then of course they are excluded under the order. 

Mr. HOOKER. But this was offered in the Committee of the Whole, 
and the gentleman from Illinois said he would regard it as a pending 
amendment. There were a number of amendments offered—for in- 
stance, the substitute of my friend from Georgia, which is certainly a 

ding amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. If the amendments are not reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole they are not embraced in the order. 

Mr. HOOKER. But the report of the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole shows that there was no resolution upon the subject at all, 
and it was understood in committee that the motion to strike out this 
thirteenth section would be entertained and regarded as pending. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair knows nothing about what 

ment was made in the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. And I think the House in fairness will allow a vote 
on this amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state that I have no objection toa vote 
upon the amendment, although the Speaker has ruled correctly that 
only those amendments agreed to in committee and reported to the 
House were to be voted upon. But I will ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have the right to offer his amendment. 

Mr. REED. What is it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the section in relation to the cattle lands. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is the section which proposes to strike down the 
title of these people upon their lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the effect of the section by any means. 

Mr, WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have heretofore in this 
discussion, by my voice and vote, supported this measure in its general 
purposes to secure some form of government for this Territory. 

But I have been and am opposed to the third section, which declares 
it, as I 

the bill in to the Des Moines River lan in which this 
ouse sought to quiet the title to certain settlers’ land, because it is 
not within the of the legislative branch of the Government 
to make a judicial decree. I am fully advised as to the decisions of 
the Attorney-General, which have already declared such leases void 
under existing laws and treaties. If such be the Jaw (and my own 
convictions are in accord with it), then this legislation is unnecessary. 
If it is not the law, there is no constitutional power in this House to 
annul said leases. 

In either event the section is, in my judgment, improper legislation, 
and it should be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois that a vote may be taken upon the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Mississippi to strike ont the section named ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the section proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 13. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or held in com- 
the Indian tribes within the Territory of O; 

the ee Strip west of the ninety-sixth 

rporations, or oinen, except such 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1387 


ee Se ET SE een cg be penne hte Pog of this act, to 
lessees of said lands, and an; parsons Stiegl occupying the 

a DA to be marpa fi from said pos yen hy i 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr.8 , the motion is to strike out this 
section. I have no objection to a vote taken without debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
53, nays 187, not voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—53. 
Abbott, Cowles, Hooker, Rayner, 
A Ned ean a 
mmings, ones, yers, 
Anderson, Iowa Dibble, Kean, wden, 
Anderson, Miss. Dougherty, Lanham, Spinola, 
Baker, Ill. Elliott, yoa; Stewart, Vt. 
Barnes, Felton, $ A 
even’ Gest” Oates White, N.Y. 
ce, Xe 
Caruth, Grimes, ome, Pa. Wickham, 
Catchings, b, Owen, Wilkinson, 
Sop H: Pidcock, 
are, 
Compton, Harmer, Randall, 
NAYS—187. 
Allen, Mich, Dunn, Lane, Romeis, 
Allen, Enloe, Latham, ieg, 
pee pi. ” Lehlbach, p 
erson, Kans, Fisher, Lind, Russell, Mass, 
Arnold, Lodge, , Ryan, 
Atkinso: Long, Sawyer, 
Baker, N. Foran, Macdonald, 
Ban Fo} ý Mansur, Scull, 
Belden, Fren Martin, Sency, 
Fuller, Mason, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mediam Shivel 
» vely, 
Bland, Gay, nf Smith, ' 
Blount, * McKenna, Spooner, 
Boothman, Gibson, McKinley, Springer, 
Boun Glass, McKinney, Steele, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McMillin, Stephenson, 
Breckinri , Ark, Guenther, c S Ste 
Breckinridge, Ky. H: ; Merriman, Stock: 
Brewer, Haugen, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Browne,T. H.B., Va. Hayden, ofitt, Struble, 
Brown, Ohio Heard, Montgomery, Symes, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Henderson, Iowa oore, ‘Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Henderson. N.C. Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burnett, ee Morse, ‘Thomas, IIL 
Burrows. Hermann, Ni Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, F.,N. y. Hiestand, Norwood, Thompson, 
Campbell, Oliio itt, O'Donnell, y, 
Campbell J NY. OBS, O’Ferrall Townshend, 
Candler, olman, Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Holmes, O'Neill, Mo, Vance, 
Carlton, Hopkins, II. rne, Wade, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Va. Outhwaite, Walker, 
Chipman, Hopkins, N. Y. Parker, Warner, 
Clardy, oward, Patton, Washington, 
Clark, Hutton, Payson, Weaver, 
© ell, Johnston, Ind. Peel, Weber, 
Collins, Johnston, N. ©. Penington, ler, 
Conger, Kelley, Perkins, Whiting, Mich, 
Cothran, Kennedy, Peters, Wilkins, 
e <a E 
Dargan, Kilgore, Pi Wilson, W. Va. 
Darli ‘oon, Wood e 
Davidson, Ala, La Follette, Rice, Yardley, 
Dockery, Laidlaw, Richardson, Yoder. 
Dorsey, Landes, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—SL 
Bacon, Davidson, Fla, Lawler, Sherman, 
Barry, vis, b 
Bliss, De Lano, L; j Snyder, 
Bowden, Dingley, Stahlnecker, 
Bowen, n Mahoney, Stewart, Tex. 
Brower, Ermentrout, Stone, Mo. 
jae a McComas, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
rumm, es, ytor, + 
Bu Glover, McCormick, Thompson, Ohio 
Bunnell, 4 McCullogh. illman 
cer pt rth, Faia McShane, Wee Kans. 
utterwoi reenman, 
Bynum, Ha; Mo : White, Ind. 
Clements, Hem ls Neal, Whiting, Mass, 
Cockran, H „Il. Nichols, 
Cooper, Nu * Wilber, 
Crain, Houk, Phel Wise, 
Crisp, Hudd, ey, Yost, 
Crouse, Jackson, Robe 
Cutcheon, Tagan, Rowell, 
Davenport, rd, Rusk, 


So the motion to strike out the section was 

On motion of Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous enn the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Houk with Mr. NEAL, for the balance of this day. 
5 Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. PUGSLEY, for the rest of the 

ay. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BARNES. It was understood thata certain amendment, which 
is a substitute for the whole matter, should be voted upon. That 
amendment has been considered pending all the time, and the friends 


"| shall treat with said In 


of the bill gave us an assurance that there should be a vote Ta 
amendment, I do not propose to detain the committee or the House 
by a full explanation of it, but would like to have it read; and I will 
simply make the statement that it is in conformity with’ the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins, in three 
different reports. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, is heret to appoint three commissioners, 
Whose dos duty it shall >i negotiate and make treaties with the Choctaw, Chick- 
asaw, Seminole, Creek, and Cherokee Indians, for the eae of securin: ey 
and reservations east of the ninety-cighth me PTE ie reao for the 
Comanche, Apache, Cheyenne, and Arapaho Indi the Wichita RAG AE af- 


filiated bands living with them, 
Sec, 2. Thatin order to open the country for occupancy by citizens of the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Presiden 
authorized and 


United States west of the ninety. th degree of longitude, now occupied by the - 
Comanches, ss and Apaches, and the country oceupied by the ann Amar 
bands, said commissioners 


and Arapahoes, and br the W. Wichita and afilia 

ians foran exchange of the lands now occupied by them 

for E iaa ent homes and reservations east of said ninety-eighth degree of 
ongilude. 

Sec. 3. That in treating with the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Seminole, Creek, and 
Cherokee Indians for ye occupanoy by American citizens of the corner S sa 
of the ninety-eighth de; of longitude leased, sold, ceded, or agreed to 
ceded by them to the United States for the settlement of Indians and pa Be liran 
thereon, it shall be stipulated that the lands so to a p pea by citizens of the 
United States shall not be paid for at a greater rate than r acre, and that 
any and all sums of money heretofore received by any of ai i n asa pay- 
ment thereon shall be deducted from the amounts agreed to 

Sxc. 4. That Hrana nons with the tribes and bands of ERT now has 
west of the ninety-eighth a of Coane: sn proceed upon the basis 
securing to them homes and reservations e: said degree rt longitudo in 
papay and compensation for their azea or settlement in a new coun- 

ry, and pay for their Sern Aiden 

yf ons 5. Thatin treating with any and all of said Indians, consideration shall be 
given to any and all matters u or about which any controversy 
between said Indians and the United States, growing out of any treaty or agree- 
ment or statute heretofore made by the au’ Rorty o the United States, to the 
end thatall such matters may be finally determined. 

Sec. 6. That said commissioners shall be allowed pay at the m at the me: of $10 per day 
each, and necessary pavoun and other expenses, wh inthe 
discharge of the duties = PS B te and a ste Goan ne Bin St whose 
py shail be at the rate of $6 and actual expenses wh c engaged as such secre- 


ee 5 7. That the President direct the specdiest accomplishment of the require- 
ments of this act; and the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same is hereby, approp to carry the same into effect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent thata vote be taken upon 
~~ = by yeas and nays, and that the point of no quorum shall not 

made. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give youavote. Iwillagreetothat. You 
can take a standing vote or by tellers. 

Mr. BARNES. This substitute was prepared by the minority of the 
committee, and it was made in conformity with the recommendation 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in three different reports. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I deny all of that; but I will simply go to the 
question as to whether they are willing to take a vote without the yeas 
and nays and not to make the point of no quorum. This House has 
indicated time and again that it is in favor of this bill, and we want 
to get a vote on it. 

E OWEN. Thatis notin accordance with the understanding here- 
tofore. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent that he may now offer an amendment, which is the 
substitute that has been reported by the Clerk. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object to save time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I withdraw the objeciion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question, then, is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

a Mr. OWEN. That is a violation of the understanding with the 
ouse. 

Mr. WEAVER. Obh, no, itis not. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. Division. 

The House again divided. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask that the result of the vote be announced, 
as I want to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 46, the nays 97. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask now that the Nes: be taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia by yeas and nays. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Regular order. 

Mr. SYMES. There was an understanding that there should bea 
vote upon this substitute. We are now agreeing to it if gentlemen 
will keep still a moment. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The Renter Then the noes have it, and the House refuses to 


adjou 
Mr. "BARNES. I now renew the motion to substitute the amend- 
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ment which I have tent to the Clerk’s desk for the bill, and on that I 
ask a vote by yeas and nays. 
That is agreed to. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Thatis all right. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
119, nays 124, not voting 78; as follows: 


YEAS—119, 
Abbott, Comyton, Henderson, Il, Owen, 
dams, per, Herbert, Parker, 
Allen, Mass. Cothran, Hermann, Payson, 
en, Mi Cowles, Hiestand, Perry, 
Anderson, Iowa Coy. Hires, Pi 
Anderson, Miss, Orzin, Holman, Plumb, 
ý Crsp, Hooker, P 
Baker, N. Y. Culberson, Hunter, Randall, 
Baker, IN o Hutton, Robertson, 
Bankhead, Cutcheon, Jackson, Rowland, 
= Dalzell, oom N.O. are 
ey ones, yers, 
den, Davidson, Ala, Kean, Scull, 
Bi vis, Kelley, Sowden, 
Blount, Dibble, K Spin 
Boothman, n La Follette, Spooner, 
pear Eliott, W Steele, 
Bou 5 uhar, Ste Ga, 
UAE Finley, NN Stone Ry. 
rower, nle n ne, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Flood, aish, Thomas, Ky, 
Bryce Forney, McAdoo, Thomas, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Gallinger, ` Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Gest, Moffitt, Thompson, Ohio 
Candler, Grim: Moore, er, 
Carlton, Grosyenor, Morgan, Turner, Ga, 
Caruth, Hall, Newton, Weber, 
Cheadle” Haugen, ONC Ba, Yardi 
€, eill, ey. 
bb, Hemphill, Osborne, 
NAYS—14, 
Allen, Miss. Faller, Mansur, Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill, Funston, Martin, Scott, 
Anderson Kans. Gay, Mason, Seney, 
Biggs, Gear, McComas, our, 
Bland Gibson, McKinley, aw, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Glass, McKinney, Shively, 
ee AA Grout, MeMillin, Simmons, 
Browne, T. „Va, McRae, Smith, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hai Merriman, Springer, 
Buckalew, Hayden, Montgomery, Stephenson, 
Burnett, Heard, Morse, Stockdale 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, Iowa m, Struble, 
Cannon, Henderson, N, ©. O'Donnell, Symes, 
Caswell, Hitt, Fe ‘Tarsney, 
Chipman, Hogg, O’Neall, Tracey, 
PA Holmes, O'Neill, Mo. Townshend, 
Clark, Hopkins, n, Vance, 
” Hopkins, Va. > Vandever, 
ins, Howard, Penington, Wade, 
Conger, Johnston, Ind, Walker, 
Crouse, Kennedy, ‘Warner, 
Darlington, Kerr, Phelan, Washington, 
De Lano, Kilgore, . Phelps, ‘Weaver, 
Dockery, oon, er. Wheeler, 
Dorsey, Landes, ‘ White, N. Y. 
Dunn, Lane, Rice, Whiting, Mich, 
Eul Lanham, wi 
Fisher, Lind, Rockwell, ilson, 
Fitch, p Rome Wilson, W. Va. 
Foran, Tong, Russell, Conn, ‘ood 
French, onald, 5 Yoder, 
NOT VOTING—73. 
Arn Dow A n, Snyder, 
re Ermentrout, McCormick, ecker, 
Barry. Ford, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Blanchard, es, McCullogh, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss. Glover, McK: bee 
Bowden, Goff, McShani Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowen, Granger, Milliken, ylor, J. D., 
Browne, I Greenman, Mil Thompson, 
Brumm, Casetes; Me on a n, 
Buchanan, orrow, x 
Bunnell, * Hopkins, N. Y. Neal, White, Ind. 
urrows, Houk, Nichols, Whiting, Mass, 
Butler, u » 
Butterworth, Wilber, 
Bynum, Taka.’ Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
ements, Lawler, Pugsley, Wilkinson, 
Rogers, Wise, 
Davenport, Lyman, Rowell, Yost. 
Davidson, Fla, Rusk, 
Dingley; Mahoney, Sherman, 
So the substitute was rejected. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the names of members not voting. 

Mr. SOWDEN objected, but afterwards withdrew his objection. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. If I were not, Iwould 
vote ‘‘ay.” 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the reading of 
the names of members voting be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 


The Clerk completed the reading of the names. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. BucHANAN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. Morrow, for the rest of the 
day. 
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Mr. OATES with Mr. RoGERs, on this vote. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE with Mr. DAVENPORT, on this vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, with Mr. McCormick, on this bill. 
Mr. McCormick if present would vote for it, and Mr. HOPKINS, of 
New York, against it. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the House of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
pope service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

? 
A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

= bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain landsin Kansas, ~ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young; and 

A bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and 
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers and 
sailors in the United States service who have lost hands an increased 
pension. : 

OKLAHOMA BILL, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O’7FERRALL, I move to reconsider the vote by which the sub- 
stitute was rejected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and it was 
to—ayes 124, noes 57; and the House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 12472) for the relief of Cornelius Phet- 
zing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12473) granting a pension to Peter 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 12474) for the relief of Mary E. Binns— 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12475) for the relief of 
J. C. Church, administrator of J. D. Jones, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 


T) 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ' c ` 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER: Petition of J. E. Breedle and others, of Brock- 
port Grange, New York—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Rev. H. W. Fish and others, in favor of free sugar— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Petition of James H. Richey and 61 others, of 
Amador County, California, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, ` 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of James E. Forcher and 38 others, citizens 
of Piute County, Utah Territory, for protection of certain grazing lands 
in Utah—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Nathaniel Hanchett and 62 others, of Sevier and 
Piute Counties; of P. Gallagher and 31 others, of Sevier County, and 
of Thomas E. Smith and 77 others, of Piute County, Utah Territory, 
for protection of certain grazing lands in Utah—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. f 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany the bill (H. R. 12044) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Jane Lowell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of the underwriters of Boston, Philadelphia, 
and New York, for the maintenance of hydrographic offices, and foran 
appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FITCH: Pa: to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Henry Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of Knights of Labor of Junction 
City, Oregon, for redemption of outstanding bonded indebtedness of 
the United States, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


\ 
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By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of Isaac T. Johnson, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_/ By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of the professors of the University of 

, Virginia, for the passage of the international copyright law—to the 


// Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of sundry citizens of Seaford, Del., 
in relation to drawback on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. SPOONER: Memorial of the board of directors of the Ameri- 
can Institute of Instruction, for a more vigorous support of the United 
States Bureau of Education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of citizens of aubna Meng an inves- 
tigation into the management of soldiers’ home in California—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of citizens of Indian Territory, in favor 
of the Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Of 718 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 1,366 citizens of Michigan, 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Of citizens of Ohi 

By Mr. CANNON: Of 3,882 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Of 1,196 citizens of Indiana, 

By Mr. CLARK: Of 467 citizens of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of 56 citizens of North Carolina. 

By Mr. DARGAN (by request): Of 190 citizens of South Carolina. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of citizens of Nebraska. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Of 1,372 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. GEST: Of 1,129 citizens of Illinois, 

By Mr. GIBSON: Of citizens of Maryland. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 489 citizens of Dakota, and of 658 citizens. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of 1,478 citizens of West Virginia. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Of citizens of the fourth district of Connecticut. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 952 citizens of Vermont. 

By Mr. HEARD: Of 2,684 citizens of Missouri. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of 2,217 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS (by request): Of 66 citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 1,031 citizens of New Jersey. 

By Mr. LONG: Of 2,864 citizens of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Of 65,382 citizens of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of 609 citizens of Arkansas. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Of citizens of Missouri. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of 1,292 citizens of Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of 2,441 citizens of Minnesota. 

By Mr. POST: Of 1,600 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of 2,101 citizens of Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of 101 citizens of Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of 1,446 citizens of North Carolina. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of 3,542 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by 12quest): Of citizens of Painville, Ga. 

By Mr. VANDEVER : Of 451 citizens of California, and of 1,322 citi- 


By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of 2,095 citizens of Massachusetts. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beveruge, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of Dr. E. J. Potter and 66 others, of Sher- 
wood, Ohio. 
mee Mr. BUCHANAN: Of A. A. Kerr «nd 83 others, of Bordentown, 


ade s 

Also, of C. S. Lawrence and 307 others, of Hammonton, N. J. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of George M. Adams and 182 others, of Hol- 
liston, Mass. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of Thomas Vogal and 28 others, of Garrison; of 
W. A. Hall and 67 others, of Davenport; and of M. L. Fogel and 54 
others, of Superior, Nebr. 

By Mr. HIRES: Of E. O. Lee and 19 otkers, of Malaga; of E. H. 
Jones and 176 others, of Woodbury; of J. S. Haines and 103 others, of 
ge Greenwich, and of John R. Mason and 77 others, of Mullica Hill, 
gg ae LONG: Of Jesse H. Jones and 181 others, of North Abing- 

n, Mass, á 
Ko Mr. NELSON: Of Alfred Bradshard and 22 others, of Pelican, 

nn. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of William C. Dewey and 32 others, of Pal- 
mer, Mass. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of C. A. Hanaford and others, of Spencer, 


By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of Joseph Harps and 150 others, of 
Jackson, Ohio. 5 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 1, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. PUGH presented the credentials of JoHN T. MORGAN, chosen by 
the Legislature of Alabama a Senator from that State for the term be- 
ginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be filed. - 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the credentials of JOSEPH N. DOLPH, chosen 
by the Legislature of Oregon a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


MES. ELLEN HAND—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 3264, entitled “ An act granting a 
pension to Mrs, Ellen Hand.” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted August 22, 1862, and 
Pets aled Sickie Ger nemeie te ARC. Eei yeere ation lila labarra Alao 

e a or onin 8 n years 5 
that he contracted aeien about December, 1862. 
Biye in February, 1883, the cause of death being, as therein certified, ty- 
oid fever. 

His claim for pension on account of rheumatism seems to have been fnvorabl: 
determined after his death, for it was made payable to his widow, and was a 
dag from the time of filing his petition to February 25, 1883, the day of his 

ea 

The facts of the case as now presented appear to me to lead in the most satis- 

ry manner to the conclusion that the soldier’s death was in no way related 
to any incident of his military service. 
- GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, January 31, 1889, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. If it is entirely agreeable to the Senator from Minne- 
sota I should like to have the message lie on the table for a day or two 
until I can examine the report of the committee, and possibly I may 
wish to make some remarks upon it, 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will lic on the table 
and be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Supervising Architect recommending a further appropriation of $3,000 
for providing an elevator in the public building at Syracuse, N. Y.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. A 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Ordnance submitting a 
report from the commanding officer of the Rock Island arsenal, inclosing 
copies of resolutions of the city council of Rock Island and of the Citi- 
zens’ Improvement Association, in favor of an appropriation for the 
construction of a viaduct over the railroad tracks on the approach to the 
wagon-bridge to the island, at an estimated cost of $35,234.65; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of George J. Roberts and 65 
others (26 voters and 40 women), citizens of Galena, Ohio; the petition 
of L. M. Harvey and 129 others (99 voters and 31 women), citizens of 
Jackson, Ohio; the petition of William Redding and 177 others (44 voters 
and 134 women), of Jamestown, Ohio, and the petition of John Beall 
and 303 others (130 voters and 174 women), citizens of Cadiz, Ohio, 
praying for proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Mrs. May Rood and 8 others, 
citizens of Gaylord, Mich.; the petition of R. P. Tuten and 43 others 
(20 voters and 24 women), citizens of Iron Mountain, Mich., and the 
petition of C. Ray Beach and 64 others (32 voters and 33 women), citi- 
zens of Wellington, Mich., praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of several hundred citizens of Florida, 
praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at St. Andrew’s Bay, 
in the State of Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of G. U. Butler and 21 others 
(11 voters and 11 women), colored citizens of Miss., and the 
petition s J. M. Hamon and 43 ghen (30 one aa 14 esses); 
citizens of Anguilla, Miss., praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
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transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of M. H. Barber and 143 
others (91 voters and 53 women), citizens of Fullerton, Nebr., praying 
for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiti the manu- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of the officers of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Indiana, representing 3,600 
meinbers, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of James Shannon and 161 others (96 
voters and 66 women), citizens of Union City, Ind., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liq- 
uors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, department of Sabbath observance, signed by 38 citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying for legislation prohibiting the running of in- 
terstate Sunday trains, mail trains, and against military drills on the 
pega which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

or. : 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 105 citizens of Macomb, I1., 

ying for the of Senate bill 3399, granting a pension to John 
E Russell, a soldier of the Black Hawk Indian war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHACE presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
American Institute of Instruction, favoring legislation in support ofthe 
Bureau of Education; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. f 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of farmers of Brockport Grange, 
New York, praying for legislation afk protection to agriculture; 
which was referred to the Committee on 

He also presented a petition of 208 citizens of the State of New 
York, pra; for the poe of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the ttee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of J. R. Clifford and 48 others 
(19 voters and 30 women), citizens of Dexter, Me., and the petition of 
Frederick Ellis and 98 others (39 voters and 60 women), citizens of 
Fort Fairfield, Me., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amend- 
ment hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, trans- 
portation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; -which were 
Or TT ALLISON presented tition of citizens of Springdale, Io 

a petition wa, 
and petitions of citizens of Mahaska and Marshall Counties, in the 
State of Iowa, praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment 
prohibi the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to 


lie on the table. 
presented petitions of members of the Baptist, Methodist, 
and Presbyterian Churches of Guthrie a petition of 6 citizens 
of Dallas; a petition of 15 members of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, in Clayton; a petition of 30 citizens of Iowa; a petition of 
34 citizens of Iowa; and a petition of citizens of Hopkinton, all in the 
State of Iowa, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Daniel Willey and 7 others (2 


portation, exportation rtation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
eich was adtoa bo fis oo the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


. DAVIS, from the Committee on Milii 
referred the bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabarrah, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
ier 11165) for the relief of John Gray, reported it with amendments, 


He also, from the same committee, who were instructed by a reso- 
lution of the Senate of May 22, 1888, to consider and report whether 
some amendment to the laws ought not to be made prohibiting the en- 
listment in the Army of the United States, in time of peace, of men 
with wives or families dependent on them for su without notice 
to or consent of their wives, submitted a report thereon, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the resolution and that the report be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ee oa fogs Committee = a an — 
ment in to proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
e was lege to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rosecrans, 
reported it withont amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 128) appointing James A. Waymire, of California, a 


Affairs, to whom was 


er for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill the vacancy 
eta by the death of William Blanding, reported it without amend- 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3312) to authorize the appointment 
of a sanitary engineer in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments. 

_He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9110) granting a ion to Martha J. Warren, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr, MOR from the Committee on Additional Accommodations 
for the Library of Congress, reported an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2608) for the relief of Harrison Flora, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was to, and the bill was indefinitely. 

Mr, CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
an amendment intended to be pro: to pods pus ta executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was refi to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


f Mr. PLATT. On the 19th of January the bill (S. 185) to provide 


for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for 
the organization of the Territory of North Dakota, which had been 
previously passed by the Senate and amended in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was referred to the Committee on Territories, and the 
amendment of the House ordered to be printed. I am directed by the 
Committee on Territories to report back the bill with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendment of the House be non-concurred in, and that 
ae Senate ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
ouses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The-Senator from Connecticut re- 
ports back the bill named by him with the amendment of the House 
of Representatives, with a recommendation that the Senate do not agree 
to the amendment of the House, and ask foraconference thereon. It 
will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLATT, Mr. 
CuLLom, and Mr. BUTLER were appointed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, towhom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 121) authorizing the printing of 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia, submitted an adverse thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the joint resolution was indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
in lieu of the joint resolution reported pet bhpce to report a concur- 


rent resolution having the same object in view, Task for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved by the Senate (the He EKepresentatives concurring), That Pabli 
Paneer te endo een 5 femada y fo orint samo vere gine alge 71 agate of 


+ ani e: 
the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of the said 
health officer of the District. 


The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to. 
THE POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12009) to provide for keeping open 
the Potomac River, to report it favorably without amendment. If 
there should happen to be a cold snap, as I understand there is likely 
to be, this provision is very im t for the interests of the District, 
and I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be rage ele., That = sum of $10,000, or so Hp eg epi as mero no 
open the Potomac BAASE Aisne the i Sas of 1889 Per 1800, the same io Da 
pended under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
one half to be charged to the United States and the other half tothe District of 
Columbia, and to be immediately available. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Conimittee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DISTRIOT IMPROVEMENT ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. CHACE. I am instructed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to report back the bill (S. 1092) for the relief of certain prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia, returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with an amendment, with the recommendation that the 
Senate concur in the amendment, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro temporé. The amendment of the House of 


Representatives will be stated. - 
TheCHIEFCLERK. Inline17strike ont ‘‘1887’’ and insert “1888;’’ 
so as to read: 


All such drawback certificates shall be receivable for arrears of general taxes 
due the District of Columbia and unpaid June 30, 1888. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


THE YACHT NAUTILUS, 


Mr. HISCOCK. There was a report made by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE], the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in 
reference to giving a registry to the yacht Nautilus, which is a little 
yacht of 15 tons burden and can not be inspected. Iask if there is any 
reason why it should not be taken up now for immediate passage. I 
make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam-yacht 
Nautilus, of New York, N. Y. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear it read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


pro 
witho urte- 
were 


States, andn 


Mr. FRYE. I will simply say that this is a little yacht of 15 tons. 
It was purchased in Montreal by a gentleman of New Haven, Conn., 
and subsequently purchased from him by the present owner in New 
York. He did not know that there was any particular trouble about 
it until he called for the inspection of the boilers, when the steam-boat 
inspectors declined to inspect them on the pon that the yacht had 
not been admitted to American registry. There is evidence in the pa- 
pers showing that the original importer paid between $300 and $400 
duties on the little vessel when he bought it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3890) granting a pension to Ade- 
laide E. Spurgeon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3891) for the relief of W. 
H. Huson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3892) providing for the completion of 
certain works connected with the Light-House Establishment; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 3893) for the relief of Samuel Fer- 
guson Beach, executor of Anthony R. Fraser, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the nec- 
essary appropriations for carrying the same into effect; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT STEAM-RAILROAD HEARINGS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, 


roposed. 
erred to 


authorized and empowered to employ a stenographer to report hearings before 
said committee on the subject of steam railroads in the District of Columbia, 
the expenses therefor to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
SAMOAN AFFAIRS, 
Mr. SAULSBURY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is instructed to inquire 
into the condition of affairs in the Samoan Isiands and report at an early day 
what measures are necessary and proper to protect the interests of American 
citizens residing therein, and to discharge any obligations of the United States 
to the people of those islands in the maintenance of their own I goverment 
free from the exclusive interference of any foreign power and to secure the just 
oo, a rh of the United States in the future control and government 
of sa ands, 


CONDITION OF MARINI’S BUILDING. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the District commissioners be, and they are hereby, directed 
to examine into the condition, sanitary and otherwise, of Marini’s building, 
now occupied by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, and the officials, clerks, 
and employés under him, and report to the Senate whether such building is 
safe in respect to the life, health, and physical comfort of those occupying the 


same, 
SUNDAY-REST HEARING. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I desire to make an inquiry of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing. 

I have received recently a considerable number of applications for 
copies of ‘‘the hearing on the Sunday-rest bill before Senator BLAIR’S 
committee in December, 1888,’’ as it is styled. Upon inquiry I find 
that I am entitled to two copies only. Yesterday I received froma 
correspondent an application for a number of copies of this document, 
and inclosed wes the following printed slip which explained the rea- 
son of the applications: A 

THE AMERICAN SABBATH UNION, 


The Senate Committee on Education and Labor recently gave to the friends 
and the opponents of the Sabbath a hearing on the ‘Sunday-rest bill” now 
pending in the Senate of the United States. 

The opponents of the bill were from the Seventh Day Baptists, the Seventh 
me 4 Adventists, the Personal Liberty League Party, or infidel element. 

his historic and valuable collection of arguments, which presented both sides 

of this all-important subject, forms a valuable addition to our Sabbath literature 
that should be in every household. 

Copies of it can be had freeof charge by writing promptly to the Senator from 

ur State, asking for “the hearing on the ‘Sunday-rest bill’ before Senator 
Brai's committee in December, 1888.” 
Rev. WILBUR F. CRAFTS, 


Field Secretary, 74 East Ninetieth Street, New York City. 
G. P. LORD, 
Recording Secretary, Elgin, TU. 


At the bottom of the slip is printed the following: f 
Please put one of these slips in each pew in your church, and publish in your 
local paper. ie 

When each Senator has but two copies of this document it seems to 
me & little bit unfair to members of the Senate that these reverend gen- 
tlemen should advise our constituents all over the United States that 
copies of the document can be had free of charge, and, as it would seem, 
in almost an unlimited number, by simply applying to Senators. I 
have had a number of applications and eee wns to the trouble of 
writing to very excellent people from my State that I had no copies 
and could not get any. 

I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Printing whether 
we are to have this document in very large numbers and how many 
we are to have. 

I wish to call public attention to the fact that we have but a limited 
number, to the end that we may not be censured for not sending out in 
great numbers this document upon application, especially after this © 
printed slip has been distributed in the pews of all the churches of the 
country. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will take pleasure in giving to the Senator 
from Arkansas all the information I have upon this subject-matter. 

The hearing before the Committee on Education and Labor, whether 
because of the t merit of the arguments that were had there, or 
because, it may be, of the circular which has been read by the Senator 
from Arkansas, has excited not only a great deal of comment through 
the country but an enormous demand upon members of the Senate, 
and particularly upon members of the Printing Committee, for the 
printing of a large number of this document. From some of those 
who have been officially connected with the matter, representing asso- 
ciations, there has come the suggestion that at least a half million 
copies of the hearing should be printed. The Committee on Printing 
in considering the matter felt that that number was hardly needed, 
but that in view of the importance of the subject-matter, the demand, 
whether it was forced or natural, would be sufficiently met by the ac- 
tion already had by the Senate. 

Under a Senate resolution introduced by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor and adopted by the Senate a few da: 
ago, 8,300 copies were printed, that being the limit which could 
printed under the $500 law that governs us in the matter of Senate 
printing. Yesterday the Senate passed a concurrent resolution order- 
ing printed 10,000 more copies of the hearing for the use of the Senate, 
20,000 copies for the use of the House of Kepresentatives, and 2,000 
copies for the use of the Committee on Education and Labor, This 
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will give, in addition to the two copies the Senator speaks of that come 
from the usual number that was ordered printed, 240 copies to each 
member of the Senate, 60 copies to each member of the House, and 200 
copies to each member of the Committee on Education and Labor. 

That is the present status of the matter, and if the concurrent reso- 
lution passed by the Senate shall be adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives that will be the result. 

PAINTING OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is there anything before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
as morning business the resolution offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in relation to naval officers’ claims, com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

Mr. VOO I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow 
me to call up the bill for the purchase of an oil painting of Mr. Lin- 
coln, which comes from the Committee on the Library with its full ap- 
probation, It will not take any time nor excite any discussion. It is 
the bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abraham Lincoln. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willit not be just as convenient for the Senator 
to wait? 

Mr. VOORHEES. lt will not take five minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is morning business. The Senator from 
New Hampshire yields tohe Senator from Indiana for the purpose of 
asking the consideration of the bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of 
Abraham Lincoln. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the Library 
Committee of the Senate to purchase of its owner the life-size oil paint- 
ing of the late Abraham Lincoln (painted by G. W. F. Travis), to be 
hung in the United States Capitol, for a sum not to exceed $15,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from Indiana, who I know is 
very liberal, should explain this matter. If he is able to assure us that 
there is a painting of Mr. Lincoln worth $15,000, I shall be very glad 
to pay it, but if this is a mere gift to some one—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If itis not for the work of art, but because the 
subject-matter is good, I should not like to see it done. 

Mr. VOORHEES, TheSenate has the assurance of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EvArts], who is present, the chairman of that com- 
mittee, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who is the 
other member, that this is an extraordinary painting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whom by? . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thenameisgiveninthebill. There isa printed 
report. If the Senator from Ohio desires to hear it read, there is a 
printed report in regard to this painting; but I would say that it hav- 
ing been my good fortune to be closely associated with Mr. Lincoln in 
my early days in a circuit of the West practicing law, I never saw an 
oil painting of him that seemed to me worthy of purchase except this 
one; and that is the opinion of the committee. Itis asuperb painting, 
of life size. The matter has had very full consideration. There isa 
written report, which has been printed, accompanying the bill. I 
thought I would not take up the time of the Senate, unless compelled 
to do so, by asking for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Is this the portrait of Abraham Lincoln that for some 
time has hung in the room of the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. VOO I think itis. I think itis there. That is the 
same painting. I will say to the Senator from Maine that it hung at 
first for a while in the reading-room of the Riggs House. He may have 
seen it there, under a very favorable light. If Senators desire it, I 
shall have the rt read. 

Mr. HALE. e Senator is quite confident that it is the same pict- 
ure that has been lately hanging in the room of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it is. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow the bill to go over until to- 
morrow morning, so that we can look at it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would rather have it passed now if I can. I 
have got the Senator’s own opinion in the report, the Senator from 
Illinois himself, certifying that it is a work of great merit. His own 
statement is herein the report, I think. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Indiana will allow me to say 
that I know that portraits in the highest style of art, by the most emi- 
nent American painters, in full life size are painted at from $2,500 to 
$5,000. Iam perfectly willing to pay whatever an intelligent artist 
who is competing in this business would say this painting is worth; 
but I know of no portrait painter in this country who pretends to 
charge any such price as $15,000 for a full life-size painting. 


Mr. HAWLEY. And in no other country, either. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And in no other country, the Senator from Con- 
necticut says; but I do not know that. However, I know that $2,500 
will buy a full-length life-size portrait by the best artist in America. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It might buy a portrait of some people. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The mere fact that it is a portrait of Mr. Lincoln, 
while it gives additional interest to us, is not the question. When we 
are purchasing his portrait we ought not to pay a large sum merely 
because Mr. Lincoln was a great man and highly esteemed and beloved 
by every American citizen. That is not the measure of value. The 
measure of value is the cost of producing a like article. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Indiana be kind enough 
to state the name of the artist? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Travis. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where does he live? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think this is a good price, but it is an admira- 
ble picture of a very great man. I thought in committee, and so did 
the committee, that we should not belittle the subject by trying to get 
it for a small price. I really think that we should be doing ourselyes 
injustice as well as the subject of thisgreat painting by haggling about 
the price to be paid. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr, President, I dislike to say anything obstructive 
of any measure that the Senator from Indiana may propose, because he 
is always generous and liberal with all of us on this floor; but I have 
never heard ofa modern poa being charged for ata price of $15,000. 
I think the Senate should have a chance for inspection and a chance for 
inquiry before they are committed to any such amount. It seems to 
me that probably the portrait may be worth $2,500 if this artist has a 
very high reputation; otherwise not, because reputation is very often 
what determines the price. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The reputation of the artist ? 

Mr. PALMER. The reputation of the artist. -We should have a 
chance to Jook at the painting before we commit ourselves to its pur- 
chase, I think that Mr. Eastman Johnson, whois the most eminent 
peat painter in America, as I understand, never charges over $5,- 


Mr. MORRILL and Mr. HAWLEY. Not over $2,500. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand he does not charge over $2,500 for a 
portrait, 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, the question is not what would be the 
rate by which an eminent artist would now produce a portrait of Mr. 
Lincoln. This portrait was produced by a portraiture from life. Itis 
not, therefore, a question of what price artists could now be found to 
make a portrait to dignify and adorn any of the halls of Government; 
it is a question whether we should buy this portrait. The owner of 
the portrait has affixed this as the price at which he will part with it 
to the Government, The committee were desirous that the Govern- 
ment should possess it, and we have laid before the Senate our propo- 
sition, that the Government shall buy it at the price which the artist 
has affixed. 

We can not go beyond that. The committee have no fund committed 
to them, because that was denied us in the act of last year. We shall 
endeavor again to have placed in the hands of the committee a certain 
fund by which they can make transactions to acquire yaluable paint- 
ings for the United States. There is no mode for the committee but to 
pass upon the question whether a painting of Lincoln of the dimensions 
and the lineaments and the approval given by those familiar with his 
countenance, shall be acquired or not; and we propose it to the Senate. 

Now, Senatots say, and certainly so far as Iam concerned I have no 
objection to make to it, that they desire to haye some opportunity to 
pass their own judgment upon the value and interest of this portrait. 
The committee have examined it; the committee have heard testimony 
concerning it. All the members of the committee were, I believe, quite 
familiar with the person and traits of Mr. Lincoln’s figure and counte- 
nance. Ifitis only desired that the bill may lie over in order that 
Senators may look at the portrait, which I suppose is still in the room 
of the Naval Committee—— , 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis not now in the Naval Committee room. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where isit? 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not know where itis. Itwas forseveral years 
in the Naval Committee room. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Indiana know where it 
now is? 

Mr. VOORHEES, It is in the Naval Committee room, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis not there now. i 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave not seen it in the last six weeks, but it 
certainly was there the last time I saw it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Indiana is not very desirous of 
pressing the bill to a vote to-day I shall be obliged to him if he will let 
it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, I always yield to an appeal of that kind; it 
is wise to do so; and I hope, in parting from the subject now until to- 
morrow, that Senators will interest themselves and see the portrait. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the first place, I have not a very definite recol« 
lection of the picture, although I remember receiving letters from Chi- 
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cago asking that it be sent out to the exposition there, orsomething of 
that kind. I may have seen the at that time, but not witha 
view of inspec it very definitely. I have an impression, too, that 
$15,000 is a pret ugy pee to be paid for an ordinary painting. 


This may be an extraordi painting. 
Mr. VOO . If it was not extraordinary we would not offer 
such a price for it. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have no opinion, however, upon that point for 
the present, and I should like to have the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VOO. . Thematter may goover subject to call to-morrow, 
or the first day we are in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New York to desire to speak further on the subject. 

Mr. EVARTS. I wish to say a word further on the subject. 
- Mr. VOORHEES. I beg on; I thought the Senator from New 
York had taken his seat, or I would not have said what I did. 

Mr. EVARTS. I find that Senators about me have regarded this 
proposition as rather relating to the amount that should be paid to an 
artist for producing as a work of art a portraiture of the late ident. 
That is understood now to be entirely different. The artist had it for 
disposition at this price, and if it is not sold to this Government then 
it may be disposed of in other directions. 

Mr. PLATT. I have just been looking at the printed report, and I 
think the Senator from New York must be mistaken in saying that the 
artist has the painting for disposition at this price. The rt states 
that it was purchased by Consul Webster, at Sheffield, land, and 
was sent by him to the Centennial E ition, where it was‘exhibited, 
and it is now the property of the gentleman who was formerly consul 
at Sheffield. aes and not the property of the artist. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The bill having been read in the 
Committee of the Whole will resume its place on the Calendar if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will not be 
willing to let the bill pass this morning and be done with it ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it is really necessary I should dislike to object 
for this reason: Mr. Travis is wholly unknown to me, and it would 
not be right to say an unkind thing of him; it is my misfortune, per- 
haps, that I do not know of him, I, however, do happen to know the 
names of some great American painters—that is, I know their reputa- 
tions; I know very little of them personally, I am sorry to say. If it 
was Mr. Huntington’s picture I should be willing to give a good deal— 
$2,500 or $5,000. ‘There are some marvelous paintings by the head of 
the American Academy, a man of established standing, and I have no 
idea that he would ever think of getting $15,000 for an punung of 
his, or $10,000, or more tħan $5,000. Fifteeen thousand dollars will 
td than command, if I am not greatly mistaken, the highest art in 

urope. 

This is simply a portrait of Lincoln taken in his lifetime by, to us, 
* an unknown artist; and we are captivated, of course, by anything that 
mentions the name of Lincoln, and people will be for centuries to come; 
but I am obliged to say, not trifling with the subject, that we are act- 
ing somewhat as if it was a portrait by Lincoln. I would not care then 
to talk about price. I have not seen this portrait, nor has the reputa- 
tion of it spread all over the United States like the reputation of the 
famous engraving by Marshall. If it is necessary, in order to have a 
chance to look at this, to object, please enter me as objecting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will resume its place on 
the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, iis 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill- (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the 

wers and duties of the Department of Agriculture and to create an 

Executive Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture, 
and agreed to the same. 

The m also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing 
bit Secretary of War to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies 

lage, ete. 
NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CHANDLER on the 25th of January: . 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount of the claims of officers of the Navy which have 
been already presented and paid and the amount which will probably here- 
after be presented for payment for arrears of pay or allowances due such offi- 
cers, known as the longevity, mileage, and training-ship and receiving-ship 
claims; and to report said amounts to the Senate with the opinion of the com- 
mittee whether any legislation is advisable in order to prevent avy further al- 
lowance of such claims; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual 
and improper facilities have recently been allowed in the office of the Fourth 
Auditor of the Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting 
tratning-ship and receiving-ship claims, 


Mr. CHANDLER. This resolution has been laid over for two or 
three days in order to afford an opportunity for the examination of the 
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letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, contained in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 91, received on January 28, 1889, transmitting to the Senate 
statements made by the Fourth Auditor and the Second Comptroller 
on the subject of the receiving-ship claims. 

An examination of these replies shows that the Fourth Auditor and 
the Second Comptroller are of the opinion that no lists of claims have 
been given out from their offices, and that no access to any such lists pre- 
pared in their offices has been allowed to any claimants or counsel for 
claimants, The exact statement of the Fourth Auditor concerning the 
preparation of lists is as follows: 

No such lists have been prepared. But immediately after the decision of the 
Supreme Court allowing sea pay to officers serving on receiving-ships a very 
large number of claims of this character was filed. In order tosettle these cases 
it was necessary to examine the roll of the receiving-ship on which the officer 
served. I instructed the clerks whose business it Md wg to trace these rolls to take 
a memorandum of all the officers on said roll. This was done for the purpose 
of saving time and labor in going over the roll in each individual case. 


And the Auditor then proceeds to say thatafter careful investigation 
he is satisfied that no access has been allowed to any lists by attorneys 
or claim agents, 

Nevertheless, I hope the Committee on Appropriations will be in- 
structed to make the inquiry proposed, for I believe from information 
which has come to me that access has been obtained to these lists and 
that the proceedings of some of the attorneys and claim agents have 
been based upon information derived from the office of the Fourth Au- 
ditor; and I can conceive of no injury that will be done by proceed- 
ing with the inquiry. 

The resolution instructs the committee to report ‘‘ whether any leg- 
islation is advisable in order to prevent any further allowances of such 
claims.” I have indicated in an amendment which I have proposed, 
and which has gone to the Committee on Appropriations, to be made 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, my own idea of a remedy 
which ought to be applied to correct what I believe to be avery serious 
public evil. My remedy is to provide as follows: 

The jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to suits brought by 
officers of the Army and Navy for arrears of pay, of milage, of traveling ex- 
penses, or of personal allowances of any kind. is prohibition shall extend 
to all suits now pending. 

The accounting officers of the Treasury Department shall not, without ex- 
press authority of law hereafter enacted, settle or allow any claim of any offi- 
cer of the Army or Navy for arrears of pay, mileage, traveling expenses, or 
personal allowances of any kind where such claim covers any period of time 


more than three years before the presentation of such claim, This prohibi- 
tion shall extend to all claims now pending. 


In justification of the action which I propose I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that in the deficiency appropriation act 
of October 19, 1888, under the head of ‘‘ Claims allowed by the Fourth 
Auditor and Second Comptroller, for pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 
1885,” there gaat Sar rate the sum of $154,594.03; also by the same 
act, under the head of ‘‘ Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth 
Auditor and Second Comptroller, for pay of Navy prior to July 1, 1886,” 
the sum of $369,463.64. F find in one of the documents printed for 
the use of the Senate a list of these two classes of claims, and upon re- 
ferring to the items that make up the sum of $154,594.03 I find such 
allowances to naval officers for arrears as $7,296.43 to one officer to 
cover the period from 1860 to 1885; thatis, twenty-five years; an allow- 
ance to another officer of $2,266.05 from 1870 to 1885, covering a period 
of fifteen years. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask if he is now reading 
from the estimates of the present year or the estimates for bills that 
have already passed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam now reading from the list of claims which 
have already been paid, the amounts contained in the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill of last year. 

Here is the amount of $7,068.36 to cover the service of a naval offi- 
cer from 1860 to 1867. I find the sum of $6,073.30 allowed an officer 
to cover the period from 1861 to 1881; the sum of $9,346.56 to cover 
the period from 1861 te 1881; the sum of $9,458.86 to cover the period 
from 1861 to 1881; the sum of $10,466.72 to cover the period from 
1860 to 1885, twenty-five years, 

Mr. HALE. Is that a single case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This last is an allowance to the heirs of a de- 
ceased officer. I will in this case give the name, ‘‘ John Thornley, 
deceased, heirs of, 1860 to 1885, $10,466,72.’’ All thesesumsare among 
the items which make up the amount of $154,594.03. 

Turning now to the larger sum for pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 
1886, $369, 463.64, I find similar extraordinary payments in a long list; 
for instance, $7,788.37 allowed to a naval Otte: now living for the 
period from 1861 to 1881. Iwill read afewof the larger sums: $8,209.76 
to cover the period from 1870 to 1885; $8,969.20 to cover the period 
from 1862 to 1880. These are all allowances for ‘‘ pay of the Navy prior 
to July 1, 1886.” I will make some statements shortly showing why 
the allowances are made. Here is another item: $6,991.50 to a chief 
engineer of the Navy from 1861 to 1881. 

The foregoing amounts have all been actually paid; and Congress is 
now further met with a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated January 7, 1889 (Senate Executive Document No. 59, pres- 
ent session), transmitting a schedule of claims allowed by the several 
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accounting officers of the Treasury Department for which the balances 


of appropriation are exhausted, aggregating $1,200,559.05. A 
on of the allowed claims making up this sum are Army clai 
concerning which at this time I say nothing am not so well 


There are included in this sum of $1,200,559.05, naval claims, to 
which I shall eall the attention of the Senate, amounting to $282,790.41, 
and in this list of naval claims there are several of these same enormous 
amounts which I have been noting, a few which I will recite and which 
yet remain to be paid: $3,809.56 to cover period from 1867 to 1886; 
$4,493.36 allowed a naval officer during the period from 1870 to 1886; 
$3,117.33 to cover the period from 1859 to 1878; $3,145.36 to cover the 
period from 1864 to 1884, and so on until the sum of $282,790.41 is 


ed. 
Mr. President, all these claims which I have described, although they 


have been paid or are being presented for payment according to the 


form of law, are in my judgment destitute of real merit. It is my 
opinion that the naval officers in whose favor they have been allowed 
have no equitable right to these sums of money. 

The classes of cases to which I am inviting the attention of the Sen- 
ate are three in number: 

First. There are what are known as the claims for longevity pay ac- 
cording to the decisions in the cases of Mullan, Rockwell, Baker, and 
Cook, and the approximate amount expended, including judgments in 
the Court of Claims, is $500,000. 

Secondly. There are what are known as the mileage claims for the 
differences between actual traveling of officers and mileage al- 
lowed under the decision in the cases of Temple and Graham, the ap- 
proximate amount already expended being $385,000. 

Thirdly. There are those cases especially referred to in this resolution 
of instructions to the Committee on Appropriations, which are for the 
difference between shore and sea pay on training and receiving ships, 
under the decisions in the cases of Symonds and Strong, the approxi- 
mate amount of which to date is $500,000. In the communication 
of the Secre of the Treasury, from which I have just read, the let- 
ter of the Auditor of January 24, 1889, states as follows: 

The total amount of all receiving-ship cases allowed sinee the decision of Su- 
preme Court in the Strong case is about $450,000 up to date. 

The resolution of the Senate made ss esd concerning ‘‘the total 
amount of such claims now pending.” answer of the Auditor is: 


‘There are about four hundred and forty-one claims pending, but it is impos- 
cep oy what amount will be required to pay them until each claim has 
m 


All these claims have grown up in this way: Some one has discovered, 
either some naval officer or some attorney for some naval officer, that 
under some construction which may possibly be given to the various 
statutes allowing pay to naval officers, those officers in the past have 
not received all the pay or allowances to which they have been legally 
entitled, and the first step has generally been to have a suit brought 
in the Court of Claims by an officer forasmall amount of money. That 
case has gone into the court and has been defended by an Assistant At- 
torney-General, and a finding of facts and a decision of Jaw have been 
made by the Court of Claims. 

sk Forge tare see She acc hg “sacar edb e Court of 
the United States, and inasmuch as the Supreme Court has been bound 
by the findings of the Court of Claims upon questions of fact, the judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims have usually been affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court, and the small judgment in the particular case has been 

id. 

Tenon the accounting officers of the Treasury have commenced 
the allowance to all naval officers or to the heirs of such officers of the 
sums to which they would have been entitled if the rule of allowance es- 
tablished by this decision of the court had been in force during the 
whole period of their service in the Navy; and the great wrong which 
has grown up in such cases has been that there has been no statute of 
limitation applied by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. They have gone back, as I have already shown, in cases of this 
sort twenty years, and in some cases forty years. 

Advertisements have been inserted in the eppen by claim agents, 
calling upon the heirs of naval officers who died forty years ago to come 
forward and learn something which will be to their advantage; and 
their claims have been presented to the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department; they aes been allowed by them, and they have come 
as settled and allowed claims to the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which, I am sorry to say, has inserted items for the payment of 
such claims in many cases where I think payments should not have 
been made. 

Sometimes in this kind of quest it has been necessary in order to 
successfully found the claim against the United States to procure new 

ion by Congress, and I wish to bring before the Senate, in ref- 
erence to the longevity claims especially, certain legislation which took 
lace in February, 1883, and as I see the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

OORHEES] kindly listening to me, I desire to ask his attention to the 
clauses which were inserted in the naval appropriation bill under 
which these longevity claims have grown up. 


The account of the debate is to be found in volume 14 of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL ED, 3091 and 3092. There had been inserted 
in the naval approp act of August 5, 1882, the following clause: 


And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time th 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer poe Caner 


navy, or and shall receive of such actual service in allre- 
pee in cno same manne if all said had been continuous and in the 

Navy: ded, ay era 1 shall be so construed as 
to a any ge dates of com: orin the relative rank of 


When the next subsequent naval appropriation bill, which became a 
law March 3, 1883, was before the ptt there finally found its way 
into na act the above clause with amendments and additions, the 
whole of which I will read: 


And all officers of the Navy shall be with the actual time they may. 
have served as officers or enlisted ete te regular or volunteer ates ox 
navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of sach actual service in all re- 
spects in the same manner as if all said se: continnous and in the 
regular Navy in the lowest grade havin uated pay held by such officer 
since his last entering the service: , That nothing in this clause shall 
be so construed as to authorize any change in the dates of commission or in 
the relative rank of such officers: JSurther, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be so construed as to give any additional pay to any such officer 
during the time of his service in the volunteer army or navy. 


I will not take the time of the Senate to go much at large into this 
debate; but the point was that a suspicion was entertained by the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations that there might be a claim 
founded upon this second clause, if it should become a law, for arrears 
of pay, and that point wasdistinctly announced in the debate, and as- 
surances were given that under no circumstances could there be founded 
upon the clause any claim for arrears of pay. 

The clause has been forwarded to the Navy Department for the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of the Navy, and a letter was written, dated ‘‘ Navy 
Department, Washington, December 10, 1883,” to the Senator from 
Maine now in his seat [Mr. HALE], signed by myself, and which I 
will ask leave, without reading it, to put in the RECORD: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., December 10, 1833, 


Sir: In response to your request, I have to state that the words in lines 121 
et Ene de ote a oo bill as reported February 19, 1883, 
n 


in a grade below the lowest in which he served u; last 
entering the service shall ivi foot prind pay for the whole period of 
such previous service at the same rate as if his service had been continuous in 


the — qa 
It wiil also be noticed that by the clause an officer of the Navy is to be 
as an officer with the actual time which he may have previously served 
asan enlisted man. Therefore the effect of the clause which the committee pro- 
pose to strike out would, if kept in, give him additional back pay for all the 
Fee E ia at Tiee wn om enlisted news equal to the pay which he received when 
an officer. 
Last year this clause about crediting officers with all their actual time of sery- 
ice was viso 


any change 
added piye pene ef the bill, and the clause and p oa part 
of the law of August 5, and are to-day in force. There is no occasion for 


Unless this result is desired those words should be stricken out, as proposed ; 
or, what is better, the whole clause, beginning on line LI5 with the words “ and 
all officers of the Navy,” etc., should be stricken out. 

yi 


Very respectful 
WM. E. pam we 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. Everese HALE, 
Senate Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator was then Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was Secretary of the Navy. The objection of 
the letter was that in the opinion of the Navy on eo the clause 
would give back pay to officers and men who might come within the 
purview of the clause. The letter was read in the debate, and the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] disclaimed such a purpose in the 
following language: f 

Mr. VooRnEEs. Now, Mr. President, I had not the remotest thought or idea 
or purpose of | ng to accomplish what the Secretary seems to think is to 
be accomplished by this clause. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator had not. 

Mr. Voorurss. I never thought of such a thing. 

Then the Senator from Indiana proceeded to explain that the object 
of this clause was to give creditin reference tothe future longevity pay; 
but the Senator repeated that there was no thought, so fur as he knew, 
on the part of any one, that back pay would result from the adoption 
of this clause. The Senator from Indiana said: 

The Senator from Maine is so well versed in naval a 
while to explain to him the value of this credit as to t 
ward as if he had served longer in his present place. It is a credit as to time, 
not a credit as to money. It amounts tosomething to him on his pay as he goes 
along, but not as back pay. 

This disclaimer was reiterated several times in the debate, The 
Senator from Michigan, Mr. Conger, made inquiry: 


Mr. Concer. It does not pay them anything? 

Mr. VoorHEEs. Notatall. The Senator is right. 

Mr. Concrn. The object of the paar ae is to allow men to have the benefit 
of their services, although there an interval between their service in the 


irs that it is not worth 
e. It puts a man for- 
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‘volunteer force and the time when they eame to the regular Navy? They are 


'to be credited with actual service in making up what you call longevity pay? 

Mr, Voorners, That is it. The Senator understands it. 

Mr, CoxcER, It is an increase of pay allowed for length of service? 

Mr, Vooruesrs. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. Concer. It does not give any back pay for anything? 

Mr. Voorrzes. Notatalj. It givesa man credit torp time he served his 

untry, so that in going from one grade to another n6 in the service he has 
vying aay for the time he served his country in the volunteer force. It closes a 
Mr. OoxGEn. It credits it so as to bring him to that time when he has the ben- 
efit of fifteen or twenty years’ service ? 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. Vooruezrs. That is my object. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], in order to cover this point 
and make it absolutely certain that under no circumstances could back 
pay be derived from this act, moved to add an amendment, which was 
adopted, in the following language: 

Or to give any officer in the regular Navy any additional pay or amount of 
money for the time when he served in the volunteer army or navy. 

“ Bo that it shall not be retroactive ” the Senator from Maine said: 

Mr. Vooruezs. Nobody wants that at all. 

There was some division of opinion upon thissubject, and the clause was 
considered by the conference committee. and reported from that commit- 
tee as appears in this same volume, volume 14, part 4, page 3573, where 
the language was finally agreed upon which found its way into the act. 
The amendment as proposed by the Senator from Maine, which had 
been adopted by the Senate, was as follows: 

officer of th Ni additional t 
of ninaey be the Poe Sresi he po ot the vom army comers, sirt 

The clauseas it was sdopted by the committee of conference and went 
into the act read as follows: 

And provided Runen That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to give any ad nal pay to any such officer during the time of his service in 
the volunteer army or navy. 

I am not now prepared tosay whether any result which has followed 
has come from this change of language; but at all events this was the 
clause on account of the passage of which there has been paid from the 
Treasury of the United States I think three or four hundred thousand 
dollars already, while I have been unable to ascertain how many more 
claims there are or what will be their amount which are likely to be 

ted hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senator whether he has been able to form 
any estimate of what will be the future drafts upon the Treasury by 
reason of this provision? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not been able to form any idea on the 
subject. I have not been able to Jearn that the Committee on A 
priations, when, notwithstanding the express disclaimersin the d 
they were led to put some of these payments into the appropriation 
bill, formed any idea as to the extent to which they would be obliged 


to go. 

Mr President, this is all I desire to say in reference to these longevity 
claims, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say simply this—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would rather finish my remarks, unless the 
Senator wishes to make a very brief statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All I want to say is that the statements read 
from the RECORD made by me in 1883 I recall very distinctly, and 
they contain my opinion at that time. But the Supreme Court has 
decided differently, construed the law differently, and it is not the first 
time that I have had my legal opinion overruled by the highest tribunals 
of thecountry. Thatisall I can say on that subject. I very sincerely 
believed that the law bore the constrution I put upon it, or I should 
not have stated it so positively. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have given the history of what are known as 
the longevity claims, Without undertaking to criticise the circum- 
stances under which the clause which gave rise to these claims was 
originally placed in the act, although it was placed there against my 
earnest protest and my assertion of my belief that it would result in 
taking large sums of money from the Treasury, I do feel at liberty to 
make this distinct point, that these claims having been allowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury going back to the beginning of time, 
the Committee on Appropriations do not seem to have understood that 
it was their privilege and duty to apply to such claims the statute of 
limitations. 

Tt does seem to me that when they found that this clause, contrary to 
the understanding of the Senator from Indiana, contrary to theirown un- 
derstanding, and contrary toso many assurances, had been so construed 
D7 ha Ura a w TO Ige sams oE back pay Ambac ps: they might 
have applied the statute of Hmitations, which would have been most 
justly applied, because, as I have said, these claims are destitute of any 
real equity whatever. 

Now I come to the mileage cases, which have already amonnted to 
half a million dollars, and of which there is no end—the arrears of 
milk The facts are simply these: Under the construction of the 

t put upon the statutes of Congress, the Department 


could not be allowed to naval ee Sores abroad on foreign 
watst Red Pree on the ocean—but that mileage allowances were to 
be confined to traveling on land within the limits of the United States. 
Many naval officers traveled abroad and on the ocean, and they re- 
ceived under this decision of the Department in every their actual 
traveling expenses. Every dollar which they paid out for their travel- 
ing expenses was refunded tothem. Yet after a decision of the Supreme 
Court that by a strict construction of the law they were entitled to 
mileage, these allowances for mileage are being made, going back forty 
years or more, and giving these naval officers so much bonus, to whieh, 
as I say, and say deliberately, they are not in equity entitled upon any 
principle whatever. Those are the mileage claims. 

Next are the receiving-ship claims. A few years ago some naval 
officer or some claim agent conceived that naval officers serving on re- 
ceiving-ships were entitled to sea pay. Prior to the setting up of this 
claim the of the Navy had supposed that he had a right to de- 
termine what ships were in commission for sea service, and he had de- 
clined to put receiving-ships in commission for sea service for the very 
simple reason that the receiving-ships never go to sea. They are sim- 
ply unseaworthy vessels of the Navy which lie atthe docks in the navy- 
yards where enlisted men of the Navy are received and kept until they 
are needed for service upon sea-going vessels. 3 

Inasmuch as these officers were living on the receiving-ships with 
their families, at home toall intents and purposes, it was not thought 
by the Navy Department that they were atsea within the meaning of 
the statutes of the United States which allow increased pay to officers 
bire are on sea duty over the allowances to officers who are on shore 

uty. 

But this question was taken to the Court of Claimson a suit brought 
by some officer for a small sum òf money. The facts were put in in 
some sort of shape; the case was decided by the Court of Claims, and 
it came to the conclusion that an officer on a receiving-ship, never 
moving and incapable of moving from the navy-yard wharf, was at 
sea within the meaning of the statute; and therefore it gave judg- 
ment in favor of the officer for the small sum demanded by him. An 
appeal was taken from the decision of the Court of Claims, and it 
went up to the Supreme Courtof the United States, which court made 
its decision, bound down of course by the facts as they ap in 
the record sent up from the Court of Claims; and the Supreme Courf, 
in these receiving-ship claims, and also in a similar claim for sea pay 
for service on the training-ships, sustained the decision of the Court 
of Claims. These decisions in the receiving-ship cases are The United 
States vs. Symonds, 120 United States Reports, page 46, January 10, 
1887; The United States vs. Bishop, 120 United States Reports, page 
51; and The United States vs, Strong, 125 United States Reports, page 
656, decided April 16, 1888. 

These claims having been thus fastened by the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, there immediately began a raid upon the Treasury for 
arrears of pay to officers who at any time during the preceding half 
century had hen serving upon receiving-ships, and the Committee on 
Appropriations will be confronted with a large number of these claims, 
amounting I do not know to what sum of money, but the statement is . 
made by the Auditor in the letter which I have read that $450,000 
have been allowed up to date and that there are 441 claims pending, 
and the Committee on Ape will be called upon to determine 
whether they will allow this kind of claim to be presented in this way, 
thus worked up through decisions of the courts, and then will pay the 
amounts found due without setting up any statute of limitations what- 
ever. 

Mr, President, I believe that the attorneys who are presenting these 
claims are able to obtain the data upon which to base them from in- 
formation derived in some way from the Fourth Auditor’s Office. I 
know that attorneys are advertising over this country for the heirs of 
naval officers who died ten, twenty, thirty years ago to come forward 
and make contracts with them for the recovery of the pay to which 
those officers would be entitled according to these recent decisions—sea 
pay while serving at the dock in a navy-yard on board a receiving-ship. 

I have in my hand a long advertisement containing the names, I 
think, of a thousand officers. I will not give the names of the attor- 
neys, as I should notcare to thus bring them to the public notice with- 
out their consent, but the advertisement in the Boston Herald of De- 
cember 12, 1888, is headed as follows: 

The following officers of the United States Navy (or their heirs) will learn 
something to their advantage by addressing the undersigned. 

And I find in this list the names of officers as follows: 

Lieut. John Q. Adams, died 1854; Lieut. L. B. Avery, left service 1855; Surg. 
S. R. Addison, died 1860; and so on. 

There are officers named whose deaths, it appears, took place in 1856, 
1857, and 1859. Here is a clause calling upon the heirs of Surg. Elisha 
K. Kane to come forward, who died in 1857—the Arctic orer— 
and § J. Vanghn Smith, who died in 1848. It is my belief that 
claims thus worked up are being rushed into the Fourth Auditor’s Of- 
fice in great numbers, and that the Congress of the United States is to 
be confronted with a million dollars of such demands. 


Navy 
held that miléage, 10 cents or whatever the amount was per mile, |, Mr. President, it has seemed to me that it was due to myself, hav- 


1396 


ing fought this class of claims always, that I should bring the facts I 
have narrated to the attention of the Senate, that I should ask that they 
might be investigated by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, and 
that I should urge that in some way the Government should be pro- 
tected from this kind of foray upon its Treasury in behalf of claims 
which, although they may by this style of prosecution be brought 
within the forms of law, have no real, substantial, equitable merit of 
any kind. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the fact thatthe Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] has in some degree reflected upon the Committee 
on Appropriations does not in any way prevent me from thanking him for 
having brought this important subject to the attention of the Senate. 
In what he is doing and in what he has said he has contributed inval- 
uable aid to the Committee on Appropriations in the work in which it 
has been engaged for years of resisting the flood of claims which are 
poured in upon it through the auditing offices of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

I do not think Iam overstating in any way the action of that com- 
mittee when I say that it has steadily resisted this flood of claims and 
has endeavored to see that properscrutiny should be given toall of them 
when presented to the committee. But the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will bear in mind, as other Senators will, that it is literally im- 
possible for the Committee on Appropriations in considering the pro- 
visions of appropriation bills, thousands upon thousands in number as 
those provisions are, to investigate the facts in each personal case. The 
Committee on Appropriations in making up these large appropriation 
bills, notably the deficiency appropriation bill upon which such items 
as have been referred to by the tor from New Hampshire are always 

laced, finds itself in this condition, that the general law which has 
co. enacted by Con and become the settled rule fixes the duties 
and powers of the auditing and controlling officers, and the committee 
has felt itself constrained heretofore, when through the Secretary of the 
Treasury there have been presented lists of claims which are certified 
to have been duly examined and reported as due according to law and 
sent in by the Secretary of the Treasury with the request that an ap- 
propriation be made therefor, to receive those claims and embody them 
in the appropriation bills. 

I do not say that in every case heretofore the Committee on Appro- 
priations has been entirely free from blame in not having followed up 
the significant and pertinent and in this case vital question whether 
or not the Treasury De nt, through its head and through its 
auditing officers, had literally complied with the law as laid down in 
the Revised Statutes and in other statutes that have been imposed 
thereon; and the notice that has been served by the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the facts he has adduced here to-day will be valua- 
ble to the Committee on Appropriations in putting its members upon 
notice that when these estimates come from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury certified to as having been examined and reported under the gen- 
eral law, the committee will inquire first, and without perhaps being 
obliged to go into the circumstances and details of each case will see 
to it that the Treasury Department, through its auditing officers, has 
* observed the general law. 

In that regard the Committee on A ppropriakiona; I may say—and I 
feel constrained to say this because I have had the honor of reporting 
and conducting all the deficiency appropriation bills here for several 

ears past—returns thanks to the Senator from New Hampshire for 
eset called its attention to these things. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right here? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has ever undertaken to enforce any statute of limitations on these 
claims? 

Mr. HALE. That isa point I am coming to. 

The Committee on Appropriations for years has felt impatient at this 
condition of things. As the Senator from New Hampshire has said, a 
clause in some cases without notice, escaping attention, will become em- 
bodied in the provisions of an appropriation bill, put on in the House 
of Representatives, pore by an amendment moved in the Senate, that 
for the time being discloses no danger. The human mind is fallible; 
human attention is not always at its best; human scrutiny can not 
ae fe be invoked at a moment’s notice, and amendments to appro- 
priation bills steal upon them in the other House and in this body and 
pass and no one person can be blamed, but it is discovered by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations soon afterwards, and too late to remedy un- 
less some provision is made that shall apply strict limitations to these 
cases—the Committee on Appropriations discovers that in the mind of 
somebody the clause that was put on in that way, apparently so sim- 
ple and harmless, carries with it the seeds of future claims upon the 
Government, resulting in decisions of the courts that take hun of 
thousands of dollars from the Treasury. But the committee has felt 
that in such cases where the courts had construed these provisions the 
responsibility was largely taken from its hands. 

In the case that has been referred toand described somewhat at length 
in regard to the longevity pay of naval officers, the provision placed 
upon the appropriation bill of 1882, I have a distinct recollection when 
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it was proposed to add the provision, which in itself was proper and 
correct, that naval officers who had served in the volunteer navy should . 
have the credit in the longevity consideration of their grade of the serv- 
ice that they had rendered in the volunteer navy the same as if it had 
been in the regular Navy, it appealed to the sense of justice of every 
Senator. Itdidtomine. It was proper. If a gallant officer of the 
Navy found four years of his service in actual war in the volunteer 
navy, he had been subjected to peril and to privation and hardship as 
much as if those four years had been in the regular Navy, and he was 
entitled in making up his longevity record to the credit of that service. 

But when it was proposed to add that provision it excited the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, and my attention was es- 
pecially called to it, and I wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, 
the place then held by the Senator from New Hampshire, and so well 
held, as we all know, asking him for his view, and the letter he has 
read was the reply to my request for the opinion of the Department. 
He stated clearly in that letter that the clause as proposed would not 
only give the officer the credit of his service, but sould alee back pay; 
and then the Committee on Appropriations, acting through me as its 
organ in of the bill, proposed the amendments that have been 
read by the Senator from New Hampshire; these two: First— 

That nothing in this clause shall be so construed as to authorize any change 
in the dates of commission or in the relative rank of such officers, 

And additionally: 

Or to give any officer in the regular Na d 
money s the time when he served in the a rE eE Ge hg gira 

I find on examination that so great was my own care in that matter 
and the desire to shut out back pay, that after receiving the letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy that the Senator has read, Í consulted him 
as to what provision would be necessary in order to cut off this back 
pay, and the provision that was proposed by me was a provision drawn 
by him as effectually protecting the Department and the Treasury from 
any raid that might be afterwards made upon it by reason of that pro- 
vision, and that provision, with the single exception of the word ‘' dur- 
ing’ which was substituted for the word “ for ’’—and I do not think 
that changed the construction of it at all—was embodied in the bill. 

When it was discussed here the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], who was the foremost advocate of the claim, declared in terms 
that there was no intention to come upon the Government for back 
pay. The clause had been drawn by the Secre of the Navy and 
myself for the pu: of shutting off that, and when that bill passed 
and became a law I felt as certain that we had done two things as that 
I live here. The first was that we had given to these gallant.men the 
record of their service in the volunteer navy; and, second, that we had 
also shut off any claim of theirs for back pay; and so content, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations allowed the bill to pass. 

Now, the Senator from Indiana says that he remembers distinctly 
his repudiation, and that he had no idea that that clause, so seruti- 
nized and so carefully drawn, would be the foundation of this raid upon 
the Treasury, and I have no doubt the Senator speaks frankly and cor- 
rectly as to his recollection and as to his attitude upon the matter. 
But there was somebody behind that clause, there was somebody be- 
hind the intense interest and earnestness that weze displayed at tte 
time why the clause should be added, who knew what was in it after- 
wards or who had reason to believe what would be construed from it; 
there was some cunning lawyer, some claim agent here in Washington 
with more time to devote to this subject than either the Secretary of 
the Navy or I or the Committee on Appropriations or the Senate, who 
knew that out of that would be evolved such a construction that the 
whole object and aim of Congress would be crossed and thwarted and 
destroyed. And so it followed when a single case was taken up to the 
Court of Claims it in favor of the claimant, went to the United 
States Supreme Coart, and was there passed upon and became the foun- 
dation for all these claims. 

I do not take to myself or to the Committee on Appropriations any 
reproach as toits coursein that matter. It framed in a bill, at the sug- 
gestion of the then Secretary of the Navy, now the Senator from New 
Ham a clause that apparently cut off everything in the nature of 
back pay; we believed thatit would; it did not; and the court decided 
rather in favor of the claimant; and so this has gone. 

I am not here going into discussion of the other amendments to ap- 
propriation bills under which decisions have been rendered out of which 
there is this constant demand and claim upon the United States Treas- 
ury that never intended should be enforced. I only say itis 
high time that they were stopped. I only say that in the work that 
the Senator from New Hampshire has blocked out for the Committee 
on Appropriations he has my cordial co-operation, and again I say that 
the committee thanks him for having called attention to these subjects, 

The committee dealt at one time with a class of cases like this, and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who was associated with 
me u the bill, will remember, upon what were called the old Spald- 
ing upon the Treasury through the Post-Office Department, 
where, under a forced construction, the whole compensation of post- 
masters for years back, who were content with what they had received, 
and who only became claimants when they were urged thereto by claim 
agents in Washington, was sought to be reopened. The whole procesa 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1397 


and system of allowance of postmasters’ pay was revolutionized and 
old claims brought in against the ent and allowed; 
and the committee found itself confronted with a condition that was 
endless, where from year to year it would be called upon to appropri- 
ate hundreds of thousands of dollars to different claimants throughout 
the United States, 25 per cent. of which the committee found invaria- 
bly went into the hands of one single man, who boasted in his adver- 
tisement that he had procured from Congress what was called the Spald- 
ing act. The committee took that subject by the throat, and with 
the valuable assistance—and I am glad to bear testimony to the valua- 
ble assistance that that officer rendered at that time—of the then Post- 
master-General, now the Secretary of the Interior, the committee framed. 
a provision by which it enacted a specific limitation and declared that 
every claim that was not presented within a certain time after the date 
of the passage of the act containing the provision should be shut off 
entirely, and that no classification or correction of the pay of old post- 
masters should be made other than what had been settled by the De- 
partment, aside from the Spalding act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator right there 
whether the committee allowed claims extending back over six years. 

Mr. HALE. Some of those claims ran back not as far as these the 
Senator has called attention to, but some of them ran back eight and 
ten and twelve years, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
right here—— 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me at present. 
Iam coming to what the Senator refers to in the statute. I have it 
here before me. 

The committee put that provision on an appropriation bill, and the 
Senate and Congress gladly adopted it; and so intense was the feeling 
of the claim agent, so bitter at the result, that he set himself in the 
way, in the path of Congress, and brought suit against the Postmaster- 
General for his course under the direction of Congress, endeavoring in 
that way to obstruct the policy that had been laid out by Congress, 
which the Postmaster-General after that strictly followed. Iam glad 
to say that the agent did not succeed. Now I come to what is—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will permit me to interject here that 
that matter has not been permitted to rest where we placed it by law 
and where the Supreme Court of the United States placed it. If Iam 
not mistaken there have been at this session of Congress, at this Con- 

certainly, two or three different resolutions introduced in the 

ouse of Representatives, at the instance of some claim agents, in re- 
gard to the salaries of these postmasters, and each one of them has been 
reported adversely. One of these resolutions was introduced in this 
body on the 16th day of August last, and after some delay was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and reported ad- 
versely on the 17th day of December, 1888, with a long report setting 
out all the facts. And in the face of that report another resolution 
has been introduced here calling upon the Postmaster-General for cer- 
tain statistics referring to the same matter, intending, when the statis- 
tics come in, to base aclaim upon themand ask new legislation, and 
that resolution is now before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri is correct. Men may come 
and men may go, but the Washington claim agent lives on forever. 
Beaten, baffled, overthrown, exposed, he still comes up smiling with a 
little innocent resolution that some Senator, knowing nothing about its 
purpose or end, when requested, introduces, properly enough, as he says 

‘by request,” and if nobody’s attention is called to it nobody can tell 
what will be the result. In the case of Spalding, after the exposure 
and overthrow of his claim, even then he had got $1,089,000 out of the 
Treasury, of which he pocketed 25 per cent. ; and not content with that 
he is at the door of Congress to-day and every session beating his feet 
there for the purpose of opening the door again. 

Now I come to what is a remedy and what ought to be enforced, what 


the Committee on Appropriations ought to enforce, and that is a statute | P 


of limitation. There is already upon the statute-book a provision which, 
if enforced and regarded, would dispose of nine-tenths of these claims. 
There is no general statute of limitations applicable to all claims against 
the United States. In all other respects, between citizens, between 
corporations, between citizens and corporations, between States, there 
is a statute of limitations based upon the theory that there should be 
repose, not that a claim is outlawed, but that there should be 

and rest for old claims. There is, however, no general statute of that 
kind applying to all claims against the United States. There are spe- 
cific statutes when courts are created, when a tribunal is set up, when 
an act is passed, but no general statute. In the law creating the Court 
of Claims there is this provision, which is found in section 1069 of the 
Revised Statutes: 


accrues. 
The Court of Claims can not consider and pass upon a claim against 
the United States unless it comes within that six years’ provision, and 


the Court of Claims has in no case that I know in the instances fur- 
nished by the Senator from New Hampshire gone beyond this and has 
only decided cases within the six years and rendered judgments for the 
amount, and the Supreme Court has certified and approved those judg- 
ments, The auditing officers of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Treasury transmitting estimates and asking for appropriations, had no 
more right to ransack the archives of the Department to bring up old 
cases that are beyond the six years’ time provided for the Court of 
Claims than they had to go outside and bring in claims against other 
governments. That ought to have been the strict rule in the Treas- 
ury Department. When claim agents come in and ask that the De- 
partment hunt up old claims under the longevity acts or the mileage 
acts or the receiving-ship acts, the Secretary of the Treasury and his 
subordinates should have said, ‘‘ Whatever there is here that would be 
a claim for six years that the Court of Claims can consider can be 
presented to Congress for its discretion in passing upon it.” 

And here, Mr. President, I am free to say that the scrutiny of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the future will be closer and sharper 
and keener than it has been heretofore to see to it that the officers in 
the Treasury Department do not submit, or if they do that they shall 
be cut off, all claims beyond the time when the Court of Claims might 
consider them. ‘That is the farthest it will go. But I will go farther. 
I would in all this class of cases, which are not in themselves merito- 
rious, apply a specific statute; and I hope when the next deficiency ap- 
propriation bill is reported to the Senate we shall put upon it a pro- 
vision that in all such cases as these there shall bea limitation of 
years or two years or whatever the committee and the Senate may agree 
upon, because there is no merit in these claims. 

The cases that have been cited by the Senator from New Hampshire 
go to destroy the equalization of the pay of the Navy. There is no 
reason why one officer who has served on his regular pay in the years 
past on his service as dictated to him by the orders of the Department 
and has received that pay and been content with it, should find that an- 
other man under a technical decision gets $10,000 that he does not get. 
That is a hardship to the Navy, and every one of these claims that has 
been paid to the parties who have presented them to the Treasury and 
that the Committee on Appropriations has itted to go through, has 
inflicted a hardship upon the other officers who have rendered like service 
and who do not come within the decision; and itis time this thing should 
be soppe: And I say in closing that I join heartily with the Senator 
from New Hampshire in the work to which he has set his hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being Senate bill 3401 in relation to the Pacific railroads, 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the doors of the Senate be 
closed and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent to 
present a paper for publication. I have a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the resolution of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire may- be paasee before we go into executive session, 

Mr. CH. LER. I ask the Senator from Virginia to yield to allow 
the vote to be taken on the resolution I offered, if no one desires to de- 
bate it further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution which was pending at the 
time ned morning hour expired may now be acted upon. Is there ob- 
jection 

Mr. PUGH. I was unable to hear a good deal that was said by the 
Senator from New Hampshire at the beginning of his remarks, and I 
refer that the resolution go over until to-morrow morning. I have not 
the slightest objection to an investigation, but I desire to see if any- 
thing was said in reference to the Fourth Auditor that requires any re- 
ply. I prefer that the vote on the resolution be taken to-morrow in the 
morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution, then, will lie over until 
to-morrow, when by unanimous consent it will be subject to considera- 
tion in the morning hour, 


AFFAIRS IN SAMOA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a letter fromthe Secretary of State ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, inclos- 
ing a copy of a formal concession made by the Government of Samoa 
in pursuance of the treaty existing between the United States and 
Samoa to what is called the Bay of Pago Pago, and also the adjoining 
shores, so much as may be n T ask that it may be printed so 


ecessary. 
that we may have the benefit of it in debate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document presented by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will be received and printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, if there be no objection, 


1398 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

: A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
mentof Agricultureand tocreatean Executive Department to be known 


as the De agro of Agriculture; 
A bill R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; 
and 


- Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretaries of War 
and the Navy to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, 
ete. 


AFFAIRS IN SAMOA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
— to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
prin 
ON, fr veers the sub; Ih th 
A £0 tennis A COAC TONN D ig messages on State laling to affairs in 


Samoa, - 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, ay, 1889. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of W. H. Schock 
and 26 others, residents of Sevier County, Utah; the petition of A. Nils- 
son and 50 others, residents of Sevier County, Utah, and the petition 
of Orson Johnson and 89 others, residents of Piute County, Utah, pray- 
ing, in the interest of the cattle and horse breeders, that the range on 
Government lands in Southeastern Utah be protected from destruction 
by the grazing of Rhacaan. idk Mead aioe samen bie aed Cocoon 
pants; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. 8. McIntosh and 32 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of a bill granting a 
peoo o a Aaaa Ella Carroll; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on tary Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of Moses H. Grogg and 91 others (42 
voters and 50 women), citizens of Melrose, Mass., praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional Samet: which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Worcester, Worcester County, 
Massachusetts, praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After two ease and forty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
4, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate the 1st day of February, 1889. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General’s Department. 

Col. Joseph C. Breckinridge, inspector- x pooping to be Inspector-Gen- 
eral with the rank of brigadier-general, January 30, 1889, vice Jones, 
deceased. - 

TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 

Decius S. Wade, of Montana, to be chief-justice of the supreme court 

of the Territory of Montana, vice Newton W. McConnell, resigned. 
COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY. 

Jesse D. Abrahams, of Vi now deputy comptrollerof the cur- 
rency, to be Comptroller of the Currency, vice William M. Trenholm, 
resigned, 

PENSION AGENT. 


Sidney L. Willson, of New York, to be pension sent at Washington, 
District of Columbia, his term of office having expired. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Miss May: 8. ges ty to be postmaster at Williamston, Ingham 


County, Mi 
Miss Ie eal to I emai ak OAA DOA 
County, North Carolina, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, February 1, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


CLAIMS OF PACIFIO RAILROADS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmittipg a schedule of claims certified by accounting 
officers to be due the several Pacific railroads for services Ta the Gov- 
ernment to December 31, 1888; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11879) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, with amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FLAGS FOR INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan tothe committee on 
the inaugural ceremonies certain flags, etc., with amendments of the 
Senate thereto. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent that the amendments 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER, The amendments will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The amendments were read, as follows 


Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert 
oe the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to leas to the committee on 
1 race gy the worn on hand in the cities S Philadelphie and 
gton, and the Secretary of the AYS ener sas Seances, to loan to said 
Mlaen 94 such flags on hand in the navy-yards at Washington, Norfolk 
League Island, New York, Portsmouth, an m as may be suitable and 
y be without detriment to the public serv- 
ice, such flags to be used b; wa committee under such regulations and restric- 
tions as may be prescribed by the said 
the fronts of publ ic buildings and other places on the line of 
the poy payee = nage 
Provided, Tha’ ttee shall indemnify ents or 
ware noted of them! rora any ae or oe dames to such flags not necessarily incident to 
such use. 
Also ARE the title as follows: After the word “ War” insert “and Navy.” 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 
P. GOUGH EDELIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6753) for the 
relief of P. Gough Edelin, said bill having been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. 

The bill with the amendments was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

HARRIET YOUNG. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3765) for the 
relief of Harriet Young; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be now 
considered by the House. A precisely similar bill has been reported 
from the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which there will be 
opportunity for objection. 

bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the time to brge tn does a pores and Eeoeare the land to 


make final ply tes orgy, (it bein 34, town- 
ship maunbered 21 north, range 4 


sori Cascade 

Territory, and claimed by Harriet Young, byand under desert-land entry num- 
bered 1551, made by said Harriet tof March 3.4 Helena s io) land on 
July 12, 1886, under desert-land act of M 3, 1877, and the time Reg make said 
improvements to enable final proof to be made upon said land is — en- 

and extended for three rs from the date of the approval of this act. 
This extension shall not be held to determine the character of the land nor to 
affect any contest now pending, or which may be hereafter initiated, or as in 
any wise affecting any right — claim adverse to the claim or entry of said Har- 
riet Young, nor to a: ect the Suarna opro required by existing law, ex- 
cept as to the time of making improvements required by law and final proof, 


me ST eens Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. Who makes this request? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD], who 
states that a bill precisely similar in terms has been reported from the 
House committee. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
an passed. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the House bill similar in 
terms to this will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. The bill reported from the House committee on this 
subject was, I believe, reported with amendments. 

The SPEAKER., The bill just passed was a Senate bill. 


1889. 


Mr. McRAE. I think the House committee reported amendments. 
This bill had better remain on the Speaker’s table until it can be ex- 
amined. 

The SPEAKER, The bill has passed, but a motion to reconsider 
can be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I presume this bill is all right, but to avoid any 
mistake I think it had better lie over for the present. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


assed. 
> Mr. HOLMAN. Let the matter be reconsidered that it may be ex- 
amined. 

Mr. MCRAE, If I can be assured that the amendments of the House 
committee have been incorporated in this bill, I have no objection to 
it. I know that the committee agreed to certain amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the motion to reconsider be regarded as pend- 
ing, and meanwhile the bill can be examined. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the motion to reconsider 
will be entered, and the bill will remain in that position until gentle- 
men have had an opportunity to examine the matter. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business, 

To Mr. FISHER, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. PUGSLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HATCH. I rise toa privileged report. I am instructed by the 
managers on the part of the House upon House bill No. 8191 to make 
the report which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ae pag votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. S191) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture and to create an Executive Department 
to be known as the Department of Agriculture, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and concur in the same, 

W. H. HATCH 

JUSTIN R. WHITING, 

E. H. FUNSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

T. W. PALMER, 

H. W. BLAIR, 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The followingstatement of the House conferees, submittedin accord- 
ance with the rule, was read: 

Reportin writing toaccompany conference report on H, R. 8191, entitled “An act 
to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to 
create an Executive Department to be known as the Department of Agricult- 
ure,” 

There was but one material amendment involved in the conference, the 
others being verbal and readily concurred in. 

The managers on the part of the House endeavored most zealously to induce 
the managers on the part of the Senate to recede from the Senate amendment, 
striking out the fifth section of the bill, transferring the Weather Bureau to 
the Department of Agriculture, i 
i In are yo were per pesere ul, the Casados yoe Sas this proposi- 

ng interpreted by the m. onthe o nate as perem; 

pea prosite which they felt compelled to respect. si poy 
The managers on the part of the House then endeavored to bring about an 

agreement by offering an amendment to the Senate amendment, transferring to 

the Department of Agriculture the Geological Survey and the Fish Comm mn. 

After earnest and patient examination of this rb veers it was di to 
by the managers on the part of the Senate on the grounds that it would open 
up discussion of new subjects not embraced in the original bill, cause delay, and 
perhaps defeat the final pases of the bill this session. 

To avoid the strong probability of delay in its proper consideration, and the 

ibility presented that in the short time ng the final —- of this 
important measure might be again defeated, your conferces unanimously agreed 
to submit the accompanying conference report concu: in the Senate amend- 
ments, and respectfully recommend its adoption by the House. 
. W. H. HATCH. 
JUSTIN R. WHITING, 
E. H. FUNSTON, 
Managers on the part of the Bouse. 

Mr. HATCH. I will not detain the House by any further explana- 
tion of this report than is embodied in the written statement submitted 
by the on the part of the House. We have endeavored very 
earnestly for a month to bring about such a conditiin of things as would 
add to the Department of Agriculture either the Weather Bureau, or, 
in lieu of that, the Geological Survey and the Fish Commission. Being 
satisfied that any further conference would involve delay which might 
result in the defeat of this important measure for this session, the 
managers on the part of the House have agreed to recommend concur- 
rence in the Senate amendment. I demand the previous question upon 
the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by thé Committee on 
Rules to report back a resolution thatthe 11th and 18th days of January, 
1889, after the morning hour, be set apart for the consideration of Sen- 
ate bills on the Private Calendar of the House, except pension bills, the 
consideration of which is already provided for at the Friday evening 
sessions, together with the following substitute therefor: 

Resolved, That when the House shall again proceed under the rules to consider 
bills on the Private , Senate bills shail have precedence, in their order, 
for two legislative days, not to interfere with the order of the House assi 
evening sessions for the consideration of pension bills and bills removing po- 
litical disabilities, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. 
does this come before the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] intro- 
duced a resolution which was referred to the Committee on Rules, and 
this is reported back in lieu of the resolution sent to the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard briefly upon the 
report of the Committee on Rules, which, as I understand it, is mani- 
festly and viciously unfair. 

The course pursued by this Congress at its former session permitted 
members of this House who were present upon the call of the Private 
Calendar, as their names were reached on the list, to ask the consider- 
ation of one bill and have it passed upon in the absence of a certain 
number of objections. Under that call the House reached, I think, 
the letter ‘‘M ” on the roll. Those on the alphabet, therefore, prior 
to where the roll was suspended, have had their opportunity to call up 
one bill from this Calendar, a House or Senate bill as they saw fit, and 
have it passed upon. Common fairness, Mr. Speaker, would require, 
it seems to me, that before other bills upon that Calendar are consid- 
ered, this list should be called through, and that those upon the roll 
further down, and not so fortunate as to have had their names called 
in the lower part, shall each have an opportunity of asking consider- 
ation of a bill, thereby preventing the manifest injustice which would 
be done by permitting two-thirds of the House to have their oppor- 
tunity to cals up one bill and the remainder to be cut off from that 
privilege by a side movement like this. 

This resolution seems to be in the interest of giving those who have 
already had an opportunity a chance to repeat that opportunity, and 
excluding those who have had no chance from any opportunity in the 
future. ‘Therefore I say the proposition seems to me to be a vicious 
one, which I hope will not be adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. Would the gentleman propose to limit the ar- 
rangement he suggests to Senate bills? 

Mr. PARKER. I should propose to call the list of names through, 
as originally agreed upon, so that every man on the roll may have had 
at least a chance of calling up a bill, before the adoption of any new . 
rule which would interfere with that arrangement. 

Mr. HERMANN. And without regard to whetherthey wereSenate 
or House bills so called up? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is true, as stated by the gentleman 
from New York, that hy unanimous consent we did proceed under an 
order which permitted gentlemen when their names were called on the 
roll to ask consideration of one bill on the Private Calendar, which re- 
quest brought the bill before the House unless a certain number of 
members objected to its consideration. I attempted earnestly to revive 
that rule at the beginning of this session of Congress, but I was utterly 
unable to procure an agreement to proceed in that order, and as wecan 
not, except by unanimous consent, take up bills in that order, thenext 
best thing to be done was to perfect such legislation as had been 
by the Senate by giving precedence to bills upon the Calendar y 
passed by that body. I recognize the fact that under the order previ- 
ously made those names on the list which have already been called have 
some advantage, but it is practically impossible to make any other 
arrangement, and this plan now suggested is the next best thing that 
can be done. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I would like to ask the gentleman who submits 
this report a question: Whether under the resolution the Senate bills 
on the Calendar will have to be called in their regular order, or can 
the Committee of the Whole, when in session, establish a rule which 
will allow these bills to be called up in such order as the House may 
then determine? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, of course, that can be done 
as in the other case. 

Mr. CANNON. There are about three hundred Senate bills on the 
Calendar, and this will give two days to theirconsideration. I believe 
it is pretty generally favored by the members on both sides, and I ask a 
vote upon it. 


How 
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The question was taken on the adoption of the report; and on a di- 
_ Vision there were—ayes 91, noes 23. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. MACDONALD and Mr. CANNON were appointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. MACDONALD, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no farther count being demanded) the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
Nez stopte and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr, BUTLER. I wish to submit a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

Mr. MCRAE. Before that I ask leave to withdraw the motion en- 
tered a few moments ago to reconsider the vote by which the Senate bill 
No. 3765 was passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think» that had better stand until to-morrow 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be withdrawn by unanimous consent, 
and objection is made. 

The report was read. 

‘The question was put on the adoption of the report; the House di- 
vided, and there were—ayes 42, noes 31. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. BUTLER. I will withdraw the report for a time, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LANHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is it in order now to proceed with the business on 
the Private Calendar under the rule which has just been adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. That resolution has not 
changed any rule of the House, and relates only to the order that the 
Honse shall proceed in under its rules when the House proceeds to the 
consideration of private business, 

Mr. LANHAM. Wecan still make a motion under the general rule, 


can we not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the unfin- 
isned business under consideration at the time of adjournment yester- 
day; and although this is Friday, and set apart by the rules for the 
consideration of private business, the practice of the House has been 
long settled. The Chair caused the Digest to be read yesterday, show- 
ing that bills coming over from an adjournment with the previous ques- 
tion ordered on other days come up even on Friday morning for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. LANHAM. If we can get to the consideration of private busi- 
ness to-day—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you can not get to the consideratien of pri- 
vate business unless the House refuses to proceed with the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as there are only four or 
five Fridays remaining of this session, I desire to antagonize considera- 
tion of this matter in order that we may proceed to the consideration 
of private business, 

Mr. SPRINGER. No question of consideration can be raised upon 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. It can be raised. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rule provided that the vote shall then be 
taken. 

The SPEAKER. But that was on that day. The Chair will state 
that the situation of the Oklahoma bill is this: The bill, if it comes up 
this morning, comes up, not because of the i gi order assigning a 
day for its consideration, but simply because the previous question has 
been ordered upon its passage. k 

On the day set apart for the consideration of the bill under the special 
order made by the House, after the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had reported the bill back to the House, the 
question of consideration could not have been made. But on another, 
subsequent day, the Chair will t, if the bill comes up at all, it 
comes up not by reason of the fact of the special order, but solely by 
reason of the fact that the previous question was ordered upon it; and 
the question of consideration can be raised against it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, I desire to raise the question of consideration, 
it being my object to proceed with the Senate bills under the rule which 
has been adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will only take a few minutes to of this 
matter, and I hope we will go on and finish the Oklahoma bill, 


Mr. B. of New York. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. BAKER, of New York). Do not do that. 

Me BAKER, of New York. I withdraw the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided on the guein of proceeding to the consideration 
of the Oklahoma bill; and there were—ayes 103, noes 23. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 135, noes 3. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Then the ayes have it, and the House determines 
to proceed with the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. 

The question is on the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
132, nays 114, not voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS—132. 
Allen, Miss. Gear, MoCo: Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill. Glass, McCormic Scott, 
Anderson, Kans. Granger, McCreary, Seney, 

D, rout, McKinley, Seymour, 
Biggs, rmer, McKinney, Shively, 
Bland, Hatch, MeMillin, Simmons, 
Bliss, Hayden, cRae, ith, 
Bowden, yes, Merriman, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Heard, Montgomery, Springer, 
Browne,T. B., Va, Henderson, Iowa Morrow, Stephenson, 

rown, J. R., Va. Henderson, N.O. Nelson, Stockdale, 
Bryce, Hitt, tes, Stone, Ky, 
Buckalew, Hogg, O’ Neall, Ind, Ston O. 
Campbell, Ohio Hopkins, II Outhwaite, Srne 

pbell, Ohio opkins, I, uthw: ymes, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va, Patton, Tarsney, 
Snipes Hada ma Ponti ton, Thames Wis. 

pman, udd, enin; Omas, 
Clardy, Johnston, Ind, Perkins, Thompson, Cal, 
Clark, Kelley, ters, Y, 
well Kennedy, Phelan, Townshend, 
S Sree, or Sea 
nger, ore, yner, andever, 
Crouse, Laffoon, eed, ‘ade, 
De $ Rice, Walker, 
Dockery, Landes, Richardson, Warner, 
Dorsey, Lane, Rockwell, Washington, 
Dunn, Lanham, Rogers, Weaver, 
Enloe, x Romeis, Wheeler, 
Fitch, ng, Rowell, White, N. Y. 
French, Macdonald. Russell, Conn, Williams, 
Fuller, ý Russell, Mass. Wilson, Minn, 
ton, Martin, usk, Yoder, 
NAYS—114. 
Abbott, Clements, Hall, O’Foerrall, 
Adams, b, ugen O'Neill, 
Allen, Mass. Cooper, Hemphill, Owen, 
Allen, Mich. Cothran, Henderson, Til. Parker, 
Anderson, Iowa Cowles, Herbert, Payson, 
Anderson, Miss, Cox, Hermann, Perry, 
Atkinson, in, Hiestand, Pidcock, 
Baker, N. Y. 4 Holman, Post, 
Bankhead, Sommtags Jaakon Hobertson 
mmings, n, : 
Barnes, tcheon, Johnston, N, ©. Rowland, 
Barry, pe Jones, Sawyer, 
ae Dargan, etcham, Sayers, 
den, Davenport, La Follette, Scull, 
Bingha vidson, Ala, Laidlaw, Sowden, 
Blane Davidson, Fla, Steele, 
Blount, vis, Lehlbach, Stewart, Ga, 
man, Dibble, aaa vt. 
Bound ish, Thomas, fr: 
Breckintid Ky. eo DEN Scien’ Tillman’ 
reckin: . Farqu cKenna, man 
BEER Felton, ` Milliken, Turner, Kans, 
Butterworth, Finley, Mills, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, F., N, Y. Forney, Moffitt, eber, 
Candler, Gallinger, Moore, Whiting, Mass, 
Carlton, t, Morgan, Wi è 
Caruth, Grimes, Newton, Yardley, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, Nichols, 
_ Cheadle, Guenther, Norwood, 
NOT VOTING—7%. ° 
Arnold, Dingley, Hopkins, N. Y. McCallogh, 
Bowen, Dougherty, ouk, McSha: 
Brower, Ermentrout, Hunter, Morrill, 
Browne, Ind. Fisher, Hutton, orse, 
Brown, Ohio Flood, Kean, Neal, 
Brumm, Foran, Laird, Nutting, 
Buchanan, Ford, Lawler, O'Donnell, 
Bunnell, Gaines, Lee. O'Neill, Mo, 
ew Gibso ro Pugale} 
Burrows, mn, ey, 
Bynum, Glover, Matfett a Shaw, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Goff, Mahoney, Sherman, 
Cockran, Green Mason, TATR; 
Com) Hare, 
ar sowed 5 Hires, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 
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St Tex. West, Wilber, Wise 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio White, Ind. Wilkins, Woodburn, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio Whiting, Mich, Wilkinson, Yost. 
Thompson, Ohio Whitthorne, Wilson, W. Va. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation 
of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I object. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all politi- 
cal questions until further notice: 

Mr. WISE with Mr. GOFF, 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. PUGSLEY, 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. BUCHANAN) 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

The following were announced as paired on the Oklahoma bill: 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. FORAN. 
. FLoop with Mr. Yost. 
. GLOVER with Mr. SPOONER. 
. Hutton with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. If Mr. DARLING- 
TON were present, he would vote ‘‘ay ’? and Mr. THOMPSON ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, with Mr. LYMAN. Mr. LYMAN, if pres- 
ent, would vote for the bill, and Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, against it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have voted, but, finding 
that I am paired, I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to 
section 13, to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this amendment will be agreed to, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 9, section 13, strike out the word “‘ immediately” and insert the words 
“within a reaso e time;” so that it will read: “And it is hereby made the 
duty of the President, within a reasonable time after the of this act, to 
cause the lessees of said land and any other persons illegally pomapy tie the same 
to be removed from said lands.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is upon ordering the bill to be 
en; and read a third time, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. HOOKER. Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 
journ, and pending that I desire to move that the House take a recess 
until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion toadjourn, [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 77. 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. The Chair did not hear my motion 
that the House take a recess pending the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion could not be made pending the mo- 
tion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn has priority over a motion to 
take a recess. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I move now that the House take a recess un- 
til Monday. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on that motion that, under 
the cs age order under which the House is now proceeding, it is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion is that the House take a 
— until Monday, but the Chair does not know to what hour on 

onday. 

Mr. HOOKER. Twelve o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That would be an adjournment. That is the mo- 
tion just put by the Chair. 

Mr. HOOKER, Then I move that the House take a recess till 10 
o'clock on Monday next. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against that motion. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] makes 
a point of order against this motion under the special order of the 
House. The opinion of the Chair is that the spirit of that special or- 
der was to prevent dilatory motions, but the Chair is not prepared to 
say that one motion for an adjournment and one motion to take a re- 
eess should be construed as a dilatory proceeding. 


Mr. HATCH. But, Mr. Speaker, the language of that order under 
which the House is now proceeding is that the votes specified in the 
order shall then be taken, and there is no chance for any interpretation 
of it except to carry out that order that the votes therein specified shall 
be taken in the order named, and they can not be interrupted by mo- 
tions to adjourn or motions to take a recess, 

Mr. STEELE. But we have adjourned three or four times since we 
began the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. A literal construction of the terms of the s 
order would prevent the House from adjourning at all until the final 
vote was taken on the bill, and would also prevent it from taking a 
recess. Therefore the Chair has not placed upon the order such a strict 
construction; but the Chair thinks that it is his duty to carry out the 
spirit and purpose of the order, and whenever it becomes clear that 
motions are made for dilatory purposes alone the Chair will interpose, 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not su , Mr. Speaker, that even the gentle- 
man from Mississippi himself [ Mr. HOOKER] will assert that his motion 
is made in good faith. It is made for the purpose of killing this bill, 

Mr. STEELE. Regular order. 

Mr, HOOKER. The motion made yesterday for an adjournment was 
entertained and voted upon; and if that motion was in order at that 
time, this corresponding motion is in order now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that this proceeding has 
not yet reached the point where the Chair would feel it his duty to de- 
clare the motion dilatory in its nature. 

The question being taken on the motion fora recess till Monday 
wots at 10 o'clock, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 7, noes 

09. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I mise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to demand the reading of the engrossed bill before it is put upon its 

? 


passage? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Then I make that demand, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see whether the bill has been en- 

or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this demand is insisted upon I shall have to 
move that the House take a recess for thirty minutes in order that the 
bill may be en, . Lhope, however, that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CHEADLE] will not delay the consideration of private busi- 
ness to-day by insisting upon the demand. 

Mr. PETERS. I make the point of order that this is a dilatory mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that every legislative body has 
a right to see written out, or at least printed in connected form, at- 
tested by the proper officer of the house, the proposition upon which 
it is called to vote. What constitutes the ‘‘engrossment’’ of a bill in 
recent times is another question. Originally it was, in contemplation 
of parliamentary law, a writing out of the bill in a ‘‘ fair, round hand.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. I inquire of the Chair whether the Clerk now 
present in the House can not attest this bill as now parner 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the amend- 
ments which have been agreed to have not been incorporated in the bill, 
but are simply attached to it on separate pieces of paper. [Cries of 
“R order!” 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess for thirty 
minutes. In that time this bill can be engrossed so as to be ready for 
the final action of the House. I appeal, however, to the gentleman 
from Indiana not to delay in this way the business of the Private Cal- 
endar, which can be entered upon immediately after this bill has been 
disposed of and which gentlemen here are anxious tofeach. I appeal 
to the gentleman from Indiana not tointerfere with private-bill day in 
this way. [A pause.] If the gentleman insistson the demand, I move 
that the House take a recess for thirty minutes; and on that motionI 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that it will be 
impossible to engross this bill in thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess for one hour; 
and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOOKER, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry: Isit now in order 
to move to recommit this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair ruled, in the case of the di- 
rect-tax bill, that where the House had made an order similar in its 
terms to that made in this case, it was not in order to move to recom- 
mit the bill, because the effect of that motion, if adopted, would be 
to prevent the House from voting on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. May not the House refuse to vote on the final pas- 
sage, and may it not so refuse by adopting a motion to recommit, as well 
as in any other way? 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to vote, it must refuse in 
some way in accordance with its rules and orders. 

Mr. WARNER. Iask unanimous consent that we proceed with 
other business until 3 o’clock, and that then we vote on this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my motion for a recess and ask that 
the House remain in session until the Clerk has engrossed this bill, if 
the gentleman from Indiana insists upon his demand. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
asks unanimous consent that St the House proceed to the consideration of 
private business until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. CLARDY. I rise to a privileged question, and submit a report 
from a committee of conference. 

Pong. Sontag ig I will withdraw my demand for the reading of 
en 

The SPEAKER. Inthe mean time the gentleman from Missouri has 
presented a conference report, which is a privileged question. 

Mr. CLARDY, I will withhold the submission of that report at 


present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws the con- 
ference re and the question—— 

Mr. LE. I withdraw my demand for the reading of the en- 


bill. 
sine SPRINGER. Idemand the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
147, nays 102, not voting 72; as follows: 


YEAS—147, 
Allen, Miss. Funston, McCormick, Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill. Gallinger, McCreary, Scott, 
Anderson, Kans, Gay, McKenna, Seney, 
Bland. Gear, McKinley, Seymour, 
Bouteile, Gibson, McKinney, Shaw, 
Bowden, rout, vely, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hatch, McRae, Simmons, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hades, Merri mith, 
Brewer, Milliken, Spinola, 
Browne,T. BVa He, Moffitt, Springer, 
Brown, J.. R.» Va. Henderson,lowa Montgomery, Stephenson, 
Burnett, Hermann, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. 
Butler, nea Nelson, eons res 
Bynum ogg, ne, Ky. 
Campbell, Ohio Holmes, O'Donnell, Stone, Mo. 
Campbell, T.J., „Hopkins, Il, Fi ~ Struble, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va. O’Neall, Ind, Symes, 
Caswell, Howard, O'Neill, Mo. Tarsney, 
Chipman, Hudd, Outh Taulbee, 
Clardy, Johnston, Ind, ton, Thomas, Il. 
Clark, i, > Thompson, Cal, 
y K P ee x y, i 
err, er 
Conger, re, Peters, Townshend, 
Cowles, Laffoon, Phelan, ‘ance, 
Crouse, Phelps, Vandever, 
Dalzell, Landes, Post, Wade, 
Davenport, Lane, Rayner, Walker, 
Seis Lodge, Rice, Washington 
+ 
omi Tonks Richardson, Weaver, 
Dunham, = onald, Rockwell, Weber, 
Enloe, aish, 
Fitch, Mansur, Rowell, White, N. Y. 
Ford, Martin, Russell, Conn, Wilson, Minn, 
French, Mason, Russell, Mass, Y 
Fuller, McComas, x 
NAYS—102. 
Abi Hall, Newton, 
pere S, Cheadie, Hare, O'Neill, Pa, 
Allen, Clements, n Osborne, 
Allen, Mich. Cobb, Haugen, Owen, 
Anderson, Iowa Cothran, Hemphill, Parker, 
Anderson, Miss, Cox, en 2 Payson, 
Baker, N. Y. ; Pidesi 
er, N., X, a > ' 
Baker, Ill. peace naira Randall, 
Bankhead. Cummings, ooker, x 
Barnes, 4 Cutcheon, Hopkins, N. Y. Rowland, 
Barry, Dangan, unter, Sawyer, 
~ Davidson, Ala, ‘ackson, Sayers, 
en, Davidson, Fla. Johnston, N.C. Scull, 
Bingham, Davis, ‘ones, Sowden, 
Bian Dibble, y Steele, 
Blount, Elliott, La Follette, Stewart, Ga. 
Boothman, Farquhar, Laidlaw, Thomas, Ky. 
Bound, Finley, Lanham, Thomas, 
Brown, Ohio Forney, s Turner, Kans. 
Bryce, Gest, Lehlbach, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Glass, L Whiting, Mass, 
Cam: F., N.Y. Granger, cClammy, Wick 5 
Candler, Grimes, Yardley. 
Carlton, Grosvenor, Moore, 
Caruth, Guenther, Morgan, 
NOT VOTING—72. 
old, Dann, Lyman, Spooner, 
Atkinson, Ermentrou Matfett, ker, 
Felton, y. 
Fisher, n, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowen, Flood, MeAdoo, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brower, Foran, eee ore, Ohio 
Glover, Morrill, White, Ind. 
Buchanan, Goff, Morse, Whiting, Mich. 
Bunnell, Greenman, Neal, itthorne, 
afc AON Penden a C. famine Wilber, 
terwo! res, orwood, 
Houk, Nutting, ‘Wilkinson, 
Hutton, Plumb, 
Cooper; Kean, Pugsley, Wilson, W, Va. 
ngton, Romeis, 
Dingley, Lawler, Sherman, Woodburn, 
* s Snyder, Yı 


So the bill was passed. 

During the vote, 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the reading of the names was dis- 
pensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for 
the rest of the day. 

Mr. Bices with Mr. FELTON. Mr. Brees would vote for the bill and 
Mr. FELTON against it. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. Nurrrxa, for the rest of the day, and also on 
the Oklahoma bill. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER demanded the previous question on the adoption of 
the title to the bill. 

The previous Larecae was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the title was 

Mr. SPRINGER cin to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


ithe latter motion was agreed to. 
ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to submit a conference report, 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses pn 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pensio: 
to Eliza J. Alexander, having met, after fulland free conference have peer to 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment, 


A. M. BLISS, 

R. R. BUTLER, 
MILTON DE LANO, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
C. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the statement accompanying the conference re- 
port be read. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to be no accompanying statement as 
required by the rulesof the House. Is the consideration of the report 
objected to on that account? 

Mr. LANHAM. I object, if there is no accompanying statement. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House require the managers on 
the part of the House to submit a statement to accompany the report 
showing the effect of agreement between the conferees of the two Houses, 

Mr. LANHAM. I object, and demand the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, st 


Mr, LANHAM. I ask by unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to submit be aliowed to file them with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the morning hour, and 
k by aaa consent to allow members to file their reports with 
the Cler) 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will that include reports on public as well as 
private cases? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, and demand the regular order. 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I submit now a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to antagonize the consideration of this re- 
port. Every Friday for the last -dozen the private business has 
been defeated by the consideration of matters which could come in on 
any other day just as well. 

Mr. HERMANN. Was an objection made to the request that mem- 
bers having reports to make might file them? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] ob- 
jected. The gentleman from Texas raises the question of consideration 
against the report submitted by the gentleman from Missouri, the title 
of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

Report of committee of conference on the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the entire report demanded be- 
fore the question of consideration is submitted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In consequence of the importance of that report, 
I trust that the gentleman from Missouri will consent to let it go over, 
and allow it to be printed in the RECORD, to be called up to-morrow 


se 
t. HERBERT. Not to-morrow morning, because I propose to call 
up o a naval appropriation bill to-morrow. 
HOLMAN. Well, on Monday, then. I hope the Chair will 
cits the request. 
The SPEAKER. Pending the question of consideration the gentle- 
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man from Indiana asks the gentleman from, Missouri to allow this Te- 
to be printed in the RECORD, and lie over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would have no objection to that but for the fact 
that the gentleman from Alabama has already given notice that he pro- 
poses to call up the nayal appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. have suggested Monday. 

Mr. CLARDY. Monday is suspension day, and I have endeavored 
to avoid antagonizing other measures before the House, but find it im- 
possible to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then say Tuesday. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is a matter of a great deal of importance, and 
will keep two or three days, especially as it is privileged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It ought to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in case this bill is not acted upon now, 
when would it come up in its regular order? 

TheSPEAKER. Beinga privileged matter, it can be called up at 
any time, subject, of course, to the right of the House to determine 
whether or not it will consider it. 

The Chair will submit the question of consideration raised by the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 66. 

Before the negative was ‘announced, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. Thisisa 
very important matter, and the gentleman has been appealed to to 
allow it to go over and be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. COX. I think we can obviate the position by a remark, if the 
Chair will permit me. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is such an important matter that the report 

‘ht to be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the vote on the division— 
ayes 66, noes 39. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum; and now I renew my request that 
this be printed in the RECORD, and lie over. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, I will a 
the gentleman from Missouri to withdraw the report for the arpion 
and bring it up to-morrow, meanwhile allowing it to be printed in the 
RECORD, and thereby acquiescing in the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope that request will be granted. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be the wish of the House 
that this should be printed in the RECORD, and to that request I cer- 
tainly have no objection. I only insisted upon taking it up to-day be- 
cause I did not wish to interfere with the gentleman from Alabama 
to-morrow, who wants to call up the appropriation bill. But I will 
state now that this is a matter of such importance that I will call it 
up for consideration immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not do that. The ap- 
propriation bills certainly ought to be passed. Ishall endeavor to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri agree to the 
arrangement suggested by the gentleman from Indiana, and that this 
report be printed in the RECORD ? 

Mr. CLARDY. Ido. 

Mr. HERBERT. But that is as far as the agreement extends. 

The SPEAKER. That is as far as the agreement extends; but the 
gentleman gives notice that he will call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. CLARDY. To-morrow after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HERBERT. And I shall ask the House to consider at that time 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of N having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do pleenda to cry — Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its d the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an pasha robe as follows: Substitute 


for the words pro to be stricken out and the words proposed to be inserted 
ay issue stock to the amount of the just ¥ ir of such estate, 


the following: 
property, and rights, and for work and labor done or rovided in the 
eater dha of the work of constructing said ship-canal; and the Lnth issued for 


these purposes shall be deemed paid-up stock and shall not be liable to any fur- 
ther calls or assessments ;'’ and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
= 2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

n line 2, after the word “any,” insert the word “ pecuniary.” 

In line 7, strike out the words “ or otherwise.” 

In lines 9, 10, and 11 IES out all after the words ‘‘ United States.” 

‘And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the House 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: out 
all, the words proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company 

y issue to raise the corporate capital shall be executed and issued at the 
princi oftice in the city of New York.” 

the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from it to the amendment of the House 
numbered 4, and agree to the sam an amendment as follows: Strike out 

words to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Src, 3. That AE Ua ter AOS except as otherwise provided in thisact, 


shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the par vanie thereof shall be fully paid 
for in money, and such money deposited in of said company; and 
there shall be at least $1,000,000 in money aid on su Lege y genre into the 
treasury of said company within one year from the passage of this act said 
ogee is Lherpny Prohibited from returning or repaying any part of the money 
so paid. rt of the capital stock paid in shall be at any time withdrawn or 
returned int stockholders, or in any manner diverted from the uses 
ofthe corporation. Any violation of the provisions of this section 

the charter to forfeiture,” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That wader Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
num 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Substitut- 
tas tok toe Words proposed. to be stricken out and the words proposed to be in- 
Be: e ow 

“And the majority not ‘whom shall be citizens and residents of the United States.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 7 and 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 9, and to the same with amendments as follows: Line 3, after 
the word “ verified,” insert the words “on oath;”’ line 5, pong word “any, be 
insert the word “ willful ;” and the House agree to the 

That the Senate recede from its disagresanenh ia thieamnendincale of the House 
numbered 10, 11, 12, and 13, 

That the Senate recede from its San, Aapan the amendment of the peers 

an amendment as follows: Strike ou 


ail the words proposed to be inserted an Linera te lieu thereof the fo! eliamions 
“This act shall erpire ane be oF. no force or effect at the pected three years 
unless the construction of said canal shall be commenced and prosecuted in 
good faith within that time.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 
ISIDOR RAYNER, 
CHAS. O’NEILL, 


Managers on the part of ‘the House. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
GEO. . EDMUNDS, 
JNO. T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate,” 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF THE HOUSE CONFEREES. 


ee openers on the part of the House beg leave to submit the following 
temen 

The Senate ao recede from their disagreement to the House amend- 
ment numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment oe out that 
part of the House Aeria ipte providing that si bonds, and other securities 
shall be issued at the principal office in the city of New York, and further, that 
the stocks and bonds or other securities shall be issued for cash only, and sub- 
stituting therefor the words: 

**May issue stock to the amount of the just value of such estate, prope: 
rights and for work and labor done or materials provided in the execu 
the work of constructing said ship-canal; and thestock issued for these purposes 
meat se tees Bat: up stock and shall not be. liable to any further calls or 
assessmen 

The effect of thisamendment as Us Came > to authorize the issuance of stock 
to the just value of property necessary in the construction of the canal and for 


and 


Sore oe ray asi. labor dons in connection therewith as wellas for the con 
a sna Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

om fom disagreement to re gaye numbered 2, which provides that 
nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to commit the United 
States to any liability whatever for or on account of said com: y, etc., the 
Senate conferees also recede, with the pp pong, haps peed ore the word 
“ liability,” in line 71 of the printed bill, insert the word “ ;’ and after 
the word “act,” in line 77, strike out the words * or otherwise ;" and strike out 
the proviso in lines 79 to 81, inclusive. 


The first two verbal amendments pro} by the Senate conferees, and 
agreed to by the conferees on the part of House, do aoe in any wise 
of the amendment as adopted, but express p moze the inten- 
rnd of the House more clearly than it is expressed in the ane rg The peter 
stricken out in the of the amendment relieve the company of the 
necessity of ting on every bond, on every contract, and on every certificate 
of stock, and on any other obligation the words of the amendment. 
The Senate conferees recede from their ent to amendment numbered 
on page 6 of the printed bill, with anamendment penton 3 out that part of the 
Roan amendment that requires all bonds, stocks, and other securities issued 
the company to be paid for in cash only, and substituting for the first clause 
that amendment the words “all shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other 
paeuiritiee: which the company may issue to raise the ey Yee capital shall be 
See and issued at the principal office in the city of New York.” 
From their disagreement to the fourth amendment the Senate conferees re- 
som, hace an amen it striking out section 3 and inserting in lieu thereof the 
owing: 


“Sec, 3. That no certificates for stock, except as otherwise provided in this 
act, shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the par value the thereof shall be 
Pain dl gen riitaan fear such money deposited in the treasury of said com- 


pany there shall be at least mewccbac a0 iybymtacs: PAES Oa e anea 

nto the t Parmi of said company within one year from the passage act; 
and said company is hereby prohibited from returning or pel ona part of 
the money so paid. No pa of the capital stock din te AA eae 


withdrawn or returned to the stockholders or in any manner dive: 
the proper uses of the corporation. Any violation of the provisions of this 
section shall subject this charter to forfeiture.” 

The effect of this is to require 10 per cent. of all certificates of stock issued for 
cash to be deposited in the treasury of said company, and to leave it in the 
power ES the owners of on stock so issued to assign the same; and further to 
require at the sum of $1,000,000 to be deposited within twelye months in 
the treasury of the company. 

Amendment numbered 5 is meray a change in the numbering of the sec 
tions, to which the Senate agre: 

Senate conferees Feia fi from their disagreement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 6, with an amendment striking out the words ‘“‘the 
directors shall be citizens of the United States or of Niearagua, and a majority 
of such directors shall be citizens and residents of the United States,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “a of whom shall be citizens and 
residents of the United Si 

The Senate conferees recede from their disagreement to amendment numbered 
7, which requires the vice-president to be a citizen and resident of the United 


Stat 
‘The conferssa on the eee amendment 
be made 


numbered 8, which provides that no Lacan ag? 
Nicaraguan and Costa Rican rrema iaae shall 


after granted by the 


S 
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= td consent of the Government of the United States shall be first given 
ereto, 

The Senate conferees recede from their di bered 
9, with two amendments, one inserting in line 3 of the printed bill, after the 
word “ verified,” the words ‘on oath,” the effect of which is to the ver- 
ification of the annual report to be made to the Secretary of the Interior to be 
under oath; the second, inserting in line 6 of the bill, before the word ‘‘ false,” 
the word > ynu which is descriptive of the offense created by the House 
amendmen 

Amendment numbered 10 relates to a change in the numbering of the sections. 

From the eleventh amendment, which declares that the United States shall 
not be held pecuniarily liable for the acts or contracts of the company, the House 
conferees recede, the substance of such amendment being embodied in amend- 


ent to amendment num! 


the tolls or tariff rates for the transportation of persons or property by this com- 
y or ite assigns,” leaving in the words “* Co: shall at all times 
“ta power to alter, amend, or repeal this act, when in its judgment the 
a! good may so 

. From their ent to the fourteenth amendment, which provides that 
the construction of said ship-canal shall be commenced in faith within 
three years, the Se conferees recede, with an amendment providing that 
said canal shall be commenced in years, and t in 

default thereof this act shali be null and void. 

+ MARTIN L. CLARDY, 


ISIDOR RAYN. 
CHAS, O° i 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 


Mr. LANHAM. I renew my request that unanimous consent be 
given to file reports, [Cries of ‘Regular order !”] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. CRISP. I submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia submits a privileged 
report, which will be read. : 

Mr. LANHAM. TI raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill on which the conference re- 
port is submitted will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1837, 


Mr. LANHAM. Against that I raise the question of consideration. 
I do not think it necessary to read the report. 

The SPEAKER. Does any gentleman require the reading of the re- 
port in full before the question of consideration is submitted ? 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to hear the entire report read, so 
that we may know on what we are acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the of the two Houses on 
act to ” approved February 4, 1887, ha 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 5, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proj to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And the commission is hereby authorized and required to execute and enforce 
the provisions of this act; and, upon the request of the commission, it shall be 
the yw of any district attorney of the United States to whom the commission 
may apply to institute in the proper court and to prosecute, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, all necessary proceedings for the 
enforcement of the provisions of this act,and for the punishment of all violations 
thereof; and the costs and expenses of such ution shall be paid out of the 
the United States.” 


ent to the amendment of the House 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro; to i 
“ And of soldiers and sailors’ 
and those returning home after 
And the House to the same. 
That as to amendments numbered 3 and 7 the committee of conference are 
unable to agree, 


ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 


The conferees on the part of the House on the ing votes of the two 

on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act en- 

tled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, submit the fol- 
report herewith submitted : 

Amendments 1 and 2 relate to publicity of rates; and the Senate agree to the 


same as they 
Amendment 4 


the House, 


of soldiers, sailors, and or- 


phans to homes provided for their reception. The Senate agrees to the House 
amen 


dment with an amendment, the effect of which is to allow the carriers to 
free persons about to enter and returnin; homes after dis- 


g from such 
The House recedes from amendment numbered 5, the effect of which is tostrike 
thatamendment from the bill. That amendment requires the commission to 
rescribe for the use of common carriers in making their schedule of rates and 


P 
charges for transportation of persons and propery one uniform classification, 
is agreed to by the Senate, and we 


The substance of amendment numbered 
bave inserted the same in lieu of amendment numbered 5 in order that it may ap- 
pearin the proper placein the bill. This amendment relates to the enforcement 
of the act by the commission, and the effect of it is to require the commission to 
apply to the district attorney of the United States of the proper court, the court 
having jurisdiction, to prosecute any carrier subject to the provisions of the act 
who violates the terms thereof, and requires such district attorney so to do. 

The conferees have failed to agree as to House amendments numbered 3 and 
7. No.3 relates to the transportation of oil in barrels and in tank cars, and 
No. 7 relates to conferring concurrent jurisdiction upon the State courts to hear 
and determine questions arising under the act. 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 
- ALBERT R. ANDERSON, 
CHAS, O'NEILL, f 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. NELSON. This isa very important matter, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that all these matters be printed, with the bill, in the 
RECORD, and that consideration may go over until to-morrow. It in- 
volves changes of the interstate-commerce act. 

Mr. CRISP. Itis very important that it should be considered. It 
is an open secret what the report is. It has been known fora week to 
anybody who wanted to know, and the only reason why it is important 
that there should be no further delay is because to-morrow itis desired 
to go on with an appropriation bill. This is not an agreement; it isa 
disagreement as to two important points. There will necessarily have 
to be another conference, and it is certainly necessary that something 
should be done in the direction of getting the assent of the two Houses 
to an amendment of the interstate-commerce act. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think it is important that we should go on with 
the private business. c 

Mr. CRISP. I think it is wholly unimportant whether we should 
go on with the private business. This is a great question, and one 
which should be considered; and it is unimportant whether Brown’s 
or Smith’s bill is as compared with this. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on proceeding to the consideration 
of the report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BACON and Mr. MAISH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 50. 

So the House refused to consider the report. 

Mr, NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the report be printed 
in the RECORD, with the bill, with the amendments in italics. 

Mr. CRISP. The bill with the amendments has been printed and 
reprinted; but I have no objection to the conference report being 
printed in the RECORD without the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Has the bill been printed as it is now? 

Mr. CRISP. Ithas. The bill is twenty-three pages long. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I will not ask that the bill be printed, but 
ask unanimous consent that the report of the committee of conference 
be printed. - 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] re- 
news his request to dispense with the hour for the call of committees, 
with leave to gentlemen to present reports on both public and private 
bills to the Clerk. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
Tae following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


LIGHTS ON COAST OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the establishment of certain 
lights on the coast of Mississippi; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON SIUSLAW RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. DAVIS also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7066) provi for the establishment of a 
light-house at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the State of 
Oregon, and not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE KOONCE, 

Mr. STO of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12476) for the relief of George Koonce; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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R. C. OGLESBY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12477) for the relief of R. C. Oglesby; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID M. LINDSAY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12478) for the relief of David M, Lindsay, admin- 
istrator of James Lindsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH M. PILKINGTON, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12479) for the relief of Joseph M. Pilkington; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

VARINA B. GAITHER. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12480) for the relief of Varina B, Gaither; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 


WILLIAM O. WOODRUFF. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11897) granting a pension to William 
O. Woodruff; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET A, BURKETT. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 11874) granting a pension to 
taan A. Burkett; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BITTINGER. 


Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3047) granting increase of pension to William Bit- 
tinger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ABBY 3, SLOCUM. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby 
J. Slocum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WOMEN ENROLLED AS ARMY NURSES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as army 
nurses; which was referred to the Committee of {the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. SMITH. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

WILLIAM HAWKINS. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; 
which was referred. to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

STERNE H. FOWLER. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
Marat enan and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES GALLAGHER. 


Mr, BLISS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10626) for the relief of Charles Gallagher and 
to refer his claims to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. TERRELL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

ported back favorably the pill (S. 1278) for the relief of James A, Ter- 


rell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
abe or Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ROAD TO MOUNT VERNON. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3800) directing a survey of a road from the 
Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon and making an appropriation there- 
for; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state fc! the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM, Inowmove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was ed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MoMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar under the rule 
which was adopted this morning, and the Clerk will report the first 
Senate bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the attention 
of the House for just one moment. We have adopted a resolution this 
morning giving preference to Senate bills on the Private Calendar in 
the order in which they appear on the Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has announced that the House was in 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar under the special 
order, and has instructed the Clerk to report the first Senate bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I was going to make a request for unanimous con- 
sent that we proceed in the order we have heretofore, namely, that the 
names of members may be called alphabetically; that gentlemen when 
their names are reached may call up a bill, either Senate bill or House 
bill, and that it may be considered unless five members shall object to 
its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the rule that has been adopted 
instructs the committee as to what bills shall be considered; and the 
Chair thinks the gentleman’s request is in conflict with that rule. 

Mr. LANHAM. Can we by unanimous consent adopt this rule? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks that in this matter the House 
has given an instruction to the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I call up the first Senate bill on the Calendar. 


HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
y fi 
Fe bey Az 518) or the relief of the legal personal representatives of Henry H, 

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask that the report upon that 
bill be read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he 
withdraw his demand for the reading of the report, as it is quite long, 
and allow a statement to be in order to save time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Court of Claims is authorized to adjudicate the 
caim of the legal personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, grow- 
ing out of a contract made by Henry H. Sibley, in his lifetime, with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for the use of a patented invention in the manu- 
facture of a tent known as the Sibley tent, and for this pose the Court of 
emery shall have jurisdiction, emar Aae e any bar of the statute of limita- 


ons, 
Sec. 2. That either = to ms suit that may be brought under the provisions 
of this act shall have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States from any final judgment the Court of Claims may render, 

Mr. KERR. I ask for the reading of the minority report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman can de- 
mand the reading of that report in his own time, or the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] may yield him time to have it read. 
The Chair, however, is informed by the Clerk that there is no minority 
report accompanying this bill. Can the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] furnish it? 

Mr. OATES. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that the minor- 
ity report accompanies the House bill. 

Mr, KERR. I filed a minority report with the House bill. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no minority report ac- 
companies this bill, and the gentleman’s remedy will be to get the re- 
port to which he refers and have it sent to the desk. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill.for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry H. Sibley. The facts in regard to the case are these: In the 
year 1858 Henry H. Sibley was in the service of the United States Goy- 
ernment in the Indian wars, and he then invented what is called the 
“Sibley tent,” which is very like a wigwam., It did not require any in- 
ventive genius to get upatentof that kind. Any man who has ever seen 
a wigwam knows what the Sibley tent is. But, having got his patent 
by some means, he obtained from the Secretary of War, John B. 
an agreement to pay him a royalty of $2 or $5, I do not rem 
which, upon every such tent used by the Government until the contract 
should be rescinded. Afterwards Sibley went into the service of the 
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Southern Confederacy and was engaged in trying to advance the inter- 
ests of thai side during the entire war, and he now seeks, or rather his 
representatives seek, to obtain a royalty of $5 apiece not only upon the 
tents used up to the beginning of the war but also upon all tents used 
during the entire progress of the war, while he was on the other side 
fighting to destroy the Government and helping to create the necessity 
for the use of the tents upon which he now demands $5 apiece royalty. 
[Laughter. ] i } ated 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Perhaps it was a matter of business with him. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR. Now, Mr. Chairman, there was filed in favor of this 
bill a long argument, which I will also say is a very able one, one 
of the most closely presented arguments I have ever seen, in which 
many fine-spun theories are set forth to show why the heirs of this man 
should be allowed this large sum of money. I have not yet been able 
to find the minority report, and therefore I ask the Clerk to read now, 
in my time and as of my remarks, the portion of the minority re- 
port on the Senate bill which I have marked. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANHAM. I suggest that as the report in this case is quite 
lengthy we had better not consume time in reading it. The object of 
this bill is simply to refer the claim to the Court of Claims with aright 
of appeal on the part of the Government. 

Mr KERR. I forgot, Mr. Chairman, to state that the House bill in 
this identical case was laid on the table. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think that we might very well pass the Senate 
bill without further discussion, as it merely refers the whole matter to 
the Court of Claims, 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I am certainly opposed to burdening 
the Court of Claims with a proposition which involves a question which 
we can of right here. The question in the case is simply 
whether the United States is under any obligation to pay to this man 
Sibley, orto the heirs of Sibley, who was all the time engaged in the rebell- 
ion, the sum of two or three hundred thousand dollars as aroyalty upon 
a tent for which a patent ought never to have been allowedin the first 
place, and for which, certainly, compensation ought not to have ex- 
tended longer than the two years on which the inventor had the ben- 
efit of it before he went into the rebellion. He has been paid for that 
period, and now his heirs are asking for additional compensation ex- 
tending over the entire period of the rebellion. There are plenty of 
valid claims requiring investigation to be referred tothe Court of Claims 
without burdening the court with cases of this kind. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I think the report in this case 
ought to be read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. If the gentleman from Texas will yield to me 
for a moment, I wish to state that, as I understand this case, it is sim- 
ply this: In 1856 Henry H. Sibley, who at this time was a Federal 
soldier, as has been stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], 
invented what is known as the Sibley tent. He made a contract with 
the United States Government, under which it was to pay him a roy- 
alty upon every tent that was used for the Government aap Sages 

That contract with him and with his partner, a man by name of 
Burns, to whom he had sold a half interest in the patent, was carried 
out by the Government up to some time in 1861—a short time, I think, 
after the commencement of the war. This Federal officer, Sibley, re- 
signed his commission, as stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR], and went into the Confederate army. During all the war, 
however, his wife was loyal. His children were then young, one only 
fifteen years of age, the other still younger. The evidence in the case 
shows that during the entire war the wife of this man was protesting 
against his participation in the Confederacy and objecting at all times 
to the position which he held in the Confederate army. A suit was 
instituted, I believe, after the war by Mr. Burns, who, as I have said, 
—_- half interest in the patent, and a judgment was recovered in his 

vor. e 

Mr. KILGORE, For how much? 

Mr. OFERRALL. For $101,000, I think. 

Now, all that is asked in this case is that this claim may be referred 
to the Court of Claims; that, so far as it affects this claim, the statute 
of limitations may be wiped out and that the widow, this loyal woman, 
and her children may have the swag ab pp T OE before the Court 
of Claims as had Mr. Burns, who held the other half interest in this 
patent. That-is the whole of this case. 

Mr. BREWER. When-did Mr. Sibley die? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not remember; and I do not think the re- 
port states. My impression, however, is that he died some time since 


the war. 
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Mr. BREWER. Then he died quite recently. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not know that I can state as to that. 
Mr. BREWER. Why did he fail to prosecute his claim from 1861 
up to the time of his death? 


Mr. O’FERRALL. My understanding is that during his lifetime 
he was knocking at the doors of Congress seeking relief. 

a Mr, rest ec Has his case ever been reported upon before in this 
ouse 

Mr. O°FERRALL. I can fiot answer that question. I know that 
this bill—at least such is my information—passed the Senate withouta 
dissenting voice. 

Mr. KERR. There was a minority report filed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in this case in tho Forty-niuth Congress, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not think it necessary that the report on 
this bill beread. I have endeavored to state the substance of the claim 
and to give all the points involved. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire how much money is in- 
volved in this transaction? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I can not say; that is a matter for the Court of 
Claims to determine. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much has been heretofore claimed? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suppose that the claim under the contract 
which Mr. Sibley made with the Government was for a royalty of $5 
for every tent used. How far Mr. Sibley may have debarred himself 
from recovering that royalty by his participation in the Confederacy, 
or what may be the liability of the Government for tents used after the 
commencement of the war, will be matters for the court to determine, 
not for me. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much did the partner receive? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. One hundred and one thousand dollars I think 
the report states. Mr. Burns brought suit against the United States 
in the Court of Claims for his share of the royalty and recovered a 
judgment, which was affirmed by the Supreme Court in 1871. That 
judgment has been paid in full. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much interest did he have in the patent? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. He had a half interest. 

Mr. KILGORE. And that judgment has been paid? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. That judgment has been paid in fall. The 
amount recovered was $101,242.50. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would not the question arise whether the other 
Et ere ee up any further claim, if there should 

no legislation on the subject ? 

Mr. O’'FERRALL. I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, that this 
House is undertaking to sit as a court to determine these legal ques- 
tions. They are questions which will properly come before the Court 
of Claims for consideration. All that this bill asks is that Con 
wipe out the statute of limitations so far as it affects this case, and al- 
low the Court of Claims to hear and determine the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to state my objection to this osi- 
tion, as I understand it. The Court of Claims ordinarily, I believe, 
inquires first into the loyalty of the claimant, and secondly, determines 
the amount involved in the controversy ; but it never determines the 
question of the liability of the Government for the claim, unless that 
is provided for in the act refi the matter to the court. I do not 
know what the provision in this bill is, but under the reference usually 
made of these questions the Court of Claims does not go any further 
than what I have just stated. 

Now, when a question of this kind comes up here it is usually said, 
‘This is only to refer the matter to the Court of Claims and let them 
determine the loyalty of the claimant and the amount involved in the 
controversy.’ Then, when the case is reported back to Congress, the 
argument is that the Court of Claims has passed upon it, and 
therefore, is in a measure estopped from objecting to | gp diver petro 
Congress ought to make the appropriation because ‘*the Court of Claims 
has passed upon the matter.’’ In this ingenious, roundabout way Con- 
gress is induced to appropriate money to pay claims as to which the 
court has only ascertained the amount, without reference to the question 
of the liability of the Government for the claim. 

Now, the Government is not liable in this case, and this legislation 
is intended to make it liable. It is the settlement of questions of law 

itself. The only inquiry which can be made by the Court 
of Claims is as to the amount, and the Government has the poor privi- 
lege of appealing to the Supreme Court of the United States to deter- 
mine whether the Court of Claims has ascertained the facts as they are. 

The difficulty here is to ascertain how many of these tents have been 
used by the Government. 

Mr. HOOKER. You say the Court of Claims have two functions: 
one is to ascertain the person’s loyalty, and the second the amount. 
Does not that come to the Congress of the United States in the finding 
of the Court of Claims upon the evidence as to whether the property 
belonged to the party or not and whether the party was not entitled 
to compenstation therefor? Thatis a finding and nota judgment of 
the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; this is not a finding. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not speak of this; I generally. Itisa 
finding of the court as to the amount between the Government and the 
litigant. If that was not the case the finding of the court would 
amount to nothing. 

Mr. KILGORE. Itnever determines the question of liability, never 
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determines the question of law; it finds the amount due and whether 
the party was loyal or not. : f 
Mr. HOOKER. Whether the Government owes so much or not. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman states the law as to claimsreferred 
under the Bowman act. 
Mr. CFERRALL, Mr. Chairman, 
under the Bowman act to the Court of Claims. It is a bill to refer 


this is not to refer this case 


this case to the Court of Claims for final adjudication, giving the Gov- 
ernment the right to take an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. The Court of Claims unquestionably never renders a 
final judgment under the Bowmanact. All those cases, I know, come 
back for consideration to this House. The court finds the facts in the 
case and ascertains whether the party was loyal or not, in case there 
is any question of loyalty, and the amount involved between the Gov- 
ernment and the claimant. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MoApoo having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message was received from the Senate, 
by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announcing the passage without amend- 
ment of the bill (H. R. 12009) to provide for keeping open the Potomac 
River. 

It also announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York; and 

A bill (S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 
Columbia. 

It further announced the adoption of a concurrent resolution author- 
izing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia; in which concufrence was re- 

nested. 
$ It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the House amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission of the State of 
South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory 
of North Dakota, and requested a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. PLATT, Mr. CULLOM, and 
Mr. BUTLER as conferees on its part. 


HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. McAnoo in the chair. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. These facts are reported to this House and the 
House passes upon them. The House sits in judgment upon the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims. It is not intended, however, by this 
bill that this case shall be referred under the provisions of the Bowman 
act, but that it shall be referred where judgment shall be rendered for or 
against the party, with the right on the part of the Government to ap- 
peal to the Saree Court of the United States. 

Now, sir, if Henry H. Sibley were here asking relief in person there 
might be some question as to his right to recover. Henry H. Sibley, 
however, was 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to ask 
whether his wife or children can obtain any betterstanding before this 
body than he himself could have obtained ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I think in a great Government like this, where 
loyalty seems to be at a premium, that his widow, who was loyal, 
ought to stand before this body in a higher position than he would 
have occupied had he been present in person making the application. 
The evidence shows beyond a question that she was loyal, and her two 
children, one fifteen years old and one less, were too young to be dis- 
loyal. Her loyalty is proven beyond a question by the affidavits on 
file, and which are printed with the report of the committee. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], 
reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not profess a familiarity with 
the merits of this claim, but I do think as a member of this body that 
if the claim is an honest one, or has a prima facie standing, that it 
ought to be investigated, and if found to be a just claim, thatit should 
be paid. I believe that this Government is strong enough and t 
enough to pay all of its honest debts, and that it should furnish facil- 
ities to parties having just claims to present them for consideration. 
I do not believe, sir, that the statute of limitation should be interposed 
by the Government as a defense against any honest claim. I have 
never favored that position during my term of service here, and hope 
I never will favorit. All claims that are meritorious as against the 
Government of the United States should be given a fair hearing, and 
if the Government is found owing an honest debt, then I think it should 
be paid, and that the statute of limitation should not be pleaded. 
Notwithstanding the lapse of time since the origin of a claim against 
the Goyernment, all honest claimants should have the opportunity of 
presenting them, and if it is an obligation against the Government, 
without regard to time, it should be discharged. , Mr. i 
with regard to the pending claim, and not pretending to know any- 
thing as to whether it is based on merit or not, whether something is 
due to the heirs of this man or not, but believing that if anything is 
due to his heirs that it should be paid by the Government, I favor the 
bill, and, as I understand, that is all the bill does. It issimply to re- 


move the statute of limitation and enable an investigation of the mat- 
ter, and if there is an honest claim due that the Government should 
discharge it. I think it is only fair and just and commends itself to 
the conscience of all. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. - 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr, Chairman, the bill now under consideration 
was referred to the committee of which I have the honor to be a member 
and to the subcommittee of which Iam chairman. The subcommit- 
tee of which I am chairman examined the case very carefully, and the 
full committee indorsed and favorably reported and recommended the 
passage of the bill. 

I think if gentlemen will take pains to read this bill they will find 
that the observations of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] in 
regard to it are calculated to make an erroneous impression. _ 

Mr. KERR. Let me interrupt the gentleman toask if the full com- 
mittee recommended and favorably reported this bill? I understood 
him to intimate that it was the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. He said that the subcommittee’s report was favor- 
ably acted upon. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The Committee on Claims is that to which I refer. 
From that committee I filed in the House a favorable report, which 
was done by the authority of the committee. 

Mr. KERR. But there was also a minority report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. I did not say anything about that, nor 
did I say anything that might be construed as meaning that there had 
not been a report. 

But if you read the bill carefully, you will find that you can not 
vest any rights in the claimants whatever, except such right as was 
had before the statute of limitations barred their action in law. It 
does not authorize the Government to ascertain the ground of the claim, 
but it authorizes the Court of Claims to ascertain the amount due, with- 
out regard to the statute of limitation. No other question, then, but 
that of the limitation which now bars the action in court is determined 
by the bill. Jurisdiction is only given to the court which they would 
have had but for the statute of limitations. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I would like to ask for information. 
I understand this claim, if allowed, goes to the heirs, and that the 
original claimant, or father of these parties, is dead. Does the eyi- 
dence show that he prosecuted or attempted to prosecute the claim in 
his lifetime? 

Mr. TAULBEE. This claim was not prosecuted until after the stat- 
ute of limitations had run. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, one farther question. What 
excuse is there for not having prosecuted it? 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, I 
will state that he did prosecute the claim. : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Why was it not acted upon? 

Mr. OATES. There was a technical objection raised then just as 
now; that is, as to the question of loyalty. Although he was the in- 
ventor and the Government had used his invention, and the Supreme 
Court had decided in the suit brought by.Burns for the half interest 
assigned to him by Sibley that the Government was liable, yet the 
oiec was raised against Sibley’s claim because of disloyalty, and 

b only. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The fact is that this claimant could and would 
have prosecuted his claim but for the fact that he was required to make 
oath as to his loyalty before he could claim recompense from the United 
Dieten: That had been settled in the case of Armstrong vs. The United - 

tates. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. And he could not do it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, the fact is that the statute of limitations has 
run against this claim before the claimant, Sibley, could have a status 
in court. The question of his loyalty had theretofore prevented its 

tion. On the general merits of this claim it is only right to 
state that the payment of this claim would be merely a fulfillment of 
the contract between the Secretary of War and Mr. Sibley, the pro- 
priety of which contract and the force and effect of which contract have 
never yet been questioned by any officers of the Government. It sim- 
ply means, if you pass this bill, that you give the Court of Claims the 
right to determine whether a contract made between the Government 
and one of its citizens shall be carried out by which the Government 
procured advantage of a patented invention and derived great benefits 
from it. This bill simply looks to reimbursing the claimant for the 
benefits derived from that contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. In answer to the point made by my friend from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] I desire to call his attention to the wording of 
the bill as it comes to us from the Senate. It is: 


That the Court of Claims is authorized to adjudicate the claim of the legal pere 
sonal representatives of Henry H. Sibley. 
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These are the words: 

Adjudicate the claim. 

What does that mean? That means to decide whether the claim is 
just; whether it is legal. It is not, as the gentleman said, a mere 
question of how much is the claim; but the question is, in the first 
ory whether anything at all is due or not under the law and the 

of the case. 

Then having ascertained, if the court shall so find, that something is 
due, the next question will be, how much? It seems tome that that 
is a sufficient answer to the point made by the gentleman from Texas. 
That is the whole proposition—to waive nothing except the mere plea 
of the statute of limitations which the Government might set up. 

As to this case the Senate report says on this question of loyalty: 

But we think, on an appeal to the sense of equity and to the indulgence of 

the case of Mrs, Sibley and her children stands differently. She was 
unquestionably loyal to the Government, as were all herkindred. She endeay- 
ored to induce her husband to remain loyal. As he is dead, one-third of his 
y would become hers, either by his will or by the policy of most of the 

Bta es in spite of his will if he undertook to convertit from her. If he hada 
clear and unquestionable claim against the Government, nothing in his own 
misconduct or in any other fact which has occurred has ever impaired or extin- 
a it. Itisamere question of consenting to waive the statute of limita- 

ons. 


That is the only question in the passage of this bill. It is still left 
for the court to say under all the circumstances and from the facts and 
the law, is anything due; if so, how much? And a court like this, or 
any other court, would be governed by the law just as it was in any 
other case; and that is all there is of this case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I reserve the balance of my time unless gentle- 
men desire to speak on the other side. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. KERR. I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman frm 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. There is such great difficulty in honest claimants 
obtaining pay justly due them from the Government of the United 
States that I would be very loath to oppose any claim that I thought 
had merit in and of itself. I would be one of the last that would op- 
pose a claim upon the ground of limitation alone. I believe I have 
never urged that as a reason against any claim that has been consid- 
ered since I have been a member on this floor; but it strikes me from 
the iny tion I have been able to give this claim that it has no merit 
in itself. IfI understand the history of General Sibley correctly, he 
was educated at the expense of the Government, at West Point, and 
was an officer of the United States, in service in the Army at the time 
he is alleged to have invented a form of tent for which he obtained a 

tent, by reason of which royalty from the Government is now claimed. 
Pthink it ought to be against public policy for any officer of the Gov- 
ernment, who is receiving pay for all of his services, to obtain patents 
in the line of his professional duty in inventions discovered when he 
ought to have been giving all his services to the Government. 

t scarcely seems as if this form of a tent is novel or ought to be the 
subject of a patent by any one, still less by an officer educated and 
paid by the Government. This is not like the case between employer 
and employé, In such case it is very justly held that the employé is 
entitled to a patent on anything novel he may invent. But it is much 
like the case where the Government appropriated several hundred thou- 
sand dollars to be expended by Government officials in experimenting 
on different processes for making beet-sugar. On discovering an im- 

roved process, the officials undertook to patent it, which is universally 

unced as wrong. This claim purports to be based upon a contract 
with the Government, but I observe that by the terms of that contract 
it had expired before the time when these services were rendered; or 
rather, that when these tents were used there could be noclaim for the 
royalty, except under a provision of that contract that it was not to te:- 
minate unless the Government gave notice to Sibley. Shortly after 
obtaining the patent, and securing from a Government official a con- 
tract that the Government should pay him $5 royalty on each tent 
that the Government should use, Sibley abandoned the flag he had been 
educated and sworn to support, and entered into rebellion against the 
Government; helped organize and carry on a rebellion, to suppress 
which required the Government to organize large armies and use great 
numbers of these tents. He had a contract that continued to run un- 
less the Government should notify him that it desired it to cease. The 
terms of the contract required the Government to give him notice. 

But how? Sibley himself, by abandoning the flag that he had been 
educated to defend and outside of the control of the Government, 
made it impossible to give him notice that the Government no longer 
desired to operate under the contract. Hence it was by his own fault 
that he received no such notice. He made it impossible that the Gov- 
ernment should give him that notice. And now he claims pay from 
the Government for using his form of tent to shelter its soldiers in 
whipping him and his associates back into obedience. 

. TAULBEE. Did that proviso extend to the use of the tent? 
Or was it not the proviso in the contract that the Government might 
refuse to use the tent by serving notice upon Sibley? 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not know that I can answer that question, 
but either provision would apply to the argument I make. . The Gov- 
ernment is under no legal o tions to pay royalty for use of any 
patented article. Where it is equitable and just its practice is to pay. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Did the Government continue to use the tents? 
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Mr. JACKSON. I think it did to some extent. It had paid Sible 
before he joined the rebellion some $16,000 royalty for this tent, whisk 
I think was all wrong. The contract was unjust to the Government. 
It ought not to pay an; for the use of these tents, because what- 
ever Sibley could do for the Government in the way of military sery- 
ice he was receiving pay for. He ought never to have had his patent 
in the first place. Even assuming that this contract was made with 
Sibley by an honest officer, in good faith, it was made only with the 
expectation that, atmost, afew hundred of these tents would be used per 
annum, and any one can see at once that when it became necessary to 
use thousands of them, if Sibley had been within reach the Govern- 
ment would have notified him that it did not want to proceed further 
under the contract. 

5 Mr. p TAULBEE. Was any such proceeding taken in the case of 

urns? 4 

Mr. JACKSON. Not so faras I know of. And the Burns payment 
was all wrong. It ought never to have been made, and itis no reason 
why we should authorize other vais | payments. Burns was an as- 
signee. He could have no higher right than Sibley, and must claim 
through him. So the widow and heirs of Sibley in this bill can have 
no higher right than Sibley had. If Sibley ever had any rights under 
his patent and contract he forfeited all rights to the use of the United 
States courts to enforce them by engaging in rebellion. That is the 
plain provision of the statute. I know that in its great and unexam- 
pled leniency this Government pardoned this man, who proved false to 
the flag after being educated to defend it. and that the courts did 
eventually decide that the effect of a pardon was such that he might 
sue in court. 

It is said that the bill is only for the purpose of removing the bar of 
the statute of limitations. But before the time arrived at which the 
courts held that the pardon would allow him to sue, the statute had 
already prevented his suing. So we see that there never was a time 
when Sibley could have maintained a suit on his contract in the Court 
of Claims. Hence, this bill is giving the wife and heirs rights under 
this contract Sibley never did have. 

The payment of royalty on a patent by the Government is always a 
matter of favor; hence, we see that for two distinct reasons this bill is 
asked as a favor. To be granted, it should be as a matter of equity and 
justice. In my judgment, it has neither character to commend it. I 
venture to say that before no other civilized government than ours 
would a citizen presume to make a claim such as this. 

This bill goes further than bills we usually pass for the most honest 
and deserving of claimants. It is not sapr to authorize the court to 
hear, inquire, and determine whether the applicants have a just or equi- 
table claim against the Government, and directing the court to report 
its conclusions to Congress for further action as is the usual way; but 
it repeals for the benefit of this shadowy claim the statute of limita- 
tions; in effect, recognizes the validity of the continuing contract on 
which it is based and makes the simple finding of the court as to amount 
a judgment against the United States. 

I will say no more on the subject at this time. The bill oughttobe - 
defeated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But Burns got his pay. - 

Mr. JACKSON. Well, perhaps he got what he ought not to have 
got. Iam not advised as to that. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state it ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will it be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill providing that on the trial of this case the Govern- 
ment shall have the right to set off against this claim the value of the 
tents that Sibley destroyed while he was in the Confederate service? 
[Lanughter. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. The injury he did his own tents, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. It is not a subject of set-off as it sounds in damages. 
Thegentleman would perhaps like to put his plea in legal shape, which 
would be that of recoupment. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will have a right 
to offer any amendment he desires that is in order. 

The committee rose informally to receive a 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced the approval of House bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland; and 

An act (H. R. 12107) to increase the maximum amount of interna- 
tional money-orders from $50 to $100. 

HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. KERR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read,asa part of 
my remarks, the minority report of the House committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. t { 


The minority of your committee, to whom was referred House bill 3007, by 
leave of the committee submit the following reasons why the recommendation 


1889. 
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of the committee should not be concurred in. The claimants make their claim 
as the heirs of Henry H. Sibley. An equity does not of necessity exist in favor 
of an heir, even if it existed in favor of the ancestor. The rights of an heir to 
the property of his ancestor are merely statutory, and are not shown to exist in 
this case, e deceased, Henry H. Sibley, a general of the United States Army, 
presumably observed in his service in the Indian wars the form of the Indian 
wigwam, and patented a tent after its form in 1856, In 1858 he made a contract 
with the Government, through John B. Floyd, in which the Government agreed 
to pay him $5 royalty for every tent manufactured or used until 1859, or until 
Sibley gave notice to the contrary. It does not appear that John B. Floyd had 
any legal authority to make this contract, The contract itself was not produced, 
e submit the question whether the patent was not fraudulent against the 
Government in its inception; and whether there are not strong presum 
of fraud in the contract, even if the then Secretary of War, John Floyd, had 
authority to make it; and, if so, there could be no eguities existing in favor of 


the original claimant. Ena pager pve uestions, the minority of the com- 
—s the last House used the following language, which we make a part of 
report 


“August 16, 1867, Sibley was pardoned. Burns brought suit for his share of 
the royalty,and recovered the amount. Sibley took no steps to collect his. He 
KOMAA that his failure to do so was owing to the belief that be could not do 
so under the law. Weare willing to believe that he then felt that he had no 
moral right to demand anything. But however this may be, the claim is now 
u th great pertinacity. 

“The claim is urged as a matter of strict law. The parari nt Fina ered na 
warrants it, why any need of further legislation? The rejoinder is, the statute 
of limitation intervened and can be pleaded by the Governmentinasuit brought 
in the Court of Claims upon this contract, and ion is needed to secure a 
waiver by the Government of this defense. This is true, and it at once removes 
this case from the domain of ‘strict law’ and remands it to that of equity. 

“What is ny, here? What reasons exist why the Government should in- 
sist upon its I rights in the matter? 

“1. The contract was, to say the least, a very favorable one for Sibley. No 
charge of improper influences has been made, but certainly great favoritism can 
be arcane wre pees zom aces bien of Lo paneon oa Spe ont was Son 
one ng great expenditure oi e and money to pe: y experiment. 
H was bAs by a paid officer of the Government, whose whole time belo: 
to the Government, and whose labors were presumably for ita benefit. Itis 
true that the policy has prevailed of allowing Government officials to receive 
compensation for their inventions, perfi in Government time and with 
Government mente: ze the courts have adopted a contrary course as 

oy : 


employer and emp! in private life. 
“2. At the time the contract was made it is fair to presume, yea, the conclu- 
sion is almost irresistible, that it was not within the thought of the parties 


that the enormous use afterward made of tents was probable or ble. 
The royalty of $ per tent was a large one, even for a limited use, In the hun- 
dred thousand afterward in fact used it became enormous, 

“8, No man should profit by his own wrong. This principle is fundamental, 
Sibley decided deliberately to join in a warfare upon the Government, the ef- 


fect of which necessarily increased the use the Government of war mate- 
rial. He now asks the Government to pay him a royalty upon the very tents 
which sheltered the soldiers of the Government he was fighting to destroy. 


eve! 
thought, feeling, and action, and rs om the introduction of bills like this, 
the consideration of which n y involves matters directly ee intimate] 


of Jorn and disloyalty, of faithfulness or faithlessness to a sworn t—in 
fact, all those questions which have in the been m A area in preventing 
the progress of true reconciliation must reopened. ch claims, if made, 


must be examined, and such examination, to be thorough, must embrace all 
these facts. In the interests of true fraternal feeling we protest against these 
causes of irritation being projected here. 

** Whatever the origi contract may have been, whether proper in its incep- 
tion or not, whether made or not in full prophetical view of all the subsequent 
results, we recognize the fact that it wasa contract. Under it the Government 
could have been held to its terms to the strictest letter. Asa matterof pure law 
the Government was powerless. Now the conditions are changed, and as a 
matter of pure law the Government has a | defense, We do not think that 
the Government is called upon, in view of all the facts, to give up this defense, 
Sibley was paid his royalty up to the time he entered the Confederate service. 
That which has accumulated since amounts to about a quarter of a million dol- 
lara, and the enactment of this bill into law will, beyond question, open the 
Treasury of the Government to him to that extent.” 

The committee cite the pardon of Sibley by the President as operating to re- 
store all of his property rights. Without disou the rights of the Executive 
previous to conviction to grant on, it will be rved that the terms of the 
pardon gran President Johnson, if not by express language, by clear im- 

lication, prevent Sibley from claiming the relief asked. It was granted on the 
following conditions: 

“L-T on to be of no effect until the said H, H. omen Eppo takethe oath 

bed in the proclamation of the President dated May 29, 1865. 

"2, To be void and of no effect if the said H. H. Sibley shall hereafter, at any 
time, acquire any property. whatever in slaves or make use of slave labor. 

“3. That the said H. H. Sibley first pay all costs which may have accrued in 
any proceedings instituted or pending against his person or property before the 
date of the acceptance of this warrant. ` 

“4. That tho said H. H. Sibley shall not, by virtue of this warrant, claim any 
property or the proceeds of any property that has been sold by the order, judg- 
ment, or decree of a court under the confiscation laws of the United States. 

“5, That the said H. H. Sibley shall notify the Secretary of State, in writing, 
that he has received and accepted the foregoing pardon.” 

An ey. technical ent is presented to show that this condition of 
the pardon did not prevent him from claiming an interest arising out of a con- 
tract with the Government which the Government had treated as forfeited, and 
in which no action of the Government was needed to protect its rights, but 
which had become the property of the Government by operation of law. 

The haste with which this bill was pushed through the committee prevents 
as full a statement of the views of the minority as is desirable, or a full reply to 
the report of the committee. But we submit that if the bar of the statute of 
limitations is to be removed and the United States Treasury to be open to per- 
mit the claim of General Sibley, who had served in the Union Army and who 
became a general in the rebellion. and in such a case presenting no equities, there 
is no case that may hereafter arise in the multitude of claims that might be made 
in which this will not be regarded as a precedent and cited assuch. If any of 
this class of claims is ever paid, and we hope they may not be, it certainly should 
be poned until the nation bas done full justice to the men who lost health 
and property in defense of the Government, and to the widows and orphans 
whose husbands and fathers fell on the field of battle. 

WELTY McCULLOGH, 
DANIEL KERR. 


Mr. KERR. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty minutes remaining. 


p a 60; 


Mr. KERR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, by the rule adopted by the House 
this morning seventeen bills acted upon by the committees of the 
House are over without note or comment for the poe 
reaching this bill. I believe that most of the time which has spent 
upon the Private Calendar during this Congress has been for claims 
which were semi-Confederate in their character, and this is one more, 

Now, to call attention to the bill, if the gentlemen had proposed to 
refer this case under the Bowman act it would be very different, but 
they ask for an absolute final judgment, except that there is to bea 
right of appeal to the Supreme Court. Therefore, whatever Congress 
can do or may do, itmust do now. Otherwise it passesits fulland final 
power over to the Courtof Claims. Now this is a very singular claim. 
We find that the man whose representatives make this claim was a 
major in the service of the United States. He was in theservice of the 
United States at the time he made this invention. He was in the serv- 
ice of the Government at the time he made this contract. He resigned 
from the Army of the United States in May, 1861, and accepted a com- 
mand in a rebel service, and continued in that service during the war 
of the rebellion; thus acting directly in contravention of the interests 
of the Government which had given him his education, which intel- 
lectually and morally created him, and gave him the skill to invent 
this tent, thus placing himself in direct antagonism to the Government 

which his heirs now make this claim. 

Further than this, the success of Sibley after he went into the Con- 
federate service tended to increase the destruction of the Government 
property. Therefore, the more successful Sibley was against the Union 
atmy the more tents he destroyed, the more armies it was necessary to 
raise, the more men there were needed, the more successful was he in 
drawing his royalty from the Government which he was trying to de- 
stroy. 

It seems to me thatthe position of the claim before the House is 
far different from what gentlemen have stated. ering! tell us that 
the propana is merely to remove the disability ing from the 
lapse of time. But the proposition is in fact far different. Itis to re- 
move the disability consequent upon rebellious service; itisto enter- 
tain a claim which shall contradict the rules thathave been adoptedin 
this House and to change the whole action of the House in relation to 
questions of this sort. When a claim comes here from one who wasin 
the Confederate service, or from those who represent one who was in 
that service, and who was himself a party to the increase of the use 
and the destruction of the subject on account of which heseeks to draw 
royalty and pay from the Government to the amount of a quarter of a 
million of dollars, it seems to me intolerable that in such a case the 
Government should now allow to him or to those who represent him 
that amount. 

Mr. KERR. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Wiison], or to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUCKALEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I intended to submit some re- 
marks upon this bill, but the reading of the report of the minority ot 
the committee presents the case in opposition to the bill, I think, with 
sufficient fullness; and it is quite unnecessary that the negative should 
be discussed at length upon the floor. If gentlemen are not con- 
vinced from the facts set forth in the report that this is not a case to be 
sent to the chances and accidents of a hearing in the Court of Claims— 
if they are not convinced that the representatives of this deceased man 
can have no greater right than he had while living—it would be im- 
possible to convince them ‘‘ though one rose from the dead.” So far as 
I am concerned, therefore, without entering into the general debate on 
this subject, I shall content myself with saying that, with clear mind 
and untroubled judgment, I shall vote against this bill. 

Mr. KERR. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] 
desire any time? 

i Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I believe I do not wish to occupy any 
me. 


I hope, then, we may now have a vote on the 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I believe I had some time remaining. I yield 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] five minutes, or what- 
ever more of my time he may desire. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the questions involved in this bill are 
not difficult. As to the legal rights of the claimants there can be no 
doubt, but for the bar of the statute of limitations, or in other words, 
the absence of a law authorizing the claimant to go into the Court of 
Claims; that court can proceed only by virtue of a statute, and the 
statute which would have allowed such proceeding has expired by its 
own limitation. This bill proposes to allow the heirs at law of General 
Sibley to go before the Court of Claims and enforce whatever rights 
may exist in them, and which can not be enforced in that court in the 
absence of some such act. 

As to the legal status of General Sibley, it has been adjudged by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in several well-considered cases 
that his pardon fully restored him to all his civil rights. However 
much he or any one else may have engaged in the rebellion, such con- 
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duct, once pardoned by the President, is completely wiped out; and 
the standing of such a person in law is just as though he had never 
pated in the war against the Union. 

I concede that whether Congress will pass this bill and give the heirs 
at law of General Sibley a right to go into the Court of Claims and have 
this claim considered, is a matter of grace. It strikes me, sir, that in- 
asmuch as the war has been over a quarter of a century, and it is to be 
pent that the Executive never exercises the right of pardon except 

proper cases, General Sibley’s participation in the war against the 
Union ought to cut no figure whatever in this case. 

Now, as to the fact of his having been an officer in the Federal Army 
at the time he made this invention, having been educated at the West 
Point Military Academy, it is insisted by some gentlemen on the other 
side of this question that he was not entitled to any compensation for 
his invention. That proposition would have been a very correct rule 
to have established in the first instance. But, sir, it has not been the 
pese of the Government, Just the reverse has been the ce. 

ore that argument is entitled to no weight. The reverse has been 
considered right and proper through the whole history of the Govern- 


the single question is presented to gentlemen here, this man 
having been once disloyal but pardoned by the President of the United 
States and restored to his civil rights, whether the factof his disloyalty 
ought to be brought into consideration here in bar of the rights of his 
heirs at law to prosecute this claim? I do not understand that there 
is any controversy as to the right of recovery against the Government 
in the first instance. That wasadjudged by the Supreme Court in the 
case of the assignee, Burns, and the Government was held to be liable. 
Now, if this is a case where the Government ought to pay, it matters 
not whether the sum involved is ten dollarsora million. If the prin- 
ciple be correct upon which the claim is to be considered, if these claim- 
ants ought to be allowed to go before the court, the amount they may 
recover should cut no figure whatever in our consideration of this 


matter. 
I believe, sir, thatis not the fact. The disloyalty of General Sibley 
ought not to prevent the of this bill, use he was, by the 


constitutional authorities of the Government, relieved of all that he 
had incurred and was fully restored to the rights of an American citi- 
zen, 
I do not care to say anything more. 

Mr. KERR. I will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. KERR. No; I reserved all of my time, and yield now to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ENLOE in the chair), 
serve the remainder of his time? 

Mr. KERR. I certainly did. I only yielded five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson]. I now yield for five 
minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I only wish to make a few remarks 
in answer to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. Iam con- 
strained to vote against this bill, and I wish to state briefly the grounds 
upon which Ido so. It is not because General Sibley was disloyal or 
because his heirs are disloyal. I,vote against it on other and entirely 
different grounds. I think this bill is intolerable in any view in which 
we look at it. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that this claim is not for rights 
accruing to him or his heirs under a given patent, but it is for certain 
rights accruing under a given contract. 

In 1856 General Sibley, having obtained a patent on the form of a 
tent known as the Sibley tent, entered into a contract with the Secre- 
tary of War in 1858 by which it was agreed that a eg Ai Harb should 
be paid him on each of such tents manufactured by the United States. 
This was to continue till January, 1859, and thereafter till notice was 

ven ofits termination. The number of tents manufactured by the 

nited States after the making of this contract until August, 1861, 
was 3,583, and the royalty of $5 was paid on 3,377 of that number. 
Soitwill be seen that the royalty was paid up until about the beginning 
of the war of the rebellion. General Sibley went into the rebellion, 
and thereafter it does not appear thatany royalty was claimed or paid. 

‘The statute of limitations having long since run against the claim and 
General Sibley being dead, this bill is introduced to remove the bar of 
the statute and to give to his heirsthe sum which would be due on the 
theory that the contract referred to has continued to be in force, and 
that the Government owes $5 royalty for each of these tents used. 

I deny that this claim is ee by either law or equity. That 
there is no legal claim is conceded, otherwise there would be no need 


Did the gentleman re- 


of this act. It is for that reason we are asked to remove the bar of 
the statute and to validate the claim. 

This should never be done unless the claim that is barred and which 
it is sought to revive and validate is an equitable one, for if would be 
neither reasonable nor just to breathe life into aclaim that is not 
founded in equity. Now I shall attempt to show that this claim is 
not equitable. 


It was a very singular claim to begin with, a very singular contract, 
a royalty of $5 on every tent! 

. OATES. The question involved in the suit by the assignee of 
a half interest and settled by the Supreme Court of the United States 
is against that position assumed by the gentleman, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No, it could not be involved in that 
suit very well, for when the Government made a contract to pay $5 
Ptghand forevery tent manufactured the question didnot arise whether 

was too much or too little. It was simply a question of contract. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Do I understand the gentleman to raise a ques- 
tion as to the legality of the contract? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. How if the Government made a bad contract? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will come to that in a minute and 
will show that the Government made a bad contract; but I believe in 
living up to a bad contract as well as toa good ene. I wish to show 
that we do not owe in law orin equity one dollar or one farthing to these 

ies, and that by this bill we propose to legislate into their pockets 

ween one and two hundred thousand dollars. Here is a contract 

which was to last up to the year 1859, with the right then or thereafter 
to give notice to terminate it, 

The war of the rebellion began in 1861, and the patentee, whose heirs 
here make this claim, placed himself beyond the reach of notice and 
therefore made service upon him impossible, and now his heirs claim 
that because such notice was not formally served on him the Govern- 
ment is liable. I deny that he could take advantage of his own wrong, 
and they merely stand in his shoes. They can by no possibility have 
a better claim or greater rights than he had. 

A a BOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will permit you or any other to ask 
me a question if you will give me more time to answer. 

Mr. BOWDEN. On that point would not that apply to Burns’s one- 
half interest? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes; and I say the fact that Mr. 
Burns got judgment in the Court of Claims for over $100,000 for the 
ayip rpa para ta tie oe Tt ise givk ta poe tees Kero 
what tten case if we give the power here proposed to 
the Court of Claims. Because we have done wrong in the Burns case 
is no reason why we should do the same thing in this case. 

Mr. HERBERT. And the Supreme Court affirmed the decision. 
Pea WILSON. Now, Mr. i , I would like to go a little fur- 

er on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes ot 
my time, as he has been a great deal interrupted. 

Mr. KERR. I believe I have twenty-seven minutes remaining, and 
if the gentleman desires it I will yield him seven minutes of that time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. in this case we might 
just as well by this act resolve that we will pay to the heirs of General 
Sibley from one hundred to two hundred thousand dollars ourselves— 
for we can compute the amount just as well as the Court of Claims— 
as to pass this bill in its present form. That is what it will amount 
to. There is no question of law for the courts in this case. This bill 
makes it incumbent on the courts to award that sum. 

Mr. LEE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. When we remove the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations this contract by its terms will require the Govern- 
ment to pay this sum. As I have attempted to show, this would be 
inequitable, for it is clear that it was never contemplated by the par- 
ties that this contract should be kept alive during the war of the re- 
bellion. That this Government should pay to him and his heirs and 
assigns nearly a quarter of a million of dollars for the right to use this 
tent during that war, when it might legally have used it without the 
payment of a dollar, is not for a.moment to be admitted. 

That the parties to the contract contemplated such a result is in- 
credible. Had the Government thought such a notice necessary, and 
had General Sibley not put it ont of the er of the officers of the 
oe to serve it, we must suppose that it would have been re- 
ceived. 

Mr. LEE. Would it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Would it? Why certainly. Do you 
believe that the Government of the United States since 1858 would 
have gone on for thirty-one years paying $5 royalty on every tent that 
was manufactured by the United States Government for the use of the 
Army? 

Mr. COBB. Which year does the gentleman refer to as the date 
when the contract was to terminate on notice, 1859 or 1869? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Eighteen hundred and fifty-nine or 


any year the: 2 

Mr. COBB. Why did it not terminate in 1859? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Because of the failure on the part of 
the Government to give the required notice; but no person was makin 
a claim on it after 1859, or I should say after 1861. We were COADA 


in a gigantic war which took np public attention at that time. 
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Mr. DIBBLE. Notin 1859. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Ishould have said in 1861. 
time after 1859 the royalty was demanded and paid. 

Mr. BOWEN. And two years after the time the gentleman men- 
tions, during which time Mr. Burns was always present to have received 
that notice. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And Burns came with exactly the 
same argument you are making to-day, that we simply give to the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction, etc. And the act which we are asked to 

allows the enforcement of a contract which was wrong from the 
inning and that is already dead by reason of the statute of limita- 
tions, There is no foundation in equity for the demand that is made 
here to-day, and I am opposed to the enactment of a law that will 
work inequity. 

Mr. O°FERRALL. Do I understand the position of the gentleman 
to be this: That the decision of the Su e Court of the United States 
affirming the judgment of the Court of Claims was erroneous and wrong? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Notatall. When you galvanize that 
contract into life, the courtis bound by its letter, and can not consider 
the equities of the case. There was nota strict compliance with the 
letter of the statute through inadvertence and inability to comply. 

Mr. LEE. In 1859? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Since 1859, or rather, I should say, 
1861. There is a contract under which neither General Sibley nor any 
one else had the right to one cent after that time. The bar of the 
statute of limitations has forever set at rest any legal claim on the con- 
tract. Now you propose to remove that bar and give life to the con- 
tract, which was permitted to run only by inadvertence, or rather by 
the illegal act of the whose heirs now claim the benefit of it, 
and it would be against both law and equity to permit them to take 
advantage of this wrong. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. You talk ofinadvertence. Howcan you make thatap- 
pear from 1859 to 1861? There was no war then. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. My friend will see by the report that 
the royalty was paid up until August, 1861, within about $1,000, and 
there was a great deal of confusion p: ing in public matters then. 

Mr. COBB. Was it not an error on the part of the Government it- 
self that there was a failure to give notice after 1859 of the termination 
of the contract? No notice was given atall. Is it not therefore true 
that because of the failure to give notice when the time came for the 
termination of the original contract that that failure was a substantial 
renewal of the contract? Is it not true that a failure to give that notice 
when it should have been given was, in fact, a renewal of the contract? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I would rather say this, and it isa 
position that would appeal, it seems to me, to the mind of every reason- 
able man, that the patent expired in 1870 or in 1871, and that there 
was no pretext or reason whatever for giving to any person one dollar 
or one cent after that time. And my learned friend will see by refer- 
ence to the report that notice conld be given any time after January, 
1859, and the failure to give it at any particular time did not renew 
or expand the contract. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. And there has not been a dollar or a cent given 
since then, nor has there been a claim for a dollar after the expiration 
of the patent. It expired in 1873, and General Holabird, the Quarter- 
master-General, certifies that there has not been a solitary tent used by 

It was only during 


For some 


the Government since the close of the rebellion. 
the rebellion that they were used. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. AsI understand the claim set up here 
it is in effect compelling the Government to pay a royalty of $5 a tent 
on account of a patent that had expired five years before. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no; the rebellion terminated in 1865 and the patent 
in 1870 or 1871. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Thatistrue. I correctmyself in that 
respect. 

Mr. LEE. The gentleman says that this contract expired in 1859, 
and that from 1859 to 1861 this contract was allowed to run by inad- 
vertence. But has the gentleman forgotten that the United Stutes 
troops were then making war in Utah, and that the United States 
Army was using these tents? I had the honor to follow the flag in 
that war myself and slept under a Sibley tent. 

Mr. LEE (to Mr. Wrison, of Minnesota). You said that notice 
ought to have been given in 1859. I infer it was a mere inadvertence. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. After the war commenced—— 

Mr. LEE. You said in 1859. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I said after the war had commenced 
this man had gone beyond the reach of any notice that could be served 
on him, and that the Government failed to give this notice. Butif 
you come in here to-day and succeed in getting this bill through you 
will make the Government liable for the failure to do an act which his 
wrong made im i 

Mr. LEE. Why should not the Government have given notice in 
1859 if it did not want to continue the contract? 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It had the right to keep using the 
tents if it wanted to, and he was paid his royalty up until about the 
time the war broke out. 

Mr. LEE. It continued to use the tents. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, It had the right; but very soon there- 
after, or as soon as the war broke out, he went beyond the reach of no- 
tice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, 
WILSON] has expired. 

Mr. KERR. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JOHNSTON]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it does appear to me that 
there is enough in this report as made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE] to convince every man upon this floor that this bill 
should not pass. The report starts out by stating that General Sibley, 
the person through whom these heirs are toclaim, was educated at the 
expense of the General Government; that he became the owner of a 
patent while he was in the service of the Government and while he 
was a Government officer. Then he makes a contract with the General 
Government to pay him a royalty upon tents. While that contract was 
in existence he resigned, violated his oath to the Government, and for- 
sook the Government that had educated him and ig eats ne for the 
service. While he was in the Confederate service, destroying public 
property, and possibly destroying these very tents manufactured by 
the Government, this report says the Government manufactured 43,000 
of them. This bill proposes to go back and let the heirs recover a 
royalty for the tents manufactured during the war that the father may 
have burned up and destroyed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What has that to do with the justice of the 
claim? 

Several MEMBERS. Ob! Oh! 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If the father had no right to recover 
he could give none to the heirs, The heirs could have no greater 
right than the father. 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘Then the gentleman would go beyond the Consti- 
tution and let attainder go beyond death. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No,sir. The father in his lifetime 
could not recover, and he dared not prosecute his claim in Congress, be- 
cause he would not have gained it. No man would haye dared to vote 
for it. The statute of limitation had run, and now I am opposed to 
giving it back to the heirs. 

I do not want to follow it and take property, but I do not believe 
that the heirs of a man should be permitted to come in here and recover 
when he could not have recovered himself. Iam willing to give to the 
men who are upon the other side all the rights they can claim—the 
right to vote, the right to hold office, the right of property, and the 
right to every contract that they have made with the Government which 
they have not forfeited; but when the father forfeits his right, then I 
insist that the children have no greater right than he had. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Do you understand that this bill would give a greater 
right than Sibley would have had ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Well, then, you have misunderstood it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This bill gives to his heirs the right 
to go back and collect for 43,000 tents manufactured while Sibley him- 
self was in the Confederate service; and he could not have recovered 
against the Government for a previous contract existing between him 
and the Government while he was in rebellion. 

Mr. McCULLOGH (to Mr. JouwsrTon, of Indiana). You did not 
put it right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, I did. These tents were manu- 
factured while he was in the Confederate service. s 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Isit not true that if this bill simply gives to Sibley’s 
children a standing in the court as heirs every right which they can 
establish in that court must be established as representatives and heirs 
of Sibley himself, and that they could have no higher standing than 
he would have had if he were living ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. But then it removes the statute of 
limitation. Now, then, if he had any rights, when his rights were in 
existence the statute of limitation ran against him and he was barred. 
Now you propose to take away the bar which the Government has got 
inte between itself and this claim. 


Mr. COBB. Well, that is the question at issue, and it is not a ques- 
tion as ee we will give to the heirs greater rights than the an- 
cestor . 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I say that no man who was in the 
Confederate service would have dared to stand up in the halls of Con- 
gress and advocate the payment of this claim to Sibley himself, because 
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while these tents were being manufactured and used by the Govern- 
ment he was in the Confederate service, engaged in destroying the very 
tents that this bill gives his heirs the right to recover for. 

Mr. KERR. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLocu]. 

ve McCULLOGH withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 

ix. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. KERR. The question whether this claimant will have any 
standing anywhere will — upon the action of Congress. This 
man Sibley had no legal right in this matter, and that is why his heirs 
ask for assistance. Now, here is the broad question: Is it right, is it 
equitable, to give a legal standing to a man in the courts of the United 
States to recover aroyalty upon tents used during the time he was en- 
gaged in the rebellion and in destroying those very tents? I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ] should 
rise here and ask if there was no distinction between these men. I be- 
lieve this man had no equitable right in this matter, There is nota 
court in Christendom that would say that there wasany equity there, 
and I do not think that in such a case as this we ought to give a legal 
standing to a man who has no legal standing. 

Now, in regard to whether he was a traitor or not, I have not used 
that language, but I notice that gentlemen on the other side seem to 
be very uneasy because my colleague has used a word that we are not 
in the habit of using here. But what does the Constitution say upon 
that subject? It says that treason shall consist in levying war against 
the United States and giving aid and comfort to its enemies, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. that original ? 

Mr. KERR. I believe that is constitutional, and I do not suppose 
that any of the gentlemen who were upon the other side will deny that 
he did that. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
a Lae this bill be limited to ten minutes, [Cries of *‘ Vote!” 

ote!’ ` 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then let it be understood that there shall be 
five minutes in favor of the bill and five wa. pce 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be so und AOA 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the communication sent by the 
Quartermaster-General to the Senate has not yet been read, and I re- 
quest that it be now read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1888. 
Srr: I bave the honor to return herewith the communication from Hon. J. 
©. SPOONER, chairman of the Senate Claims Committee, dated the 8th instant, 


calling for certain information regarding the use of the patented Sibley tent by 
the Army of the United States. 

In reply to the several ini ries, I beg to state— 

1. That the tetal number of Sibley tents manufactured by the Quartermas- 
ter's tment from March 1, 1858, to August 31, 1861, inclusive, was 3,583, 
upon 3,377 of which royalty has been paid to both owners of the patent (Burns 
and Sibley) at the rate of $ foreach tent, Royalty upon 206 tents, at $2.50 each, 
has been paid to Mr, Burns only. 

2. No Sibley tents were used by the United States since the termination of 
the rebellion and prior to the expiration of the nt in 1873. Since 1873 the to- 
tal number pu d and manufact was 


3. The panitar of Sibley tents used by the United States during the rebellion 
4. As stated in answer 1, the total number of Sibley tents manufactured prior 
to the war of the rebellion was 3,583, as follows: 


was 


or an average of about 896 tents per year, 

It is fair to presume that if the rebellion had not existed the annual use of 
this tent (considering the gradual increase in the number of officers and en- 
a ors the Army) — not mig es pr one thousand per annum, 

ent servant! 
pL GOA Ley og Age ETA ‘S. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 

The SECRETARY oF WAR. 

Nore.—The number of tents manufactured from September 1 to 3, both dates 
inclusive, can not be given owing co the fact that returns of articles manufact- 
ured were rendered only at the end of each month, 

The total number of tents manufactured during the month of September, 1861, 
can not be ascertained, The number manufactured at the Schuylkill arsenal, 
Philadelphia, Pa., during the month of September, 1861, was twenty-four. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have but a single suggestion to make based upon 
that statement. It is obvious thatif this bill becomes a law, and a re- 
covery is had, the amount recovered will be a little rising $104,000. 
It seems that no Sibley tents were manufactured after the war for the 
use of the Army, so it may be assumed that it was chiefly during the 
four: years of the war that this tent was used. During the preceding 
four years the whole number of such tents used for the Army was 3,583, 
and there was a payment made to the parties owning the patent of the 
royalty on that number, amounting to some $16,000 or $17,000. Now 
it is obvious, taking the most equitable view of this matter, that inas- 
much as General Sibley was connected with the great movement, the 
late rebellion, which resulted in the increased demand for the use of 


these tents by the Army, he should he entitled to recover only upon 
the Sra of things which would have existed had not that rebellion oc- 
curred. 

So that in fairness and equity, under any circumstances, the recov- 
ery, instead of being for the sum of $104,000, should not exceed one- 
halfof the sum paid during the preceding four years, which would 
make the amount a little more than $8,000, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, In other words, you do not think that this man 
ought to be paid for taking steps to enlarge his business? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. I think that the bill as it now stands 
ought not to pass. 

Mr. SHAW. Does not this bill provide only for a reference of the 
matter to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. LANHAM. Let us have a vote. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. I believe I have five minutes remaining, and I 
yield that time to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. COBB]. [A pause. ] 
The gentleman from Alabama does not desire to occupy the time—— 

Mr. LANHAM. Let us have a vote; there are other bills on the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], that this bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

The question having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the bill be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, HoLMAN] is not now in order, as the question is 
being taken on another motion. 

The question being again taken on the motion of Mr. O’FERRALL, 
that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, there were—ayes 46, noes 58. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

oe je were ordered; and Mr, O’FERRALL and Mr. KERR were ap- 
point 

The tellers proceeded to count. Before the result was announced, 

Mr. LANHAM said: Mr. Chairman, I do not think there isa quorum 
in the House, I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be withe 
drawn for the present, not to lose its place on the Calendar, and that 
we may proceed with other business. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, If any arrangement can be made by which there 
may be a vote some time on the bill, either in the committee or in the 
House, I shall be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. KERR. I have no desire to prevent a yea-and-nay vote when- 


ever it may come. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I suggest it be agreed that the previous ques- 
tion be ordered on the third reading and the passage of the bill; and 
that then the bill go over. 

Mr. KERR. What does the gentleman propose ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us order the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. KERR and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. LANHAM. I renew my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be laid aside, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. I shall object to that. 

Hy Ste dt acces We did not hear the proposition submitted by 
the ir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas requests that this 


bill be passed over, not to lose its place on the Calendar, Is there ob- 
jection to that request? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have made the proposition in the interest of other 


business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KERR. I do not object to the bill being laid aside. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia insists on the pointof no quorum. I have no ob- 
jection to the bill being passed over, 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the result of the count by the tellers ought 
to be announced, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. As I understand, the laying aside of the bill un- 
ue the circumstances means its total defeat, and I can not consent to 

at. 
aera CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order while the committee is 

ividing. 

Mr. KERR. How does the vote stand? 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the result been announced ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been, Unless there isa quorum, the 
Chair sees no necessity for making the announcement. The Chair will, 
however, state for the information of the committee that the ayes are 
56, and the noes 68. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make a parlia- 
mentary suggestion. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KILGORE. I submit that when the Committee of the Whole 
finds itself without a quorum, it must proceed to call the roll. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee rise, my object being 
to avoid a roll-call, which, if a quorum should not appear, would pre- 
vent a session this evening. 7 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that the motion of the 
‘gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the point of order 
is not well taken. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to call attention to some authorities 
on that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the motion sub- 
_— by the gentleman from Missouri, that the committee rise, is in 
order. $ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Under what rule of the House is that 
motion in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion that the committee rise is always in 
order, just as a motion to adjourn is always in order in the House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Under what rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have therule read, if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. KILGORE. The point I make is this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, that the 
committee rise. 

` The motion was agreed to. t 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. ENLOE reported that the Committee of the Whole had had 
under consideration the bill (S. 518) for the relief of the legal and per- 
sonal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


SAMOA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As supplementary to my previous messages on the subject, I have now the 
honor to transmit a report from the Secretary of State relating to affairs in 


Samoa, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 1, 1889. 


To the President: ‘ 


As the question of German action and American rights in Samoa is under con- 
sideration by the Congress, I beg leave to transmit herewith, with the view of 
their being laid before Congress, opace of certain correspondence touching af- 
fairs in Samoa, which has taken place since January 30, the date of your Jast 
message to Congress on the subject, 

These consist of a telegram to this Department from Mr, Blacklock, the vice- 
consul of the United States at Apia, dated January 31, and the paraphrase of my 
telegraphic instruction of the same date to our minister at Berlin, of which a 
copy was also sent to the chargé d’affaires of the United States at London, and 
a note of the same date to Count Arco-Valley. 

'o-day I was waited upon by the German minister at this capital, who read 
me a note from his Government, which I transcribed from his di on, and now 
inclose a copy of its text. 

y submitted, 
T. F. BAYARD. 

WASHINGTON, February 1, 1889, 

AUCKLAND, January 31,1889. 
BAYARD, Secretary, Washington: 


German consul declares Germany at war with Mataafa, and Samoa under 
martial law. 3 
BLACKLOCK. 


JANUARY 31, 1889, 

Mr. Bayard instructed the minister of the United States at Berlin to inform 
the German Government that advices from Apia stated that the German consul 
se apene Germany to be at war with Mataafa and Samoa to be under mar- 

w. 

Mr. Bayard informed Mr. Pendleton that the German minister at this capital, 
under structions of Prince Bismarck, had already acquainted this Govern- 
ment of the declaration of war by assanar diary cat Mataafa, and had accom- 

anied the notification with the statement that Germany would of course abide 

ments with America and England touching apet tae observe, 
circumstances, the rights of those Governments established by treaty. 

But in view of the advices from Apia Mr. Bayard instructed Mr. Pendleton to 
say that this Government assumed that the German officials in Samoa would 
be instructed carefully to refrain from interference with American citizens and 
property there, since no declaration of martial law could extend German juris- 
diction so as to include control of American citizens in Samoa. Such a preten- 
sion could not be recognized or conceded by this Government. 


[Communication by Count Arco-Valley to Secretary of State, under instruction 
of the Prince Chancellor.] 
FEBRUARY 1, 1889, 


When the state of war was declared against Mataafa, the commander of the 
n squadron issued a proclamation by which the foreigners established in 
Samoa were subjected to martial law. International law would to a certain ex- 
tent not prevent such a measure, but as Prince Bismarck is of the opinion that 
our military authority has gone too far in this instance, the military commander 
has eee | Valegrapiie orders to withdraw the part of his proclamation con- 
cerning foreigners. 

In negotiation with Mataafa our consul at Samoa has asked that the adminis- 
tration of the islands of Samoa might be temporarily handed over to him,which 
demand, not being in conformity to our previous promises regarding the neu- 
trality and‘independence of Samoa, Mr. Sous has been ordered by telegram 
to withdraw immediately his command, 


y the 
under al 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 31, 1889. 


Sim: I have the honor to inform you that this morning I received a telegram 
dated this day at Auckland, from Mr, Blacklock, the United States vice-consul 
at Apia, as follows: 
t AUCKLAND, January 31, 1889, 
“BAYARD, Washington: 
# consul declares Germany at war with Mataafa, and Samoa under 


martial law, 
“ BLACKLOCK.” 


And not knowing what construction might be given to his authority by the 
German consul at Samoa under such p mation of martial law, I deemed it 
expedient at once to communicate with our minister at Berlin, informing him 
of the precise language of the tel from Mr. Blacklock, and stating that 
a ion of a state of war by the German Empire nst Mataafa and his 

y in Samoa had been previously communicated through you, and that 

ce Bismarck in his instruction to you also stated that the German Govern- 
ment would “ of course abide by the agreement with America and England 
with respect to Samoa, and pay due regard under all circumstances to the rights 
of those powers as established by treaty,” 

Our minister at Berlin was therefore instructed to make it known at the Ger- 
man foreign office that the United States assumes that German officials in Sa- 
moa would in this sense be instructed scrupulously to abstain from all inter- 
ference with American citizens and their property in Samoa, and that'no in- 
crease or expansion of German jurisdiction over American citizens or their 
property would be caused by the German declaration of martial law, nor would 
Saak jareation be or conceded by the United States. 

Accept, sir, the rene assurances of my highest consideration. 


BAYARD. 
Count ARrco-VALLEY, eto, 


TheSPEAKER. The message and accompanying papers will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed; 
and, together with the accompanying papers, which are brief, will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills anda joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and tocreate an Executive Department to be known 
as the Department of Agriculture; 

A bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretaries of War and 
the Navy to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 

Mr. KILGORE. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


QUESTION OF ORDER. 


Mr. KILGORE. When the House was in Committee of the Whole 
House a division showed there was no qnorum present, when, instead 
of complying with the rule which required the committee to rise nec- 
essarily and go into the House and have the roll called and the absentees 
noted, instead of complying with that rule of the House in calling the 
roll, the committee rose on motion—— 

The SPEAKER, . This is not a question for the present occupant of 
the chair to decide. The Speaker does not preside in the Committee 
of the Whole House. The rules require him to call some other gentle- 
man to the chair. i 

JOHN W. ROBINSON. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 317) for the relief of John W., Robinson and to 
put the same upon its passage at this time. K 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill and report be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the 
United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on the said rolls and 
records against John W. Robinson, late of Company A, One hundred and tenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry; and, when so restored, that the said 
Jobn W. Robinson be restored to all rights suspended or lost by said record, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to have a statement from the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, as I see the report is quite lengthy. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The report shows all the facts. I know 
Mr. Robinson well. I know he is a worthy citizen. He did valuable 
service. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 317) 
for the relief of John W. Robinson, submit the Plowing repo $ 

The committee find from the evidence that John W. Robinson was enrolled 
August 12, 1862, to serve three years in Company A, One hundred and tenth Mi- 
nois Infantry Volunteers. On December 31, 1862, he was reported “ Absent 
without leave; supposed to be captured October 8, i862.” In February, 1863, he 
is borne as “ near Perryville, Ky., October 8, 1852.” 
records show him ** Absent from Cam 


date is given. A 
been captured an 


Prisoners-of-war 
Wallace, Ohio, without leave,” aud no 
role on file in the Pension Office shows this soldier to have 
paroled October 16, 1862. 


It is further shown by the testimony in this case that as soon as the claimant 
was physically able he made his way home and there remained. He says he 
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assume that =o enl isted man who went home after the release by parole 
should know that he and his fellow-captives had been exchanged consteuaively 
and in a body without any of them being present 

of desertion should be removed. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 31, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to return House bill 317, Fiflieth Congress, first session, 
the removsl of the of desertion against John W. Robinson, 
Company A, One hundred and Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, transmitted 
by the chairman of the House Committee on Military Affairs, and in compliance 


instructions to report as follows: 
John W, Roberson (or oo 1862, to serve three 
and on mus- 


of compan: ye yaani leave, 

TBR he k to be captured October 8, 8 iss” mons eo for anay and February, 
he is borne as near Perryvi ber 8, 1862,” and his 
dicount J eg eT subsequent eit of of pe peta which was retained 

in service un un une 
pers of war on file in this office his name appears with re- 
irar ylang Wallace (Ohio) without reads but the date of such 
aoe gre ae) Hey were presented to this ofice by not stated. 

In May, 1883, papers were by the rong mpayraransal 


4 papers the filo is a synop- 

sis, the ange 9 having been returned to aioe Pension Office, with decision that 

the “ oh yiera can not be removed,” to wit 
sate 


os Ano al parole, dated Headquarters ‘Sixteenth Georgia Battalion, Bar- 
Ler pate’ Betoder 16, 1862, to the effect that Robinson that day been 
expt Raed Da No. 1, LouisyMle, Ky., November 4, 1862, signed 
by D. AJ sedated captain Thirty-eighth Ohio Volunteers, commanding ar- 


racks No. 1, “for an old sorrel horse and an old saddle and bridle.” 

3. A stalement by Robinson to the effect that the horse turned over by him 
was purchased by him after his parole to aid him in reaching his home; that 
he was never exchanged or released from said ; that he returned to his 
home in Illinois as AAN as his health allowed, and was never called for, and 
that he did not desert. 


A rt in this similar to $ the fi pm brian ae rane the Secreta 
repo’ case, jay by e Sgerctary 
21, 1887, in conection with 1 l 10490, Forty-ninth Cor Congress pa based session, 
am, very our jen 
Hawn me R O. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'sS OFFICE, 
Washington, February 20, Se 


James Lamp, of the House Committee on Military Affairs, and to state that on 
January 31, 1888, a report of this bill was furnished you by this oi e 
uest of the cha: of that committee, January 14, trans- 


on i gAs 2,1888, satel x 
am, vi respectfull our o n ROD 
zd ae? 0. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


The SECRETARY or WAR. 

There was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from further consideration of the bill, and it was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, {and passed. 

Mr. STO of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORT OF SAULT STE. MARIE, MICH. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
the House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 2318) to extend to the oan of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the priv- 
ar inland transportation in bond, and put the same upon its pas- 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the immediate rtation oe 
merchand: conferred by e ack approved June 10, entitled “An act 
amend the statutes in to immediate transportation of dutiable 


pert 
other and the same hereby, extended to the of 
Sault Sto, Ma: eee Biante of gis x Ar 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a 
third reading, and, read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. HARRY ADAMS. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
the Private Calendar from the further consideration of the bill 
(E. R. 11779) for the relief of J. Harry Adams, and put the same upon 


its passage. 
The SPEAKER. It will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United Stat 
ana hen is hereby, ‘authorized Fong aromas, out of any moneys in the ma pee 
not otherwise appropri: pey.to J. Harry vidson County, 
eben the sum of $180, the ph sum being the amountin full compensation 


hag Began wale pre Be a stam p ponght and a pal for by said J. any y Adams, 
O certain e. lestro; 
fire in a Government Landed rae ehi Pak e O AASA bed 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. There is an amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended, in line 7, after the word 
“eighty,” by inserting “$8.10,” so as to read “$188.10,” and that when so 
amended the bill do pass, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was considered and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
T paeas and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 
Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up and consider at this time the bill (H. R, 12398) to authorize the 
paren ot Margaret Kennedy for wood used in the erection of Fort 


aie SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 


iene he bill was read at length. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I onl like to hear the report in that case read. 

Mr. HIESTAND. There is no report. 

The SPEAKER. This bill appears to be still in the hands of the 
committee of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. Theregular order is the consideration of unfinished 
reports from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will test the sense of the House on a motion to 
take a recess until 7.30, under the special order. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Pending that I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a resolution for reference. 
Alors OLMAS, Mr. GALLINGER, and others demanded the regu- 

o 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. LANHAM; and there 
were, on a division—ayes 57, noes 22. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7. 30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p., m.) was called to order by Mr. MOMILLIN, who directed the read- 
ing of the following communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF Representatives, February 1, 1889. 
Hon, Beytor MCMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 


the session of the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN.. If there be no objection, the order heretofore 
pursued with regard to the business to-night will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

GEORGE W. DURFEE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the name of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lamraw] was called at the last session 
of the committee, anda request was made that his name be passed over, 
retaining his right to call up a bill, to which request the gentieman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] objected, and afterward withdrew 
the objection. 

Mr. MACDONALD. That is correct. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I now askconsideration of the bill (S. 3052) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Durfee. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted elc., That the npeep ory 4 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on pension-roll, at the rate of $50 por month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the Ferme laws, the name of George 
W. Durfee, late private of Mersin I, First ent New York Volanteer 


Dragoons; this act to take effect from its passage, and hereby granted 
to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


1889. 
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The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


a var clearly appears from the Senate report in this case, which is hereto an- 
mal a part hereof, thatthe soldier, after a long and dangerous serv- 
er maar are a gunshot wound, the apr ng through the u and outer 
portion of his left Iag. aoi so in urin; the axillary nerves as to render bis 
goo wee irag a disease of the head resulted from such 
is a disabled for manual labor. He is now receiving a 
pension of $30 per month, 
While the soidier does not now ae the constant attendance of an assist- 
ant, the committee believe that he is entitled to "ee a Tiger 
that he is now ving; and they trem ore recommend that 
with an amendment, striking out the word “ fifty,” in the fifth 
ing the words “forty-five” in place thereof. 
SENATE REPORT. 


Claimant enlisted in Company I, First New York Volunteer Dragoons, Ju! eed 
$1, 1862, and was mustered ont ‘of service June 30,1865. His company parti 
pated in forty-two engagements, and claimant was wounded at Newtown, Va., 
August 11, 1864. He was granted a pension of $8 per month from July 1, ‘1385: 
$18 per month from a 2, 1873; $24 per month from March 3, 1833, and $30 per 
month from May 26, 1 

The present claim is for an increase of pension to $72 
of gunshot wound of left lun, ung and resulting disease o! 
which he is already pension 

In affidavit filed May 8, 1867, Dr. Benjamin F. Kneeland, late a surgeon of the 
Nineteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry and One hundred and thirtieth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, testifies that ee a the line of ħis duty near New- 
town, Va., claimant received a wound pra abal ing through the RS and 
outer portion of we Kerg lung, so injuring the nerves as render 
almost entire! iy usel 

In afidavit filed TaS 10, 1876, Dr. araya testifies that as eh omis tu aA agree 

uries received in the service, claiman 


month, on account 
heart, disabilities for 


bility arising from inj t is w! 

Ot minvit nied July 10, 1876, R. A. Britton, late ptain of Com: H, 
n y & ca y 

First New York Volunteer ns, testifies that claimant is in health, 


and entirely disabled for man aber by reason of a gunshot wound of his left 
lung, received in the service. 

In affidavit filed March5, 1887, Dr. D. E. Blackman, of Chautauqua County, 
New York, testifies that claimant has a gunshot wound in the ge lung between 
the spine and left shoulder, causing the upper portion of both lungs to become 
< binge On fled March Sah Ine from disease of heart. 


consequence ree oy mw wound of his lungs, and that he is erhholly incapaeteatedt 
for the performance of manual labor. 
davit filed March tevin C.H. Martin, of Chautauqua County, New York, 
testified substantially as 
In an affidavit filed March 5 5, 1887, Dr. J. E. Caneen, of Cha: 


late ranoga TBR and James a late captain of claim- 
to the origin of gunshot wound in 


company, the service and to the 
meritorious character of claimant as a soldier. 
ranan is given a second.: e bag fa in an examination made by a beard 


ns at the Pension Office, 
While it is shown by the testimony in the cago that the claimant is is physically 
nalified d th: his left 


for manual by reason of a gunshot woun 
jong. os resulting disease of heart, yet there is no evidence tending to show 
e 


d the 

sage of the bill, with th parte t m Sa n the fifth line, after ithe word “bee 
strike out the words “ wo” and insert the word “ fifty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES WAGEMANN, 
Mr. MANSUR called up for consideration the bill (S. 1153) for the 


relief of Charles Wagemann. 
The bill is as follows: 
Gan cacao | , ete., apokon ipebi aappear rade ayi hereby, au- 
directed to place on pension-roll, Fe a petal 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles mann, late a 
in Company E, Seventh Missouri Cm $24 per moni 


wairy, at the rate 
pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 
The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wss referred the bill (S. 1153) 
a the relief of Charles Wagemann, have considered same, and now re- 


SF E E T E EIEEE 


The penea, Charles n, while vateof E, Seventh 
Wageman ane omg Reg- 


iment ri Cavalry, was thrown from near Lexing- 
ton, Mo., the láith July, 1862, and was run over may anne) Peer of his co’ y 
before a halt co o in consequence of sok yor de in 
his head, back, ma body, for which he was pensioned at $4 per month No- 


disability equiva 

The claimant alleges that at the medical jea EEROR which resulted in re- 
ducing his pension he was not examined ss to his serious disabilities—the inju- 
ries to his spine, and rupturc—but only as to his hearing and eyesight; the board 
assuming that he had recovered from his spinal trouble, and so reporting. In 
support of his claim to continued disability, testimony is given by a number of 

ysicians of his section, who havo treated ‘and examined him. One of these, 

. Wesley Humphrey, deposes under date of June 23, 1887: 

“I resided in oberly, Mo., from the fall of 1878 tili February, 1886,and kno’ 
Charles Wagemann weil, nee. his family physician, and know all about his 
physical condition. I also th oroughly examined him two or three times for 
pension, I being at the time Scie ipae and member of the board of medical ex- 
aminers at Moberly, Mo. y record is on file at Washington in his case, to 
reps" a Ne w. Bea jı d had 

“As I knew Mr. Wagemann, he was myopic, an a permanent to 
back, and my opinion is, and has been, that the hernie. Doth pirar pi ie 
guinal, was caused at the time of injury to back, for which he was pensionable, 
a that itis permanent, I have notexamined Mr, Wagemann since February, 


Drs. George W. Weems and G. W. F; eve, practicing physicians of Mo- 
beriy, Mo., on the 2th of Jun sor, testi: = iz 
“ We have this dgy andaan egi examined nois said Charles Wagemann, and 


ing fro 
many years ago, also a Aa of trephining ha been 
done some time . On the right side we find a scrotal hernia, and on the left 
a direct inguinal. We find great inability to retain urine, also inabilty 
control the evacuation from rectum. We find faci ait dopa ver the yo a 
to fifth dorsal vertebra. = 
u 


Testimony in the same direction is poia en bees 5: W. Holt and W.S. 
Austin, physicians of claimant's home, all showing a case of serious disability, 
and that the fii pant judgment of Medical Examiner Morgan, “ Claimant is 
pron suffering in a slight degree from lumbago, consequent upon the a me 
of how for which he is pensioned; rate should be reduced to one-half for injury 
of back and head,” and on which the reduction of pension was made, was not 
justified by the facts of the ease. 

In addition to the medical testimony herein given, a om i number of the citi- 
zens of Moberly protest against the apparent injustice to the crippled soldier. 

The committee think it certain that an injustice was done in reducing bis pen- 
sion, and that his condition, as sworn to by reputable physicians, justifies the 
committee in reporting favorably upon the bill and recommending its passage, 
which is hereby done. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
CATHERINE M. LEE. 


Mr. MACDONALD called up for consideration the bill (S. 1320) grant- 
de; | ing a pension to Catherine M. Lee. 
A bill is as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thesized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of rine M. 
Leo, a volunteer nurse in the late war, giving her, during life, the sum of $25 a 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.1320) 
granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee, have had thesame under consideration, 


and port: 

That the a; piieant was an army nurse in the hospital at the Jarvis Military 
Kitime, Md. Sheserved from July, 1864, until July 25, 1865, when 
y discharged from the service, the war being over and thie hos- 
pital g then F marrani og She is now over sixty years , feeble, and un- 
Bile ha rE Soma toi She is also without means, 

‘The case was once hey ach referred to the committee of the Senate and areport 
was made thereon by Senator BLAIR, now and then amemberof thatcommiitee, 
recommending the passage of a similar bill for her relief. This reportis hereby 
adopted and approved in this case, and passage of the present billis accordingly 
recommended, amended, in line 6, so as to read ‘‘$12" instead of ‘' $25.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM H. KOCH. 


Mr. McCOMAS called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2428) 
granting a pension to William H. Koch. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the pension of William H. Koch, late a sergeant of 
Company. = agen eae and Pegi ge 2 Pennsylvania ‘Volunteers, be and 
the same is to $72 per month, on account of wounds received 
in the line of eg iape s volunteer in said war. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
amid e increase of pension to William H. Koch, submit the following 


in Viliam H. Koch was sergeant A Com Sey eS po e Peen hundred and twenty- 
eigbth Pennsylvanias bioen etam received injuries 
very similar to those of General Join G C. Black. White ain aiming and getting 
ready to fire,a ball ine through both his arms. Several members of the 
committee ed the injured arms. 

Dr. J. M. Porter, his physician, says: 

“That during the past seventeen years he has ently inspected the lesions, 
which have jam ere me to watch and estimate the increasing amount of failure 
in the use of his upper limbs. A portion of the ulna of ief forearm was shot 
away and otherwise so much shattered nasto oblige the surgeon to excise other 
fragments of the same bone, leaving that for near half its length with 
only one bone. The same missile so tore and lacerated important muscles and 
nerves as to cause great waste of tissue. 

“This hand and wrist are much wasted and shrunken up for want of nerve 
and food supply. Flexion and extension in the left arm are much limited. A 
bali also AE in ieee Us e elbow-joint of the right arm, and some way the use 
of this arm and hand has gradually become yery much impaired from atrophy 
of the interphalangeal muscles, and the consequent Joss of grip. Apart from 
the maiming, destruction, and loss of important parts of his organism or bod 
his disability in the use of his upper extremities is main oc Sie to traumatic 
lesions of the nerve,and which before the wounding sup these parts with 
most important functions, motion, sensation, and aer all of these offices 
being now poorly performed.” 

We have every reason to believe from inspection of the maimed arms that 
this injury is progressive, and can readily believe, as we aro emphatically told 
by many competent witnesses, that William H. Koch has no use of bis arms, 
and that he requires the use of an attendant on most occasions. He is greatly 
tiny rats and the committee believe he is entitled to receive $72 a month, 
and xe request that the bill be reported back with the recommendation 
that it do pass, with an amendment striking out $72 and inserting $50. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The billas amended was laid aaide to be reported to the Honse with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES J. ESTY. 


_ Mr. McKINNEY called up for consideration the bill (S. aes) grant- 

ing a pension to Charles J. Esty. 

Phe bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, s ubject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles J. Esty, late a private in 
Company H, Tenth: New Hampshire Volunteers. 
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The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2665, 
having considered the same, report as follows: 
This bill passed the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress, and has again passed 
the Senate, the report being as follows: 
“The claimant, Charles J. Esty, late a private in Company E Tenth New 
e 


Hampshire Volunteers, made application fora pension to the Pension Office, 
but such application was rejected on the ground that the claimant has not been 
Sanaa in a pensionable degree by alleged erysipelas since date of filing his 

“lt appears, however, from the reports of the board of examining surgeons, 
June A 1883, that they rated him at one-fourth total for e pelas, and for deaf- 
ness one-eighth. Another board, on August 5, 1885, rated him for loss of second 
Suer and forefinger; had erysipelas of both feet, and was obliged to use 
crutches. 

“The affidavit of James M. Brown, M. D., who treated the mant, is also 
filed with the papers, under date of January 5, 1886. He states he has fre- 

uently treated him, and that his ee condition almost disables him 
from is occupation as a farmer, and t he certainly deserves aid from the 
Government. . 

“Your committee are disposed to give the claimant the benefit of any doubt 
there may be in tracing the oye ot het reer’ and its effects to the service, and 
therefore report the present bill, which simply places him on the pension-roll, 
subject to future examination, with a recommendation that it do ye? 

The bill was likewise favorably topuna to the House in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, the report being much fuller t that of the Senate committee. It ap- 
pears conclusively from that report that in the fall of 1862 soldier had a very 
severe attack of erysipelas, resulting in blood poisoning, at Falmouth, Va. It 
is also shown by medical and other testimony that he has been troubled, more 
or less, with an erysipelatous condition since discharge, the most serious disa- 
bility being in the feet and legs, although the hands are affected. 

While the case is not one without some degree of doubt, yet the equities are 
be ly me the soldier, and your committee therefore recommend the passage 

the le 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McMILLIN (when his name was called), Mr. Chairman, I 
have a bill that has been favorably reported, but the report has not 
yet been sent up. I would request, therefore, permission to callit up 
on the next meeting of the committee, and will forego the right to call 
up a bill at this session. I ask that my name be passed over inform- 
as not to lose its place. 

‘There was no objection. 

I. T. HOUZE. 


Mr. MCRAE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11571) grant- 
ing a pension to I, T. Houze. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the on-roll the name of I. T. Houze, who 
served in Captain Gunn’s company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 
1836, and to pay him a pension et tive eae at $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


Gunn, and he 
was honorably dis- 


aged and infirm man, and in need of relief, and your commit- 
tee believe he should havea service pension for his honorable services rendered 
more than fifty years ago. 
The of the bill is recommended, amended, however, by vies oh out 
the name “` [. T. Houze” in the caption and in line 5 of the bill, and inse: gin 
lieu thereof the words “ Isaac T. Howze.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill and another like 
it for E. C. Paschal, the comrade of this applicant, for $12 a month. 
The bill for Mr. Paschal was called up for me by the present occupant 
of the chair [Mr. KILGORE], and at the suggestion and motion of a 
member of the Invalid Pensions Committee the rate was increased to 
$20 per month. These men, alike deserving, ought to be treated alike. 
They are about the same age and circumstanced alike. 

I therefore move an increase in this case to twenty. The name should 
be Isham instead of Isaac. 

The amendment was agreed to. =i 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM FOWLER. 


Mr. MERRIMAN called up the bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension 
to William Fowler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sgrion] Ral the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place upon pension-roll, subject to the provisions 

pa apar of the pension laws, the name of William Fowler, at the rate of 
per month, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


William Fowler was a captain in Company C, Twelfth New York Volunteers, 
and at the battle of Bull Run was wounded in the shin of left leg, and had the 
big toe of the left foot shot away and two next toes broken. Afterwards he re- 
enlisted and was mustered in as captain of the same regiment, 

By reason of EaR S to march, on account of injury to his foot and leg, he 
was made chief of ambulances, and during service as such incurred, while rid- 
ron fags horseback, as his duty required, a partial hernia, which he did not know 
to be serious until about a month after his discharge in Since that time he 
has been greatly troubled with it and with the wounds in his foot, especially 
during the last fiftecn years, in which time he has grown to be very large, ren- 
dering his weight on his foot a cause of pain, and any exertion liable to cause 
his intestine to protrude through the 


He was ponema at the rate of $5 per month for the wound in the leg, but 
his claim for the foot and hernia was rejected on the ground that at date of re- 
ection, February 5, 1884, no pensionable disability of foot and hernia had ex- 
until April 1,1881, the day after the filing of his application, September 
20, 1887, the case was reopened, but finally rejected: nine affidavits from as many 
reputable physicians and su: ns, all of whom testified to his disability from 
wounded foot and hernia and his incapacity to follow his trade as a builder, 
were filed when the case was ed. me of these physicians and sur- 
geons have frequently fitted him with trusses; others have attended him per- 
sonally; all of them have known him well for yore and haye examined hi 
physical condition. If their testimony is true, he is in a very bad way an 
should have the relief provided in the bill, which ought to pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES METCALF, 


Mr. MOFFITT called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11311) 
granting a pension to James Metcalf. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James Metcalf, 
father of James A. Metcalf, late of Company E, Second New York Cavalry Vol- 
sa sgaid pension to date from January 13, 1865, and at the rates per month as 
is ished by and pursuant to the pension laws and the several amendments 
thereto, and the provisions of the same. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


James Metcalf is the father of James A. Metcalf, who died in the service Jan- 
uary 13, 1865, while serving as private in Company E, nd Regiment New 
York Cavalry. The mother of the soldier applied for pension, but her claim 
haa been rejected on the ground that she was not dependent upon the soldier 
at the time of his death. This action was based upon the report of a special 
examiner, from which it appears that at the time of the son's death the father 
was possessed of a farm, probably worth $1,200, and had an income from two 
2horse teams employed in hauli 


. The farm was not very deep ee a and 
only partly paid for at that time. fact, the son's bounty aided in the pay- 
ment on the farm. 


The father has been a sufferer from asthma and other disabilities for many 
horrat He, being uneducated, was compelled to rely much on the son in the 
usiness of teaming. Ill health, and consequent inability to attend to the busi- 
ness properly, gradually reduced the income from all sources, and finally the 
property to be disposed of, For years mother and father haye been depend- 
ent upon others not legally bound to aid in their support. The motherdied July 
z 1888, bapore a fe may waer applied for ponpon: "His Pinia pend not yet 
Paia Api, IAE MEg be reiected upon the ground of non-dependence upon 
the son at the time of his death. pe po 
Present dependence of the claimant being fully shown, your committee, in 
view of the many precedents in this class of cases, report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out all 
after the word “ volunteers,” in line 6, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be reported again, so that the effect 
of the amendment will be seen. 

The bill was again reported. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
MARY REYNOLDS, 


Mr. FINLEY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9462) re- 
storing Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Reynolds, to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Senstory of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore and on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
olds, widow of Lewis Reynolds, late of Company D, Seventh Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, snapar her red ag ree of $12 per month, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The soldier, Lewis Reynolds, was a private in Company I, Seventh Kentucky 
Volunteers, from the 3d of September, 1861, to the Lith day of September, 1863, 
when discharged for disability. He applied at once for pension, and his name 
was placed on the pension-roll at the rate of $3 per month from the date of dis- 


He died March 6, 1875, and upon application his widow, the claimant, was 
pensioned at the rate of $8 per month from the date of his death. In 1880 her 
name was dropped from the rolis upon evidence obtained through a special ex- 
amination, which showed that the soldier’s death was due to an acute attack of 
pneumonia and not to a chronic disease of the lungs, as had been shown by the 
testimony upon which the pension had been granted to the widow. 

The claim was again specially examined in 1885, and from a careful reading 
of the report of that examination, as well as of other evidence in the case, your 
committee are of the opinion that the parean Dr. Green, who attended the 
soldier during his last sickness, was too ignorant to discriminate between hectic 
fever and pneumonia, The former always accompanies consumption in its last 
stage, and this the | paced denominated pneumonia. 

The certificate of Surgeon A. B. Corant, dated September 14, 1863, upon which 
soldier was d from the military service, states: 

“ I certify that I have carefully examined the said Lewis Reynolds, of Cap- 
tain Wilson's com y, and find him incapable of performing the duties of a 
soldier because of chronic diarrhea and debility resulting from intermittent 
bats and also loss of the right eye from small-pox. He is unfit for the Invalid 


e certificates of the examining surgeons of the Pension Bureau and the tes- 
timony obtained by that office, as well as that filed by the claimant, clearly es- 
tablish the fact that from the date of the soldier's dise! to that of his death 
he was a d man, affected by a paralysis of his right side and arm, particu- 
larly affecting his right chest, and disabling him for labor, 

Dr. James W. Jackson, who treated the soldier in bis last illness, testified before 
Special Examiner Hopkins that when he was first called to treat soldier he 
found him with pneumonia of both lungs; thathe was in general appearance a 
man of delicate health, thin-visaged, rather thin in flesh, and minus the ordinary 
vigor of robust manhood to throw off or withstand the attack of pneumonia, 

are Examiner Hopkins, in his report to the office, stated: 

“T believe the widow is entitled to be restored to the rolls, and I accordingly 
recommend the case for admission.” 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill read again. I am not sure 
that it does not give arrears. 
The bill was again read. 
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Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire whether that bill would 
not draw arrears? i 
Mr. DOCKERY. Itis "subject to the provisions and limitationsof 
the pension laws,” 
Mr. STRUBLE. If the proposition is to restore her name to the 
on-rolls, as I understand the law, when the names are restored to 
he rolls, the ies draw pensions from the time they were dropped. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. That was the reason why I made the inquiry. I 
had the same impression that the gentleman from Iowa has, 
Mr. STRUBLE. I think that bill had better be amended so as to 
make it clear. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer such an amendment? 
Mr. STRUBLE. I would suggest that it be made ‘‘ from and after 
the passage of the same.” 


Mr. CHEADLE. T hope the amendment will not be adopted. Cer- 
tainly there can be no good reason for its adoption. If the name was 
improperly dropped from the roll and is restored, if it carries with it 
any arrearage, it ought to carry it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentlemaa from Indiana will remember 
that the universal practice of the House for many years, where relief 
has been given by the intervention of Congress, has been to make therate 
from the date of passage, whatever it was. Iwill move an amendment 
to strike out the words ‘‘to restore and,’ and let it read ‘‘place upon 
the pension-roll.’’ 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will withdraw the amendment I offered if the 
gentleman from Tennessee intends to make one of like import. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the words ‘subject te the provisions and Hmitations of the pen- 
sion laws of the United States” and insert ‘‘from and after the passage of this 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY (when Mr. MorRILU’s name was called) said: The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL] is absent in the formance 
of a duty well understood by the House, and I ask that his name be 
passed without prejudice to his right to call up a bill. 

MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 


Mr. NELSON called up for consideration the bill (S. 1757) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

. Be ét enacted, eie., That the pension of $20 per month heretofore ted and 
now allowed to Mrs, Lou Gobright McFalls, widow of t. Thaddeus B. Me- 
Falls, be, and the same hereby is, increased to the sum of per month; snd 
that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to pay to her 
the sum last mentioned per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 
‘This bill proposes to increase the pension of the claimant from $20 per month, 
the amount she is now receiving, to ok pinores The bill was Lis twa, bad 
rted upon and passed the Senate at the Forty-ninth Congress, and has also n 


vorably reported and has passed the Senate at the present session. The Ben- 
ate report accompan: 


ng the bill says: ; 

|“ Mrs. McFalls is the widow of Thaddeus B. McFalls, late a chaplain of the 
United States Army, with the rank of captain. She is now receiving a pension 
of $20, according to the rank of her husband when he died in the service. Dur- 
ing the war he not only discharged the duties of chaplain, but was very efficient 
as a nurse in the different hospitals of Washington, where by contact with dis- 
ease and the hardships of the duties he performed the disease commenced which 
terminated his life. F 

“Captain McFalls, in addition to his regular duties as chaplain, did faithful 
service as nurse in various hospitals and was, at different times, in fact, in charge 
of three hospitals in the city of Washington. 

“The efficient service performed by Captain McFalls in this way, outside of 
his regular duties, seems to make this case an exception, and your committee 
reaffirm their former action and recommend the passage of the bill.” 

It is shown by evidence before your committee that at the beginning of Mr. 
MeFalls's services he was a strong, y man, weighing from 180 to 200 4 
but by constant contact with sick, wounded, and dying soldiers for so long a 
time he was reduced to a mere shadow, which terminated in death. 
bres Sms ager ge report adversely on the bill, and recommend that it do lie on 

e. 

Mr. DOCKERY. _I understand that this is an adverse report. 

Mr. NELSON. The committee go on and state all the facts of the 
case, showing a clear case where the party is entitled to an increase, 
and then afterwards say it is an adverse report. Itis the most singu- 
lar report I have ever seen. Everything in it except the last line is 
favorable. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWEN. Let us have the report read again. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not account for that last sentence. The com- 
mittee have as favorable a report as it is possible of the case, and then 
I think by some kind of an accident these words, that it is an adverse 
report, are added at the close. I move that the bill be favorably re- 
ported. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I would state that unless there is a 
constitutional quorum the bill will not pass to-night. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Suppose there is a quorum without the constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Here is the action of our committee. The Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, after a careful hearing of all the facts, state 
what the report of the Senate committee had said and then report to 


this House adversely and that the bill lie upon the table. I think there 
is good reason, Mr. Chairman, why it should lie on the table, because 
the report itself shows that the claimant is now receiving pension at 
the highest rate known to the general law. 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is the highest pension known for the widow of 
a captain. 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, for the widow ofacaptain. That is true. 

Mr. CHEADLE. AndI want to take just a few moments’ time to 
say that you can not find, nor can any other living human being find, 
any reason in law why the widow of one soldier of the Union should 
receive a higher rating than should the widow of another soldier of the 
Union. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to make one single statement further, 
There is nothing in that report to show why they should give an amount 
over and above the general law; nota single reason. ore than that, 
I think all that the report has stated is true. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. STRUBLE (to Mr. CHEADLE). Is-not this the same objection 
that you have raised to all reports favoring an increase of pension above 
the legal rate? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam only dealing with the case under considera- 
tion. : 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam unwilling to have the time of the committee 
taken up with this bill nnnecessarily, and I am always willing to meet 
a gentleman more than half way. Isuggest, therefore, that we amend 
this bill, for the sake of compromise and harmony, and let it go at $30 
per month, 

Mr. CHEADLE. So far as I am concerned I shall not consent to 
that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Minnesota tell us what 
reason there is for giving this widow more than we give to the widow 
of a captain who fell in battle in the line of his duty? 

Mr. NELSON. The reason, if the gentleman will allow me, is this: 
This officer was a chaplain in the Army. As such it was not ineum- 
bent on him to perform any other duty than that pertaining to his 
office; but he went outside of the sphere of his regular duty and took 

of three hospitals, and in addition to his duties as chaplain de- 
voted his time and attention to the care of the sick—a very unusual 
thing in a chaplain; they generally confine themselves to things spir- 
itual; but here was a chaplain who did what I wish to God more chap- 
Jains in the Army had done, achaplain who looked after the temporal 
affairs of the soldiers. I remember very well (if the House will 
don a reminiscence of my army experience) that in the Fourth Wiscon- 
sin Regiment, of which I was an honored member [laughter], we had 
a chaplain who was a Universalist, and while some chaplains carried 
Bibles, that chaplain, A. Constantine Barry (the first superintendent 
of schools in the State of Wisconsin), carried a canteen of whisky, and 
when a poor soldier fell down he went to him and gave him a drink of 
that instead of a missionary tract. ‘ 

Mr. STRUBLE. Thatis if he had any left. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NELSON. Now I imagine that a chaplain who has such qual- 
ities is surely entitled to more consideration than an ordinary chap- 
lain, and this report indicates that the chaplain in question here had 
something in him of the spirit of old Constantine Barry, of the Fourth 
Wisconsin—peace to hismemory! Now, Mr. Chairman, by way of com- 
promise, and to show our good will to chaplains of this kind, Isuggest 
sr we amend this bill and make the pension $30 a month instead of 


0. 

Mr. MACDONALD. [suggest an additional amendment by way of 
compromise, that we strike out this man’s name and insert Constan- 
tine Barry’s. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, Constantine Barry has gone up where they pay 
better pensions than they do in this world. 

Mr. pers ae But has not he left a widow? 

Mr, CHEADLE. r. Chairman, ing all that the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota has said, Teck bie now in all candor what 
reason is that for increasing the pension of the widow in this case? 
Because her husband as a chaplain went outside of his particular duty 
and performed other duties, shall we therefore give his widow a larger 
pension than is given to the widow of a man who died in the war in 
order that the Union might not perish? 

Mr. NELSON. There is no occasion to argue the question if the gen- 
tleman will agree to the compromise I have suggested. 

Mr. CHEADLE. This is only a companion piece to another case 
that was before this House a few evenings ago, in which it was sought 
to increase a pension from $50 to $100 a month; and I want to say to 
this House to-night in reference to that particular case, that at that 
time a member of this Congress was negotiating with that widow to 
rent her house at $150 a month, she to retain the piano; and she hasa 
daughter who is a clerk in one of the Departments and is receiving a 
salary of not less than $1,000 a year. I say, Mr. Chairman, that so far 
as my influence is concerned this particular class legislation shall cease. 
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Mr. NELSON. But the gentleman does not think I have any such 


purpose. 

Mr. CHEADLE (continuing). Especially so when my position is 
backed Sp pr the unanimous report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of this House. 

Mr. NELSON. Ifthe gentleman insists on making the point of no 
quorum, I will withdraw the bill. Does he do that? 


Mr. CHEADLE. I do, most assuredly. 
m: NELSON. Then I will withdraw the bill and ask to substitute 
another. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Iwill say to the gentleman that if he desires to 
have this bill go over to a full House I shall enter no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Can not it be reported to the House? 

Mr. CHEADLE, Yes; with the order made that in the House the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. Then let us have the bill reported back to the House 
with the previous question ordered upon the engrossment, third read 
ing, and corte of the bill, and with the understanding that it shall 
be called up only in a fall House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] whether it is his p to call up this bill to-morrow ? 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no; F do not want to interrupt the proceedings 
of the House. I merely desire to call up the bill on some favorable 
oppor when it will not interfere with the general business of the 

ouse. 

Mr. OWEN. Regular order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theregular orderis demanded. The Clerk will 
resume the call of the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I understand this arrange- 
ment is consented to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order as agreed upon permen the hege 
man from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman fro 
sota [Mr. NELSON] will be entered, unless there is senate 

Mr. NELSON. And that means $30 a month instead of $40, 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. NELSON. All t. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair hears no objection, and the order will 
be made, 

PERMELIA SMITH. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I call up the bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pen- 


sion of Permelia Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ree et directed to pay Perm Smith, widow of William M. Smi mr 
T. W. Armstron: s company, Twenty: t United States 


fourth Regimen 
erar denip of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension 
of $12 per month as now allowed her by law. 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 
The claimant is now in receipt of a ai ee ree ee ee She 
is the widow of William M. Smith, who was a private in Maj. T, Armstrong’s 
regimen t, T wen! ouaa United States Infantry ee ee of 1812. 
he ia now nearly ixty years of age, in and unable to labor for 
ee or Loa canen ok cee eed Phoas dete ave corte’ $0 to by 
eaen of Liberty Ky. 
Pry our conamnittes ecomamen the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY WHITNEY. 


Mr. legs oye May whit consideration of the bill (H. R. 5790) 
granting a to itney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

d he ish , au- 

a eats eel S 
E Whitsey, inte S DELAS in Company E TVONE iney, widow of 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The husband of the claimant, William E, bce was mustered into the 


service as a private of Company I 
and was discharged June 16,1805. He was ae in the line of duty at ie 
pene 


for over Bi rs, is now oys sixty 
am now poor, An: no 


eee ae for pension was because resulted 
irectly from the amputation. Her husband left her to serve his country in the 
vigor of years and health. He returned to her with the loss of one leg, and 
So far as abe IE DONAN it is of no consequence whether the death was the 
direct or indirect result of his wounds. If amputated limbs and broken Bonlths 
enable a man to resist disease as if he was in health and not dismembered, she 
ought to nop ter Rot eri If, on the contrary, ant dh omen cen dos tone of the 
constitution an: resist and disease, then she 


ponents Se power to to overcome 
ought to have it mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


th permanently impaired. 


i 


EMMA BIDDLE. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. J call up the bill (S. 3628) grant- 
ing an of pension to Emma Biadle 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ee That the ees poor mes: Dak raga 
dle, late captain of United tainey in 
United States Regiment St Volition urs, Infan can war, and colonel of First 
Bucktails, of Pennsylvania, in rebellion, and acting brigadier-general, 
and the same is hereby, increased from $20 to $45 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. maong 
an increase of pension to Emma Biddle, have considered the same, and report 
back to the House, recommending its passage. 

This committee, at the last session of the present Congress, reported favorabl, 
s bill increasing the pension of this claimant to $50 per month (H. R. 4074), whith 
is now on the Calendar ef the House. The facts in the case, and Which wa: The 
the increase of pension, are fully stated in the report petri a 
bill, which report (No. 3030) is referred to and made a part hereof. 

(House Report No. 3030, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4074) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emma Biddle, have considered the same, and re- 


port as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Charles J. Biddle, who was a brave and ok: 
tinguished officer both in the war with Mexico and in the war of the Reka 
His military history is given in the following communication from 
tant-General, United States Army : 

War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S 
Washington, y 17, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to submit herewith a letter from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, House of Representatives, dated the 10th instant, requesting for use ofthe 
committee s full military history of Charles J. Biddle, and report as follows : 

ce show that Charles J. Biddle was ee captain 
» 


The records of this o 
of infantry February 16, 1847, assigned to Volti or gary 9, and received 
t and meritorious conduct in 


the brevet of major September 13, 1847, for 
the battle of Chapultepec, Mexico. 

He served with his regiment in Mexico to June, 1848, and as nid-de-camp to 
General Kearny, until honorably Cmpa ae ugust 29, 1848, 

es J. Biddlo was mustered into service as colonel Thirteenth Pennsyl- 
vania TENA to date June 21, 1861, to pare three years. 

Roll of field and staff, dated ber first on file), reports him “colo- 
nel, Brigade: ¢ and roli dated October mel, pranoi, Rp Einne 
first bri General Banks’s division, ie September 25, 1861, from August 

resent, com- 


ene return for tember, 1861 big arred Le eo 
eve Bas are “Commandin: ks’s divis- 


on till (Tarraa P 24, when relieved in order to nH oee eCall's di on;” 
for "October, 1861, “ colonel, present, comman ene and for Novem- 
ber, 1561, * * colonel, a $on ugh since November 

He was honorab rably d Lerman wi eel gen pe of Neskrantion 3 December 11, 1861, in 

inl orders, Army of the 

His tender of resignation is as follows: 

“ Major-General MCCLELLAN, 
“Commanding Army of the Potomac and United States Army: 
‘GENERAL: I have the honor to tender to yo 


Charles J. Bid- 


part again in your a my of Re 19, ‘or. fed ine he in the execution of your 
orders, 

“The performance of these military duties ted me from attend ne 
extra session of and I have never absented myself, even 
day, from my command, till I received last week, from your head sateen 
nab ob = for seven days to enable me to visib my family and friends at 

pi 

“Ihave found eden strongly, indeed pages urged as a duty to my con- 
stituents to take my seat ix oont. dah first Monday in December. Not 
without extreme reluctance tance, permit mant apinan] Inow withdraw myself from your 
command, but I hold aros isline missing in osai from top of page] of the 
legislator and representative and jer are incompatible. For 
these reasons I now resign the commission of colonel which I hold from the 


Commonwealth of Pe: Ivania. 
wy abs the honor to general, with the highest respect, your obedient 
servani 


“CHARLES J. BIDDLE, 


üp sar = ‘77, 1881." " Colonel First Rifles, P. R. V. C. 


Coonan Biddle declined an appointment rå brigadier-general of volunteers in 
for the same reason he mently tendered his resig- 
on sien fokka his election as a member of Congress, 
Iam, sir, very y. your obedient servani 
R. 0. DR Adjutan!-General, 
The SecrEerary or War. 


Colonel Biddle died September m 1873, at Philadelphia, of disease which had 
its o ngi in the Mexican war service. His Naboo ei claimant, is now pen- 
sioned at the rate of $20 per month, She is represented to the committee to be 
in needy circumstances, and her present pension is totally inadequate for her 


support. 

The following statement concerning the services of Colonel Biddle during the 
rebellion is taken from a memoir of life by Hon. John Cadwalader, read 
: ree Lent ape ng Society of RER and published in book form in 

374, name 

“When the civil war broke out, in the s of 1861, Major Biddle wrote to 
General Scott, then commander-in-chief, hen e was y to be oe among 
his followers. He was one of the pees seiya of public safety of Ph iladelphia 
ete., and acted as prize comm: mer in cases of naval capture, until he joined 
the army in the field on the first organization of the Pen Ivania volunteers. 
He was at first lieutenant-colonel, but soon became the colonel of a regiment 
which he brought in a very short time to a state of nexvicoable discipline, On 
the 29th of June, 1861, while in the field, he received intelligence of his nominae 
tion as a candidate for Congress ata special election to be à on July 2, only 
three days distant, 

“ This was entirely unexpected, To the chairman of the local executive come 
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for the tion, 
by ; pres- 
own 
‘If I will 
ut dishonor. Philadelphia would not 
I will to do my — 
rhgtever a He was ed by a 1 
j important janer ergen os and did not feel 

Bt aTe oe session of Con 
whi on paged and mpeg seg —— of August, 1861. He re- 
mained d with the hole of that year’s campaign. 
* On the 3ist er Ay the ident A ames him bri of vol- 
tee This appo t Colonel eo le declined, as his continuance in 
fmilitaty service would be limited by his engagements to his constituents. He 


te, however, he would continue to hold his colonejey until the next 
eeting of Con, , and would not then quit the field if he found himself at 
the scene of active operations. 

“ Ho had been for some time before this offer of in acting com- 
mand of a brigade, of which he retained the command until it was decided, in 
the latter of November, rene that the peat including his po should 
poes nter quarters. He then Terinte military comm 
th of December took his seat in Congress. 

“On resigning the colonelcy he ie an arrangement with his friend, Gen- 
eral Andrew Porter, to go as a volunteer on his staff in case of an action. His 
friends knew that he gave up his commission with regret. The tendered com- 
mission of Jae AEREE would bate borne the same date with that of 
Meade, the companion of his hood.” 

In view of the ee services of Colonel Biddle, as 

the of his wido 


mittee of the ion that w 
therefore recommend d the passage of the bill. 
the reading of the report, 

Mr. PERKINS said: I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the evidence embodied in this report be dispensed with, and that only 
the concluding recommendation of the committee be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; let the entire report be read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to inquire whether this lady is now receiving a 

on of $30 a month. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. She is receiving a pension of $20a 
month, Her husband wasan acting brigadier-general during a portion 
of the war of the rebellion, having been an officer of the regular Army 
in the Mexican war. In view of the circumstances of the widow, the 


above, your com- 
be increased, and 


Senate a bill fixing the amount of this increased pension at $45 
a mon The House committee reported a bill naming $50 as the 
amount; but because it was thought by some gentlemen that this 

widow not receive more than $45 per month, I have asked that 
the Senate bill be 


passed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the committee more than a 
few moments, I wish to say a word in reference to this bill. Charles 
J. Biddle and I were companions from our youth until the time of his 
death. As a member of the Phi ia bar he was an associate of 
mine. He was a most t man, who could not keep out of a war. 
He went into the Mexican war, and subsequently into the Union 
Army d , the rebellion. After the war had he was, to my 
very great disappointment, elected to Congress; he was elected 
over me, he being a candidate on the Democratic ticket. At the time 
of his election he was at the head of his regiment in the Army. The 
consequence of his election was that, instead of my coming here to be 
with a asriy colleague, Judge KELLEY, at gt Aap: geane 
1861, my Charles J. Biddle was chosen. 

Mr. COBB. Was this soldier, now deceased, elected to Congress as 
a Democrat? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Then I have nothing more to say. ~] 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to i of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether it is nota fact that the husband of this claimant 
So RS TES 


raped yeu balig 


Mr. KILGORE. And that he never went into the Army afterward ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, He did not go into the Army again. 

Mr. KILGORE. Doa lie urs ta: OOSRAND das TEANN 
of the war? 

Mr. O’ of Pennsylvania. No, sir. He came hereand served 
his term; but, fortunately for myself, I was elected over him to the 
Thirty-eighth Congress, very much to my satisfaction. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ah! And he never went into the Army any more. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; but he had been through 
the Mexican war, in which he was disting beyond almost any 
other officer of his rank. He was named in the special orders of ‘the 
eee generals inthatwar. The seeds of disease, which finally resulted 

his death, were implanted in his system at that time. He lingered 
on, a delicate man; but as I have said, he was so gallant that he could 
not keep out of a war for his country. 

Mr. KILGORE. When did he die? 
wie O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. He died about fifteen or sixteen 

ago. 


What was the with him? 
of Pennsylvania. e died in Philadelphia of disease 
sap re service in the Mexican war originally. He died 
g death; he died a hero. 


Mr. KILGO 
tee ON. 


ofan Gm fi 


èa Democrat when he died? 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, a Democrat when he died. 
Mr. RE. How much is this? 
six O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It has been reduced from $50 to 
Mr. KILGORE. That is a small reduction. How much does his 
widow get now? 
Mr. 0’ of Pennsylvania. Twenty dollars. 


Mr. KILGOR How will it do to make it $30 and quit? 

Mr. NEILL, ‘of Pennsylvania. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes. If he had served during the war instead 
of quitting the Army and going into polities—— 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania. He was nominated without his 
knowing about it. He did not resign his commission to come to Con- 
gress at the extra session, but staid while the Army was moving, and 
until the first regular session of the Thirty-seventh Congress, 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he under fire during the war? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes, many times. 

Mr. KILGORE. The report does not say that, according to my 
recollection, and I read the report the other day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I state the facts. Let the bill go 
through as it is. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think an amendment putting this at $30 would 
be a salutary arrangement. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ob, no. 

Mr. RE. Make it $40. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, put it ie $40. 

The amendment of the committee was 

Fine DIE oa naeoemaaedl woe tnt pads > berrooenstecl to: tus IO lle 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES G. SANDERS. 


Mr. O’NETLL, of Missouri, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 4 
enacied, That the Secre! the Interior is hereby directed 
place upon the peiision-roll subject tothe rules and regulations of the Pension 
partm Di name G. Sanders, e Com: 
aaen Dlinois Infantry. s aMi 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


was snapping on 
the company while on target ienn ren garash 
fact of the a en 
The claim has been the 


the reeunde of ih 
y the records of tho War Department, 


Whil 
ofthe t, yet y: a S S are of boen proper under 
ofany against tho use of pe stols in i practic, the cial 
receive a pension for his disability y contra w. himself in the 
duties required of a soldier, and therefore report Packi agira on the accompany- 
ing bili and ask that it do pass, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY H. STACY. 


Mr. OSBORNE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3888) grant- 


ing A pannon £ to shang Be AN: 


eiee ele., That the pnan tiene rie heen pa , iu 

thorjzed a: nd directed to place on the name of Mary H. 7 
United States Infantry, MH. Stacy, late a ee ee e Erann b 

ni Infantry, an pay | er n pension ai rate month from 
and after the passage of this act. sca} 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
53) granting a pension to Mi ag ip roe o ere 


Sell centers was referred 
to the Committe os Be thas. snipe makes vorsble ropa whieh 
is hereto annexed and made part his 


hereof. T after carefully ex- 
amining the pers, neers this to be a meritorious case, and they therefore 
ER Oo Sees: wah te Smee De striking out the word 
Sane? agre bapaan y nes meek g e Berre apen “thirty.” 
[House Report No. 3604, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 
The record in the civil, naval, and military service of the United States of 
Bvt. Lieut. Col. H. M. , late United States Army, the husband of Mary H. 


General Beale on his United States 
returning by ship via 


tgp tty concen, O 
in the Coast Survey. Upon the out- 


survey across continent to 
Cape of Good Hope. He then joined the 
master’s mate, and served 
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break of the rebellion he was appointed first lieutenant Twelfth United States 
Infantry, May 14, 1861, and assisted in the organization of the first battalion at 
Fort Hamilton, accompanying it to the Peninsula, At Gaines’s Mill he received 
a severe wound, carrying the bullet in his side until, and causing, his eath, 
As adjutant of his battalion he served at second Bull Run, Antietam, and Fred- 
eS Being temporarily disabled from field service by a severe fall 
m his horse he was on duty at Fort Hamilton in 1863, and , with his 
company, in quelling the draft riots in New York in July of that year. 
Returning to the field, he participated in the Wilderness campaign, and was 
nt in all the battles of the Fifth Corps from the Rappahannock to the 
ames, As aid-de-camp to General Ayres he served in front of Petersburgh 
and. at the Weldon , winning two brevets for special gallantry in battle. 
Promoted captain Twelfth I try August 19, 1864, he was appointed com- 
m of musters, Second Army Corps, and saw hard service as aid-de-camp 
under Generals Hancock and Humphreys at Boydton Plank Road, Hatcher’s 
Run, ete., and throughout the cl g campaign, and was again brevetted for 
distinguished 


services. 
From 1864 to 1869 he served on the staffs of Generals Canby and Emory as 
aid-de-camp, and then was ordered with his regiment to the Pacific eoast, 
where he served for fourteen vears in California, Nevada, and Arizona, After 


that he was stationed at Plattsburgh and Fort Ontario. 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel Stacy died at Fort Ontario, N, Y., Febr: 12, 
1886, from paralysis, caused by the wounds he received in the service of the 


Government while on duty, leaving his wife and three children in needy cir- 
cumstances. They are at present dependent upon the small pension allowed 
under existing laws for support. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass, They append the official 
record of his military services. 


M. H. Born in Pennsylvania; 
tenant ‘Twelfth United States Infantr: 
adju- 

Ee 
August; with battalion as adjutant at second battle of Bull Run August 39, 1862 ; 


by a fall from his horse on December 25, 1862; on arg awed light duty in 
of 1863, until 


Infantry in the field early in December, 1863; relieved as quartermaster third 
uartermaster first 


pointed q 
ary, 1964; en; d in the Wilderness campaign 
188s, when appointed acting sid-de-camp to Brig. Gen. R. B: Ayres, commanding 


t, 1864 ; appointed commissary of musters of the Second Army Corps, Army of 
the Potomac, Se ber, 
banded at ithe close of the war, June gt sere Lerten) in battles on the 


tinued; went with regiment to De; ent of California ; stationed at Fort 
Mojave, na, June, 1859, to February, 1871, most of the time command- 
ing post; at Angel Island, Galifornia, from March 7,1871, to May, 1872; com- 


g 
ene Sor Thomas, Arizona, from December, 1878, to June, 1880; absent 


till September 
York, from September 17, 1882. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN EBERT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10337) 
granting a pension to John Ebert. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


limitations of the panon laws, the name of John Ebert, late a private in Com- 
pany A, One hun 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committtee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10337) granting a pension to John Ebert, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The claimant served as private in orano A, One hundred and fourteenth 
Ohio Volunteers, from August 15, 1862, to July 31,1865. He alleges that he be- 
came disabled from varicose veins of left leg while marching in different 
of the States of Mississippi, Tennessee, Flo) Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana. 
= a ng been rejected on the ground that the disability existed prior to 

ent. 

There is no adverse evidence in the case except the claimant’s honest and 
volun! admission that about three years prior to his enlistment he discoy- 
ered a slight eruption of the large vein on theside of the left foot and extending 


to the ie. 

The disability for which pension is claimed is located, however, above tlie 
o trouble. The certificate of examination shows enlarged veins from the 
ankle to 6 inches above the knee-joint, 


t endured many hard marches before he became in any way disabled. 
The record shows that suffered from malarial fever after nearly a year's 
service, ani on. often caused from such fever, 


Enlarged veins are 
in this case, 


The service is with the varicosed condition of the leg above the ankle, 
and even admitting that there may be a connection between the acknowledged | 
enlargement of the large vein on the side of the left foot below the ankle and 
the now existing varicose veins of leg from ankle to above the knée-joint, it ig! 
equally clear that the service is responsible for the aggravation of the original! 
trouble and the resulting disability therefrom. 

Taking this view of the case, ps committee are of opinion that the relief) 
asked for should be granted, and therefore report favorably on the accompany-' 
ing bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. LLOYD. 
Mr. OWEN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7566) grant- 


sy pension to George W. Lloyd, 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of George W. Lloyd on the pension- 
roll, subject to the pension laws of the United States, he being a soldier in the 
late war, in Company D, Tenth Missouri Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
7566) granting a pension to George W. Lioyd, have had the same under con- 


sideration, and now report: P 
The claimant enli September 25, 1861, as a vate in Company D, Tenth 
tion for pen- 


Missouri Cavalry, and was canara October 11, 1864. In app! 

sion filed July 14, 1881, he alleges t at Batesville, Ark., April 1, 1862, he re- 
ceived a rupture in the lower part of the bowels while charging the enemy’s 
lines at the battle of Pea Ridge, Ark.; and also that he incurred left scrotal 
hernia Cagatne)) by the fall of his horse at the battle of Pea Ridge, Ark., March 
8, 1862. The case was rejected upon the ground there is no record of the 
alleged hernia of left side, no testimony as to origin or treatmentin service, and 
that claimant has declared his inability to furnish any evidence as to origin or 
treatment in service, 

The claimant alleges that he was not treated in hospital for the reason that 
he obtained a furlough and went home. He afte returned to his com- 
pany and regiment, and was able to perform camp and detached duty until he 
was mustered out in 1864. Prior soundness is fully proved. 

Orin J. Thompson testifies that he saw him immediately on his return home 
from the Army, in October, 1864: 

“He then hada very bad rupture of left side. It troubled him so at this time 
that he called my attention to it and showed me therupture. Itwasas largeas 
my fist, and I can well remember said circumstance. Further, he has had this 
same rupture pee las anr Senger he came outof the Army; I haveseen it many 
merge have worked with him, and he can not do any lifting that strains jim in 

A ; 

ee coe E o eA Sls na 

ave known the . Lloyd for forty years, and know 
him to be sound and free from rupture of any kind when he enlisted, and when 
said Lloyd came home from the Army in 1864 he showed me his rupture, It was 
about October 11, 1864, as near as I can recollect, and from my knowledge of 
him I believe he incurred the same while in the service.” 

Lucinda Lloyd, wife of claimant, testifies: 

“Tam the wife of ao sppiani I was living with him at the time of his en- 
listment, and I know positively when he enlisted he was perfectly sound, and 
when hecame home on a furlough in 1862 he was suffering with hernia on the 
left side, and has been oe with itever since.” 

John M. Castle testifies that he saw claimant when he returned home in 1862, 
He was suffering from hernia, which he showed affiant, and he has known him 
ever since and has been suffering from the same to the present. 

William D. Bowen, major, and afterwards lieutenant-colonel of Tenth Mis- 
souri Cavalry, of which claimant was a member, es: 

“Knows of his own knowledge that said George W. Lloyd was at the time 
aforesaid (about7th March, 1862) badly ruptured on the leftside of the abdomen, 
and in consequence of said rupture was furloughed and was away from his com- 
mand for the space of three months, and after his return he was relieved from 
regular duty and was on camp duty with quartermaster until the expiration of 
his term of service, he being unable from his rupture to perform duty of a cay- 
syma, such as riding horseback, ete.” 

aryey Pettibone, examining sargos testifies: 

“In my opinion the said Corey . Lloyd is one-half inca; tated for obtain- 
ing his subsi ce by manual labor from the cause ve stated. I find direct 
scrotal hernia of the left side—rupture large—the use of truss is necessary to 
k the parts in reduction.” 

ere is other evidence on file in corroboration of the foregoing, but the com- 
mittee deem it unn: to accumulate the proof, 

The committee believe t the claimant has proven his case beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt, and we therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF JOSEPH SAWYER, DECEASED. 


Mr. PARKER called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 461) forthe 
relief of the minor children of Joseph Sawyer, deceased. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, els., That the er i the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary A. Sawyer, Frank D. Sawyer, Frederick C. 
Sawyer, William F. Sawyer, and Edmond I. Sawyer, infant children of Joseph 
Sawyer, deceased, late superintendent of the Li ving Service in the tenth 
district of the United States, and who was drowned while serving in the line of 
his official duty, October 20, 1880, a pension at the rate of $10 per month each, 
from and after the pangs of this act, until they shall become of the age of 
twenty-one years, respectively. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on rego ice alone was referred the bill = E. 10126) t- 
ing a pension to the minor chil of Joseph Sawyer, di , have considered 
the same, and report as follows: 

The following etters from the honorable Secretary of the Interior and from 
the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service indicate the length of the 
officer's service and the manner of his death, with other important formation 
pertinent to the matter of the bill, y: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 24, 1888, 
“Srm: Ihave the honor to inclose herewith a letter of the General Superin- 
tendent of the Life-Saving Service in og eo te yo 
25th ultimo, transmitting a copy of bill 461, * 


ur communication of the 
forthe relief of the minor 


1889. 


children of Joseph Sawyer, deceased,’ and requesting that the Committee on 
Pensions be furn ith such information and su; ns as he ht think 
it desirable for the committee to have before them in connection with the con- 
sideration of said bill, 


“ Very respectfully, 
“O, S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
“Hon, A. M, Briss, 
“Chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
“ House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.” 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“ OFFICE oF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT U. S. LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 
“Washington, D. C., February 23, 1888. 

“Sr: I have the honor to state that I have received from the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions of the House of Representatives bill H. R. 461, ‘for 
the relief of the minor children of Joseph Sawyer, deceased,’ with the request 
that the committee be furnished with such information and suggestions as I 
be cates desirable for them to have in connection with the consideration of 

“In response I herewith submit for transmission to the committee a copy of 
the annual report of the Life-Saving Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1881, on 59 to 64 of which is given a circumstantial account of the manner 
in which Mr. Sawyer lost his lifeand a brief statement of his connection with the 
sro which also shows the estimation in which he was held by the officers 

arge. 

“ He assumed the duties of his office January 12, 1876, and died October 20, 
1880, making the term of his service four years nine months and eight days. 
His salary during this time was at the rate of $1,000 per annum. The district 
which he superv! was ñ large and important one, and the compensation of 
his successor was increased about a year and a half after his death to $1,800 per 
annum by the act of May 4, 1882, 

“There is no statute making provision for the widows and children of the 
district officers of the Life-Saving Service in the event of their death in the line 
of duty, section 8 of the act of May 4, 1882, being applicable only in the case of 
keepers of stations and their crews. 

“Mr, Sawyer is the second district superintendent who has lost his life by 
drowning in the discharge of his official duty, the other being John J. Guthrie, 
late superintendent of the sixth district, who perished in an attemptto render 
assistance at the wreck of the United States ship of war Huron, on the coast of 
North Carolina, on November 24, 1877. In his case Con authorized a pen- 
sion to be paid his widow at the rate provided for a captain of the 
Navy (see act of May 25, 1878, Statutes at Large, volume 20, chapter 130, page 


u Respectfully, yours, ey er 


“ General Superin 
“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 


ig das 59, 60, and 61 of the annual report of the Life-Saving Service for 1881 

are devoted to a circumstantial account of the brave and courageous manner 

=) see alo Sawyer met his death by drowning, while in the performance 
o! uty. 

The widows poe children of keepers and members of crews of the Life-Saving 
Service are provided for for the period of two years at the full pay of the hus- 
band or father. No such provision exists for the relief of the relatives of asuper- 
intendent. Congress has, in the case of Superintendent Guthrie, deceased, 
granted a pension to his aerating. water 

It is shown by evidence before the committee that the wife of Captain Saw- 
yer died seven months pros to his lamentable death, and that by his death his 
five children were left destitute; the eldest is now cared for by a maternal uncle, 
but the four youngest, all under sixteen years of age, are supported by a maiden 
pister of Captain Sawyer, whose chief support is obtained by the use of her 
needle. 

His children are bright and intelligent, and your committee believe they are 
justly entitled to the of the Federal Government in providing for their sup- 
port and education, 

Popata Sawyer, it may be proper to state, had also an honorable service in 
the Navy, as an officer, from December 7, 1863, until November 22, 1865. He 
was a brave and devoted officer in both of his services. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE, There is objection to that bill. I ask it be again 


read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr, CHEADLE. The bill under consideration is in direct violation 
of the well-established principle upon which all pensions are granted. 
The general law only grants $2 a month until the children reach six- 
teen years of age, while this bill proposes to increase the rate to $10 a 
month and to give the pension until they arrive at twenty-one years of 


age. 

Again, this is the beginning of legislation in which we shall have a 
large civil pension-list, and it does seem tome the bill ought not to 
pass in its present shape. 

I am told that the Commissioner of Pensions has advocated in pos- 
sibly more than one annual report the increase of rating from $2 to $5 
a month of the infant children, and, so far as I am concerned, I think 
that if you will make the rating in this case $5 and reduce the period 
to sixteen years the bill might pass. 

Mr. PARKER. Why do you not move that, then? 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘Then I move to strike out the word ‘‘ten”’ and 
insert ‘“‘ five,” and strike out ‘‘twenty-one’’ and insert ‘‘sixteen.”’ 

Mr, RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will state to the gentleman that 
that is equally an extension of the pension law to the civil-service list. 
I object to the bill altogether, and I think the gentleman ought to do 
80, too, if he means to be consistent with his record. 

Mr. CHEADLE. So far as I am concerned I have no doubt—for it 
seems to be the policy to increase pensions—I have no doubt that the 
pensions awarded to the minor children in a short time will be in- 
creased to $5a month; and for that reason, individually, if the bill is 
to become a law at all, I think it should only do so with the rate fixed 
ai ma sum. In my judgment, however, the bill ought not to pass 
at all. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Then stick to that, 
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Mr. SAWYER. Why do you not stick to it if you want to? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Well, his business is in that di- 
rection; I am merely reminding him of consistency. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I agree in what the gentleman 
from Indiana has said with regard to this pension. I think itisa ques- 
tion involving more than dollars and cents, or more than hundreds of 
dollars to the children of a deceased official. It goes far beyond that. 
If it were simply a proposition that a few dollars more or less should 
be paid to these children, who are undoubtedly deserving, and they 
certainly have my sympathy for the condition I understand they are 
placed in, that would be a question that would appeal to our sympa- 
thies and meet a fitting response on that score. But there is a great 

rinciple of legislation involved here that we must bear in mind. We 
ve drawn the line heretofore and should draw it now and hereafter 
upon military services. 

I do not believe it is wise to enter upon the pension-list others than 
those engaged in the military service, use if you do you will never 
be able to draw a distinction between the ‘classes of civil employés 
themselves; and I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will not 
press its consideration to-night. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I suppose we have heard all that 
can be said against this bill. It is due now to the bill and to these 
children who are interested in its to give a statement of facts 
on which the bill is based, as well as to'meet the question of precedent 
which has been raised here, 

Gentlemen are mistaken in saying that this isa new movement or prin- 
ciple of legislation. They are mistaken in saying there is no civil pen- 
sion-list; they are mistaken in saying that this is a new departure, a 
new proceeding in regard to the granting of pensions. 

None of these things are true; it is not a new departure; it is not 
establishing a new principle; it is simply following precedents now in 
the statutes, 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the case of the children of Captain Sawyer. 
The mother died before Captain Sawyer did. There are now five chil- 
dren, the eldest being nineteen years of age, the second seventeen, 
the. third fourteen, the next twelve, and the other nine. I will say 
here that Captain Sawyer did not leave any property, and these chil- 
dren are without parents, without means, and all four of the younger 
children are supported by the needle of a maiden sister. papain 
Sawyer served for four years and nine months at a salary of $1, a 
year. Within a year and a half after his death his successor filling 
the same position was paid $1,800 a year. This is one of the equities 
for remembering these children. 

Again, the service in which he died was a service in the line of his 
duty, he being drowned while engaged in the Life-Saving Service off the 
coast in his district. Again, the cases to which I have referred and 
which are precedents, are these: In the cases of the keepers and crews 
of the Life-Saving Service, the widows and children are paid pensions 
of $2 per month. In a case almost precisely like this, the case of John 
J. Guthrie, superintendent of the Life-Saving Service off the coast of 
North Carolina, who was drowned while aiding the survivors in the 
wreck of the United States ship of war Huron in 1877, Congress au- 
thorized a pension to the widow at the rate given to the widow of a 
captain in the Navy, and that pension I presume is still being paid, at 
least the law was never repealed, and hence gentlemen are mistaken in 
saying that this is a new departure in legislation. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman if that 
pension was given to a man in the service of the United States or given 
to a man who lost his life in volunteering in saying human life? 

Mr. PARKER. He was the superintendent of the sixth district. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, The man of whom you spoke just 
now? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; the man of whom I spoke, John J. Guthrie. 
The case is a well-known one, and the pension was granted to his widow 
under the act of May 25, 1878, which will be found in the Statutes at 
Large, volume 20, chapter 130. 

Therefore, in these cases of the keepers and crews of the Life-Saving 
Service and in the case of a superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
pensions have been paid. But there is no general law for the payment 
of superintendents, and hence I ask to have this bill passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman, was not there a bill 
introduced, and Congress refused to make a law, pensioning these 
men? 

Mr. PARKER. Iam informed—I do not know of my own knowl- 
edge—that a bill has been introduced and presented to the Committee 
on Pensions for general pensions in these cases, which has been favor- 
ably reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But does the gentleman know that a prior Con- 
gress refused such action ? 

Mr. PARKER. Iam not aware of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My memory is such, however; I speak only from 
memory. 

Mr. PARKER. I am not aware of it. 

In this case, however, Mr, Chairman, I rest upon the precedents. Iam 
of course aware that if gentlemen insist upon the objection that there is 
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no quorum, I am powerless, as no quorum is present; but it seems to 
me, = view ofthe former action in similar cases, thisbill ought to be 

Mr. KILGORE. - I move that this bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. PARKER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PERKINS (to Mr. KILGORE). 
amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on striking out ‘‘ten’’ and in- 
serting “five,” and striking out ‘*twenty-one’’ and inserting ‘‘six- 
teen.’ 


Let the committee adopt the 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER. Now, I ask that the same disposition be made of 
this bill tht was made in the case presented by Mr. Netson—that it 
be reported to the House with the previous question ordered. 

Mr, KILGORE. The objection to that is that these bills reported 
hey a night sessions are always in the way of the regular business. 

ey are called up sometimes and interfere with the regular business. 
I think that we have plenty of those bills now upon the Calendar upon 
which a special order has been made that they be taken up by a full 
House; and I do not think this bill ought to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] 

uests that this bill be reported to the House, the previous guestion 
Sa piy and that it go over to a full House. Is there objection? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Texas that the bill be reported to the House 
with the T recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Ba Is it in order to move that its passage be recom- 
mended? 

Mr. DOCKERY. A eet vote would indicate that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis informed by the Clerk that the bill 
which has been read was not the bill which was reported by the com- 
mittee. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the bill reported by 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enact eer waged prong Rte Pines he and he is hereb 
thorized and to place on the er sech to the von 
and Saepe nee of the o pronon laws, the names of the minor children o f Joseph 
Sawyer, deceased, la te superintendent of the Life-Saving Service in the tenth 
district | of the United States, and who was drowned while serving in the — of 


his official duty, and to y them a pension from and after the passage of this 
act as now ty low for the minors of a deceased captain of the Navy. 


Mr. SAWYER. This bill puts it at $2 a month until the age of six- 


Mr. STRUBLE. -Let this bill pass. 

Mr PARKER, I think it is proper to state that I thought the bill 
which I sent up was the bill of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill which was read first was the bill as 
originally introduced, but the committee have reported a substitute 
for that bill, which the Clerk has now read. 

Mr. PARKER, That being so I think it is fair to request that it 
be accepted, 

Mr. fr. KILGORE. That is not the question involved. Now, the 

Fess the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CHEADDE] and the gen- 

m Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN | convince me that this ought 

Sot toe and I wo be inclined to antagonize it all the way 

through, but I will concede to the gentleman from New York the 
right te withdraw it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will state that I will not only feel inclined 
to antagonize this bill, but that I will antagonize it here und every- 
where else, and if it is pressed I will make the a of no quorum. 
It is establishing a bad precedent. It will be followed by a bill pen- 
sioning men in the railway mail service, and there i is no knowing in 
how many other branches of the civil service in which this will be a 
precedent for asking for pension. I will call for a quorum unless the 
motion of the gentleman from Texas is put to the House, that the bill 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis perfectly manifest that the bill can not pass. 
I think it is only taking valuable time from gentlemen who want to 
pass bills that will not be objected to, and I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist upon 
action on the bill? 

Mr. PARKER. It is myduty to these children to do that, and I ask 
that the House at a full session shall be allowed to pass uponit. If 
others direct differently, that is their business. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is this question debatable? If it is, I 
desire to occupy the time of the House for a few moments. The ques- 
tion has been raised in regard to whether or not it was a proper prece- 
dent to establish. In my humble judgment the sooner we establish 
a precedent of that kind, and the sooner we pay pensions to the fami- 
lies of those men in the Life-Saving Service who lose their lives in their 
efforts to save others, the sooner we will establish a precedent in the 


line of increasing the efficiency of that service. It is considerable of a 
sacrifice for any man to make when he goes to rescue lives on a vessel 
in danger. 

He can raise'the issue there that it is too venturesome for him to go out, 
because he will be thinking of his wife and children. The matter of 
bravery is a very grand and a very noble one, but it would look a little 
nobler on the part of a great government to recognize that spirit of brav- 
ery, and to say to these men that if they lose their lives in the discharge 
of these dangerous duties it will care for their widows and their or- 
phans. For my part I am willing to vote for this, even as a precedent. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Soam I. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KILGORE, and the 
Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PARKER. I call fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 21. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No quorum. 

Mr. COOPER (to Mr. WAsHtNGTON). Why do you object to hav- 
ing the House pass on this matter? Is that not fair? 

Mr. WASHIN GTON. Lintend to kill it right here and now. Itis 
either going to be killed, or itis going to be withdrawn. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, upon the remark just made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], which seems to meto 
be entirely uncalled for—acting entirely upon that remark, I beg to 
withdraw the bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. All right. 


THEODORE RAUTHE, 


Mr. PERKINS (when his name was reached). I call up the bill 
(S. 2460) granting arrears of penson to Theodore Rauthe, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the berg! Sod the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ores ore Rauthe, late Company K, Thirteenth 
New York Cavalry, arrears of pension, at the rate of $31.25 per month, from the 
12th day of September, 1878, to the 22d day of July, 1882. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The gaa rá the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth the facts in 
this case, and is hereby adopted, —_ the recommendation that the bill pass, 


It appears that the claimant wan hapateel of his pension for the time stated 
in the ball re reported herewith by the action of the Pension. , Which sum. 
marily dropped his name from the rolls upon information furnished by a letter, 
an. | Wace wines tn su praes See anes: woven ote pave renn prett 
o against 
whose Aerv-thelngr dew ey tan teen ae which he is de Ve gn pre 
right or property, shall hi have restitution, sores wrong-doer, but even 
from a person who has innocently been misled by the transaction, your commit- 
tee have no hesitation in penap to the conclusion that the claimant is entitled 
to the ir cen by the accompanying bill, the passage of which 
ommende 
Mr. PERKINS. Iwill state to the committee that this is the case 
of a man who has lost both limbs. He was pensioned and drew a pen- 
sion at the rate stated in this bill; but upon a false letter or communi- 
cation which was sent to the Pension Office his pension was suspended 
during the period covered by this bill. Upon the fact being brought 
to the attention of the office that this letter was a , he was of 
course reinstated, and is now drawing a of $72 a month; but 
the rate of pension during the of on in this case was but 
$32 a month, and the committee recommend that he be allowed at that 
rate. 


Mr. KILGORE. ‘That goes back to 1878. 

Mr, PERKINS, Yes; it covers from 1878 to 1882, the period during 
which his pension was suspended. 

Mr. KILGORE. How was it that they did not discover the fraud 
during those four years? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I have suggested, in 1878 a forged letter was 
sent to the Pension Office, and upon that this man’s pension was sus- 
pended. In 1882 the Pension Office became satisfied that the commu- 
nication was a forgery, and they of course reinstated him; but they did 
not pay him the pension to which he would have been entitled during 
the four years. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much are you asking for in this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Simply what he was deprived of during those four 
years. He had been pensioned theretolore, but during these four years 
his pension was suspended, and this bill simply proposes to give him 
what was unjustly withheld from him during that time. 

r. KILGORE. What were the allegations in the forged letter? 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not answer that. The committee do not 
state. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I would be inclined, without some further 
information upon the subject, to kick upon the passage of that bill. It 
is against the policy of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. No, this is not a case of arrears. It is true the bill 
is so entitled, but it is not a bill for arrears. It simply gives him the 
pension that ‘he was entitled to during those four years. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS] had better let this bill go over; and, so far as I am concerned, I 
shall be perfeetly willing to let him call it up at another time after we 
shall have had some opportunity for investigation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the gentleman that under the pres- 
ent practice of the Pension Office when a man has been unjustly de- 
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gm of his pension in this way and is reinstated, the pension to which 
was entitled during the period of suspension is allowed; but that 
Nei not the rule eight years ago. This bill was passed by the Senate 
unanimously. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will state to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] that recently I have had a similar experience in regard toa 
case in the district that I represent. The man was dropped from the 
‘roll and it took about fourteen months to get him reinstated, byt when 
he was reinstated they paid him what was due him for the period dur- 
ing which he was suspended. 

A MEMBER. That is the law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is the law now. 

Mr. PERKINS. At the time this man was dropped he was getting 
oniy $32 a month, and thatis the rateat which this bill proposes to pay 


Mr. KILGORE. But for four years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; for the period of the suspension. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN J. LOCKREY. 


Mr. PETERS (when his name was reached). I call up the bill (H. 
R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
e name of John J. Lockrey, late a private in Comees N O, Thirty-fourth New 
ersey Volunteer Infantry, and also a sailor on board the United States ship 
no, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The applicant enlisted as a private in Company C, Thirty-fourth New Jersey 
Volunteers, on April 11,1865, and was A 16, 1865, because of 
chronic iritis with conjunctivitis, as stated on the face of his discharge pa papers. 
The follo is also found on face of dise z “ Disability total at present,” 
The record also shows that soldier served in the United States Navy from Sep- 
tember, 1863, to October, 1864, when he was discharged by reason of expiration 
na supplied fore ion March 28, 1867, and August 23, 1881; clai 
e app Creatine pad n Mare p an im was re- 
iad p eag pika claimed that the loss of sight was the’ Bact of gonorrheal 
aiaa tA 


The oni ground for this s oneng is the hospital record. The records of the 
ur eneral’s Office sho: 
state Touey Lockre: „Thit -fourth New Jersey Volunteers, was admitted 
on transport Northern Light, obile, Ala., May 21,1865. No agian given, 
'and transferred May 331808 Was admitted to Sedgwick hospi! 
Greenville, La., May’: 23, 1865 (as John Seog p S with gonorrheal ophthalmis 


and chronic io diarrhea, and transferred . Wasadmitted on transport 
Northern re go MATAR 28, 1865, with gas Sich page and ey me June o. T365. 
‘Was admit eral hos) as AN, ear Bristol, Pa., June 6, 1885, as 


convalescent, and transfe: 7, 1855. Was ad admitted to Ward general hos- 
pital, Newark, N. J., July 7, Tee. pal chronic conjunctivitis and discharged the 
service August 16, 1865 (as of Company C); cause, chronic iritis with conjunctivi- 
tis; disability, total.” 

There is no evidence outside of this record showin 1 Aig disease, and conced- 
ing the record to be co: there is no evidence of” any kind showing that it 
Beir sr result of his own vicious habits, Aside from the record is incon- 

en 

The record shows that May 23, 1865, he = admitted to hospital with gonor- 
rheal ophthalmia and chronic diarrhea. wir dest 28, five days later, he was trans- 
ferred and admitted to another hospital with ophthalmia, and nine days later 
was admitted to another hospital as convalescent. Coe a eal ophthalmia is a 
Rape pra thy eco and itis hardly to be supposed that if a soldier was afflicted 

disease, a few days would eo change its symptoms that it would es- 
cape Ton r 0 or that he would have been reported convalescent so soon, 
n the other hand, the evidence of two of his comrades shows that he caught 
a severe coa is in his eyes and that this was the cause of the loss of the sight of 
the left oye ana . Hall testifies that he treated him from April to anes 
ye, for Aara ea eH Blackelee, examining surgeon at Neodesha, Kan 

‘une 30, 1881, reports: 

“Entire loss of left eye from iritis. I find no traces of gonorrhea, There is 
no stricture; rate, one-half.” 

The medical reviewer in the Pension Department says: 

“There are some facts in his case, chiefly the hequerk mention of iritisin con- 
nection with his eye trouble, that lead me to think that perhaps the disease and 
loss of eyes did not result from | prety 

This was et a pbloe by Medical Referee Dr. Campbell. 

- After a careful examination of all the evidence and circumstances in the case, 
your committee have come to the conclusion that the soldier is entitled to the 
relief sought, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

FLORIDA G. CASEY. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when the name of Mr. RANDALL was called). 
I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to call up a bill for the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], who made this request, say- 
ing that he was too ill to be here at evening sessions, I hope there 
will be no objection to extending this courtesy. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call up the bill (S. 1843) granting increase of 
pension to Florida G. Casey. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While personally I should be very glad to have 
this bill pass to-night, I understand that certain gentlemen here will 
object to it, because it proposes to increase the pension of an officer’s 
widow. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that the pre- 
vious question be ordered upon it and that the bill be acted on next 
Friday morning after the reading of the Journal. 


Mr. KILGORE. With the right to amend, 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the right to amend. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will there be any debate allowed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the arrangement proposed there would 
be thirty minutes for debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. As it is proposed that this bill shall come up on a 
Friday morning, ought there not to be some order as to when business 
on the Private Calendar shall be taken up so that there may be no 
conflict with that business? 

Mr. GALLINGER. This bill will not necessarily be caloa up at 


‘that time. It will not be allowed to interrupt the ordinary business 


ofthe House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will 
take care of it at the proper time. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the bill can be called up at any time; it will 
be privileged if the prdvious question is to be considered as ordered by 
the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take the same course as a great many 
other bills have taken, and we have had very little trouble with them. 
I think this will make no trouble. 

Ae hard wear aap If there be no objection, the order proposed will 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JAMES M’GOWAN, 

Mr. REED. I call up the bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James McGowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James MeGowan, lute a private ot 


Company H, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, and to fico hia during life _ 


a pension of $72 per month, in lieu of the one now received 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2764) 
granting an increase of pension to James McGowan, having considered the 
same, report as ee 
Beige. report of the Senate Committee on Pensions gives the following facts in 

“James McGowan was a private in H, Twentieth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers. He came out of the service Neer mor Yon and his disabilities have pro- 
gressed continuously. He was first pensioned at the rate of $2 per month, in. 
creased to $8, $24, and $50, his present rate. His condition is described thus: ' Ho 
weighs 95 pounds, has paralysis of the lower extremities, with great wasting; 
anchylosis of hip and knee joints; the hand can be carried to the mouth, but ib 
can not be raised to the top of his head; he can not stand, walk, or dress him- 
self; he is permanently E Dai casos and uires the constant aid and attendance 
of another person. no contest between the claimant and the Pension 
Office as to the extent es his disabilities nor the manner in which they were in- 
curred. The Commissioner's letter of transmission says: 

“ t He fs receiving $50 a month, which is the highest rate that can be granted 
him under existing laws. The law providing the rate of $72 a month for persons 
so permanently disabled as to require the attendance of another person, is only 
applicable to those who are receiving $50 a month at the time of its passage.’ 

The Doe bengal. er A EA ane asan examining board at Portland, Me., 
certify t he is perfectly helpless, and requires the constant attendance of an- 
other person. On the pas fot ty of this very positive statement, verified by the 
Pir me Office medical authority, the committee are of the opinion that the ex- 

iog iaw, fixing the rate of $72 per month, should apply #0 to just such conditions 
az this man exhibits, in view of which the bill was He ache 

There seems to be no controversy as to the utterly Ipless condition of this 

t, and your committee therefore report the bill back favorably and rec- 
ommend its passage, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY C, THOMPSON. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I desire to call up the bill (S. 3428) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby; au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the i eee laws, the name of Mary C. Thompson, widew of the 
late Dr. Fillmore eee of Hot Springs, Ark., who was chief guido! to the 
expedition of General Frederick Steele, during the spring of the r 1864, 
undertaken for the purpose of co-operating with General Banks, and who lost 
hislife by reason of exposure in said service, and to pay hera pension corre- 
sponding with the crate of captain. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Maer Pensions, to hon was referred the bill (S. 3428) 
granting a pension to M: C. Thompson, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave tooubentt the follow: ing report: 

The factsin the case a r fully in the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
United States Senate, which is as follows: 

“The petitioner is the widow of the late Dr. Fillmore Thompson, of Hot 
Springs, Ark., where, at the breaking out of the rebellion, he resided. He was 
a thorough and intense asthe pate po and rendered valuable assistance to many of 
the persecuted lo at pen e of that section, and by reason of which he endan- 
pa his own safety so at he wasobliged to seek protection within the Union 

ines at Little Rock, then occupied by General Steele. Hewasemployed 
by General Steele as chief guide and scout in his a neon to Camden in the 
spring of 1864, for the purpose of co-operating with General Banks in his Lou- 
isiana campaign, and continued to act as such until the final return of said ex- 
pedition to Little Rock, 


“Professor J. B. areir of the United States Military Academy at West 


Point, thus testifies et affidavit in regard to Dr. Thompson: 
“ ‘That as Caire enatneer officer he accompanied the march of the expedi- 
tion under Maj. Ge: Steele, which mared south in March, 1864, to co- 


operate with and, if possible. to effect a junction with the United States forces 
under command of Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, then moving toward Shreveport, 
on the Red River, in Louisiana. 

‘That during this and the return he was daily thrown in contact with 
the principal guide, one Dr. F. Thompson, a former resident of Hot Springs, 
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Ark., who had sought protection within the United States lines against violence 
ffom the inhabitants of that part of the State with which he was threatened by 
reason of his well-known Union feelings, 

“ ‘That from his personal knowledge he knows of the liar fitness of the 
said Thompson for the place of prince’ guide, and attributes largely the suc- 
cessful progress of the expedition, as south as it proceeded, to said Thomp- 
son's thorough knowledge of the roads, the crossing of streams, and the senti- 
ments and opinions of the inhabitants of that pen of the SOUNT 

“That the return march of the expedition, followed as it was by a victorious 
enemy, who received a severe check at Jenkin’s Ferry, was greatly sided by 
the said Thompson's intimate acquaintance with the roads and character of 
the neg É used and crossed by the Army in its retreat. 

“* That during this retreat 


fatigue and exposure. 

“*That shortly after the return of the expedition Dr. Thompson was taken 
sick and very soon thereafter died. 

“ “That the deponent understood at the time of said Thompson's death that it, 
as well as the sickness, was largely, if not entirely, caused by the fatigues an 
exposures that said Thompson undergone d g the time he accompanied 
the expedition as ite principal guide. 

“J, B. WHEELER.’ 


n, the result of fatigue, ex: re, and injuries received in this service. 
He left a widow and severst children. ~ 


“The bill is roported with an amendment striking out all after the word 
* pension,’ in the twelfth line, and inserting ‘corresponding with the grade of 

tain,’ and a recommendation that it do pass.” 

‘our committee believe the case to be a meritorious one, and to come within 
established ents, but respectfully decline to concur in the rate of pension 
fixed in the bill, and therefore return the same with the recommendation that 
itdo err} amended, however, by striking out all after the word “service,” in 
line 9, inserting therein instead the words ‘at the rate of §12 per month.” 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “service,” in line 9, and insert “atthe rate of $12 
per month,” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. From what committee does this report come? 

The CHAIRMAN, From the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I merely wish to call attention to the fact that 
the Committe on Inyalid Pension in other cases has positively refused 
to report in favor of granting pensions to who were not mus- 
tered into service. This Dr. Thompson seems never to have been mus- 
tered into the service, or to have been enrolled, or to have been in the 
service in any way whatever. I haye no particular objection to the 
action proposed in this instance, if the case is meritorious, but I have 
had one or two measures rejected by the same committee on the ground 
simply that the parties had never been mustered in or enrolled; there- 
fore I thought proper to call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole to the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). The Chair understands the rule 
to have been that where a wound has been received or disability in- 
curred in battle, it was considered equivalent to a muster. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the universal rule of our committee. 
If the soldier, even though he may not have been mustered in, has act- 
ually participated in battle and been wounded, we haye reported in 
favor of granting him a pension. p 

Mr. W GTON. From the rea of this report I do not un- 
derstand that this man was ever wounded anywhere. It seems that 
he died, according to the statement of the report, as the result of fa- 
tigue after a long and arduous march. ‘There is nota word in that re- 
port about any wound. I shall have to call a quorum on this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let the report be read again. 

The Clerk again read the report. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The re has been read all over again, and 
I can not find a word or line indicating that that man was ever in the 
service of the United States or was ever wounded. He was a sort of a 
guide through the woods in Arkansas. While I am not opposed to 
pay pensions to men deserving of them and who are entitled to them 
under the law, still I believe it to be my duty to object to the passage 
of this bill, and I am inclined to call a quorum upon it. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is idle after the gentleman’sstatement for me to 
say anything in behalf of the bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I merely want to save time. 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, I knowyou arevery patriotic, and youonly want 
to save time. In this case the civilian was employed by the officer in 
command of the army, because he was familiar with the country through 
which it was proposed to operate. He was employed as a guide and a 
scout. I believe no guide or scout ever became mustered into the 
Army. i 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Scouts were mustered into the Army. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not all of them, as I understand. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. All except bushwhackers. 

Mr. SAWYER. Were youthere? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No, I was not there. 

Mr. SAWYEB. You spoke so positively, I thought you were. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Let the bill go over for the present, and let us 
rise so we may pass the bills which have been laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that they do pass, 

Mr. YODER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 


the members were more or less sufferers from 


mittee of the Whole had had the 
had directed him to report back sundry bills to the House with various 
recommendations. T 


special order under consideration, and 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT, 


House bills of the following titles without amendment wereseverally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
they were accordingly read the third time, and s X 

A bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5780) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 

A bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders; 

A bill ie R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd; and 

A bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments reported to House bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Koch; 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to James Metcalf; 

A bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll; 

A bill GE R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; and 

A bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to I. T. Howze. (The title 
was amended to correspond. ) 


SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, were severally ordered toa third reading; and 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles Wagemann; 

A bill (8. pe granting a pension to Theodore Rauth; 

A bill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; and 

A bill (S. 2764) granting a pension to James McGowan. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments reported to Senate bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to a third 
reading, and accordingly read the third time, and were passed: 

A bill (8. 3063) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee; and 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Durfee. 

EMMA BIDDLE, 

The bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle 
was reported from the Committee of the Whole House with an amend- 
ment reducing the pension from $45 a month to $40. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Texas, on 
whose motion this ion was reduced from $45 to $40, now consents 
to let it remain at $45, and I therefore hope the amendment will be 
voted down. 

The amendment was d to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS TO BE VOTED ON UNDER THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. ‘ 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole House, the previous question was ordered on bills of the follow- 
ing titles, thirty minutes allowed for debate, and the right to amend: 

A bill (S. 1843) granting an increase of pension to Florida G, Casey; 


and 

A bill (S. 1757) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright 
MoFalls. 

Mr. YODER moved to reconsider-the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

And then, the hour of 10 o’clock p. m. having arrived, in accordance 
with previous order, the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: $ 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12481) for the relief of Daniel V. 
O'Leary—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth L. Snell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 12483) for the relief of James Q. 
Shirley and the estateof Francis De Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12484) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Foran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Certificate of Dr. J. B. Bailey in the case of 
John J. Gorham for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Memorial of J. H. Wallace and 39 other 
citizens of Attala County, Mississippi, in favor of pure food and pure 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of farmers of Sanilac County, Michi- 

n, for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Daniel W. Bartlett and others, of 
Essex, Mass., for a survey of Essex River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of farmers of East Bloomfield, N. 
Y., for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of Katharina Supple for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of farmers of Thorndike, Me., to pro- 
tect agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial ot the Board of Trade of Duluth, Minn., 
relative to the opening of the Sioux reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, favoring 
the opening of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Bluff, Kans., for the 
opening of the Indian Territory to all, or the exclusion of cattle syndi- 
cates—to the Committee on the Territories, 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BRYCE: Of 2,020 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. FORD: Of 238 citizens of Michigan. + 

By Mr. HAYES (by request): Of 10,747 citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of 2,349 citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Of G. Tarbell and 45 others, of Wisconsin. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of W. A. Robb and 53 others, citizens 
of Jamestown, Ohio. 

By Mr, ease of G. W. Butler and 21 others, citizens of 

iss 
Pr Eis SIERO Of John Kelley and 14 others, citizens of Eck- 
elson, 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): Of W. Peck and 51 others, citi- 
zens of Stafford, Conn. 

By Mr. LONG: Of E. N. Pratt and 57 others, citizens of Marshfield, 


Mass. 
a Br ME RICE: Of George H. Gamble and 26 others, citizens of St. 

‘aul ? Minn. 

By Mr. ot E. legit Of Alfred S. Roe and 21 others, citizens of 
Worcester, M: 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of R. P. Luther and 43 others, citizens of Iron 
Mountain, Mich. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of Elbert E. Brown and 235 others, citi- 
zens of Manchester, Vt. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 2, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF SCHOOLS, UTAH. 


e SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Íntėrior, transmitting the first annual report of the commissioner 
of schools for the Territory of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 


LOSS OF POST-OFFICE FUNDS, INDIANAPOLIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting papers in the claim of Aquilla Jones on 
account of the larceny of funds of the post-office at Indiana Ind., 
and recommending the of a bill auth the Postmaster- 
General to credit the postmaster for the amount lost; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


S. H, SENTENNE AND PAUL BOILEAU. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting correspondence relative to the claim of S. H. 
Sentenne and Paul Boileau, on account of work as engineer and fire- 

ent of Justice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, YORKTOWN, VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1365) for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the custom-house and post- 
office at Newport News, in the district of Yorktown, Virginia, and 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read twice, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM-YACHT NAUTILUS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3824) to provide 
an American register for the steam-yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
to license as a vessel of the United States the Canadian steam-yacht Nautilus, 
owned by Isaac J. Maccabe, of New York, an American citizen. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be,and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
proper and usual certificate issued to steam-yessels of the merchant perekara, with- 
out reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, a: nances 
were not constructed pursuant to the Jaws of the United States, ate were not 
constructed of iron stam pursuant to said Jaws; and the tests to be applied 
on the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be the 
same in all respects as to stren h and safety as are required in the inspection 
of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save that the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws ofthe United States, and are of unstam 
iron, shall not bean obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate, if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and safety. 

Mr. HERBERT. Is this likely to lead to any discussion? If so I 
will be compelled to object. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not think there will be any objection to the 
passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered toa third 
reading, and accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CUMMINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3830) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to authorize the Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to construct and operate a AWAY. through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes,” approved February 18, 1888; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent 
to consider that bill now. - It has been considered by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Itis only a short bill. Thecharter in this case has 
already been granted. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That section 1 of the act entitled An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Com pany to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, Sake! § == other purposes,” approved February y 15, 1888, 1888, be, 
and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 


“That the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company,a a created under 
and by virtue of the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and the same is cons 


invested and empowered: fa the right of locating, co: owning, 
ying, operating, using, and maintaining a railway and tel ph and re Pa p A 
ine sieh the Indian Territory, beginning a$ atar int on Red River (the south- 
dary line), at the bluff known as Rock „in the Indian y 
and running thence by the most feasible and cable route through the d 
Indian Territory to a point on the east boun: line, im: spec rene epee Bet 
, & branch line of rail- 


to the west boundary line of the State of Arkansas; also 

way to be constructed from the most suitable point on the said main line for ob- 
taining a feasible and practicable route ina tate or northwesterly direction 
to the coal veins of said Choctaw Coal and Railway Compan: pany, Tobuck- 
sey County, Choctaw Nation, and thence by ae angler en nae So racticable 
route to an intersection with the Atchison, Ti 6 Railway at 
the most convenient point between Halifax Station = Ear ‘Oreck, 

known as the north fork of the Canadian River; with the right to oain 
use, and maintain such tracks, turn-ou branches, and sidings and extensions 
as said company may deem it in their interest to construct along and upon the 
right of way and depot grounds herein provided for.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JURORS IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3640) to 
amend the laws in relation to the selection and service of jurors in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; which was read twice, re- 
ferred to the Committce on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA, ETC. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 185) to pro- 
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a for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, 
for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota, with House 
amendments d to by the Senate. 

Mr. SPRING. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon 
its amendments, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on 

Mr. HERBERT. Is this likely to lead to any discussion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will not. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill has reached a stage where it is privileged 
under the rules of the House. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was to. 


agreed 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on part of the House, Mr, | 


SPRINGER, Mr. BARNES, and Mr. BAKER of New York. 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
_ the Senate authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report 
. Of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual resolution for 


printing the xt of the health officer, and has been favorably re- 
rted by the House committee. I ask that the resolution be put upon 
ts 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Printer recip Pan Donate be ope i print 2500 extra ng) as mitaa 
of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 
350 for the use of the House, and 2,050 for the use of the said health officer of the 
District of Columbia, 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday morning the House, on request of 
the gentleman from Dakota, passed the bill (S. 3755) for the relief of 
Harriet Young, and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] en- 
tered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill passed. The 
gentleman desired to withdraw the motion, but objection was made 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The gentleman from 
Arkansas now asks consent to withdraw the motion, the tleman 
from Indiana having withdrawn his objection; and if there be no far- 
ther objection, the motion will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EVENING SESSION FOR BUSINESS OF INDIAN COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, asks unanimous consent that the 
order heretofore made, setting apart a day for the consideration of re- 
ports from that committee, be vacated, and that in lieu thereof Mon- 
day evening next and Wednesday evening next, from 7.30 o’clock until 
10.30, be ed to business from that committee, and that on the 
days named House shall take a recess at 5 o’clock for that 

Mr. DUNN. Does that mean on Monday at 5 o'clock to take a re- 
cess until half past 7? I will object to that, as on that day important 
l n will be under consideration. 

. PEEL. Iam willing to say 6 o’clock, if the House does not 
sooner adjourn. 

Mr. DUNN. Do not state the hour at which the recess shall take 

lace. 
> Mr. PEEL. Ihave no objection to that. Let it be that when the 
House take a recess on Monday it be until 7.30. 

Mr. DUNN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the ngo of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
(H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
_ tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying ae ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGE On that bill I reserve all points of order. 

GEORGE TURNER. 


Mr. HOUK. I desire to suspend the rules and discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the consideration of the bill which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk and put it upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4089) for the relief of Gcorge Turner. 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to George Turner, of Union County, Tennessee 


the sum of $2, in full on rendered and mone expended 
by him ia the military service E Bahad Beaton Auring the war ok thorebell- 


Mr. KILGORE. Regular 
I ices I hope the gentleman will withdraw that objection, 


order. 


ever was a meritorious case in this House this is one, and there 
will be no unanimous consent given on the other side if this bill is not 
taken up. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], from the 
Committee on Military asks unanimous consent to withdraw 


from the files of the House certain papers and maps in relation to Rock 
Island bridge for the purpose of having them transmitted to the Sen- 
ate. If there be no objection, that order will be made, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House resolve itself into Gom- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the naval a; riation bill. 

The SP R. That motion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 


On yesterday it was ordered by the House that the 
report on what is known as the Nicaragua Canal bill should 
be printed in the RECORD. I find upon è it and com: it 
with the manuscript which is presented to the House that there are 
several mistakes in it, and I ask leave that it be reprinted in to-mor- 
row’s RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the corrected report will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report and accompanying statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the nig, errs votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of N: having met, after full and conference have 
agaes to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
the Senate recede from its t to the amendment of the House 

sys mt and th ples besa Aer aan 

the following: ‘‘ May issue stock to the amount of the just value of such estate, 
property, and rights, and for work and labor done or materials ed in the 
execution of the work of constructing said ship-canal ; and the stock issued for 
shall be deemed paid-up stock an 


these p d shall not be liable to any fur- 
ther calls or assessments ;” and the House agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its ent to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the th amendments as follows: 


same 

In line 2, after the word “any,” insert the word “ pecuniary.” 

In line 7, strike out the words “ or otherwise." 

In lines $, 10, and 11 strike out all after the words “ United States,” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from ie Sieneroemens to the amendment of the House 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all the words proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ All shares, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company 
may issue to raise the corporate capital shall be executed and issued at tho 
principal office in the city of New York.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its d: 
numbered 4, and agree to the same wi 
fan ul words proposed to be inserted 


ent to the amendment of the House 
an amendment as follows: Strike out 


and insert in lieu thereof: 


id company; and 
there shall at least $1,000,000 in money P ex 
treasury of said sone ee one year from the passage of this act; and said 
company is hereby prohibited from returning or repaying ho From of the money 
so paid. No of the capital stock paid in shall stany Uy o withdrawn er. 
returned to the stockholders, or in any manner diverted the proper uses 
of the corporation. Any violation of the provisions of this section shall subject 
the charter to forfeiture.” é 

And the House agree to the same, 

lala stew Frente recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
num 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: tut 
ing for the words proposed to be stricken out and the words proposed to be in» 
serted the following: 

“And the majority of whom shall be citizens and residents ofthe United States.” 

And the House agree to the same, 

That bow asia recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 7, 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the Senate recede from its ent to theamendment of the House 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with amendments as follews: Line3, after 
the word “ verified,” insert the words “on oath;” line 5, after the word "any,” 
insert the word “ willfally;" and the House to the same, 

That ab ie ee recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the House 
num 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 11, 12, and 13. 

That the Senate recede from its d tto theamendment of the House 
numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all the words proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof ed following: 

‘This act shall expire and be of no force or effect at the end 
unless the construction of said canal shall be commenced and prosecu 
good faith within that time.” 

And the House agree to the same, 


MART S L. Y, 
CHAS. ‘OME 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN 
Rit F. i 
O. T. MORGAN, 


é Managers on the part of the Senate, 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1427 . 


STATEMENT OF THE HOUSE CONFEREES. 


The conferees on the part of the House beg leave to submit the following 
statement: 


out 
part of the House amendment providing that bonds, and other securities 
shall be issued at the principal office in the city of New York, and further, that 
- the stocks ds or othe: cash only, and sub- 
stituting therefor the words: 


“May issue stock to the amountof the just value of such estate, resinesty. and 
execution of 


or assessments, j 
Theeffect of this amendment as proposed is to authorize the issuance of stock 
in the construction of the canal and for 


greement to amendment numbered 2, which provides that 
in this act OS MEDE to peso the — 
States to any liability whatever for or on account said com: , ete., the 
nate conferees also recede, with the follo amendments: Bators: the word 


“Hability,” in line71 of the printed bill, insert the word “‘ peeun! a andafter 
the w ne ere strike out the words “or otherwise ;” and strike out 
the proviso in 79 to SÌ usive, 


first two verbal amendments pepon by the Senate conferees, and 

to by the conferees on the part of the House, do not change in any wise 

the amendment as adopted, but ‘haps, the intention 

of the Wane make OEI Shan ts Sd oxacauied ta the The striking 

part of the amendmentrelieve the company of the 

necessity of iting on orey bond, on every contract, and on every certificate 
of stock, and on any other obligation the words of the amendment. 

‘The Senate conferees recede from their 


and 

that stocks, bonds, certificates, 

securities which the company may issue to raise the corporate capital shall be 

executed and issued at the principal office in the city of New York.” 
From their ne the 


shall be issued till at least 10 cent. of 
= and such og 


d for in money company; 
600 in money paid on such subscri; tions into 

one year from the passage of acis aaa 
or repaying an e 

in shall Šp ne with- 


tho corporation. Any 
this charter to forfeiture.” 5 
of this is to require 10 per cent. of all certificates of stock issued for 
cash to be deposited in the treasury of said company, and to leave it in the 
power of the owners of the stock so issued to the same; and further to 
require at least the sum of $1,000,000 to be deposited within twelve months in 
the treasury of the com; z 

Amendment numbered 5 , E EEE change in the numbering of the sections, 
to which the Senate agrees. 

The Senate conferees recede from their disagreement to the amendment of 
mar ga igen at ead oak aa resin E ido ym Bee eee 
ors shall be citizens of the United States or of Nicaragua, and a majority of 
such directors shall be citizens and residents of the United .? and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words “‘a majority of whom shall be citizens and resi- 
dents of the United States.” 

The Senate conferees recede from their disagreement to amendment num- 
bered 7, which requires the vice-president to be a citizen and resident of the 


United States. 

The conferees on the of the House recede from the House amendment 
numbered 8, which es that no of concessions heretofore or here- 
after by the Nicaraguan and Rican Governments shall be made 
until consent of the Government of the United States shall be firat given 


The Senate conferees recede from their it toamendment numbered 
9, with two amendments, ono inserting in e 8 of the printed bill, after the 
word “verified,” the Ge uire the 


words “on oath,” the effect of which is to ver- 

ification of the annual rt to be made to the of the or to be 

under eath; the second, in Hne 6 of the bill, re the word ** false,” 

the word “ willfully,” which is of the offense by the House 
10 relates cha 


Amendment numbered toa ae erage aE pm Paty Tera TH 

From the eleventh amendment, which declares that the United States shall 
not be held pecuniarily liable for the acts or contracts of the company, the House 
conferees recede, the substance of such being embodied in amend- 
ment numbered 2. 

‘The House conferees recede from amendment numbered 12, which provides 
‘that nothing herein shall be construed to estop this Government from asserting 
at any time any rights or powers that may now exist by virtue of the laws of na- 

that be with respect to 


Er a mp Smarter | this 

ers assigns," leaving in the words “ Congress at all times 
ve the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act, when in its judgment the 

pano goan Sey io require.” 
rom their 


disagreement to the fourteenth amendment, which that 
the construction of said shali be commenced in faith within 
three years, the Senate conferees recede, with an amendment prov: that 
said canal shall be commenced in good faith within three years, and that in 
default thereof this act shall be null and void. 
MARTIN L. Y. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


AOOO carers resentatives to the bill (S. 3135) grantingan 
increase to a Fn ha ee ee A hen 


, aga å , have 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


H follows: 
that That tho ouse recede from its amendment, 


A. M. BLISS, 

R. R. BUTLER, 

MILTON DE LANO, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

©. K. DAVIS, 

D. TU Š 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The accompanying statement is as follows: 


The House by its amendment to this bill reduced the amount of pension from 
to $40 a month, to which the Senate disagreed. ‘The effect of the conference 
report is to recede from the amendment. 
R. R. BUTLER, 


A. M, BLISS, 
MILTON DELANO, - 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


; , ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
moves to dispense with the hour for the call of committees for reports, 
and pending the motion asks that unanimous consent be given to all 
gen emen having reports of committees to file to present them to the 

erk. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and 
it isso ordered. The question, then, is on dispensing with the hour 
for reports. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
fe ene penn rere MOL By hen handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


BRIDGE BETWEEN LOUISVILLE, KY., AND JEFFERSONVILLE, IND. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably joint resolution (H. Res. 256) concerning the construction of a 
bridge between Louisville, Ky., and Jeffersonville, Ind.; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF COURT, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 3786) to change the date of the com- 
mencement of the March terms of the district court for the southern 
district of Georgia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ZOOLOGICAL PARK IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R, 11810) for the establishment of 
2 zoological park in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF LOT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA., 

Mr. DIBBLE also, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2539) to authorize and 
direct the of part of a lot adjoining the Senate stables for 
their ventilation, and for other p ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET KENNEDY. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12398) to authorize the payment to Margaret 
Kennedy for wood used in the erection of Fort Sedgwick; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. KRIDLER. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9217) to increase the of Charles W. 
Kridler; which was referred to the Committee ef the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
to be printed. 

FEDOLIN BUCKWELLER. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11790) ting a ion to Fedolin 
Buckweller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ALTOONA, PA. 
Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 1318) for the erection of a 
public building at Altoona, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee 
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of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 1794 for the same purpose was reported back with a 
recommendation that it be laid on the table, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PAWTUCKET, R. I. 

Mr. SOWDEN also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 164) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Pawtucket, R. I.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
witb the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. lt, 8654 for the same purpose was reported back with a 
recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

WILLIAM N. POTTS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12486) for the relief of William N. Potts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HALLIBURTON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12487) for the relief of William Halliburton, 
administrator of James Furlong, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN W. M’KNIGHT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H, R. 12488) for the relief of John W. McKnight, sur- 
viving partner of Mareus Cook & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by 
jury in the police court of the District, of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which .was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC ORDER DURING INAUGURATION, 1889. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3869) to secure the mainte- 
nance of public order during the inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11693) to amend sec- 
tion 555, Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endlar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12009) to provide for keeping open the Potomac River; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of consid- 
ering the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the motion dispense with the morning 
hour for the consideration of bills reported by committees ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion has not been made, and it can not be 
made under the rules; but under the rules it is in order before that 
hour to morve to go into Committee of the Whole to consider general 
appropriation bills. If that motion is not agreed to, the hour for the 
consideration of bills will follow. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCOREARY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill ee R. 12329) making ry ne Cinmeptn for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, in explaining the provisions of the 
pending bill I deem it proper wth i back Rosner al and speak of the 
appropriations that have been e for the last four years, of the pur- 
poses the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Congress have had in view, 
and of what has been accomplished, and I shall endeavor at the same 
time to give the committee some information, which I am sure is desired 
at the present time, as to the condition of the Navy. The committee 
will remember that four years ago a change was made in the rules by 
which jurisdiction over these appropriations was for the first time given 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘This is the fourth bill appropriat- 
ing money for the naval service reported by your committee. 

The estimates sent in by the Department for the present year for the 
purposes embraced in this bill aggregate, in round numbers, $27,767,- 
000. This bill, asit is reported, contains appropriations amounting to 
$19,908,000. ‘The amount appropriated for the current year was $19,- 
942,000. The appropriations for the naval service all together, includ-" 
ing public works and increase of the Navy, for the four years preceding 
this haveaveraged little less than $20,000,000, and this bill carries about 
the same amount. It will be remembered that up to the time when 
jurisdiction over this bill was conferred upon the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, all appropriations for public works for the use of the Navy 
Department were contained in the sundry civil bill, just as at the 
present time appropriations for public works for the use of other De- 
partments are carried in that bill. 

But in 1886 this committee took charge under the new rules of ap- 
propriations for all public works necessary for the use of the Navy; 
that is to say, for public buildings and other works in the navy-yards, 
docks, the Naval Observatory, and allsuch matters. The sums needed 
for these purposes from that time to this we have included in the bill 
making annual appropriations for the naval service. To make any 
comparison, therefore, of the annual appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice during the four years since the Naval Committee took jurisdiction 
with those made for the four preceding years we must omit public 
works, We must also exclude from both periods all sums voted for 
increase of the Navy, as these are admittedly much larger during the 
latter four years. Excluding all items of both these classes and esti- 


1884 
1885 
1586. 


51, 627, 887, 23 


55, 046, 156. 75 

Showing an average for the former period of $13,761,539.18; for the 
latter of $12, 906,971.80. 

After your committee had had time to thoroughly investigate the 


question we found that our navy-yards were in a bad condition. They 
were much in need of repairs; many buildings were leaky, needed paint 
and repairs generally; so that we thoughtit necessary, in order to properly 
preserve and put in good condition the large amount of property owned 
by the Government in the several navy-yards, ragebey Ais ly increase 
the appropriation coming under the head of ‘* Repairs and preservation 
at navy-yards.’? Accordingly, in the second bill reported by your com- 
mittee (containing the appropriations for the year expiring June 30, 
1888), although only $125,000 had been appropriated for the preceding 
year, we recommended an apropriation of $450,000 for that purpose. 
For the next year we appropriated $300,000. ‘The expenditure of these 
sums has very much improved the condition of the navy-yards gener- 
ally, so that now, in the opinion of the committee, $225,000, the amount 
carried in the present bill for this purpose, will be amply sufficient 
mm aeea in connection with other special appropriations carried in 

e bill. 

We have a large number of navy-yards, perhaps more on the Atlantic 
coast and adjacent to it than are really needed by the Government, cer- 
tainly more than are necessary in ordinary times. 

There are extensive yards at Portsmouth, Boston, Brooklyn, League 
Island, and Norfolk, not counting New London, Conn., yet nowhere 
had the Government, in 1886, a single dock that could accommodate 
a modern first-class vessel of war, except an uncompleted stone dock 
at Mare Island. The bill contains $80,000 to finish that dock, the 
amount estimated to be necessary. We have heretofore (in the laws 
for 1888 and 1889) provided for three other docks, appropriating in 
full the money required. Perhaps I can best give to the gentlemen 
who are interested at all in this question an idea of what has been 
ian mai by taking up these navy-yards one by one as we come to 

em, 

In the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., not Mgt much has be 
done besides general repairs, but we recommend in this bill $35,000. 
complete sick-quarters there. Two years ago we-made an appropria- 
tion of $50,C00 for a naval hospital on Widows Island off the coast of 
Maine. That hospital has been completed within the amount of the 
appropriation. It was much needed, especially for quarantine pur- 

and we are informed that it is now in very ble condition 
and will be of great use. 7 

Coming down to the Boston navy-yard, we include in this bill some 
$28,000 for officers’ quarters there. Heretofore we bave appropriated 
for minor improvements at that navy- , but, on the whole, not @ 
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t deal has been accomplished or attempted there. The yard has 

m put in charge of, and is occupied now solely by, the Bureau of 

Equipment and Recruiting. All the business of this bureau, such as 

the manufacture and repair of cables, chains, galleys, ropes, sails, etc., 

is done in that navy-yard, and, except the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 

which exercises a sort of general superintendence over all the yards, 
no other bureau is doing anything to-day at Boston. 

We next come to the Brooklyn navy-yard. That has always been 
considered in the pastas, and always must be, one of our most important 
yards. We have appropriated all the money necessary to put that 

ard in condition to build first-class modern vessels. In previous 
bills we gaye the full amount estimated by the-Bureau of Construction 
and Repair to be necessary for that purpose. But it appears that the 
amount was not sufficient; and~ve put in this bill an additional sum of 
$50,000 tfor that purpose. Then we have authorized the construction 
there of a dock, first class in every respect. All the money for it has 
_ been heretofore appropriated, and the dock is now well on the way to- 
wards completion. 

We have also authorized and appropriated for a railroad throughout 
thatyard; for the repair of barracks specially; for the improvement of 
Whitney basin, the cob-dock there, and for electric lights, and other 

urposes. ‘The Maine, an armored vessel of 6,648 tons displacement, 
is being builtat this yard, and very considerable progress has been made 
in its construction. 

Coming down to League Island navy-yard at Philadelphia, we have 
appropriated for a dock there the full amount necessary to complete it. 
There has heretofore been considerable question whether anything at all 
ought tobe done with that League Island navy-yard. The committee 
has considered this question very y; and we are unanimous in 
recommending the appropriation ofthe very considerable sum carried in 
this bill for further improvementin that yard. One great desideratum 
for a modern vessel is fresh water. At the Philadelphia nayy-yard we 
have fresh water; and in that iron or steel vessels will last nobody can 
tellhow long. The Michigan, the first iron ship, I believe, ever. built, 
was constructed in 1846, forty-three yearsago. That vesselisupon the 
Lakes to-day; and I am told by an officer, a reliable gentleman, who ex- 
amined this vessel a few years ago, that itis as good to-day as when 
first built. : : 

Coming down next to Norfolk we have also put that navy-yard in con- 
dition to build first-class modern ships; I mean the hulls of ships. We 
have appropriated for a railroad throughout that yard and for electric 
lights, as we have at the Brooklyn yard. We have alsoappropriations 
there for building new marine barracks. Fifteen thousand dollars is 
included in this bill, which, together with the amount heretofore ap- 
propriated, will complete those barracks. The building of the Texas, 
an armored vessel of 6,300 tons, has been commenced at this yard. 
The construction of the shops and other ship-building plant is pro- 
gressing favorably, and to complete this plant the pending bill carries 
an additional $50,000 estimated to be necessary. wpa 

I do not stop to go into minor details, but am simply seeking to give 
to those who do me the honor to listen an idea of the present condition of 
ournayy-yards. Weneed—and the committee is unanimous on this sub- 
ject—a first-class yard somewhere on the Gulf.. At the last session of 
Congress an appropriation was made for a commission to investigate that 
question—whether the navy-yard at Pensacola ought to be improved, 
whether it ought to be moved farther up the bay, or whether a yard for 
the Gulf region ought to be somewhere else. Full power to examine 
this whole question is given to the commission, but they are to give 
simply their opinion as to what is the most eligible site, under all the 
circumstances, for a navy-yard. ; 

Then, upon the Pacific coast, we have put in condition to complete 
the hull of modern vessels, the navy-yard at Mare Island; that is to 
say we haveappropriated all the money necessary, and satisfactory prog- 
ress is being made in erecting the plant. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the gentleman passes from the proposed new 
navy-yard or the Gulf, I wish to ask him whether the report of that 
commission is to be made to Congress? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is to be made to the Secretary of the Navy, ac- 
cording to my recollection. 

Mr. ADAMS. And will the Secretary thereupon haye authority to 
establish that yard ? 

Mr. HERBERT. No sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. Only Congress can do that? 

Mr. HERBERT. . Only Congress. 

ý Mr. ADAMS. And therefore you do not now make an appropria- 
ion. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the reason. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to have the gentleman state when it 
it is probable that the commission will report—whether during the 
next fiscal year? 

Mr. HERBERT. I think they will report during the current fiscal 
year. The commission has been appointed, but has not yet proceeded 
to the Gulf. In consequence of the prevalence of yellow fever in that 
locality last fall, the commission was not appointed earlier. - 

salep Wl for that wry gard Baleara aiy ga Sade 
propriating in or navy-yard might de upon whether 
the commission has authority to determine the location. = 


Mr, HERBERT. The commission has no authority to determine 
that question finally; that will rest with Con 

Mr. DAVIDSON. of Florida, Can the gentleman state when that 
commission will probably go to the Gulf? 

Mr. HERBERT. They will go very soon. The members of the 
commission have been appointed and will go to their field of investi- 
gation during the present month, according to my information. 

Now, I was psig Se the navy-yard at Mare Island. That is one 
of the best yards we have—one of the best situated—in a safe posi- 
tion, or at least relatively safe, being situated several miles back from 
the bay of San Francisco, and it can be easily defended. We revo 
heretofore appropriated all the money necessary for the plant to enabl 
the hulls of first-class ships of war to be constructed there. We have 
also in this bill quite a sum for extending the sea-wall, and there 
are a great many other minor appropriations to which I will not stop 
to allude. The stone dock there, as I stated in the outset, is a first- 
ciag dock, and all the money necessary to complete it is carried in this 
bill, 
Now, it will be observed from what I have stated that the commit- 
tee has not heretofore recommended, and does not now recommend, any 
appropriation for the purpose of erecting the plant necessary to build 
modern steam-engines and machinery, outright and complete, in the 
navy-yards of the Government. 

When the committee began to examine this question in 1886, I believe 
we reached the conclusion unanimously that we ought not to construct 
our engines in Government workshops. There is in this country quite 
a number of engine-builders. The Americans have shown great in- 
genuity and skill in this direction; their railroad engines especially are 
noted throughout the world; and, as the committee anticipated, there 
has been quite a great deal of competition among bidders for the con- 
struction of engines for our new vessels. So far results have amply 
vindicated, as I will attempt to show further on in my remarks, the 
wisdom of the conclusion arrived at by the committee that the engines 
ought generally to be built by contract and not by the Government, 
because it can be done better and cheaper. 

At the same time it is necessary always to keep a sufficient plant at 
our navy-yards to do our own repairing. It has been found absolutely 
impracticable to have repairing done by contract outside. It isalways 
difficult—in fact, it is frequently impossible—to estimate the amount 
and value of work of this kind that may be found necessary to be done 
when a vessel is overhauled and the machinery is to be repaired. The 
Government therefore, for this and many other reasons, must have 
suficient plant to do its own repairs in its own yards. 

I have given to the committee a brief statement of the general con- 
dition of our navy-yards. I have said it appears we have more yards 
on the Atlantic coast than’ was absolutely necessary to put and keep 
the Navy in a first-class condition all the time. That is especially 
the case because of the peculiar under which our Navy Depart- 
ment is organized. We have eight bureaus, with authority distributed 
amongst all these bureaus, and each one of them is independent of the 
others, with no superior authority except the Secretary of the Navy. 

Out of this condition of affairs have arisen evils which have attracted 
the attention of nearly wag Iran who hasconsidered this question. Ad- 
miral Porter, in his naval history of the late war, began by saying that 
one of the difficulties under which the Government was laboring when 
that war commenced was this complex system existing in the Navy De- 
partment itself; and in the report he made to the Secretary of the Navy 
in 1885 he strongly recommends the abolition of some of these bureaus. 
He also stated, in effect, what I believe to be true, that practically all 
the line officers of the Navy favored the reorganization of the Navy De- 
partment and the consolidation under one head of all power over the 
argy of ships, their engines and machinery, and their equip- 
men 

Secretary Chandler, who preceded Secretary Whitney, saw this same 
difficulty, and in order,to decide what ought to be done in that matter 
appointed a board consisting of two officers and one civilian, which was 

ed the Luce board. This board made athorough examination of all 
the navy-yards of the United States and of the systems under which 
they were operating, and reported very strongly in favor of some re- 
organization. I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read 
some extracts from that report, made by that board, at the head of 
which was that distinguished and accomplished officer, Admiral Luce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To a proper understanding of the subject, it should be stated that the present 
wasteful extravagance in employing so great an excess of non-producers, and 
the inefficient system of doing business which has for years past been steadily 
increasing in our navy-yards, are but the natural outgrowth of the constitution 
oe rit Apai eR u of a atA a eee natn me paranoia E rear 
na ra’ 
ensbillahments; little princi lities, as tren, each owing allegiance to itsown 
sovereign, the chief of the bureau to which it belon e heads of depart- 


ments of a navy-yard have extensive and i e duties and a]: 
ronago; and are naturally jealous of the interference of any one but their òwn 


iets. 
Thus each depariment has been gradually building itself up so as to be in 
pendent of all other departments, and is constantly Pear eri to do al its o 


reepareners ae 

business. an illustration, we take from official “ schedule of vien (Form 
9) of civil engineer’s office the following ratings: Boiler-makers, boiler- 
helpers, calkers, coopers, cabinet-makers, core-makers, ship-joiners, ship-care 
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n machinists’ helpers, mol and ern- 
peopel ra A RSE anes cok 
Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, after that repară Secretary 
Chandler himself recommended such a reorganization of the Navy De- 
partment as would place the construction of the hull of a vessel, its 
engines, machinery, and its equipments, under one supervision. The 
nt Secretary of the Navy (Mr. Whitney) recommended strongly to 
fhe Forty-ninth Congress a bill effectuating this purpose. That was 
one of the principal objects of the bill he sent in to the House Committee 
on Naval Affairs. Itmet with violent opposition in the committee, as 
every bill is apt to do, however necessary as a publie measure, if it pro- 
poses to remove any official personage of importance. Some modifica- 
tions of the bill which did not defeat its main purposes were suggested 
by the debate and the evidence before the committee. They were in- 
tended to remove some of the objections that were urged. The Secre- 
tary assented to the changes, and in its modified form the bill was re- 
ported by a large majority of the committee. 

We were not upon party lines when it was reported. All the Dem- 
ocrats but one, and two Republicans, of the committee favored the bill. 
But, unfortunately, as I think, at least, when that bill came before the 
House we did divide almost on party lines, and so fierce was the oppo- 
sition to the: of the bill that no further attempt was made to 
effect that legislation in either the Forty-ninth or in this the Fiftieth 
Congress. Secretary Whitney, however, set to work to accomplish 
without legislation what he could in that direction, and so he consoli- 
dated the locale, the work of twoof the Department bureaus. Innearly 
all of the navy-yards of the country in which any work of any con- 
sequence had been done each of the eight bureaus, as shown by this 

of Admiral Luce, had its own separate establishment, its own 
employés and noes. 

In order to remedy that as faras possible the Secretary concentrated 
all the work of the Equipment Bureau in one navy-yard, which, as I 
have said, was established at Boston. He then concentrated all the 
work of the Ordnance Department. Instead of having it scattered 
throughout the several different yards he put it all in one yard, and 
located it at Washington. It was not necessary to appropriate any 
very large amount to give a plant to the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting, but the construction of modern guns is a very expensive proc- 
ess, and soit became necessary to make very considerable appropriations 
to enable theSecretary of the Navy to establish at Washington, and in 
the navy-yard here, a plant for the construction of first-class modern 
guns. At first we eg eps $1,000,000 for this plant, the amount 
estimated for. That proven i i and now this bill carries 
$625,000 more. The intention isto have a plant here equal, if not su- 
perior, to the works of Snyder at Creusot, in France, or Krupp at Essen, 
in Germany. The first bids forsome of the tools were all deemed by 
the Department as extravagant, and so the Secretary rejected them, 
Other offerings are being made. The work of preparing for the new 
plant at the yard is progressing satisfactorily. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, by those who read the repor? 
at that time, that the Secretary of the Navystated in his report, trans- 


mitted by the President to us at the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- | à 


gress, that there was one of two plans which might be adopted in the 
attempt then being made to rehabilitate the Navy. One was to buy 
such things as were not manufactured here, and the adoption 
of that course would enable us much more rapidly to build up the Navy. 
The other plan was to domesticate in this country the industries nec- 
essary to make us independent of the world inthatregard. If the lat- 
ter course should be the one adopted, he said it would delay greatly the 
construction of the Navy, but his estimate was that at the end of five 
years we would find ourselves absolutely independent of the whole 
world. Co after a very full and thorough discussion of the whole 
subject chose to adopt the latter course, and so the reconstruction of 
our Navy has been thereby somewhat delayed, especially in this mat- 
ter of heavy ordnance. In the spring of 1885 and up to 1886 we had 
no plant in this country anywhere, whether private or governmental, 
that could furnish the forgings for heavy guns; but the Midvale Works 
near Philadelphia were ing forgings for 6-inch guns, and finally 
produced material for 8-inch guns, but have gone no further. 

Armor then could not be manufactured in this country. To produce 
first-class armor and forgings for heavy guns, equal to the best that can 
be made in those great establishments that have grown up abroad year 
by year in answer to the heavy demands made upon them, is an expens- 
ive und It requires a costly plant, so that after the passage 
of the first bill, appropriating three and a half million of dollars toward 
the construction of the new Navy, and only that amount, theSecretary 
was unable to establish in this country—to “‘domesticate”’ here, to use 
his own language—the industries necessary to furnish the armor plates 
and manufacture the forgings, and it was only after we the sec- 
ond bill for the increase of the Navy, the law of 3, 1887, con- 
taining very large appropriations, that he was enabled to make a con- 
tract, as he did on June 1, 1887, with the Bethlehem Works, of Penn- 
sylvania, for manufacturing first-class and armor. 

The ed with great care and commendable caution. 


Secretary proceede: P 
He had, it is true, the investigations theretofore made as a guide. 
There had been the reports of two committees, one of the House, the 


| 

Randall report, and one of the Senate, the Hawley report, op the sub- 
ject; there had also been made a report upon. fortifications by a joint 
board composed of army and naval officers. In addition he had the 
information furnished by the accomplished naval officers who are at-: 
tachés at Paris and London, of Seam 3 who conduct our intelligence office 
here, and of others who had ea special study of the subject; 
the Secretary utilized every source of information he had. en we 
made the large appropriation in 1887 this enabled him to make the 
contracts under which the Bethlehem Company agreed to furnish fi 
ings for seventy-nine large guns. The con’ specifies that these 
to go all the way from 6 inches up to 12 inches, and the plant is to be 
sufficient hereafter to furnish even 16-inch guns, about as large as are 
made anywhere in the world. Deliveries under this contract are to 
begin February 1, 1891, and are to be completed November 1, 1891. 

There was also a contract for all the armor of the Puritan, Amphi- 
trite, Monadnock, Terror, Maine, and Texas, deliveries beginning on! 
the ist of February, 1891, and running along at the rate of 300 tons 
per month, till December 1, 1891, when the last delivery is to be made. | 
In its preparations to fulfill this contract the Bethlehem Company is) 
making good progress; in fact, it will probably anticipate both, cer- 
tainly one, of the contracts as to the time of delivery. In the next 
month, March, it will commence delivering the forgings, 

Mr. ADAMS. Forgings for what? ‘ 

Mr. HERBERT. Forgingsfortheguns, Thearmorandarmor plates 
they will not be enabled to deliver so soon. i 

Mr. ADAMS. Atwhat rateare these forgings to be delivered for the 
guns? How rapidly, and how much of an appropriation is embodied 
in the bill for that purpose? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is expected that they will be able to deliver the 
forgings in accordance with the terms of the contract, and it is stated in 
the report which the gentleman now holds in his 


I do not remember. . 

Mr. ADAMS. How much during the next fiscal year? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not remember the exact number during the 
fiscal year, but deliveries are to be scattered along through that period 
of time, running from the 1st of February next down to the 1st of No- 
vember, 1891, and they will all be anticipated by several months. 

- Mr. ADAMS, And the appropriations were put in the last bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. The appropriations were made heretofore. 

Mr. ADAMS. And none in this bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. There is a further appropriation here 
for ordnance, but for the forgings for these seventy-nine guns already 
contracted for no more money is needed. 

There is now, I will state to the gentleman, unexpended of the a 
propriation made for armor and armament $6,726,440. 
addition to that we appropriate in the present bill $1,600,000 for armor 
and armament, and the $625,000 more for the completion of the ord- 
nance shop at the Washington navy-yard. This is all the Department 


esires. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. Atthe time I was interrupted I was about to say we 
are making rather slow progress in the manufactureof guns, We have 
already manufactured several guns at the Washington navy-yard which 
are first class in every res iach, E oeh AnA 1000s Game. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman object to a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. No. 

Mr. ADAMS, I see that the Department estimates $4,000,000 for 
the next fiscal year for this very purpose. How do they come to ask 
so much during the next year if they have so large an amount 


unexpended ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Iwill state to the gentleman thatif he is, as I be- 
lieve he is, somewhat familiar with appropriation bills, he must know 
that all the officers of this Government, civil as well as military, gen- 
erally make the estimates very much larger than is really necessary. 
We have not appropriated heretofore in any year as much as was called 
for; and now I have this letter from the Secretary of the Navy, dated 
January 12, summing up the situation of previous votes for armor and 
armament, in which he says: 
ge eb E oes oe ae 


a an 
anå armament and the $05,000 increase etion of theordnanceshop 
at the Washington navy-yard it would be all the ent desire, 


We have put in the bill for armor and armament a million six hun- 
dred thousand, and in addition to that $625,000 for ordnance plant. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was saying when interrupted by this question, 
about which I do not complain, for I desire to answer ques if gen- 
tlemen will confine them to the subject-matter about which I am speak- 
ing at the time—at that time I was saying, or about to say, we are 
making rather slow progress in the manufacture of 

There have been assembled and finished at the navy- 
yard three 10-inch, eight 8-inch, nineteen 6-inch, and two 5-inch gas. 
Now, Mr. , these guns on trial have demonstrated by 
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initial velocity that they are equal at least to any guns anywhere in 
the world. 

As to vessels we are making better progress. In fact, it seems gen- 
erally to be the case throughout the world that it is more difficult, or 
rather that it takes more time to manufacture modern ordnance than 
to build modern vessels, at least that contractors oftener fail to come 
to time. Complaint is frequently made in England of these delays, as 
I observe in the discussion of this question in the British Parliament. 
In the mannfacture of ordnance they have several private firms there 
engaged in helping the government, yet they are often behind with 
ordnance and ships are frequently kept waiting for their guns. We 
now not only havethis plant established in the Washington navy-yard, 
but we are manufacturing 6-inch guns at the South Boston works and 
also at the West Point foundry. It has been found heretofore, accord- 
ing to the calculations furnished us by the Ordnance Department, that 
the guns made by the Government are rather cheaper than those we 
get by contract, which, gentlemen will admit, is an anomaly, but so 
the case is as I getit, But we ought to have guns manufactured not 
only by the Government but also by private individuals or private 
firms—first, that there may be competition between Government and 
private work, and secondly, that we may have more sources of supply 
to look to in case war should threaten. 

Now, when we come to the construction of ships, we have in our 
new Navy of unarmored vesselstwenty-one. This count includes the 
Roach cruisers, the cruisers laid down by Secretary Whitney, and those 
authorized in the act of September 7, 1888, which latter have not yet 
been planned, inaking twenty-one in all, but it does not include the 
two A rst proposed in this bill. Our armored vessels, comprising part 
of the new Navy, consist of the five monitors, the Puritan, Amphiirite, 
Terror, Monadnock, and Miantonomoh, the Maine, the Texas, the 
7,500-ton battle-ship carried in the act of September, 1888, and the 
coast-defense vessel devised under the direction of Secretary Whitney. 
Adding these nine to the twenty-one unarmored vessels, the new Navy 
as provided for now will comprise, when these ships are completed 
thirty vessels. If the bill as the committee have reported i 
we shall have provided for thirty-two vessels. Besides these we have 
one torpedo-boat, the Stiletto, purchased complete, another under con- 
struction, and a third is authorized, and the Secretary has for this in- 
vited plans and bids. 

The Baltimore, the Newark, the Vesuvius, the Charleston, and the 
Petrel have all been launched. These vessels, so far as they have 
been tried, have given the most satisfactory results. 

I have here a table furnished me by Lieutenant Rodgers, at the head 
of the intelligence office at the Navy Department, comparing the ves- 
sels we have authorized with vessels of the same class built and build- 
ing by foreign nations. I shall append the statement to my speech, 
and in the mean time will be glad to hand the table to any gentle- 
man who desires to examine it now. Onthe first page the Baltimore, 
the Philadelphia, and the San Francisco are compared with the Mersey 
type of vesselsin England, the Jean Bart in France, the Sfax in France, 
the Irene of Germany, and the Reina Regente, built for the Spanish 
Government by the Thompsons on the Clyde, in Scotland. 

Every particular in regard to these vessels is shown here, their bat- 
teries, their protection, their coal capacity, weight of machinery, horse- 
power, and speed. The Committee on Naval Affairs in studying this 
question, which I may say we have done rather carefully—whether suc- 
cessfully or not is another matter—came to the same conclusion the 
Secretary had arrived at, that speed is a yery essential thing in amodern 
vessel; so five of these cruisers which we have already laid down are to 
be very fast vessels indeed. All the others subsequently authorized 
we intend shall be very fast. Of those already begun the Philadelphia 
and the San Francisco, are guarantied to make 19 knotsan hour. The 
Baltimore is estimated to make that also. 

Comparing these vessels with other ships of the same class, we find 
that there is but one vessel, the Reina Regente, of Spain, that is faster 
than these three are expected tobe. That Spanish vessel, however, is 
very much larger than ours. It has 4,900 tons displacement, while 
the largest of ours I have named has only 4,413 tons displacement. 
We have every reason to believe that each of the three vessels will con- 
siderably exceed 19 knots. The committee will understand, of course, 
that in order to get very great speed if is necessary to have size to ac- 
commodate machinery enough to drive the vessel rapidly. S can 
be obtained by either a sacrifice of endurance, a sacrifice of coal ca- 
pacity, or a sacrifice of armament and of weight generally, but a 
proper adjustment of all therequisites for speed, the requisites for pro- 
tection, and the requisites for endurance requires a very exact calcu- 
lation, and it is believed that when these vessels are examined they 
will be found to be at least equal, ifnot superior, to any otherin the 
wa taking into consideration all. the elements which I have men- 

ioned. 

We have had so far an official return as to speed of onlyone of these 
new vessels, the Vesuvius. She is compared here with other vessels ot 
her type, with the Tripoli, Italian; with the Sharpshooter, English; 
with the Rattlesnake, English; with the Destructor, Spanish; with the 
Bombe, French, and with the Ijin; and it appears that the Vesuvius 
is faster than any of these vessels with the exception of the little Span- 
ish vessel called the Destructor. which has made 22.68 knots an hour, 


whereas the Vesuvius has made but 21.64. The Vesuvius, however, 
is a much better sea-going vessel; has a better armament, and, taken 
all together, we think she compares favorably with any vessel of her 
class, and is, in fact, superior to any. 

The Yorktown has also been launched, but there has been no official 
trial. She is estimated to make 16 knots an hour. At the unofficial 
trial in shallow water she made 16.80 knots, When tried in the same 
water the Vesuvius was two knots and a half short of the speed which 
she made in deep water, where the official trial of the Yorktown is 
shortly to take place. If the Yorktown shall exceed in deep water her 
speed in shallow water as much as the Vesuvius exceeded hers, she will 
certainly be superior to any other vessel of herclass in the world. She 
has only 1,704 tons displacement. At any rate, she will very greatly 
exceed the estimate of 16 knots an hour. 

Gentlemen who will examine carefully these tables and see what the 
estimates are, and take into consideration tbe fact that the Vesuvius, 
which was guarantied to make only 20 knots, has exceeded that speed 
by 1.64 knots, and that the Yorktown has already, in shallow water, 
exceeded it by .80 of a knot and will probably go up to 18 knots, will, 
I think, justify me in coming to the conclusion that all the vessels we 
have recently laid down will be at least equal to, if not better than, 
any other vessels of a similar type in the world. 

‘The Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin, all were well 
under way when this administration came in. They all have been 
practically completed during the last four years, and are in commission. 
The Chicago is waiting for one of her 8-inch guns and will then go to 
sea. That gun has been completed and itis now atthe proving ground 
near Annapolis, and that vessel, if necessary, can be got to sea very 
soon, perhaps within two weeks, certainly within three weeks from the 
‘present time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to these vessels we recommend in 
the present bill appropriations for the construction of two other ves- 
sels. Nothing has Fan done with the vessels provided for in the last 
bill. The Secretary of the Navy came to the conclusion that inasmuch 
as he would be unable to get them under contract and have them prop- 
erly under way by the time the new administration came in, it would 
be the part of wisdom, in order to prevent any conflict of opinion, that 
the administration which was to have practically the construction and 

of these ships should also have the ibility and the 
privilege of laying them down. So he has done nothing with them. 
The plans, however, are being considered in the Department, some ot 
which will be recommended to the incoming administration. 

Believing we could safely venture so far by appropriating for a new 
navy the same amount carried in previous bills, namely, œ little less 
than $6,000,000 per annum, and intending to treat alike the outgoing 
and incoming administrations, we haverecommended the construction of 
two additional vessels. One of these is to be of the type of the Ve- 
suvius; but that appropriation is only conditional. The power to con- 
struct this vessel is given to the Secretary of the Navy only upon the 
condition that he shall find upon actual trial of the armament of the 
Vesuvius that the guns are efficient when fired from the vessel. These 
guns have been tried, and they are undoubtedly very efficient on land. 

I think the latest experiments show that this dynamite gun is not 
as complete and perfect as it can be made. The inventors and owners 

ves admit this, Still, enough has been done to demonstrate 
that this is to be avery efficient weapon, especially upon land. Whether 
it is to be efficient when fired from a vessel is another question. These 
guns, it will be remembered, have no carriage upon which they can be 
trained to the right or the left, or elevated or depressed; they are 
fixtures in the vessel. In these three dynamite guns which the Vesu- 
vius will carry the charge can be ted, the amount of pressure 
measured with very considerable accuracy; and the purpose of the in- 
ventor is to regulate the distance the projectile is to traverse by the 
amount of pressure applied. 

Generally heretofore the elevation has been 18 degrees, but whatever 
may be the degree of elevation fixed in the vessel, the gun will remain 
a fixture, and the distance the bomb is to be thrown will d d upon 
the air-charge, the pressure that is brought to bear upon the missile. 
This gun can throw 500 pounds of dynamite, and from that quantity 
down to a hundred, by the use of a subcaliber projectile. The 
direction of the gun is to be attained by means of the rudder of the 
ship. The committee are anxious to see the gun tried on shipboard. 
There is no doubt that it excels anything yet invented in propelling to 
a great distance large masses of high explosives. It will be a terribly 
destructive naval weapon if from a ship it can hit the mark aimed at. 

The other vessel we have recommended is to be an armored cruising 
monitor constructed after designs which were furnished by our colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]. ‘The 
plans were transmitted by a subcommittee to the Navy Department 
for examination and report, and such recommendations as the Depart- 
ment might see fit to make in the premises. 

By order of the Secretary of the Navy a board was appointed, con- 
sisting of Commodore M. Sicard, Chief of the Burean of Ordnance; 
Commodore W. S. Schley, Chief of the Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting; Commodore Theodore D. Wilson, Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction, and Commodore George W. Melville, Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Steam Engineering. This board examined them carefully and 
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exhaustively, and they all united in a favorable re recommending 
the building ot a vessel according thereto. The finding of the board 
‘was approved by the Department, and the recommendations concurred 
in, as the following letter of the Secretary will show: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 9, 1889. 
Srm: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in accordance with the request 
of the committee, a copy of the report of the officers appointed by me to ex- 
amine the plans and drawings of the 3,000-ton vessel of wardesigned by the Hon, 
Joun R. THomas, which report has received the approval of the Department. 
Very respectfully, Sere 


sedans 

avy. 

Hon. H. A. HERBERT, + 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


The board submitted with their report the following description of 
the vessel as shown by the plans and specifications: 


The aim in the design of this vessel has been to combine, on a limited dis“ 
placement, large powers of offense and defense ; recognizing that the efficiency 
of an armored vessel intended for ocean or coast purposes is to be measured by 
the disposition and character of her armament, the ability to use it in all reason- 
able weather, the protection afforded by the armor, the rate of speed both going 
ahead and turning, her cruising capacity without recoaling, and her habita- 


y. 
' First, The battery has been with a cial reference to fighting 
ahead, and of able to do this in all kinds of fighting weather. 

The character of the armament is as follows: Two 10-inch B. L. R. for long 
ran; and capacity for throwing shell charged with high explosive com- 
pounda. These guns are mounted in a turret armored with 10-inch solid steel 
plates, the axis of the when level being 11 feet above the fighting load line, 
with a range of fire from direct ahead to 65 degrees abaft the beam on either 
side, and by removing the deek-house increasing the range to a practically all- 
around fire. For close quarters she has a 15-inch Zalinski dynamite gun capa- 
ble of throwing 800 pounds of high explosive compound, and two under-water 
bow torpedo-tu! also a 6-inch rapid- g B. L. R. located aft. The secondary 
battery consists of three 3-pounder rapid-firing and one 37-millimeterrevolving 


n. 
Sand: To give as an armor protection as possible on s very limited dis- 
placement the armor been d in the form of an arc ofa 
downwards at the sides to 4 feet 
is 3 inches in thickness, 


presented to an enemy may be as small as possible, tanks bave 
been provided capable of holding enough water to lessen the cru 
3 feet, so that the hull target ex, , in still water, will be represented by a seg- 


of su 
porting it, which is done by a system of longitudinal and transverse ers 

nchesdeep. On the inner side of these girdersis worked a water-tight serv- 
ing the double purpose of, in the event of any portion of the deck armor being 
dislodged, arresting any rush of water and forming with the longitudinal su 
port the upper the ship’s girder. The transverse girders will be solid 
every 12 S thus localizing any inflow of water. Greatcare has been taken to 
further subdivide the ship 


numerous water-tight com; all of which 
connect both with the circulating tomas gs the es and powerful wrecking 
pumps, so that any compartment may be readily from water. 


m 3 
On the top of this armor-deck have been worked light false-works, increasing 
the cruising freeboard to 7 feet 8 inches amidships and giving a comfortable 
working-deck. In order that these false works may not endanger the ty 
of the vessel in the case of their being riddled by a shine fire in action 
the sides are double with a space of Of feet between them; space is filled 
in with cellulose for the entire length of vessel. 
In order that the vessel may be used as a ram the bow is specially formed and 


actuate 

action is for this class of vessel enormously 
at 10 knots’ speed. She will be able to keep 
above thirty-five days without recoaling. 

A temporary deck-house is worked as part of the false works, giving airy 
accommodations for the officers during peace times. For war, accommodati 
have been provided below the armor-deck. Great care has been 
ventilation of all living-spaces by means of powerful blowers dra’ air from 
armored ducts, and natural ventilation through deck-lights, ete, ; 


Principal dimension: 


Length on load line...... oe 235 
Breadth extreme........... Onn, 55 
Cruising draught of water AO.. 14} 
Mgt ang oe at cruising dra tons... 3, 

Ke Ry ec EE PAN TLN isane rose erasiaka ia Licked haios EL A, T, 
Bpeed....... EAEE EE „knots... 17 
SEE N i a ea E A tons 550 


Armament: Two 10-inch B. L. R., one 15-inch dynamite gun, one 6-inch B. L. 


E. rapid-fire, three 3-pounders, rapid-fire, one 37», R, C., two bow torpedo tubes, 


Complement of officers and men, 119. 

These plans are not fully completed in all respects, but throughout 
they are to be approved by the Navy Department, and the vessel is 
not to be built except upon such approval. 

This, I believe, disposes in a general way of the appropriations em- 
braced in this bill, except I had forgotten to mention the fact that in 
this bill, following previous appropriations, we appropriate all the 
money necessary to complete the Naval Observatory upon the ground 
p some years ago by the Navy Department and situated in the 
northwestern portion of this city. We have also put in all the money 
necessary for the purchase or construction by contract of four new iron 
tu 140,000 in all. 

r. ADAMS. ‘Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the gentleman a recent letter from the Navy 
Department in regard to this item of construction of steam machinery, 
saying the estimates in the Book of Estimates are excessive? I will 
remind the gentleman this estimate authorized the committee to put 
two new cruisers into this bill, and the sum appropriated here is much 
less than the Department say they need to carry on this work. 

Mr. HERBERT, In answer to the gentleman’s inquiry I will read 


an extract from the. letter of January 12, and I will insert the whole 
letter in my remarks: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 12, 1889, 
Sim: I have examined the condition of the appropriations heretofore made 
for the “new Navy,” as requested by yon. 
The appropriations from the act of March 3, 1885, to the act of peg cr eG 
a bony So altogether, for “ construction and steam er to $12,815,000, 
re has been expended of that amount up to the present time 221,718.69, 
leaving a balance of about eight and a half millions to the credit of,“ construc- 
tion and steam machinery” for new ships. Contracts for new ships now out- 
standing will require the payment of about four and a half millions, leaving 
about four millions to the credit of the appropriation for the prosecution of the 
work on the Maine, Texas, and double-turreted monitors and ships not yet con- 


If this Congress should appropriate an additional sum of three millions for 
‘construction and steam machinery, new Navy,” it will be more money than 
the De ent will require for those purposes up tod uly, 1890; in factit would 
result in a large balance at that date without dou 

In ordnance I find there is now unexpended of appropriations heretofore 
made for armor and armament $6,726,440, four millions of which was appropri- 
ated yor act of March 3, 1887, for armor and gun-steel. 

If this Congress should Pry wie an additional sum of a million and a half 
for armor and armament, and $625,000 requested for the completion of the 
ordnance shops at the Washington ets ore it would be all that the Depart- 
ment would need up'to Jul: Bee > and in large balances will then remain, 

crest o! 


in my judgment, to the the appropriation. 
Tas respectfully, 
"Sve 
Hon, H. A. HERBERT, get! bis 
Chairman House Naval Committee, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


We appropriated for construction three and a half instead of three 
millions of dollars in this bill in view of the fact that we did authorize 
other ships to be constructed. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] and the Committee of the Whole 
to another fact. In scarcely any of these ships, in none of them, I be- 
lieve, have the contractors been able to work up to the conditions of 
their contracts. In nearly all they have required or will have to ask 
indulgence. 
< Mr. HAYDEN. Time. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, to ask fortime. As I said before, in the con- 
struction of the new Navy there were many difficulties to be encountered. 
There was no plantin this country which had ever constructed castings 
for such engines as are required for these very fast vessels. Other 
parts of the machinery had heretofore been imported fromabroad. All 
these difficulties our ship-builders had to contend with. They have 
been finally successful; but there has been delay, unavoidable delay, 
in all these ship-building contracts. The Secretary considered this 
whole question, and came to the conclusion this appropriation was 
ample. Gentlemen must take also into consideration that under a 
change of administration there is likely to be still further cause of delay. 
The new Secretary, whoever he may be, will have to lay down—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I will take the floor and yield part of 
my time to the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. As much as he wants. 

Mr. HERBERT. I thank my colleague for his courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that when the new Secre- 
tary comes in he must familiarize himself with the duties imposed 
upon him in his new office, with ship-building, with the officials un- 
der him. How much time will be required will depend altogether on 
who he may be, and how familiar he may be with such questions. It 
will necessarily take a long time to put out these new vessels to con- 
tract, and it will be found, I am certain, that three and a half millions 
in addition to the vast sums now on hand will be ample to meet all 
expenditures for the next fiscal year. It certainly will be unless some 
ex raordinary emergency not now foreseen shall arise during the year. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, there is one other subject on which I 
desire to say a few words. It seems to me there ought to be a 
change in our general policy as to the revenue-marine service, the 
Coast Survey service, and the Fish Commission. We have 40 vessels in 
the revenue marine with 7,468 tonnage with 212 officers and 791 men. 
Now, this revenue marine is under the control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I would not take this control away from him, but 
what I would do would be to construct all these vessels hereafter on 
plans approved by the Secretary of the Navy. The revenue-marine 
vessels are not now efficient figh ships. They have no protection 
at all, even for their machinery. eir engines are all vertical, ex- 
posed to an enemy’s fire. They are not fit for service in case of war. 

I hope this question will be taken up and Congress will enact here- 
after that every vessel provided for the revenue marine shall be adapted, 
when built, for service in case of war. The officers hereafter mustered 
into this service ought to be all taken from the surplus graduates of 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis. We educate men there every year— 
educate them thoroughly—for the naval service, and then send them 
to their homes when they would make efficient officers for the revenue 
marine. If these revenue-marine vessels were all commanded by naval 
officers it would enable them to acquire knowledge that would be sim- 
ply invaluable. They would thus familiarize themselves with every 
bay and inlet and every possible landing on our shores. I throw this 
out as a suggestion for consideration in the future. The sailors, too, 
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on board those vessels ought every one of them to be mustered into 
the naval service—sworn in for mikitary duty. 

‘Mr, PETERS. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly, 

Mr. PETERS. Have wenot enough naval officers now in the service, 
who are doing nothing, to officer the marine service? 

Mr. HERBERT, No, sir; I think not. Until I looked into the 
matter I was myself under the impression, and it is quite a common 
one, that we have many naval officers who are idle and ought to be 

ut to work. These officers labor under a great deal of opprobrium 

use the public does not know what they are doing; but the fact 

is that great numbers of them are detailed on duty in or about the con- 

struction of the new vessels and the building of new guns, and many 

in the performance of other duties which can not be and will not be 
done as faithfully and well by any other class of officials. 

Every piece of steel that goes into the make-up of aship, every plate, 
every shape, every angle; and every jacket, every tube, every breech- 
block, every pin that goes intoa gun iscarefullyi by some naval 
officer. This is an immense work and requires many officers, and 
where is the official that can in this work be trusted as implicitly as 
those thoroughly educated men who must sail these ships and fight 
these guns? 

But passing from that, Mr. Chairman, the Coast Survey is already 
under the Navy to this extent, that the Navy furnishes the officers, 
but the men are not regularly mustered into the service of the Navy, 
as I think they should be. The tonnage of the 22 vessels employed 
in the Coast Survey is 2,659, and all of them could be adapted to 
naval service. The size of these vessels is sufficient to make them 
useful as dispatch or torpedo boats. There is no economy, no wisdom, 
no foresight, in having vessels continually on the seas, belonging to the 
Government, commanded by naval officers, and yet wholly unfitted for 
naval service if the country were at war. Coast-Survey vessels, reve- 
nue-marine vessels, light-house tenders—none of these would be less 
fitted for the duties they now perform if better adapted for service in 
defending the country. But passing from that suggestion, which I pro- 
pose to take some opportunity in the future to elaborate, there is one 
other amendment which we propose to offer to the bill, and that is this, 
to insert between lines 21 and 22, on page 13 of the bill, these words: 

For the purchase in fee and the occupation . and erection of the nec- 
essary gs thereon, of the lands upon and sparta bap ad harbor of Pago 
Pago, in the island of Tutuila, Samoa, for a coaling station, $100,000, 

In regard to this—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman passes from the Coast Sur- 
vey I would like to ask him whether I understand him as stating that 
the committee will offer an amendment relating to the revenue marine 
and Coast Survey in the direction he has named? r 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; I do not so state, I was simply offering, 
for consideration hereafter, suggestions which have occurred to myself. 
I do not think that such an amendment would be in order upon this 
bill. I merely throw out suggestions now, and hope that they will be 
acted upon in the future, 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the Senate has sent back 
a House bill containing an appropriation of a somewhat similar char- 
acter to this, but is not the same in terms, This proposed amend- 
ment provides for the purchase in fee and the occupation, survey, and 
erection of the necessary buildings for a coaling station at the point 
named in Samoa. No such words appeared in the Senate amendment 
to the diplomatic bill. I do not think it is necessary in this connec- 
tion to enter into any elaborate discussion of the Samoan troubles. 
Suffice it to say that an examination of the correspondence between 
the diplomatic representatives of the Government of the United States 
and of Germany shows that there is and has been all along an under- 
standing and agreement, which was as plain as words could make it, 
between these parties that the autonomy of the native government of 
the Samoan Islands was to be respected by the three powers, Germany, 
England, and the United States. 

It has seemed from recent occurrences that there was an intention 
on the part of Germany to do what it appears this morning the German 
Government has expressly disavowed, to interfere with the autonomy 
of the Samoan Government and to make a conquest of those islands. 
Certainly many things which have transpired, especially the action 
taken by the representatives of the German Government there, would 
give color to that idea; and yet we find this morning the newspapers 
of the day containing an express disavowal on the part of Germany of 
any intention to make a conquest of those islands or to interfere with 
the rights there of the United States or Great Britain. 

Mr. PETERS. That is only a diplomatic disayowal, is it not? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know in what other way it could come 
except in a diplomatic manner. All I have to say now is this: The 
deed and the treaty under which we have heretofore occupied lands for 
a coaling station possibly may be taken to imply that we have only a 
ease; we pro here to make a sufficient appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase in fee—these are the words used, and 
I call the attention of gentlemen to them because they are on, nape 
of the purpose of Congress if it passes the amendment—to p and 


hold perpetually the lands there upon which we now have a coaling 
station. We wish to remove all doubt about our intention to perma- 
nently occupy. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that it is necessary to discuss that 
question any further. I shall offer that amendment by instruction of 
the committee during the day when we reach that portion of the bill 
to which it is applicable. 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
in that connection, to ask if he does not understand from the papers 
submitted on yesterday that Mr. Goward, who acted as the agent of 
the Government of the United States in reference to the securing of 
the lands in this harbor of Pago Pago, did obtain them in fee-simple 
on the shores of that island? Does he not mention the fact that, in 
connection with and involving the right of the Government to lands 
in that harbor, there was the signature of the four persons who owned 
the real estate on the shores of the harbor, and the transaction was 
understood as conferring a title in fee? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not so understand it, although I confess that 
Ihave not had an opportunity of examining the papers very fully or 
carefully. But here is what Mr. Goward stated himself: 


In my opinion this instrument might be regarded as transferring to the United 
States title to the land. At the time I was not authorized or prepared to accept 
an absolute title in fee-simple, not knowing how far the United States Govern- 
ment desired to proceed in the matter. For that reason the phraseology em- 
ployed was that used in the treaty, leaving thereby the interpretation of the 
same to the Department, 

Mr. ADAMS. Before we leave that part of the bill, I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman whether it would not be better for the commit- 
tee to consider whether the adoption of the phrase as suggested by him 
might not be construed as a concession away of rights which we pos- 
sibly have already, and that a more general phrase making an appro- 
priation to acquire whatever lands are necessary in this harbor for the 
use of the Government as a coaling station would accomplish the same 
purpose as well as secure for us whatever privileges we may now pos- 


Sess. . 

To adopt this amendment would be a statement by this House that 
we have not a fee-simple; but to take another form you need not give 
away any right, and yet at the same time secure all the advantages 
which the committee desire to secure. 

Mr. MORROW. I would like the gentleman from Alabama to read 
the other portion of that letter. 

Mr. HERBERT (reading): 

Goat Island was the place selected as the place for raising the flag commem- 
orating this event in consideration of the fact that it commanded a view of the 
whole harbor, with the intention of not confining the United States Govern- 
ment in the selection of any particular part of the shore for use as a coaling sta- 
tion during the period covered by the language of the treaty, namely, ten years 
or more, 

Mr. ADAMS. All Mr. Goward meant was that he did not mean to 
put a legal construction on the treaty. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state in view ofthe suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAms] that the wording of that amend- 
ment has not been considered by the committee, though the substance 
was. Itwasdrawn up by myself, and the form has not been considered 
by the other members of the committee, but it will be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole, and any suggestion can be made as tothe 
language to be used. Speaking for myself, I certainly desire in this 
amendment not to surrender but rather to insist on whatever rights we 
may have in thisisland. In my opinion, it is not capable of miscon- 
struction, but I am quite ready for su ions. 

Mr. ADAMS. I thought that was what the gentleman intended. 
Before we arrive at the consideration of that part of the bill, I wanted 
it to be in the mind of the chairman of the committe, and I have no 
doubt as to what his desire is. 3 

Mr. HERBERT. There is one other bit of information I think I 
ought to give to the committee in view of the present attitudeof affairs, 
It relates to the condition of our fleet in the waters accessible to Samoa. 
In case anything as deplorable as a war between the two countries 
should occur this committee ought to fully understand the situation. 
The distance between San Francisco and Samoa is 4,230 miles, and to 
traverse it at 10 knots an hour would require eighteen days. The dis- 
tance from the German ports by way of the Suez Canal is 13,880 miles, 
and it would require to traverse that distance at 10 knots an hour fifty- 
eight days, giving us an advantage of forty days. In case of necessity 
wecould assemble atSan Franciscoin ten daystwelve merchant steamers 
for transportation with a capacity of 5,300 infantry and 592 artillery. 
In thirty days we could assemble there eleven other steamers with a 
capacity of 3,778 infantry and 448 artillery with their guns. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Are they over there? 

Mr. HERBERT. We have not got the troops there. Iam simply 
giving what we could do if we had the troops there. But there would 
be no trouble about getting readily all the troops we could 
These vessels that I have spoken of are not naval vessels, but could, in 
case of necessity, be engaged for the tion of infantry and ar- 
tillery. Our squadron in the Pacific Ocean consists of the Adams, six 
guns; the Alert, four guns; the Nipsic, six guns; the Trenton, ten guns; 
the Vandalia, eight guns; and the Mohican, eight guns; in all forty-two 

with a total of 11,678 tonnage displacement. Besides this there 
is our Asiatic squadron, Of these vessels the Nipsic is already there, 
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the Trenton and Vandalia are on their way there, and others can rap- 
idly be sent there. 

Mr, THOMAS, of Illinois. The Dolphin is on her way there. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Asiatic squadron consists of the Marion, the 
Omaha, the Dolphin (now on her way), the Pinto, and Palos, altogether 
of 6,570 tons displacement and thirty-two guns. 

Germany has in the Pacific Ocean three vessels, the Olga, ten guns, 
of 2,169 tonnage; the Adler, four guns, of 884 tons; and the Eber, three 
guns, with 570 tons displacement. In China she has the Wolf, four 

and the Iltis, four guns, each of 489 tons displacement, altogether 
twenty-five guns, witha total tonnage of 4,651. Besides these, 
Germany has in the Indian Ocean the Leipsig, the Sophia, the Carola, 
the Mowe, the Schwalbe, and the Pfeil, with a total tonnage of 11,613, 
with forty-four 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, of anything else that I desire to say, 
unless some gentleman desires to ask a question. 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama to what is found in the communication made to the Senate 
pai by the Secretary of State in a letter which he transmitted. 

call attention to this part of a letter from Mr. Goward to Assistant 
prid Rives, dated January 31, 1889, which is evidently a mistake. 

t says: 
four persons instrument were appoin commissioners 
on hebalt of the ien ai ae poet of the fact that they were tnd 
vidual owners of property along the shore of the harbor of Pago 

Continuing, the letter says: 

m inion. vege instrument ht as transferring to the 
ele A anr ei Soe man daia olaaa . 
T will also give the deed here: 


merce ashington, 
United States and Samoa, on the 17th day of aaner h ee 


LEIATO X. 

TUILAGI. 

TAIMUA MA FAIPULE. 
Loto, 


Witness: Gustavus GowARD. 


Mr, HERBERT. I concede there seems to be some doubt as to 
whether we haye a fee-simple title to the land. The purpose of the 
amendment is to remove this doubt. If gentlemen desire it we can 
revise the amendment in Committee of the Whole. We want to makean 
appropriation in language that will make our meaning exceedingly 
ee That appropriation should be under the control of the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. KERR. Will the eden state to the House the reason why 
he doubts our ownership 

Mr. HERBERT. The words that I have just read used by Mr. 
Goward who negotiated this matter. He said he did not feel that he 
had any authority from the Government to accept theconcession. He 
certainly leaves the matter in doubt. I have just read his words. If 
they do not convey any doubt to the mind of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR] they certainly do to mine, and I think the doubt ought 
to be removed so that it can not existin the mind of anyhody. 

Mr. MORROW. Imerely wished to call attention to this by way of 
supplement to what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AbAMS] said as 
to the propriety ofso modifying the language as not to admit that there 
is any doubt about our rights there. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam very much obliged to the committee for its 
indulgence. s 
Mr. HERBERT appends the following letter and tables to his re- 
marks: 

VY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington’ "D. C., January 25, 1889, 
mete I send you herewith tables com ters sae cruisers now under 
ion with those of similar type and class in foreign navies; also show- 
ing the pr the ech ship-building programmes of fore navies. 

ett sie ang oy kaane to TaN S OTA ag t some data concerning the 
Yorktown's trials; but I am now informed by the contractors that the trials 
thus far held were merely dp irme and for their own instruction, so that I 

gp eg em pr guanine py seg aeina I sah rahe eng conn Pena 
vessels of a similar class; but it is believed that her boilers are of a much more 


durable and co: nently heavier type. 
Very y. 
R. P. RODGERS, 
Lieutenant, U. S. N., Chief Intelligence Oficer. 
Hon. H., A. HERBERT, 


Chairman of the Naval T Baronnie, 
House of Washington. 


United States cruiser Ballimore and type or class. 


Deck, complete, 2.5” to 3.5”. 


Guarantied by contract. 
Do, 


..| Deck, complete, 2” to 3”...... Do. 
Deck, complete, 2” to 3”...... Four hours’ trial, 
lose Loy area ba belt, 
Leper roi Pa aa | 606 | 970 | 6,400 Sheed ah aan wien te SaNi 
Fine of class. 
Irene, 8 of t Ger- Deck complete 08" 102.3" 600 normal, |. 
many mt belts of coal and co: max. Estimated speed of others, 
Reina te, 3 of Deck, complete, 2” oiT 500 normal, |......... Mean speed of four runs over 
type (Spain). cellulose belt at water- 1,200 max. measured mile. 
” | 
United States cruiser Yorktown and type or class. 
Name. 
OFKLOWN ..-ccserceereee ...| Apr.18,1888| 1,708 | Six 6” B.L............| Deck complete }” coalbelt | 200 normal, | 340 |.....s.e.sseireresorenerseee csessenencerees No official trial, 
eek eoe DnA 
oi sev 
nd), eid ee. en- 4-hour runs. 
ae „| Mean of several 


Raccoon and Serpent 
Se 3pl.exp. 


Condor, 5 of type Five 3.94” B.L.....| Deck, 
France.) vA or a 


Schwalbe, 7 of type 
(Germany.) 


measured mile 
runs. 
Mean of hour 
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United States cruiser Charleston and type or class. 


hos F, 
3 5E 
E Coal capacity.| £5 | I.H.P. | Speed Remarks. 
oa QE 
ZA HE 
Í pants OS nea ae ae |) 
| Tons. 
Charleston isessesssssessss | July 19, 188s =. normal, |......c00 “| 7,000) 180 |I. H, ian sequitemnat of 
max. A con ; will probabi 
beexceeded; al -2 ef 


7, BO | 18.9 LH. P. and speed as re- 


not very reliablesources. 
228 normal, 710 159,245 | 17.885 | Result of four runs over 
max. measured mile by the 
sister ship Takachiho, 
in service and drawin 
2” more than design 


Naniwa-Kan, Japan | Mar., 1885 


3,650 | Two 10” B. L.; 
(2 of type). 


six 6” B. L. 


‘Vesuvio; Italy (© of 1886-1889 
type). 


ESERE 7,500 | 17.4 First of type; later vessels 
max. @) = "19.0 estimated to reach 19 
knots. 
z United States gun-vessel Petrel, and type or class. 
2s è 
Date sé a. 
Name. of g Main battery, Protection. Sb | LH.P. |Speed. Remarks, 
launch. g Cp 
SA g 
Petre... s....| Oct, 13,1888 | rotective deck over | 100 1,100 13 | Estimated I. H. P. and speed. 
inery space. 
or oftype (Eng- 1889-1890 805 | Four 4” B. L.....0006! oense S n. EE TAD 1,200 13 Do. 
and). 
Inconstant, 3 of type 1886-1887 810 | Three 5.51” B.D. 5 fesser A Ossssssoorsese ecreeee sesse TEn pe i R 12-14 Do. 
(France). one 4” B, L, 


së $6 

z= Reg | Character of trial, 
a 
She 


Deck, forward part, light.. 


Deck, over machinery and | 160 )........... 831 | Measured mile. 
boilers,1.5” steel; coal. Š +0 


Deck, complete, light........,/ 


R.G.; five tor do tub 
36-pdr. ~G ur 
3-pdr, R. F.G; four tor- 


pedo tubes. 
550 | One 4” B. L.; six 3-pdr. R. 


A arira t yet 
srne] Now type, not y 
tried; L EL Pan 


estim. 
525 | Mean of several 


Sharpshooter, 11 
type (England). 
Rattlesnake, 4 of 


type (England). F. G.; four torpedo tubes, neon aoe meas- 
e. 
Destructor (Spain)...... 458 | One 4” B. L.; four 6-pdr. 385 | Mean spoed on 
R. F. G; two47=" R, G.; 3 hours’ continu- 
five torpedo tubes, ous run. 


Bombe, 10 of type 1885-1891 


naw] Measured mile 
(France). peed. 


600 | Seven 3-pdr. R. F.; eight 
re POs ur aR. 


627 | Maximum at 
tained. er 
C.; seven torpedo tubes. 


9,000 Measured-mil b 
T eas mile speed 
2,950 . 
2,575 
1,800 
1,580 Measured-mile speed. 
1,170 
805 
s Measured-mile speed, 
ig 
to 600 
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Ship-building programmes—vessels building or ordered January, 1889—Continued. 


Country. No. Remarks, 
pabeceivesenenspecescssececoneccooee $ |: FR ta Ea. } Completing. 
a ey eee, afi i EE, edie: operas PEE GDI sn AETA cg 
“1 | Torpedo-vessel ......ccsceceeseseceesetecseeee Improved Condor.. 
TEST r EEE pacers «u| Improved Bombe.. 
4 | Torpedo-boat scouts.. Ouragon ..... 
52 | Torpedo-boats, first-cl 
x Submarine boat. 
7 Server gee mE ERR T NESTLE ga SAY" E] T A 
10 | Armored coast defense .............:::042| Improved Wespe ......sescccsesersees snenseses 
8 | Protected cruisers ......0ccseccessesreeserees] IPCC ses ceseonreresere 8 
Germany ......cccceseeeee 5 | Unprotected cruisers . 2 
19.8 
4 | Dispatch vessels 20.0 
1 | Torpedo vessels... (?) 
2 | Torpedo division boats... A 22.0 
19 | Torpedo-boats, first class.. . afsit cee wedded 22.0 
6 | Armored cruisers... 19.0 | Contract speed, 
2 | Protected cruisers... 20.6 
1 | Part protected a > 
Spaln...cecerscecceseses 6 | Unprotected cruisers..........ccsssecsreseee 17.5 
20 | Gunboats .....essconssee re 
6 | Torpedo vessels.......... {?) 
2 | Torpedo-boats, first class 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the committee, 
unless some gentleman on the other side wishes to be heard first. I 
understand that my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE], intends to speak upon this bill, and if he does 
I shall be glad to wait until after he has addressed the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE intimated that he did not wish to speak at that 
time. 

Mr. McADOO, I do not 
on the various items of the bill, because I take it that there is substan- 
tially no objection to its However, we are engazed in a very 
grave, responsible, and patriotic task. Weare upbuilding the Amer- 
ican Navy, and the thanks of the people of the United States are due 
l y to the present excellent oficial head of the Navy Department 
and to the two or three Congresses which have preceded this one for 
the very substantial appropriations they have made for this very good 
and laudable work. American people are proud of their Navy; 
they are proud of its history, and in a republican form of government 
like ours it does not meet with any of the jealousy which surrounds the 
regular Army. The fathers of the Republic, the men who laid down 
the foundations on which our liberties rest, always favored the naval 
establishment as against a standing army. The power of the navy is 
directed against the enemies of the nation on the outside, and hence de- 
fends rather than threatens the liberty of the citizen, and it is to the 
credit of the naval establishments of the world that in all history there 
has never been an instance where a navy has turned its guns against 
the liberties of its country. 

If time permitted and the committee was not weary of a long discus- 
sion, I would be very glad to do what I did in a former Congress, cite a 
few instances from the state papers showing the high regard and respect 
and veneration in which the nayal establishment was held by the fathers 
of the Republic. The history of the United States Navy, as I have 
already stated, is a very glorious one and is the proud inheritance of 
Americans for all time. The story of its victories and achievements 
reads like a romance when one reflects on the power of the foes it over- 
came and the difficulties that it encountered. The history of naval 
architecture in the United States is also interesting. From 1840 to 
1860 we were one of the greatest naval powersonthe globe. Ourships 
were the admiration of the peoples in every port into which they sailed. 
The American clipper ship was queen of the ocean and basked in the 
sunshine of universal praise. The old frigate Congress led the van of 
naval progress and power. The infant Republic, feeling its way 
through unknown forests into the heart of a continent on the one hand, 
boldly on theother hand distanced its maturer rivals for supremacy on 


e seas, 
Onur ships, as I have said, were the models upon which other nations 
built their navies, and up to 1860 we were probably the leading naval 
werof the world. The transitions of American navalarchitecture may 
e briefly summed up as follows: First came the great sailing frigates, 
cruisers, and sloops—wooden vessels. From that the first step, when 
steam became the factor in civilization, was the side-wheeler, and from 
that came the propeller. The first war vessel with a propeller was the 


pose, Mr. Chairman, to go into details. 


Princeton, and it is to the honor of that celebrated, patriotic, and pro- 
gressive family in my own State, the Stevenses, that through their ef- 
forts that vessel was built. From the wooden propeller we advanced 
during the war, and were the first nation to ake the advance to the 
Monitor type of war vessel. Weled the world in that, We advanced 
to the armored iron and steel vessels, 

It is very interesting, and it will take but a moment for me to re- 
mind gentlemen of the fact, that to the citizens of the Southern States, 
to those who managed the naval affairs of the Confederacy, is due toa 
large extent the credit of that tremendous advance in naval architect- 
ure, and if time permitted it jwould. be entertaining to recount the 
manner in which, with the few facilities they had at command, and 
with their lack of ship-building resources, they developed the naval 
skill by which they took the old hulk of the Merrimack and trans- 
formed it into the Confederate ram Virginia. We built to meet this 
powerful adversary the Monitor. We built also what was called the 
New Ironsides, the first armored vessel of our Navy. The war pro- 
gressed, and we met every emergency as to the Navy with wondrous skill 
and energy. At the close of the war, however, our commerce had, un- 
fortunately, disappeared. American ship-building was on the decline. 
We ceased to p asa naval power. By the genius of our people, 
both North and South, we had given the stimulus, the impetus which 
hus since produced the powerful navies of Europe, the iron and steel 
and armoréd vessels, and the whole advance in naval architecture; but 
we stopped ourselves. We were the schoolmaster; they were the ready 
pupils; but we did not profit by our own lesson. 

After the war a very unwise policy was pursued. We brought out 
of that war a large number of the old wooden vessels. We brought 
out of it our smooth-bore Dahlgren gun. We were proud of those ves- 
sels and proud of the memories which clustered around them, and we 
kept our naval establishment wholly made up of wooden cruisers. 
We expended very ary sums of money, aggregating $400,000,000 of 
taxes of the people of the United States, upon this obsolete type of ves- 
sel, and we made no advance. We made no advance in our vessels; 
we made no advance in our engines; we made no advance in the arma- 
ment of our vessels; and, so fur as the Navy is concerned, this money 
was absolutely lost to the people from whom it was taken in the sha 
of taxation. It gave us scan but no ships, AsI have y 
said, one of the reasons of this failure was, in all probability, at least 
let us so charitably suppose, the decline of American ship-building. 
Why American ship-building declined is too broad and general a ques- 
tion for me to discuss on this bill. 

The first advance which the new navy took was in June, 1881, when 
the advisory board proposed for the building of the steel cruisers—the 
Chicago, the Atlanta, the Dolphin, and the Boston—now all in com- 
mission, except the Chi . These vessels were authorized to be built 
by the act of March 30, 1883. We then began to build the modern 
unarmored steel cruisers. Europe had long preceded us in the build- 
ing of these vessels, which are swift-moving, powerful gun-carrying 
commerce destroyers. When the present Administration came into 
power we continued this policy on a broader and more general scale. 


1889. 


And I think I may say, without attempting any eulogy of my col- 
leagues of the Naval Committee, of which I have the honor to be a 
member, that we have endeavored very wisely, as we think, to second 
the efforts of the present very able, patriotic, and efficient head of the 
Navy Department—than whom there has never been from the founda- 
tion of the Government until this moment a better administrator of 
naval affairs—to build up the American Navy on a modern and progess- 
ive scale. = 

That committee has labored with this objectin view: The American 
people having to support the excellent personnel of the Navy, having 
an efficient corps of officers upon the lists whose salaries they must pay, 
whose education they have given to them, we thonght it our duty not 
to ask the time of this House upon questions of personnel, important in 
themselves, upon questions relating even to the administration of the 
Department itself, but that it was our duty to meet the demand of the 
American people by giving asubstantial maéérielin the shape of amod- 
ern navy to the people of the United States, who pay for it. Hence 
the committee has subordinated all minor questions to the main ques- 
tion—the only question—which was to get good ships with the least 
possible expense, honestly built, guns of modern type to protect our 
commerce and to free us from the dangerous cupidity and selfishness of 
the poorer but powerful nations of the world who view with envious 
eyes the prosperity of this great Republic. And the members on this 
side of the House are proud of the record which has been made by the 
present Administration in dealing with naval affairs. 

As the distinguished chairman of our committee [Mr. HERBERT] has 
so well said, giving the minute details in support of his statement, we 
have laid the foundation for an adequate not a resplendent navy; we 
are not endeavoring to compete with the great nations of Europe in 
fitting up these powerful ships; we have no desire to enter the lists for 
resplendent military establishments either on the land or on the sea, 
to burden our people with unnecessary taxation and threaten their lib- 
erties with the machinery of their own creation. But we believe that 
the great mass of the American people, whether on the exposed sea- 
board of 12,000 miles in extent or in the interior of this vast Republic, 
are overwhelmingly in favor of the upbuilding of an efficient navy to 
protect the domestic security, the rights, the commerce, the dignity, the 
self-respect of sixty-five million of the most powerful and the most 
prosperous people on the earth. The great difficulty which the late 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Chandler, which the advisory board, and 
which the present Administration have met, was this: No country can 
be a naval power unless it can build its own ships in all their details 
and parts. 

That country which depends upon bought ships made in other lands 
by other people—that country which has not resources to build up even 
the waste in its navy, is nota naval power. Chili might a hun- 
dred of the best cruisersthe world has seen; Brazil, China, Japan, and 
all of these nations that are dependent upon Great Britain, France, and 
Italy for the building of their ships—no matter how powerful their exist- 
ing navies may be—as a matter of fact are not and can not be rated as 
naval powers. That nation alone is a naval power which not only has 
a navy, has guns and ships, but has the capability within its own do- 
main of building modern ships and guns with its own plant or that of 
its citizens, by skilled mechanics, and has the inventive genius to con- 
struct ships to replace those which may be lost in battle or may become 
unserviceable from other causes. Lord Brassey, in the English Com- 
mons, and M. Ménard Dorian, in the French Deputies, have well spoken 
on this subject. 

The truestandard by which we may gauge our own strength and 
that of possible enemies was laid down in the statesmanlike speech 
made by M., Ménard Dorian, in the discussion on the French navy 
estimates, in the Chamber of Deputies, on the 20th of January, 1887: 

Picture to yourself the results of the first encounter between hostile fleets! 
Most terrible assuredly they must be, with the means of destruction which sci- 
ence has placed at the command of the navy. -It is probable that both sides will 
be but ill-prepared to renew the engagement. The survivors from the first strug- 
gle willbe toofew to resumethe combat. With whom, then, will thesupremacy 
over seas remain? With the nation the industrial re- 
sources; with that power which shall be the first to replace 
by the rapid construction of a new fleet. Therefore it is that the real strength c 

ngland lies, not in her dock-yards, not in her public establishments, but in 
the combined creative resources of her private ship-building yards, 

Here was the great difficulty, then, for us asa country. The world 
had advanced from the age of wood to the age ofiron, and from the age 
of iron to the age of steel, and from steel to compound armor, from the 
cast gun to the made-up gun, not the old gun which was cast in a mold, 
but the new gun which is made up from its foundation, the being 
assembled together in rings or bands; which are made of subjected 
to hydraulic pressure or pounded under a steam hammer to a hardness 
which is almost incredible. We had no private establishment which 
had made even the ordinary steel plates for framing ships, and was 
capable of handing over to the Government these tremendous ingots of 
steel, for either armor or guns. Even the steel plates had to be im- 
ported. Ittakes nearly $1,000,000 to set up a private plant for hydraulic 
pressure that will give you a mass of steel fit to make a piece of armor 
or suitable for constructing one of these made-up guns. 

The present of the Navy, in the light of official and Con- 
gressional investigation, as soon as Congress had made sufficient appro- 
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priations to present proper inducements to priyate enterprise, adver- 
tised for bids throughout the country to stimulate the steel manufact- 
urers of the United States, and as a result what four years ago I heard 
a commodore of the United States Navy say was a ‘‘ dream of the fut- 
ure” is a reality of the present. The Bethlehem Iron Works of the 
State of Pennsylvania responded, and to-day there is being erected in 
that State and within eighteen months there will be as a matter of 
fact in actual operation machinery for subjecting masses of steel to 
hydraulic pressure; so that we shall not be dependent upon any nation 
of the world, but we shall arm our own ships with steel guns made in 
our own country of unlimited resources. The armor on their sides to 
repel the hostile projectile will be made of the stecl from our native 

ills, made by American hands in American manufactories by Ameri- 
can machinery. 

Now, this was not alone the great difficulty. It was not to be sup- 
posed that American mechanics had kept pace with the tremendous 
stridesin navalarchitecture. Ourship-building, as I have already said, 
had declined. Our ship-yards were closed. We had built no steel ves- 
sels. We had built no modern ironclads. But, sir, in the short space 
of four years, to the eternal credit of the genius of the American me- 
chanic, to his wonderful adaptability to the demands of the hour, to 
his quick intelligence and marvelous energy, we are turning out guns, 
as I could show you from the book of Sir Edward J. Reed, the best au- 
thority on the English navy, guns not surpassed anywhere in Europe, 
turning them out at the gun-foundry at the navy-yard here in Wash- 
ington, andat the South Boston and West Point private establishments, 
The steel forgings for these guns are all the work of private enterprise, 
and have shown excellent results. I could read to you from authority 
showing the steel vessels built by us to-day in tensile strength of the 
metal of which they are composed and in their speed are not surpassed 
anywhere, All this in a few years. 

We have already far distanced the Esmeralda type of ship built in 
England and sold to Chili. For all this credit is to be given to the 
Secretary of the Navy and his official advisers, to the Congress of the 
United States, to the Administration, and to the former Secre of 
the Navy; but most of the credit after all belongs to the private enter- 
prise, the genius and push of Americans. 

When once the field was open, when once inducements were held out 
for the investment of private capital, we have advanced, until to-day, 
as I have said, we are on the high road to be independent of every mer- 
cantile, every ship-building, and every naval power on earth so far as 
naval resources are concerned. ; 

Mr. Chairman, but a few weeks ago our people become aware of what 
was the first of a series of frictions on the Southern Pacific and At- 
lantic. We were in these cases made painfully aware of the needs of 
a naval service, reminded sorrowfully of the $400,000,000 wasted upon 
wooden ships and smooth-bore guns, made humiliatingly aware of our 
mony in ships and guns to the least of the great naval powers of 

urope, Š 

The rights of American citizens, we were told by the cable, had been 
disregarded. by a foreign nation, our treaty-secured privileges infringed, 
and our flag, which was the symbol of our nationality, and which 
appeals to the noblest sentiment and the most sacred memories, had 
been ruthlessly insulted by an invading European force on a far-off 
island, and that, offensively or defensively, our guns, which were obso- 
lete, and which had been kept up at this immense expense of money 
taken from the people, were confronted by steel sides of armor and 
rifle-cannon of modern , and our men, as brave as men can be, as 
able, daring, efficient, and patriotic as those of any navy in the world, 
had scarcely anything but their naked valor to present to the cold de- 
fiance of modern shipsand gunsof avery moderatenaval power. Prince 
Bismarck has paid more attention to his great army than to the navy, 
and Germany is much behind the other great nations as a naval power. 

Now, what I wish to impress on this House is this: First, the neces- 
sity of an adequate naval establishment; and, secondly, that it takes 
time togetone. You must not suppose because we are a wealthy na- 
tion with an immense surplus in the Treasury we can get a navy asa 
man gets a pair of shoes or a suit of ready-made clothing. 

It takes time to build one of these powerful vessels, It takes time 
to assemble one of these great rifle-guns. We have sought the advice 
of the present chief of the bureau, an efficient officer, to tell us how 
we can facilitate the making of these guns; whether there was any 
way in which it could be done faster, and he told us no; that he is 
using all his endeavors, and notwithstanding all the power of private 
enterprise in the United States; notwithstanding we have advanced so 
far in this direction, yet we can not get guns for the vessels as far as 
they have been built. Weare building a few partially armored ves- 
sels. One is called Maine, which is being built in New York, and the 
other Texas, which is being built in the Norfolk navy-yard. They are 
large vessels, but not so large as some of the same general type in Eu- 
rope—such as the Inflexible, of the British navy, or the Duilio, of the 
Italian navy, both large and powerful armored vessels. But with all 
the resources of the British navy, with all its dock-yards, with anum- 
ber of private ship-building establishments on the Clyde and other 
rivers, it would four or five years to plan and construct one of 
those vessels. We can build them, we feel sure, as fast as the British 


Government ean, but it will take a few years before these vessels are 
for commission. One of these tremendous modern war vessels 


Why, sir, the modern war vessel of the of the Maine or the Texas 
is the net resultand the product of the whole science of mechanics, and 
is the acme and high-water mark of the science of the age as layed 
in mechanical arts. It embodies, taking its armor and sci- 
ence of their construction, the adaptation of modern ingenu- 
ity in the utilization of the electric light, and in the use of 
explosives and combinations in these, the whole sum of human knowl- 
edge in the practical sciences. To construct, therefore, one of these 
huge monsters ef naval war, one of these splendidly equipped vessels, 

enough to withstand the projectile launched by a gun capa- 

le of sending a shot 7 miles with power sufficient to penetrate 15 
inches of compound solid armor which has been subjected to hydraulic 
pona and capable of carrying 10-inch guns, which will be equally 

ctive against an enemy’s ship, as well as to protect, by ingenious 
regard to space without loss of power, its vitals, the powerful engines 
capable of propelling the huge monster at a speed of from 17 to 19 or 
even 22 knotsan hour, calls forth all of the intellect, thought, research, 
investigation, and cunning and available resources now known to sci- 
ence and the mechanical arts of the day. 

And in to the construction of these vessels, Mr. Chairman, 
we will b them as fast as any country; but at best it takes no little 
time. You can not build a great war vessel as speedily as a merchant- 
man. Weare turning out cruisers faster and faster; we are building 
them better and better as we go on, and every timea private ship-yard 
in Philadelphia, in Baltimore, or in San Francisco builds a war vessel 
of the type of these new ships now being constructed, each one will be 
an improvement upon the last, because in building them we are edu- 
cating the mechanical ability of America up to the point where it will 
go far beyond that of the nations of Europe. 

It has been said, sir, as a criticism upon the present Administration, 
not on the floor of the House, but I have seen i in the press of the 
country, that we have been obliged togo abroad for some of the plans 
of our modern vessels. Admit it to be true, Mr. Chairman; but was 
not that a wise thing to do? Our officers, brilliant and able as they 
are, had into a rut or groove from lack of ical experience 
that handicapped them in either building or planning new engines and 
ships, and our ship-building interest had sadly declined. Yourengines 


in the Trenton were at that time the highest type known in the United | Bureso 


States, and they were capable of making but nine or maybe ten knots 
an hour. The Atlantic lines are crossing in less than seven days. 
Noah built a good ark, but could he build the ship City of New York? 
We were obliged, having fallen so far behind the rest of the world, to 
advise ourselves asto what progress was being made in this direction; 
but now that we have put our hand to the plow and gained that ex- 
perience the time is near when we will invent and build such vessels 


Here is a 
of the Na 


or sensational 
in the plans he has submitted, but that it is merely a combination of 
the best features ef naval architecture as now understood. Itis a gun- 
boat type with a great deal of speed, and I venture to say that if this 
ship is a success, as the gentleman and his friends claim it will be and 
as the officials of the Navy t certify, we will find the Eu- 
ropean els presented by a civilian member of 
this House instead of by a naval expert. vi 


details of it fally and carefully. 
and clearness as to render it unnecessary to 
has shown clearly as to why we are igre, sray Snie as the 
bill carries; so that I need not repeat what has 

there is one feature in respect to the naval establishment of which I 
want to speak here on the outgoing of the present Administration, and 


as the party of which I have the honor to be a member goes out of | is 


power in the House. The chairman of the committee has well said 
that the present 
the whole history of the Government as a naval director and 

trator, tried to inaugurate reforms in the Department. We are spend- 
ing $20,000,000 a year on our naval establishment. That money, as I 
have already said, is drawn by taxation from the e of the coun- 
try. They have the right to know that every dollar that money is 
wisely expended. 


I have spoken before in this House of the defects of the present bu- | the 


reau system and the duplication of official heads and the unnecessary 
clerical and ether forces engaged in the administration of the naval de- 
partment. The present Secretary ef the Navy has endeavored to secure 
a reform of that feature, and he is on record now in the reports in this 
Honse upon it, and I trust sincerely as ene member of this body, with- 
out to partisan considerations, anxious only for the upbuilding 
of the ay ber wine adiaaiaiairation, thas the MAMINO ich te to 
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come in, whoever may be called to that Department—and the rters 
tell us that everybody is to be called—that whoever may be edb 
the President-elect to administer naval affairs in this country will fol- 
low in the footsteps of his , and endeavor to reform the ad-' 
ert We ee nal Kernen aie sg ine whe 
e have after bureau duplicating their purchases, 

and ting for the subject of caste until, aa I said in the last Congress, 
the only illustration which I can give of the system now prevailing in 
the Department is that of the Brahmins of India, where they have so 
many castes that if one man lays down a it is the religion 
of another to take it up, and some other of a different caste 
must be employed to remove it; and then it may be against the re- 
ligion of another to put it upon the stove, and a man must be employed 
for that Purpose, and soon ad infiniium. [Laughter.] Here let mo 
read briefly from the testimony of Whitney given before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in 1886. Among other things he said: 

* * © Each u carries itsindependent organization right down through 


burea' 
the yards, and all the yards haye duplicate shi that are doing the same gon- 
eral class of work. For instance, the Bureau of Construction and the Bureau of 


Steam er ap psec er both do a good deal of machine work. Of course 
this work is the vince of the Bureau of Steam En; , but 
specia o gineering, the 
foreman, its separate wri 
being carried down through the came 


tion w 
and transfer it to another and say, 
“ When you want a certain of work done you must go there for it,” objec- 
ti to the transfer, The same state oi exists with regard to 


me—it to me, I say, that ion might be simp! 
deal by the natural division of the work of the Department into three parts as 
we have it here in this bill. This is ei esa division. There are three 


the g sr O PD e AOE my 
It seemed to me that it would be to make this the ao ee 
these three ons 
system. Even then Fon keep substantially 


their dent footing by a organization. But with 
ea te ee is im le to do it: and as I say they 
sho have some responsible technical A 

The purchase of su; arap aka nage monn Arend them is distributed in detail in 
the same way: Each has its store-houses and storekee; in the vari- 
ous yards; the accounts are not well kept; separate that 
Pope O E a it 


and tho idea was 
under business 


erewith 

bea responsibility, leaving to the bureaus for which the articles pur- 
chased the of the axtinies Shay require, so thas there shall be no ques- 
quality or of the article. If that is carried out there will 

be a very large saving in the organization expenses, 

By Mr. SAYERS: T 

Q. Do I understand that you would leave the inspection of the articles to th 
tee ee they were purchased for? 


es, 

. I understand you to say that while you pose to have a Bureau of S 
plies and Accounts, which piira all purchases, lies 
were bought for Bureau of Material, Constru 

by that bureau? 


requiring’ & Sich has th technical knowl 
w e 
article. Then we should have a business 


is responsible vate yard would allow four 
different sets of people to work at a ship with their different without 
for the reco: yr of 


ese is the Secretary of the Navy, 
e to sit down and confer with the 
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of the 
" of con- 


these ms being ted 
in the council, and put the board where it is not all the time occupied with the 
details of can inform themselves as to 
what other countries are doing in the way of building ships, and to make them, 
as it were, a reservation of the can go when he 
tequires it. We have very smart men in thenaval service; there are nosmarter 
men anywhere than our yeung men of the Navy, who have made a study of 
ordnance and are thoroughly acquainted with the subject; and I would make 
it the business of these smart men to keep themselves informed with regard to 
the subject of the construction of ships and the characteristics of the best 
modern vessels. 

It is so with the United States Navy. We have the bureaus. dupli- 
cated until there is too much division of responsibility. Reform the 
Navy by making a direct msibility and by centralizing all these 
bureaus on the lines suggested by Secretary Whitney. I hope the op- 

ition will take that up; and if they do, let them have the glory of 
re Let military men attend to military affairs. You educate a man 
now to fight aship and then set him to buying groceries or superintend- 
ing sewer-building, or engage him to watch another man doing these 
things. 

The chairman of the committee has adverted to the fact that we have 
in this bill an appropriation to take advantage of an offer made to us 
by the Samoan authorities at Pago Pago. Now, the chiefs of these 
islands made to the United States a right to a harbor for coaling and 
other purposes in the island, 

The islands are located, as gentlemen know, in the Pacific Ocean, on 
the ocean route between San Francisco and Australia, They arein the 
course of commercial travel. They are of infinite advantage for acoal- 
ing station on the very long voyage from New Zealand, from Auckland, 
and from Melbourneand Sydney to San Francisco. They have besides, 
of course, much commercial importance, much greater than cary 4 gen- 
tlemen are awareof. Their exports are quite large. The United States 
has secured in an honorable way the right of making the harbor of 
Pago Pago a coaling depot, which would be of great use to us in case 
of war, because the ern war vessel is propelled by steam, the steam 
is made by coal, and when the coal gives out the vessel is like a dead 
whale. It drifts along, a helpless thing, on the ocean; it is a thing 
of death, and nota thing of life; and therefore all the greatest nations 
of the world are trying to secure for themselves places where they can 
get supplies of coal in emergencies so as to steam from point to point 
with facility, and in case of emergency where they can get, in remote 
regions ially, their supplies. ‘This harbor is of very great advan- 
tage tous. We have gotten it in an honorable way. We have made 
no trade or dicker with any foreign nation about it, and we have got 
it to ourselves, and it is for this Congress by this bill to take advan- 
tage of that fact. 

Mr. Chairman, so faras the Samoan question is concerned—and it is 
germane to the naval question—I simply desire to say that the first 
thing in my opinion which Congress should do is to ascertain all the 
facts in the case. We have been taunted in Europe as a people that 
vaunt ourselves in boasting of our prowess. It is unnecessary for us 
todo that, Every living being on this globe knows we are the most 
wealthy and the most powerful of nations in resources, with a popu- 
lation of 65,000,000 of as brave a people as ever lived. Our free insti- 
tutions have purged the many streams of racial blood that make the 
poroen American until we largely represent the valor and virtues 

type of man. And if Prince Bismarck and Mr. Bull really 
want to know the greatness of our physical geography let them read 
the recent speeches of the Territorial Delegates, and then step aside 
and weep for their littleness. 

It is unnecessary for any American to talk in any flamboyant way, 
with any rattle of jingoism, about our interference in foreign affairs; 
but as to what we should do and what we should not do, the world 
knows what we can do. The world knows that we will do whatever 
is necessary, and the world ought to know that we will not do that 
which is not necessary; that we have strong sense as well as strong 


arms. 
Right here a brief statement of our relations to Samoa : 


The concern of the United States in Samoa arises in part sayy Eno E0 
tecting the interests of its citizens engaged in commerce there, in part the 
duty of enforcin s toward us which other nations have laid them- 


[code was agreed to between a Government e; ring expedition to the South 
, under the command of Captain Charles Wilkes and the native chi 

for the purpose of regulating commercial intercourse between Samoa, ni, 
other nations. At that time and for many subsequent the harbor of A) 
[was a favorite resort for American whalers, and the ons between the 
moans and their American visitors have always been of the most friendly char- 


acter, 

In 1872 negotiations between Commander Meade, of the United States Navy, 
and the reigning chief of Tutuila preceded the formal treaty of 1878, by which 
the harbor of Pango Pango or Pago on that island, was ceded to our Gov- 

a small station afew miles 


This 

com: easily entered and oily Semcatoin 
oo treaty of 1878 the American Government bound itself to “uso its good 
offices for the purpose of adjusting differences" bog apie, anarie “between 
the Samoan Government and any other government in amity with the United 
States.” This treaty was signed for the United States by William M. Evarts, 
and for the Samoan Government by M. K. Le Mernea. 


The three great nations, the United States, Germany, and England, 


agreed to preserve the neutrality of these islands. With us it was not 
a question of the Monroe doctrine, because the islands are not in the 
latitude or contiguous to the Americas, but our commerce and naval 
power demanded their neutrality. Wading through the great mass of 
official correspondence, it may be concluded that, wisely or unwisely, 
we have pledged our honor as a nation to the Samoans that we pra 
use our good offices to preserve their autonomy. Thisis well expressed 
by the President of the United States in his message of the 15th of 
January last to Congress, The President says: 

Acting within the restraints which our Constitution and laws have placed 
upon executive power, I have insisted that the rote ens d and independence of 
Samoa should be scrupulously preserved according to the treaties made with 
amas is — powers named = their oe ae Fear parara Karra 
other. ve protested against eve apparer ding in an opposi 
rection, and sarin the existence of internal dusurtenbe one or more vessels 
ad war haye been kept in Samoan waters to protect American citizens and prop- 
erty. 

Further on the President says: 7 
The views of the Executive in respect of the Jos policy to be pursued with re- 
god to this group of islands, which lie in the direct highway of a growing and 
portant commerce between Australia and the United States, have found ex- 
on in the correspondence and documents which have thus been fully com- 
municated to the Congress, and the subject in its present is submitted to 
the wider discretion conferred by the Constitution upon the Exginiative branch 
of the Government. 


If this were a question as to what policy we should enter upon de 
novo with the Samoans, and we had not already pledged our solemn 
faith by treaty, Ishould hesitate, speaking for myself, to advocate an 
extension of our foreign relations so far as to becoming surety for the 
autonomy of any country—especially outside of the Americas. Our 
people, thank God, are neither colonizers nor emigrants; our own great 

is sufficient for our giant energies, and unnecessary foreign en- 
tanglements are contrary to our traditionsand policy. But here in Sa- 
moa we have secured rights and assumed duties, It isidle now to dis- 
cuss the wisdom of this course, The situation as to the neutrality of 
these islands is strongly stated by Secretary Bayard, as follows: 

Prince Bismarck has referred in his note, as the German minister did in the 
conference, to ET hedpe N to be demanded and obtained from the Samoan 
Government. henever these ties have been explained they have 
control of that government, as was 
p of the 10th of oroha, 1884, and 
also in tho plan presented by the German minister in the conference. 

Th Fane, mun, W Hio aol SNOL ee baan Resenee essential is the weak- 
ness of the native government, And it can not be doubted that ifthe Govern- 


But, for the very reason that the native government of Samoa is weak, it has 
seemed all oe more clear to 4 United re that — Mere ey tg ere be 4 
any strong foreign power, or its representatives, wor jefea grea 
of securing native inde oe and autonomy, and the practical neutralization 
ofthe group. Under such control a native government would necessarily cease 
to have more than a nominal existence; the native element in the islands, de- 
prived of voice andinfluence in the ent of their affairs, would quickly: 
succumb to the ve and exclusive tendencies of the foreign dents; 
and, under these circumstances, the islands would inevitably become a colony- 
of the foreign a pomar by which, or by whose representatives, the government 
was actually administered. 


Also in the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, to Ad- 
miral Kimberly, of January 11, among other things, this is stated: 
‘The United States E VEE s co-operate in restoring order in 
on 


SESS SR E E = ees Ser as gh 
moan autonomy, as recognized an: Germany, Great 
the United States, and has so inform the Gacesan Government. 


Further on Secretary Whitney says to Admiral Kimberly, the offi- 
cer to whom this communication is addressed: 


Protest the ara A poney lacement of native government of 
Samoa by y as in of agreement and en eae Ew 
between treaty powers, but inform the representatives ef the German and 
e Naire yg your readiness To So E E treaty sn 

respected an: restoring peace an er on the basis of a recognition o 
Samoan rights to independence, 


Aside from all have we not assumed duties of a like nature in 
the Hawaiian Islands? Asthe Isthmuscanal comes into being the neu- 
trality of these Pacific groups will become of world-wide importance. 
There is now no retreat for us; our honor, our , and our material 
interests make our policy clear. We demand the neutrality and au- 
tonomy of these islands and the security of our treaty privileges. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us approach this in the conservative spirit 
of understanding of what our rights are and what the facts of the case 
are. If any American citizen has been ou ; if any treaty right 
of ours has been infringed; if any duty assumed by us demands ourim- 
mediate action as a matter of honor; if any American’s Logg ried 
has been ruthlessly destroyed;if any American’s right has been 
garded, then it is the duty of this Government, in the name of our 
people, their dignity, and their strength, resolutely and calmly, but 
stubbornly, to assert that right, perform that duty, and to resurrect 
that privilege which has been taken away from us, even if we have to 
do it at the cannon’s mouth. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the whole trouble in these 
islands began from a slight fracas, which is the acute cause of the 
present trouble on the Samoan Islands. 

I must say that I very deeply regret that Prince Bismarck, who has 
been distinguished for blunt honesty, should have seen fit to adopt the 
colonizing icy of other nationsof Europe. He said in his last 
in the R that he was not in favor of the colonizing policy, that 
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he did not believe in making Germany a colonizing nation, the same, I 
suppose, as Great Britain, but he said that he had been driven to it, and 
that the great mass of the German people are now in favor of Germany 
becoming a colonizer. 

Mr, Chairman, [hope that the great and powerful German nation, under 
the leadership of Prince Bismarck, will not adopt that policy of colo- 
nization under systems which prevail with the other nations of Europe. 
The colonizationsystem adopted by the other nations of Europe is very 
simple; to seek out a weak nation, to divide the people of that nation in 
civil or religious strife, to set up one chieftain against another, and then, 
when a bloody feud has broken out among the population, under cover 
of protecting her interests, to step in and steal the land which God 
has given to the natives of that country. The whole history of seven 
hundred years of one of the leading nations of Europe exhibits this col- 
onizing policy in full operation. The cruel, envious eye watching for 
territory, the land-greedy adventurer going to places where he is not 
invited, fomenting civil discord among the natives, and then stepping 
in, in the interest of so-called ‘‘ civilization’’ and ‘‘ religion’’ and the 
“advancement of mankind,” and taking from those people with bar- 

‘barous cruelty, without law and without justice, that which the Al- 
mighty has given to them as a vested inheritance. 

If it were given me to do I could scarce recount in the years of man 
the stories of the weak nations and peoples robbed by the more power- 
ful; the chief of yesterday made vassal of to-day; the native population 

_driven from their land and homes to fling themselves in despair on the 
sword of the invaders or rush to perish in the sea, or, still worse, to lin- 
ger for centuries in soul and body destroying serfdom; the leveled 
homestead, the desecrated grave, the ruined shrine, the feeble groans 
of age, the smothered curses of revenge, and the wail of the sick child 
perishing by the wayside—all these mark the path of the land-grabbing 
eolonizer in every land and clime where his foot has trod, and all this in 
the name of ‘‘civilization’’ and ‘‘religion.’’ Sleek hypocrisy masking 
savage greed, stop mouthing your word-spinning diplomacy and for once 
be honest! Man of blood and iron, blunt and frank, refuse such col- 
onizing policy and mankind will bless you! 

Whatever the finesse of diplomatic correspondence may say, Prince 
Bismarck seems to me to have made up his mind that it would be to 
the advantage of Germany to take these islands and make them Ger- 
man territory. If that were all, and we had neither rights nor duties 
in the premises, we would have nothing to say, because the United 
States, although it is a Republic loving liberty, is not a knight-errant 
going about all over the world to find cases of injustice and righting 
them. We could notdo that, and we do not want todo that. But we 
had a treaty with these people. There was a tri te agreement be- 
tween Germany, France, and the United States, if the correspondence 
does not mislead me, by which the neutrality of these islands was to 

- be preserved. The German Government, of course, did not make its 
advances by saying, ‘‘We want the islands, and we will take them,” 
but they followed the old colonizing plan. 

What a simple thing begat this difficulty! There was a celebration 
of the German Emperor’s birthday; there was some drinking; some 
Germans gave beer, or wine, or other stimulating-drink to the natives; 
a row ensued, and a German was said to have had his nose broken by 
a native. Some natives, under the influence of drink, were said to 
have broken a German’s nose, and within twenty-four hours the Ger- 
man war ship demanded $1,000 for the broken nose and $12,000 for 

~ depredations all to haye been committed on German plantations 
during a period of four years. ‘‘ Civilization ” and ‘‘religion’’ could 

` not stand broken noses and fruit pilfering. The king said he did not 
have the money, and that he wanted to try to find out the facts, to 
find out whether some German did really have his nose broken; and 
he insisted that the native should have a trial before he was adjndged 
by the great German Empire to have ruined the symmetry of this par- 
ticular nose! But the Germans did not have time to wait. ‘‘ Civili- 
zation ’’ and ‘‘religion’’ are always buried on these occasions. The 
heathen get speedy trials and swift execution. Although the depreda- 
tions on the plantations had been going on for years, according to their 
own story, they had not time to wait. Touch ‘‘civilization”’ and this 
kind of ‘‘ religion ” on the nose, and speedy trial without any red tape 
ensues. Somebody ought to write a book on the sanctity of the civil- 
ized nose. In the row which occurred it was probably a very difficult 
matter—it would have been a very difficult matter even in our own 
conntry under the procedure of a court of justice—to ascertain the ex- 
act man who did break the nose, or, maybe, to conclude that the nose 
was broken at all. But the Germans would not brook delay. Within 
twenty-four hours they had deposed and deported one king and set up 
another king, and had taken the field ! 

That is what is called, under the colonizing pally. of the European 
nations, ‘‘ advancing the cause of civilization and of the Christian re- 
ligion.” Y do not wonder when I read of occurrences like this at the 
wasted pênnies of the Sunday-school children that are carted out to con- 
vert the heathen of the far-away places. Under some circumstances 
I think I would prefer being a heathen in preference to a sham Chris- 
tian. When I see the Christian flags of Christian nations over the 
leveled homes of these simple-minded people I am not astonished that 
the adherents of the Christian religion have not been augmented in 
those barbarous countries, for I am afraid they see little of genuine 
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Christianity and rarely witness the practice of its sublime precepts. In’ 
the name of Heaven hasten the day of genuine Christian civilization ! 
Of course I do not claim and I do not advocate that we are to interfere 
in every wrong that takes place, and that UncleSam has to goall around 
the world asasortof missionary to find out where somebody is wronged 
in order that he may bring the power of our people to bear upon right- 
ing it. We can not do that. The age of chivalry and knight-errantry 
has passed, among nations as among individuals, 

But we had duties there and rights there, we had citizens there, we 
had commerce there; and when the German consul, usurping even the 
powers of his own Government, declared himself the dictator of the 
island, when the German war ship opened fire on the island, then, I 
say, it was the duty of our Government, wherever there had been an 
infringement of our rights, or duty called us by our treaties, or an insult 
had been offered to the dignity of the American nation, to protect them 
by the power of our people. I see by the dispatches which my friend, 
the chairman of the committee, has read here that Prince Bismarck is 
very wisely retreating from his first position. Iam nota hired adviser 
of Prince Bismarck, butif he might take advice from so humble an in- 
dividual as myself, I would suggest to his august and imperial high- 
ness that if he will study the game of diplomacy—and he knows a great 
deal more about it than I can tell him—thatif he will study that game 
closely he may find that he is being misled in a shrewd game by other 
nations in Europe. 

It may be that my view of foreign political affairs is sometimes 
jaundiced by jealous distrust of our rivals, but I can easily see, Mr. 
Chairman, why certain other powers in Europe might be glad to say 
to Bismarck, ‘Go in and take the islands if you want them, and if the 
Yankees threaten to fight you for it, do not mind, they will not fight. 
They are always boasting. They will:make spread-eagle speeches and 
Fourth-of-July orations, but when it comes to resenting an insult they 
will be namby-pamby about it; they will orate in Congress and on the 
stump, they will write flaming editorials, but the whole thing will 
end there.’’ If I represented a powerful colonizing nation in Europe, I 
would ask no better means of checking the advance of Prince: Bis- 
une as a colonizer than to get him involved in a war with the United 

tates. É 

Prince Bismarck is evidently s2eing that he can not afford to getinto 
a quarrel with our people, and that he can not afford to be used for or 
by other nations in Europe who desire to foment war between Germany 
and the United States in order that we may check the commerce and 
influence and power at home and abroad of the German Empire. - Prince 
Bismarck is an astute man, and as such I beg leave to call- his atten- 
tion to this significant iph in the instructions issued by Secr@tary 
Bayard to Minister Pendleton. I think it bears out the tion I 
have made. From Earl Granyille to Salisbury there has evidently been 
a change of front. Secretary Bayard says: 

My objection to the plan was based upon the opinion, which was confirmed 
as the scheme was unfolded and discussed in the conference, that it was in- 
herently defective and objectionable in that it involved the union of complete 
political control with commercial preponderance in the same hands, and, by 
supplanting instead of aiding the native government, tended to diminish rather 
than to develop the capacity of the native inhabitants of the island for the man- 
agement of their affairs. 

This objection was not supported by the British representative, but in view of 
the desire so often previously expressed by Great Britain to u hold an actual 
native government in Samoa, Iam utterly unable to account for her instruct- 
ing her representative in the conference to advocate a plan which gave to the 
representative ofa single foreign power much greater control over the natiy 
government was contemplated by the German-Samoan treaty of the 10t 
of November, 1884, to which Great tain so strenuously ay In a note 
of the 16th of February, 1885, to the ambassador of His Imperial Majesty the Em» 
peror of Germany a ‘London, Earl Granville, then Her Britannic jesty’s 
prapat secretary of state for foreign affairs, referring to that convention, said : 


If, M. P Ambassadeur, this agreement had been confined to the establishment 
ofa court, and of the procedure to be observed in civil and cases, and 
the punishment of offenses in which German subjects are concerned, for which 
alone Article VII of the German treaty in 1879 provides, its provisions would 
not, in the opao of Her Majesty’s Government, have been open to criticism; 
but the creation of a state council, the appointment of a German officer of the 
Samoan Government, and the enrollment of a German police to protect the plan- 
tations of German s eda appen: to pees Her jesty’s subjects at a = 
vantage, and will prevent oan Government from acting independently 
in matters which affect the whole community. The arran; ent seems in fact 
to give to Germany alone much of the influence with which in 1880 it was pro- 
posed to invest an executive council, to be composed of one English, one Ger- 
man, and one United States member. Tothisarrangement Her 's Gov- 
ernment declined to accede on the ground that it involved too great an interfer- 
ence with the government of the island(s) to allow of its being assumed vy the 
representatives of Great Britain, Germany, and the United States conjointly. 


*It will not be ble for Her Majesty’s Government to accept a position of 
less influence and consideration than is given to Germany by the agreement 
under discussion,” 


It is not necessary further to discuss the plans of settlement pro in the 
rept aa TAa oaa Da mee pene A TEITT Pagid wager 
without ose that A aatis hatoty solution aay yet be found, 

There will be no war. The German chancellor, this man of blood 
and iron, who has cemented that powerful confederation, who is an 
astute man, a bold man, and a blunt, itive man, will not quarrel 
with us. Unless we lie down and let him walk upon us he will not 
injure a hair on the head of a single American citizen, however humble 
he may be. At any rate we will not permit him to infringe our rights 
in the slightest. We will meet him, I trust, with unyielding firmness, 
not seeking a quarrel, but not running away from any responsibility 


jor duty. We love peace, but are not afraid of war. 


1889. 
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But the lesson of it all is this—and I end where I began—give us 
sufficient naval power to protect us from these insults. If the United 
States were a naval power—if the United States had powerful ships— 
Bismarck would never have allowed the landing of a single German 
soldier on the Samoan Islands, Now where are we drifting in that 
country? We must become adequately protected by a navy on the 
high seas. In the coming years we are going to have friction. We 
may have trouble if we do not have the power; if we have the naval 
power, we shall have peace. But we are going to have friction on the 

sthmus, at Hayti, and in these islands of the Pacific Ocean, as well as 
up here on the northeast Atlantic coast. 

I repeat what I said when the Nicaragua Canal bill was up in this 
House—the nations of Europe are land hungry. They have taxed their 
people for armaments and armies and for the support of titled person- 
ages and civil pension lists, and all the gaudy, grinding incidentals of 
monarchical rule in Europe. And these people must find an outlet. 
Money must be gotten, honestly or dishonestly. These nations must 
got their taxes somewhere else than at home. They must find an out- 
let for thisdiscontented surplus population. They must obtainan outlet 
for this commerce which they are building up by bounties and subsi- 
dies, each competing with the other in the destructive race of vessel- 
building. France is giving tonnage bounties and carriage bounties; 
England is giving a postal bounty and Germany a bounty. Here they 
are, all building vessels for commerce. Here they are, all shut up in 
their small countries, land-bound. They are looking at thiscontinent; 
they are looking at South America; they are looking to the north of 
us and to the south of us; and they will break your Monroe doctrine 
as you might break a rotten straw, unless they know that the Western 
Republic has the power on the sea and the power in its harbors to repel 
any infringement of our right or of our domestic security. 

We watt no interference in foreign affairs. I deprecate jingoism. 
I believe the true policy of our Government is to make our people 
happy, well educated, and prosperous here in the United States. That 
is our policy. We want no entanglements with those people abroad, 
but they must stand off from us. They must not interfere with us. 
We will not interfere with them. We can not permit the growth of 
monarchical institutions to the south of us. Our safety and our great- 
ness depend on the perpetuity and stability of the small republics of 
South America. We can not permit a canal to be constructed there 
under the control of a foreign government. We can not permit whole- 
sale, unjustifiable, and unjustified acquisitions of territory by force 
from weaker nations, Venezuela and others; and we can not permit the 
wholesale absorption of advantageous naval depots by foreign govern- 
ovine against the wishes of those people and against our treaty rights 
with them. 

All this will be secured simply by holding fast to our traditional 
policy and at the same time providing for ourselves an adequate and 
sufficient navy and coast protection. In regard to coast protection, I 
have very little faith in forts. Your coast must be protected by a na- 
val power. Such is the history of the world. Forts never stopped a 
fleet of vessels yet, and they will not. Torpedoes have never been 
tried successfully. When they were tried in the Turkish war they 
were afterwards picked up by dozens on the beach; none of them 
struck the hostile fleet. In that direction everything is a problem; it 
is all guess-work; it is a jump in the dark. But we do know that the 
swift-going vessel, that the strong gun and the gunboat are the real pro- 
tection to the exposed harbors of the United States. And here a word 
for gunboats from Sir George Elliot of the British navy: 

So far as I can judge I am unable to perceive that the modern gunboat has 


been supplanted by any of these novel features, or has lost any of its effective 
power of warding off attacks by bombardment at long ranges, whether by sin- 


gle ships or small squadrons, and, in fact, that whatever Savan tanes have been 
obtained on the one side are equally applicable to the other with respectto _ 
those innovations. Indeed, so far as I can foresee what will be the result of 
future encounters between gunboats and ships, it would appear that, owing to 
the reduced number of guns which modern ships now carry, and the long 
ranges at which the stoutest ships are now penetrable by guns which can be 
mounted in gunboats, and with the introduction of the latest invention in shell 
projectiles, the gunboat of the future has rathergained than lost in its offensive 
and defensive properties. 

The ironclad is doubtless less yulnerable than the old liner, but so also will 
be the shield-protected gunboat fighting end-on, and the superiority of rifle- 
guns will apply equally to both cases, and the smaller object will still retain its 
distinct advantage. 

As regards the services which can be rendered by shore batteries and sub- 
marine mines, and by torpedo-boats, I desire to be clearly understood as in no 
way disparaging the essential value of these elements of defense, which fulfill 

Ai respective requirements quite apart from rok urcvexp uestion which I 
have raised; but Ido venture to say that the combined action of the three former 

rovisions will prove inoperative in the absence of any assistance from gun- 

ts to prevent hostile vessels from bombarding many of our seaport towns 
with impunity from a distance of, say, 4 or 5 miles. On this point I fully expect 
to be challenged by to: oists, but I venture to assert that whilst an attack 
by torpedo-boats could repulsed by gun-fire from ships under weigh in the 
ping, gunboats would successfully harass an enemy into Feening at a respect- 
He d tenos oe the shore, and if I am correct in this opinion, it follows that 

fense 
aaa pe saat configurations of sea and land to prevent the 
open places. 

As the Indian disappears your Army ought to decrease. Your Army 
as a police to keep down the Indian; that is all itis. The Indian is 
dying off; he is going. What will you do with this Army? ‘Take it 
and quarter it in your large cities, Europeanize your streets, accustom 
your people to armed men in uniform every day? The American will 
not have that; the masses of your people will object. Your Army will 
go, to a certain extent. Your naval establishment is your main estab- 
lishment, to which you should direct your money and your energy. 
This nation of ours could not beinvaded, so far asregards landing armed 
men on its soil, by the whole world combined. You will never be in- 
vaded on land; that is simply preposterous. If Germany, France, and 
England should combine their whole armies, they could not invade the 
United States of America. Those armies would be swallowed up in 
the heart of this continent; they would never be permitted to land. 

This was the opinion of that illustrious soldier, General Sheridan: 

Excepting for our ocean commerce and for our seaboard cities I do not think 
we should be much alarmed about the ey of wars with foreign powers, 
since it would require more than 8 million and a half of mento make a cam- 
paign upon land against us, To sranaport from beyond theocean that number 
of soldiers, with all their munitions of war, their cavalry, artillery, and infan- 
try, even if not molested by us while in transit, would demand a large part of 
the shipping of all Europe. 

Itis trae Napoleon landed 25, 000 troopsin Ireland and 40,000 in Egypt, 
but those were the days of slow, wind-driven vessels and no telegraphs. 
Both armies, if landed here, would never get beyond the shore-line. 

But your dangeris in haying your coast shelled, in having your cities 
destroyed and tribute levied upon them. Against this you must pro- 
vide a naval power. And, as I have said, the naval power is popular 
because it is the power of your Government exercised toward foreigners 
and foreign nations and not against the people themselves, 

Therefore let us continue this good work of advancing about $6,000,- 
000 or more a year for a new navy, for the increase of armament, for 
the building upof asystem which makes us independent of the world so 
far as our own ships are concerned, and gives security to your com- 
merce and gives for your And then you will have de- 
served and will receive the thanks of the whole American people for a 
wise, just, and firm policy with regard to your Navy. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCADOO appends to his remarks the following from the very able 
report of Mr. HERBERT, of the Committee on Naval Affairs, showing 
the present condition of our new Navy: 


rpedo-boats alone can not be relied upon except under certain 
bardment of 


The new Navy. 


AEMORED VESSELS, 
(Nore.—Engine-weight of the following vessels does not include engine stores. ] 


8 é a p Armor. Battery. 
g yi a 
2 2 m 4 
Name. F ¥ B E mi Type of engine, Condition. 
= 
3 g a $ Š P Main. Secondary. 
S 
2 oc 
fz] el rs Ble 
r.| Ft. In. Fi, In. (Tons. |I, H. P. Tons, |Ins.| Ins. 
Main., erososesseos 310,57 0 |21 6 | 6,648) *9,000 | Twin screw, vertical, 890 | 11 | 10} | Four 10-inch | Four 6-pdr, R. F...| Building atnavy-yard, New York, 
triple expansion, B. L. Eight 3-pdr. R. F, Flat and vertical keel-plates 


L R. 
Six 6-inch E, | Two l-pdr. R. E. 
L.R, Four 37™ R. O. 
Four Gatlings. 


nearly allin lineon keel-blocks. 
Frames about one-half bent and 
ready to be riveted to floor-plate 
and erected, 
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The new Navy—Continued. 
ARMORED VESSELS continued. 


[Norse.—Engine-weight of the following vessels does not include engine stores.] 


E . 
5 Ë 
2 Ñ -i Armor. Battery. 
ge] § pi Z 
saj £ e A E a.: 
esl = 4 A e Type of engine. io Condition, 
Be la lel a =| [Es 
% = = a a . gz n. ndary. 
A $ i = E © |sisg 
A a a Ee lala 
Ft. In. | Ft. In. | Tons.| I. H, P. Tons. |Ins.| Ins. 
64 1 | 21 6 | 6,300) *8,600 | Twin screw, vertical, 816 | 12 | 12 | Two 12inch | Four 6-pdr, R. F...| Partially laid down on mold-loft 
triple expansion. B.L. R. Eight 3-pdr. R. F, floor at navy-yard, Norfolk, Va. 
Six 6inch B, | Four l-pdr. R, F. 
L.R. Four 378" R, 0. 
Two Gatlin; 
59 0O |14 6 |4, *5,400 | Twin screw, vertical, 431 | 16 |16-14| One 16-inch | Six 33-pdr. F...| Ready for immediate advertise- 
inverted, triple ex- 115-ton B. L. | Three 9-pdr. R. F. ment for contracts. Plans and 
ion. R. Two 6-pdr. R.F. specifications now in Bureau of 
One 12-inch | Four 3-pdr, R.F. Construction and Repair, com- 
48-ton B.L.R. pleted and ready for fnapection 
One 15-inch of bidders. Plansof machinery 
dynamite will be completed in thirty days. 
n. 
60 1} |18 2 |6, 48,058 | Twin screw horizon- | [1,260 | 12 | 114 Four 10-inch | Two 6-pdr. R.F ...| Awaiting completion, navy-yard, 
tal, compound. B. L.R. Two 3-pdr. R. F. Norfolk, Va. Hull, except tur- 
Two 37™ R.O. rets, side armor pinen and 
Two Gatlings. joiner-work, complete. Steam 
55 6} / 14 13/8, $838 | Twin inclined, 546 | 7 | 1b | F 10-inch | Two 6-pdr. R. F. Und ea at ae ae 
screw, inc! a ‘our wo r. sone ndergoing iterations, navy- 
compound, B.L.R. Two3-pdr. R, F. yard, New York, for the Grogi 
Two 37== R.C. tion of pneumatic gear for oper- 
Two Gatlings. ating turrets, steerer, etc. 
55 6} / 14 13} 3 21, 080 |... 000 ETNEA 569| 7| 11} | Four 10-inch | Two6-pdr. R. F....| To be completed in four months, 
B. L.R. Two pdr. R. F, navy-yard, New York. 
Two 37" B.C. 
55 6} | 14 i | 3,815/}*1,000 a f [560 | 7 | 114 | Four 10-inch Twoopan EF | Hull, except turrets, side 
ossessi kisss aphaaanduorsse ‘our n wo T. Si e : armor, 
B. L, R. Two3-pdr. R.F. | a joiner-work, nearly com- 
Two 37™ R.C. pleted. Steam machinery erect- 
Two Gatlin: edon board. Wilmington, Del. 
55 6}| 14 1} 3,815, *3,000 | Twinscrew, horizon- 851 | 7| 1l} | Four 10-inch | Two 6pdr. R. F...| Hull, except turrets, side armor, 
tal, triple expansion. B. L. R. Two 3-pdr. R, F. and joiner-work, nearly com- 
‘Two 37=™ R, ©, plete, Navy-yard, Mare Island, 
Two Gatlings. Cal. 
EA andes E 7, 500... 2s senssa netaki M eirs S A ER aA aE EA aoee cniessnosonbbso|sosesessosonósonascsssss senses Building authorized September 7, 
1888; not yet commenced; cost 
not to exceed $3,500,000. 


* Estimated. Dock trial, According to lines (draught taken before and after machin placed on board); weight, 1,290 tons, including engine and 
boiler ene adea me AE S pn noe more than 30 tons. 2¥F ree route trial. yaer fearr lines; weight furnished by Bureau of Steam Paginas 


ing, 516 tons. 
UNARMORED VESSELS, 


PA ° 
o 
È 3 
g S 2. 
Hiji ; 
< 
3 $ 5 K Type of engine. E 
= BS Nes 
$3 | 4 g | $ z 
A ; 2| §% E 
a s a 
© & 5 2 
a | A 3 È 
| Ft. In. | Ft. In.| Ft. In.! Tons. Tons, 
240 0| 32 0| 14 3| 1,485 Single screw, vertica], compound »..sssssssssssssse 41 
270 3| 42 0 0f 3,159 *3,780 | Single screw, , compound... 690 
270 3| 42 0 0| 3,189 93, B56 |... seen 1G PESEN eA opseg recess eSsasasešcsnspsoes 690 
15 0| 48 2 0| 4,500 *5,084 | Twin screw, compound, overhead beam 1, 007. 51 
300 0f 46 0 6| 3,730 77,000 | Twin-screw, horizontal, compound. ..... Á 710 
0| 48 6 6| 4,413 9,000 | Twin-screw, horizontal, triple expansion...... 900 
0| 3 0 0} 1,700 000 forsse P E A save E = 320. 
0| 31 0 7 890 1,100 | Single screw, h = 130 
Newark......... o| 49 2 9| 4,083 £ n-serew, h 850 
Philadelphia... 0| 48 6 24} 4,324 19 knots |.........d0..... 900 
San Francisco. 0| 49 2 9{| 4,083 900 
0} 36 0 0} 1,700 | 840 
0! 360 0} 1,700 a 340 
3| 2% 5 oj "75 | 247 
to; Š 0| 14 6 7 99 47 
Cruiser No. 6 | b...........-.. 5,300 
Cruisers Nos. 7 and 8 } c.. 3,000 
Cruisers Nos. 9, 10, and 11 2,000 
Practice vessel | ¢.........., 800 |.. 


h t Guarantied Tos ĝ Estimated speed by bidder. f Authorized by act approved 
Septe: $ e Navy. Cost, exclusive of armament and speed premiums, not 
to exceed $1,800,000, aay ny of armament and speed premiums, not to exceed $1,100,000. d Cost, exclusive of armament and speed premiums, not 
to exceed $700,000. e Cost, ,000, Tobe built by contract in accordance with terms of act approved August 3, 1886. 
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The new Navy—Continued. 
UNARM tinued. 
$ 
Battery. 3 I $ å 3 3 
a3 |g} ¢ 1&8 
= oS 
Name. I ET. S| Ja | Whereballtorbaild- | condition. 
Main. Secondary. "Se 2 Ss a F a E 
s58 | 35 A 18 
a Â oS E 
1883. 1883, 
Dolphin. sis-vesasssccssersesscsoossanapnooee One 6-inch B, L. R,............ Two yoy ity $315,000 | Mar. 3| July 23 |............. Roach, Chester, Pa. [Commissioned 
our 
Two Gatlings. 
Boston, ..ccccsseceeoesres Re .| Two Sinch B. L. R............. Two 6-pdr. R, F.......... Do. 
Six 6-inch B, L. R. Two 3-pdr. R. F. 
pdr, R. 
Do. 
Chicago..........+ . L.R nee Two6-pdr. R. F. . Do. 
Eight 6-inch B, L. R, Two par R.F, 
Two5-inch B. L. R. Four 47m R. C, 
0 37=" R.C. 
‘Two Gatlings. 1885. 1886. 
Charleston ........... aot aebeh omennecs m| Two Sinch B.L. R, .....:.0| Four 6-pdr. R. Fosse] 1,017,000 | Mar. $| Dec, 28 Union Iron Works, | Launched, 
j Six 6-inch B. L. R. r Two 3-pdr. R.F, n Francisco, Cal, 
`| Two l-pdr. RF. 
Four 37== R. O, 
‘2 Gatlings. 1886. 
Baltimore.,,...........2sev000 aikoa Four Sinch B.L.R............| Same as Caim. 1,325,000 | Aug. 3ļ|Deec. 17 Cramp's, Philadel- Do. 
: Six 6-inch B, L. R. 1885. | 1887. phia, Pa, 
Yorktown... ssessessss ssrepreseseesersvere] Six Cinch B. L. R.s} Two 6-pdr. R. F.......... 455,000 | Mar. 3ļ|Jan. 31 PELET | ENERET Pe SEH Do. 
One raan RF. 
ne 
Two 37a R.C. 
Two . 1886. 
Petrel..,..rccscosssersressereoasesereereereees| Four 6-inch B. L. R...........,| Two 3-pdr. R. F.......000 247, 000 |...... do.....| Dee. 22 Columbian Iron Do, 
One 1-pdr. R. F. Works, 
‘Two 378" R.C. 
Two —— 1886. 1887. ? 
a L o C E Twelve 6-inch B. L. R......... Four 6-pdr. R. F. ......| 1,248,000 | Mar. 3/ Oct. 27 Building. 
‘our 3-pdr. R. F, 
Two I-pdr. R. F. 
Three 37™= R.C, 
Four Gatl A 
Philadelphin............s0sc.20.) Twelve 6-inch B.L,R.........] Four 6pdr. R. F...s...| 1,350,000 | Mar. 3f... AO... Do. 
‘our 3-pdr. R. F. 
Two l-pdr. R. F. 
gram 
Same as Philad 
San Francisco...........cccccssseesseeeeee| ‘Twelve ĉ-inch B. L, R......... Sameas lelphia| 1,428,000 f...... do.. ...| Oct. 26 Do. 
COM DOE os scseccsrscoceessssssenserensce wees) Six 6inch B. L. R.sssesssssssn. Same as Yorktown... 490, 000 }......d0.....' Nov. 15 Do. 
Bennington........sc.ccsesseesereessecen .| Six G-inch B.L. R............. Same as Yorktown... 490, 000 |... EE EAR ME Son Pee ORB a AED T AER E A Do. 
Vesuvius... annes] Three 15-inch dynamite | Two 3-pdr.R.F.........| 350,000 | Aug. 3| Feb. 11 Ready for 
guns, One 1-pdr. R. F, trial. 
Two R.C. 
Two Galinga, 1888. 
First-class torpedo-boat ............ pra automobile torpe- | Two 6-pdr. R.F, 82, 750 |...... do.....| Mar. 1 Building. 
oes, 
The Secretary in his report also says: tract Iaa DAOA OT oN POSAO han Uoan paid. The vessel is to be 


“COAST AND HARBOR DEFENSE VESSELS, 


act a) March 8, 1887, the following appropriation was made: 
ay : cAlser navel MDAA to be usod for coast 


structure 
“In the last annual regain 
een eee ATONE unwise protected ening te fos 
aaae oopan powers in ding un o- ; an 
rae SS pT E submarine boats, and 
ite anase it has been deemed 
partment to build post io light-draught, he rgd anche harbor- 
bend e floating battery or ram, for which designs ha by the 
of Co d Steam Engineering, amida g h the Chief 
rd: advertisements for this vess] call for the sub- 
mission of bids in the month of February next. The char, will be 
found stated in the table of armored vessels before mentioned.” 
-The progress made in building new vessels is shown by the following state- 
ment: 
“VESSELS IN COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION UNDER CONTRACT WITH W. CRAMP & 
SONS, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
“(Cruisers Newark, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; gunboat Yorktown; dyna- 
mite gunboat Vesuvius.) 
“The Newark has flat keel completed, vertical keel and longitudinals nine- 
am pon le frames six-tenths worked and secured in place, 
Tro ve deck beams six-tenths completed, outerskin plating below Pank erran 
pete four-tenths completed, flatkeelson plate nine-tenths completed, inner bot- 
tom six-tenths Rogar s p! ve deck plating two-tenths worked and in 
place; that is, the vessel is more than three-tenths completed. The contract 
Tie pean ged of seg has been paid. The vessel is to be com- 


r inser botoni 


e considerations w: 
fort the Departmentto follow the 


ings, sir ete 


erse bulkheads, coffer-dam cas- 
ne and ‘pone iron-work, one-tenth 
completed; that is, the vessel 48 than four-tenths leted.” 


comp! The con- 


‘place; bulkhead frames four-tenths com; 


per contract, October 27, 1889. 


com) 
“The Baltimore is launched 
ttin 


), 1888. 
rintaat Yorktown is nearly completed : and a ready for sepad trial. 
contract price was $455,000, of which $364,600 Satna 
od ay as per contract, January 31, eee ton wae gin bis to May 20, 


lynamite t Vesuvius has had a very successful speed trial and 
is now nearly sacl been delivered to the Eo edian The contract price 
was $350,000, of which $218,350 has been paid. The vessel was to be completed, 
as per contract, February 11, 1888; time was extended to May 20, 1888. 


“VESSELS IN COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION UNDER CONTRACT WITH UNION IRON 
WORKS, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 
“(Cruisers Charleston and San Francisco.) 
“The Charleston is completed, except a few hull fittings, and nearly ready for 
rece The contract price was $1,017,500, of which $824,175 has been paid. 
om Bi pg was to be co" ia as per contract, June 28,1888; time was ex- 
roy tended to evap Keano 1888. 


tenths comp! § Tse four-tenths completed, 
double bottom five-tenths completed, gun-deck four-tenths completed, 
berth-deck r pieces of stem and stern in p! 


water-tight doors and sluice-valves four-tenths com) iss 
about three-tenths completed. The contract nr Reb “428,000, 0 which 
040 has been paid. The vessel is to be comp. ‘tract, 


“VESSELS IN COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION UNDEE CONTRACT WITH DELAWARE RIVER. 
IRON WORKS, CHESTER, PA. 
“(Gunboats Concord and Benningion.) 
“The Concord has the transverse frames eis t-tenths worked and erected in 
five-tenths worked; 


center keelson and engine foundations completed ; hull plating 


Mey Ca Caw SDE trite DL Pee peg ae een IESE egg TA ES a ek a ee eee 
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in place; deck beams four-tenths in place; water-tight deck plating and deck 
plank seven-tenths completed; joiner work four-tenths completed; hull fittings 
six-tenths completed; that is, the vessel is about six-tenths completed. The 
contract price was $490,000, of which $220,500 has been paid, The vessel is to be 
completed, as per contract, May 15, 1889. 

“ The Bennington has the transverse frames seyen-tenths worked and erected ; 
bulkhead frames, two-tenths completed; center keelson and engine foundations 
completed; outside plating, eight-tenths in place; deck and water-tight 
deck plating, sixteenths completed; deck plank, five-tenths completed; joiner 
work, two-tenths completed; hull fittings, four-tenths compliant that is, the 
vessel is five-tentha completed. The contract price was $400,000, of which $220,- 
500 has been paid. The vessel is to be completed, as per contract, May 15, 1889. 


H VESSEL IN COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION UNDER CONTRACT WITH COLUMBIAN IRON 
WORKS, BALTIMORE, MD. 


“*(Gunboat Petrel) 


“The Petrel has been launched and is about eight-tenths completed. 
“The contract price was $247,000, of which $144,435 has been pe The vessel 
was to have been completed, according to contract, December 22, 1887. 


‘VESSEL IN COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION AT THE NEW YORK NAVY-YARD, 
“(Armored cruiser Maine.) 


y 
fi lates, eight-tenths completed; beams, three- 
wens is Srbatons tenth completed: The cost of the vessel is to be $2,500,000, 


“ VESSEL TO BE BUILT AT THE NAVY-YARD, NORFOLK, VA. 
“(Armored battle-ship Texas.) 

“The keel blocks of the Texas have been laid, and the outer body has been 
Jaid off on the mold-loft floor; the patterns for the stem and stern post castings 
are being pre and the material for the keel-plates has been ordered. The 
cost of the vessel completed is to be $2,500,000.” 

The following letter shows the condition of the monitors: 

"Sre: Replying to your telegram of this date, relative to information regard- 
ing certain EA Ihave to state that the condition of the work on the double- 
turreted monitors is as follows: 

“The Puritan is at the navy-yard, Norfolk. The structural part of the hull 
is nearly completed. The propelling machinery is erected on board. The bu- 
reau is unable to state when the armor will be ready to be secured in place. 
All the outfits of the hull, including joiner-work, vent Fy decks, boats, blocks, 
furniture, are to be completed, and the backing put on ready to receive the 
armor, 

“The Miantonomoh is at the navy-yard, New York, and will be completed 
and ready for sea in four months. ` 

“The Terror is at the navy-yard, New York, having alterations in the hull 
made for the new turrets. The contract for part of the material has just been 
approved by the Department. Her propelling machinery is erected on board. 

ost of the outfits of the hull, including joiner-work, wooden decks, boats. 
blocks, and furniture, are to be com leted. ; facing for armor put in place and 
armor when received ; turrets to build. 

“The Amphitrite is at the works of Harlan & Hollingsworth, Wilmington, Del. 
The structural part of the hull is nearly complete. Her pcan | machine 
is erected on board. The armor is to be secured in place when delivered. All 
of the outfits of the hull, including joiner work, wooden decks, boats, blocks, 
and furniture, are to be completed, and armor backing put in place and turrets 
buil 


t 
“The Monadnock is at the navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal. The structural part 
of the bull is nearly ory ope it he propelling machinery is now being con- 
structed, All of the outfits of the hull, including joiner work, wooden decks, 
boats, blocks, and furniture, are to be completed; turrets to be built, armor 
backing put in place, and armor secured when received. 
" Very respectfully, K 


. D. WILSON, 
“ Chief Constructor, Uniled States Navy, Chief of Bureau. 


“Hon. H. A. HERBERT, 
“ Chairman Committee on Naval mbna 
“ House of Representatives, Washington.” 


The contract made by the Navy Departmentin June, 1587, with the Bethlehem 
Iron Com y was for forgings for fifty 6-inch, six S-inch, twenty-one 10-inch, and 
two 12-inch guns. These will complete the great gun batteries for the Mianto- 
nomoh, Charleston, Baltimore, Bennington, Philadelphia, Newark, San Fran- 
cisco, Maine, Monadnock, Terror, Amphitrite, Puritan, Texas. 

The delivery of these forgings is by contract to begin February 1, 1890, and to 
be completed November I, 1891, but the company has made such satisfactory 
progress that it is expected deliveries will be commenced in March of the present 

ear, 
ʻ The Ordnance Dupara EAN with the plant we have already 
at the piel dre ashington, D. 0., guns wh ch of their size, first class in 
every particular, The Boston, Chi , Atlanta, and Dolphin carry altogether 
nineteen 6-inch modern breech-load ing rifled guns and eight of Sinches. Of 
these, eet the former and four of the latter class were made at the Washington 
navy-yard, 

There are also on hand, finished at the Washington yard, six 6inch guns and 
three 10-inch guns, besides eight 6-inch guns about seve: ths complete. 

When the works at that yard shall be completed the average time of assem- 
bling there a 6-inch gun will be, say, one hundred days, and for 12-inch gun two 
hundred days, ete. The annual capacity of the , it is estimated, will be at 
the rate of twenty-five G-inch and twelve 12-inch guns. The plant is to be fitted 
to manufacture as high as 16-inch guns. Weare also constructing guns by con- 
tract at South Boston Iron Works and West Point Foundry—at present six at 
cach place, to be completed in July and August of the present year: The guns 
made at the navy-y have so far been somewhat cheaper than those furnished 
by contract. The tests to which our new guns have been submitted show them 
to be equal to any made at the long-established workshops in Europe. 

We have at the proving-ground one 10-inch gun-carriage, manufactured at the 
Washington navy-yard, and three others will be completed within two months; 
also two 6-inch carriages completed and thirty-one others more than half fin- 
ished—all manufactured at the Washington navy-yard. 

The contract with the Hotchkiss Arms Company is for ninety-four rapid fire- 
ik pteineweng of thirty 6-pounders, twenty-two }pounders, ten 1-pounders, 
and thirty-two 37-millimeter guns, 

The Bethlehem ge pean also has the contract for the armor, complete, of the 
Puritan, Amphitrite, Monadnock, Terror, Maine, and Texas, to be delivered at 
ee of 300 tons per month, from February 1, 1890, to December 1, 1891, in- 

usive. 

The vessels provided for in the act of September 7, 1885, have none of them 
been let out to contract. The present Secretary has deemed it advisable to 


leave their construction entirely to his successor, 
Notwithstanding this a the committee have neve prope to recommend 
the construction of two additional vessels. This w: may be begun with the 


money carried in the bill, which is somewhat less than was borne in the last 
act, and no other work need be neglected. 

One of the ships we recommend is to be of the type of the Vesuvius; but it 
will be seen we provide for its construction only conditionally. 

The Vesuvius, as a vessel, is a remarkable success. The dynamite guns with 
which she is armed have |proven successful in trials on land. But itis yet a 
question whether when fired from the vessel accuracy can be obtained. The 
guns are affixed to the ship with no carriage upon which they can be trained to 
the right or left, or elevated, or depressed. 

The dynamite company and the inventors claim that by regulation of the 
charge and training with the rudder of the ship sufficient accuracy can be at- 
tained to make efficient the heavy charge of terrible explosives the guns can 
carry, ranging from 100 to 500 pounds of nitro-gelatine or bray The bill pro- 
vides for the building of a new vessel of the type of the Vesuvius upon the con- 
dition that the Secretary of the Navy shall be satisfied, after experiment with 
that vessel and her guns, of the efliciency of her armament. 

The other vessel recommended is a sea-going monitor of high speed combin- 
ing features which, all together, makes novel and, in the opinion of the experts 
of the Navy Department, will render it a very useful vessel. 

The general designs were furnished by Hon, Jons R. Tomas, of Illinois,who 
has had an experience of ten consecutive years in the consideration of naval 
matters as a member of your Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, addressing the House briefly in 

to the pending appropriation for our naval establishment, I 

will not wander off into that other sphere which our committee seems 

to have undertaken to occupy in the regulation of the foreign affairs of 

the country. I will leave that to the able chairman of the committee 

po: HERBERT] and to my eloquent colleague from New Jersey [Mr. 
cADOO 


It ought to be a cause of congratulation to the people of the country 
and to the House that during the past four years one of the great polit- 
ical parties of the-country has made the very useful discovery that one 
of the prime features in the creation of a United States navy is the ap- 
propriation of money by Congress for that purpose. And so far as we 
have made toward the rehabilitation of our naval establishment 
in the past few years itis due to the fact that the Congress of the United 
States, and I might be more specific and say the House of Representa- 
tives, has within that period pursued a different poer in regard to the 
appropriation of money for the increase of the Navy from that which 
had been pursued by the representatives of a different political party 
in previous years. 

The fact we have built ships and are now engaged in constructing 
additional vessels is due primarily to the fact that the Republicans in 
the House of Representatives have pursued an entirely different course 
toward the Navy from that of the Democrats of the House when the 
Republican party was in control of the national executive. And while 
I join with my friend the chairman, and my colleague from New Jer- 
sey, in congratulating the country upon the progress which has been 
made, perhaps it would be unjust to omit to call attention to the fact 
that so far as numerical contribution by votes toward this result is con- 
cerned the gratitude of the country may be ely claimed by the 
minority in the House of Representatives duri e past four years, 

I believe that the record of appropriation bills for the Navy will 
show that the political party of which I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber has on every occasion favored the most liberal provision for these 
Pp , and on important occasions has sought to go beyond the lead 
of Democratic majority. I find in the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy for the current year a gratulation of the country upon what 
he regards and what I conceive to be the most important achievement 
thus far toward the restoration of our naval supremacy, and that is the 
establishment in this country of the great machinery plant neeessary 
to furnish all the material required for the construction of our war 
ships. In his report the Secretary says, after referring to the measures 
by which American manufacturers were induced to enter this field; 
steel were 


armor and steel up to the highest standard of Euro: uirements. 
This was 


pean req' 
jeemed an experiment by the nt at the time, and was ac- 
companied with individual effort pdt apai i ha a steel 
in the unde g, but resulted successfully, and upon the Ist day of June, 
1587, contracts were entered into with the Bethlehem Iron Company, of Bethle- 
hem, Pa., one of the a ee and most enterprising of American si manufact- 
ories, under which the United States was guarantied that within two and one- 
half years from the date of the contract this country would have within its 
borders a plant equal to and probably the superior of any in the world for thé 
roduction of armor and the forgings for high-powe: guns. This, in the 
FAnn of the Department, must be deemed to have been the first important 
step towards the creation of a navy modern in character, 


I join with the Secretary in his congratulation of the country upon 
securing this result. And itis with considerable satisfaction that I am 
enabled to refer to the debates which occurred in this House nearly three 
years ago in which I made a somewhat persistent struggle for the accom- 
plishment of this precise end. It will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of July 24, 1886, when the naval appropriation bill was 
under consideration, that when the clause was reached providing for 
the purchase of the material for the armor of our vessels the following 


proceedings occurred: 


after the word “ manufacture,” in line 3, down to and including the words “ ini- 
port it,” in line 8. The clause which I propose to strike out is in these words: 
“ Provided contracts for furni the same in a reasonable timeata reason- 


able price and of the required can be made with responsible > 
Ao pee thee Eomrotaty cf the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase tee baii 
orany portion thereof and import it.” 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1445 


Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion in the 
same line which I see he is pursuing? 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The object of the gentleman is evidently to require that the ar- 
mor which is to be used for the purpose contemplated shall be manufactured in 
this country and nowhere else, 

Mr. BourELLE. My amendment will secure that object. The first portion of 
the section will then read : 

“That the armor used in constructing said armored vessel, and for complet- 
i eae monitors, shall be of the best o! ble quality and of domestic man- 
ufacture. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understood the gentleman’s object that the armor shall be 
made in this country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My amendment provides for that, 

Again I said: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My object in offering this amendment has been to encourage 

V posuna what I as one of the primarily important features of the re- 

lishment and maintenance of a navy, and that is the establishment in this 
country of the machinery, the plant, aud the hammers that are necessary to 
furnish the materials out of which the navy can be constructed. The establish- 
ment of a navy for a nation like ours is not accomplished when we have onary 
obtained ships. We want to have the ability here to construct ships. That 
of infinitely more importance than the question whether we shall have a few 
ships at this time. 

Iam told by manufacturers that the only difficulty in the way of manufactur- 
ing this armor is as to the size of the hammer and the weight of certain machin- 


ery, which is too expensive to be put up in this country unless there is some en-. 


couragement that there would be use for it. These immense masses of iron and 
steel are not used in business operations in civil life. Theyare only used inthe 
military operations of the Government. I want the Government of the United 
States to offer an inducement and encouragement for setting up this plant. 


A little further on in the discussion, in which the majority of the 
Naval Committee were inclined to adhere to the text of their bill, the 
chairman [Mr. HERBERT] said: 


Mr. HERBERT, And this contemplates that he shall make those contracts with 
persons who will enter into an agreement to furnish the armor, but in order 
not to put himself at the mercy of combinations who might him what- 
ever they chose, this provision is inserted, that the contracts shall be made on 
condition that the contractors shall agree to furnish the armor in a reasonable 
time and at a reasonable price. These provisos are putin here simply for the 
purpose of protecting the Government against combinations, 


A little further on the gentleman from New York, who has since 
gone to the other branch of Congress, Mr. Hiscock, said: 

Mr. Hiscock. As I understand, we are not Peneres and can not be for some 
little time to build the armor for these turrets, am willing, nevertheless, to 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from Maine and force the preparation. 
We we fs well get ready now to do the work as at any other time, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the best information which I have been able 
to obtain—and it is information which I believe to be entirely reliable—is to the 
effect that the rs pci ey establishments of this country can within six 
poets ut emeton in condition to produce this armor which is required— 

r. Hiscock. No, 

Mr. Bovure..e. Well, I am making this statement on what I believe to be 
sufficient authority. e gentleman can contradict it afterwards if he wishes 
to do so, I say the best information I hayve—and I have had reassurance on this 
ee very recently—is that if we will offer simply the inducement provided 

n this amendment that American manufacturers shall have the Lif shana Chen 
produce the armor for these vessels, they will within six months ready to 
respond, Certainly this is a very small inducement. 

I am also informed and know that to-day there is at one of the hotels in this 
city the agent of a French manufactory of armor who is here ready to make these 
contracts, Furthermore, I am informed that two or three officers of the United 
States Government in the city of Washington to-day are the representatives of 
an English manufactory of armor, 

Mr. McAnoo, Is it not the factthat the last administration contracted with the 
English firm of Cammell & Brown for compound armor for the Miantonomoh? 

r, BOUTELLE, I think it likely it did. 
anu brs gtr And the plates are now on the dock at Brooklyn, being put on 
urre! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I tell you, no other administration, with my consent or 
by my vote, will be permitted to make these contracts abroad, ing to our 
people the inducement which I believe is all that is necessary to make us inde- 
pendent in this matter. 


On the vote taken on the amendment in the Committee of the Whole 
there was a majority of 101 to 61; so that the amendment was there 
adopted. But when we got back into the House, under the lead of the 
majority of the Naval Committee, a sufficient number of votes were 
rallied to change the result, and that amendment, which had been 
adopted, with various others, in the Committee of the Whole, was de- 
feated by a vote of 111 nays to 108 yeas. Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, 
the result of that debate, of the istent attempt, and of the strong 
expression made in the House of KonenontaA ves in behalf of an effort 
to domesticate the manufacture of materials necessary for our war ships 
has since borne fruit, and the Secretary himself, in his latest report, in 
giving credit to various distinguished officers and officials and to mem- 
bers of the committee of the two branches of Congress, also goes on to 
say that— 5 

But for the thorough elucidation of the subject which had thus goths aed 
been made, and through which the conditions of the problem had n thor- 
oughly made known, it is not likely that the efforts of the Navy Department 
would have been attended with success. 

I have adverted to this simply as a matter of historic justice and to 
enable me to congratulate with all frankness and candor the Secretary 
of the Navy, who has been alert, as I believe, in seizing upon the best 
ideas that have been presented, and to whose efforts in bringing about 
the administrative measures that have been requisite to produce this 
result the country is indebted. I reiterate here what I said before on 
the floor of Congress, that I regard it as of yastly more consequence 
than that we should have ata Crate time a given number of fully 
equipped ships of war, one-half of the materials for which, or one-quar- 
ter of the materials for which, must necessarily be procured from other 


nations; that we should have beneath our own flag, upon our own con- 
tinent, establishments under our own jurisdiction capable of furnish- 
ing at the command of the Government every material required for 
the construction and armament of the most formidable ships of war. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, I regard it of vastly more importance 
that the United States of America should be independent of every other 
people and of every other nation on the globe for the construction of 
the enginery and the ships of war, than that we should simply obtain 
partly at home and partly from abroad a certain number of ships or a 
certain number of guns. Therefore the country is to be congratulated 
that we have established one great plant, to be succeeded by others, as 
I believe, in different parts of the country, including the State from 
which my honored colleague, the chairman of the committee, comes as 
a Representative, and which will be able to furnish at the call of the 
Government everything that is required to assert the rights and uphold 
the honor of the American people upon the highseas. This will mark, 
Mr. Chairman, an emancipation as well as an advance that may be 
placed side by side with that other great industrial triumph, when by 
the operation of wise and patriotic American legislation we domesti- 
cated the steel-rail industry in the United States, thereby rendering 
the transportation of this country free from dependence upon the labor 
or the caprice of other manufacturing nations of the earth. 

The chairman of the committee in his opening speech has stated to 
the House the details of what has been accomplished in the way of con- 
struction of new ships. Ido not know that I have anything of par- 
ticular interest to add to his statement. I may suggest, however, in 
view of his remark that in a few years from now no other nation on 
earth will have vessels of the high rate of speed which our vessels 
under construction are expected to attain, that it is drawing upon the 
future somewhat, and that we had better, perhaps, devote ourselves 
to perfecting the business we have in hand, getting our ships afloat 
and demonstrating their capacity by actual performance, rather than to 
indulge in ulations and in boasting as to what they will accom- 
plish when they are completed. 

But I have no doubt, sir, that improvements will be demonstrated 
in the construction of our ships of war. There ought to be, for this 
is the age of progress and advancement; and if the vessels that are 
now under contract, if the ships that have been designed and placed 
in construction during the last three years shall prove as great an ad- 
vance as was made by their immediate predecessors, the first steel war 
ships constructed in this country—the vessels from the yard of John 
Roach—over the old wooden ships of the preceding era, the country 
will have reason to congratulate itself and the Administration now go- 
ing ont of power. I believe that these ships will show a gratifying 
degree of progress. But, Mr. Chairman, I am bound in candor to say 
that the indications are not altogether conclusive that the powers that 
be at present are inclined to apply quite as rigid tests to the vessels 
conceived under their own designs as they applied to those other ships 
which were designed by their predecessors. 

The new vessel recently built at Philadelphia, for whose success cer- 
tainly no one is more anxious than myself, and in whose achievements 
in regard to speed and prowess noone can be more gratified than I, has 
certainly, so far as I can judge, been treated in a very different manner 
from that accorded to the first experiments of the American people in 
constructing war ships from steel. I think ifan unprejudiced man will 
but make a comparison hetween the methods employed in the testing 
and trial of the Dolphin and of the Vesuvius, which has recently been 
accepted by the Department, he will not fail to be impressed by the 
remarkable contrast, not only in the tests applied, but in the treatment 
accorded, I find in the case of the Dolphin, for instance, that after 
she had been subjected to a number of tests and trials, and an addi- 
tional one had been required, that on the 28th of May, 1885, this fa- 
vorable report was sent by telegraph to the Secretary of the Navy: 


New York, May 28, 1885, 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Dolphin ran six consecutive hours to-day without mishap of any sort, aver- 
ng from 72 to 76 turns per minute; all conditions favorable; steam pressure, 
to 89 pounds; average speed, 15} knots; speed for two hours, 15.9 knots per 
hour; approximate mean, collective ep pet ped 2,240. As ship was aground 
on reef on Wednesday she ought to be docked before sea trials. 
G. E. BELKNAP, 
President of Board, Astor House. 
Here was the report of a naval officer upon the trial of a vessel, the 
contract for which only called for 15 knots speed, and he states that 
she made an average, upon a trial of six consecutive hours, of more than 
the contract called for; and yet we do not find the Secretary of the Navy 
sending a jubilatory dispatch to Commander Belknap upon the achieve- 
ment of the Dolphin; but, on the contrary, an additional trial and se- 
verer tests were required. She was subjected to a most extraordinary 
trial at sea, the record of which shows that after subjecting that vessel 
to every ordeal which the ingenuity of man could devise, she was 
finally driven at 11 knots an hourinto a head seaoff the Atlantic coast, 
and yet she failed to develop the structural weakness that seemed to 
be so diligently sought. 
But that is ancient history. We all know about that. How differ- 
ent—what a contrast we find in the method of conducting the trial of 
this new vessel, designed under the.auspices of the present Adminis- 
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tration, and upon whose success the administration of the Navy De- 
partment has so largely based its claims to public approval. 

Now, I have no p Mr. i in the few remarks I shall 
submit, to depreciate the value of this new addition to our naval serv- 
ice. I was one of the original advocates of the experiment. I favored 
the appropriation. Iam glad the ship has been built, and I am in- 
clined to believe that she will prove, in many a success; but 
when we contrast with the harsh treatment of the Dolphin, the haste, 
the alacrity with which the Secretary of the Navy sent by telegraph 
his ting to the constructor of the Vesuvius, congratulating him 
that he had set the world an example in speed, and eE P 
success in that regard that had ever been accomplished in naval archi- 
tecture, it is, perhaps, proper to look a little at the different conditions 
under which these trials were made. 

I have not accurate data in regard to these trials, but I learn by 
such inquiries as I have been able to make, in the paucity of official 
intelligence, that the Vesuvius, originally designed to be of 700 tons, 
with a draught of 8 feet (I obtain this from the ‘‘ General Information, 
Series 6,” of the Naval Intelligence Office), subsequently grew by 
changes to 805 tons, with a draught of 9 feet 3 inches, as shown by 
* Series 7,” page 300. 

On the trial her draught was 9 feet 6 inches, and this, I am told, was 


be added to her displacement, bringing her down to nearly 11 feet 
draught. As her guns have been increased from 10} to 15-inch caliber, 
this will add still more to her draught. So that we find the Department, 
which so severely criticised the changes and modifications and altera- 
an) du AOUE ce AI T Sect g haprad Aa kaw 
with 8 feet t, as originally in to y one-si 

with probably 11 feet draught when finally completed and ready for 
service, 

Itisalso to be recollected, Mr. Chairman, that when the Dolphin was 
tried it was one of the conditions of trial that she should be weighted 
down to a load-line which would equal her draught when she should 
have her crew, stores, and armament on board. She was to be com- 
pelled to make her trial as if equipped for sea and for battle. On the 
contrary, this new ship upon her trial, as I am informed, was not only 
a hundred tons of coal short, but she had no weights on board to rep- 
resent what she will be required to carry in stores, etc., when she is 
fitted for actual service. It will be remembered also that one of the 
serious criticisms against the design of the Dolphin was that a portion 
vn} vertical engine was above her water-line, and therefore unpro- 


It is a fact, as I am informed, that at least half of the machinery of 
the Vesuvius is equally unprotected and above the water-line; yet we 
have heard no criticism of that fact, and I do not offer it as a criticism 
at this time, but simply to mark the contrast in the treatment of the 
two vessels. I have heard it suggested, I do not know with what 
justice, that the designs of the engine and the hull of this vessel may 
have been made more with a view to the trial trip than to endurance. 
1 ieont ce BAe proye- 1i bo es Soh; but my information is that 
the specifications of contract made between the Department and 
the builders of this ship contrast in a most marked and conspicuous 
manner with the specifications of the contracts required of the builders 
of other vessels. It has been stated to me by persons upon whose judg- 
ment I place great reliance that the machinery for this vessel is en- 
tirely too light. I hope that may not be found to beso. I am told 
that on her first preliminary trial she broke the valves of her air-pump. 
of that made for the public. Iam told that on her 
second iminary trial she broke her main valve-gear. I have heard 
no public statement asto that. I am told thaton her first official trial 
she broke one of her fire-room blowers so completely after the first ran 
over the course that the second run was made with that fire under nat- 
ural draught. lam told that on her second official trial she broke her 
air-pump beam. Now, these may not be radical defects; I hope they are 
not; but when we call to mind the serious manner in which gentlemen 
criticised the Dolphin because, when forced to her utmost speed, a glass 
of water filled even to the rim would vibrate enough to spill a drop or 
two, this circumstance being cited as an evidence of ‘‘ structural weak- 
ness,’’ we certainly may deem itstrange that no comment is made upon 
defects such as those I have cited. 

The reason for it is an obvious one; the explanation is clear. It is 
found in the fact that the Republican press of the country, Republican 
members of Co and Republicans generally have not been dis- 

to use the carping and hypercritical method which was employed 

the other political party to find fault with and break down the re 
utation of the vessels built under a Republican administration in the 
eh ag of that great naval constructor and sturdy American, John 


I am told that on the first trial of the Vesuvius she was tested over 
a 4-mile course and failed. I have never heard any official report of 
that kind; I do not know that it is the fact; but that is my informa- 
tion. Iam told that on the second official trial the course was cut 
down to 2 miles, and that the vessel again failed. Ihave had no ofñ- 


cial report of that; but it is my information; and if correct I trust that 
the facts may be given. 

I am told that the contractors then claimed that the water of the course 
was not deep enough for this 800 or 900 ton vessel; and so by their 
quest the last trial was made in deep water; and as a trial of 
made in deep water is generally a trial of speed made farther awa 
from shore, it may possibly be that a trial of speed farther away from 
the shore furnishes more latitude for variation in estimates of the prog- 
ress of the vessel than would be furnished if she were run close to the 
landmarks along shore. Ido not know how that-may be. But as 
compared with these repeated and i trials to which the 
Dolphin was subjected, I am informed that the speed test applied to 
this new ship, upon which the claim to her extrao: 5 is 
based, did not exceed from six to twelve minutes—just as you might 
take the speed of a horse as he went past the jndge’s stand without 
eee reo ne sees PEN hold for a quarter or a half or the entire 

e. 


The test of the Roach ship was a six-hours trial. The test of the 
Vesuvius was, as I am informed, from six to twelve minutes when the 
vessel was at the very acme of her speed. And while in the trial of 
the Dolphin it was made a special subject of comment and criticism, 
which was repeated upon this floor, that they actually had to put water 
upon some of the journals because they became heated—a very com- 
mon occurrence—I am informed by a witness of good authority that 
when the Vesuvius emerged from her trial her fire-room was, as he ex- 
pressed it, like a Turkish bath. 

Now, as I have said, Mr. Chairman, I have not made these remarks 
for the purpose of manifesting hostility either to this vessel or to her 
contractors or builders, because there is nodoubt whatever that the ship 
has developed a high degree of speed; she was built to doit, todo noth- 
ing else. But when gentlemen on this floor or in the ne pers or 
elsewhere undertake to institute a comparison of the speed of this ves- 
sel as a “ cruiser ’’ with the speed of other ‘‘ cruisers ” heretofore built, 
they ignore utterly the fact that this is a vessel designed to do but 
just two things—to carry those dynamite guns, which are not of great 
weight, while all the rest of the ship is devoted to machinery enough 
to force her at the highest rate ofspeed. Sothat you have eliminated 
at the outset some of most difficult factors of the problem which enter 
into the construction of a fully-equipped cruiser—the providing of 
quarters for the men, stores for the crew, ponderous armament, and a 
coal capacity for a voyage across the ocean. 

It is provided in this bill that the President shall build another ves- 
sel of this type. If succeeding trial shall demonstrate that the vessel 
is a success, I hope that she will be repeated in an improved form. I 
do not believe, however, that the Department should be compelled to 
build a vessel y like another vessel which has been built; al- 
though the observations 1 have made donot apply tothe offensive powers 
of this ship or to the efficiency of the dynamite guns, from which I hope 
great things, and in whose success I have a very great degree of confi- 
dence. But I think that a wise consideration of the future should lead 
us to leave to the President and the Secretary of the Navy some dis- 
cretion as to the form and size and character of the ships upon which 
in future these dynamite guns are to be mounted. š 

A gentleman who has given much attention to such matters insists 
that before a vessel is accepted she should be tested with her full 
weights on board, under conditions that she will be required to meet 
and fulfill in actual service, and he expresses the opinion that there is 
not another government on the face of the earth that would accept a 
ship after such a trial as has been had in the case of the Vesuvius. 

Mr. Chairman, I have adverted to this striking contrast in the treat- 
ment accorded to vessels of different political paternity. I do not be- 
lieve that the incoming administration will mete out to the builders 
and designers of the ships now under construction the kind of treat- 
ment which has been meted out to vessels designed under Republican 
a in the past. I believe that the new administration will be 
g to -recognize every improvement that has been made, every ad- 
vance that has been achieved; and that within the next four years, if 
our Democratic friends will give to the Republican majority in the 
House of Representatives but one-half the zeal of support that the 
Republican minority has given to them during the four years of Dem- 
ocratic control of the Exeeutive Departments, we shall make a still 
greaterand grander stride toward the rehabilitation of the American 
Navy. I hope the suggestion may be realized. If I have any doubt 
as to the result, it is born of a sad and discouraging experience of the 


past. 

I do not, know that I have any further observations to make at this 
time except perhaps to allude ina casual way to the difference be- 
tween the criticism that was applied to the Atlanta, for instance, when 
on the trial of her great guns the brass tracks that were fastened to the 
deck were found insecure. a mere matter of detail, with no possible 
connection with the structure of the ship itself; and yet the Democratic 
press in full cry broke out in chorus against the weakness and useless- 
ness of that ship; and the manner in which other people have treated 
the accident that befell the new cruiser Baltimore so shortly after she 
was launched. I donot think it furnishes occasion for criticism on 
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her builders that a canal-boat or a ferry-boat in running into the stern 
of the ae off a lug upon the stern-post so as to make a hole 
through the steel casting. I know that it was an accidental thing, 
but I am afraid that if such an accident as that had happened to one 
of the ships that were launched from. the yard of Jobn Roach we should 
have heard some wild Democratic alarms going up about a sea-going 
vessel put hors de combat by the first canal-boat that came along. 
[Laughter.] Weshould have had a repetition of the eloquent speeches 
that we heard in the House only a few years ago when the Republican 
party was held responsible for being unable to build a wooden side- 
wheel gunboat strong enough to stand up against a fifteen-hundred- 
ton wooden schooner running at the rate of 12 to 15 knots an hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And loaded with coal. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And loaded with coal, as my colleague suggests. 
The vountry recognizes the treatment which has been accorded to the 
Navy by the two political parties of the country, and, gentlemen, the 
country is going to hold political parties on both sides of this Chamber 
responsible for carrying on the good work not only of putting ships 
afloat to carry the American flag and American guns to protect the honor 
and interests of the nation, but for so carrying on that good work as to 
enable the people of America to supply on our own soil from our own 
mines, from our own forests, from our own workshops, upon designs 
fresh from the brains of our own naval architects, Sead ti of the 
ships of the American Navy from the keel beneath the wave to the truck 
mer the emblem of the great Republic shall proudly float. [Ap- 

ause. 
= Mr. BERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to bring this debate 
to a close, and would suggest, if it meet the approval of the committee, 
that all general debate be closed in ten minutes, which time I would 
like to use answering some of the suggestions of my colleague on the 
committee [ Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If my colleague is going to oceupy that time I 
may need to respond to him, and I shall therefore ask to reserve the 
remainder of my time, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I will ask that after fifteen minutes, ten 
minutes of which I will consume, the other five to be reserved for the 
gentleman from Maine, all general debate on this bill may be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine says 
he opposed a provision in the bill of 1886 authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to make contracts for certain articles abroad in case they 
could not be furnished within a reasonable time at home and at a rea- 
sonable price, and in that connection quotes remarks which I made 
upon the passage of the bill, as follows: 

These provisions are put here simply to protect the Government from com- 
binations. 

The majority of the committee certainly did desire and expect at 
that time that everything pertaining to the building of a navy should 
be produced in America. These provisions to which the gentleman al- 
} were simply put in to protect the Government, as I stated at the 
time, from possible combinations among bidders. 'The provision was 
stricken out in the Senate. 

The protection to the Government desired by Se majority Se 
committee was omitted. Now, what ha; ? Sir, if that provision 
had been left in the bill the result would have been that the plant at 
the navy-yard in W; to-day would have been much further 
advanced than it is. There was a combination between bidders for 
certain portions, the most important too, of the plant required 
to construct first-class guns in the W: navy-yard; at least the 
Secretary of the Navy so thought. Me denei that there was no rea- 
sonable bid, and so he rejected all of the bids and has made other offers. 
Even to this day there has been no contract for some of the machinery, 
and this delay is the direct result, as I think, of putting the Govern- 
ment so patriotically in the hands of manufacturers. 

If this provision had been inserted there is no sort of doubt that the 

would have been able to secure in the first instance reason- 
able bids for the construction of that plant required at this navy- 
and we would have been much further advanced than we are to-day. 
There was no thought on the part of the or of the majority 
of the committee that anything should have been bought abroad. The 
provision was put there, as I stated, in the words usted by the gentle- 
man from Maine, simply as a precaution to protect the Government 
against combinations among bidders, and subsequent events have jus- 
tified the wisdom of the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. DoI understand that it was not intended that 
any of this material should be bought abroad? 

Mr. HERBERT. It was intended that it should all be procured in 
America; and, well knowing as the gentleman does the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, I think he is to conelude that the Seere- 
tary,would, although that provision had remained in the bill, have suc- 
ceeded in obtaining i in America everything necessary for the construc- 
tion of that plant in the Washington navy-yard. 

The gentleman complains the same tests were not made ofthe Vesu- 
vius as of the Dolphin. The difference between the results shown in 


the trials of the two vessels was a very wide one and the distinction 
very great. When the Dolphin was tried there were very serious de- 
fects reported by the board which tested that ship in the first instance, 
going, not to the question of speed, but to defects in many other regards. 
Among other defects structural weakness in the Dolphin was reported 
by the board, which was composed of as good and efficient officers as 
this Government had. There was no way, as they reported, of ascer- 
taining whether this criticism was correct except by testing the ship 
at sea—that is, by a six hours’ trial at sea. The board in the case of 
the Vesuvius found no difficulty of that kind whatever. My under- 
standing—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What tests did they apply? 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘They applied the test, in the first place, of a run 
of 4 miles—I think it was 4 miles—above the Delaware Breakwater. 
There were one or two trials above Delaware Breakwater, in which the 
Vesuvius failed to come up to the speed required. The Dolphin had 
three tests also; and there were defects in some of the machinery. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In the Vesuvius? 

Mr. HERBERT. There were some breakages. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Were they not of a more serious character than 
any that were reported on the Dolphin? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, they were not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg to differ with you. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thatisexactly where wedo differ. In the Dolphin 
the defect reported was structural weakness that was supposed to ren- 
der her unseaworthy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it never was developed, in point of fact. 

Mr. HERBERT. She had another trial. She went tosea, and after 
that trial she was accepted, although there were still serious defects on 
$20 000. of which the assignees of Mr. Roach allowed a deduction of 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But did not this vessel develop structural weak- 
ness in several important parts? 

Mr. HERBERT. Which vessel? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Vesuvius. 

Mr. HERBERT. Not at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh. 

Mr. HERBERT. On the con , the record shows that she had 
great strength, great steadiness, she did not succeed in making the 
full 20 knots speed at first simply because some bolt broke, or some 
little piece of machinery was defective. She was afterwards tried out- 
side of Delaware Breakwater at sea, and the gentleman, in order to 
found a criticism there upon her, says—and he gets it, as I think, en- 
tirely from his imagination—that she was tried at sea, in deep water, 
because that furnished more latitude to the board of naval officers in 
charge to deceive the Government than they would have had if that 
vessel had been tried upon a canal. I do not know that that is the 
language of the gentleman, but I think that I am stating his proposi- 

on y- 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not think you state it as well as I do. 

Mr. HERBERT. - I think I am stating it fairly. Itis an imputa-, 
tion, I think, without any foundation of fact so far as I know, that the 
board of officers trying this vessel had and exercised a better opportu- 
nity to cheat the Government in a trial out. at sea and in deep water 
than they would have had if she had been tried upon a canal. = 
BOUTELLE shook his head.] The gentleman did not say so? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; I did not. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the imputation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I did not say so. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know you did not say so; but I can not under- 
stand the force of the criticism unless it carries with it an imputation 
upon the board of officers who reported on the trial. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman give the House the benefit 
of his information as to why deep water was sought? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, I will. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to hear it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Simply because any vessel can make more 
in deep than in shallow water. All experts know that to be a fact. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Know what to be a fact? 

Mr. HERBERT. That a vessel can make better speed in deep water 
than it can in shallow water, where the bottom is nearer to the pro- 
peller of the steamer. Then I pass on to the other—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where was the first trial ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Above the breakwater in Delaware Bay. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where was the Dolphin tried? 

Mr. HERBERT. Thegentleman knows that I have but ten minutes, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I knowit is hard for you to be quite fair for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. In relation to the other criticism on the Vesu- 
vius. She was built at a contract price of $350,000. She was in- 
creased in from 220 to 242 feet. She was increased in beam 
from 24 to 264 feet, and there was an increase in her depth, and an in- 
creased displacement; and altogether she was built better and larger 
than the contract called for—all this by the contractors without 
increase of com: The contract called for that wo 
throw a hun 


pounds of dynamite ; she was built with guns that /' 
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would throw 500 pounds, And then as to her machinery being light, 
'I have here a table prepared by Lieutenant Rodgers, chief of the In- 

ce Bureau, comparing the Vesuvius with other vessels of her 
elass. This table shows that her machinery, instead of being lighter 
than that of other such vessels, is heavier, and the remark is made 
that the explanation of this fact is that her tngines are more durable 
and better. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask unanimous consent that the chairman of 
the committee be allowed to continue his remarks for five or ten min- 
utes. 

Thero was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ishall not take five minutes. I simply want to 
say that the Vesuvius is heavier, is larger, is stronger, is in every way 
& ship, both as to the vessel and the guns, than was contracted 

for. Yet the gentleman from Maine, who voted to make the contract, 
criticises the vessel that is better than the contract called for. Here is 
the comparison spoken of between the Vesuvius, the Tripoli; the Sharp- 
shooter, English; the Rattlesnake, another English vessel; the De- 
structor, a Spanish vessel; the Bombe, a French vessel; here are the 
figures in each case, showing the horse-power, the speed, the weight of 
the machinery; and these figures show that the machinery of the Ve- 
suvius is heavier, justifying the remark of the chief of the Intelligence 
Office that it will be more durable and better than that of the other 
vessels of her class. Now, I think I have answered everything that 
the gentleman of Maine has said in relation to this ship, and I will 
not trespass further upon the indulgence of the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I donot know that I have anything that I de- 
sire to say in reply to what the chairman of the committee has said ex- 
cept to disciaim entirely the remarks which he has endeavored to make 
forme. When I see fit to make any reflection upon anybody, in or 
out of official life, I have ample opportunity to make it in my own 
time, in my own way, and in my own language, and I have not gen- 
erally been credited with a lack of franknessin thatregard. It occurs 
to me that instead of charging that I had imputed to some persons, 
whom I never named and whom I had not in mind, a purpose to de- 
ceive somebody, it might have been just as easy for the chairman, and 
quite as charitable towards others, if he had supposed that I had in 
mind the possibility that taking a vessel out to sea would furnish more 
liability that somebody might be deceived. I made no imputation of 
the kind suggested by the chairman. I simply stated a fact which will 
be ized by everybody who knows anything at all about the trial 
of the speed of vessels, who knows anything about geography, who 
knows anything about the admeasurement of distances, namely, that it 
is very much more difficult to make an accurate test of the speed of a 
vessel upon a movable element like water far away from the land 
than when you are close alongside of the fixed landmarks, If aman 
is trying the speed of a vessel on a canal, he is not likely to make a 
mistake of a quarter of a mile if his vessel stops directly alongside of 
the mile-post which tells the story, but if he is out upon the sea, he 
is subject to variations of current, he is subject to the error of his in- 
struments; he has rendered accuracy of alignn. nt more difficult by 
the very distance that intervenes between the vessel and the objects by 
which the measurement is made. I made no imputation; I desired to 

. make none. I only emphasized my criticism by calling attention to 
the fact that the Vesuvius, after two failures, as the chairman states, 
was given a third trial in deep water, while, as I understand it, the 
first two trials were made under substantially similar conditions to the 
first two trials of the Dolphin, a vessel of equal or greater draught. 
a Chairman, I had no intention to assail the Vesuvius. I have not 
one 80. 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs—and he is a high 
authority in naval matters and his judgment ought to be respected— 
the chairman tells us that the successive breakages of machinery upon 
every trial which this vessel made were of no importance whatever 
and would bear no comparison in importance with the mere suggestion, 
the mere imputation, the mere suspicion of a structural weakness on 
the part of the Dolphin that never has been developed! In closing I 
want to say that year before last I had the fortune to go on board that 
much-abused and depreciated ship, the Dolphin, at Bar Harbor. I 
came in from the bay and saw her lying at anchor. I thought she was 
a yacht, so trim and beautiful did she appear, and when I went upon 
her deck and had walked through the ship and made such examination 
as I could, I said to the captain, ‘‘I don’t know much about your steel 
ships, but I have looked all through your vessel in the places where I 
would look in an old-time vessel for signs of weakness or strain, and I 
do not discern any.” 


ships !?’ 

Then I asked him about her speed, and he told me she had made 15} 
knots easily, and that before they got through with her they proposed 
to add another knot to that. Since then she has been sent.around to 
the Pacific coast, and while some of the famous English-built cruisers, 
like the Naniwa-Kan, have fallen off from their jockeyed trial-trip 
speed of 17 knots to about 14 in actual service, the little dispatch boat 
Dolphin, which has survived all the heroic tests applied to her, is able 


“ Why,” said he, ‘‘she is strong enough for two, 


to show better speed after two years of active service than was claimed 
by her builders on her trial trips, 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCrEAry). The time allowed for general 
debate has expired. The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by 
graphs for amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 
The Clerk read the following: 


Pay, miscellaneous: 

For commissions and interest; transportation of funds; exchange; mileage 
to officers while traveling under orders in the United States, and for actual per- 
sonal expenses of officers while traveling abroad under orders, and for travel- 
ing expenses of apothecaries, yeomen, and civilian employés, and for actual - 
and necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while proceeding from their 
homes to the Naval Academy for examination and appointment as cadets; for 
rentand furniture of buildings and offices not in navy-yards; expenses of courts- 
martial, prisoners, and prisons and courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, 
examining boards, with clerks’ and witnesses’ fi and traveling expenses and 
costs; stationery and recording; expenses of pu ing-paymasters’ offices of 
the various cities, renin c ne See fuel, sta! ers ag er 
expenses; newspapers an ve ng; foreign postage; te! , foreign’ 
and domestic; telephones; copying; care of iraty, ferriage, kolia, and e roa 
fees; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplomas, and discharges; relief of 
vessels in distress; canal tolls and pilotage; recovery of valuables from ship- 
wrecks; quarantine expenses; reports, professional nvestigation, cost of spe- 
cial instruction, at home or abroad, in maintenance of students and attachés, 
and information from abroad, and the collection and classification thereof, and 
other necessary incidental expenses; in all, $225,000, 


Mr, HERBERT, I move to amend by inserting after, the word 
“library,” in line 1 of page 3, the words ‘‘ including purchase of books, 
prints, manuscripts, and periodicals.” Those words have uniformly 
been in this bill, and they were intended by the committee to be in- 
cluded in this instance; but by a misprint they were struck out. 

The amendment of Mr. HERBERT was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval Torpedo Stationand War College: For labor, material, freight, and ex- 
ps ; general care of and repairs to grounds, buildings, wharves; 
nstruction; instruments, tools, furniture, experiments, general torpedo outfits, 
— 7 Ta of the Naval Torpedo Station and War College on Goat Isl- 
and, $70,000. 


Pa WHEELER withholds his remarks for reyision. [See Appen- 


The CHAIRMAN, By unanimous consent, pro forma amendments 
are withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Electric lighting of sah Rearing For the establishment of plant and the inau- 
guration of electric lighting in the ae at New York, Norfolk, Va., 
Washington, D. C., and Mare Island, Cal., $60,000. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move, on page 13, line.17, after the word ‘‘Cali- 
fornia,” to add ‘‘ to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move the following amendment, of which I 
have given notice, and I will say that it has been so amended as to be 
generally acceptable. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the purpose of permanently establ a station for coal and other sup- 
plies for the naval and commercial marine of the United States on the shores of 
the bay of the harbor of Pago, in the island of Tutuila, Samoa, for the 
erection of the necessary building and structures thereon, and for such other 
purposes as may, in thejudgmentof the President, be necessary to confirm the 
rights of the United States under Article II of the treaty of 1378 between the 
United States and the King of the Samoan Islands and the deed of transfer 
made in accordance therew: $100,000. 


Mr. ADAMS. Should not the appropriation ‘be made immediately 
available? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, I will modify my amendment by adding the 
words ‘‘to be immediately available.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Increase of the Navy: 

To enable the President to further increase the naval establishment of the 
United States, he is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract one ar- 
mored steel cruising monitor, of not less than 3,000 tons displacement, at a cost 
not aa Y $1,500,000, exclusive of armament, and of any premium which 
may be paid for increased speed, of the t; and to be constructed according 
to plans and specifications to be furnished to the Navy Department by Hon, 
Jons R. Tuomas, of Illinois, to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The contract for the construction of said cruising monitor, her boilers, en- 
gines, and eared h shall contain provisions to the effect that, under condi- 
tions to be preset! by the Navy Department, the contractor shall guarant 
that the collective horse-power developed by the engines of said vessel shall 
equal 7,500 indicated horse-power, and that said vessel when completed and 
tested for speed, under conditions to be prescribed by the Navy Department, 
shall exhibit a maximum speed of not less than 17 knots per hour; and the con- 
tract for said vessel shall contain a further provision that for every quarter of 
knot of speed so exhibited above said guaranty of 17 knots the contractor shall 
receive a premium, over and above the contract price, of $50,000, and for ev: 
quarter knot that said vessel fails of reaching said guarantied speed there shail 
be deducted from the contract price the sum of $50,000. The material, boile: 
engines, and machinery shall be of domestic manufacture and of the latest an 
most approved quality and type. 

The act of August 3, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,” so far as applicable, shall govern the construction of said vessel. 

And the President is also hereby further authorized to contract with the Pneu- 
matie Dynamite Gun Company for the construction of one additional cruiser of 
the Vesuvius type, of not less dimensions than that vessel, and to attain a speed 
under conditions as to of 21 knots an hour, with an endurance o! 
not less than 15 days at 10 knots an hour, to be armed with two pneumaticdyna- 
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mite guns of 15-inch caliber, and to be fitted for such other armament as the Sec- 
retary of the Navy may prescribe: Provided, That the contractors shall guar- 
anty a d of 20 knots an hour, and that there shall be deducted from the con- 
tract price the sum of $10,000 for every quarter knot that said vessel fails of reach- 
ang tee further speed of 21 knots per hour: And i further, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall be satisfied, after official tests made with the Vesuvius 
and her guns, as to the efficiency of the armament of that vessel; and the cost 
of said vessel shall not exceed the sum of $450,000. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, my attention was momentarily 
diverted from the reading of the bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
that we go back to the preceding clause, under the head of *‘ Increase 
of the Navy;’’ I refer to the first clause. I had proposed offering an 
amendment, but my attention was for the moment withdrawn. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask, then, that we go back to the first clause 
for an increase of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will have leave 
to return to this clause for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to offer an amendment to this section, 
and I do it with a great deal of hesitation and delicacy, as well as with 
regret that I may seem to in any way antagonize a measure in which 
a committee colleague may feel a particular interest. But it seems to 
me that a proper performance of my duty here, and a just regard to 
the rights of the incoming administration, which will have to deal with 
the construction and designing of these ships, will not permit me to 
sanction the proposition that the House shall lay down a specific plan 
upon which a ship must be constructed by the Navy Department. I 
think that has never been done before, and in this age of constant 
change and rapid modifications and improvements it does not seem to 
me to be either safe or judicious. 

We authorized a contract to be made with the Dynamite Gun Com- 
pany for the construction of a vessel to carry dynamite guns upon plans 
to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, but Congress did not at- 
tempt by legislative instructions to require the Navy Department to 
build a ship of an absolutely specific type or design, or that it should 
build it upon plans, specifications, or drawings of a particular character. 

Now, I have understood, sir, that this particular vessel, which is pro- 
vided for in this paragraph of the bill, bas been recommended by some 
officers of distinction in the service, and I would like to ask if I am 
torrect in that statement. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no personal knowledge of the matter. 
My information extends only to the athendment as it appears in this 
bill, But if that is the case, if it be true that these plans have been 
approved by officers of distinction, and if this is a vessel such as ought 
to be and can be advantageously constructed as an addition to our 
Navy, there can be but little doubt, I take it, that the administration 
of the Navy Department which is to act on this matter will see the ad- 
vantages of this vessel and adopt the plans. But it seems to me that 
we ought to permit the Secretary of the Navy at least to have the op- 
tion of building this particular vessel according to these specifications 
and plans, if he shall deem it advisable, or of having them modified, or 
of substituting others, as he may deem for the best interests of the 
country, when the time comes for the construction of the ship. 

Therefore I shall propose an amendment, Mr. Chairman, by making 
this appropriation a general one, which will provide for the construc- 
tion of a steel cruiser of the cost and size mentioned ‘‘ of the most ap- 
proved type;’’ and if it shall prove that the design of my colleague 
and friend shall be regarded by the Administration as providing a ves- 
sel of such type and character as shall be desirable to build, of course 
that will be the ship built, and no one will be more pleased than my- 
self if that shall prove to be the case. I do not feel justified, though, 
in handicapping, as it were, the next administration of that Depart- 
ment by an attempt on the part of Congress to dictate to the Depart- 
ment the precise type and character and detail of the ship that shall 
be constructed. For one I do not feel competent to give that kind ot 
instruction to the Department. Ido not know enough about the de- 
tails of the construction of a modern steel cruising war ship to feel 
competent to lay down specific plans or designs by which the Navy 
Department shall be bound. But I am quite willing to appropriate 
this amount for a vessel of approved type and design to be built upon 
such specifications and plans as the administration of the Navy 
partment when they come to deal with the matter may deem to be for 
the best interests of the public. 

I move, therefore, to amend by striking out the words ‘‘ cruising 
monitor,” in lines 6 and 7; also the words ‘‘ type and to be constructed,” 
in lines 10.and 11; and the words “‘ to be furnished to the Navy Depart- 
ment by Hon. Joun R. THomas, of Ilinois,” in lines 11 and 12; and 
the words Heady yan, Sonepat E in lines 14 and 15; and inserting the 
word ‘‘ cruiser ™ in line 6 and line 14, and the words ‘‘ most approved 
type” in line 10; so as to read: 

Increase of the Navy: 

To enable the President to further increase the naval establishment of the 

United States, he is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract one 


armored steel cruiser, of not less than 3,000 tons displacement, at a cost not ex- 
$1,500,000, exclusive of armament, and of any premium which may be 


id for increased speed, of the most approved , according to plans and 
ypetifigations to be approved by the Baoinzy of ee Nore tices 
The contract for the construction of said cruiser, her boilers, engines, and 
machinery, shal) contain, ete. 
dis- 


I think, sir, that saves the rights of all, that it leaves a proper 
cretion for the Department, and can in no way interfere with the right- 
fal interests of anybody. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will respond very briefly to what the gentleman 
from Maine hassaid. What was done when we passed the appropriation 
forthe pneumatic dynamite cruiser was very much whatis proposed here, 
except that then we went a great deal further than we propose in this 
bill. There we provided for the cruiser, its length, breadth, draught, 
speed, horse-power, equipment, and everything connected with it with 
great particularity. e provision in this bill is to build a vessel the 
plans of which have been already furnished and already approved as 
far as they go, and they are nearly completed, by the Department. I 
hold here a certificate signed by Commodore Sicard, Commodore Schley, 
Commodore Wilson, Chief of Construction, and Commodore Melville, 
o of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, all of them approving the 
plans. 

A board of higher authority can not be found anywhere, They have 
already approved the plan, and it is also to be approved by the incom- 
ing Secretary of the Navy, whoever the gentleman may be, whether 
Mr. Wanamaker or any other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Butit does not read so. 

Mr. HERBERT (reading). ‘‘To be approved” (line 13, page 39) 
“by the Secretary of the Navy.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who is the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. HERBERT. The Secretary of the Navy, whoever he may be, 
when the contract is made. It will be the incoming Secretary who 
will make this contract. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood you to say that the Secretary of 
the Navy had already approved these plans. 

Mr. HERBERT. The plans at present prepared have already been 
approved. Istate, however, that they are to be perfected in some re- 
spects, and they are to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy when 
perfected. That will be the incoming Secretary. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It does not say so. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote !”] 

Mr. KERR. It seems to me the objection to thatisthis: Unless the 
person named here shall furnish a plan which may be approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy, there will be no provision at all for the build- 
ing ofaship. Unless the plan pro by the individual named shall 
have the approval of the Secretary of the Navy there will be no pro- 
vision in the bill for the building of a ship. Now, I understand this 
Congress desires to build a ship, and desires to build a ship that will 
be approved by the Secretary of the Navy; and to putin the limitation 
which the gentleman from Maine mores tostrikeout would be in effect 
to say that unless the Secretary of the Navy shall approve that plan 
there will be no ship built. Therefore, I am in favor of the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote !’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the chairman of the committee to say 
that the plans have been furnished. I gee by this proviso as it stands, 
“ plans and specifications to be furnished.” I believe in trying this 
experiment which has been approved by the Secretary of the Navy; 
but why it does not refer to a particular Ido not see. I suppose 
I know the type referred to, and I think it is a highly valuable exper- 
iment. The criticism I make is that it is not definite enough. do 
not think it ties down the Navy Department, as the gentleman from 
Maine thinks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It prevents the Department building a ship ex- 
cept upon plans to be supplied by a particular individual. 

Mr. ADAMS. The committee ask for a million and a half or there- 
about for the purpose of building a certain kind of vessel, to wit, an 
armored cruiser of a varying water line or draught; that is, with power 
to use water ballast so that the draught of the vessel can be increased 
or diminished at will. 

Mr. HERBERT. I stated that the plans have been approved as far 
as they have been perfected. The fact, as I understand it, is that the 
plans for the hull, the principal part of the vessel, are about complete, 
and also the general plan of the machinery. Still there are some de- 
tails that are not yet completed. These are to be perfected, and they 
must and will be perfected to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, whoever he may be. He will be entitled, when these plans are 
completed, within a little while, to give his approvalto them before 
the ship can be built; and he will be the incoming Secretary, so that 
there ean be no harm in adopting this provision. ‘The committee, so 
far as they were present when this matter was considered, were unan- 
imous in the recommendation of this scheme, and the recommendation 
by the board is very pointed. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that we may have 
a vote upon this question. [Cries of “Vote!” “‘Vote!’?] 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the chairman of the committee 
to say that the plans have been largely prepared ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there anything to prevent the Navy De 
ment from authorizing the construction of a ship of this kind without 
any legislation whatever? i 


. 

Mr. . Nothing that I know of. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there any necessity for this pe green ies 
lation to enable the Department to build a vessel of type 
if it chooses to do so? y 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly not. This simply gives the Depart- 
ment authority to do what it has already approved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply desire to add to what I have said al- 
ready, that I have reluctantly performed what I conceived to be my 
duty in calling attention to a proposition appropriating a million and 
a half dollars, and in appropriating it compelling the next administra- 
tion to build a specified vessel upon plans which are to be furnished by 
a particular person. That is something which certainly has not been 
done since I have been a member of Congress, and it issomething which 
seems to me to be unnecessary in any aspect of the case. If this vessel 
is such a one as the next Department will want, under the amendment 
I have offered they will be enabled to build it. If it shall not prove to 
be such a vessel as the next Navy Department deems it wise or expe- 
dient to build, then it ought not to be compelled to constructit. With 
this proviso, as it now stands, it seems to me that if the next adminis- 
tration should disapprove this , then this appropriation would fail, 
as there is no authority to build any vessel except the one described. 
[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!’’] 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 50. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no disposition to raise the point of no 

uorum. As the other side of the House evidently favors retaining 
this provision I am perfectly willing to let the matter be disposed of 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘Then the noes have it, and the amendment is 
not agreed to. es 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DockERy having taken 
the chair as § pro tempore, Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with various amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ments and on ordering the bill to be en and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro Is a separate vote demanded on the 
amendments? If not, the vote will be taken upon them in gross. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask thegentleman to withdraw that for a moment. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I will withhold the motion for the present. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. ` 
Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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Mr. PAYSON. 
I desire to ask*the attention of members. It is a Senate bill w 
has been reported from the Committee on Public Lands for the relief of 


Thatispending. I hold in my hand a bill to w. 


the inhabitants of the town of in Arizona. The settlement of 
that town was made in advance of survey, and it is now a town of some 
4,000 inhabitants. When the surveys were extended so far, it was 
found that about uarters of the town was located on section No. 
16, which, as every gentleman knows, is a school section, and under 
the law is not to settlement. The town is now a town of about 
4,000 inhabitants; it has a costly system of water-works, and is grow- 
ing, and this bill simply provides for entering the section for the ben- 
efit of the town and indemnifying the Territory by locating the same 
amount of land elsewhere. 

Mr. WEAVER. Has that bill passed the Committee on the Public 
Lands unanimously? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ithas. This is the fourth time the bill has been 
eer enter, and there can not be a shadow of objection to it in the 
wor. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let it be read subject to objection, 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope that bill will be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That th: bate judge of Yavapai County, Terri - 
izona, be, and is hereby. thor! j ‘ fo me self i 


tion 16, township 20 north, range 7 east, Gila and t River meridian, in 

Territory of Arizona, subject tet the Bch ed of sections 2387, 2388, and 2389, of 

Weng gre Re Statutes of the United relating to town sites. 
EC, u its 


= 40o ponid S Of Saks aa Sho Karrila of through 
proper officer, l be, and is hereby, authorized to select as indemnity for said 

nd, and in full satisfaction thereof, and for the purpose stated in section 1946 
of the Revised Statutes, one m, or 320 acres of public lands, at any of- 
fice in said Territory, said selection to be according to legal subdivisions 
and contiguous. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask my colleague one question. Are 
these lots to be sold for the benefit of the town? 

Mr. PAYSON. Solely for the benefit of the town. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can the ex-Union soldiers go upon these lots and 
get them for nothing? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; they can not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I amopposed to the bill. . .[Renewed laugh- 
ter.] Ican not allow anything of that kind to pass. I do not object 
to the consideration of the bill, but of course I must it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 
eae his proposition to adjourn to a day certain. 

Mr HOUK “Me Soak 

a . Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Iun- 
derstand that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AOST has objected 
to the consideration of the bill which I asked to call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas did object. 
Is there objection to the request of gentleman from Illinois 5 
Payson] that the bill which has just been read be now considered? 

Le eae Kye no objection. 

ili was to a third ing, and it was read 
Reo par gia reading, accordingly 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

oS and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER NEAR FORT SMITH. 


Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent to take up and pass the 
bill which I send to the desk. Itis a mere amendment toa bridge 


reported a bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the | bill. 


Roads, 

service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 

30, 1890, and for other purposes; which was read a first and seeond 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the stateof the 

Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (H. R. 4089) for the relief of George Turner. The bill was read 
this morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. KILGORE. Lobject. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to adjourn to a 
day certain ? > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. PAYSON. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Texas I 
move that when the House adjourn it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

FLAGSTAFF, ARIZ. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief statement 
with reference to a bill that I hold in my hand. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL, What has become of the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 


~ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, afler 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.11735) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Fort 
Smith and Choctaw Company to construct a across the Poteau 
River in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.” 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I will state now that I in- 
tend to object to that bill. I intend to object to every one until mine 
is eonsidered. 

THE OKLAHOMA BILL. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, 
gi eae in the RECORD as it passed the House. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The bill is as follows: 


[The Oklahoma bill (H. R. irr e the House February 1, 
A bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, ete., That all that part of the United States included 
thereof as are herein- 


expressly 
on the west by the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; 
on the north by the State of Colorado and the State of Kansas; on the 
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east by the reservation occupied by the Cherokee tribe of Indians east 
of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, and by the Creek, 
Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations; and on the south by the Creek, 
Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations, and by the State of Texas, com- 
prising what is known as the Public Land Strip, and all that part of 
the Indian Territory not actually occupied by the five civilized tribes, 
is created into a temporary government by the name of. the Territory 
of Oklahoma: Provided, That nothing in poste? shall be consined 
to impair the rights of pamon or property, or to impair any pateni 

or right of occupancy of lands now pertaining to the Indians in said 
Territory under the laws and tresties of the United States, Executive 
order, or otherwise, or to include any territory occupied by any Indian 
tribe for which title has been conveyed by patent or otherwise from 
the United States, or to which such tribe may be entitled by law, Ex- 
ecutive order, right of occupancy, or treaty, without the consent of 
said tribe, or any territory which by treaty or agreement with any In- 
dian tribe is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be included 
within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any Stateor Territory; but 
all such territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries and consti- 
tute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until said tribe shall signify 
its assent to the President of the United States to be included in the 
said Territory of Oklahoma, except for judicial p as provided 
herein, or to affect the authority of the Government of the United 
States to make any regulation or enact any law ing such In- 
dians, their lands, property, or other rights, which it would have been 
competent to make or enact if this act had never 

So, 2. That there shall be a prem, secretary, Legislative Assem- 
bly, supreme court, attorney, and marshal for said Territory, who shall 
be appointed and selected under the provisions of Title XXIII, chapter 
1, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the govern- 
ment of all the Territories. The provisions of said title shall have the 
same force and effect in the Territory of Oklahoma as in other Terri- 
tories of the United States: Provided, That all such officers appointed 
and selected for said Territory after the said Territory has been organ- 
ized for a period of five years shall be appointed and selected from the 
bona fide residents therein: Provided, That the Legislative Assembly 
and Delegate to the House of Representatives shall not be elected until 
the President shall order: Provided further, That no person shall be 
entitled to vote at the first election or to be elected to any office who 
has not been a bona fide resident of said Territory for sixty days pre- 
vious to said election: And provided further, That the council in said 
Territory shall consist of thirteen members and the house of repre- 
sentatives shall consist of twenty-six members, which may be increased 
to thirty-nine. 

Src. 3. That the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect 
in said Territory of O; oma as elsewhere in the United States: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to interfere with the 
local governments of any of the Indian tribes which may now be pro- 
vided for by the laws and treaties of the United States, or which may 
exist in conformity thereto: And provided further, That the supreme 
court of the Territory shall have jurisdiction and shall embrace all 
causes of action, crimes, and offenses arising within the limits of the 
Territory organized by this act; and all laws heretofore passed grant- 
ing jurisdiction to United States courts within the limits of said Ter- 
ritory are hereby repealed; but cases now pending shall be prosecuted 
to their final disposition therein the same as if this act had not been 


Sec. 4. That the section of country lying between the States of 
Kansas, Colorado, and Texas, known as the Public Land Strip, is 
hereby declared to be a part of the public domain of the United States, 
and shall be open to settlement under the operation of the homestead 
laws only, bat the provisions of section numbered 2301 of the Re- 
vised Statutes shall not apply to any entry of any of said lands, except 
as otherwise provided in this act: Provided, That the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections of land in each township shall be reserved for 
school purposes. 

Sro. 5. That whenever the Creek and Seminole tribes of Indians 
shall signify their assent to the provisions of this section, in legal man- 
ner, to the commission provided for in this act, and the President has 
issued his proclamation fixing the time as provided herein, the unoc- 
cupied lands ceded to the United States by said tribes under the treat- 
ies of June 14, 1866, and March 21, 1866, shall be open to settlement, 
except the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each township, which 
shall be reserved for school purposes, and shall be disposed of to act- 
ual settlers only, in quantities not to exceed 160 acres in square form, 
to each settler, af the price of $1.25 per acre. All persons who are 
heads of families or over twenty-one years of age, and who are citi- 
zens of the United States, or have declared their intention to become 
citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become actual settlers on such 
lands, An accurate account shall be kept by the Secretary of the In- 
terior of the money received as proceeds of thesale of such lands. The 
commission hereinafter created by this act is hereby authorized to con- 
fer with the Creeks and Seminoles to ascertain whether said Indians are 
entitled to any further compensation than that heretofore paid for said 
unoccupied lands. If said commission shall find that further compen- 


sation should be paid said Indians, they may, by negotiation with said 
Indians, fix the amount of such additional compensation, not to exceed 
the sum of $1.25 per acre, less the cost of sale and the amounts here- 
tofore paid said tribes in the purchase of said lands; and any additional 
sum agreed upon by said commission to be paid said tribes for said lands 
as provided herein shall be placed to the credit of said tribes in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Seo. 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify 
their assent to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the 
commission provided for in this act, and the President has issued his 
proclamation fixing the time as herein provided, the undccupied por- 
tion of the lands west of the ninety-si degree of west longitude, as 

to be ceded according to the provisions of the treaty concluded 
July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, except the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections of said land, which shall be reserved for school 
purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities 
not to exceed 160 acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of 
$1.25 per acre. All persons who are heads of families or over twenty- 
one years of age, and who are citizens of the United States, or have de- 
clared their intention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to 
become actual settlers on such lands. An accurate account shall be 
kept by the Secretary of the Interior of the money received as proceeds 
of the sale of said lands, and said money shall be placed to the credit of 
the Cherokee Indian tribe in the of the United States, after de- 
ducting the cost of the sale by the United States and the amount hereto- 
fore appropriated and paid to the Cherokee tribe as part compensation for 
said unoccupied lands: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to authorize any person to enter upon or occupy any of the 
lands mentioned in this or the preceding section, for the purpose of set- 
tlement or otherwise, until after the said Indian tribes and the com- 
missioners herein authorized have concluded an agreement to that ef- 
fect as provided herein, and laid the same before the President of. the 
United States, who is thereupon authorized and required to issue his 
proclamation declaring such relinquished lands open to settlement, and 
fixing the time from and after which such lands may be taken. Any 
person who may enterupon any part of said lands contrary to the provis- 
ions of this act, and prior to the time fixed by the President’s procla- 
mation, shall not be permitted to make entry upon any lands or lay 
any claim thereto in said Territory. 

BEC. 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it 
necessary, direct land offices to be opened in the Territory. of Okla- 
homa, not to exceed four in number, and may nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint the usual officers to 
conduct the business of said land offices; and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office shall, when directed by the President, cause the 
various portions of said lands to be properly surveyed and subdivided, 
where the same has not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to carefully exam- 
ine each claim taken under the provisions of this act before ing a 
patent to the claimant; the entry man shall be required to make 
proofs, and unless it shall appear that the claim was taken in 
faith, and that there has been full performance of all the terms Te- 
quirements under this act, he shall refuse a patent and declare all prior 
proceedings before had in such case to he null and void; and all persons 
settling on lands under the provisions of this act shall be required to 
select the same in square form, as near as may be, and to maintain a 
continuous personal residence of three years on the land, and to improve 
and cultivate the same for that period in the manner required by the 
homestead laws and to break up and plow not less than 40 acres of the 
land filed upon before obtaining title thereto; but payments for lands, 
where payment is required to be made by this act, shall be made in 
four equal installments, under such rules and tions as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, as follows: The first pay- 
ment shall be made within six months from the time of entry, the sec- 
ond at the expiration of one year from date of entry, the third at the 
expiration of two years from date of entry, and the final payment shall 
be made at the expiration of three years from the date of entry: Pro- 
vided, That there shall be reserved public highways 4 rods wide around 
every section of land in said Territory, the section lines being the center 
of said highways; but no deduction shall be made in the amount to be 
paid for each quarter-section of land by reason of such reservation. 
But if the said highway shall be vacated by any competent authority 
the title to the respective strips shall inure to the then owner of the 
tract of which it formed a part the original survey. It is ex- 
pressly provided that the rights of honorably discharged Union sol- 
diers and sailors in the late civil war to make homes on the public 
lands under the existing homestead law shall not in any degree be im- 
paired by the passage of this bill. That no provision of this act shall 
be construed to authorize the extinguishment of the Indian title to 
any of the lands in the said Indian Territory which by virtue of any 
existing law would inure to the benefit of any railroad corporation, or 
the title to which would vest in any such corporation on the extin- 
guishment of the Indian title thereof, or on the same becoming part of 
the public lands of the United States; but all such lands shall be held 
by said Indians as tribes or in severalty, or shall be held by the United 
States in trust for the benefit of the Indians interested therein, in pur- 
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suance of such agreement with such tribes in said Territory as shall be 
entered into consistent with this provision and in conformity with the 
several provisions of this act; but such lands shall not become a part 
of the public lands of the United States or inure to the benefit of or 
vest in any such railroad corporation or any assignee or mortgagee 
thereof. Any act hereafter done by any officer or agent of the United 
States, or treaty, contract, or agreement entered into by any such offi- 
cer or agent with any Indian tribe in conflict with the foregoing provis- 
ion, or which shall validate or give effect to any grant of land in said 
Indian Territory made to any railroad corporation, or shall tend to 
validate or give effect to any such grant or to any assignment or mort- 
gage of any such land, shall be null and void; and this provision shall 
be construed as controlling any other provision of this act that may be 
in conflict therewith; that all lands and rights granted to the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company by an act approved January 27, A. D. 
1866, for the construction of a branch road from the point at which the 
line of said road strikes the Canadian River eastwardly to a point in 
the western boundary line of Arkansas, at or near the town of Van Bu- 
ren, be, and the same are hereby, declared forfeited for the failure of 
said company to A signs the conditions of said grant. 

Sec. 8, That the procedure in applications, entries, contests, and ad- 
judications under this act shall be in the form and manner prescribed 
under the homestead laws of the United States, and the general prin- 
ciples and provisions of the homestead Jaws, except as modified by the 
provisions of this act, shall be applicable toall entries made hereunder, 
and no patent shall be issued to any m who is not a citizen of the 
United States at the time he makes proof and payment. Final 
proof and payment, except in cases of contest, shall be made within 
three months after the expiration of three years from the date of entry, 
and in default thereof, or in default of the payment of any installment 
of the purchase-money when due, the entry shall be liable to cancel- 
Jation, and the money paid thereon shall be forfeited to the United 
States. Lands entered under the provisions of this act shall not be 
subject to any judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness contracted 
or obligation incurred prior to the issue of patents therefor, nor shall 
such lands be sold, or contracted to be sold, leased, or contracted to be 
leased, conveyed, mortgaged, or in any manner encumbered prior to 
final proof or payment and the record thereof made in the office of the 
register and receiver of the district where the land is located; and any 
sale, lease, rep tes EE or mortgage made, executed, or contracted for 
prior to such proof, payment, and record shall be absolutely null 
and void; and all assignments, transfers, and mortgages of unpatented 
land entries shall be at the risk of the assignees, transferrees, and mort- 

, who shall have no recourse against the United States for any 
failure of claimant's title before issue of patent: Provided, That the 
provisions of section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
entitled ‘‘ Homesteads,’’ shall apply to the provisions of this act. No 
entry shall be allowed of any homestead under this act except to 
actual settlers thereon; and no preferred rightof entry shall be given 
to any person by reason of claim of occupancy prior to the application 
to enter the land, exceptin cases of actual occupancy and continued 
residence upon the land to the date of the application toenter. And 
no right of an alleged settler as such shall attach to any land in the 
Territory until the date of his actual bona fide and continuous resi- 
dence upon the tract he’proposestoenter; and his declaratory statement 
shall contain a true and full statement of the date and facts of residence 
on the land and last place of residence prior thereto, and detailed de- 
scription of improvements, all verified by the oath of the applicant and 
at least one credible witness, made before the register or receiver of the 
proper land office, as to all facts except that proof of the applicant’s 
place of residence may be made before any officer authorized by law to 
administer oaths; but the use of such affidavit in the Territory shall, 
in case of false swearing thereto, subject the party to the same penalty 
as though sworn to before the register or receiver of the proper office. 

Src. 9. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve 
on any public land in said Territory town sites for any existing or 
prospective town, city, or village, in area not exceeding 640 acres each, 
in compact form, or such additional area in governmental subdivisions 
as may be wholly or in part occupied as a town, city, or village site; 
and no application to enter any land shall be allowed until approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior of any tract of land, first, where any 
exterior line of the land is within one-half mile of the line of any rail- 
road which is constructed or of the line of any railroad not constructed 
but where its map of location shall be filed with the Secretary of the 
Interior at the date of the rage to enter; or second, of any tract 
of land upon which at the date of the application to enter is a town or 
village settlement; and no settlement in advance of survey by proper 

authority shall give any right as against the. power to reserve town 
sites hereby given; it being the object of this provision to secure to 
the inhabitants of all sann; aiea, and vlaga in said Territory the 
benefits and profits arisin, m the sales of lots therein; and to that 


end where town sites shall be located u any public lands in said 
Territory, the provisions of chapter 8, Title I, Revised Stat- 
utes, entitled ‘‘ Reservation and sale of town sites on the public lands,” 


shall Arpi cree as otherwise provided herein. The Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause the lots in any site now existing or to be located 


to be offered, sold, and conveyed as provided in sections 2382 and 2383 
of the Revised Statutes. The money so received from the sale of lots 
in each town site, less such amount as shall be required to be paid to 
the Indians as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shal] be held 
by the Secretary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the ben- 
efit of the inhabitants of such town and shall be expended under his 
direction for the erection of school buildings on any lot not sold and 
the support of public schools therein. This control of sites and pro- 
ceeds of sales shall continue only until the legal incorporation of there- 
spective towns, cities, or villages, when the title to the unsold portion 
of such sites shall vest in the municipality and the proceeds thereof, 
as well as any balance in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be paid over to the local authorities, all to be devoted to public 
purposes within the corporate limits, All needed regulations to carry 
out the details hereof not provided to be provided by the Secretary of 
the Interior: Provided, That all surveys of town sites in the Territory 
shall contain reservations for parks of substantially equal area, if more 
than one park, and other public purposes, embracing in the aggregate 
not less that 10 nor more than 20 acres; but no deduction shall be al- 
lowed on this account in the amount to be paid for said town sites as 
provided in this section; and patents for such reservations to be main- 
tained for such publie purposes shall be issued to the towns respect- 
ively, when organized as municipalities. 

SEC. 10. That all lands in the Territory of Oklahoma not embraced 
in the provisions of sections 4, 5, and 6 of this act, which are not re- 
quired by law, treaty stipulations, Executive orders, or right of occu- 
pancy for the use of any Indian tribe, or which may be relinquished as 
an Indian reservation, shall be opened to settlement under the pro- 
visions of this act: Provided, That whenever Indian lands are purchased 
by the United States with the consent of the Indians, and opened to 
settlement in said Territory, the President of the United States may 
fix the price to be paid therefor by actual settlers, which price shall in 
no case exceed $1.25 per acre, and the proceeds shall be held for the 
penons of the Indians concerned, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this 
ac 

Sec, 11. That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized and directed to appoint a commission to be composed of five per- 
sons, not more than three of whom shall be members of one political 
party, whose duty it shall be to open negotiations with the Creeks, 
Seminoles, and Cherokees, for the purpose of securing the consent of said 
Indians, so far as it may be necessary, to the provisions of section 5 and 
section 6 of this act. The commission is authorized to enter into such 

ments with said Indian tribes as it may deem necessary to accom- 
plish the purposes of this act, and shall submit the same to the Presi- 
dent for his approval or rejection. The compensation of the members 
of said commission shall be at the rate of $10 per day; and they shall 
also be allowed, in addition thereto, their actual necessary traveling 
expenses, stationery, and postage. They shall have power to appoint 
a secretary, who shall receive a compensation of $6 per day, As such 
allowances for traveling expenses as he may actually incur. 

Sec. 12. That it shall be unlawful for any person, for himself or any 
company, association, or corporation, to directly or indirectly procure 
any person to settle upon any lands opened to settlement by this act with 
a view to their afterward acquiring title to said lands from said occu- 
pants; and the parties to such fraudulent settlement shall severally be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished, upon indictment, by 
imprisonment not exceeding twelve months, or by fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 


court, 

Src, 13. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or 
held in common by any of the Indian tribes within the Territory of 
Oklahoma, as organized by this act,|including the Cherokee Strip west 
of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, whether controlled by 
persons, corporations, or others, except such leases as are held for the 
ei seen cultivating the soil strictly for farming purposes, are hereby 
d void and contrary to public policy; and it is hereby made the 
duty of the President, immediately after the passage of this act, to 
cause the lessees of said lands, and any other persons illegally occupy- 
ing the same, to be removed from said lands. 

EC. 14. That the act of Congress approved July 25, 1866, granting 
lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas 
and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River, and an act_ 
of Congress ting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the con- 
struction of the southern branch of the Union Pacific Railway, and a 
telegraph from Fort Riley, Kans., to Fort Smith, Ark., approved July 
26, 1866, or any other acts of Con so far as they relate to lands 
granted in said Indian Territory and the Publie Land Strip, except for 
the right of way and n stations as now typhi for by law, are 
hereby ed; and all or any rights to said lands are hereby for- 
feited to the United States, and no railroad company now organized, or 
hereafter to be ized, shall ever acquire any lands to aid in the 
construction of its road, or in consequence of any railroad already con- 
structed, either from the United States, or from any Indian tribe, or 
from any Territorial government, within the limits of the Territory or- 
ganized by this act. 

Sxo. 15. That neither'the Legislative Assembly of said Territory, nor 
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any county, township, town, or city therein, shall have power to create 
or contract any indebtedness for any work of public improvement, or 
in aid of any railroad constructed or to be constructed, nor to subscribe 
for or purchase any shares of stock in any railroad company or corpo- 
ration. 

Src. 16. That the provisions of this act shall not be applicable to 
lands lying within the limits of what is known as Greer County until 
the question of title thereto between the United States and the State 
ay Texas shall have been finally determined in favor of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 50’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: - 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction 
of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River ator 
near Lyons, Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. A, ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension 
to Lucinda Mewman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12492) granting a pension to Peter 
Devlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12493) granting a pension to Hannah English— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 12494) granting a pension to John R. 
Goble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A: RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12495) for the relief of Burks 
Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BIGGS: Petition of Stephen Cooper, for increase of pen- 
sion—t> the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: Resolutions of the Tobacco Exchange of Richmond, 
Va., favoring a repeal of all taxes upon manufactured tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of the Tobacco Exchange of Rich- 
mond, Va., asking the immediate repeal of the tobacco tax—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, A 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Dakota, for admission, but 
against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the directors of the Chi- 
cago Live-Stock Exchange, against the inspection of animals and meats— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of the Richmond (Va.) Tobacco 
Exchange, asking the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Samuel L. Gibson and Mrs. C. J. Gib- 
son, of Knox County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of M. Ringgold Brooke and of 
Adelaide Greenlaw, of Stafford County, Virginia, for reference of their 
war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition in favor of abolishing internal rev- 
enue tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. RICE: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Duluth, Minn., 
favoring the opening of the Sioux reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. f 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Communication of Hon. J. 8. Coleman, 
commissioner department street cleaning of New York City, urging the 
of House bill 11527—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Colorado, in fayor of the bill 
ower the treaty with the Ute Indians—to the Committee on Indian 

irs, 

Also, memorial against unlimited immigration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. s 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Matthias A. Bollinger, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Maine, and of the American Sabbath Union. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 
= Fsi Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of J. S. Trowbridge and 270 others, of Delta, 


8 Mr. COOPER: Of George J. Roberts and 88 others, of Galena, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of E. G. Cook and 130 others, of Fullerton, Nebr. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of J. D. Tucker and 166 others, of 
Orange, Conn. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of David Grover and 25 others, of Wesley, and 
of John Fleming and 32 others, of Wolsey, Dak. 

By Mr. HAYES (by request): Of John Lewis and 101 others, of 
West Liberty, Iowa. 

By Mr. LODGE: OfHenry Leonard and 136 others, of Melrose, Mass. 

By Mr. LONG: Of John Oldham and 113 others, of Stoughton, and 
of William Clark, jr., and 162 others, of North Attleborough, Mass, 

By Mr. NELSON: Of citizens of Grant County, Minnesota. - 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of J. S. McClung and 306 others, of Wilson 
County, Kansas. 
FS ae Mr. YODER: Of Charles Buxton and 110 others, of St. Mary’s, 

o. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, February 4, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in presenting 
the credentials of my colleague, CHARLES F. MANDERSON, chosen by 
the islature of Nebraska a Senator from that State for the further 
term of six years from the 4th of March next. . 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 29th ultimo, a report from the Adjutant-General’s 
together with a copy of Senate Executive Document No. 36, Fiftieth 
Congress, first session, containing a former report of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office dated December 22, 1887, embracing all matters found of 
record in that office relative to the company called ‘‘ Captain Lawrence 
Hall’s Company of Oregon Volunteers ;’’ which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 232 of the Revised 
Statutes, an abstract of the militia force of the United States, organized 
and unorganized, according to the latest returns received at the office 
of the Adjutant-General of the Army; which, with the accompanyin 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ord: 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, calling attention to the condition of the custom-house 
and post-office building at Fort Scott, Kans. ; which was referred to the _ 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Tobaceo Exchange of Richmond, Va., favoring the speedy removal of 
ee ene tax on tobacco; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of J. G. Wilkinson and 8 others (4 
voters and 5 women), citizens of Dodye City, Kans., and the petition 
of John S. Sutherland and 84 others (41 voters and 44 women), citi- 
zens of Solomon City, Kans., praying for the proposal of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exporta- 
tion, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Smith, a citizen of Washing- 
ton Territory, praying for the passage of the bill empowering the com- 
missioners of Whitman County, Washington Territory, to issue bonds 
to build a court-house and jail in the town of Colfax; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present the petition of R. D. Jacobus and 
118 others (56 voters and 63 women), citizens of Little Falls, N. J. 
praying for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the traffic in and 
manufacture of alcoholic liquors. Ialso present sundry other petitions, 
some ten or twelve in number, of like character, for like objects, I 
move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented petitions of citizens of Salem and Vine- 
land, in the State of New Jersey, and a petition of the Evangelical 
Revival Association held at Hamburgh, Sussex County, New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Moorestown Grange No. 8, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Moorestown, N. J., and a petition of farmers of Hun- 
terdon County, New Jersey, praying for legislation affording protec- 
tion to agriculture; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
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He also presented the petition of Fredericka Raff, widow of Theo- 
dore Raff, late of Company A, Second Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Henry Ekelsey and 49 others 
(86 voters and 14 women), citizens of Seattle, Wash., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 

- the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 
a alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie en the 
le, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Washington Territory, 
praying for the admission of that Territory as a State into the Union; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of George A. Hunt and 
47 others (20 voters and 28 women), citizens of Paw Paw, Mich., pray- 
ing for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. LI also present a letter addressed to me by H. 
B. Ledyard, president of the Michigan Central Railroad Company, of 
Detroit, Mich., in the nature of a memorial, remonstrating against the 
provisions of section 4 of the river and harbor bill proposing to give to 
the Secretary of War absolute power to prevent the construction of any 
bridge over any nayigable stream within the limits of a State unless 
his approval is first obtained to the plans of the bridge, etc. I move 
the reference of the paper to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Garrett, Somer- 
set County, Pennsylvania, and a petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Preachers’ meeting, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of a number of farmers and 
stock-raisers of the township of Middlesex, Washington County, Ver- 
mont, whose post-office is Montpelier, Vt., praying that the industries of 
the farmer shall be protected, and stating various facts in relation to the 

t importation of agricultural products from foreign countries 

of duty, and praying the imposition of an import duty on such 

articles, As the bill in relation to the tariff has been reported and 
passed, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of C. B. Botsford and 68 others 
(29 voters and 40 women), citizens of Newton, Conn.; the petition of 
C. B. Everett and 20 others (8 voters and 13 women), citizens of Sha- 
ron, Ellsworth Society, Connecticut; the petition of Frederick Sedg- 
wick and 62 others (25 voters and 38 women), citizens of Stratford, 
Conn. ; the petition of Robert Walker and 24 others (20 voters and 5 
women), citizens of Stamford, Conn., and the petition of O. G. Thayer 
and 155 others (80 voters and 76 women), citizens of Shoshone, Idaho, 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 

«all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the 
table 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of W. C. Farrah and 128 others 
(68 voters and 61 women), citizens of New London, Ohio, and the peti- 
tion of W. M. Golbrath and 162 voters of the Twelfth Con i 
district of Ohio, praying for the submission to the States of a constitu- 
tional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE ted the petition of William 8, Gilbert and 47 others 
(27 voters and 21 women), citizens of Ki Me., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of farmers of Princeton, Me., praying 
for legislation affording protection to agriculture; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Navarro County, 
Texas, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of citizens of Annapolis, Md., 
and a petition of members of the Lutheran Church in Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of D. McKinlay and 68 others 
a voters and 40 women), citizens of Medford, Minn., the petition of 

illis Clay and 26 others (12 voters and 15 women), citizens of Ren- 
ville, Minn., the petition of J. N, Liscomb and 15 others (9 voters 
and 7 women), citizens cf Albert Lea, Minn., the petition of Hollis 
Pearce and 15 others (8 voters and 8 women), citizens of Pelican, 
Minn., and a petition of citizens of Faribault County, Mi 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 
racks pass liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. D. Tucker and 169 others 

(84 voters and 86 women), citizens of Orange, Conn., praying for the sub- 


mission to the States of aconstitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Oliver Ames, governor of 
Massachusetts, William E. Barrett, speaker of the house of representa- 
tives, Mrs. Mary Hemenway, who has been eminent as a benefactress 
to many institutions of education, William Claflin, Francis Parkman, 
Dr. Edward Everett Hale, Oliver Wendell Holmes, John Fiske, and 
William T. Harris, and the petition is also supported by an autograph 
letter from John G. Whittier, calling the attention of Congress to the 
ancient and celebrated ruin of Casa Grande, an ancient temple of the 
prehistoric age, of the greatest ethnological and scientific interest, situ- 
ate in Pinal County, near Florence, Ariz., upon section 16 of township 
5 south, range 8 east, and otherwise describing the site. 

The petitioners state that this ruin, which is one of the most interest- 
ing monuments of antiquity in the world, a temple of great beauty and 
architectural importance, which was a ruin when Columbus discovered 
America, is specially worthy of the care of the Government; that it is 
in danger of being destroyed by visitors and also by the letting in of 
water on the adjacent land for the purposes of irrigation. Mrs. Hemen- 
way has already been at large expense for the preservation of this ruin, 
and the investigation of the traces of the prehistoric races in that 
neighborhood; and the desire of the petitioners is that the Government 
will take proper measures to have the ruin protected from injury by 
visitors or by land-owners in the neighborhood. They ask no outlay 
of money from the Government for the purpose; that will be assumed, 
and they are willing that all the scientific discovery there shall go to 
the benefit of the Smithsonian or other Government institution. 

I desire that this petition may be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and I ask their special consideration of it. The Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has had sufficient experience to tell them ex- 
actly what to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the petition ? 

Mr. HOAR. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens and residents of 
Washington Territory, praying that a special appropriation be made 
by Congress for the improvement of the Okanogan River at Cabinet, 
Rock Island, and other intermediate points, where float bowlders ob- 
struct the channel of that river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Territery of Washing- 
ton, praying for the admission of that Territory into the Union in ac- 
cordance with the action of a convention assembled in that Territory 
at Ellensburgh, January 3, 1889; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of citizens of Olathe and Sterling, 
in the State of Kansas, and a petition of citizens of Jewell County, 
Kansas, praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional 
prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Herbert Tilden and 100 others 
(56 voters and 45 women), citizens of Farrington, Me.; the petition of 
D. H. Sawyer and 65 others (26 voters and 40 women), citizens of 
Hampden, Me. ; the petition of J. M. Chase and 35 others (12 voters 
and 24 women), citizens of Orono, Me., and the petition of Newton 
Cough and 170 others (89 voters and 82 women), citizens of Oxford 
County, Maine, praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John Oldham and 109 others 
(48 voters and 62 women), citizens of Stoughton, Mass., and the peti- 
tion of William Clamp and 160 others (78 voters and 83 women), citi- 
zens of North Attleborough, Mass., praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making 
an appropriation for payment to the legal representatives of James B, 
Eads, to report it favorably without amendment. I give notice that 
to-morrow I shall call up the resolution for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11795) making me 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, to report it with sundry amendments. I give notice that to- 
morrow I shall ask the consideration of the bill by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 
Mr. P. from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
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bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Commitiee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 9th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing 
for compensation and expenses of a delegate and two assistants to rep- 
resent the United States at the convention of the International Union 
for the Protection of Industrial Property, etc., reported it favorably, 
and moyed its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sell to the Methodist College Association of Southwestern 
Kansas certain Jands in Kansas, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3877) toamend the charter of the Eck- 
ingten and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropsiations. 

ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. EVARTS. I am instructed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to t a report on alleged election outrages in Wash- 
ington County, Texas, with the evidence taken. I ask that the report 
and evidence may be printed and lie upon the table, and I will take 
an early occasion to call the matter up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report and accompanying tes- 
timony will be printed and lie upon the table. The report is accom- 
panied by a resolution, which will be read and placed on the Calendar. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed care- 
fully to revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Congress, 
with a view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the 
elective f and for the punishment of Cireuises inst it, and to report 
to the next legislative session of the Sonate by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. EVARTS. The resolution will take its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT a tempore, The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar of General Orders. 


MINING OPERATIONS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining, which was instructed 
by resolution of the Senate of January 7, 1839, to ascertain all the facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with certain suits brought by the United States against 

ersons for cutting timber for mining and domestic pw in the State of 
evada, and to inguire if such suits had occasioned any interruption in mining 
operations in thatState, orany subcommittee thereof, be authorized tosit during 
the sessions of the Senate and employ a stenographer. Theexpenses of the in- 
vestigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


RILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3895) providing for the es- 
tablishment of certain lights and fog-signals in the State of New Jer- 
sey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S, 3896) for the relief of Americus 
VY. Warr, administrator of Nicholas H. Isbell, deceased, late of Fayette 
County, ‘Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion on the Atlantic coast, at or near the mouth of St. George River, 
Maine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3898) for the reliefof Thomas 
Force, administrator of the estate of Peter Force, late of Henry County, 
Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALTHALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3899) for the re- 
lief of Henry Bazinskey, istrator of Abraham Bazinskey, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3900) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to make a survey and plans and estimate of the cost of 
coustructing 4 bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3901) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at New Or- 
leans, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill ($, 3902) for the relief of 
Simon Witkowski, of West Carroll Parish, Louisiana; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3903) for the relief of 


Hattie E.{Winn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr, EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3904) for the relief of John R. 
Harrington; which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (8. 3905) authorizing and direct- 
ing the sale of certain property belonging to the United States, situ- 
ate in Pittsburgh, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3906) for the relief of citizens 
of the State of Oregon, and Territories of Washington and Idaho, who 
served with the United States troops in the war with the Nez Percé 
Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such 
service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (5. 3907) to provide for the better en- 
forcement of the quarantine laws and regulations of the United States 
to prevent the introduction of contagions or infectious diseases into the 
United States from foreign countries or from one State into another, 
and to establish within the Treasury Department a national board of 
health; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 134) for the observ- 
ance of treaty stipulations, and to aid the administration of justice; 
which was read the first time by its title, 

Mr, DOLPH. I ask to have the joint resolution read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas the Choctaw Nation of Indians are by virtue of treaty stipulations 
entiticd to the protection of the United States, and it being shown that after the 
Congress of the United States had S| Gains act approved June 29, 1888, appropri- 
ated the money necessary to satisfy j of tho United States 

Court and the Court of Claims against the United Statesin favor of the said Choc- 
taw Nation, the Choctaw Nation being desirous ofsatisfying and discharging all 
the contractsand obligations made and entered into by and for it for services ren- 
deredand arate fer ang ct on behalf of snid nation in and about the prosecution 
of its claims a st the United States on account of which sald judgments were 
rendered, and in order toaccomplish that result did, under and by virtue of the 


so discharge trust conferred upon 

and aceopted by him, bnt that, on the contrary, suits in pga having been in- 

of Columbia to enforce 

his Cone prs A that trust by a prompt and proper distribution of the money so 

romeiro ¢ him, and notwithstanding he nowledged the jurisdiction of 
t court in 


Choctaw N; 
trust savo and except the sum of §161,197,63 deposited in said court a fo suitin 
equity instituted by him; and for some time past he has secreted himself and 


Now, thereforo, to the end that the Choctaw Nation may receive all the pro- 
tection from the United States in the Premises, and that the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, a court of the United States, may have all due respect 
for and obedience to its process, orders, and decrees on the of the said 


Be and House iy EA ET of the Uniled States of 
America in em fase assembled, Thatthe President of the United States be, and is 
hereby, authorized and requested to take all proper npe steps to havosald 
Henry E. McKee, who is a white person and citizen of the Un: States, appro- 
hended wherever he be fonnd and ey sm retort Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, subjected to the jurisdiction of the supreme courtof the 
said District of Columbia, to be dealt with by said court in the progress of said 
suits as justice and equity doth require, 

Mr. DOLPH. Task that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with the accompanying papers, and, as it ap- 
pears to be an important matter and the papers cover the whole ground 
of the joint resolution, I ask that the accompanying papers be printed 
as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary with the accompanying papers, and 
the accompanying papers will be printed as a document, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 135) 
providing a method by which the Secretary of the Interior shall deter- 
mine who are the persons entitled to share in the per capita payment 
of the funds appropriated by act of Congress approved October 19, 1888, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO BOAS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
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stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
8, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of fe pene submitted an amendment intended to be 

posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordéred to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLQUITT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be p by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortification appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WITIIDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the administrator of the estate of the late W. S. Kimball, de- 
ceased, whose property is alleged to have been destroyed by hostile Indians at 
the time of the Whitman massacre at Whitman Mission, Washington Territory, 
in 1847, be permitted to withdraw said petition and papers from the files of the 


Senate, 
BIERSTADI’S PAINTINGS. 


Mr, SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 

; Recveh TEA the Coumes on the Library be, and unero, instructed & to 
Yellowstone Fails, ? The Yellowstone Park?" The Giant Geyser? and "Tha 
Yosemite in Winter,” by Bierstadt, now temporarily at the Executive Man- 
sion, Washington, D, O. 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pursuant to the ent of Fri- 
day last, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHANDLER] in relation to naval 
officers’ claims. 

Mr, DAWES. TI ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow me 
to put upon passage a bill which I am confident will take but a minute 
or two, for a reason which I will state. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Voornres] whether he still desires that the resolution shall go over? 

Mr. VOORHEES, Ishould be very much obliged to the Senator 
from New Hampshire if he would let the resolution lie over for a day. 
There are some matters that I desire to look into, not for the — 
of antagonizing the resolution, hut in order to say something perhaps 
when the resolution comes up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I request that the resolution may be al- 
Towed to go over, retaining its place as morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered if there be no objec- 
tion, ‘The resolution will lie on the table to be considered as morning 
business to-morrow. 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 

SS A If the morning business is over I desire to submit 
a motion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iwill give way to the Senator from Massachusetts 
after the matter is taken up if it will occupy no time, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3445) to declare un- 
lawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and production. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a very short Senate bill upon the Calendar, 
the bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian lands, 
which is of very great importance to the Indians, and it can not be 


acted upon elsewhere in all probability unless it be acted upon here 
now. ask thatit may be acted upon by the Senate now, Itis of 
great importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
called up by the Senator from Massachusetts is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. Was the bill known as the trust bill taken up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 16 was taken up and has been in- 
formally laid aside. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to give notice, especially to the Senator from 
Ohio, that at 2 o’clock I shall insist upon the right of the Pacific rail- 
road fanding bill to be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the unfinished busi- 
ness at 2 o'clock. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber 
on Indian lands. It provides that dead timber, standing or fallen, on 
Indian reservations or allotments the fee to which remains in the United 
States, may be felled, cut, removed, sold, or otherwise disposed of by 
the Indians bauer a on such reservation or allotment for their benefit, 
Lanes such regulations as the President of the United States may pre- 
scribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SMITHLAND (KY.) BAPTIST CHURCH. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By the courtesy of the Senator from Ohio I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate may consider at this time Be 
bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist Ch 
at Smithland, Ky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Willit lead to any debate? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It will not; not a minute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After this I will yield no further, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The bill was reported unanimously from th 
Committee on Claims by the Senator from. Oregon [Mr. ORKEST, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 300) for the relief ofthe trustees of 
the First Baptist Church, at Smithland, Ky. It proposes to pay to the 
trustees of the First Baptist Church, at Smithland, Ky., $500 for the 
use and occupation of their church building by the Army of the United 
States during the late war. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 


BRITISH EXTRADITION TREATY. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish to take a moment on aquestion 
of privilege. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine will pro- 


Mr. FRYE. Some one has handed me a special to the New York 
World, dated January 31. I admit that it is ancient history, but I 
would like to call attention to something in it. The dispatch says, 
speaking of the extradition treaty: 

As framed by the diplomatic representatives of the two Governmentaand sub- 
mitted to the Senate it failed to provide for either the extradition of United 
States boodlers who seek an asylum in Canada or the extradition—whith was 
much desired by England—of that class of offenders who are called Irish dyna- 
miters, and who seek in the United States a refuge from British vengeance, 
The boodlers may still go free, so far as any of the peorinons of the treaty are 
concerned, but on the motion of Senator FRYE the Senate committee have pró» 
vided for the extradition of the Irish dynamiters, This is in conflict with the 
provision inserted by Secretary Bayard that political offenders should be free 
from extradition, and the clause in favor political offenders is so loosely 
drawn that it is generally believed that it would be useless with the Frye 
amendment in force. 

I am not permitted to say what took place in an executive session, 
but I am itted to say, Mr, President, that there is not a word of 
truth in that statement’ so faras I am concerned, and if the correspond- 
ent of the New York World had exercised the utmost ingenuity to 
have gone as far from the shadow of truth as it was possible for him to 
get, he could not have succeeded any better than he did in this state- 
ment, as every Senator who was present in the executive session knows. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it nw Le the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey; 

A bill (H. R. 317) for the relief of John W. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kcch; 

A bill (HL R. pn granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 

A bill (H. R. 5790 


A bill 


A bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 
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A bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G, Sanders; 
A bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pong to Isham T. Howze; and 

A bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. Hany Aane 

The message also announced that the House passed the follow- 


ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles hile peo 

A bill (S. 2318) to extend to the port of SaultSte. Marie, Mich., the 
privileges of inland transportation in bond; 


A bill (S. ai) granting arrears of pension to Theodore Rauthe; 


A bill (H. R. 110 granting a pension to James Metcalf; 


A bill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 

A bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James McGowan; 

A bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle; 

A bill (S. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young; 

A bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the occupants of the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; and 

A bill (S. 3830) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1888. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee; and 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Dur- 
fee. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
amendment to the bill, (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. Alexander. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate providing for the printing of 2,500 ex- 
tra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission of theState of South 
Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory of North 
Dakota, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SPRINGER, 
Mr. BARNES, and Mr. BAKER of New York the conferees on the part 
of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 3 

A bill (H. R. 11854) mang appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; and 

A bill (H. R. 12009) to provide for keeping open the Potomac River. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, when the framers of the 
Constitution of the United States conferred upon Congress the power 
t to regulate commerce among the several States ’’ they had no con- 
ception of what those words would import within a century. ‘*Com- 
merce among the several States’’ then meant an interchange by slow 
and laborious methods of a few scattered products, insignificant in 
quantity and value. Steam was then practically unknown; ships, 
such as were then in existence, were sailing vessels, while the boats upon 
the few known navigable rivers were propelled eithér by the current 
or by human labor. 

Overland transportation of commodities was confined to a few miles 
from the pointof production. Judgingat thattime by the history of the 
human race for six thousand yearsit looked asif there was never to be any 
‘‘ commerce among the States’’ except this primitive, inconsequential, 
and slow method of exchanging commodities. ‘Commerce among the 
States’? as we know it, it had not ‘‘entered into the heart of man to 
conceive.” 

Man had not learned to harness ‘‘ that wayward daughter of fire and 
water, steam.’ The marvel of vessels driven by this power with the 
speed of the wind against the current and against the wind was yet to 
be unfolded to the human mind, while carriazes carrying tons of freight 
overland with the rapidity, smoothness, and ease of our time, and ata 
cost of less than 1 cent per ton per mile, had never been thought of. 

These things have now, however, come to be so common that it 
seems serang incredible almost, that the time ever was when they 
were not, e products of the most remote sections of our Union find 
their way so easily and so inexpensively into the homes of all classes 
that the fruits and fish of the Pacific have become to be necessaries of 
life to even such citizens of the Atlantic seaboard as make no preten- 
sions to wealth. The tropical fruits of the far South are at home in 
the streets of the cities of the North, while the products of the North 
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are laid at the doors of ourSouthern homes almost as cheaply as to the 
neighbors of the producers. ` 

Steam and electricity have well-nigh abolished time and distance; 
until every citizen of the great Republic is, if not actually present, at 
least at home in every part of our great country. 

Every village in the broad land is the recipient of the blessings that 
a beneficent Providence has showered upon the varied and diverse soils, 
climate, characteristics, in endless variety in our wonderful country. 

Whether, if this vast and intricate system of ‘‘ commerce among the 
States’? had been comprehended in all its immensity by the framers of 
the Constitution, this power of control, unlimited save by the discretion 
of Congress, would haye been conferred upon us we may well doubt; 
and, doubting this, we should proceed with caution in the exercise of 
this great power. 

For myself, I confess frankly that I have always regarded the exer- 
cise of the powers conveyed by this section of the Constitution as full of 
danger; for if we exercise all the power that we may under this clause, 
we practically assume control of everything. The details of ‘‘com- 
merce among the States’? have become so vast and complicated that 
there is not a home, a business, or a human being who is not more or 
less affected by it; and the exercise of all the power conferred by this 
section upon Congress might be made to absorb almost everything else. 

No one can deny that there is great danger in centralization, and it 
becomes every patriotic citizen to watch with jealous care the en- 
croachments of Federal power and to check and restrain them by every 
legitimate means. Powers once assumed und exercised are rarely, it 
ever, relinquished, and we should be sure that we never enter upon the 
exercise of a new power or an old powerin a new way except upon the 
clearest evidence that such exercise is absolutely demanded by the best 
interests of the nation. 3 ; 

I hesitated long before fully making up my mind that a law regu- 
lating interstate commerce should pass, but mature reflection convinced 
me of the utter inability of the States to deal with the class of evils 
that it was intended to remedy, and after judicial decisions had settled 
this as true, there was absolutely nothing left except the exercise of 
power by the Federal Government. I believe the exercise of that power 
has already brought great good to the general public, and I hope that 
the intelligence and patriotism of the people will prevent the evils that 
might quite naturally grow up out of it. i 

The enactment of the bill under consideration into a law will bè 
another and a most important exercise of authority conferred by this 
clause of the Constitution; and for myself, while I am keenly alive to 

the dangers to flow from it, the demand for some such action is so great 
that I am most heartily in favor of some such bill. The details of the 
bill and its construction I leave to the committee having the matterin 
charge. I simply mean to declare myself in favor of legislation to sup- 
press a gross wrong. The dangers to come from this exercise of power 
are in the future and may never come, while the wrongs which it is in- 
tended to remedy are here present and pressing upon us and demanding 
attention. : 

The growth of these commercial monsters called trusts in the last 
few years has become appalling. For a long while they were limited 

in numbers and applied to but a few articles, and while even then they 
excited the detestation of good men, they did not exist in such num- 
bers and power as to cause apprehensions for the public safety. N 

Now, however, having been allowed to grow and fatten upon -the 
public, their success is an example of evil that has excited the greed 
and conscienceless rapacity of commercial sharks until in schools they 
are to be found now in every branch of trade, preying upon every in- 
dustry, and by their unholy combinations robbing their victims, the 
general public, in defiance of every principle of law or morals. 

The iron hand of the law must be laid heavily upon this system, or 
the boasted liberty of the citizen is a myth. If the proceeds of the 
labor of our men and women are not to be their own we have no likerty 
and our Government is a farce and a fraud. 

The interstate-commerce law was aimed ata tendency to combina- 
tion in railroading. This was wise; but it will be utterly useless if 
combinations in restraint of competition in all other branches of trade 
should be allowed. We are advised by the newspapers that a monster 
salt trust intended to control the salt market of the world, and which 
is to pay an annual dividend of 25 per cent., is now in process of organi- 
zation. 

The steel trust has with a mailed hand laid the entire country un- 
der tribute for years; its profits, if the ‘‘swag’’ it has pocketed may 
becalled by so respectable a name, has reached fabulous sums; and now 
we are regaled by assurances that a pig-iron trust is to come in and con- 
trol the trade and the price in that article. 

The iniquities of the Standard Oil Company haye been enumerated 
and recounted until some of them are familiar to every one, and the 
colossal fortunes which have grown from it, which in all their vastness 
do not represent one dollar of honest toil or one trace of benefit to man- 
=e nor any addition to the products of human labor, are known every- 
where. a 

The sugar trust has its ‘‘long, felonious fingers” at this moment in 
every man’s pocket in the United. States, deftly ex i th thesame 
audacity the pennies from the pockets of the poor and the dollars from 


1458 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


the ets of the rich. But why name them? There is scarcely an 
article of commerce which is not now or soon to be controlled by some 
combination of plunderers. 

When Robin Hood undertook to rob his fellow-citizens he took his life 

his hand and with at least some sort of courage took the consequences 

his crimes, but these modern foot-pads have not the grace of his cour- 
age, but commit their robberies by stealth, Iam in favor of so chang- 
ing the laws that their robberies can not be committed in safety any 
longer, and so that even planning them will make the offenders amena- 
ble to punishment. 

This billis a step in the right direction, and ifit shall prove the be- 
ginning of the end of this system of conspiracies and combinations it 
will be hailed as the dawn of genuine freedom, and if it is not so con- 
structed as to accomplish this purpose, I hope the Senate will so amend 
it as to make it effective. I hopeitmayserveto set le to thinking 
of the wrong of either permitting people or authorizing people to com- 
bineto plunder the public., If it does this there will not be a repetition 
in this Chamber of what has recently passed here. Proposed financial 
legislation, which has received the sanction of the majority here, will, 
if it ever becomes law, promote and build up just such conspiracies, 
combinations, trusts, ‘‘sympathetic movements,” as we propose in this 

` bill to condemn. We have been actually paving the way forsuch things 
for weeks— ing the way for them easy—practically making the Gov- 
ernment of the United States particeps criminis in those that are to grow 
up hereafter. 

If, however, this bill shall become a law, and I hope it will, it may 
prove a great educator, and people may come to eve after awhile 
that no class of persons in this country has any right to be enriched by 
indirect means at the expense of the many, and if this shall come to be 
fully accepted as correct and just by the whole people, your system 
of protection—that system of ‘* concealed bounties,’’ to use the express- 
ive words of the honorable Senator from Iowa—will, likemany another 
pirate that has gone before, have to ‘‘ walk the plank.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this is a very important subject. 
The bill undertakes to deal with very great evils which in the last few 

ears have done great injury to the people of the United States. Iam 

hh favor of legislation to prevent trusts and combinations, but I want 

effective legislation—legislation that will crush out these combinations 
and trusts. The trouble is in finding the constitutional power to do 
exactly whatought to bedone, andif we exceed ourconstitutional power, 
our action, however well meant, will be of no value; it will be utterly 
void. The bill before us seeks to get under the commercial clause of 
the Constitution jurisdiction to pass a criminal law in relation to trusts, 
agreements, and combinations as described in the bill, This power is 
simply the power to regulate interstate and foreign commerce. 

I have given some thought and some reflection to this matter, and I 
am extremely anxious that some bill shall receive the assent of this 
Congress which will put an end forever to the prennon, now becoming 
too common, of large corporations, and of single persons, too, of large 
wealth, so arranging that they dictate to the people of this country 
what they shall pay when they purchase, and what they shall receive 
when they sell. 

I have considered with some care the provisions of this bill. I do 
not believe that the effect of its provisions is accurately understood by 
members of this body. I propose, therefore, to make an analysis of 
its provisions to see, if we can, what it means, what evils it under- 
takes to remedy, and what remedy it provides, and how efficacious 
this remedy may prove to be. 

In the beginning, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the provisions of this bill are not confined to trusts, to com- 
binations, to arrangements and ments made between ies who 
are in business; or, in other words, taking the language of the 
bill in its plain meaning, it refers to and brings within the punitory 

visions of the fourth section not only arrangements and agreements 

tween manufacturers, between sellers, between transporters, but it 
brings within its grasp arrangements made by any persons, though 
merely for moral and for defensive purposes. The bill provides— 

Thatall (iene iana Pree rN gar res tr —_ re AEEA 
Fea com palkon 3 in tha! iin tation, fcunspostation, or sale ‘of articles im. ported 
into the United States s be unlawful. 

That would apply to an arrangement, to an agreement, to a combi- 
nation, not of a business character, but, as I before remarked, to such 
as is purely moral and defensive. It does not say that all arrange- 
ments, contracts, etc., made between persons and corporations engaged 
in selling, in sth 3 importing, manufacturing, or producing the 
articles d in the bill shall be unlawful; but it applies to all 
persons whether so engaged-or not. So if this bill passes as it now 
stands, the farmers and laborers of this country who are sending up their 
voices to the Congress of the United States, asking, pleading, imploring 
us to take action to put down trusts, these farmers and these laborers 


will find that they themselves in their most innocent and n 
arrangements, made solely for defensiye purposes against the operations 
a A a trusts, will be brought within the punitory provisions of this 
It will strike the Senate poo with some astonishment if it be 
ill the arrangements made by the Southern 


ascertained that under this 


farmers during the last season to prevent the consummation of the rob- 
bery of them by the jute-bagging trust are made highly criminal. 
Under it the farmers of the South who combine to prevent and defeat 
that most iniquitous and unjust combination will find that they them- 
selves rather than the jute-bagging trust will be the subjects of severe 
punishment. 

_The bill declares that any arrangement, any agreement, any com- 
bination made by any person, whether engaged in trade or not, which 
tends to prevent full and free competition in the importation, trans- 
portation, or sale of the articles described in the bill, shall be subject 
to indictment, and, on conviction, to punishment by fine of $5,000 or 
imprisonment in the penitentiary not exceeding five years, or to both 
such fine and imprisonment. 

Upon the formation of this bagging trust the cotton farmers of the 
South, many of them in their granges and in their alliances, agreed that 
they would not purchase jute bagging, and by that agreement to a very 
large extent the rich rewards anticipated by the men who formed that 
trust were defeated. These combinations tended to prevent full and 
free competition in the sale of thisarticle, But if that is not very clear, 
if Senators think these arrangements of the farmers did not have the ef- 
fect of preventing this full and free competition, I call their attention 
to another provision contained in the third section of the bill, which 
reads in this way: 

If acts shall be do 
or part io ch ema ns Pee pp meen PIAT TE ROEIEN 
giving up or sale of any lawful business, the person, partnership, or corpora- 
tion injured thereby may sue for and recover in any court of the United States 
of competent jurisdiction the damages sustained thereby, 

The very object of this combination of Southern farmers was to break 
down the trust in jute bagging, to compel the men who had seized and 
got control of the bagging manufacture of this aountry to give up their 
business—to loose their grip upon the business of the farmers. Italso 
very clearly violated the other provision of the bill to which I have 
just called attention. The fact that the bill does not restrict these 
combinations, these agreements, to persons engaged in trade, engaged 
in transportation, engaged in importation, engaged in selling—the fact 
that it applies to all arrangements, all ents, all combinations, 
by whomsoever made, would bring within its reach all defensive agree- 
ments made by farmers for the purpose of enhancing the price of their 
products. This bill, instead of preventing trusts, would have the ef- 
fect of crushing out all efforts of the people to rid themselves of their 
injurious effects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido. 

Mr. SHERMAN. DoI understand my friend from Mississippi to 
claim that under this bill an agreement made by farmers not to buy 
cotton-bagging or not to buy anything else isa combination within 
the meaning of the act? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; directly within the meaning of the act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is a very extraordinary proposition. There 
is nothing in the bill to prevent a refusal by anybody to buy anything. 
All that it says is that the people producing or selling a particular article 
shall not make combinations to advance the price of the necessaries of 
life. However, I simply wished to get the answer of the Senator. 

Mr. OPORO That is the true construction of this bill which I 
put on it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say distinctly that that is not my idea 
or the idea of any one of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. I presume it is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nor do I believe it is a fair construction of the 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. But yet that is the legal meaning and force of the 
bill; and I will state to the Senate and to the Senator from Ohio that 
it is directly within the terms of this bill to forbid any number of 
persons belonging to or joining a temperance society whose object is to 
compel retailers of intoxicating liquors to give up their business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where men agree that they will not drink at all, 
does the Senator think that is a combination in restraint of the trade 
of liquor-sellers? : 

Mr. GEORGE. What is it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator, as I understand, now claims that an 
agreement among several people not to drink whisky or brandy is in 
restraint of the trade of selling whisky or brandy and is therefore a 
combination within the meaning of this bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. I insist that a society, making an agreement or a 
combination between citizens of a town anywhere in the Union not to 
drink, not to use in any way vinous or spirituous liquors, and to per- 
suade others to a similar abstention, does, in the language of this bill, 
tend to compel persons engaged in retailing liquor in that community 
to give up their business, and the doing of that is expressly condemned 
by the third section of this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 
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Mr. STEWART. Ifan organization for the 


of having laws 
creating high license is formed, would not that enhance the 
value of the things prohibited in this bill? 


Mr. GEORGE. Ihave considered that question. I have thought 
possibly that the courts might say that the right of political organiza- 
tion to bring about political results by legislation was not embraced 
within the provisions of the bill. 

But this bill not only prevents combinations between farmers to raise 
the price of their products, but it would (though not so intended by 
the framers) embrace combinations among workingmen to increase the 
amount of their wages. For an increase in their wages would tend to 
increase the price of the product to the consumer, and thus the com- 
bination would come within the express terms of the bill. 

But the bill is fatile; it amounts to nothing, In the first place there 
are two subjects, as named in the first section, concerning which these 
arrangements or agreements are to be made, The first subject is im- 
ports. Now, if there is anything settled in the constitutional law of 
this country, commencing with the decision of Chief-Justice Marshall 
in the case of Brown vs. Maryland, in12 Wheaton’s Reports, and com- 
ing down to the present time, it is that the jurisdiction of the Govern- 
ment of the United States under the commercial clause of the Consti- 
tution over imports ceases at the moment the import passes out of the 
hands of the importer, or, remaining in his hands, the packagein which 
it was imported is broken up. 

So, then, the first clause of the first section can have no effect beyond 
an agreement with reference to imports whilst they are still in the 
hands of the importer and before the package is broken up. Will any 
Senator say that there has ever been a trust, a combination, or an agree- 
ment within the United States between importers before the age 
had been broken up and before sale in reference to the sale of the im- 
ported goods? In all the long list of trusts, of combinations, of arrange- 
ments, and of agreements which have been made within the United 
States for the purpose of fleecing the people I have not as yet heard of 
olors code tapetiel be toe importers made with re = the milo 
of the imported by them in the original package. en, the 
first clause of this bill is aimed at a phantom, isaimed atan evil which 
does not exist and which can not exist. 

As soon as the article passes out of the hands of the importer, or, re- 
maining in his hands, as soon as the in which it was im- 
porie is broken, it beyond the jurisdiction of the United 

tates and is subject to State authority alone, and therefore combina- 
tions with reference to these imports in that condition are not reached 
by this bill, because they are without the jurisdiction of Congress. 

We will next go to the other provision in the first section and see how 
thatis. It isas follows: 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts. 
tween 
fall an 


or combinations be- 
ns or carpan as made with a view, or which tend, to prevent 
free competition * * * in the production, manufacture, or sale of ar- 
of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw material that in due 
course of trade shall be transported from one State or Territory to another— 

Shall be unlawful, 

By this provision is drawn within the punitive provisions of this bill 
every agreement made by farmers not to sell any particular article of 
their production unless they receive a certain price for it, for that would 
be an agreement which, under the clause of the first section, which is 
under consideration, would tend to advance the cost to the consumer 
of any such articles, and is therefore condemned by the bill, ‘This is 
another phantom at which this bill is aimed. There is no complaint, 
there have been no complaints that the farmers of this country have 
combined for the purpose of raising the price of agricultural products, 
There have been combinations of that sort, lawful in their character, 
meritorious in their aims, which have tended to prevent the farmers 
of this country from being fleeced by these great trusts; and yet under 
this bill they are condemned and punished. Under its plain provisions, 
if any grange in the United States, if any agricultural club, if any so- 
ciety called a farmers’ alliance, if any number of farmers not embraced 
in these organizations should agree that they would withhold their 
products from sale until they could receive a certain price for them, 
every one of them would be liable to be fined $5,000 and putin the 
penitentiary for five years. The same is true, as I haveshown, of com- 
binations and arrangements made by laborers to inerease their wages. 

I am not prepared to sustain a bill of that sort merely because it is en- 
titled “A bill to declare trusts and combinations unlawful’? It seems 
that the bill, however honestly intended for good, has its effectual aim 
at phantoms, and not at the real grievances of the people, nor at the 
real ee who have combined to plunder the great mass of the 
people. i 

I have shown how little can be done under the import clause to re- 
lieve the people of trusts; now let us see how much can be done under 
the interstate-transportation clause. Let me read that so that we may 
understand it: 

That all arrangements, contracts, ete., made with a view— 

Iam reading from the first section— 
or which tend, vent full and ee ¢ 
manufacture, aus of aehidles of dlomeatie growth or peodu ion: Lc peaco 


raw material that in due course of trade shall be 
Territory to another— transported from one State or 


Are prohibited. 


How much can be done under that? And herenote that in the first 
section of the bill there is not a single provision against the unlawful 
acts themselves done under these agreements. The first section of the 
bill is aimed at the agreement alone. If the agreement be made, 
whether or not it doés in fact increase the price or dees in fact prevent 
full and free competition, if it be made with that purpose or with that 
view, or if it have that tendency, whether these evil results follow or 
not, then it is liable to the condemnation of the bill, No act howeyer 
injurious done in pursuance of it is made criminal. The country may 
be robbed to the amount of millions, and, so far as these acts of pillage 
and plunder are concerned, they are not condemned by the bill. It is 
only agreements that are condemned. Here we find another trouble 
upon that subject. If the agreement be not made within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, as if it be made in Canada, it is not within 
the terms of the bill. So that under this bill an agreement may be 
made at Montreal or on the other side of Niagara Falls or at any other 
place outside of the jurisdiction of the United States, and then the 
wrongful acts may be done within the United States and there is no 
punishment, no redress, You can not punish the agreement, because 
it was made outside of the jurisdiction of the United States; you can 
not punish the acts done under the agreement, because there is no pro- 
vision in the bill which makes these acts subject to its punitory pro- 
visions. Scrutinize the bill, read it, study it, and you will find that 
is its legal effect. s 

But here is another anomaly about this second clause of the first sec- 
tion. Suppose the agreement be made within the United States. Then 
whether it shall be held lawful or unlawful, whether it shall come 
within the provisions of this bill or not, depends upon an act to take 
place after the agreement js made. So far as this bill is concerned, the 
agreement may be perfectly lawful at the time it is made and it will 
become unlawful by a matter which may take place months afterwards, 
and by an act—and I desire to call the especial attention of the Senator 
from Ohio to that—and by an act to which the parties to the agreement 
were in no way privy, and for which they are in no way responsible, 
For i A and B combine to raise the price of domestic products. 
If the thing stops there they can not be punished under this bill, al- 
though that agreement be made within the city of New York; but if 
C, months afterwards, having acquired some of the goods, some of the 
articles of merchandise with reference to which this original agreement 
was made, transports them from one State to another, then the crime 
is consummated. 

What a remarkable anomaly is thatin legislation! The agreement 
when made is lawful, it only becomes unlawful by the subsequent act 
of men, not parties to it, not privies to it, and, what is more remark- 
able, it becomes unlawful by the lawful act of these su uent par- 
ties, for it must be noted there is nothing in this bill which makes it 
unlawful to transport from one State to another goods, merchandise, 
or articles which are the subject-matter of the prohibited agreement, 
The original agreement is and so remains lawful because the fact has 
not transpired and may never transpire, or if it transpires at all it may 
not transpire for months after the agreement is made, and when that 
fact does transpire it is a thing which is perfectly lawful in itself. - It 
is not only lawful, but it is meritorious, and yet this subseqent inno- 
cent, lawful, and meritorious act relates back to the agreement, and 
makes it criminal without bringing onitself any criminality whatever. 
So, then, we have this remarkable anomaly, that two acts both of which 
are perfectly lawful, done by separate and distinct persons without any 
privity or connection between the two, just simply by the mere se- 
quence in time of one to the other are compounded into a high crime, 
and punished by a heavy fine and imprisonment in the penitentiary. 

Mr. President, I make that statement deliberately. tors who 
have not studied this bill will be astonished to find it so, but it is so 
nevertheless. The original agreement is not made unlawful until the 
subsequent transportation takes place, The transportation is not un- 
lawful, nor is it made so by this bill, but it is a meritorious act, being 
commerce between the States; and yet these twoactsdoue by two sepa- 
rate and distinct persons without the slightest privity, without ro. et 
est concert between them, both being innocent and Jawfal when 
are performed, are by this bill compounded into a high misdemeanor 
punished by a fine of $5,000 and imprisonment in the penitentiary for 

ve years. 

Mr. President, a bill of that sort will not do. You can not make a 
crime out of a lawful act by matter ex post facto done by a person with- 
out connection with the original actor. It is lawful to make a gun, 
but it is unlawful to kill a person with it. In that case when one of 
the acts was manifestly unlawful, the mind and the conscience would 
be shocked if by the subsequent unlawful act of the man who eom- 
mitted murder with the gun you should provide that the maker of the 
gun should be guilty of acrime. In that case one of the acts wonld 
be unlawful, but in the case made by this bill both are lawful, and 
yet a crime results; results, too, from AER ae rma of the subsequent 
act, which under no circumstance does the bill condemn, but seeks to 
promote and encourage. arth 

I am asked by a Senator who sits near me to give a specific illustra- 
tion of the argument which I am making. will doso. There is 
a combination made in relation to jute ing, for instance, produced 
under the terms of 


in this country, not imported, That com’ ination, 
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this bill, is not unlawful until there shall bea transportation of the ar- 
ticle from one State to another, Iwill again read the clause under 
consideration: 

That all arrangements, contracts, * * * to prevent full and free competi- 
tion in} the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of doméstie gro or 
production, or domestic raw material that in due course of trade shall be 
transported from one State or Territory to another, ete., shall be unlawful. 

So that the Senator will clearly see that it is not the agreement or 
combination per se that is made unlawful, nor is the su nent trans- 

rtation unlawful; but if the lawful agreement be followéd, however 

istantin time, by the subsequent transportation, then by this sequence 
alone a crime is made of the agreement. 

This provision about transportation is inserted to draw this subject 
within the commercial powerof Congress. Without the subject of trans- 
portation or without some provision with reference to transportation from 
one State to another, the bill would be manifestly unconstitutional, and 
therefore its framers were compelled to put in a subsequent act of 
transportation from one State to another, so that up to the time that 
transportation takes place the agreement, the trust, the combination is 
perfectly lawful, not only by the terms of the bill, but for want of 
constitutional power in us to make it anything else. 

Mr. EUSTIS. In regard to the constitutional point, if the Senator 
will allow me— 

Mr. GEORGE. I will discuss that question hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; I am glad to do it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If I understand the difficulty which is presented by 
the argument of the Senator from Mississippi, it is that the jurisdiction, 
the poner of Congress is derived from the fact of transportation from 
one State to another, in order to exercise that power under the commer- 
cial clause. I would ask the Senator whether the power of Con: 
would exist if the language were ‘‘shall or may be » etc.? 
In other words, I ask whether the power of Congress is conferred by the 
Constitution, dependent on the act of actual transportation and is con- 
fined to that, or whether the power of may be applied to the 
tra rtable merchandise; so that if this bill were to read ‘‘shall or 
may be transported,” would that correct the defect which has been 
pointed out by the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. GEORGE. Upon that point in the latter of my remarks I 

expect to be full and explicit. At this stage I will merely state to the 
Senator in answer to his question that ‘‘ shall or may be” would make 
no difference; that the power of Congress exists only over the subject 
so far as it comes from transportation, while the transportation is being 
carried on; that the power of Congress does not begin as to the subject 
until transportation begins, and it ends when transportation is com- 
pleted. Upon that point I expect to make some remarks before I get 
through. 
The trouble about this bill is that it is an attempt to do the impos- 
sible. It is an attempt to draw within the commercial power of Con- 
gress jurisdiction over this subject by the provision about transporta- 
tion. That is the trouble. 

There is another serious defect in the bill. It relates only to agree- 
ments, combinations, arrangements between twoor more. It leaves 
wholly out of view acts of oppression and plunder when done by a sin- 
gle individual. If he be a great capitalist, so that by his own unaided 
means he can so provide to increase prices to the consumer or reduce 
prices to the producer, he is not touched by this bill, For, as I have 
shown, it is the agreements, combinations, between two or more, and 
the like which are punished, and not the wrongful acts which these 
agreements and combinations were designed to promote. 

Mr. President, I believe that I have said about all I desire to say in 
the way of analysis and comment upon the bill, and I will go now to 
the point to which my attention was directed by the question of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

It is not denied anywhere by the friends and supporters of this bill 
that the power to pass it is claimed under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution. Certainly under no other clause can there be the slight- 
est pretense for the claim of this power. 

ow, let us see what is the extent of that power under the commer- 
cial clause ofthe Constitution. Itis a power to ‘‘ regulate commerce,” 
foreign and interstate, not a police power to regulate the general busi- 
ness of the people. That power is reserved to the States. The Su- 
reme Court said in Railroad Company vs. Husen, 95 United States 
pose page 465, that this police power of the States extends— 
to tLe protection of all property within the State. * * * By it persons and 
property are subject to all kinds of restraint and burdens in order to secure the 
general comfort, health, and prosperity of the State. 
And Judge McLean, in the License Cases, 5 Howard, page 588, said: 


ty, * * * exercise 

and internal condi- 
% on of es- 
tates, ta 
moral and political welfare, Over these subjects the Federal Government has 


no power. 
These combinations and trusts, therefore, are clearly within the police 


power of theStates. I ask the Senator from Louisiana, would it be law- 
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ful or constitutional for the State of Louisiana, or any other State, to! 
pass a law punishing persons entering into these combinations 

trusts within their ve limits, whether or not the subjects about 
which the trusts were made should afterwards become subjects‘of for- 
eign or of interstate commerce? i 

Mr. EUSTIS. I think the States have the power. 

Mr. GEORGE. You think they have, and I agree with you. If. 
they have Congress has not, because there is a dividing line plainl 
marked by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United Sta 
upon one side of which rests the police power of the State, and on the 
other thecommercial powerof Congress. That power is granted in these 
words: ‘‘Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the sev States.” It is a power of regulation, 
and a regulation only of commerce, nota regulation of something which 
may in the near or remote future become a subject of foreign or inter- 
state commerce. The regulation must be of the act or the transaction | 
of commerce itself. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me right 
here to ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, EUSTIS. Ina case where the State of Kansas or the State of 
Iowa prohibits the sale of intoxicating liquors, I should like to ask the 
Senator whether, in his opinion, Congress has the constitutional power 
to prohibit the transportation of liquors into those States? 

aoe een The States have no such power. That has been 
se ; 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask if Congress has. 

Mr. GEORGE. Congress would have the power to prevent anything 
from being transported into the States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Very well, Now the argument of the Senator from 
Mississippi has been that the actual fact of transportation is what gives 
Congress power and jurisdiction under the commercial clause. Now 
he admits that in the absence of any act of transportation Congress can 
exercise that power. 

Mr. GEORGE, Why, Mr. President, the regulation of commere2—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. Itis no transportation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itisa poru of transportation. It regulates 
the transportation. This is done in a prohibition of transportation, 
and this is a regulation of commerce as was decided with reference to 
the embargo enacted under the administration of Jefferson. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Therefore Ido not understand how the Senator recon- 
ciles the argument he has. made with the position he now takes, that 
the fact of actual transportation is what confers the jurisdiction upon 
Congress, and yet he admits that Congress has the power to prohibit 
the transportation of goods and exercises that power in a case where 
there is no actual transportation. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to that is this: Congress has the power 
to regulate interstate transportation; it may either prohibit it alto- 
gether, or when it takes place may regulate the means and methods of 
carrying iton., But because Congress may prohibit the tion 
of an article in interstate or in foreign commerce, it does not follow, as 
would seem to be the view of the Senator from Louisiana, that Con- 
gress may assume jurisdiction over matters entirely within the juris- 
diction of the States merely because they may become the subject of 
interstate commerce, transportation being one of the means of inter- 
state commerce. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is exactly the case that I stated, where Congress 
prohibits the transportation of liquors, for instance, to the State of 
Kansas. The power conferred upon Congress is not to prohibit, itis to 
regulate, and that power of regulation is exercised in the absence of any 
actual transportation; and the Senator from Mississippiinformsusthatin 
his opinion that power is rightfully exercised. Therefore I ask himif 
that be so how can it be necessary that the actual transportation should 
be the jurisdictional fact with reference to this bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. Whenever Congress undertakes to regulate inter- 
state transportation, as it does in this bill, then there must be trans- 
portation to regulate; but where Congress in the exercise of its power, 
as it has the undoubted power, in regulating interstate commerce, to 
prohibit the transportation of certain articles, they may do that. The 
power of Congress, says Chief-Justice Marshall, is to regulate com- 
merce, which includes intercourse. 

It is regulated by prescribing rules for carrying on that intercourse. 

Not prescribing rules for subjects, as I will show hereafter by the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, which are within the jurisdiction of the 
States, merely because those subjects may afterwards become the sub- 
jects of interstate commerce. Chief-Justice Marshall’s language is, 
‘tto make rules for carrying on that intercourse.”’ It is not ‘‘ carry~ 
ing on that intercourse” until there is actual commerce or the begin- 
ning of commerce between two or more States. 

I am now trying to ascertain the limits of the power of oe on 
the subject. I now quote from Chief-Justice Taney in the License 
Cases, in 5 Howard’s Reports: 

That imports ceased to be such when sold by the importer, or the origiral 
was broken, This— 

Chief-Justice Taney understands— 
to be substantially the line between foreign commerce, which ia subject to the 
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regulati f Congress, and internal and domestic erce, which belongs to 

the chen aid pom whi Congress can cuaxeion ho aie S 
McLean, justice, in the same after adopting the rule as to im- 

ports ceasing to be such when this happens, says of the imported 

article: 

_ The imported primes hn gates mingled with the other property of the State 

and is subject to its lays, 


. This power is claimed here, as I understand it, not because there is 
any actual commerce between States or citizens of States, but because 
the subjects to which this bill relates may afterwards become the sub- 
jects of interstate commerce. Now, let ussee how thatstandsin consti- 
tutional law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The hour 
of 2 0’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 3401, in relation to 
the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. FRYE, How much more time does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi desire to complete his remarks ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, not very long, say half an hour, or perhaps an 
hour, Probably not more than a half hour will do. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill which is the regular order has been laid aside 
now every day for a fortnight. 

Mr. GEORGE. In that case I shall not occupy a great while. Iam 
very nearly through. 

Mr. FRYE. I consent that the bill may be temporarily laid aside 
for half an hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside for 
half an hour, or until the Senator from Mississippi concludes his re- 
marks. 

Mr. FRYE. Until the conclusion of his remarks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He onght to be allowed to conclude, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be informally laid aside until the Senator from Mississippi concludes 
his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have shown as to imports that the power of Con- 
gress ceased when they passed out of the hands of the importer or when 
the original package was broken up. That is the end of the power of 
Congress. Now, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to some 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States which fix the time 
when the power begins, and especially I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Louisiana to that subject. This bill is framed on the 
idea that Congress may take jurisdiction of the subject, because at 
some time hereafter this subject may become a matter of interstate 
commerce; and on that point the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
“United States are uniform without one single break. I propose now 
to read some extracts from the decisions of the Supreme Court on that 


int. 
In the case of Veazie vs, Moore, 14 Howard, 568, the court say: 


Commerce with foreign nations must signify commerce which is necessarily 
connected with these nations, transactions which either immediately or at some 
stage of their progress must be extraterritorial. 

Not ‘‘may be,” but ‘‘must be extraterritorial.” This bill is framed 
on the idea that ‘‘may be’’ willdo. This is expressly overruled in the 
language I have read. 

The phrase can never be applied to transactions wholly internal between cit- 


izens of the same community, or to a polity and laws whose end and purposes 
and operations are restri to theterritory and soil and jurisdiction of such 


community. J 
Nor can it be properly concluded that because the products of domestic enter- 


prise in agriculture, or manufactures, or in the arts, may ultimately become 
subjects of foreign commerce, that the control of the means or the enco: 
ments by which enterprise is fostered is timately within the import of 
phrase "foreign commerce,” or fairly imp) in any investiture of the power 
to regulate such commerce, 


That decision overthrows the theory of this bill that these products of 
agriculture, of manufactures, and of the mines may ultimately become 
thesubjects of foreign or interstate commerce, and therefore before they 
do actually become such the United States Congress will interpose and 
regulate them. The court go on to say: 

A pretension as far-reaching as this would extend to contracts between citi- 
zen and citizen of the same State, and would control the pursuits of the planter, 
the grazier, the mechanic, the immense operations of the collieries and mines 
and furnaces of the country, for there is not one of these avocations the results 
of which may not become the subjects of foreign commerce, 

And afterwards this same language is applied to interstate com- 
merce. This case is exactly in point, and establishes the unconstitu- 
tionality of this bill. Though an old case it never has been overruled 
nor its doctrines departed from. Ina very recent case, to wit, Lord rs. 
Steam-ship Company, 102 United States Reports, it was cited and con- 
firmed. But thereis another case, and a very recent one, which defines 
this matter with some care and precision. I read now from the case of 
Coe ts. Errol, volume 116 United States Reports, page 525: 

There must be a point of time when they— 

That is, articles of merchandise— 


cease to be governed exclusively by the domestic law and begin to be governed 
and protected by the national law of commercial regulation, and that moment 
seomis to us to be a legitimate one for this purpose, in which they commence 
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their final movement for transportation from the State of their origin to that of 
their destination. When the products of the farm or forest are collected 
and begoghe in from the surrounding country to a town or station serving as an 
entrepôt for that particular region, whether on a river or a line of railroad, such 
products are not yet exports, nor are bred in process of exportation, nor is ex- 
apres n until they are commit! to the common carrier for t r- 
tion out of the State to the State of their destination, or have started on 
ultimate passage to that State. Until then it is reasonable to regard them as 
not only within the State of their origin, but asa part of the general mass of 
property of that State, subject to its jurisdiction. 


Here is another sentence a little more explicit answering the argu- 
ment that they were intended for exportation, and when they were 
thus intended they become the subjects of the power of Congress, 
The court say on that subject: 


Though intended for exportation, they may never be exported; the owner 
has a perfect right to change his mind; and until actually put in motion, for 
some place out of the State, or committed to the custody of a carrier for trans- 
portation to such place, why may they not be regarded as still remaining a part 
of the general mass of property in the State? 


The court proceeds on page 528 thus: 


Some of the Western States produce very little except wheat and corn, most 
of which is intended for export; and so of cotton in the Southern States. Cer- 
tainly as long as these articles are on the land which produced them they are a 
part of the general Liebe pad of the State, and so we think they continue to be 
until they have ente upon their final journey for leaving the State and going 
into another State, * * * This movement does not begin until the articles 
have been shipped or started for transportation from one State to another. 

+% * * Ld hd a . 

Until actually launched on its way to another State or committed to a coni- 
mon carrier for transportation to such State, its destination is not fixed and cer- 
tain. It may be sold or otherwise disposed of within the State, and never put 
in course of transportation out of the State. * * * Until shipped or started 
on its final journey out of the State, its exportation is matter in fieri, and not at 
all a fixed and certain thing. 

So that if anything is settled in the constitutional law of this coun- 
try it is that an article of commerce, an article of merchandise, does not 
become the subject of Congressional jurisdiction under the commercial 
clause of the Constitution until it has actually become the subject of 
interstate or foreign commerce, and that this does not begin, though it 
may be intended for that purpose, until transportation has actually 
commenced. That was the decision in Veazie vs. Moore, made many 
years ago, and also in the case to which I have just called the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

My attention is called by my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] to a still 
more recent case decided at the October term, 1888, the case of Kidd 
vs. Pearson, in which the court say: 


This court has already decided that the fact that an article was manufaciured 
for export to another State does not of itself make it an article of interstate com- 
merce within the meaning of section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, and that 
the intent of the manufacturer— 


The intent of the manufacturer— 


does not determine the time when the article or product passes from the control 
of the State and belongs to commerce, 


Then the court refer to the case which I have just read and approve 
it. That was the view of the Senator from Ohio himself in the begin- 
ning of this controversy, as shown bythe RECORD. Ido not state this © 
for the purpose of convicting the Senator from Ohio of any inconsist- 
ency, but as a support and a strong support of the views which I enter- 
tain. On August 14, 1888, the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
introduced a bill on the subject of trusts, which will be found printed 
on page 7512 of volume 19, part 8, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and is as follows: 


Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3440) to define trusts and to provide for the 
punishment of persons connected with them or carrying them on; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. Beck. Let that bill be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second time at length, 
if there be no objection, ; 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That a trust is the combination of capital or skill by two or 
more persons for the following purposes: 

“First, To create or carry out restrictions on trade, 

“Second. To limit, to uce, or to increase the production or prices of mer- 
fon a0 ao maine FRE Wie 

“Third. To prevant competition in the manufacture, mal , Sale, or pur- 
chase of merchandise or commodities, af m 

“Fourth. To create a monopoly, 

“Sec, 2. That any person who may be or may become a member of any such 
trust, or who may be or may become en; in the ess of any such trust 
in any tradeor business carried on with foreign countries, or between the States 
or between any State or Territory and the District of Columbia, or between the 
District of Columbia and any Territory, or between the United Statesand the 
waters adjacent to any foreign country, shall be guilty ofa high misdemeanor, 
and on conviction thereof in any district or circuit court of the United States, 
after indictment shall be fined in a sum of not more than $10,000 nor less than 
$1,000, and may be imprisoned in the penitentiary fora period of not more than 
five years and not less than one year. 

“Sec, 3. That the purchase by any trust, or by the agent of any trust, of mer- 
chandise or commodities in a foreign country for sale in this country; or the 
manufacture, making, or purchase of any merchandise or commodity in this 
country for sale in a foreign ald or the manufacture, making, or purchase 
of any merchandise or commodity in one State for sale in another; or in any 
State or Territory for sale in the District of Columbia; or in the District of Co- 
lumbia for sale inany State or Territory; or in any Territory for sale in any 
other Territory or in any State or in the District o! Columbia, shall constitute 
a violation of this act, and shall subject the offender to the aforesaid penalties,” 


On the motion to refer that bill to the Committee on the Judiciary 
the Senator from Ohio said this: 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that the Committee on Finance has already 
been charged with the consideration of this subject. Ihave myself given some 
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attention to it, to see how far it is within the constitutional ee ot Ganis 
te prohibit trusts and combinations in restraint of trade. It is very clear 
is no such power unless it is derived from the power of levying taxes— 

Not from the power to regulate commerce, but from the power of 
levying taxes— 
that it is a power which must be exercised by each State for itself. 
laws have been passed in England and in other countries. Indeed, 
declarations and 


nopolies, ctc., as strong as can be written in the English 


Similar 
in Black- 


such legislation can be ingrafted in our system of government by the 

national authority there is some doubt. it can be done at all, it must be done 

ap oe bill or upon a revenue bill. I do not see in what other way it.can 
e. 


So at that time the Senator who is the author of this bill concurred 
in the views which I have expressed upon that subject; and on July 
10 of the same year—I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 
19, part 7—the Senator introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire into and re- 
port, in connection with any bill raising or reducing revenue that may be re- 
ferred to it, such measures as it may deem expedient aside, control, re- 
, or prohibit all 


articles 
J ported -into the 

public policy, are designed or tend to foster mo- 
vance the cost to the consumer of necessary articles 


wy eae ee ee x — t e ed by and hitherto co pobo 
e en protect and encourage ies by levyin: 
duties on imported e 


The referring of the matter to the Committee on Finance would have 
been inappropriate, unless it was designed that legislation on this sub- 
ject should be a part of the revenue system of this country. 

So that the Senator who is the author of this bill, with his great 
learning and his great experience and his well-trained mind, in the be- 
NDA a ee this subject took the same view of it 
that I To show what he meant by taking jurisdiction of it in con- 
nection with the tariff and the power to levy taxes, I will read from a 
speech made by that Senator on January 4,.1888, in which he com- 
ee na Ta President’s message, quoting from the President as 

ows: 


ı But it is notorious that this: is too often strangled by combinations 
qute prayaisnt at bane Haa, aad uently called trusts, which have for their 
object the regulation of the supply and price of commodities made and sold by 


members of the combination, 

‘That was a quotation from the President. 
the Senator from Ohio: 

When such combinations to prevent a reduction of price fair competition 
exist, I agree that they may and ought to be met by a reduction of duty. 

That is what was meant by the Senator from Ohio in the 
power of Congress over the subject of trusts to legislation in connec- 
tion with the revenue laws of the country. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I desire to say on this subject 
at present. I shall offer some amendments to the bill at a later stage 
of these i based upon the ideas announced by the Senator 
from Ohio, amendments which look to a suspension or a reduction of 
the duties on imports where combinations and trusts have been formed 
in this country with reference to similar and competing articles. 

I will also offer amendments which look to ontlawing these trusts 
by preventing their admission into the courts of the United States to 
collect any debt due them or to redress any wrong dong them; and also 
declaring the products and manufactures of all such trusts shall not 
be lawful subjects of interstate commerce. 

For the present I desire simply to say in addition to what I have al- 
ready said that the bill as now framed is ineffectual to carry out the 
objects and purposes for which it was introduced, and for which it was 
designed by its framer; that it is without constitutional authority, as 
settled by the Supreme Court of the United States in a long line of 
decisions coming > pim even to the present term of the court, and that 
in response to the demand of the people of this country, coming from 
every part of it, if we now pass this bill and nothing more we shall 
do no effectual in respect to the suppression of trusts. Ifthe bill 
be constitutional it does not contain the provisions which are necessary 
to make it effective, and it does contain provisions which bring within 
the force and operation of the law numerous arrangements and agree- 
ments made by the producers of raw material in this country which 
have hitherto been regarded asa perfectly innocent exercise of the power 
of combination, and which have never been brought into operation to 
the extent of injuring a single human being, and which have been used 
solely for the purpose of defensive measures against the trusts which 
this bill vainly attempts to put down. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 

severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 220) granting pension to John J. Lockre; 
a on 0. a : 
f liiam H. 


Now here is the reply of 


A bill (H, R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to 
A Dill (H. R. 3898) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 


A bill (H. R. 7566 


Al (EE R: 7308) grating a pension to Georgo W. Lio 
i a pension 
bill (H. R. 9462 


> 


azr 


10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; 
creasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 


TAa 
ooog 
BEEE 


e bill (H. Harry Adams was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

ill (H. R, 317) for the relief of John W. Robinson was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Aftairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for 
other purposes. 


Pp 
E 


ELIZABETH J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. SAWYER. I wish to submit a conference report. The House 
of Representatives has receded from its disagreement and no action is 
required by the Senate. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. ana erating an 
increase of oma to Elizabeth J. Alexander, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

T. Honse recede from its amendment, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. M., BLISS 
R. R. BUT A 
MILTON DE LANO, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, I move that the proceedings of the board of Army 
officers—and I ask the attention of my friend of Alabama to it—con- 
vened at Washington under orders of the Secretary of War on the 18th 
of April, 1888, their report, and their ings under a recommit- 
ment in the War of their report, which are official papers, 
and which by a letter of the Secretary of War now in possession of the 
Senate in obedience to a resolution of the Senate of the last session 
were transmitted, and which have not been printed, may be printed, | 
as the case of Dr. John B. Read isin the course of a few days about to 
come up, and these papers are very im t in regard to its consid- 
eration. I ask an order that they may be printed. They are official 


papers. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be printed if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to make a little personal expla- 


nation. 

During as on the 30th of January by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH }, wherein he was Sisate tie construction of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad, I made the inquiry whether he was not informed 
that that railroad was built by an express condition, I meant to say 
with British Columbia, the condition being that that colony should be- 
come a of the Dominion government. I inadvertently used the 
words ‘‘New Brunswick” and said that in a personal conversation with 
the governor of that province he had so ‘informed me, that that was 
the condition upon which the railroad was built. LIinadvertently used 
the words ‘‘New Branswick’’ instead of ‘British Columbia.’’ 

I desire to make that correction because the conversation was with 
the governor of British Columbia and not with the governor of New 
Brunswick. 

Mr. DOLPH. I simply wish to. say that what followed by myself 
was necessarily based on what was said by the Senator from Delaware. 
I understood the condition had been made by British Columbia, but I 
had not heard that it had been made by New Brunswick. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was reported as saying “‘ New Brunswick” 
and undoubtedly I was correctly reported. It was a mere slip of the 
tongue, however, and I wanted to make this explanation because the 
conversation I had was with the governor of British Columbia and not 
with the governor of New Brunswick. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PAYNE presented petitions of citizens of St. Mary’s, Pagetown, 
and Morrow, in the State of Ohio, praying for the submission of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
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Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Dublin, Ind., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 

referred the bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain co tions to be- 


come surety in cases within the jurisdiction of Fed courts and de- 
partments, reported it with amendments. 
He also, from the Committee on the Library, re two amend- 


ments intended to be proposed to the yoy vil appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amendment 
intended to be pro to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Approp 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report from the Committee on the Judiciary an 
amendment we intend to propose to the sun ap fights appropriation bill, 
which I ask may be printed and referred to Committee on Appro- 

tions. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ae amendment will be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ans, the payment to Mrs. Amelia C. Waite, widow of the late Chief-Justice of 

States, the balance of one year’s salary of the Chief-Justice, $8,745. 
tie PRESIDENT pro tempore, . The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the ative, pena 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was refi to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11879) making me A ShI 
aris the cake spy seg consular service of the United States for the fiscal 

g June 30, 1890, asked a conference with the Senate on the 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

cCrEARY, Mr. HOOKER, and Mr. Hirr managers at the conference 
on the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 


port of the committee of conference on the votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2851) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 


ruary 4, 1887. 

Tien message further announced that the House further insisted u n 
its amendments to the said bill, numbered 3 and 7; asked a fur 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two oaei 
thereon, and bad appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and 
Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania managers at the further conference on 
the part of the House, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted amendments intended to be proposed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and j appropriation bill; which 
were Sache to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. PADDOCK, and Mr. TELLER submitted amend- 
ments intended to be pro; by them respectively tothe sundry civil 
appropriation bill; weld were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments ofthe 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, and asking a conference with the Senate on the dis- 

ing votes thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill 
to by the House of Representatives, pray. pe to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two thereon, 


By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CocKRELL. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished bi being Senate bill 3401. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled “Ant act to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
cific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to 


amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to rovide 
for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of ponds toaid in the 
construction of certaia of said railroads, and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that asthe bill is read section 
by section certain amendments, merely of form, may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to that 
course. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read section 1. 

Mr. FRYE. Imove in section 1, line 10, tostrike out ‘eight ’’ and 
insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line 28, to strike out ‘‘ eight ’’ and insert *‘nine;’’ 
in line 32, to strike out ‘‘ eight’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line 35, to 
strike out “eight” and insert ‘‘nine;’’ and in line 45, to strike out 
‘eight’? and insert ‘* nine.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, siya ag Pe directed 
to ascertain the amounts of the respective indebtedness of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, and the Central 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, to which the ee ne of the 
United States were advanced in aid of the construction of the Pacific railroads 
and branches as of the Ist day of July, 1889, upon the same principle as if the 
whole sum of said bonds and interest oe Nt to to be paid by the United States 

credits on account thereof, were to be paid 


soaps and not theretofore repaid 
the Un mini wag re mamma gi y. And the said sum shall be computed 


pane 
“First. To the hole, of the 


rincipal of said subsidy bonds attributable to each 
of said EER — baa Pi the interest paid or to be paid by the United 
States u paapaa the total amounts that would have been 


due ry att ery orien States fore principal and interest paid on the bonds issued to each 
of said companies at Lead maturity, if no payments or reimbursements had 
been made thereon by the compan es, 

Second, From said amounts so ascertained shall be deducted any ee or 
reimbursements made by any of said companies upon their indebtedness at any 
time before the 1st day of July, 1889, as shall appear in the bond and Interest ac- 
aoc of the said companies, penya with the the United States. 

Third. Compute the present worths of ie amounts so found as of the Ist day 
of July, 1889, on the basis that money is worth 3 per cent. per annum, simple 
interest, for the period between the of averago maturity of the ‘said bonds 
and the Ist day of July, 1889. From eee arina SO arcetees there shall be de- 

e said com 


ducted the amounts in the panies, re- 
spectively, computing the value of any bonds in said sink fund at at Their mar- 
ket value at pe une Lf ny a or oye as baa agit BA Sen SOrY ot the 
Treasury. an S un ereupon app asa yment u 
the debt of such company fo the United States. Tho fualeamssccomputedand 
EA id r A of eompicety 
on stday of Jul ies, for the com y 
discharging entire debts to the United States, = T 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2. 


Mr. FRYE. I move, in section 2, line 9, to strike ont “eight”? and 
insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line 1, to strike out the word “‘said ” before ‘ Union;’’ 
in line 2, before the word **Union,” to insert “‘said;’’ in line 33, after 
the word ‘*Government,’’ to insert: 


Nor to prevent said company from selling and conveying for valuable consid- 
eration any lands legally included in the land grant and a; ear et proceeds 
visions of any mortgages or 


thereof as required by the iens thereon prior to 
the mortgage given under this act. 

And in line 39, after the words ‘‘so disposed of shall,” to insert 
“except as hereinbefore provided.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the section 
as proposed to be amended, 


fear Chief Clerk read as follows: 


of oem 
ne on 


d all the franchises, on li olin “neta het 
an n nes, rol 
kind and description, as well Pe seni 
ereafter a subject to any =p Sey fide, law- 
gare any railroads now 


pr sur f mep an aae ne 
fixtures, and propongo èv 


adagra 


mortgages and the p 

payment of the princi 

thorized by this act. rtgage shall not be construed 

to prevent said company from using and disposing of any of its property or 
in the ordinary, proper, and lawful course of its current business in 

faith and for valuable consideration, and not in violation or mma mrs the 


inbefore provided, © manner, and with the same power to dispose of 
the same, be subject to the lien of the mortgage, and that the true and 
proper descriptions and lists ot the same totime prepared 


1464 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3. 

Mr. FRYE. In section 3, line 7, I move to strike out “eight”’-and 
insert ‘‘nine.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thesectionas proposed to be amended 
will be reported. ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 3 


Src. 3. That each of said companies is hereby authorized to make, execute, 
and issue under its mo aforesaid, its bonds in an amount equal to the 
present worth of its debt to the United States ascertained as above pona; 
each of which bonds shall be for the principal sum of $1,000, and shall be pay- 
able within fifty years after the Ist day of July, 1889, and as hereinafter pro- 
vided; said bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, pay- 
able semi-annually on the Ist daysof January and July of each year, and shall, 
at the time of execution and delivery of the said mortgage, be delivered to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and shall be received by and on behalf of the United 
States in provisional payment of the bonds issued by the United States to said 
companies as mentioned in section 1 of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 
tion 4. 

Mr. FRYE. In lines 4 and 5 of section 4, where it is provided that 
the Union Pacific Railway Company shall execute and deliver its mort- 
gage and bonds for the debts of the Union Pacific Railroad Company to 
the United States and the debt of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, 
there should be a comma after the word ‘‘company,’’ in line 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The comma will be inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I move to amend, in line 14, by striking out 
t1889” and inserting ‘‘1890;’’ in line 19, by striking out the word 
“ four,” atter “ninety ” and inserting “‘five;” in line 25, by striking 
out ‘' 1899” and i ing ‘‘1900;” in line 31, by striking out ‘‘1909” 
and inserting ‘1910,’ and in line 37, by striking out ‘' 1929’ and in- 
serting ‘1930.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The section will be read as pro- 

to be amended. 
i The Chief Clerk read the section as proposed to be amcnded, as fol- 
ows: 

Sec. 4, That the Union Pacific Railway Company shall execute and deliverits 
mo and bonds for the debts of the Union Pacific Railroad Company tothe 
United tes, and the debt of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, and the 
Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Roane A shall execute and deliver its 


ates; and the said bonds of 
from one to a number which 


each year fora per of five years, commencing on the Ist day of January, 
see pay A pea of the Treasury of the United States, in 
terest w 


of the 
en be due on its indebtedness, 


per 
and mortgage as herein provided; and for a period of ten ae oan, 


to the Secre! 
due on itsindebtedness, 2 per cent. of the whole sum for which it on its bonds 
The said 


payment of the bonds of 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 5, That the mortgage aforesaid shall contain a covenant, providing that 
in the event of any default continuing for ninety days in the regular payment 
of interest on the said bonds, or of the payments of principal required by this 
act, the entire debt due to the United States shall immediately mature at the 
option of the President of the United States, and shall also contain such other 
terms and stipulations in conformity with the Sporeions of this act as may be 
deemed necessary to efficiently secure the said bonds and as may be approved 
by th f Treasury of the United States. The said mortgage shall 
be delivered to the Secretary of the 
shall be a valid and subsisting mo of all the property of said company, 
real, personal, and mixed, embraced, covered, or required by the terms of this 
act; and such delivery shall have all the effect of recording the same in an 
place. Said mortgage, or a copy thereof, certified by the Secretary, shall at 
times be open to public inspection under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
retary may prescribe, And for the greater publicity of the contents of said 
mortgage, a copy thereof, certified by the Secretary of the ry, shall, as 
soon as may be after its delivery, be deposited with and recorded by each of the 
clerks of the circuit court of the United States, in the States, and the clerks of 
the supreme courts of the Territories of the United States in which the road- 
bed, or any part thereof, of said company is situated, which copies and records 
shall at all times be open to public inspection. All such copies and the record- 
ing thereof shall be at the expense of said pent 

EC. 6, That the statutory hen created and su ing under and by virtue of 
the act of Congress approved July 1, and the act of July 2, 1864, and the act 
of May 7, 1878, to secure the payment of said subsidy bo: and the interest 
thereon, as set forth in said acts, and upon all the property subject to said stat- 


, and upon the rere g thereof it 


utory lien, shall be and remain in full force as security for the debts owing by 
each of said companies to the United States, until all the Hens on the chore + 
affected by the said mortgage and existing at the time of its delivery and whi 


shall have been paid, satis- 


were created subsequent to the said statutory lien 


tes in respect to its 
ther ine 
or other in- 
States for the 


Src. 7. That either of said companies shall be permitted to extend the = 
ment of or refund any of its indebtedness authorized by the tenth section of the 


cent, per annum, payable semi-annually); and the liens of the 

States, both statutory and under the mortgage authorized by this act, 

shall continue to be subordinate to that of the extended payments or refunding 

bonds of any of said companies which shall so entend orrefund on that propersy. 
only of said company upon which the original lien was tted by said sec- 
tion of said act: That all interest accrued on the said ped pak 
bonds at the time of such extension shall have been fully paid, and that the 
amount thereof shall not exceed the principal of the debt which was allowed 
Ee over the debt to the United States: And provided , That the period 
or which said indebtedness may be extended or refunded shall not be greater 
than fifty years; and any of said companies so empowered to extend or refund 
said indebtedness may issue their new first-mortgage bonds on the original 
Pp any, and shall promptly pay the interest upon such new first-mort- 

gage bonds. 

Sec. 8. That so long as any of the bonds issued either of the companies 
according to the third and fourth sections of this act 1l belong to the Govern- 
ment by virtue of this act no money shall be paid from the United States Treas- 
ury for or on account of services rendered to the United States, or any depart- 
ment of the Sept pew thereof, over or ios the said railroad or telegraph | 
ed Leming aid A the advance of a “onc pa or upon a etre = y 

egra nes owned, leased, or opera’ y company, un e in - 
ments of principal and interest next maturing after poet ger kaia are rendered 
shall be vee as herein vided; but 
paid to the United States by said com: an obligation | 
of the United States to pay for services shall be deemed otherwise independent. 

Sec. 9. That hereafter no dividends shall be paid by either of sai Bey cal 
nies unless the same shall have been actually earned during the year preceding 
the date at which such dividend shall be declared, nor Ete such company 
shall have paid all interest due on its bonded debt having a lien prior to the 
Government and all matured indebtedness and interest then due and payable 
on its debt to the United States under this act; and unless the said earnings, 
after deducting all interest accrued but not payable at the time of the declara- 
tion of such dividends, shall be sufficient to warrant the payment thereof. In 
no event shall either of said companies pay any dividend exceeding the rate of 
4 per cent. per annum, unless the said company shall, at the time of declaring 
such dividends in excess of 4 per cent. per annum, pay an amount equal to the 
excess over 4 per cent. annum so declared to the of the Treasury. 
to be applied upon the highest numbered bonds of the prin 1 of the debt cf 
such company to the Government, and unless the earnings of the said preced- 
ing year suffice to warrant the payment of such excess and also 
ment tothe said Government. Any director or officer who shall or pay, 
or aid in declaring or paying, a dividend prohibited by this act shall, upon con- 
viction in any court of competent jurisdiction, be punished by imprisonment 
not ex: ing two years, or by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment, - 


Section 10 was read. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 25, section 10, I move to strike out “8” and 
and insert ‘‘9 ;’’ so as to read ‘‘1889.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

The section as amended reads as follows: 


Src. 10. That this act shall take effect as to the said companies and their 
branches, respectively, as hereinbefore described, upon the acceptance of its 
terms by their boards of directors in writing, over their corporate seals, signed 
by their presidents and attested by their secretaries, respectively, being filed 
or deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury within one month after the 
eran cuted this act, subject, however, to the completion of the settlement and 
adj ent in this act proposed and provided; but any com y which shall | 
not so file its acceptance shall take no benefit from this act. Upon the filing of 
said acceptance, and the execution and delivery of the mortgage and bonds re- 
ferred to in the second and third sections of this act to the Secretary of the 
Fyn he is authorized and directed to sell any securities held int 
ing fund for said company so accepting and pay the proceeds of such sale to 
the amount of their valne, as estima under the first section of this act, into 
the Levert f of the United States. Any excess realized from such sale above, 
the value of such securities, as estimated under the first section of this act, | 
shall be paid to the said company; any deficiency below such value 
paid by the said company upon demand made by the Secre! of the Treasury 
after such sale, The adjustment provided for by this act and the delivery of 
we fase hondas and mortgages shall be completed on or before the Ist day of 

November, x 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 11. That either of said companies may, at any time after the execution 
and delivery of their said bonds, but only so long as said bonds are held and 
owned by the United States, any portion of said bonds by paying the 
amount ‘thereof together with the accrued interest thereon to the Secre of 
the Treasury, who shall thereupon cancel the bonds so paid and deliver the 
bonds so canceled tothe said company. No bondsso canceled shall be reissued, 
nor shall other bonds in lieu thereof be issued by the said company. But the, 
Secretary of the Treasury may, by direction of the President of the United) 
States, sell said bonds (but not Jess than the whole amount thereof) which may’ 
be unpaid at any time, for not less than their full face value and accrued inter- 
est thereon, and the purchase price shall be paid in lawful money of the United 
States; and such sale shall in no way bind the Government for the fulfillment 
of any of the obligations of said company with regard to the payment of said 
bonds, or in any other manner whatever. 

SEC, 12, That the acceptance of the provisions of this act by eaid companies, 
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respectively, shall as a continuing authority from said apay to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, and each of his successors office, to 
proceed in the name of the said companies, respectively, by appropriate process 
of law or in equity, or both at law and in equity, any and all persons 
who are or may be answerable to said corporation or to the United States as 
stockholders, subscribers to stock, directors, officers, agents, or employés (past 
or B opeeinny of said corporations, res ively, for or by reason of any violation 
of duty to said corporation or violation of criminal law or for or by reason 
of any misappropriation of assets or of property of said corporations, respect- 
ively, or for any other cause properly remediable at the instance of said cor- 
porations, respectively, or at the instance of the United States. Should raat 
sums of money be recovered under the provisions of this section the same shall 
be placed to the credit of the proper com y as payment on account on its 
highest numbered bond or bonds outstanding under the provisions of this act, 
Upon the acceptance of the provisions of this act, the Attorney-General of the 
United Statesshall forthwith proceed to institute, and so longas the United States 
= ree ee ae owners of the bonds esa sray by ae E 

ue rosecute such proper proceedings at law or in equity, or w 
and in equity, as shall{be necessary to determine whether any stockholder or 
stockholders of said companies or either of them, officers, agonia, or seniors. 
ead geas or other parties have been guilty of any crime punishable by 

w in their cgnnection with said companies or either of them or are liable to 
respond to said company by reason of any violation of duty thereto, misappro- 
priation of assets, or other wrong properly remediable at the instance of said 
corporation, and said Attorney-Genera! for the time-being, and his successor or 
successors in office,shall prosecute said proceeding or proceedings to final judg- 
ment and execution unless prior thereto the United States shall have ceased to 
be the owner of said bonds, and in case of the collection of any moneys thereby 
shall dispose of the same as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec, 13. That should the Union Pacific Railway Company fail to accept the 
provisions of the act, or fail to complete the settlement and adjustment and the 
execution and delivery of the said ds and mo provided for by this act 
within the time required herein, there shall be to the credit of the sink- 
ing fund provided for in the act of May 7, 1878, commonly called the sinking- 
tund act, on the Ist day of February of each year, the one- of the compensa- 
tion for services rendered for the Government by said Union Pacific Railway 
Company not applied in liquidation of interest; and in addition thereto, the 
gaid company shall, on said day in each year, pay into the Treasury, to the credit 
of said sinking fund, the sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary to make the 5 per cent. of the netearnings of the Kansas Pacific Railway 
pean cred and the Union PacificCompany payable to the United States under the 
act of L862, and the whole sum earned by said com ies as compensation for sery- 
ices rendered for the United States, together with the sum by this section re- 
quired to be paid, amount in the aggregate to 75 per cent. of the whole net earn- 
ings of said Union Pacific rary $0 § Company, which net earnings are to be as- 

ed and defined as provided in section 1 of the act of May 7, ; and to 

that end said act of May 7,1878, and any and all amendments or 
th vo be, and the ae re y, extended 
way Compan oe tee e Union e Rail 
ane ni 


ns 
to the Kansas Pacific Rail- 


cution and delivery of the said bonds and morgage provisa for by this act, 

ay 7,1878, commonly called 
y d cations thereof, 
and the same are hereby, extended to said Central Branch Union Pa- 
Company, and there shall be carried to the credit of the sinking 
fund of said company providea for in said act, on the lst day of February in 
each year, the one haii of the com tion for services rendered forthe Gov- 
ernment by said Central Branch Union Pacific Rai 


pany, ascertai X 

Jund act; and said act, and allamendments or modifications thereof sha’ 
forth apply to said Kansas Pacific Railway Company, and tothe Central Branch 
Union ific Railroad Company equally as to those specifically named in said 
act: Provided, That whenever the foregoing provisions of this section shall be- 
come applicable to either of said companies, and such company shall refuse, neg- 
lect, or fail to pay, in the mannerand at the time required under such A Airson ge a 
sum equal to the annual requirements of section 4 of thisact, then the Attorney- 
General of the United States shall immediately thereupon institute proper pro- 
ceedings ina proper court for the appointment of a receiver, who shall, when ap- 
pointed, take charge of and continue to manage and operate the road, branches, 
or lines of the said company until the principal and interest of the debt to the 
United States on account of bonds issued to the said original company shall have 
been fully repaid to the United States. The said receiver shall pay, out of the 
earnings an pe eng of said road, branches, and lines, so far as the same shall 
be sufficient therefor and in the following order, the necessary expense of oper- 
ation and maintenance, the interest on the first-mortgage bonds, and the re- 
mainder, if any, shall be lawfully applied to the principal and interest of the 
debt to the United States, Said receiver shall make full reports of all the busi- 
ness and accounts of the said road to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
transmit the same to Congress. 


pieton of the said adjustment and settlement, all 
he appointment of Government directors shall 


assets, or of constructing or extending its railway, or of equine forsuch pur- 
mnation proceedings, and such o 


Section 15 was read. « 

Mr. FRYE. Inline 10 of section 15, I move to strike out “8” and 
insert ‘‘9;’? so as to read, ‘‘1889.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The section as amended reads as follows: 

Sec, 15. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the pro- 


visions of this act to be enforced, and he shall take all steps needful to that end, 
and shall make report to the President each Ayro] or oftener, thereon, which re- 
port shall be laid before Congress. And until the settlement and the execution 
and delivery of the bonds and mortgage in this act provided for shall be com- 
pleted, all existing provisions of law relating to said companies; respectively, 
shall remain in force ; and on and after the said Ist day of July, 1889, section ig 
of this act shall, if said settlement fail to be completed, take effect, 


Section 16 was read, as follows: 


Src, 16. That this act and each and every provision thereof shall severally 
and respectively be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amendment 
of said act of 1862, and of said act of 1864, and of said act of 1578, respectively, 
and of all of said acts; nor shall anything in this act be construed or taken 
any wise to affect or impair the right of Congress, at any time he „further 
to alter, amend, or repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned; and this act 
shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or re as,in the opinion of Con- 
gress, justice or the public welfare may require; an gan herein contained 
shall be held to deny, exclude, or impair any right or remedy in the premises 
now existing in favor of the United States. This act shall be publi d and 
printed as a public act, and in all proceedings may be cited as such. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I believe there isa report in this case, Is there 
not? 

Mr. FRYE. There is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. ] 
ae FRYE. Before the report is read I wish to say just a word or 
0. 

The special committee on the Pacific railroads and the funding of 
their debt to the United States was appointed by the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate early in the last session of Congress, and it entered im- 
mediately upon the performance of the duty assigned to it. We had 
quite a number of hearings early in the session. At those hearings all 
parties in interest were notified to be present, and I think at all of them 
the Government directors, or some of them, also the United States 
Railroad Commissioner, also the commissioners appointed by the Pres- 
ident to consider this subject and report, and also the attorneys for the 
Pacific Railroad companies were present. Two of the commissioners 
appointed by the President gave their views at length before the com- 
mittee, I think the Railroad Commissioner of the United States was 
present at every hearing, Mr. Adams, in behalf of the Union Pacific 
Railway, gave his views. So did one or two attorneys for the Union 
Pacific Railway Company; so also did one or two attorneys for the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company, 

The committee gave a full and careful hearing and came to an en- 
tirely unanimous conclusion. They rded the matter submitted to 
them as one purely of business in which there was no sentiment what- 
ever. They looked upon these Pacific railroads as debtors to the United 
States in very large sums of money which they could not pay at ma- 
turity, and the question practically submitted was, what under the 
circumstances should be done to make the ultimate payment of the 
debt to the United States certain, and also to make the payment of that 
debt more secure, if possible, than it is at present? These matters the 
committee considered with care, and they came to a unanimous con- 
clusion in relation to these. 

I could not in a speech by any possibility state the facts in this caso 
so concisely as they are stated in the report made by the committee, 
and therefore I should like Senators who are present to listen to the 
report, as it gives facts that are very important in the consideration of 
this exceedingly paier matter, and until I get tired of it, if the 
Presiding Officer wi it me, I will read the report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator proceeds to read the report in 
this case, I desire to submit a motion, or rather give notice of an in- 
tended motion. I ask that it may be read and lie over, and I give 
notice that at the proper time I shall move the resolution, it being a 
motion to recommit the bill with instructions. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
Pee FRYE. Is this the amendment which was offered by the Senator 
m on? 


Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; itis not an amendment, I will state to 
the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the committee. It is a mo- 
tion proposing to recommit the bill to the select committee with in- 
structions to includesuch proposed legislation as in their judgment they 
think is proper, covering the whole controversy of all the Pacific rail- 
roads involyed. I simply present it now for the information of the 
Senate, and give notice that at the proper time I shall move it and ask 
for a vote on it, 

Mr. FRYE, Does the Senator desire to have it read ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, I should like to have it read now in order that 
it may appear in the RECORD at this point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed resolution will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
cific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1875, both in amendment 
of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing 


out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said pariera 
and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 


the companies therein men , with the accompanying report, No. 1950, first 
session Fiftieth ‘Congress, be, and the same is wart i oe to the so- 
lect committee on the President’s message transmitting the report of the Pa- 


jee een eee ee Roe 
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to inelade in said bill such pro- 
(pr tiaras penny , providing for 


Wi Pacific Railroad Compan; eee ConrtoT i tea Dateod Btaies 
estern y res Qi 

heretofore issued to aid in the construction of the Central Pacific and the West- 
ern Pacific Railroads, and for the proper security and funding of the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the report be read? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word before the reportis read. The 
Central Pacific Railroad Company is not included in the bill rted 
i. the committee. The attorneys for that road appeared early during 

e hearings the committee were holding, and they did not seem to 
manifest any great desire for a settlement with the United States. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I de- 
sire to give notice that to-morrow at the close of the morning business 
I shall move that the Senate to the consideration of the reso- 
Intion for the investigation of the Louisiana election. 

Mr. FRYE. I was saying—— 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to understand the notice that was given 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAND That to-morrow upon the close of the morning 
business I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana election, now upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. The report which was made this morning on the case 
in Washington County, Texas, by the Committee on Privileges and 

was made by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evyarts]. I 
have not had an opportunity to confer with him on this particular 
point, but it was the understanding that that Senator would call up 
the resolution reported by him at the earliest convenient day, and I 
supposed many of the considerations that would apply to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire so far as regards considera- 
tions ofa general character would apply also to this resolution, which is 
the result of an investigation by Committee on Privileges and 
Elections of a transaction of the same general character, being what I 
suppose to be a series of crimes instituted for the sake of preserving 
the ascendency of the Democratic party in that State and region. If 
the Senator from New Hampshire brings up his resolution to-morrow 
morning I shall probably desire to move that that be taken up for ac- 
tion at the same time to save repetition in the argument. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me a word 
farther, I have no objection, of course, to have the resolution which 
the Senator from Massachusetts of taken up at the same time, 
or directly after the resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana 
election is af. 

T also take occasion to suggest that after the resolution for the inves- 
tigation of the Louisiana election is disposed of, I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to take some action upon the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] on the 20th day of December, 1888, for 
the appointment of a select committee to inquire into the state of suf- 
frage throughout the United States, which I think ought. to be dis- 
posed of at that time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, if I may be permitted, that to-morrow, when this subject is laid 
before the Senate, I shall move to refer the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr, DAWES. I desire to give notice that immediately after the 
morning business to-morrow, or as soon thereafter as I can obtain the 
consent of the Senate, I shall call up for action the House bill estab- 
lishing a court for the consideration of Indian depredation claims. It 
is a bill in which very many Senators are interested, and the commit- 
tee who have reported it have been pressed to call it up at the earliest 
time. It will be for the Senate, of course, to decide between that bill 
and the action suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. It 
seems to me to be of so much importance that I am justified in ask- 
ing the Senate to determine between the two measures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
Sox], who is not now present, gave notice that to-morrow he would call 
up legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 3401 is the regular 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, after hearing the attorneys for the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company it was entirely apparent to the commit- 
tee that there was no parallelism between the cases of the two roads; 
that one, the Union Pacific, was entirely solvent, and could make a 
settlement with the United States by which the payment of the debt 
should be made absolutely certain, just as certain at any rate as any- 
thing human can be, and not only that, but could secure by a very 
large increase of security the new promises to be made by that com- 
pany; and the Union Pacific could do this in fifty years. It was ap- 
parent that the Central Pacific Railroad Company could not submit to 


a settlement which should be demanded within that time of fifty years, | 
nor could it give any such security as the Union Pacific Company could. 
Therefore the committee determined to proceed from that point for-’ 
ian spencer nae rat e tion of the Union Pacific alone, and did so, and 

ea i 


ington, the president of that company, A meeting of the committee 
was called, and he appeared and presented at that time the bill which 
was offered by the Senator from [Mr. MITCHELL] as a substi- 
tute for this bill, which added to the present bill under consideration 
some ten or twelve sections providing for a settlement with the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. Since that time Mr. Huntington has ap- 
peared again, and day before yesterday I received from him another 
amendment ing considerably the character of the one which the 
Senator from Oregon offered, and I have called a meeting of the com- 
mittee for to-morrow morning to consider that matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state right there that the amendment I 
offered was a House bill that had been introduced in the other House 
some time ago. 

Mr. FRYE. But not considered by a committee, 

Mr. MITCHELL, It was not acted upon. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not speaking for the committee now. It seems 
to me that these matters can be settled in separate bills a great deal 
better than they can by any one bill uniting the two roads. I recog- 
nize that there is an immense difference between the situation of the 
Central Pacific and the Union Pacific, and that very much more lenity 
must inevitably be granted to the Central Pacific than to the Union 
Pacific; that if the Government ever expects to get its debt from the 
Central Pacific it must give a very long time in which the payments 
shall be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the chairman of the committee will 
agree that the condition of affairs with reference to the Central 
so far as the rights of the Government are concerned, is much worse 
than it was ten years ago, and he will also concede, I haye no doubt, 
poe ot li vd TAF ENA as a POR 
is pui 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know about that. I think they are ina worse 
condition to-day than they were ten years ago. Whether they will be 
still worse ten years from now or not I do not know. 

Now I will have the report read. I intended to have read it my- 
alt fast ech TOY tags asin bee OBONO bas selena sheen T il] 
let the Chief Clerk, if he will be kind enough, read it in my stead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ing will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. Frye July 31, 
1888, to accompany bill S. 3401, as follows: 


select committee to which was referred the the 

the United States the of the comm ers inted by 
the President to examine of the Pacific railways, the ac- 
reports and documents, have had the same under ion 

and leaye to submit the following report: 
The relations between the Government and the Pacific rail which re- 
ceived aid from the United States haye attention. of Uneaten toe 
ive history may make the 


under which the subsidy bonds w: 
July 1, 1862, secs. 4.6.0.6. Stat., vol. 12, pp. 492, 493; 
“upon condition that said company 
quired no 
plication 
ment by the co: 


ing of the roads. 
requirement was Logg penser considered sufficient in the light of the 
the Secre 


poten frye ee ge pe Tt O 

ent of the ebt. e ns o were di 

Pointed. because the railroads failed to do the anticipated work, for they 
ve done many times as much, but because the cost of transportation by rail 

is so much less than by the methods in use before the were built that 

the amount allowed for the service very ee ae was paid be- 


no further action of importance 
the construction of the Union 
vestigated by a committee of 

a E 

er for the wrongs w. 

m Seana Congress had 

Union Pacific Company, or a suit to recover the illegal profits 


yé Arealer an ro committee ported that a suit 
the re 

with having 

corporstion. 


The first al was rejected, and 
should be brought by the United States against all persons 
im recei oney or iin Maa expense of the 
and suit was eo ynna p Seant aar 
Sh peace all the 


Th was 

March 3, 1873, U. S. vol. 17, p. esa 

delinquencies charged those who had plundered the corporation wasac- 
cordingly filed, but the e Court on demurrer held that 


had no standing in sourt and that the wrongs complained of were vono to 
the corporation, which alone could take legal to ure ress 
(United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Company, 98 U, S., 569). 

The next important measure adopted by Congress was the actof May 8,1878, 
known as the Thurman act (U. S. Stat., vol. 20, p. 56). This act was intended 
to insure the payment of the subsidy debt by ok BE the companies to pay 
into the Treasury of the United States 25 per cent. of their “net earnings” in 


= a 
mpanies. 
leo 1878. Its framers based their calcula- 
tions upon the assumption that the fund would increase at the rate ots 6 per 
cent, annually through the com ing of interest, but the reduction in the 
rate of interest which followed the refunding measures of 1879, and the rise in 
the price of United States bonds, in which alone the sinking fund could be in- 
vested, defeated these ons, and the result is that the sinking fund to- 
day would be almost as hcg areetan isinir game fans companies had re- 
mained uninvested and earni 

The premium on bonds call dl oar orrara ENEA, in the sinking fund De- 
cember 31, 1887, exceeded the interest received from such bonds by the sum of 
$715. 282.09, as appears by the following statement: 


Bonds in r epe m ar dia ya Gss para 
Cost to the 


ssas. $6, 273, 650. 00 
. 7,816, 273.07 


1,542, 623. 07 
827, 340. 98 


715, 282. 09 


sesse . 


S PA LAA 
Total Tahorees wiisctai on bonds. 


Excess premiums... 


1881 ind 1882 the Commissioner of Railroads urged the necessity for such an 
amendment and argued from the figures in support of his is suagestioun, going so 
far, in 1882, as to say 

“The fund Darevi not pee the result anticipated, and since 
a 1881, may be Teen Aged ing practically failed for want of suitable 
en 


irel, shendouhe ne ge a od adopted by the Thurman act, and ng iegislatlon 
t y 


system o eye 
which wou A Zanbio the com open 
for the amount found due J: 


months, reasons for the hiako eakea Ar rjata are give him at great feach aa 
In his re pia for osana 1884 he renewed this recomm: in, and again sup- 
ported it by argum: 


At the first session net the wonky alana it became apparent thatsome 
change in the law was et reaper gt Sy oe ouse of Sagar erg get a passed a 
bill, reported by a majority of the Otan on aali 
the Thurman act by requiring the companies to pay an increased DOUOS of 
net earnings into the sinking fund. 

In the Senate a bill was reported by Mr. Garland pho the J udiciary Com- 
mittee, which in substance provided for the Lov fecr ude the debt due from the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company in one hun and twenty semi-annual in- 
stallments. At the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress this bill was re- 
ferred back to the Judiciary Committee and amended so as to embrace all the 
aided railroads, In substance this bill fixed the sum which, if paid in cash on 
April 1, 1885, allowing interest at 3 per cent. per annum, would equal the entire 
subsidy debt at its maturity and divided this sum into one hundred and twenty 


equal s, for each of which the company was required to give its bond bear- 
ing in at3 cent., payable at maturity, one of these bonds to be payable 
at six months thereafter. Under this scheme the semi-annual 
payment esually increased. This bill was amended soas to make the interest 


on each bond ‘ery semi-annually instead of at maturity, which exactly re- 
versed the orien of yments, making the first payment largest. Subse- 
quently a bill was on motd pern amending the scheme so as to 


= ents equal, but Congress adjourned without action, 

yForty-ninth ' Congress a bill substantially like the bill last spoken of, 
Peer that it praos for the ent of tee =~ eighty years, was re- 
ported by Mr. Hoar, from the Ju iclary Commi he Senate. In the House 
of Representatives, Mr. Ovrmwarre, from the Sites Do ic Railroads, 
reported a bill unanimously recommended by thatecommi ing forthe 
payment of the debt in seventy years. These differed in pres , but were iden- 


tical in principle. Pending the consideration of preirar ‘the whole sub- 


ject was referred by Songai a special commission, with instructions, among 
other things, to Teme and "Theses measure which should secure the payment 
e majo 


of the subsidy debt in full. 
for the payment of the debts in fifty 
tions in detail ie the bills copes to the Forty-ninth but not differ- 
ing from them in The recommendations ore Ea majority have re- 
pan S the approvalof the President, expressed in the special m: accom- 
panying and transmitting the reports of the commission, and the plan is also 
anihan H commended by the Goverdmant directors of the Union ific Rail- 
my yan aaga in their annual report. 
his historical —— is sufficiently fall to make the present position of 


their i early became satisfied 
financial ability of the different Pacific railroad companies and their 
attitude towards the Sp ogee ve were so mrs a different that no plan of set- 


rity of this commission has reported bills 
rs, and ores TA Leann modifica- 


who are better able and more willing than the other companies to seks an im- 
mediate adjustment of their in tudebtetneds. 

The act under which the Pacific Railway Commission was appointed xeuetee 
the ———— ne investigate various charges against the companies and 
their officers and also to report a plan for the payment of the ey debt, and 
in this r Ng reed was entirely consistent with the previous action of Congress, 
which in deali Sa Pehe these companies has had two objects in view: the pay- 
ment of the su bsidy debtand the punishment of all wrongful acts committed} by 
the com nies or their representatives and agents. Dealing with these subjects 
y, it is proposed to consider first the payment of the debt. 

i Seledri with this question may be stated briefly, The debts of 
the Union Pacifie Railway paid by’ and Central Union Pacific 
Company, with the amounts paid by each, ee of the sums in the sinking 
fund, are shown in the followin, ich is taken from the rt of the 
Government a actuary to the ge ais Commission (Report JA E Commis- 
sion, page i 
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Union Pacific | 
Central Branch 
and Kansas | Union Pacific. 
$1, 600, 000. 00 


$33, 539, 512. 00 
59, 304,778. 94 | 2, 826, 608. 26 


Principal to be paid at maturity.......... es, 
re and to be paid 

4,426, 608, 26 

E- 


Total principal and interest at maturity...| 92,844,290. 94 | 
Bond and interest account, November 1, 1887, | 
transporta- 


15, 440, 891, 94 316, 124.12 
335, 400, 00 6, 900, 00 
77, 067, 999. 00 4, 103,584. 14 
There was in the sinking fund belonging to the Union Pacific 
Railway Company on November 1, , taking the securities at 
— an iy anime oer ETE R Ir sapakestene arene ev.. $7,734, 084. 32 
The estimated addition to the fund between DONNE 
and July 1, 1888, 16, O8,Y-ccrcccs-ss+sss00r seapesoovevencessevenesnersecermevess 500, 000, 00 
8, 230, 084. 32 


So that if no further payments were to be made by the 
olhar am boeken te 


It is clear that the |r paca vision made 

the debt is entirely 

date of maturity of the patart 
nst these corporations w] 

Such debts of railroad com in 

newed, and may be grad y 

ment by dre gaa ts. They can not 
in this case the entire annual income of the e company would 

to mest the debt at maturity. It can be paid onl: 

income every year for a period exten 

The Government holds as security fo: debt a 

line of the railroad and eee, together with the 

property of every kind and 

2 180, bee, 10, U.S. Stat ron Ta 

sec, vo! P. 
construed by the $ 


As 
lien on the unsu 


ana ee Sang ay for the extinguishment of 
and that on July 1, 1897, which is iS the average 
States will hold a claim 


fixtures, and 
on, in consideration of which the subsidy 
sec, 5, U. S, Stat., vol. 12, p. 492; act of July 


Wee pigtiara tac acai anus nea Hen 
pany. 


aeey i Union Pacific Railway Com: peggy ee 
and Omaha oe amano 


Mi of subsi Mtoe te which the United mates han w tion 


(see hay of Commission, pages 5, 194, and 185), Omaha bridge in 


t epeeesesesesse s eseesssessseseeserseeese ees enenen set seesereresrreee terese rere 


1,815.57 


severe sseeese 


*1,430.11 


Mileage of unsubsidized line free from the lien of the United States 
E a ESEE N E DTS piceossb ine 335. 46 


Estimated value of security now nae Be rg United Slates as protection for debt 
jue 


as fixed by the com- 


Present value of debt due the United 
mittee’: miles of sul 


s bill, secured by lien on 1,450.11 rail- 

ON ER best E AT M ETO $52, 950, 000. 00 
Amount of bonds secured by first mortgage on 1,430.11 miles of 
subsidized railroad 


PO EER Se eet I Sa Ls ace e a 483, 532, 000. 00 


Total indebtedness secured by first mo: and present mee of 
the United States on 1,430.11 miles of subsidized railroad........... 
subsidized line at a low valuation is worth $40,000 per mile 
(railroad, equipment, buildings, stations, yards, sidings, bridges, 
culverts, ete. , neluded). The een value = maa erin 1, = il x 
$40,000 = $57,204,400; | or abont... PE AEE REE O 00000 


Balance: Excess of indebtedness over present security...... 29, 282, 000, 00 


This Gone Oenen does not include the branch lines nor the valuable terminals at 

eee eget Kansas Ci pn and elsewhere. 

To the language of Anderson in his statement before the 
com 


ittee 
‘The present security of the United States consists, as was stated to last 
Saturda: Sader uie irede a n e beginn: some 3 west 
of the Missouri River, and on that line (as you wi see by the map be- 
fore you, the upper line of ihe U Union Pacific Railwa: renee bbe a 
miles west of Ogden, and supplemented bya line on what was formerly 
about half a mile west of Kansas 


86, 482, 000. 00 


seeeteees 


City. 
ihat is the entire present security held by the United States, and the only 


*1,426 for subsidized mileage is incorrect. 
See of Commission, page 195. The table there given is incorrect. 
+The aha bridge bonds are not included here, the 1,430.11 miles not in- 


cluding the mileage of the bridge. 
{The report of the minority commissioner variously estimates the value of 
as $102,385,496 and $41,657.500, (See Commissioners’ sies the vaias 
commission estimates th 
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thing except the obligation of the company to which it can look for a payment 
of its debt. 
* £ * s + * * 


“The road I have described measures about 1,400miles,and, * * * accord- 


proximate value at $60,000,000. 
t that property is worth $60,000,000, and that the mortgage debt 
ted States and is $33,500,000, the United States has as 
ts present security a statuto: sanity ot $26,500,000.” 

In short, the subsidized of the Union Pacific Railroad a begins west 
of the terminals at Omaha and ends at Ogden. The Kansas c ns west 
of the terminals at Kansas City and ends in a prairie 394 miles west. The Gov- 
ernment lien covers a part of trunk, but not the whole, and it covers none 
ofthe branches. It covers simply a of a great system. Your committee 
concur with the views expressed in the report made by the majority of the Pa- 
cifi Railway Commission (page 20), where they say: 

“If this statutory lien were held by individuals it is clear that its security 
would be almost valueless. The inability of such holders, on foreclosure. to 
control the adjoining connections, or to control the branches, would render it 
im) for them to adequately protect themselves by a . The Gov- 
ernment has the advantage of u ted power and could, under a foreclosure 
of its lien, take and hold so much of the railway as is subject thereto. But for 
many reasons this is a result which can not be ceaestot § any intelligent legis- 
Jator. There are to be found advocates of yippee operation of the rail- 

ink we may assume that it would 
overnment should -be 


the debt, or at any earlier date; if, b; 
a maturity could be ern et about, it would necessarily result in the 


of the first-m bt. The only possible 
Pacific Railway Company itself or those prominent in its affairs. It follows 
that a hee ag fi osure of the statutory lien would probably result in 
canceling debt to the United States and presenting it as a bonus to the com- 
pany itself or to its directors,” 

It must be added that the subsidy debt does not mature for nine years, and 
that until maturity the companies are under no obligation to make any payment 
either of principal or interest, except the so-called “bond and interest" payments 
Seqaiied b the Ch ae acts. (Report of Senate Judiciary Committee, Congres- 
sional Globe, third session Forty-first Congress, page 1775; United States vs. 
Union Pacific R. = Co,, 91 U. S., 72; United States vs. nion Pacific R. R. Co., 98 


U.S., oe. pags 614.) 
-~ The U; States, therefore, is a creditor, having a large debt which will not 
mature for nine years, and which is very inadequately secured, Itis clear that 
the debtor can not pay when the debt becomes due, and that the only possible 
bt Sy which it can pay is by installments. 

e Pacific Railway Commission, in view of these as a 
a bill, which your committee have considered carefully. e 
in certain d and as reported it is identical with the b 
sopini reported by the Committee on Pacific Railroads of the House of 


presentatives, 

In the judgment of your committee it secures a very satisfactory settlement 
of the debt due from the Union Pacific and Central Branch Union Pacific Com- 
panies, and the committee have every assurance that both corporations will 


accept its 
It Teas the amount of money which, if put at interest on July 1, 1888, at 3 per 
cent, per annum hog ie interest, would equal the entire sum due from the cor- 
porations when the debt matures, after making proper allowances for the pay- 
ments already made, It takes the sinking fund in part payment of this sum 
and makes the companies give their bonds for the & g interest at 
the rate of 3 per cent., payable semi-annually, and requires them to pay a por- 
tion of these bonds every six months, so that at the end of fifty years the entire 
debt will be paid. It requires the companies to give a contract mortgage upon 
all their property of every kind to secure these bonds and makes proper provis- 
jon for Eisd aed lh while it permits the companies to take upand pay the whole 
or any part of the bonds at any time if their financial condition makes it possi- 
ble for them to doso. Without eos analyzing all its provisions in this report, 
ur committee think that the bili fully protects the interests of the United 


6 tates 
the sinking fund, which at the valuation of November 1, 1887, was $7,734,083, not 
less than $2,647,500, making a total payment of oe before maturity of 
$10,381,583, and will also receive interest on the entire debt every six months, the 
total payment of interest during the same period amounting to pen mAd 
Fourth. The United States receive a very large amount of additional se- 
curity, which insures the ultimate payment of the whole debt. 


The following tables will show of what this security consists. The values which 7 


therein are those given by the officers of the company and coincide with 

e valuations made by the experts pre by the Pacific Railway Commis- 
sion to the extent indicated by the references to the commissioners’ reports. 
These valuations would make the value of the new security which the United 
States will receive about $70,000,000. 

Mr. Anderson, one of the commissioners, in his statement before the com- 
mittee, estimated the additional security as worth about $35,000,000, and some- 
where between these estimates perhaps lies the truth; but qu committee 
have not considered it necessary to decide which is more nearly correct, as in 


will receive eve: ing that the company has, and 
5 The United States will have a 


nt of 
ebt and the loss of their entire property. (See tables in appendix.) 

with the ie corporation and the 
United your committee are satisfied reported affords the 
aa Deane remedy for these. The decision of the Supreme Court in the case 
of United States vs, The Union Pacific Railroad Company (98 U. S., 569) makes 


Attorney-General to prip Pad espe suits he may think pre. to recover any- 
the Government is 


themselves at expense of those companies, they recommend its adoption by 
the Senate. 
July 31, 1883, 
WM. P. FRYE. 
H. L. DAWES. 
RANK HISCOCK. 


Mr, FRYE. Ishould like to have the two pages of the appendix 
which give the additional security the United States will receive read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The portion of the appendix desig- 
nated by the Senator from Maine will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


APPENDIX.—THE UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY.—ADDITIONAL SECURITY 
WHICH THE UNITED STATES WILL RECEIVE IF ITS LIEN IS EXTENDED ACCORD- 
ING TO THE BILL REPORTED BY THE HOUSE COMMITTEE. 


Value of the railroads in the Union Pacific and of certain investments ; addi- 
tional security which the United States will receive, and security in lieu of the debt 
ue 


1. The subsidized line, 1,430.11 miles, ata low valuation is worth 
$40,000 per mile* (railroad, equipment, stations, buildings, 
baron! dings, bridges, culverts, etc., included), The total value 

therefore 1,430.11 X $40,000 = $57,204,400, or about (Table A)...... 

2, The unsubsidized line, 385.46 miles, excluding, the Omaha 

bridge (3,97 miles) and terminals at Kansas City, Omaha, and 
en, is worth at a low valuation $40,000 per mile. The total 
ue is therefore 385.46 X $40,000 = $15,418,400, or about (Table A 

3. The terminals t at Omaha, Ogden, and Kansas City, which wil 
hereafter increase largely in value, are now worth at a conser- 
TAYE CUNEO casas ccncansy Ekens sahai aea eas oT ebokad aia tai A s. 15,300, 000. 00 

4, The Omaha bridget on the same basis is worth ........... ... 2,000,000. 00 

5. The branch lines of the system, 2,761.95 miles, are worth not 


$57, 200, 000. 00 


15, 400, 000. 00 


less than $25,000 per mile (railroad equi ment, stations, etc., 
included). The total value is therefore 2,761.95 X $25,000 = $69,- 
048,750, or about (Table B)... ... 69,000, 000.00 
Total .... 158, 900, 000. 00 
The above is 
sion values at $150, 


82, 600, 000. 00 


10, 000, C00. 00 


Total value of Union Pacific system and investments...... 201,500,000, 00 
The lien of the United States is to be extended over the entire 
mand itsinvestments. Priortothe lien of the United States 
will then be certain mortgage liens as follows: 

Bonds of the Union Pacific Railroad Company Y 
afloat, including $4,423,000 collateral trust bonds 
secured by deposit of first-mortgage bonds of 
MOTION TEMG screenees vasentass coancossassutmandsoccsdtventpv tached 

sags cpu the Kansas Pacific Railway m 

a A E E E N fe 127.00 

Less income bonds and bonds in sink- sss 

ing fund 


Bonds of the Union Pacific Railwa: 


$49, 575, 000.00 


Onn en eeee eee ennanes se enseemanene esesses 


Com T 
(rust Donis 


Balance=value of security applicable to debt due the United 
States according to committee's bill... ad 
Proms paoe of debt due United States 
s 


bereessetee ssesesesssssesseesn ones eneee: renee 


Surplus security to be received by the United States..... 42, 203, 073, 00 
Present deficit in security as per table on page 5....... ee sis 29, 282, 000. 00 
Additional security to be received by the United States .............. 71, 485, 073. 00 


Additional security to be received by the United Slates. 


*See Commissioners’ Re pages 195 and 196, 
oon ari aes 
» page il, 
See Annual Report for 1886, pages 83, 89, and 145, 
See Commissioners’ hea T page 168, 


See Annual Report for page 92, 


1889. 
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Deduch acnoan For bonds ica issu oa by the Unio tail 
uct amount o! nm U e m Ç aà 
and secured by AS m the A bere: T 


way Compan: m ed 
assets CORRAG value of Government debt Sia bonds by 
ô first mortgage on subsidized railroad not included).......e000 47,714, 927. 00 
TA 
Seu lp DOODLES Lor ea ha anaa E E somes 17,585, 073. 00 
5. Value of branch lines, as per table on page 9... $69,000, 000, 00 
Deduct mortgage bonds and stock afloat 
branch line companies............ oF Rie ph ». 25,100,000. 00 
Surplus equity in branch Hnes...........ccccseseccsssenssenerenecens 43, 900, 
6. Value of misce eous investments, as per table on page Ps 10, 000, 000. 00 
Total......+.. abit sie D E a bassesse 71, 485, 073. 00 


Mr. FRYE. It seems to me it is unnecessary to read the tables, but 
I ask unanimous consent that they be printed in the RECORD as if 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
‘The tables referred to are as follows: 
TABLE A.—Subsidized and unsubsidized portions o, 


pany’s lines on the basis set forth in the report of 
Commissioners, pages 4 and 5. 


the Untion Pacific Railway Com- 
United States Pac*fic Railway 


Unsubsidized 


Name of 
1 Subsidized location. location. 


g 
=] 
a 


Union Pacific | Junct.Switch 
Railroad, Om to 


a point 5 
miles gg 
of 1,034.49 
Junct. vitak 
Omaha, to 
junct ion 
with Chi- 
, 
Paul, Min- 
neapolis 
and Omaha 
Railway... 
Kansas Pa- | Missouri-Kansas State 
cific Rail- Line, near 
way. City, westerly, 
Leavenworth |... A E OERS 
Branch. 
Denver . Pa- |....00-... 00 UASA tame poe eae 
cific - 
way and 
Telegraph. 
DOA] 2.) ..ccsoss;cocesevcosebevescseoeeces 


TABLE B.—Funded debt of branch bar bag see in the Union Pacific 
ing amounts held by the Union Pacific Railway Company and the par agama 
ively, December 31, 1836, 


Funded debt. 


Name of branch. 
Actual Held by Union) Feld by the 


- [way Company. publ 
327.17 | $4,719,000. 00 $69, 000. 00 
e 2,797, 000. 00 1, 928, 000. 00 


Leadville., 
Golden, Boulder and Caribou, 
Greeley, Salt Lake and Pacifc... 
Junction City and Fort Kearney .. 
Kansas Cent: 


540, 000. 00 |. 
34.60 519, 000. 
57.04 575, . 
00 


3 
> 
$ 
g 


2,761.95 | *23, 017, 000, 00 17, 691, 000. 00 


*During the year 1887 this amount has been increased by about $5,000,000, 


z Seite Se ae S OPS | 


TABLE C.—Land assets of the Union Pacific Railway Company, December 31, 1886, 


Assets. Total. 


Kansas 
Division. 


Union 
Division. 


Unsold lands (see Annual Re- 
pòrt for 1886, pages 83 añd 146)... 

Land notes outstanding (sëe An- 
ual Report for 1886, pages = 


$2, 395,507.00 | $11, 608,763.00 | $14,004, 270,00 


and 146)... 13, 205, 716, 18 
Land cash in hands of the trus- 
tees (see Annual Report for 
7886, page 89).....recvssreverrsesnseserees 5, 893, 802. 49 
TOA. sosesensncaveserepavoscéeedons 16, 200,034.68 | *32, 603,788, 67 


* During the year 1887 this amount has been rediiced by about $400,000, 


TABLE D.—Inveslment accounts of the ies HH Pacific Railway Com: ny payable in 
Sessa eae ter endl toon aE also 
wa; not in n miscellaneous s 
mamia d pen periood investments. x 
ARS accounts payable in bonds and stocks ....s.eesssssersrs seess s. $5, 697, 070.44 
Bondsand stocksof railroad Cepet not included in the Union 
Pacific „owned by the fag send 
Atchison, Colorado and Pacific ilzoad case ord stock...... 124, 400. 00 
Central Branch Union Pacific eee OA Lodar stock.. 700.00 
Colorado Western Rail ry) ei sp epSeaipaoedaceneaeoua bapaae 9, 100.00 
Gray’ madid Peak, Snake River Sa ville Railroad Company 6,000.00 
Leavenworth opel and Souikwesie este m Railway Company sn was 
yaveland iss ing and lira road Tunnel Company bonds... 400, 000. 00 


Fe. 


oo 


a8 


ss Hin 
pz SSBe2888028 


3 88888 8338383 3883333338388 


Council Bluffs Street Railway Company — « 


r 
S 


Council Bluffs Street anes Co ret hooey 45, 625. 
St. Louis, Council Bluffs and Omaha Railroad Company bonds. 19, 500, 
Bozeman Coal Company 96, 000, 
Pacile Expr and ee Laon sid Company stock. tnd 
‘acific ress 5 
a’ Misslesigpi Val Vall 309; 
atian a seses 116,000. 
Union Coal Companystock..... 138, 500. 
Union Depot Company (Kansas 21, 000. 
Union Elevator Company (Gouna 46,700, 
Union Elevator Company (Omaha) $1, 000, 
Miscellaneous investments: 
Pullman palace cars......,. 423, 000, 
Coal and other lIands......... 


Laramie Soda Works and soda deposits. 
Pacific Express Company reserve fund 


Total ........ oop coese acecardbequnetenns te sendoonysesecnesnosnst es peoetvbseeuiaenineconsend #20, 230, 

* During 1887 this amount bme increased by about $2,000,000. 
TABLE branch line companies in the rape amounts 
prened by he Unt Union Pe Malone CERDAS GRA the c, respectively, Decem- 

Capital stock. 

Actual 
Name of branch. 
mileage. | Held by ` | Held by the 
Union Pacific. publie. 


Colorado Central ......s...sssseresrresesese ses 327.17 
Denver, South Park and Pacific.. 322. 25 
Denver and Boulder Valley.... 27.00 |. 
Denver and Middle Park..... 3.92 |. 
Denver, Marshall and Boulder... 26.70 
Echo and Park City 10.222... senses nea rss sneane 31.78 
raaa ov paata ae AE SE Lead- 

DN RAA SES N 8.47 


Golden, Boulder and Caribou.. 
Greeley, Salt Lake and Pacifie...... 
Junction City and Fort Kearney, 
Kansas Central............000+ 
Lawrence and Empo] = 
Laramie, North Park ries Pacific...... 
Manhattan and Blue Valley... 
weet and Blue Valley. 
MOMtANA, E N E 
Omaha aa Republican Valley 
Omaha, Niobrara and Black Hi 
Oregon Short Line...... 
Salt Lake and Western... 
Salina and Southwestern... 
Salina, Lincoln and Weste 


ERE 
2 


nee 


BaeusZis: penesag 


REBRI: L 


2,761.95 


* These amounts were approximately the same December 31, 1887, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem Are there amendments to the bill 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

- Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to submit to the chairman of the com- 

mittee that inasmuch as he has offered and the Senate has adopted a 

great many amendments to the bill to-day, and it is now almost 4 

o’clock, the matter go over with a view of having the bill printed in 

order that we may know just how it looks now and what it is. 

Mr. FRYE. All the amendments are merely formal. They do not 
require any consideration at all. All but one were ren necessary 
by reason of the lapse of time since the report was made. 

Mr. DAWES. Just moving it forward one year. > 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, ‘as the Senator from Massachusetts suggests, sim- 
ply moving it forward one year. This bill has been awaiting action for 
a PE while. The committee have been exceedingly patient, it seems 
to me, to have allowed legislation to go on when this was really a 
pressing matter. I hope it will not be postponed. I understand that 
there are Senators who desire to oppose the bill, and there are Senators 
who have amendments. I think there was oneamendment offered by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB].which has been printed. He 
does not seem to be present now. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill isopen to amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isubmit the motion I offered some time since to 
recommit the bill with instructions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled “An an act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Ocean. 


itary, d other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act 
_ ved July 2, isok, and also mi act approved May 7, 1 both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a ement of claims 


ted States 
certain of the companies therein mentioned, with the accom; report, No. 
, recommitted to 
the re Aube 


= as the Geer nye s Promina eng ewan ge cae, y of California and 
Font ase annA to aid int the miann d aa of the Central Pacific and the West- 
ern Pacific Railroads, and for the proper security and funding of the same, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion to recommit with instructions ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, as I have no ition to delay 
action upon any proposition looking to the funding of the Pacific rail- 
road indebtedness, I propose now (inasmuch as the chairman of the com- 
mittee declines to yield for the purpose of having the bill printed that 
we might know what it is), to offer some reasons why the motion I have 
just submitted should prevail. My motion is to recommit the bill to 
the select committee specially raised by the order of the Senate for the 
purpose of reporting some legislation looking to a settlement of the Pa- 
cific railroad indebtedness, with instructions to incorporate in it pro- 
visions for the funding of the indebtedness of the Central Pacific Com- 


er pE a to the report of the Pacific Railway Commission, and sum- 
marized and repeated in the e of the President of the United 
States to Congress on the 17th of January, 1888, the sum total of this 
debt, principal and interest, to November 1, 1887, was $140,047,718.58; 
the principal of the bonds which had been advanced to the companies 
being $64,023,512, The interest to November 1, 1887, according to 
the authority just quoted, was $76,024,206.58, while the interest cal- 
culated to the maturity of the bonds, some nine years hence, added to 
the principal, will at that date (1897), that being the average date of 
maturity of all bonds issued, make the aggregate of the debt then due, 
rincipal and interest, less payments heretofore made and which may 
be hereafter made to that date, $178,884,759.50. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that by both companies? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is by both companies. That is the amount 
that will be due when the bonds mature, less payments that have here- 
tofore been made and which would probably be made under existing 
law. 

Against this enormousamount there has been repaid by the companies, 
according to the authority quoted, down to November 1, 1887, the sum 
of $30,955,039.61; so that, not counting any payments that have been 
made—and they can not be very considerable in amount—since No- 
vember 1, 1887, to the present date, and conceding that no further pay- 
ments will be made by these companies until 1897, the date of the ay- 
erage maturity of the bonds, when the whole debt, principal and in- 
terest, will become due and payable, there would then be due and pay- 
able as such interest and principal, according to the Pacific Railway 


Commission, the enormous aggregate of $147,929,719.89, counting noth- 

ing as interest on interest advanced by the Government. 
It must, therefore, be conceded that any legislation which has for its 
urpose the present security and ultimate collection of this almost fabu- 
s sum, considered in its relation as a priyate debt as contradistin- 


guished from a public debt, or a debt owing by a government, must be 
regarded as of the very utmost importance. 

it is not my purpose at this time to discuss the merits or demerits of 
the pending bill; that will be done later on. It is my purpose, how- + 
ever, to attract the attention of the Senate to the general situation, and 
to inaugurate an inquiry as to the propriety and justice under all the 
existing circumstances and the past history of legislation in reference 
to this important subject of proceeding to the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill, which only in part undertakes or professes to deal with this 
question, and which omits to include within its provisions matters re- 
lating to nearly one-half of the whole controversy. 

In other words, I propose to inquire whether it is not a fact that it 
is the duty of Congress, if it acts at all, to proceed at once and with- 
out any unnecessary delay, and in one piece of legislation, and not by 
duplicates or triplicates, to consider this whole subject and to provide 
at the earliest possible moment such legislation as will, in so far as 
possible under all tho existing circumstances, secure to the Govern- 
ment the ultimate payment of this entire debt, together with such rea- 
sonable interest as may be proper, all the circumstances considered, to 
be paid semi-annually to the Government on all deferred payments, 
What I shall have to say, therefore, at this time shall have a bearing 
upon this question rather than upon the merits or demerits of the bill 
reported by the select committee, which only professes to deal with one 
portion of this great subject. 

By the act of Con approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act 
authorizing an investigation of the books, accounts, and methods of 
railroads which have received aid from the United States, and for other 
purposes,” the Congress of the United States, once more, after many 
failures in the past, entered upon the work with an evident determina- 
tion to accomplish it, of doing two things: _ 

First. To ascertain, after a most rigid investigation, the present in- 
debtedness to the Government of the United States of all railroads 
that have received aid from the Government in bonds; and, 

Second. To enact such legislation in the shape of a funding measure 
as would in so far as possible, under all the circumstances of the re- 
spective cases, secure ultimate payment to the Government of the whole 
of such indebtedness, including such reasonable interest on all deferred 
payments as mightseem to be reasonable and proper in each individual 
case, all the circumstances considered. 

Never before had Congress manifested such determination and never 
before in all the many previous attempts made to accomplish this pur- 
pose had such unanimity of sentiment and action characterized the pro- 
ceedings, as it will be remembered that the act just referred to received 
the vote of every member present of the two Houses of Congress. 

This legislation was intended to include within its , and did in 
plain and unequivocal terms include within its provisions, not merely 
one or more but all of the Pacific railroads which had previous to that 
time received aid from the Governmentin bonds. It did not, however, 
include any railroad, however much aided in grants of land or other- 
wise, that did not receive any aid in bonds, 

By the first section of that act the President of the United States was 
authorized to appoint three commissioners, and the character of the 
commissioners whom Congress evidently expected to be appointed was 
plainly indicated by the fact that by the provisions of such act each 
should receive compensation at the rate of $750 per month and all neces- 
sary traveling expenses and board bills; that they should have a ste- 
nogtapher and the right to fix his compensation; that these commis- 
sioners should have the power to examine all books, papers, and methods 
of all such railroad companies, employ experts, if necessary, and they 
should at all times be under the immediate direction and control of the 
President of the United States. : 

Section 2 of the act prescribed in detail, with much exactness, the 
duties of such commission. This section reads as follows: 

Sec, 2. That the duty of said commission shall be to examine into the work- 
ing and financial peer EE pY of all the railroads that have received aid from 
the Government in bonds; to ascertain whether they have observed all the obli- 
gations imposed upon them by the laws of the United States under which the: 
received such aid, or which have been since in reference thereto, an 
complied with all other obligations to the United States; and whether their 
books and accounts are or have been so kept as to show the net earnings of the 
aided roads, and what said books and accounts actually showin thereto, 
and what have been in fact said net earnings ; or whether there has na diver- 
sion of earni: of aided roads to less productive branches, through construct- 
ive mileage allowances or average mil allowances between ai and non- 
aided roads or of roads, or oth and also whether such system of 
constructive mileage allowances is fair and usual, and in practical operation 
has resulted adversely or otherwise to the aided roads and the interest of the 
United States, or whether there has been a diversion of earnings of aided roads 
to wrongful or improper prn pone, and, if so, to what extent; whether there is 
a discrimination of ratesin favor of unaided against aided roads; whether any, 
and, ifso, how much money is due and owing to the United States on account 
of mistaken or erroneous accounts, reports, or settlements made by said roads; 
whether any traflic or business which could or should be done on the aided lines 
of saia companies has been diverted to the lines of an company orto non- 
aided li and what amounts have been deducted the ees earnings of 
any of ded com) ies, by their general freight and passe: 


ai railroad 
agents or auditors, by way of re , percentage of business done, const: ive 
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directors or paid to the stockholders of said companies, and, ifso,to what extent, 
the directo: 


and whether the amount thereof may not be recovered from the rs unlaw- 
fully declaring the same or persons who have unlawfully received the same; 
whether the of any trust funds or lands loaned, advanced, or granted 
have been diverted from their lawful use; whether any new stock or bonds have 
been issued orany guaranties or pledges made contrary to or without authority 
of law; whether any of the directors, officers, or are of said a ana 
respectively, have been or are now directly orindirectly interested, and to w. 
amount or extent, in any other railroad, steam-ship,telegraph, exp: 
construction, or other business company or corporation, and with w. 
agreements, undertakings, or leases have been made or entered into; what 
amounts of money or credit have been orare now loaned by any of said com- 
ies to any person or corporation; what amounts of money or credit have 
n or are now borrowed by any of said companies, giving names of lenders 
and the purposes for which said sums have been or are now required; what 
amounts of money or other valuable consideration, such as stocks, bonds, passes, 
etc., have been expended or paid out by said companies, Whether for lawful 
or unlawful pu but for which suficient and detailed vouchers have not 
been given or Sled with the records of said companies; and er, to in- 
quire and report whether said companies, or either of them, or their officers or 
agents, have paid any money or other valuable consideration, or done any other 
act or thing, for the purpose of influencing legislation; and to investigate and 
report all the facts relating to an alleged consolidation of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, and the Denver Pacific 
Railway and Telegraph Company into an alleged corporation known as the 
Union Pacifice Railway Company. Said investigation shall include the alleged 
sale of the stock of the Kansas ic Railroad Company to the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, and all the circumstances and particulars pertaining tosaid 
alleged sale, and whether any of the Pacific railroad corporations which ob- 
tained bonds from the United States to aid in the construction of their railroads 
have expended any of their moneys orother assets in „or to aid 
in the construction, of other railroads, or invested of their moneys or other as- 
sets in the stocks or bonds of any manufacturing, mining, and commercial com- 
panies or corporations, or of er railroad co) ons; and if any such ex- 
penditures or investments have been made, the extent and character thereof 
made by each of said corporations shall be inquired into, and also the present 
see any of said corporations in the railroads auxiliary to their respective 


co. 


And said commission shall also ascertain and report the names of all the 
stockholders in each of said companies, from its organization to the date of the 
investigation herein provided for,as they ap on the books of said compa- 
nies at the date of its annual meeting in year; the amount of stock held 

each; what consideration, if any, was paid by each stockholder to said com- 
pany for his stock,and when and in what property such payment was made; 
the date when each stockholder so appearing on the books became such; and 
whether stock is now held or has heretofore been held in the name of any per- 
son in trust or for the benefit of any other, and the names of all such persons; 
the total amount of the stock in each company, and the dates and amount of 
any increase of such ,and the reason for such increase; and the amount 
of the annual salaries or compensation that are now or at any prior time have 
been paid to any officer or employé of said company, when su: or com- 
pensation amounts to $5,000 or more per annum, and the names of the persons 
now receiving or who have heretofore received such salaries or compensation, 
and all bonuses or donations which may have been p or paid to any such 
person; and all payments made under the head of legal expenses, to whom 
made, and the amount paid to each, and for what specific services such payments 


uestions concerning the payment of taxes, 
ngress, and the delay: of said companies in taking out 
the rates of fare and penr charged, Cesare eerey : a 
other devices, and the lities and accommodations 
of such roads; and their report shall embrace a consideration of the interests 
and rights of said communities as affected by whatever plan of settlement or 
ar bs yet of the existing debt may be proposed. 

id commissioners also co er and report whether the interests of 
the United States require any extension of the time for performance of the ob- 
ligations to the United States of said companies, or any of them, and the facts 
and circumstances upon which said opinion is based, including the security held 
by the United States for the performance of such obligations, and the value 
thereof, and the value of the property of such companies, and cither of them, 
not included in such security, and what further security it is expedient that 
said companies shall be required to give; andif in their opinion such extension 
shall be required by the interests of the United States, they shall submit a scheme 
tor such extension, which shall secure to the United States full payment of all 
debts due them from said companies, with a reasonable rate of inte in such 
time as the commissioners shall propose, having due to the cial 
ability of said companies and the proper conduct of their business in such man- 
ner as shall afford efficient service to the public, 

full in to all such matters 


come to their knowledge in 
December 1, 1887, to the President of the Un States, who 

report to Congress, with such recommendations or comments as he may see fit 
to make in the premises. 

Theco oners shall also ascertain the average cost perannum of Govern- 
ment transportation in the region now traversed by the Pacific railroads be- 
tween the year 1850 and the completion of said roads, and also the average cost 

per annum since such completion, and what additional facilities have been 
rnished to the Government and the e by said roads; also to inquire 
what discount the Pacific Railroad and its several branches were forced to 
make, in ire Ce of the bonds guarantied by and Government, to obtain the 


gold coin which was the currency of the coun‘ which the greater 
part of said roads passed; also to ascertain the com itive cost of construction 
o we cost with the prices of 


less time, an 
either of the Pacific railroad companies have been embarrassed an: 
tag hag capa! impaired by an nistic local or State ion; also to inquire 
if the United States, since the Union and Central c Railroad Com es 
accepted the terms pro; by Co: for ithe construction of the 

Raiiroad, has ted in lands for building competing parallel railroads to 
said Pacific railroads, and, if so, how many pane roads, and to what extent such 
competing lines have impaired the earning capacity of the Pacific railroads: 
also to inquire if the United States have contracts with branch roads controlled 
by either of said Pacific roads for carrying United States mails, and, ifso, what 
service has been performed by them, and what money, if any, has been paid 
for such service, and what remains duo and unpaid, and if the Thitea States by 

to pay for such mail services has embarrassed said railroad companies, 

or either of them, ia piriog ihel indebtedness to the United States; also to in- 
quire if the several iflc railroad companies have complied with the provis- 
ions of “An act to alter and amend the act entitled ‘An act $5 aid in the con 


commonly known as the Thurman act, and, if not, in what poas the: 
have failed to comply; also to inquire what sums the Pacific railroads an 


By the third section of the act an appropriation from the Treasury 
of the United States of $100,000, or so much thereof as might be neces- 
"r was made for the purposes of the ‘‘investigation provided for in 

e act. 

Section 4 conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury under the 
direction of the President the power to redeem or otherwise clear off 
any paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying the sums 
lawfully due in respect thereof outof the Treasury of the United States 
whenever in the opinion of the President it might be deemed n 
to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the security 
of the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest 
in any of the property of any or all of the several companies apon: 
which a lien, mortgage, orother incumbrance paramount to the right, 
title, or interest of the United States in thesame MONFERO part of 
the same might exist or be then lawfully liable to be enforced, while 
section 5 of the act, which is the only remaining section, provided for 
the manner of investment of the sinking funds accumulated in the 
Treasury under the Thurman act. 

In pursuance of this act the commission was a ted and the in- 
vestigation made, and on the 17th of January, 1888, the President of 
the United States in a message to Congress of that date transmitted the 
report of this commission and also the report of the minority commis- 
sioner, the three commissioners having been unable to agree as to the 
manner in which these railroads should be treated ting their in- 
debtedness to the United States, or to unite upon the best cal- 
culated to secure the payment of such indebtedness. ese two re- 
ports—that of the commission, and of the minority commissioner— 
are to be found in Senate Executive Document No. 51, first session 
Fiftieth Congress. 

These two reports, and the accompanying message of the President, 
in which sundry suggestions were made to Congress, became the bases 
of farther action by Congress looking to the accomplishment of the 

t purposeindicated, namely, the ascertainment of the present value 
of the indebtedness of these companies severally included in thislegis- 
lation and in these reports, the funding of the same, and the creation 
of such means as would result in its security and ultimate payment. 
The initiatory step in this proceeding was taken in the Senate on the 
17th day of January, 1888, by the raising of a select committee of this 
body, composed of five Senators, and which, on January 23, 1888, was 
increased to seven, 

In pursuance of this order of the Senate, the following-named Sen- 
ators were designated: Messrs. FRYE (chairman), Dawes, Hiscock, 
DAVIS, MORGAN, BUTLER, and HEARST, and to which select commit- 
tee id message of the President and accompanying reports were com- 
mit 

This committee, it will be observed, was not raised for the ae 
of considering simply the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Rai 
Company, was not raised for the purpose simply of considering the in- 
debtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and of its branches, 
but it was raised, as the RECORD shows, for the purpose of considering 
this whole subject and reporting upon it. 

This ial committee subsequently entered upon their work, and 
on the 31st day of July, 1888, to the surprise of many, reported to the 
Senate a bill with an accompanying report, which bill provided for the 
ascertainment of the value of the present indebtedness of the Union 
Pacific and its branches, the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, and the 
Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company only, but did not im- 
clude or make any reference to the Central Pacific. 

That was omitted entirely. Thecompany representing the company 
and its branches that is indebted to the Government in a sum nearly 
equal in amount to that of the company that the committee has dealt 
with has been silently, for some reason, ignored; and not only that, 
but seven long months have ired, over half of a year has gone 
by, since this select committee e its report with reference to the 
Union Pacific and its branches, and yet they make no sign whatever 
in reference to the other great controversy in which the Government of 


1472 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


the United States is so largely interested—interested, as I said a mo- 
ment ago, to an extent much more, if I am correct in my understand- 
ing of the case, than is the Government of the United States inter- 
ested in the companies with which the select committee has seen proper 
to deal. 


Mr. CULLOM. Whatamount of bonds were originally issued to the 
two companies? 
Mr. MITCHELL. About $64,000,000 was the sum total of the bonds 


issued to both companies. The bonds issued to the Central Pacific were 
somewhat, not very much, in excess of the bonds issued originally to 
the Union Pacific—about twenty-seven million and some odd thousand 
dollars to each company, I believe, as I now remember it. 

The exact statement is this: 


Union Pacifie proper 
The Kansas Lee ee , 808, 000 
Central Branch Union Pacific 2... sesse 1, 600, 000 


35, 139,512 

So, then, if there were anything in the suggestion made by my friend, 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], the chairman of the committee, 
that the circumstances then surrounding the two cases were so different 
as so require the application of different remedies, then why is it that 
after having ee a bill seven long months ago, which only dealt 
with one branch of the case, the committee has not since then, with all 
this lapse of time, taken up the other branch of the case to which it 
is claimed a different remedy should be applied, or at least a remedy 
containing different terms, and report that to the Senate? 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

. Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I stated that in presenting the case of the Central Pa- 
cific in the early days of our hearings, the very manner of presentation 
indicated to the committee that there was not then a disposition on the 
part of the Central Pacific Railroad Company to settle. 

. Mr. MITCHELL. What difference does it make whether the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company or the managers of the Ceniral Pacific 
Railroad Company hesitate? Is it not the duty of the Government to 
make an effort to try to secure that debt? 
- Mr. FRYE. It makes all the difference in the world from the fact 
that there is not a dollar of this debt due and payable for ten years 
yet, and there is no power on the part of Congress to compel the direct- 
ors of any railroad company to make a settlement now, 
- Mr. MITCHELL. The same thing can be said of the Union Pa- 
cific; and, again, that is begging the whole question, because the Su- 
preme Court of the United States decided: several years ago that Con- 
had the power to deal with this matter now in so far as providing 

for the creation of asinking fund, and impressing a lien upon whatever 
property was in sight. 
- Mr. FRYE. I wish to add farther to what I have said, injustice to 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company, that in the last month they have 
shown a disposition and a very great desire to make some settlement 
and adjustment of this debt with the United States, and that there is 
now pending before the committee an amended bill which the commit- 
tee is called to consider to-morrow morning. 
- Mr. MITCHELL. That is all right, Mr. President. That shows 
some disposition on the part of the committee to take up that which 
has been omitted by them in the past, and which is a part and parcel 
of one great controversy in which this Government is interested, and it 
shows a beginning. 
. But this whole investigation started in the first place, as Lhavealready 
said, upon the theory that it was one great controversy, and that there 
should be a thorough investigation of the whole business. One act of 
Congress covered the whole business when the commission was appointed 
with instractions to investigate the whole matter. That commission 
made a reportin which they accompanied what they had to say by way 
of report with two bills, one looking to the ading and the security 
and ultimate paymentof the debtof the Union Pacific and its branches, 
and another bill in the same book and as part of the same report sug- 
gesting legislation looking to the funding of the debt of the Central Pa- 
cific, with security so far as security could be obtained, and its ultimate 

ment when it became due. 

herefore I insist that it is not wise now to have the roads fork at 
this stage of the game, to proceed with one part of the controversy in 
each branch of Co and permit the other part of the controversy 
to remain untouched, unconsidered, until we find out what the outcome 
may be of the bill which has been reported. 

Mr. President, the reason assigned a half hour ago by the chairman 
of the select committee why one part of the controversy should be 
dealt with and the other not is a reason to my mind why, if any por- 
tion of this matter is to be considered first and any portion of it post- 

then it is the indebtedness of the Central Pacific that should 

ve been considered because the chairman of the committee has 
stated, and stated in his report, if I have read it correctly, in sub- 
stance, that the Union Pacific is a solvent company, that it is able to 


pay its debts, that there is no cular question about the ability of 
the Union Pacific to pay the United States on reasonable terms and 
within a reasonable time the whole debt that it is owing to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and which will become due in about nine 
years from now, while upon the other hand it issuggested by the chair- 
man of ee Aen ret aa Pacific is insolvent, that it is 
impossible to collect the whole debt perhaps, except on very terms, 
and it must be admitted, and was admitted a few rec Sips by the 
chairman of the committee, that the condition of the Central Pacific’s 
affairs is much worse with respect to the rights of the Government in 
the premises now than it was ten years ago when the Thurman bill be- 
came a law; and it must also be admitted that every day that Con- 
gress postpones the consideration of providing some proper measure by 
which the indebtedness of the Central Pacific can be funded the con- 
dition is becoming worse and will continue to grow worse from day to 
day and from year to year just as it has grown infinitely worse from 
the age w the Thurman act down to the present time. 

erefore I say every reason exists why Congress, if it only proposes 
to take up one part of the controversy, should take up the T Tbjact of 
the Central Pacific indebtedness and not that of the Union Pacific, that 
is declared to be solvent. If that should wait, the Government would 
lose nothing. 

Now, then, the question arises, why is it, after all the steps indi- 
cated by me have been taken—the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, 
unanimously by Congress, without a dissenting vote in either House, 
the appointment of the commission, the investigation, the report, the 
suggestions of the President of the United States, the order of the Sen- 
ate creating the select committee, the lapse of over six months before 
submitting any measure whatever—that such committee should then 
in their report and in the bill submitted by them deal with one road 
only, ‘the Union Pacific and its two branches, the Kansas Pacific Rail- 
way Company and the Central Branch of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, and entirely omit from the provisions of the bill all the other 
Pacific railroads; or rather, the Central Pacific Railroad Company, as 
the successor of the Central Pacific Railroad mts ma of California, 
and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, which was included in 
every step taken prior to the report of this committee, including the 
very order of the Senate that breathed the breath of life into it and 
caused it to live and act? 

In 1878, when what is known as the Thurman funding act was under 
discussion in the Senate, I opposed it with all the power I could com- 
mand and for reasons which I then gave on this floor; and for the 
reasons then given, the validity and absolute soundness of which, al- 
though not received as such at the time, have been vindicated beyond 
all question by the history of the operations of that act, I shall now, 
and always oppose any further legislation, so long as it is possible to 
obtain something better relating to this all-important subject, which 
has for its basis the underlying principle upon which the Thurman act 
is predicated. 

But I must not be misunderstood or misrepresented. I was never 
opposed to some suitable, proper, and effective legislation looking to 
the funding of the Pacific railroad indebtedness. On the contrary, I 
was then, am now, and always have been, and always expect to be, earn- 
estly in favor of such legislation. Not only so; I was, when the Thur- 
man funding act was passed, as was a |: minority of this Senate, in 
favor of a certain, specific measure, upon in committee after a 
most thorough and careful consideration of the whole subject, and 
which looked to a final and complete settlement of this whole contro- 
versy ona basisof mutuality of agreement between the Government 
and the popan and the reimbursement, on fair and reasonable 
terms, of the United States of the vast sums included in the principal 
and interest of bonds issued to the aided roads. 

I refer to these things as bearing upon the propriety of an effort on 
the part of this honorable committee, selected, as we all agree, from 
among the ablest men of the Senate, to take in this whole subject and 
present it as one subject and have it decided as one controversy. 

Nor am I unmindful, Mr. President, of the fact that it was quite 
fashienable eleven years ago, when the Thurman funding bill was un“ 
der discussion, for certain men, some of them then and now Senators, 
to denounce all who oppdsed it and who favored another measure for 
thesettlement of this great question, as working in the interest of corpo- 
rations and in opposition to the true interests of the United States. 

Time, however, sets all things even; the imperishable records of his- 
tory sometimes come to the rescue and vindicate the integrity and 
judgment of men as well. And in reviewing this subject and its 
history the past few years, we may correctly conclude not only as to 
the motives, but the relative judgments of men as well. We may not 
infrequently glean instruction by consulting the records of the past. 
And I propose at this time, as bearing materially and directly on the 
subject under discussion, to review the history of the controversy in 
this Chamber in the spring of 1878, which resulted in the passage of 
the Thurman bill. I propose to compare the Thurman act and its 

ractical operations with the bill!and its probable operations, had it 

adopted in its stead as from the Railroad Committee or 

the Senate, March 11, 1878, of which committee I had the honor at 
that time to be chairman. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1473 


This bill was reported from that committee, however, not by my- 
self, although it had my earnest and unqualified support, as well as 
the earnest and unqualified support of every member of that commit- 
tee, then composed of the following-named Senators: HENRY L. 
Dawes of Massachusetts, H. M. TELLER of Colorado, Alvin Saunders 
of Nebraska, William Windom of Minnesota, Stanley Matthews of 
Ohio, S. W. Dorsey of Arkansas, MATT. W. Ransom of North Carolina, 
W. H. Barnum of Connecticut, L. Q. C. Lamar of Mississippi, David 
H. Armstrong of Missouri, and myself as chairman. 

That bill was prepared and reported by one whose personal integrity, 
whose transcendent ability as a jurist, will be questioned by none. I 
refer to the then Senator Matthews of Ohio, now a distinguished and 
honored justice of the Supreme Court of the United States from „that 
State. The contest in the Senate at that time was not one of a funding 
bill or no funding bill. On the contrary, every member of the Senate 
realized the importance, the imperative necessity of some legislation 
looking to a funding of the Pacific railroad indebtedness; all without 
a solitary exception were in favor of one or the other of these two bills. 
The contest was between the bill reported by Judge Thurman, of the 
Judiciary Committee, and which finally became the law, and the bill 
reported from the Committee on Railroads by Senator Matthews. Each 
member of the Senate supported one or the other of these two bills, 
‘The Senators who supported the Matthews bill were then, as it is the 
custom with many and delight of some in certain quarters now, de- 
nounced as railroad Senators, laboring in the interest of the railroads 
and in opposition to the best interests of the Government. 

I propose, therefore, to compare these two bills, and, in the calcium 
light of the history of the past, I shall leave the unprejudiced tax- 
payer, the honest journalist, the impartial judge, and the fair-minded 
throughout the realm to judge as to which of these two bills was the 
better calculated to protect the national Treasury and to secure to 
the United States, on proper terms and at a proper time, the complete 
reimbursement of every dollar owing to the United States, or which 
was to become due from the aided Pacific railroad companies. And 
that there may be no misunderstanding or mistake in regard to the 
real character of these two bills, I propose to incorporate in md re- 
marks and place in juxtaposition the Thurman act and the Matthews 


bill in extenso. I ask that they be read. E 

ae? PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE THURMAN FUNDING ACT, 


An act to alter and amend the act entitled “ An act to aid in the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean. 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes,” a ores July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of 
Congress approy uly 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 


Whereas, on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1 Congress passed an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other Barposes ¡Pan 

Whereas ard, on the 2d day of July, A. D. 1864, Congress passed an act 
in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and 

Whereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company, named in said acts, and under 
the authority thereof, k toconstruct a railway, after the passage thereof, 
over some part of the line mentioned in said acta; an 

Whereas, under the authority of the said two acts, the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company of California, a corporation existing under the laws of the State 
of California, undertook to construct a railway, after the passage of said acts, 
over some part of the line mentioned in said acts; and 

Whereas the United States, upon demand of said Central Pacific Railroad 
ores have heretofore issued, by way of loan and as provided in said acts. 
to and for the benefit of said company, in aid of Ss purposes named in said 
acts, the bonds of the United States, payable in thirty years from the date 
thereof, with interest at 6 per cent. per annum, payable half yearly, to the 
amount of $25,885,120, which said bonds have been sold in the market or other- 
wise disposed of by said company; and 

Whereas the id Central Pacific Company has issued and disposed of an 
amount of its own bonds equal to the amount so issued by the United States, 
and secured the same by mortgage, and which are, if lawfully issued and dis- 
pace of, a prior and paramount lien, in the respect mentioned in said acts, to 

hat of the United States, as stated, and secured thereby; and 

Whereas, after the passage of said acts, the Western Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, a corporation then existing under the laws of California, did, under the 
authority of Congress, become the assignee of the rights, duties, and obliga- 
tions of said Central Pacific Railroad Company, as provided in the act of 

ngress passed on the 3d of March, A. D. 1865, and did, under the authority of 
the said act and of the acts aforesaid, construct a railroad from the city of San 
José to the city of Sacramento, in California, and did demand and receive from 
the United States the sum of $1,970,560 of the bonds of the United States, of the 
description before mentioned as issued to the Central Pacific Company, and in 
the same manner and under the Apt pees of said acts; and upon and in re- 
spect of the bonds so issued to both said companies, the United States have paid 
interest to the sum of more than thirteen and a half million dollars, which has 
not been reimbursed: and 

Whereas said Western Pacific Railroad Company has issued and disposed of 
an amount of its oyn bonds equal to the amount so issued by the United States 
to it, and secured the same by mortgage, which are, if lawfully issued and dis- 
posed of, a prior and paramount lien to that of the United States, as stated, 
secured stage g ; and 

Whereas said Western Pacific Railroad Connery. has since become merged in 
and consolidated with said Central Pacific road Company, under the name 
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company, whereby the said Central ic Rail- 

ad Company has become liable to all the burdens, duties, and obligations be- 
fore resting upon said Western Pacific Railroad Company ; and divers other rail- 
Toad i pee have been merged in and consolidated with said Central Pacific 
Railroad Company; and 

Whereas the United States, upon the demand of the said Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, have heretofore issued by way of loan to it and as provided in 
said acts, the bonds of the United States, payable in thirty years from the date 


and 
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thereof, with interest at 6 per cent, per annum, Eevee half-yearly, the princi- 
pal sums of which amount to $27,236,512; on which the United States have paid 
over $10,000,000 interest over and above all reimbursements; which said bonds 
have been sold in the market or otherwise disposed of by said corporation; and 

Whereas said corporation has issued and dis; of an amount of its own 
bonds equal to the amounts so issued to it by the United States as aforesaid, 
and secured the same by mortgage, and which are, if lawfully issued and dis- 
posed of, a prior and paramount lien, in the respect mentioned in said acts, to 
that of the United States, as stated, and secured thereby; and 

Whereas the total liabilities (exclusive of interest to accrue) to all cred 
including the United States, of the said Central Pacific Company, amount in 
the te to more than $96,000,000, and those of the said Union Pacific Rail- 

mpany to more than $83,000,000; and 

Whereas the United States, in view of the indebtedness and operations of said 
several railroad companies respectively, and ofthe disposition of their 
ive incomes, are not and can not, without ns ay Epee be secure in their 
interests in and concerning said ive rai and corporations, either 
as mentioned in said acts or otherwise; and 

Whereas a due re; to the rights of said several companies roy, 
as mentioned in act of 1862, as well as just security to the United States 
the premises, and in respect of all the matters set forth in said act, require that 
the said act of 1862 be altered and amended as hereinafter enacted; and 

Whereas, by reason of the premises also, as well as for other causes of public 
good and justice, the powers provided and reserved in said act of 1864 for the 
barney cen eben alteration thereof ought also to be exercised as hereinafter en- 

: Therefore, 

Be it enacled by the Senate and House of ‘ives of he United States of 
America in Congress assembled, the net earnings mentioned in said act of 
i. of said railroad eps yee respectively, shall 


d 
sum paid by them respectiyely wi the year in 
ischarge of interest on their name bonds, whose len has priority over 
the lien of the United States, and excluding from consideration all sums gea 
or paid by said companies respectively for interest upon any other portion o 
their indebtedness; and the foregoing provision shall be deemed and taken ag 
an amendment of said act of 1964, as well as of said act of 1862, This section 
shall take effect on the 30th day of June next, and be applicable to all compu- 
tations of net earnings thereafter; but it shall not affect any right of the United 
States or of either of said railroad companies existing kad thereto. 

Sec, 2, That the whole amount of compensation which may, from time to 
time, be due to said several railroad companies respec 
dered for the Government shall be retained by the United States, one-halfthereof 
to be presently applied to the liquidation of the interest paid and to be paid by 
the United States upon the bonds so issued by itas aforesaid, to each of said cor- 

ons severally, and the other halfthereofto be turned into the sinking fand 
ereinafter provided, for the uses therein mentioned. 

Src, 3. That there shall be established in the Treasury of the United States a 
sinking fund, which shall be invested by the Secretary of the Treasury in bonds 
of the United States; and the semi-annual income thereof shall be in like man- 
ner from time to time invested, and the same shall accumulate and be 
of as hereinafter mentioned. And in making such investments the Secretary 
shall prefer the 5 per cent. bonds of the United States, unless, for reasons 
appearing to him, and which he shall report to Congress, he at any time 
deem it advisable to invest in other bonds of the United States. All the bonds 


show that they belong to said fund, an 
of other holders than the Secretary of the Treasu 


d, amount in the scuxegate to 25 per cent, of the 
whole net earnings of said railroad company, asce: ed and defined as here- 
inbefore ody oe for the year ending on the 3lst day of December next pre- 
ceding. That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the istday 
of February in each year, the one-half of the compensation for services herein- 
before named, rendered for the Government by said Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, not apps in ne Grama of interest; and, in addition thereto, the 
said company 1l, on said day in each year, pay into the Treasury, to the 
credit of said sinking fund, the sum of $850,000, or so much thereof as shall be 
necessary to make the5 percent. of the net earnings of its said road porene tothe 
United States under said act of 1862, and the whole sum earned by itas com- 
pensation for services rendered for the United States, together with the sum by 
this section required to be paid, amount in the agg: to 25 per cent, of the 
whole net oernne? of said railroad Sopan ascertained and defined as here- 
inbefore provided, for the year ending on the 3lst day of December next pre- 
ceding. 


g. 
Sec. 5, That whenever it shall be made ceremony td to appear to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury by either of the said companies that 75 per cent. of its net 
earnings as hereinbefore defined for any current year are or were insufficient 
to pay the interest for such year upon the obligations of such company in re- 
spect of which obligations there may exist alien paramountto that ofthe United 
States, and that such interest has been paid out of such net earnings, said Sec- 
retary is hereby authorized, and it is made his duty, to remit for s current 
year so much of eroded ig cent, of net earnings required to be paid into the 
sinking fund, as afo; d, as may have been thus applied and used in the pay- 
ment of interest as aforesaid. 

Sec. 6. That no dividend shall be voted, made, or paid for or to any stock- 
holder or stockholders in either of said companies respectively at any time 
when the said company shall be in default in res; of the payment either of 
the sums required as aforesaid to be paid into said sinking fund, or in respect 
of the payment of the said 5 per cent. of the net earnings, or in respect of inter- 
est upon any debt the lien of which, or of the debt on which it may accrue, is 
paramount to that of the United States; and any officer or person who shall vote, 
declare, make, or Py, and any stockholder ot any of said companies who shall 
receive any such di dend contrary to the provisions of this act, shall be liable 
to the United States for the amount thereof, which, when recovered, shall be 
paid into said sinking fund. And every such officer, person, or stockholder who 
shall knowingly vote, declare, make, or pay any such dividend, contrary to the 
provisions of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor ,and, on conyic- 
tion thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $10,000, and by imprison- 
ment not exceeding one year. 

SEC, 7. That the said sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, at 
the maturity of said bonds so enema ad issued Me the United States, be ap- 
plied to the payment and satisfaction thereof, according to the interest and pro- 

rtion of each of said companies in said fund, and of ail interest paid by the 
Enited States thereon, and not reimbursed, subject to the provisions of the next 
section. 
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the provisions of this section shall not o 
ing tant right, except inthe manner in this act provided, of any mortgage, lien, 
or other Eer ea of ssid companies 


Sec. 9, That all sums due to the United States from any of said companies, 
whether payable presently or not, and all sums req to be 


to bea lien upon all the property, estate, rights, and franchises of 
every description granted or conveyed by the United States to any of said com- 
panies, respectively or jointly, and also upon the estate and property, real, per- 
sonal, and mixed, assets, and income of the several railroad companies, respect- 
ively, from whatever source derived, subject toany rly fi priorand paramount 
mortgage, lien, or claim thereon. But this section shall not be construed to 
prevent said companies, respectively, from using and disposing of any of their 
TO) and assets in the ordinary, proper, and lawful course of their current 
È ness, in good faith and for valuable consideration, 


y or join! or against either of them, and others, all the 
i cable this act and under the acts here’ 


ready commenced, or that may be hereafter com- 
th other parties, in 
respect of matters arising under this act, or under the act of rights hereinbefore 


inder of parties, multi- 

fariousness, or other matters notaifect the substan rights and duties aris- 
ag Fa ot AO TOREA a ry poe tee stated and referred to. 

ll. That if either of said railroad companies shall fail to form all and 


y, exclude, or iny any right or remedy in the premises now existing in 
favor of the United States, 

Sec. 13. That each and every of barat ty meres in this act contained shall sey- 
erally and be deemed, , and held as inalteration and amend- 
ment of said act of 1862 and of said act of 1864 respectively, and of both said acts. 

Approved May 7, 1878. 

THE MATTHEWS BILL OR THE RAILROAD COMMITTEE'S BILL. 

A bill to create a oap fen for the liquidation of the Government bondsad- 
vanced to the Central Railroad Company of California, and the Western 
Pacific Railroad Company, and the Union Pacific Railroad Company, under 
and in pursuance of the act of Con entitled “ An act to aid in the con- 
struction of EAIA nod LAADI, line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
mili ne pact hit pin ae ent 1 Beh, and the note on wring 

tary, er purposes,” appro’ y1, amending 
the same or supplemental thereto, and for the settlement of the claims of the 

Government on account of said bonds. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ‘That in order to establish a sinking fund for the 
purpose of li the of the Government on account of the bonds 
advanced under said act of July 1 —_ and the actsamending the same orsup- 

P io Railroad Company of California, and 
the Western Railroad pera iae f and tothe Union Pacific Railroad Com. 
pany, the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby authorized 
to carry to the credit of a sinking fund for the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 

, à corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Cali- 

the x by consolidation of the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 

pany of California and the Western Pacific Se Cae and to the credit 
of a sinking fund for the Union Pacific Railroad ree son © amount due, or 
which may be due, the said Se geen fag hn or the carriage and trans- 
rtation of the mails, troo: munitions of war, ees and public stores 
the acts aforesaid, up to and incl Bist da; 


Sc. 2. That the said Central Pacific 
Company shall —_ pay into the Treasury of the United States, to the 


equal semi-annual installments, on the Ist day of April and 
year, commencing on the Ist day 
ments until the ist day of October in the year 1900. Interest on all sums placed 
to the credit of the sinking fund shall be credited and added thereto semi-annu- 
ally at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum. Any balance remaining due from 
either of said companies at the date last aforesaid, after deductin; amount 
standing to the credit of said Lance J fund from the amount of bonds, to- 

shall have been paid by the United States, 


t ', respect- 
ively, to the Ist day of October, A. D. 1900, shall be then divided into fifty equal 
paid by said companies, respecti „one of 


d 
the rights and powers of the United States in relation thereto, under theacts to 
which this is amendatory, shail be in full force and effect as if this act had not 
been ob ara except as hereinafter provided. Or the United States „in 
of default afo: 


case 
id, retain as piıyment on account thereof to the tof said 
sinking fund any sum or sums that may accrue to said company so in default 


on account of the eee and trans tion of the mails, troops, munitions of 
war, supplies, and public stores until said default is removed, 

Sxo. 3, That the payments so tobe made by said companies shall be in lieu of 
all payments required from said companies under said act, and the amendments 
thereto, in relation to the reimbursement to the Government of the bonds so is- 
sued to said corporations: Provided, however, That said companies shall not in 
any manner be released from their present liabilities to keep the said railroads 
and telegraph lines, constructed under the acts of Congress aforesaid, in repair 
and use, and to transmit dispatches over said telegraph lines, and transport 
mails, troops, munitions of war, supplies, and public stores, upon said railroads 
for the Government, whenever required to do so by any Department thereof, at 
fair and reasonable rates of compensation (said rates to exceed the amounts 
paid by private parties for the same kind of service), the whole amount of which 
shall be paid by the Government to said companies on the adjustment of the 
accounts therefor, and that the Government shall at all times have the prefer- 
ence in the use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid. 

SEC, 4. That the mortgage of the Government created by the fifth section of 
the act of July 1, 1862, amended by the act of July 2, 1864, shall not be in any 
way im or released by the operations of this act until the whole amount 
of the principal of said bonds, with the interest thereon paid by the United States 
as aforesaid, shall be fully paid; but said mortgage shall remain in full force 
and virtue, and, upon the failure of either of said companies to perform the ob- 
ligations imposed upon them by this act, said mortgage may also be enforced 
against such defaulting company for any such default; the Government, how- 
ever, duly crediting and allowing to the company upon said mortgage all pay- 
ments which may have been made in part execution of this act, and interest 
erji to be credited and added thereto semi-annually as hereinbefore pro- 


Sro. 5. That this act shall take agape cp its acceptance by said railroad com- 
panies, or if accepted by only one of said companies, then as to the company 
so x A O Op a e ER Da CO AS 
Treasury within four months from the passage of this act, and shall show that 
said company or said companies have agreed to the same ata meeting of stock- 
holders; and if said companies shall make punctual dae ofthe sum herein 
provided for, and perform all the conditions hereof, this act shall be deemed 
and construed to be a final settlement between the Government and the com- 
py or oo so performing the same in reference to all matters relat- 

to a reimbursement to the Government by said companies; but in case of 

ure so So ao OSE T O N rag Acero Nereis EOPOR, this act asto 


ine ST de aoig Pete it. 
Eso S: hat all acts and parts of acis inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifmy friend from Oregon will give way, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate adjourn. s 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
= zei adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 5, 1889, at 

o m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 4, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Ryrayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

Tia Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLARK, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. BOWDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] asks 
that the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal empan: of 
Nicaragua be reprinted, the supply having been exhausted. If there 
be no objection, the bill will be reprinted with the House amendments, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills, resolutions, ete. 


COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 12496) to establish a court of 
appeals; which was read a first and second time (the first reading being 
at length on the demand of Mr. Payson), referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States. 
Mr. PAYSON called for the reading of the bill, and the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to read it. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Before the reading of the bill was concluded, 

Mr. CRISP said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. I am reluctant to interfere with the business of sus- 
pension day; but it does not seem that anything is likely to be done 
under that order. I therefore call up for present consideration the con- 
ference report on the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to regulate commerce.” This report was presented the other day and 
has been printed in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Mr. Crisp] calls 
up a conference report. This is a matter of the fehl sateen: 

Mr. PAYSON. ching shod perliamentay inguiry- When the order of 
business which is now shall be resumed, will not the read- 
ing of the bill introduced by me be again in order? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report simply interrupts the pend- 
Sia girat business; that is all. ‘The Clerk will read the conference 


report. 
The Clerk read aoe., 


The committee of conference votes of the two Houses on 


ed “An 


ive Houses as follows: 
That the Heuse recede from its amendment numbered 8. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
epost 1,2, and 4,and agree to the same. 
hat the Senate recede from itsd ment to theamendment of the House 


Prag ria 5, and ee to the same an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro) to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ And the commission is hereby authorized and required to execute and enforce 
the ee podigt sone wp at and, upon the ey the , itshall be 
the duty of any district attorn nited States to whom eas commission 
may apply to institute in bere proper court an po and Ms prosecute, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General for the 


tothe amendment of the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro: to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And of sold iers ond sailors’ orphan homes, including those about to enter 
and those returning home see ieee e: 

And the House agree to the sam: 

That as to amendments nombered S and 7 the committee of conference are 
unable to agree, 


Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee of conference 
and the accompanying explanation were published in the RECORD of 
last Saturday; and perhaps most of the members of the House are 
familiar with the effect of the agreement and disagreement on the part 
of the House and Senate conferees. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this 
isonlyapartialagreement. Asto thefirstand second amendmentsof the 
House there is an agreement. ‘Those amendments relate simply to 
the question of publicity of rates. The Senate bill provided that the 
railroad companies should be required to keep in their offices schedules 
of rates; the House amendments require that these schedules shall be 
posted in conspicuous places. This is the only effect of those two 
amendments of the House, and to those the Senate conferees have 

The third amendment of the House relates to the transportation of 
petroleum in tank cars and in barrels. As to this amendment the 
Senate conferees and the House conferees have been unable to agree; 
and we now report to the House a disagreement. 

The fourth amendment is agreed upon by the conference commit- 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. As to the third amendment, does not 
the difference between the two Houses relate simply to the charge for 
freight on the barrels in which petroleum is transported? 

_ Mr. CRISP. The House amendment, Mr. Speaker, sought to re- 
nire, as suggested by my friend from Vermont, that the rates of freight 
be the same as to car-load lots, whether carried in barrels or in 
tank-cars. The language of that amendment, I believe, provides that 
the barrels shall be transported free as the tank-car is transported 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Did not the Interstate Commerce 
Commission decide in acase, between the Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road Company and Mr. Rice, that the railroad companies should be 
entitled to charge freight on the barrels; that this would be just as be- 
tween the different manufacturers or dealers, some of whom trans- 
port the oil in tank-cars and some in barrels? 

Mr. CRISP. ‘There were several decisions of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission upon this question. One of those decisions is, I think, 
substantially as stated by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The point is, Mr. Speaker, whether 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, upon a full hearing of the whole 
subject as to the relative cost to the railroad companies of transporting 
oil in tank-cars and in barreis, did not decide it to be just that the rail- 
road company should be permitted to charge full weight, just as they 
do for sugar or anything else? 

, Mr. CRISP. I think that was substantially the ruling of the com- 
mission under the law as it is. 

t Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr- Speaker, I wish to make a point of order 
here, that the amendment which I understand is being discussed by the 
gentleman from Vermont and the gentleman from Georgia is one that 


I introduced, and an amendment in which I have much interest; and 
that I have not been able to heara word of the discussion owing to the 


confusion gin the Hall. 

The SPEAKER ps tempore (Mr. McCreary). The Chair will sus- 
pend public business until order is restored npon the floor of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont and to the gentleman from Ohio that this report is a > 
ment as to two of the House amendments, and any question as to the 
propriety of the House either insisting upon or receding from those 
amendments would come up after the adoption of the report, and when 
a further conference is asked. As I understand the rule, at that time 
it will be in order, that is when we ask a further conference and after 
the adoption of the report, for any member of the House to move that 
the House recede from its disagreement or recede from ‘its amendment, 
as the case may be, and in that way and at that time the question as 
to the propriety of any amendment which was:before the committee of 
conference would properly be before the House for such action as the 
House might see proper to take, and insuch shape that members might 
record their votes one way or the other. 

We have sarees upon everything but the oil amendment and one 
other relating to the jurisdiction of State courts. 

The next amendment is number 4, which was an amendment of the 
House to the Senate bill, in which we provide a penalty upon shippers 
for false representation ‘of the contents of the package about to be 
shipped, and to that amendment the Senate have agreed. The fifth 
amendment—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Before the gentleman passes from this question I wish 
to ask if the fourth amendment is the one in reference to shippers mak- 
ing false representations. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir; and the gentleman will find on page 9 of the 
bill the amendment to which I refer. It relates to false representation 


of the contents of a package. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. And that has been agreed upon. 

Mr. CRISP. That has been agreed upon, and so reported by the con- 
ferees. It isin connection with a part of the Senate Tagine which 
seeks to impose a penalty upon the shipper as well as the carrier for any 
misconduct, and the House enlarged it by providing a penalty upon the 
shipper for false representation as to the contents of a package. 

Mr. DALZELL. Its effect is to make two parties enforce the law 
when only one was required before. 

Mr. CRISP. The next amendment is that numbered 5, and to this 
amendment there is an agreement upon the part of the conferees that the 
House recede from its position. This is the amendment authorizing 
and requiring the Interstate Commerce Commission to prescribe for 
the use and guidance of common carriers, in making ules, rates, 
and charges, one uniform classification; and as to that amendment the 
report of the committee recommends that the House recede. 

I am very frank to say, sir, that I was most anxious, and I believe 
the House conferees were mostanxious, to do something that might aid 
in obtaining the enforcement of a uniform classification as to schedules 
and rates on the part of railroads; but I became satisfied, sir, upon 
such examination as I was able to give, and from the very ‘able argu- 
ment made by the Interstate Commerce Commission in their last re- 
port upon that subject, that it is wiser and better at this time to make 
no change in the present law in that regard. If gentlemen will read 
the summing up of the commission in that rt, I think they will 
conclude that the wiser thing for us to do now is to wait, for a time at 
least, and see how nearly the railroad companies of their own accord 
will respond to the popular demand for uniformity in the classification 
of their freights. The Honse, therefore, as well as the Senate con- 
ferees, agreed upon that subject, and by the terms of the agreement 
this amendment is stricken from the bill. 

There are two other amendments, numbered 7 and 8. Amendment 
No. 8 requires the Interstate Commission to enforce the provisions 
of the act, and upon the request of the commission the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States shall putin force the n proceedings 
in the proper court to compel the enforcement of the act. The Senate 
and the House conferees have agreed upon a provision which is sub- 
stantially this amendment, but is putin a little different form. In- 
stead of casting this duty upon the Attorney-General, the amendment 
which is agreed upon and now reported to the House requires the com- 
mission to call the attention of the district attorney of the particular 
court having jurisdiction of the particular carrier involved to any vio- 
lation of the law on the part of the carrier, and makes it the duty of 
that district attorney to prosecute the carrier for such offense. It is 

substantially the amendment of my friend, Mr. ANDERSON. 

The other amendment is theseventh. This amendment confers upon 
the State courts concurrent jurisdiction with the United States courts 
to hear and determine causes arising under the provision of the act. 
The House conferees, Mr. Speaker, have felt that it would be improper 
on their part in view of the past history of this subject in this House 
to recede from that amendment. Ever since the first agitation of the 
question of the regulation of interstate commerce by Congress, the 
House of Representatives has, I believe, in every bill or almost every 
bill that was reported to it, incorporated a provision that the State 
courts should have concurrent jurisdiction with the Federal courts of 
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. 
all questions arising under the act. In the Forty-ninth Congress the 
bill passed by the House contained a provision of that character. The 
Senate bill contained no such provision. The conferees on the part of 
the two Houses, I state, because I was a member of that conference—— 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 
there? 

Mr. CRISP. As soon as I have finished this statement. 

The conferees on the part of the House had avery considerable strug- 
gle on this question at that time, and finally the conferees on the part 
of the House, in order that there might be some legislation, in order 
that there might be at least an assertion by Congress in the form of a 
law of the right and power to regulate commerce, receded or recom- 
mended to the House that it should recede from that amendment, and 
that report was adopted at the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 
Now I will answer the question of my friend from Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. Is it recommended now that that proviso shall be 
adopted conferring on the State courts jurisdiction under this act? 

Mr. CRISP. The conferees on the part of the House insist upon that 
amendment adopted by the House. 

Mr. OATES. Does not my friend think that that is rather a novel 
kind of legislation for Congress to undertake to confer jurisdiction on 
State tribunals? 

Mr. CRISP. Idonot;Mr. Speaker. Isay tomy friend from Alabama 
that this is not a new question. The Congress of the United States 
has conferred upon State courts authority to hear and to determine 
questions arising under the postal laws; to hear and determine suits 
arising against the national banks incorporated by the United States; 
to hear and determine questions in which—— 

Mr, OATES. Is not my friend mistaken respecting the right to 
bring suit against national banks in State courts? 

Mr. CRISP. I think not, sir. I think if my friend will examine 
the question he will find the State courts have that jurisdiction ex- 
pressly given by act of Congress, which has been reviewed and cited 
in the Supreme Court, and that the Supreme Court has given as a rea- 
son why the State court—— 

Mr. OATES. The act of Congress gives the same jurisdiction to the 
Federal courts as the State courts in all litigation to which national 
banks are a party; but in the Forty-eighth Congress that was amended 
so that the national banks may not go into the Federal courts except in 
such cases as State banks and State corporations cau. That amendment 
was made upon the motion of the gentleman’s colleague, Mr. Hammond, 
of Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Ithink, Mr. Speaker, thata reference to the authorities 
which my friend, Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, has, but which I have not 
before me, will satisfy my friend from Alabama that this is not a novel 
proposition; and so far as I am concerned, if it was I am in favor of 
giving the citizens the right to sue and be sued in a tribunal of the 
vicinage where he lives, the right that he has at commen law. 

Mr. OATES. Is it not a fact that has been decided by the Supreme 
Court, that when Congress attempts to confer jurisdiction upon a State 
een State courts may exercise that jurisdiction or not as they 
please? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it is quite possible and highly probable 
that it is not in the power of Congress by an act to require a State court 
to do a particular thing; but it is also quite possible and highly prob- 
able that where Congress says a State court may exercise jurisdiction, 
and the exercise thereof woald be a great convenience to the people, 
that the Legislature of any State in the Union will confer the power 
and will make it the duty of the State court to exercise the jurisdic- 
tion. It certainly is not a novel proposition that a person may gointo 
a State court to obtain a right secured to him by a Federal statute. 
‘The foreigner who comes to this country for a home obtains the right 
of citizenship in the State court; he becomes a citizen by the judgment 
of a State court, and he is enabled to do this because an act of Congress 
says he may go there and obtain the right of citizenship. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will my friend permit me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If the State courts assume jurisdic- 
tion hereafter under this United States statute in all the different 
States of this country, I would ask.my friend if he thinks that is 
nke to secure uniformity of interpretation and administration of the 

w? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, every one of the corporations af- 
fected by the interstate-commerce act, as to very many causes of action 
which naturally arise in the business of a rai , are amenable to the 
State courts where the railroad runs. If my friend or myself should 
unfortunately be injured in a railroad accident, we are not driven toa 
United States court for redress. 

- Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That question does not arise under 
the interstate-commerce law; that is by common law. 

Mr. CRISP. The point I am trying to make is this: As toa great 


many matters the carrier is governed and controlled by the State law 
and the construction of the State courts, and no trouble arises from 
diversity of construction, Has it ever occurred to gentlemen who object 
te this provision that the effect of this law as it now stands is really to 


deprive the citizen of a forum that is given him at common law and 
force him to one that the statute directs him to? 

Why, gentlemen at all familiar with the interstate-commerce act 
know that it forbids the common carriers to do scarcely anything which 
was not forbidden by the common law. Itis a statutory enactment of 
the provisions of the common law. . 

_ Now, in every one of these cases before the passage of this law the 
citizen had the right to go into the State courts to obtain redress, so 
that the effect of this law conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States courts alone to hear and determine these cases is really to take 
away from the citizen a right which existed at the common law. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman intend to say that any com- 
mon-law right of the citizen to go into court was taken away by the 
interstate-commerce act? : 

Mr. CRISP. Well, perhaps that was not correctly stated. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I think not. 

Mr. CRISP. What I mean to say is that before the enactment of 
this law the citizen had the right to go into court to seek an enforce- 
ment of the common law; now, in order to enable the citizen more 
easily to obtain we have put into statutory form what was 
before the common law, and in d so we have said to the citizen, 
“You shall not go into any but the United States courts under this 
act to have the law enforced.” 

Mr. ROWELL. Before the enactment of this law could you go into 
a common-law court to enforce your right in relation to a matter of 
interstate commerce? 

Mr, CRISP. Perhaps you could in the absenceof any legislation by 

on the subject. Iam not, however, positive about that. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Would not this be the result of this 
legislation? In the State of New York, for example, a question arises 
as to the construction of a United States statute and the State court 
there holds one way. The State court of Georgia in a similar case 
holds another way, and the State court of Iowa holds another way. 
Do you not, therefore, introduce an element of confusion into the eon- 
struction of a United States statute if you give jurisdiction to the State 


courts ? 

Mr. CRISP. Of course the gentleman well understands that where a 
Federal statute is at issue you can always reach the court which finall 
determines the proper construction of such statutes. You can 
that court from the supreme court of a State wherever there is a ques- 
tion of Federal law involved. I think, therefore, there is nothing in 
that point. If you get uniformity in the Federal courts, why can not 
you get the same uniformity in the State courts when you have a final 
review by the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr, OATES. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr, OATES Granting the power of Congress to confer jurisdiction 
on the State courts (which of course they can exercise or not as they 
see proper), if you should extend the principle and, in all cases where 
Congress has jurisdiction, confer upon the State courts jurisdiction to 
adjudge causes under any and all laws that may be passed by Congress, 
wear not that be bad policy, and would it not lead to inextricable con- 

usion ? 

Mr. CRISP. I think that no policy can be called bad which enables 
the citizen conveniently to apply to the courts for redress. Iam aware 
that in some of the States it is quite easy to apply to a United States 
court for redress, but there are States in this Union where the citizen 
must go, and must take his witnesses, two or three hundred miles to a 
Federal court in order to have his causetried. Now, I havealways be- 
lieved that the most certain way to secure from individuals and corpo- 
rations a strict compliance with law is to put itin the power of the per- 
sons who are injured by their failure to comply with the law to reach, 
with as little trouble and expense as possible, a court which can compel 
obedience. I have always believed, and I believe the rule prevails in 
every State in this Union—I have always believed in the policy of 
having a court within easy access so that the citizen without great ex- 
pense or great trouble may have an opportunity to have his cause heard. 
To say to a man that he must go two or three hundred miles with his 
witnesses to reach acourt where his case may be tried amounts in many 
instances to an absolute denial of justice. Upon that principle this 
House has always acted when dealing with this question. The House 
has always, in such statutes, inserted a provision that the State courts 
shall have concurrent jurisdiction with the United States courts. 
There is no reason, I would say to my friend, why the State courts 
should not have this jurisdiction. The same jurors are to be found in 
the one court as in the other, and it is no reflection upon the judicial 
integrity or capacity of the judges of the United States court to say 
that the judges of the State courts are in all respects their peers. 

Why should there be any fear or dread that the tribunals in the 
States, which pass upon questions involving the life, the liberty, and 
the property of the citizen, will do injustice when it comes to a matter 
between an individual and a corporation? I confess, sir, I have no 
sympathy with that fear. Ihave no anxiety on that score. Justice 
is meted out there as itis elsewhere. Taking the great body of judges 
throughout this whole country, State and Federal, I have no sort of 
doubt that they are men of exalted character and great learning, and 
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either in the State or the Federal courts the citizen and the corporation 
can confidently expect to obtain justice, and no more than that should 
be asked by any one. < 

I have said more on this point just now than I expected to say. 
We have a brief which, at the proper time, will be furnished, and 
which may relieve the minds of those gentlemen who seem to think 
that this is a novel proceeding. 

We have disgi as to this amendment. If the House should adopt 
this conference report the motion will then be made that the House 
insist upon this amendment and ask a further conference; and at that 
time any member who wishes to take the sense of the House on either 
of these two propositions can do so by simply moving—a motion that 
has precedence of the other—that the House recede from this or that 
amendment. At that stage of the case the question will be directly 
before the House; it will be debatable, and the House can then in- 
telligently expressits opinion as toeither of these amendments, At this 
stage the House must either adopt or reject the report. ‘The adoption 
of the report will not in any way preclude the House from taking a 
vote as to whether it will or will not insist upon either of these two 
amendments. The adoption of the report means this and only this: 
that the House aporives and agrees to the action of the conference com- 
mittee so far as the conferees have agreed with each other. As to those 
matters the adoption of this report is a ratification and adoption on 
the part of the House of the action of the conferees. As to these two 
matters about which no agreement has been had, the time to test the 
sense of the House will be after the adoption of this report. When 
the motion which will immediately follow the adoption of the report 
is made, that the House further insist and ask a conference, then any 
gentleman can move to recede, and in that way the sense of the House 
can be tested. 

If no gentleman desires to ask any further question in relation to this 
. report, I would be glad to have it adopted; and then the question can 
be raised, if any member desires to raise it, on the two amendments 
upon which there has not been an agreement. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
single question—whéther this amendment is among those which have 
Den recommended to Congress by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion 

Mr, CRISP, Itis not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask a question with 
reference to the provision in this bill which requires the shipper to 
make classification—to designate when he offers his goods to the car- 
rier for shipment the class to which they belong. 

Mr. CRISP. What page of the bill is that? 

Mr. BAYNE. Page 9. 

Mr. CRISP. What line? 

Mr. BAYNE. The House amendment, I believe, is in line 50. 

Mr. CRISP. That is not the House amendment; that is the Senate 
bill; we have inserted the italicized words; that is all. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The proposition embraced in that paragraph is the 
Senate proposition, I understand. : 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir; that is the bill as passed in the Senate and 
agreed to in the House, with the amendment inserted in italics. The 
other words are not in conference at all; they have been agreed to by 
both Houses. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman wherein the pro- 
vision of this paragraph on page 9 differs from the existing interstate- 
commerce act? 

Mr. CRISP. This amendment, I will state to the gentleman, was 
recommended by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and seeks to 
extend to the shipper, as I understand, in cases of misrepresentation, 
penalties corresponding with those which the present law extends to 
the carrier. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘The object was to prevent collusive arrangements 
between the agents of the railroad company and shippers whereby dis- 
crimination might be made to the advnntage of some shippers as against 


others. 

Mr. CRISP. In the mind of some of us there was an apprehension 
that the insertion of that provision might make it somewhat more diffi- 
cult to obtain knowledge of violations of law. Still the House a 
to that amendment; and we have not considered that matter at 
the conference. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to say a word or two on this question. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think I can say all I wish to say in five or six min- 
utes. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield the gentleman that time. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in the regulation of interstate commerce 
by Congress we began with a law which I very strongly and heartily 
favored—a law which was intended to reach the railroad corporations 
of the country and prevent discrimination against shippers. 

We have in the course of a short time reached a stage when we pro- 
pose to regulate the shippers of the country. ‘This provision, on page 
9 of the original Senate bill, makes it a penal offense with $5,000 fine 
and imprisonmentin the penitentiary not exceeding two years for any 
person, any shipper or consignor of goods to willfully by false billing, 


in 


false weighing, false report of contents of a or false report of 
weight or by any other device put goods into the hands of a common 
carrier. 

It attaches that penalty outside of the original intention of the inter- 
state-commerce law altogether. This proposition is notin the interest 
of the shippers of the country. Itis a scheme in the interest of the 
railroad corporations. Why should not the shippers be permitted to 
make their own contracts*with the carriers? This measure will affect 
the carriage of large amounts of freight. If it becomes the law, tae 
corporations will classify freight, and upon particular classes they will 
put higher tariff, and upon other classes a lower tariff. They will re- 
quire the shipper to discriminate when he brings his packages in for 
shipment as to what classes those packages come under, and they will 
charge him according to the classes to which they belong, whereas now 
the shipper can put his freight into such class as he may choose, only 
he shall take his own measure of compensation in case of loss, unless 
he puts it too high. In no court could he recover more, because that 
was his own valuation of his property when presented for shipment. 
But if this bill becomes a law there will be a classification made of the 
freight, and a particular quality or class of freight will be required to 
pay so much, and an inferior quality or class so much less, and a still 
inferior quality less still, and the shipper will be compelled to state to 
the railroad corporation, under penalty of a fine of $5,000 and an im- 
prisonment not exceeding two years, exactly to what class of freight 
the package which he presents for shipment belongs. I think if this 
becomes the law it will complicate the shipment of freight all over the 
country, and I can conceive of no better method of rendering the inter- 
state-commerce law odious than by the adoption of the propositions 
contained in this bill. 

The scheme was never suggested by the shippers of the country. It 
came from the common carriers. It is they who want that embodied 
in the law asa part of the interstate-commerceact. Ithink this House 
should hesitate, and especially hesitate before it has taken testimony 
of the shippers as to the effect of that provision on their line of busi- 
ness, I do not know whether the Committee on Commerce has taken 
any such testimony or not. 

Mr. CRISP. No. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I will say, Mr. Speaker, there are bitter com- 
plaints against this on the part of shippers, and they do say it will in- 
terfere largely with their business in ng their freight from 
one State to another. I hope this measure will be put in such shape 
these persons may be heard from in order that we may arrive at such 
conclusion as that this will not return to plague us, as in my judgment 
it certainly will unless it is modified before it becomes a part of ex- 
isting law. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the language to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania refers is not apartof the House amendment. This 
whole bill, the gentleman understands, is one which originated in the 
Senate as an amendment to the existing interstate-commerce law. The 
House amended this bill, the Senate disagreed to the House amend- 
ments, and the conference report deals only with those matters that are 
in issue between the Houses, The portion of the bill to which the 
gentleman refers has been agreed to by both Houses. 

A part of the provision to which the gentleman has referred is the 
language of the original act. 3 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The original Senate bill. 

Mr. CRISP. The original bill now existing law. The change or 
addition made by the Senate bill is to extend to the shipper for false 
representations or deceitful practices the penalties that are now im- 
posed upon the carrier under existing law. 

The argument for it, and I am frank to say that I did not like the 
provision very much, but the argument for it is this, that here you put 
a penalty upon the railroad company for violating certain provisions of 
the law, and perhaps they might violate it through ignorance, being 
misled by the false representation of the shipper. The argument was 
that inasmuch as you compelled the railroad company to equality and 
uniformity in their rates you should give them the benefit of requir- 
ing the shipper to tell them honestly what it was he was shipping. It 
was not conceived that would be any hardship upon the shipper. I 
take it for granted that the case cited by my friend from Pennsylvania, 
while I know it is practiced generally, is hardly fair dealing. If the 
carrier puts in a certain classification one article and charges a certain 
rate of freight for it, and puts another article in another classification 
and charges a different rate of freight for that, it is hardly fair either to 
therailroad company or to the public to allow the shipper by falsely 
representing the contents of a package toget the lower rates of freight 
which are fixed by the carrier for another kind of freight. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ifthe gentleman will permit me just there, I want 
to illustrate my position. Suppose, for instance, a manufacturer of 
glass puts in a box 100 feet of window-glass, say worth $2.50 or $3 a 
box, whatever it may be, and puts into another box, of identically the 
same size and the same weight, a quantity of glass worth $20. Now, 
he is willing to bill them both as common window-glass at the value 
of $3 a box. The railroad company takes the freight, and in the course 
of the shipment an accident happens by the negligence of the corpora- 
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tion, which becomes responsible for the full value of the goods shipped, 
ne Ae for the value of the ore 

eè is willing, in view of the re- 
ise, to take the $2.50 or $3 
willing to run the risk of accident 
because of the reduced rate at which he gets his freight. 

Mr. CRISP. But how does that affect the other gentleman in Pitts- 
burgh who is not willing to ship on those terms, but who is willing to 
ship his goods in the classification to which they properly belong, and 
to pay the freight on them which that classification calls for? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, he can dothat now. There is nothing in this 
provision or in the law to prevent it, and theshipper can put such value 
upon his goods as he chooses and hold the railroad company responsible 
for the loss in case of negligence. He can value his glass at $20 per box 
if he chooses, or at $3 per box, and ship it at that rate and hold the 
company responsible at the rate shipped. It is a matter of no conse- 
quence to the railroad company if he is willing to ship his goods at that 
rate, because the weight is the same, the compensation is the same, and 
the railroad company is only liable for the lower value fixed upon the 
goods. But now to require the shipper to declare to what class his 
goods shall belong isan invasion of the rights of the shipper and not in 
accordance with the original intent of the interstate law. 

Mr. CLARDY. Letme suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that that feature is not in dispute now. 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If what you argue should be done, 
does it not permit the dishonest man to classify his goods and get them 
carried ata third or a quarter or a half of what the honest man who 
classifies his goods at their proper value is compelled to pay? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, I think not; but when you makethis law in this 
form I believe that will be the effect of it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But I mean now, under the present 
circumstances, does not that follow ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; not necessarily. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And that is precisely what this pro- 
vision is intended to prevent, so that the honest man may not be forced 
to pay more than the dishonest man for the same service, 

Mr. BAYNE. But you are quite mistaken, I think, in that. The 
effect of this provision is just the reverse. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I think the House understands this ques- 
tion now. The eman from Pennsylvania bases his whole argu- 
ment upon this id of course, I see the force of the position he 
assumes—that if the shipper is willing to accept, in case of loss, the 
value of the cheaper article, he ought to be allowed to ship at the rate 
established by the transportation company for the cheaper article. 

Mr. BAYNE. Provided he is willing to take the same pay in case 
of loss or 


damage. 
Mr. CRISP. That is precisely what I have said—that if the ship- |. 


per is willing to accept, in case of loss, the value of the inferior arti- 
cle, then the carrier ought to carry the superior article at the same rate 
as the inferior. 

Mr. BAYNE. Precisely. . 

Mr, CRISP. And that is absolntely ignoring the great object had in 
view by the passage of this law. 

Mr. BAYNE, Oh, no. 

Mr. CRISP. It was just such questions between particular shippers 
and the railroad companies that created the demand for the law, a 
demand for uniformity and equality in classifications, and a demand 
that no man should have an undue advantage over the other in such 
shipments. But the gentleman contends that if the shipper is willing 
to take the risk of loss and accept the reduced price, he may ship at 
the same rate as if he was ayaan Seca riced commodity. 

Mr. BAYNE. Permit me just toillustrate my idea. Itis this: 
If you take a 2-foot square box and fill it with glass weighing 50 
pounds, and worth $20, and then take a box of the same filled 
with common glass weighing also 50 pounds, and worth but $3, and 
the shipper is willing to take his compensation at the inferior rate in 
the event of loss, if permitted to ship the better grade at the lower 
rate, then you have secured uniformity if the carrier will take that 
freight at the same rate as the lower grade of freight. But if you 
undertake to graduate the rate of freight according to the value placed 
upon the article by the shipper, then you have a complication which 
enters into the matter, you have a variable rate, and Congress is taking 


to do that in the interest of the carriers, willingly but not know- | re 


ous, 

Mr. CRISP. I know that the value of the article must more or less 
enter into the price of transportation, because the question of loss en- 
ters into it. They may lose the article and have to pay for it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Thatis not in issue. 

Mr.BAYNE. Itisinissue. Iam going to move to non-concur in 
that amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The two Houses have agreed to that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Both Houses have agreed to that. 


ingly, that makes the interstate-commerce law odi 


Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman has read the report and the bill he 
will see that its practical effect is to puta penalty upon taa ieper e 
of the package. It vely 


false representation as to the contents 


forbids anything of that sort, and gives the common carrier the oppor- 
tunity to know what he is carrying. 
Pon testi This wasin the Senate bill, and we have passed 

e 

Mr. parton Oh, no; it was notin the Senate bill, and we have not 

ye 

Mr. CRISP. The italicized words are in conference, These itali- 
cized words represent the points of difference. That is all there is in 
issue. 
if sg ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit one sugges- 

on . 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. We have been arguing about this on the merits; and 
Iam inclined to think that my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] is 
right, and my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is i 
matter is no longer in dispute between the two Houses. The Senate 
makes a proposition to amend section 10 which yon have not agreed to, 
and therefore that proposition is still in dispute between the Houses. 
The differences there are now on a certain line, and everything else 
excepting that has been to. 

Mr.CRISP. The gentleman did not get the idea I wanted to convey. 
I do not mean to say that it is not in the power of the conferees, but I 
say that as the Senate have got what it wanted, and the House got what 
it wanted in that language, the conferees did not consider it an issue— 
that there is no difference between the two Houses on that question. 

Mr. ADAMS. But thereisa parliamentary motion to e this out. 

Mr. CRISP. Ihave no question about that. But whether there is 
a parliamentary way or not there is a way in which the matter could 
be changed or altered. You know, Mr. Speaker, that sometimes con- 
ference commitees have made entirely new bills. But what I meant 
to say was that by a vote in each of the Houses this language has been 
approved, except that italicized. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
have a vote upon this report. As to the language referred to by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I should understand the adoption of 
this report as a further instruction that the House approves it as if 
stands; and I am frank to say that if that question is raised the matter 
should be determined before the adoption of the 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him an- 
other question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The question I desire to ask is whether that is 
theitem in reference to the transportation of oil and turpentine in tanks? 

Mr. CRISP. There is a disagreement as to this—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is no issue now as to that? 

Mr. CRISP. None whatever. The question is as to agreeing to this 
report. We ask that the House agree to this and ask fora er con- 
ference on these two points. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. You simply report action upon what you have 

to and ask for a continuance of the conference as to the others. 

Mr.CRISP. Yes. Wemerely report what has been done—the differ- 
ences as to which we have agreed, and the two to which we continue to 
disagree, Thatis as far as the report goes. If this report shall be 
adopted, then I shall move that the House further insist upon these 
two amendments and ask for a further conference. Then it will be 
in order for the House to recede. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Inview of that statement, which I had su 
the gentleman would make, I would ask whether that motion will be 
made in any other manner except as a pro forma motion? 

Mr. CRISP. I am very frank to say that I would be very glad if 
the House would consider these two propositions, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On their merits. 

Mr. CRISP. I believe that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
O'NEILL], one of the conferees on the part of the House, is going to 
move that the House recede, 5: 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I supposed it would come with 
more propriety from me, because I am that one of the conferees on the 
part of the House who disagreed with the other members of the confer- 
ence as to this matter. 

Mr. CRISP. I should be glad to get a vote upon this report. How 
much time have I left? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman has 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the previous question on the adoption of the 
port. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like simply to state to 
the House what has been stated by the gentleman from Georgia, that 
these conferees are attempting to come to an agreement; that they 
have agreed in many and I the proposition would be 
between the two Houses that there shall be an agreement on the points 
which have been agreed upon by the conferees, and that in another con- 
ference we may come to an agreement upon certain points in the bill 
which are in conference now. z 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, of coursemy idea was just this: The con- 
ferees are divided on the part of the House; two of us favor these amend- 
ments, one is to them; but I supposed the gentleman would 
test the sense of the House, which is his right to doin a parliamentary 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1479 


way,so that we might know zee. we get back into conference again 
whether you want us to to these amendments. 

` Mr, NEILL, of PALO NIR e only idea is this: That the 
conferees, when ‘they are appointed again, go into conference; 
they may come to an agreement; or that gentlemen may move to re- 
cede or not to recede just now. 

Mr. CRISP. That of course rests entirely with the gentleman him- 
self, or with any other member of the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Any member of the House can 
make that motion, but it appears to me that we have not reached the 
nae Tan itis Boia at to move to recede or not to recede. 

ant concurrence. I hope this report will be 
voted dee 


Mr. CRISP. I demand the previous question.~ 

The previous question was ordered, 

The question was taken on agreeing to the conference report; and 
the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. ` 

Mr, BAYNE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there ba ine di 123, noes 4. 

So the conference report was 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that the House insist on the remaining 
amendments and ask a further conference. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, can not those recommendations be sep- 
arated? Ishould like a separate vote on the one relating to the State 
courts, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A separate vote can be demanded on 
the amendment. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] moves 
that the House insist upon its disagreement and ask for a conference on 
the first amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We shall have to ascertain which amendment 
comes first. 

Mr. CRISP. Number 3, on page 7 of the printed bill. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to have the chairman of 
the committee state precisely the question involved in that amendment, 
so that members can understand it fully. 

Mr. CRISP. Nothaving expected to call this up, I have not here the 
decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in relation to the 
matter of the transportation of oil. 

Mr, ADAMS. Is the amendment the proviso on page 7? My copy 
has not the italicized words, and the copies with the italicized words 
appear to be exhausted. 

Mr. CRISP. That is it; number 3, on as 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I asked the chairman of the com- 
mittee that question because it seems to me that the text of this pro- 
posed amendment does not present the question, or rather that it is 
calculated to mislead as to what is the question before the House, and 
if the chairman will explain how the question arises, as I understand 
it was explained by the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in the case of Rice against the Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company, members can then understand precisely what bearing this 
amendment has. 

Mr. CRISP. The language is very plain. The gentleman has it be- 
forehim. That is the amendment adopted by the H House. The mo- 
tive which actuated the House or the mover of the amendment the 

tleman can judge of as well as I can. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes. 
= The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier porns 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oils and other 


cotton-seed oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder airgap 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, par the condition 
that said carrier shall a aA Eai, 


the same rate for thet 
in barge kages or barrels, in car-load lots, as ss tank or Ginder 
barrels bein, 


ape bp eo sai Menard and cylinder ‘and said wooden hof aane 
h case, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], which is that the House in- 
sist upon its amendment and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. CRISP. I ought, perhaps, to state to the House that the House 
conferees have not insisted upon adhering to this amendment in ex- 
actly the form in which it now is. The amendment was = by 
the House perhaps without giving so much consideration to the form 
of it as ought to have been given. Under its terms the amendment 
fails, I think, to accomplish what the House wanted to accom oe 
and the conferees on the part of the Honse have that, 
Senate would agree to it, line 144 should be stricken ont entirely roe 
that the word ‘‘or’’ should be substituted for the word ‘‘and”’ in line 
143, so as to make the amendment do what we understand the House 
intended it to do, namely, fix the same rates for the transportation of 
petroleum in barrels in car-load lots as in tank-cars. I have no wish 
about the matter myself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman believe that the House at 
any time intended to enact a law under which it would be impossible 


to give credit to a shipper of oil or turpentine in cars for the use of 
those ing the cars? 

Mr.C . As to that, of course I can have no better information 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask the question because you spoke of what 
the conferees understood the House to mean. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And, since the minds of the conferees have been 
to some extent opened'to the House, permit this other question: Do 
the conferees think it proper to insist upon legislation which would 
deprive the owner of cars, he being also the shipper of oil, of the benefit 
of the ownership of those cars ? 

Mr. CRISP. I am trying to say that so far as I am concerned I 
would like to divorce, so to speak, the business of the shipper from 
that of the carrier. I would like to have the law in such a shape that 
the carrier must furnish everything upon which the material trans- 
ported is carried; that for the transaction of his own business, the 

rtation of such freight as the country through which he rans 
may offer, the carrier should furnish whatever vehicles may be neces- 
sary, so as to do away with the idea of favors to any shipper. 

The gentleman will see at once how this demand for legislation, if 
there be a demand, has arisen. Here may be two refineries upon the 
line of the same road; one of them has sufficient means to carry on the 
oil business proper; the other has sufficient means to carry on i the oil 
business and also a part of the business of a railroad; that is, is able 
to buy cars, cars which can be used only on a railroad, cars for which 
there is no use except as vehicles for railroad transportation. Now, 
this demand, if it exists, has arisen from this state of facts, that the 
shipper who owns the cars gets reduced rates—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butin consideration of furnishing the cars. 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. Isay there is where the trouble has arisen. It 
has arisen from the fact that one shipper, by reason of his larger means, 
is enabled to have the use ofa public highway on more favorable condi- 
tions than a man who has not so large means. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, But that runs through all business. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The shipper owning cars does not 
have the free use of those cars; he pays for them. 

Mr. CRISP. But as gentlemen understand, the common-law rule is 
that the common carrier must transport everybody on equal terms; he 
can not give in one case facilities of transportation which he withholds 
in another; he must give equal transportation to all for the same money. 

Now, Ido not want gentlemen to understand that I am specially 
wedded to this amendment. It was not reported by the Commerce 
Committee; it isan amendment put on by the House. I merely want 
in the conference to represent the wishes of the House; but I am stat- 
ing what I understand to be the occasion of the demand for such leg- 
islation. It arises, I say, from the fact that here is one man who is 

ly a refiner and y a carrier— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have no more 
sympathy than he has with an attempt to secure lower rates use 
of an alleged ownership of cars. Iam justas much in favor of equal 
rates to all under equal circumstances as the gentleman himself can 
But I am trying to ascertain whether the conferees are, using the ex- 
pression of the gentleman, ‘‘ wedded” to this particular amendment, 
or whether they would take into consideration the propriety of fram- 
ing an amendment which would secure equal rates under equal con- 

tions. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam very sure, speaking for myself, that they would, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This certainly does not secure equal rates under 
equal conditions, or anything like that. 

Mr. CRISP. There is where the trouble has arisen. As I recollect 
the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission—the last decision 
on this subject, I think—the companies must charge the same by the 
hundred pounds for oil in barrels, in car-load lots, as they charge for 
oil in tank-cars, and they may allow the owner of the car a reasonable 
price for the use of his car. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is not that a good rule—an honest rule? 

Mr. CRISP. Here is the t which is made; Under that decision 
the shipper in barrels is paying freight by the hundred pounds for his 
barrels, while the shipper in tank-cars, which it is claimed are bat 
another form of barrel, is paying nothing for the weight of the tank- 
car. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But he has paid for the car. 

Mr. CRISP. The — effect of this, according to the evidence, 
is that, for instance, here to Atlanta, Ga., there is probably 20 or 
30 cents difference on a barrel of oil, enough to give the shipper in the 
tank-car the command of the market. 

A MEMBER. And to drive the others out. 

Mr. CRISP. To drive the others out. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I misunderstand this case, if the state- 
ment of my associate on the Committee on Commerce is correct. When 
persons were before the committee urging this amendment, which was 
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not adopted by our committee, but was afterwards inserted by the House, 
I asked this question: Is a tank-car with the tank on it any heavier 
than a box-car into which you load your barrels would be withont the 
barrels? It was admitted that perhaps it was not. Therefore this 
amendment is compelling you to carry the barrels in the tank-car with 
the addition of not being dearer than the box-car without the barrels. 

There is another question which enters into it, and that is, the dan- 
ger of carrying oil in barrels is immense. In case of fire or collision 
or accident the danger is fearful. The great safety of carrying in tank- 
cars is a great consideration. This compels us to pay higher rate for 
the carriage of oil in tank-cars and for its in barrels. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And therefore take advantage of the equitable 
principles of the interstate-commerce act for purely private purposes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, The question I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, is 
this: Why is this amendment made applicable to the transportation of 

troleum or other oil? Why is it not made also applicable to the 

liman Company? 

Mr. CRISP. I will state that this amendment is not from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the House. This amendment was adopted in 
the House on motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. By whom? 

Mr. CRISP. On motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR]. This amendment, the House will understand, was never re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce, but put in by the House on 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But what action was recommended 
by the committee in reference to it? 

Mr. CRISP. I asked the House or the Committee of the Whole, 
when the amendment was offered, not to adopt it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I beg the House to recede from that 
amendment. 

Mr, CRISP. This is the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have been trying to get the floor ever since 
this amendment was up, and have failed to do so. 

Mr. CRISP, I would like to hear from the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR], who moved the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would be glad to get a word in here, but there 
have been so many gentlemen occupying the floor so far I have not had 


a 

Mr. CRISP, I am glad to see the gentleman from Ohio on the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ever since this conference began I have tried to 
get the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. I did not see the gentleman and supposed he was re- 
serving himself on this question, How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not want more than ten minutes. 

PF te CRISP. I will yield that much time to the gentleman from 
0. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised there should be a 
uestion about adhering to the amendment proposed by the House in 
mmittee of the Whole at the time of the consideration of this bill. 
The bill would never have passed the House of Representatives if this 
amendment had not gone into it. The RECORD will show I served 
that notice at the time, and that provision met the objection I had to 
the interstate-commerce bill at the time it was onits passage. I pointed 
out to the Honse of ntatives they had put a bulwark of strength 
to the Standard Oil Company in the provision of the interstate-com- 
merce law. I knew where that provision came from. I knew whoits 
author was. I knew the effect it was expected to have, and I have 
lived to see the effect it did have, 

The language of the act under substantially similar circumstances 
and conditions had the effect to exclude from the operations of the gen- 
eral provisions of the law and tariff of rates the shippers in a tank-car. 
The conditions were different, and therefore it was rates were made 
by the barrel in tank-cars—as in the case cited of Atlanta at rates that 
drove out of the Atlanta market every man who could not ship a tank- 
car, So that throughout the length and breadth of the country there 
is no man who can sell a gallon of oil who does not ship it to market 
inatank-car. I have the proofof this in the decision of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in the case of George Rice against the Louis- 
ville and Nashville Railroad Company. ‘They procured this to be ex- 
be ie out of the law, and in barrels at one rate and in tank-cars atan- 
other rate, The result is that the interstate-commerce law, which was 
made for the purpose of equality of rates, has destroyed this industry 
et ne heats of every man in the United States except the Standard 

mpany. 

That is the fact; it is not denied; and when Mr. Rice went into the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, under the argument which I hold 
in my hand, of Mr. Gowan, formerly president of one of these great 
railroad lines, the Interstate Commerce Commission made a judgment, 
conferring a partial relief only, and then specially requested to 
wipe out the discrimination by legislation. 


This amendment was brought here, framed at the suggestion and as 


a result of the Interstate Commerce Commission using this language 
in closing their decision upon the Rice case, that— 


This matter is a matter which requires the intervention of the legislati 
partment of the Government. Ce ‘case =f bcd 


Now, Mr. S er, the language of the amendment is immaterial; 

that may be changed, so that it meets the idea suggested, and I recog- 
nize the R anand of the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, the chairman of the committee. It is not important that this 
language should be adhered to. If the House will only stand by the 
amendment and send it back to the conference committee, I hope and 
trust that something will come of it which will give relief in the direc- 
tion indicated. I have no feeling about the matter myself, but I saw, 
or thought I saw, exactly where that language’ in the interstate-com- 
merce bill was going to strike the interest of which I am speaking, and 
the facts developed by the operation of the law have been exactly as I 
supposed, 
I have in my hand a table of the rates charged to-day by the tank- 
car and by the barrel, in car-loads, on oil, which table shows a dis- 
tinction or discrimination which can not be reached under the law, 
and which amounts to an absolute destruction of the business of the 
men, excepting those who are willing and able to ship in tank-cars. 
Farther than that, I have here a statement showing that where cer- 
tain individuals have been able to raise the money to buy a few tank- 
cars they have not been allowed to do so, and that the monopoly has 
extended itself beyond the mere shipment of oil and even to the con- 
trol of the manufacture of the tank-cars. Fortified behind this law, 
they have extended their monopoly in that way; and it seems to me 
that the argument of the gentleman from Georgia that it has not been 
fully considered in the House justifies me in asking this committee of 
conference to further consider it, and to come back with a further re- 
port upon a question of so much importance. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, as he is a member of this conference? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not a member of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought the gentleman was, but I would like to 
ask a question for information to find out what is my own duty in the 
matter. I do not know of the facts which have been stated here. 
Does the gentleman from Ohio understand that oil can be shipped 
cheaper in fact in tank-cars than in barrels? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman mean whether the rates of 
freight are less? 

Mr. CANNON. I mean can the work be done for less in that way? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That depends upon a number of circumstances 
which enter intoit, In certain directions I should say it could be done 
cheaper in the tank-cars. If these cars are returned empty it may not 
beso. But the return of the tank-cars, if they come back loaded with 
linseed oil or turpentine—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Or cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, or cotton-seed oil, it may be that it would 

be much cheaper in thetank-cars. But as I havesaid, there are many 
considerations which enter into it, I suppose, however, asaruleit can 
be done cheaper in the tank-cars. 
. Mr. CANNON. If that be true, I want to know if the gentleman 
from Ohio thinks it proper that the law should be so amended as to 
prohibit that method of cheap shipment to the consumer? I want to 
get at it from a practical standpoint. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will answer the gentleman in this way: You 
can ship twenty car-loads of fresh beef from Chicago to New York at a 
less rate to the shipper than you can ship one, but Iam in favor of 
legislation that will enable the shipment of one car-load at the same 
rate that we ship twenty, and the whole object of the law is to pre- 
vent discrimination against the man who ships in small quantities as 
against the large shipper. 

Mr. CANNON. But ifa man who ships twenty car-loads of beef in 
a refrigerator-car owned by himself ships at a cheaper rate than an- 
other man can ship only a car-load, does the gentleman say that he 
should not be allowed credit for the car? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But that question does not enter here. 

Mr. CANNON, I think the same principle is involved. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not talking of that now, but whenever 
Congress decides that a man who ships one car-load shall pay in the 
same proportion by the car-load that a man who ships twenty car-loads 
pays, then you have equality; whenever you say that a company may 
make a contract to ship twenty car-loads at a rate per car-load less than 
the shipper of one car-load is allowed, then you have broken down your 
equality and the object of the law utterly fails. 

Mr. ROWELL. DoI understand you to say that the Standard Oil 
Company controlled the building of these cars? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that to a large extent they do. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Is there a patent upon them? 

Mr. ROWELL. If that is true it makes a very different phase in 
this question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York (to Mr. GROSVENOR). Is there a patent 
upon tank-cars ? 


Mr. GROSVENOR, I think there was, and I think it has expired, 
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Mr. WHITE, of New York. If there ever was it expired long ago. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. While on the floor I will read a little on this 
subject which seems to reflect upon that point. Ido not make any 
statement without my authority. I read from a letter from Murray, 
Dougal & Co., limited, of Milton, Pa. The letter speaks for itself: 


MILTON, PA., December 6, 1887. 

My Drar Sir: We have just wired you as follows: “Our financial friends 
decline Ae advance the money, We can not build them except for cash,” which 
we confirm. 

Our Mr. Dickerman returned this morning, and after using every exertion 
failed to negotiate the deferred payments on your cars. Our financial friends 
state that they have declined to do this mainly on account of some supposed 
controversy which they claim you have had with the Standard Oil Company 
and various railroads in the West. They feared you could not use these cars to 
advantage if the railroads should be hostile to your interests. 

We regret this very much, as we have been to considerable trouble and ex- 
pense in making arrangements to build the cars, and are now seriously dis- 
appointed at the refusal of the parties to take the deferred payments, as they 
had partially promised to do, 

We should be very much og to build these cars for you if you can nego- 
tiate the notes with your friends and pay us the 

Please let us hear from you at your earliest convenience concerning your 
ability to raise the money. 


ours, yery respectfully, 


GEORGE RICE, 5 
Rantala, Ohio, 


Mr. ROWELL. That affects their 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Theyhad a to build them, but afterwards 
refused because the Standard Oil Company refused to allow them. 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
STEWART] for five minutes. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. This looks very much like an at- 
tempt tosettle by Congress a controversy between George Rice and the 
Standard Oil Company. Now, I have no interest in either of them 
and no relation to either of them. All the information I have on this 
subject is derived from the report of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion ef a controversy between George H. Rice and the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company. It is stated there that there was some 
discrimination against the carrying of oil in barrels, and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission decided in that case that the railroad company 
should give Mr. Rice the same rate per hundred pounds that it gave to 
the Standard Oil Company in the tank-cars. They, however, held, 
and in that I think they were right, that while the rate should be the 
same per hundred pounds, that it would be just und fair that the rail- 
road company, all things taken into account, should charge Mr. Rice 
for the weight of the barrels. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘Treating the tank as part of the car? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Treating the tank as part of the car. 
Other considerations entered into the decision. It appeared that the 
commission, as I understand it, thought it was advantageous to the 
carrier to take this freight in a tank-car rather than in barrels, because 
if they took the oil and went to the South, for example, with petroleum 
in a tank-car, when they returned they could bring turpentine or cot- 
ton-seed oil, so that they had the advantage of carrying both ways, 
whereas if they transported in barrels they had no return freight. 

Therefore the commission stated it would be unjust to the railroads, 
while they gave these competing companies the same right per hun- 
dred pounds, that they shonld not be permitted to charge the weight 
of the barrel. Now, then, we find these amendments; and here is 
where Mr. George Rice appears, I suppose, although I do not know 
anything about it. Having failed in the commission to get all he de- 
sires, he comes here through his representative and asks Congress to 
intervene and settle this private controversy. It is special legislation 
which I think Congress ought not to be called upon to grant. 

Mr. KERR. Would the car weigh any more with the tank than 
otherwise ? . 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, I understand the tank is considered 
as part of the car. I do not know of any reason, and I do not think 
any gentleman can give any reason why, in the interest of the great 
mass of consumers of oil, a controversy between these people should be 
settled by Congress. This does not interest the general public. What 
they are interested in is the price of the oil, and what they want, so 
far as the administration of the interstate-commerce law is concerned, 
is that all parties shall be treated alike. 

Now, the Interstate Commerce Commission have declared that these 
parties in controversy shall be treated alike, provided that the railroad 
company is permitted to charge for the gross weight. I think that is 
right, Mr. Speaker; and I will move, if that motion is not pending, 
that the House recede from this disagreement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would liketo ask the permission of the House 
to incorporate in my remarks a number of letters which I have received 
from the smaller oil-refiners in Pennsylvania advocating this amend- 
ment, and stating that they will have to close up business if some such 
provision is not made. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to make bnt one more statement, and 
I will ask but a moment. I am surprised that the gentleman from 
Vermont should seek to prejudice this matter by referring to Mr. Rice 
as having some controversy with the Standard Oil Company, ete, Mr. 


MURRAY, DOUGAL & CO., LIMITED, 


ting the cars built on credit. 


Rice is only the man who happens to be put forward by the smaller 
refiners to bring this litigation; and he speaks as one of the men who 


are opposing that giant monopoly which the gentleman from Vermont 
so eloquently defends on this floor—the Standard Oil Company of Penn- 


sylvania, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentle man from Ohio, to print certain letters with his remarks? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letters are as follows: 

TITUSVILLE, PA., January 29, 1889, 
DEAR SIR: We understand that you are a member of the conference commit- 
tee on amendments to the interstate-commerce law, and that the pro; amend- 
ment relative tò tank and barreled oil rates is still unsettled. There seems to 
be considerable difference of opinion as toresult of such a law among those most 
interested, but to our minds, after considerable experience and reflection, it would 
certainly result only in injury to those expected to be benefited, namely, “ out- 
sido” oil-refiners and the public consumers. If the rates were made the same, 
the barrel rate, would not come down, but the bulk rate would goup; any sppe 
with the slightest knowledge of railroad matters knows this, and further 
the Standard Oil Company sre better off on high railroad freights than on low 
ones, as it is notorious that rebates, by other names in other ways, are and 
bestill paid to them by the rail and the higher the rate the greater advan- 
against the small refiner, who without any intimate acquaintance amon; 
ad officials has little chance inst those who make a business of rail 
matters and " keeping in” with railroad men. It is useless to say such things 
are "against 


will come up, and it will be shown how the Standard Oil Com y want tank 
rates much less than barrel in the West and South, but going gon paiig 
nst their seaboard pipe lines, they want tank and barrel rates the same, or 


have acted towards us in this matter; they arealways ready to equalize up, but 
scalp Believing that the amendment will not be of general benefit, we 
remain 
Yours respectfully, 

NATIONAL OIL Company, Lowrep 


Hon, C. H. Grosvenor, M. C., Washington, D. C, 


BUFFALO, N, Y., January 30, 1889. 


DEAR Sm: The newspapers say that the conference committee report ad- 
versely on the inclosed amendment to the interstate-commerce law. Many 
shippers that I have talked with regret this adverse report and wish the com- 
mittee would reconsider this matter. This amendmentis surely right, if thein- 
terstate-commerce law isright, Therecan be nocommercial liberty to shippers 
and manufacturers outside the Standard trust as long as the railroads are per- 
mitted to discriminate against in barrels, scrimination against the 
public by the roads has built up the Standard monopoly and they can be relied 
on every time to oppose legislation tending to make the common carriers 
in fact. My experience as manufacturer and shipper makes me very anxious 
for the success of the proposed amendment. 

Yours, truly, 
0. B. MATTHEWS, 

Hon. C. H, GROSVENOR. 


PITTSBURGH, January 29, 1889, 


Sır: We heard with great regret from Mr. Rice that the conference commit- 
tee had rejected the amendment to the interstate-commerce bill equalizing 
freight charges on oil in tanks and in barrels, which passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives September 14, 1888. 

We write to ask youif there is any possibility in any way that this action 
may be reconsidered. The amendment is alike an act of justice to the railroads, 
the independent refiners, jobbers, and consumers, 

The set aa to the railroad of transporting oil in barrels, both in the wa: 
of increased safety and economy, are most clearly set forth by Mr. John T. Wil- 
son, ved penera traffic agent of tho ib reg oer Railroad, and by Mr. W. J. 
Brundred, general agent of the tank line belonging to the same company, in 
their testimony in a case brought by Nicolai & Brady against the Pennsylvania 
Railroad before the Interstate Commission. 

‘The same facts are also stated in a memorandum published by the interstate 
commissioners, contradicting the assertion that the advance in freight on bar- 
rels was authorized by them. 

‘To the independent refiner, the jobber, and the consumer, the amendment is 
of great value, as it tends to hinder the Standard Oil Company in their efforts to 
obtain a monopoly of the oil business, 

Prior to the use of the tank-cars every wholesale merchant or wholesalo 
druggist in every town of any size purchased oil by the car-load, buying where 
they could buy the best oil at the cheapest rate, and a wholesome competition 
between themselves to the consumer good oil at fair prices. Now that 
the Stan Oil Company have established tank stations in all such ater 

ying less freight, and buying cheap, second-hand packages, they are enabl 

sell so low as to inflict certain loss on any dealer who is bold enough to draw 
his supplies elsewhere than from them. This may be said togive the consumer 
cheaper oil, but the a ree ps is the result in fact. As soon asthe competition is 


broken down the Stan advance their rates and furnish poorer o 
It is unn: that we should enlarge further upon these points, as they are 
doubtless all fs to you, and we can only beg of you to excuse this letter, 


already too long, and to ask for such further assistance to the adoption of the 
amendment as your judgment prompts. 


Yours, respectfully, 
ve : BEAR Creek REFINING COMPANY, LIMITED, 
By R, P. CRAWFORD, Treasurer, 


Hon, C. H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, 
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Mr. CRISP. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, it was a significant ad- 
mission on the part of the gentleman from Ohio who last [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] that this bill would not have been permitted to pass without 
the amendment which the gentleman presented when it was reported 
by the Commerce Committee, I congratulate the House that we have 
now a quorum; that this matter, being in conference, is privileged, and 
that what could not have been done, as the gentleman states, at the time 
when we had no quorum and it was not privileged may now be done, 
so that a fair expression of the sense of the House can be had, and that 
there is now no possibility of any gentleman from any part of the coun- 
try holding any kind of club over the House in the interest of any one 
competitor or in the interest of many competitors as against one. _ 

The question in this case is, is it right, is it fair, to compel the rail- 
roads to carry the weight of the barrels free and to load and unload 
them without charge, when the tank-cars empty themselves from the 
application of the laws of gravity? Are these things right in regulat- 
ing the transportation of oil, and shall they be granted to the competi- 
tors of the Standard Oil Company, which has been held up before the 
House as the great hobgoblin that should frighten every man (who 
looks to his constituency for a return) into voting here for what may 
be supposed to be opposition to the interests of that company ? 

Now I want to call the attention of the House for a minute to the 
contradiction which is involved in the positionsassumed here. A great 
hue and cry is raised against the Standard Oil Company, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] tells us that unless his proposed 
legislation shall go through, the other competitors in the oil business 
will have to goout of business. Why? Because the Standard Oil Com- 
pany is furnishing to the people of this country, of whom we are the 
representatives, the product of manufacture of oil at rates so cheap that 
other parties can not compete with them in the market. And we, as 
the representatives of the people who are the consumers of the oil, stand 
here crying ‘‘Monopoly! monopoly !’’ becausethatcompany is able to 
do business so cheap and to sell the manufactured product so cheap to 
our constituents that other people can not compete with them. 

For one, I am opposed to legislation for the purpose of affecting com- 
petitors in business. I believe that if the Standard Oil Company can 
manufacture their products for a less price and can sell them for a less 
price than others, then, on the principle of fair play to all, they are 
entitled to have the benefit of what they are capable of doing. And 
I believe that it is not in the interest of the people, but in the interest 
of higher prices for manufactured oil for us to step in here and say that 
the rai ‘ies shall carry the oil in barrels, ‘without counting 
the weight of the barrels, at the same price at which they carry the 
oil in tanks, not charging for anything except for the weight of the oil. 
That is not fair. All this talk about monopoly is not proper, it seems 
to me, in legislation. 

Mr. 8 er, what is monopoly and who are monopolists? Accord- 
ing to talk we hear upon this floor a monopolist, Mr. Speaker, ac- 
cording to this standard, is a man who, having built a house for him- 
self and his family, fails to build one for everybody else and everybody 
else’s family. [Laughter.] That is all. A m ist in the com- 
mon-carrier business is a man who builds himself a railroad and then 
does not parallel it with another railroad and make somebody else a 
present of it. [Laughter.] A monopolist isa man who, having de- 
vised or obtained the means of furnishing an article for consumption by 
the people at a price cheaper than anybody else, does not put into the 
hands of everybody else the opportunity to do it a little cheaper than 
hecan. Now, principle is principle, and fair play is fair play, even if 
the Standard Oil Company is a party on the one hand and all the world 
is on the other. 

The Standard Oil Company since it has come into inence as a 

t factor in this country, has by its competition lowered the price 
of refined oil from 20 cents a gallon to 8 cents a gallon, and while it 
has it has enriched its members. But while it has enriched its stock- 
holders it has at the same time enriched the constituents of every man 
on this floor to the extent to which it has reduced the price of oil to 
the consumer; and that is the real history of this competition. So, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that this question shall be taken with reference to 
the interests of our own constituents, the consumers of oil, instead of 
with reference to the interests of the constituents of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], whose credit was so bad that they could 
not obtain oil-tank cars without paying ‘‘spot cash.” And thatisthe 
entire extent to which there is a patent right on tank-cars, 

Inany event, Mr. Speaker, if these prices are to be brought upon the 
same level it will not be at the expense of the railroads but at the ex- 
pense of the people by raising freight in the tank-cars to the price nec- 
essary to ing and handling the freight in barrels. 


pay for transportin ] 

We will have “got in our work’? as against the Standard Oil Com- 
pany, but we will have done it by raising the price of oil for our con- 
stituents, the people; and we will have benefited the manufacturers in 
that district in Ohio represented by my friend, Judge GROSVENOR, by 
raising the price of refined petroleum to a point where those manulfact- 
area can produceit at a profit, which at present it appears they can not 

0. : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. ORISP. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention for a moment to 
the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission so that the House 
may fully understand it, and then so far as I am concerned I shall be 
ready for a vote. 

The decision is as follows: 


provides ro! stock for one method, but does not provide it for another for 
which it publishes rates, but the shippers are Sree same, the 
terms on w. such rolling stock is to be ed should be uniform and be 


shippers. 
It is properly the business of a carrier by railroad to su the rolling stock 
for the freights he offers or proposes to wary: and if vee Ponca ay pe- 
culiarities of traffic are such that this is not always and consignors 
are allowed to supply it for themselves the carrier must not allow its own de- 
ficiencies in this particular to be the means of putting at unreasonable 
disadvantage those who make use in the same traffic of the facilities it supplies, 

When two methods for the transportation of an article of merchandise are 
nominally offered by the earrier, for only one of which it offers rolling stock and 
for the other of which the shipper must supply his own roll: stock at consid- 
erable expense, it can not be said that the resort to the the shipper is 
so far a matter of choice that he has no concern with the charges for transporta- 
tion in the mode, 

The man of small means being compelled to make this choice by reasew of 
the carrier’s failure to supply rolling stock for the other mode, has a right to 
insist that the charges by transportation in the two modes shall be relatively 


just and equal. 
Mr. ADAMS. ‘‘Relatively.”’ 

Pi CRISP. I am going on to show what they mean by ‘‘rela- 
vely. 


When oil is transported in tanks permanently affixed to car bodies— 


Here is the trouble in the way— 


the tank is to be considered as part of the car; and for oil transported therein 
the charge for transportation should be the same by the hundred pounds— 


Not by the barrel, by the hundred pounds— 
that the carrier charges for t tion between thesame points of barrels 
filled with like oi] and taken in car-load lots. The carrier is guilty of unjust 
discrimination if the shipper in barrels is charged a higher rate. 

Neither the fact that the shipper in the one case supplies the rolling stock, 
nor the alleged fact, which is not found sustained, that for the tanks re isa 
greater probability of return loads, nor the further alleged fact that with barrel 
shipments there are greater risks to the carrier’s property and that which it 
carries, can justify imposing upon the barrel ts the greater burden. 
Under this rule the carrier will be at liberty and will be expected to make to 
the owner of tank-cars a reasonable allowance for their use. 

Mr. ADAMS. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to read that last 
sentence again ? 

Mr. CRISP (reading): 

Under this rule the carrier will be at liberty and will be expected to make to 
the owner of tank-cars a reasonable allowance for their use, 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman will observe that this amendment 
forbids that. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course the amendment is meant to change the law 
as now interpreted by the commission. My object in calling attention 
to this matter is that the House may act intelligently and with a full 
understanding of what the commission has decided in regard to the in- 
terpretation of the present law. Here is another case: 


commerce, to furnish a proper and agera ar Swern ent for 
all the reasonable needs of the business it advertises an pra paraya ea ra and 
i jury of the shipper, it is liable in 


damages therefor; 

mission with the jurisdiction to order the to furnish any particu 
yan Seay of or in fact any cars at all. It is the duty of such carrier to 
select and furnish its own yee gtey of cars, under all the which 
the law requires of it in so i and important a matter, for publio bas not 
undertaken to divide nsibility with the carrier in this respect. 

The law does not forbid a carrier from obtaining cars for the transportation 
of freight over its line from other carriers or companies, but in 
every such instance the rates of freight must be exactly same, and none 
other, as they would be if such cars were owned by the carrier so usin; 7 

‘or 


The law does not forbid a carrier from obtaining cars from a shipper 
transportation of such pos freight over its line; but in every such instan 
after ded e the tariff as part of the rate an: 


furnis! 
Lae api i on OAAR AI PPOEE SNO me the cars of the carrier for a similar 
service, 

Now, as I understand the rule as it exists to-day under the inter- 
pretation of the commission, it is just this: The carriers must charge 
for car-load lots the same rates per hundred pounds for petroleum trans- 
ported in a tank-car as for leum transported in barrels. The 
trouble arises from the fact that the tank is treated as part of the car 
and the barrel as part of the freight. There is the distinction from 
which this trouble arises. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Is there any doubt on the pro; 
that the tank-car, including the tank, does not weigh more 
box-car, including the box? 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not informed about that. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Well, it is a fact that it does not. 

Mr. CRISP. That is where the whole complaint comes in; and the 
practical effect is just that suggested by my friend from Ohio—that 
the Standard Oil Company has an absolute eget of the oil trade 
in almost all parts of the country by reason of their possession of 
means to enable them to build these tank-cars. 


ition 
the 
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Now, I think the proper rule would be—of course I am not offering 
an amendment now—but the proper rule in my judgment would be 
that suggested in one of these decisions by the commission; that is, 
that a common carrier should be required to furnish suitable and 
proper cars for the transportation of every commodity which he ad- 
vertises he will carry, so that he may be enabled to afford equal facili- 
ties to all individuals who may choose to transport in that way. It 
strikes me that would be a reasonable and proper rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the House should adhere to the amendment, 
will there not be entire power in the committee of conference to put 
in such a provision as the gentleman suggests? 

Mr. CRISP. I think so; and I am in favor of that kind of a provis- 
ion. Of course I see some objections, as other gentlemen do, to sin- 
gling out one particular article like oil when there may be trouble in 
many other ts. But one of the great difficulties in this country 
which created the demand for the of the interstate-commerce 
law was the fact, amongst other things, that railroad companies engaged 
in other business than that of transportation. They might be pro- 
ducers of coal at a particular place, and owning the highway also 
would have the advantage of everybody else. 

Now, if a railroad company occupied with reference to oil the same 
position which it does with reference to the transportation of passengers 
there would be no complaint. While one gentleman may obtain from 
a railroad company a special car in which his family may be trans- 
ported, every other gentleman can go to the company and obtain the 
same accommodation, if he is willing to pay for it. That is not true 
about this oil business. The railroad company advertises rates for the 

tion of oil in tank-cars; and when you go to them and say, 
**T desire to ship so many gallons of oil in a tank-car,’’ they say, ‘‘ We 
have no tank-cars.”’ 

Right at the same station where you live it may be they havea tank- 
car they have rented from the Standard Oil Company, but they will not 
accord its use to anybody else. It is rentinga car for the exclusive use 
of the person from whomitisrented. There is where the trouble comes 
in. The complaint is made that no rtation company should be 
allowed to do that. Itis notin harmony with the old common-law rule 
in respect to common carriers. The common law is fair and founded 
in equity and justice. It requires equal facilities for the same money 
to every one who seeks the service of the carrier. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If this is not agreed to and the matter is left in 
the hands of the conference committee, is if not within their power to 
report a substitute which will give usa provision of precisely that char- 
acter? x 

Mr. CRISP. I think so. That is what I want to do. That is 
what I ask todo. Itis the position I assumed before the committee; 
that is, not to single out any article, but to require all common car- 
riers engaged in the transportation cf people and property to give equal 
facilities to all. 

Mr. ADAMS, Would not the effect be to prohibit the railroad 
company from transporting vehicles not owned by itself; for instance, 
grain-cars owned by private individuals, or some other patent here- 
after invented ? 

Mr. CRISP. I know there are many troubles aboutit. I hope the 
provision before it becomes a law will be framed properly. I do not 
want to stop the common carrier frem g such acar as that sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Illinois. It is a difficult problem just 
what todo. If the carrier owned the tank-cars it could not hire their 
exclusive use to any one shipper, but under the law as it now is the 
carrier rents from an oil-shipper tank-cars and allows that shipper 
alone to use them, thus practically granting the use of its cars te one 
party and refusing their use to another. It enables a common carrier 
to discriminate among shippers. It enables the common carrier to 
supply something to one and to refuse it to another dealer, so as to 
er se the latter unable to compete with the former in the same line 

e 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it not possible to compel the common carrier to 
charge for the use of its car reasonable rates, and if so, why is there 
not adopted some provision requiring equality and uniformity in this 

? 


Mr. CRISP. That seems to be reasonable, with this qualification: 
The common earsier is a publie corporation which must not discrim- 
inate. Hereit rents its car from one individual and allows no one else 
to ship in it except the person from whom it is rented, 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not reasonable. 

Mr. CRISP. The commission say they have the right to do so if 
they charge a reasonable price for the use of the car. 

Mr. ADAMS. No railroad ought to refuse to take goods for trans- 
portation so far as the vehicle in which they are transported is con- 


Mr. CRISP. This is a troublesome question. What I want is to 
put the common carriers in the position where they can A reason- 
able rate for any service they undertake to But when they 
undertake to perform a service they must perform it for everybody who 
wants it; that is, that they shall use a public charter for the interests 
of all and not for the benefit of afew. But I am not wedded to this 
particularly. I would like to havea vote on it. [Cries of ‘*Vote!’?] 


I believe the pending vote is on the motion of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. STEWART] to recede from this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. STEWART], that the House recede from its 
third amendment. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I move the House further insist on its amendments 
= ask for another conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

onses. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwant to move to recede from amendment No. 7. 

Mr. CRISP. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: F 


(7) Seo. 11. Thatin all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature aris- 
ing under an act entitled “An act to regu ecommerce," a ved Fel 
4, 1887, and under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction wi 
United States courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent juris- 

on. 

(8) Src. 12. That the commission is hereby authorized, empowered, and re- 
quired to execute and enforce the provisions of this act; and upon the uest 
of said commission the Attorney-General of the United States shali te 
and prosecute all necessary proceedings in the proper court for the enforcement 
of this act and for the punishment of all violations thereof. 


The SPEAKER, The motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
would involve the striking out of both sections as the two are inserted 
as one amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. That is a mistake, Mr. Speaker; there are two amend- 
ments, numbered 7 and 8, and they so appear in the printed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the action of the House, 
which shows that the two are embodied in one amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following additional sections, 11 and 12, 


Mr. CRISP. This provision was treated in the conference committee 
as two amendments, and were numbered 7 and 8. On one of these 
there was a disagreement. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair will so treat them, but as a matter of 
fact there are two amendments; and the Chair thinks the gentleman 
from Georgia is mistaken in stating that it was but one amendment. 

_Mr. CRISP. But the latter part of that is numbered 8 in the printed 


bill. 
The SPEAKER, What does the report do with No. 8? 
Mr. CRISP. They disagreed as to No. 8, and put it substantially in 
another part of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. It does not seem to be so stated in the report. 
Mr. CRISP. I think theS er is mistaken. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the conference re- 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1 and 4. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

Mr. CRISP. That is the last one in the printed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the amendment 
on which the gentleman from Massachusetts moves that the House re- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 11. That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising 
under an act entitled “An act to r te commerce," approved Feb: 

1887, and under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with Uni 
States courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before the question is taken may I be permitted to ask 
the gentleman from Georgia a question? I would like to know whether 
under the law as it now exists an individual has a right to bring his 
sait in a State court; and if the right of appeal to a Federal court ex- 
ists ? 

Mr. CRISP. Not under this act. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not under the act as it stands to-day ? 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. The object of the amendment here, then,is to give 
concurrent jurisdiction to the State courts, and the Senate amendment 
Lah pea aa oa it practically where it is now; that is, in the Fed- 

Mr. CRISP. The Senate have said nothing aboutit; but the House 

an amendment to which the Senate disagree. 

Mr. SCOTT. But does not theconference committee report upon it? 

Mr. CRISP, Yes; they report a disagreement between the two 


Houses. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ing to the motion of the 
ouse recede from its amend- 


gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
ment numbered 7. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to detain the House on 
the motion which I have submitted further than to state that theinter- 
state-commerce law, affecting every carrier and shipperin the country, 
certainly demands uniformity of judicial decision more than almost any 
act that can be imagined. It is proposed to take that jurisdiction and 
give it to the varying decisions of the various State courts. It seems 
to me that such is a very dangerous movement for the business inter- 
ests ofthe country; and further than that I think it a blow atthe juris- 
diction of the Federal courts in a matter which is peculiarly their own, 
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and which should be left in their hands, because they can give to all 
this far-reaching legislation the uniformity and steadiness of character 
so important to the business interests of the entire country. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a few words with refer- 
ence to this amendment. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman from Iowa proceeds will he 
yield to me for 2 moment to make a correction? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago, when the gentle- 
man from Georgia and myself were discussing a question as to theju- 
risdiction conferred on the State courts, I, speaking from memory, de- 
nied that the national banking act conferred jurisdiction upon the 
State courts; but I find in that statement I was in error. Section 57 
of the act referred to confers such juirsdiction, and the act to which I 
referred, amendatory of the national banking act, was a limitation only 
upon the right of national banks to sue in the Federal courts. Up to 
that time they could sue in the Federal courts in all cases, but that 
act limited their right to those cases in which a State bank or banking 
association could sue. 

I merely wanted to correct the error into which I had fallen, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is only a few years ago 
that there was a contention on the part of the railroad interests of the 
ry. that they were not subject to legislative control, and those 
cases, known as the ‘‘ Granger cases,” which came from Iowa and Illi- 
nois, proceeded upon the theory that there was no power in the State 
to regulate them, That question was settled definitely, and settled 
definitely against the railroad companies’ contention. These companies 
went on in the exercise of the tremendous power they have of dis- 
criminating, which enables them to make of the commerce of the coun- 
try a football, until it was manifest thatthe power which the Supreme 
Court said existed must be exercised in the control of these corpora- 
tions and in the interest of the people at large. In view of that pub- 
lic demand the act to regulate interstate commerce was enacted and 
approved on the 4th day of February, 1887. 

et, ssp laenn rp pa, the enactment of that law, we find that there 

is a great deal of difficulty yet throughout the entire country arising 

out of the matter Ae the unjust ricer pice pas these railway com- 

nies make in the transportation of persons an pipen e are 

told by the very highest authority in railway circles that the ‘‘ diffi- 

culty’? is not so much in the law as it is in the refusal on the part of 
the railway companies to obey and observe the law. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission concede gross violation of the 
interstate-commerce act, and the railway managers themselves confess 
that the lawis practically a dead letter and assume that the authorities 
are powerless to enforce it unless they, the law-breakers, will condescend 
to take the matter of its enforcement into their own hands, 

This is insolence without lel in a country of law and order, and 
is bornof the fact that there is no tribunal provided for the enforcement 
of this act that is within the reach of the common people whose rights 
are invaded, and who would seek redress of their grievances and the 
enforcement of the law in good earnest had they an opportunity to do so. 

So this brings me to the conclusion that the difficulty which to-day 
confronts this country with reference to the control and a 
of these railway companies is an executive one rather than a legisla- 
tive one. And for that reason, that the fault is not so muchone of the 
law as of the executive in fulfillment of the law, I am emphatically in 
favor of the adoption of this amendment that sends these corporations, 
like all other commercial corporations and all other industries and all 
other citizens of this country, to the common courts of the country. 
The same parties who said some years ago that railroad companies were 
not subject to legislative control are here seeking virtually the same 
end by a contention that it is unconstitutional to give the State courts 
jurisdiction. 

Tt has been stoutly affirmed on this floor and elsewhere that there 
was no power under the Constitution to confer jurisdiction on theState 
courts. But when routed by overwhelming authority from the con- 
stitutional position they take refuge behind one of policy. This po- 
sition will be found as untenable as the others which they have been 
compelled to abandon; and the suggestion by my learned friend from 
Massachusetts, that State court jurisdiction will lead to difficulties be- 
cause of the great difference and diversity of the railroad interests, is 
but another means of compassing the original purpose of defeating all 
real efforts in the direction of practical railway control. 

Now, I want to say in this connection, Mr. Speaker, that the diver- 
sity here alluded to is, in my judgment, just that kind of diversity 
which is indispensable in the administration of public justice through- 
out the country, and is as apie and as necessary to legislation 
growing out of the business of railway companies as to any other line 
of business ont of which litigation arises. 

When we were contending for the adoption of this proviso for a uni- 
form classification throughout the country we were confronted with an 
objection that seemed somewhat plausible, that there was such diver- 
sity in climate and in product, such varying conditions in the different 
sections of the country, that the railroad companies could not afford 


e 
at the present time to make a uniform classification that would be uni- 
form, coextensive with the system. 


Now, their argument, whatever it is worth, against the uniform 
classification of property intended to prevent discrimination is as 
a entin favor of this diversity of jurisdiction of the courts tha 
will be adapted to the different and varying conditions throngh the 
country. Something has been said with reference to the fact that it 
has not been the practice of the Congress heretofore to pursue the 
line of policy indicated in the amendment under consideration. Mr. 
Speaker, it has been the uniform policy from the formation of the Gov- 
ernment for the Congress of the United States to confer jurisdiction 
upon State courts and State tribunals in similar cases to the one we are 
considering, and that it has never been broken or interrupted nor ob- 
jection raised until that objection was raised in the interest of the rail- 
road corporations of this country, I desire briefly to allude to some of 
the cases in which the Congress of the United States has conferred ju- 
risdiction upon State tribunals. : 

I have given this matter some attention, and I find that in the mat- 
ter of remedy for the deprivation of Federal office the State courts 
are granted the same jurisdiction as the Federal courts, insection 2010, 

353, of the Revised Statutes. Again, in section 2177, page 381, 

nited States marshals may qualify before the State as well as Fed- 
eral judges. Again, I find that in suits and prosecutions in State courts 
under the postal laws where the trial of claims and demands of as great 
value and of prosecutions where punishments are as great in extent 
as under the State Jaws in like cases, jurisdiction is given to the State 
courts, as will be found in section 5833, page 750, of the Revised Stat- 
utes, Again, in section 4522 of the Revised Statutes, penalties for 
omitting to begin a voyage by seamen, the jurisdiction is conferred on 
State courts; and again, in section 4599, for the arrest of seamen for 
desertion without warrant, and under section 4063 jurisdiction is con- 
ferred as to process against foreign ministers and their domestic servants 
upon State courts. 

Then we come to the national-bank act, which, in plain language, 
provides— 

That suits, actions, and proceedings against any association under this act 
may be had in any cireui istrict, or Territorial court of the United States held 
within the district in which such association may be established, or in any State, 


county, or municipal court in the county or city in which said association is lo- 
cated haying jurisdiction in similar cases. 


And, Mr, Speaker, under that provision there have been decisions 
by the United States Supreme Court sustaining the power of Con 
to thus confer jurisdiction on State courts, one of which I shall refer 
to. It is the caseof National Pahquiogue k vs, The First National 
Bank of Bethel, Conn., reported at page 383, 14 Wallace. 

I read from that case the statement of facts: 

The First National Bank, of Bethel, in Connecticut, on the 21st of February, 
1868, failed to redeem some ofits circulating notes, They were protested, and on 
the 26th of February a receiver was appo nted under the above-quoted fiftieth 
section of the currency act, who immediately entered on the duties of his office. 

The National Pahquioque Bank, of Danbury, Fairfield County, in the same 
State, asserted that it was a creditor of the Bethel bank and presented its claim 
tothe receiver. The receiver, however, disallowed it. 

The rire bye ta Bank thereupon, on the 30th day of May, 1868, brought as- 
sumpsit in the superior court of Fairfield County, a court of Connecticut having 
jurisdiction in similar cases, against the Bethel k. The Bank of Bethel de- 
fended itself against the claim on these, in substance, among other junds: 

I, That the courts of the United States alone had jurisdiction after the appoint- 
ment and acceptance of the receiver. ‘ 


Mr. Justice Clifford, in delivering the opinion of the court, upon this 
point says: 

Support to the first proposition is A aera to be derived from the conceded 
fact that such associations are created by an act of Congress and that they are 
instruments of the National Government intrusted with the power of 
on the business of banking and of employing and circulating Treasury notes 
as a national currency, subject to the supervision and direction of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and of the Secretary of the Treasury. Banking associ- 
ations, it is said, were established as instruments by which the Government 
may perform the trust of furnishing and regulating the national paper cur- 
rency ; and the argument is that inasmuch as a are instruments of the Gov- 
ernment to carry into effect a national purpose they can not be impleaded in a 


fact that such associations are controlled by the Treasu en 
the notes which they circulate as money are received from the Com: 
the Currency, and that they can not issue any instrument for circulation or use 
as money except the notes intrusted to them by the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, as authorized by the act of Congress. 

Beyond all doubt such associations are created by an act of Congress and for 
the p assumed by the defendants, but the conclusion attempted to be 
drawn from those facts can not be sustained, as express provision is made by 
the fifty-seventh section of the act that suits, actions, and proceedin, 
any such association may be bad “in any State, rete D or munici court in 
the county or city in which said association is loca having j ction in 

ila: mmenced, as the action was, in the proper court of the State 
where the association is located, and ina court haying jurisdiction in similar 
cases, which is not denied, it is quite clear that the objection to the jurisdiction 
of the court founded upon the character of the association as an instrument of 
the National Government must be overruled. 

Jurisdiction in such suits is unquestionably vested in any circuit, district, or 
Territorial court of the United States held within the ct in which such as- 
sociation may be established; but the decisive answer to the objection of the 
defendants is that the same section of the act of Congress gives autbority to 
creditors to prosecute such controversies in “ ay State, county, or muni are 
court in which said association is located ” in all cases where it ap t 
such courts have jurisdiction under the State laws in similar controversies, 
ings to enjoin the Comptroller of the Currency under that act must, it 

instituted and prosecuted in a circuit, district, or Territorial court of 


in all roceedings or the association, as specifically pro- 
vided in the fifty-seventh section of the act. Authori 
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Mr. Speaker, I might go further and cite still other authorities sus- 
taining Co 


mgress in conferring jurisdiction upon the local courts of the 
States that are within the reach of the people, but it is idle to do so, 
as no honest lawyer questions seriously this power. As I said before, 
in my humble judgment the difficulty is not so much in what the law 
is, or that it requires amendment, as that there should be some tri- 
bunal provided, somewhere within the reach of the plain, common peo- 
le, where they can enforce and defend their rights. A good deal has 
Roce said about providing them with means to prosecute their suits in 
United States courts that are beyond their reach. Itseems to me that 
that is altogether too kind. With reference to these questions, give 
the people the same right to go into their home, domestic courts that 
they now exercise under the interstate-commerce act, under the 
Jaws, and the national-bank act, and, in my opinion, we will find that 
we have entered upon a solution of this whole difficulty, and that it 
will be soon settled, as other questions like it have been settled in the 
same way heretofore. 

This idea that the railroad system of this country is an institution 
that is not subject to the law, that it is sui generis, that it isalaw unto 
itself, seems to me to be a most erroneous idea and one that is danger- 
ous to the rights of the people. It is within the knowledge of almost 
every member of this House that, as a rule, the United States courts 
are beyond the reach of the ordinary litigant, and that to compel him 
under this act to go to those courts or to the United States commission 
is well-nigh to deprive him of his constitutional right to have his day 
in court. Then, Mr. Speaker, as there is no constitutional objection to 
this amendment, and as there is no sound reason in policy why this 
amendment should not prevail, I hope the House will sustain the com- 
mittee in its action and will notrecede. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House 
more than a moment, I am opposed tothis amendment tothe bill and 
hope that the House will recede. The power to regulate interstate 
commerce is in the National Government and not in the State govern- 
ment. The power toregulate railroads doing business within a State 
is aState power and not national. I do not think it wise policy to put 
the business of interpreting national laws into the hands of any other 
than national courts, It would not be wise for the States to confer 
jurisdiction upon the United States courts w enforce their laws with 
reference to the railroads, and to me it seems wise policy to keep sep- 
arate State commerce and interstate commerce, 

In that way we will procure the real enforcement of the law. In 
no other way can we have suitable and legitimate State laws and suit- 
able and legitimate national laws. There is a broad distinction be- 
tween State commerce and interstate commerce. If this law is to be 
successful, if we are to go on and, through experience, make it better, 
and if we are eventually to have a body of laws and rules which the 
railroads and everybody else will be constrained to obey, we must have 
those rules established by courts created to interpret and enforce the 
Taws of the national Congress. That is the only philosophical way, 
and to depart from it is to depart from what ought to be the rule with 
reference to all such matters of Congressional legislation. ‘This is not 
a matter of ordinary commercial transactions. It is a new departure; 
not a new law, because from the time railroads were first built every 
court before whom the question came has held those corporations to be 

i public and subject to public control; but it is a new departure 

for the national Congress to enact laws with reference to interstate 

commerce. We have started on the road, and if we keep the interpre- 
tation and enforcement of the laws of Congress within the control of 
courts created under the Constitution of the United States, courts 
which are amply competent to interpret the laws, we shall sooner 
reach a definite system of rules and a definite interpretation of law, so 
that the railroads will be compelled to obey. That is why I am op- 
posed to this proposed mixing of State jurisdiction with national juris- 
diction. That is all I desire to say. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, if I understood the colloquy between 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] in regard to the national-banking act, I rather 
think my friend, Colonel OATES, will have to explain again, because Con- 
gress did, by an act passed in the Forty-ninth Congress, renounce juris- 
diction of all controversies in relation to national banks. That act will 
be found in the acts of the lastsession, chapter 866, an act entitled “An 
act to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of act to determine the juris- 
diction of the circuit courts of the United States to regulate the re- 
moval of causes from the State courts, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 3, 1875. The fourth section of that act provides that— 

All national-banking associations established under the laws of the United 
States, shall, for the purposes of all actions by or against them, real, personal, 
or mixed, and all suits in agen. be deemed citizens of States in which they are 
respectively located, and in s cases the circuit and district courts shall not 


have jurisdiction other than such as they would have in cases between individ- 
ual citizens of the same State, 


Moreover, by the second section it is provided: 


Sec, 2. That whenever in any cause pending in any court of the United States 
there shall be a receiver or manager in ion of any property, such re- 


ceiver or ll manage and operate such rty, according to the re- 
quirements of the valid laws of the State in whioh puah. DAES l be 
, in the same manner that the owner or possessor thereof would be bound 


to do if in possession thereof. Any receiver or 
late the provisions of this section shall be deem: ty of a misdemeanor, 

shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $3,000, or by 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the dis- 


cretion of the court. 

And the section aback | provides that these receivers of railroad 
companies appointed by Federal courts may be sued in State tribunals, 
whose judgments shall be ized in the administration of the assets 
of these corporations by the Federal courts. Moreover, the first sec- 
tion of this act, I am very much inclined to think, makes the discus- 
sion which we have just now had altogether unnecessary, because it 
provides that— 


The circuit courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction, cons 
current with the courts of the several States— 


Observe the language—‘“* concurrent with the courts of the several 
States’’— 


of all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity where the matter 
in dispute exceeds, exclusive of interest and the sum or value of $2,000, 
and arising under the Constitution or laws of the United States or treaties made 
or which shall be made under their authority, etc. 


Under this provision, unless there is something in the interstate-com- 
merce act about which I am not advised which confers exclusive juris- 
diction upon the Federal courts in cases involving sums less than 
$2,000, the jurisdiction is already in the Federal courts. 

Allow me to make a single further observation upon this subject. 
The whole tendency of modern legislation in both Houses of Congress 
is to give the suitor an opportunity to go into the most convenient 
court having jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. OAT I did not quite understand the remark which the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] made a few moments ago in 
regard to myself. 

Mr. ROGERS. I remarked that, if I correctly understood the col- 
loquy between the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CATE eae the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], the gentleman from Alabama weuld 
have to make another correction, use by this act, from which I have 
just been reading, the Con of the United States renounces juris- 
diction in all cases with reference to national banks, except where the 
parties may come into the Federal courts by virtue of citizen- 
ship, as provided in the Constitution. 

Mr. OATES. That was not in controversy at all between the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and myself. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understood you to say that originally the Congress 
of the United States had conferred jurisdiction in national-bank cases 
upon the State courts and afterwards withdrew it; that such jurisdic- 
tion was conferred in the original act concurrent with the jurisdiction 
of the Federal courts, but that subsequently the Federal jurisdiction 
was renounced. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman did not quite understand what was 
the point in controversy nor my explanation. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Then all I havesaid on that subject is inapplicable, 

Mr. OATES, The point was that the original act providing for the 
establishment of national banks did confer jurisdiction on the State 
courts; but when we had a controversy on that point I at first denied 
that proposition, speaking from memory. Afterward I found I had been 
in error, that the act did confersuch jurisdiction; that I had confounded 
that act with the act passed in the Forty-eighth Congress, which lim- 
ited the right of national-banking associations to sue in Federal courts 
to cases in which like associations of the States could sue in such courts. 

Mr. ROGERS. It occurred to me that my friend was inadvertentl 
in error. I see that my remarks, so far as that colloquy is concern 
were inappropriate. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
will examine carefully the interstate-commerce act he will find that it 
strictly confines all suits to the Federal courts without regard toamount. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then it ought to be modified; and I hope the com- 
mittee will not adoptthesuggestion of my friend from Massachusetts -—— 

Mr. WEAVER, I hope so, too. 

Mr. ROGERS. For, it me to say in this connection, so far from 
that provision of the bill being an attack on Federal jurisdiction, the 
Federal judges of the United States, by orders entered of record in cases 
where they were administering the assets of bankrupt railroad cor- 
porations through a receiver, have permitted suits against the receivers 
to be brought in the State courts and have uniformly—at least in some 
jurisdictions—recognized these judgments rendered against the receivers 
in the administration of the assets in the Federal courts. Follo 
the precedent set by the Federal judges, the Congress of the Uni 
States, in the act to which I have alluded, gave authority in all juris- 
dictions for these suits to be brought in State courts and for their judg- 
ments to be in the administration of the assets of these cor- 
porations by the Federal judges. 

So that I say the modern tendency of legislation upon this subject 
of jurisdiction is to open the nearest court and make it accessible to 
the people. And why should one of these corporations, transacting 
business within the jurisdiction of a State and with citizens of the 
State, be unwilling to submit itself to the jurisdiction of that State? 
There can be but one reason. No gentleman will rise in his and 
say that the judges of our State courts are not generally as honest and 
as capable of transacting the ordinary public business confided to their 


who shall willfully i 


— 
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charge os the Federal judges. The Federal judges as a class may be re- 
garded as men of superior ability; but the State courts 
capable, to say the least, of transacting the public business of the citi- 
zens of the State, why should not these corporations which seek to 
transact business with those citizens be willing to submit to the juris- 
diction of the State? After they have thus submitted their contro- 
versies to State jurisdiction, if there is any Federal question involved 
and the sum is sufficiently large, they can take out their writ of error 
from the supreme court of the State to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What sum does the gentleman say 
would be required for that? 

Mr. ROGERS. Five thousand dollars, I presume. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Nothing at all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ah, perhaps that is so. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The suit can go into the Supreme 
Court of the United States every time at the instance of the corporation. 
You are merely making the route cireuitous and lengthy. 

Mr. ROGERS. I submit that it should be the policy of the House 
to adhere to the e I have stated. ‘There is nothing whatever 
in the objection we shall have one class of decisions in one State 
and another classin another. That objection would apply as well to 
matters of commercial law and other branches of thelaw. And at last 
the State courts are always governed in matters of this kind by the de- 
cisions rendered by the Supreme Court of the United States; I do not 
mean in all matters of commercial law, but in all national questions. 
So that I conceive there is nothing in that objection w 

But there is something in it to the citizen who does not want to be 
dragged two or three hundred miles to a Federal court when the amount 
involved would not justify any such expense. His personal expenses 
would amount to more, in many cases, in getting into court than was 
involved in the suit, and the litigation far more expensive in every way. 
Hence to the citizen thisisa most important matter. I hopethe House 
will adhere to its former action. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this 
amendment. I concede that Congress has the power to confer this 

urisdiction on the State courts. About that I think there is not the 

east question. The a y grenon is whether the interests of the peo- 

le, not the interests of the corporations, will be subserved by con- 
g this jurisdiction. 

Tt has been found that the States can not suecessfully control the 
railroads or regulate their tolls and tariffs—that if that is to be success- 
fully done it must be by the Federal Government. Hence the interstate- 
commerce law, so 

Some of the lines of road reach through many States; and as State 
laws can have no extra-territorial ion or effect it was found neces- 
sary for Congress to exercise its power. So, too, contracts for carrying 
freights and passengers may be made in New York to be completed in 
San Francisco or San Antonio or St. Paul; and it is important that the 
same construction should be given to such contracts in the different 
States through which they have to be performed. 

Indeed, it seems to me clear that if this law is to have the beneficial 
effect that it is hoped it may have it must have a uniform interpreta- 
tion throughout the country. That it can not have this uniform in- 
terpretation is beyond a doubt if jurisdiction to interpret it is to be 
EES heer aden ha asic eee: throughout the 

nion. 


The principal objection made to conferring exclusive jurisdiction on 
the Federal courts in this class of cases is stated by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. ANDERSON]. He says that we should give the plain, com- 
mon people a tribunal in which they can attend to their rights speedily. 

This sounds very well, but on examination it will not be found that 
the people will get justice either more speedily or cheaply in this class 
of cases by giving this jurisdiction to the State courts. Thisis not like 
the case of suits against national banks referred to. In that class of cases 
a Federal question could rarely arise. In cases arising under this act it 
would be rare that a Federal question would not arise. When such a 
question arises either has right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. So that the commencement of suit in the State 
court would ct rather than shorten the lii % 

If the suit is begun in the State court it would go on appeal to the 
supreme court of the State, and from that either on writ of error or 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; whereasifit is com- 
menced in the United States cireuit court it would go directly from 
that court to the Supreme Court of the United States; and in which- 
ever court it is commenced the same legal assistance would be required. 
Ifa suit is begun under this act, it is idle to suppose that it will not 
be carried to the court of last resort. The giving of the State courts 
jurisdiction would not therefore shorten or cheapen the litigation, but 
the contrary, while as I believe it would tend to greatly embarrass the 
administration of the law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Suppose a contract called for transportation from Chi- 
cago, in Ilinois, to New York, this amendment provides that jurisdic- 
tion is conferred on the proper courts. Then what courts would have 

i on over a contractof that kind? How many different courts? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I admit that more than one court 


might have jurisdiction, and Iam opposed to making such a state of + 


ble. 

Mr. WEAVER. You could plead that pendency. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do notthink you could plead the pend- 
ency of an action in the Federal courts in abatement of an action in the 
State courts, or vice versa. 

Mr. WEAVER. You could if the law conferred jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But I pass from that. -Nobody goes 
further than I in favor of limiting the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
to Federal questions, But this is peculiarly a Federal question. Itis 
just such a question as it is appropriate and proper to submit to the 
Federal courts. AsTabove said, it is only by so doing that the law can 
be made to work out the best results. 

In view, therefore, of the fact that an appeal will go to the Supreme 
Court of the United States any way, and that nobody is benefited by 
commencing the action first in the State courts, and that this is simply 
opening the door for a diversity of decisions as well as a multiplicity 
of legislation, I hope the course pro’ by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will not be adopted. [Cries of Vote!” ‘*Vote!’?] 

Mr. CRISP. After one word of reply, Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the 
House to vote upon this question. It seemsto be conceded now by gen- 
tlemen who oppose the amendment that there is no constitutional ob- 
jection to it, and that there is no question but that there are numero 
precedents for this kind of legislation; so that the matter resolves i 
at last into this: As a matter of policy is if wise to confer concurrent 
jurisdiction upon the State courts to hear and determine causes arising 
under this act? 

When gentlemen talk of uniformity of decisions let them ask them- 
selves if they are any more likely to have uniformity of decisions in the 
various district courts of the United States than in the highest courts 
of general jurisdiction in the several States of the Union? A decision 
of a district judge in Maine is no more binding upon a district judge in 
New York than a decision of a State court in Maine would be upon a 
State court in New York. There is no more uniformity attained by 
leaving it to the United States courts, I respectfully submit to any 
man at all acquainted with the practice of the courts, than there is of 
leaving it to State courts. What binds a district judge in Minne- 
sota to observe the rulings made by a district judge in Massachusetts ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? Does he not know, as a rule of decisionsin the Federal courts, 
that when one or two circuit courts have passed upon a question giving 
a different ruling the others follow as a matter of course and adopt 
it as the settled practice ? 

Mr. CRISP. Let me say to my friend, if he does not already know 
it as a fact, that the courts in every State in the Union conform to the 
rulings of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

A Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The Supreme Court of the United 
tates? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; and if the gentleman does not know it, I say to 
him that the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States on 
Federal questions must be followed by the State courts. 

So on the question of uniformity there is nothing, Mr. Speaker. 
Wherever there is a Federal statute involved, the suitor can go to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the question before us resolves 
itself simply to this: Shall individuals who are wronged or conceive 
themselves to be wronged by a corporation be allowed to appeal for re- 
dress to a court in that county where they live, or shall they be driven 
to go to the Federal court, which may be inaccessible and hard to 
reach? 

The gentleman from Minnesota says whether the case is large or 
small the parties litigant have theirlawyers. Certainly the gentleman 
knows there is some other question to be considered besides that of the 
lawyer employed with the cases. There is the matter of the suitor’s 
personal expenses, the expenses of his witnesses, and all those ques- 
tions that have induced the people of every State in the Union to estab- 
lish tribunals of easy access in which they could have their contentions 
heard and determined. Why should a gentleman in Minnesota who 
conceives himself to be injured by a corporation running within 50 feet 
of his door be required to go 150 or 200 miles to a Federal court to try 
his ease, when perhaps in sight of his very door there is a State court 
of general jurisdiction with a learned judge upon the bench and com- 
petent jurors of his neighbors who may by act of Congress be author- 
ized to hear and determine his case? 

It is no inconvenience to the company or corporation to appear in the 
courts of the State. It has an agent wherever the line runs, and the 
State courts will haveno jurisdiction except in counties through which 
their lines run. Their agentis there, their land, their line, their prop- 
erty is there, and they can go into the courts of the State and have the 
question adjudicated as between themand theshipper. But the citizen 
must be inconvenienced to go 150 miles to try his case in a Federal 
court in order, as the gentleman says, ‘‘to secure uniformity.” I do 
not say that the gentleman has no confidence in the State courts. I 
suppose he has, and so supposing I can see no reason why he should 
wish to force a citizen to go away from home for justice when itis con- 
ceded that he can there get a fair and trial. Uniformity will 
be attained by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
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for when once that court decides a question the rule established will 
be observed everywhere. Now, the House has voted already four or 
idae on this question and always in favor of the proposition. 
has never been a vote at the other end of the Capitol upon it, 
and I appeal to those gentlemen who Bore TAREE AREN me 
citizen to have a court of easy access, to stand by the amendment put 
upon the bill by the House, and vote down the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to recede; and upon that I demand the pre- 
vious question. 
Mr. IN, of Minnesota. I hope the gentleman will permit me 
one moment. 


Mr. CRISP. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Georgia must have overlooked or misunderstood what I said, but the 
gentleman from Georgia knows that my contention in this House, and 
Ry contention many years before I came to this House, has been in 
vor in all proper cases of giving to the State courts jurisdiction, and 
limiting the jurisdiction of the Federalcourts. But what I did say, and 
what the gentleman did not answer, and that can not be answered, is 
that to give the State courts jurisdiction in these cases is simply to 
engthen the litigation rather than to shorten it, and to multiply the 
tigation ratherthan tolessenit. He answered another question which 

is not in the case, and did not answer that which I put. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman’s question has been answered, 
and I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the motion made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the House recede from its 
amendment numbered 7. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 78. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the House 
further insist and request another conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and the conferees announced on the of 
the House were, Mr. CRISP, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. O'NEILL 
of Pennsylvania. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. Icall up the conference report on the bill (S. 1305) 

to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAE APPROPEIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY. Before the House takes any action upon that 
motion I hope the gentleman from Missouri will 
moment in order that I may ask the House to disagree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate on the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, 
and ask for a conference. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will withhold the motion for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic consular 
service Agen pit iae pti. Rae June 30, 1890, and cr eta 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
ference, to non-concur in the Senate amendments and request a eon- 
erence. 

an to 
from New Jersey about some of the amendments. There is one amend- 
ment in the bill which proposes to appropriate $100,000 for the matter 
of the oecupation of Pago Pago. There was an amendment added to 
the naval appropriation bill on Saturday covering that amendment. 
There are a number of other small amendments. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. - That is all I wanted to know, 

Mr. McCREARY. There are a number of other matters. 

The question was taken; and the House non-concurred in the Senate 

and to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House, Mr. 
McCreary, Mr. HOOKER, and Mr. Hrrr. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask, by unanimous consent, gentlemen ha 
penao anina sar he pecaciened pagni aaaea 


There was no objection, and if was so ordered. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 
5 Tie following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


FOREST CITY AND WATERTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. GIFFORD, En E a Ones oes 


A 


panying report, i 
Ry en 
it be laid on the table. 


yield to mea single | 4 


YANKTON AND MISSOURI VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. GIFFORD also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yank- 
ton and Missouri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton In- 
dian reservation, in Dakota; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK S. JENNINGS. ^ 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (E. R. 6958) for the relief of Frederick S. Jennings; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JUDAH TOURO ROBERTSON. 


Mr. VANCE also, from the Committee on Patents, rted back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12031) for the relief of Judah Touro Robert- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe 
rr Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM CARROLL. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3483) for the relief of William Carroll; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. MAULDING. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R: 717) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Maulding; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


LOTTIE E. HUNTER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on” Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. Hun- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee of.the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF GOVERNMENT BUILDING, GREENSBOROUGH, N. C. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds, back favorably the bill (H. R. 12132) 
ppropriating the sum of $20,000 for the t and improve- 
ment of the United States Government b at Greensborough, 


N. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12137) relating to the t 
of securities by insuranee companies; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
re back favorably the bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation 
for the public building at Detroit, Mich.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRACTICE OF PHARMACY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported as a substitute for bill H. R. 10844, a bill (H. R. 12498) to 
regulate the practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 10844 was reported with a recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agrieulture, reported back 


in the Territory of New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the aecom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE W. HOUSE. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10664) grantingan increase of pension to Mat- 
tie W. House; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LANDS FOR MILITARY PURPOSES. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11898} to amend an act to enable the 
city of Denver to purchase certain lands for military purposes; which 
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was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 


JAMES 8. FERIN. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11171) granting a pension to James 8. 
Ferin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

MRS, SUE B. JOHNSON. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back with amendment the bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of 

Sue B. Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 379) to increase ions in certain cases; 
ee; kam (S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 

umbia; 

A bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 3794) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
ey a right of way through a part of the Crow Indian reservation, in 

ontana Territory; 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. K. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the 
First Baptist Church of Smithland, Ky. 

It also announced the e of the bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead 
and fallen timber on Indian lands; in which concurrence was requested. 


NICARAGUA GANAL. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri has called up the 
conference report on the (H. R. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

During the reading of the conference report, 

Mr. COBB said: I desire to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘The report of the committee of conference has al- 
ready been printed in the RECORD, and I ask by unanimous consent 
Ghak its reata a ote ArenA With: 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

The Clerk read the report in full, 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the statement demanded ? 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the statement has been read once 
and printed twice. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of it be 
wai 


ved. ; 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration against 
the report. My purpose, however, is not exactly to raise the question 
of consideration, but rather to raise a question for the Chair as to 
whether or not this conference committee have made such a statement 
accompanying their re as is required under Rule XXIX of the 
House. 1 insist that the statement made by the committee to accom- 
pany their report is not such a statement as the rule requires; that 
therefore there is no statement ancom pany ae the report, and conse- 
quently that the report isnot now in a condition to be considered by 
the House. That is the point that I desire to make if the Chair will 
hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not read the statement submitted 
by the managers of the conference on the part of the House, and for the 
pu of deciding this question it is not n for the Chair to do 
aig satah it is not the province of the Chair to decide whether the 
statement is sufficient or not. The Rules of the House require every 
committee when it reports a bill or a resolution to accompany it with 
a written report, and Rule XXIX, to which the gentleman from Ala- 
bama refers, requires the managers of a conference on the part of the 
House to accompany their conference report with a statement suffi- 
ciently explicit to inform the House as to the effect of the agreement 
which the conferees have reached. Now, it is not for the Chair to say 
whether a report made by a committee is a sufficient report or not, 
or whether a statement submitted by the conferees is sufficient or not. 
That is a matter for the House, and the House may refuse to consider 
a measure because it is not satisfied with the report or the statement 
that has been submitted. 

Mr. COBB. Is it not the province of the Chair to decide whether 
or not the rule of the House has been obeyed in the matter of making 
the statement required by the rule? 

The SPEAKER. That would compel the Chair to decide upon the 
contents and the merits of the report or statement. The Chair might 
think it was wholly insufficient, while other members might think it 
was entirely sufficient, and vice versa, In other words, if the man- 
agers of the conference upon the part of the House actually submit a 


/ 
statement which purports to be in accordance with the rule, then it is 
for the House itself to say whether that statement is sufficient or not. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a parliamentary wre Is it not required 
under Rule XXIX that a conference committee shall make a statement 
sufficiently explicit to inform the House of the effect of every individ 
nal proposition or amendment embraced in the conference report ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. COBB. Now, if that be true, and if the statement made by 
the conferees conveys no information as to the effect of any one of the 
propositions embraced in the conference report, is not that a violation 
of the rule, such a violation of the rule as amounts to no statement 
upon that particular item of the conference report? Now, I submit 
to the Chair that this statement contains absolutely no information in 
regard to the effect of the individual propositions contained in the con- 
ference re and inasmuch as it gives no information as to the effect 
of the individual propositions, this report is in effect presented to the 
House without any accompanying statement at all from the committee 
of conference. I submit, therefore, whether the Chair is not called 
upon to pass upon that, and say whether or not the “statement” of 
the committee of conference contains what the rule requires as to each 
and every separate individual proposition contained m a conference re- 

rt. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can see where his argument would 
lead. It would become the duty of the Chair in every case to examine 
the measure under consideration, to examine the report made upon it, 
and to decide upon the contents and merits ef the report. The Chair 
might think that the report in any given case stated exactly the effect 
of every amendment, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB 
might think thatitdidnot. The gentleman might think that it sta 
just the contrary of what would be the true effect. So there would be 
no end to the controversy. The House itself must decide whether or 
not the statement presented by the conferees affords the House suf- 
cient information to act upon the conference and the only way 
to reach that decision, as the Chair has held frequently heretofore, is 
to raise the question of consideration; that is to say, when any state- 
ment at all is presented it is for the House to determine whether it is . 
a sufficient statement or not. If there is no statement presented, then 
the Chair will hold that the rule has not been an A with. 

Mr. COBB. My point is that in reference to certain individual prop- 
ositions there is nothing embraced in this statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will pardon the Chair for a mo- 
ment, Suppose the managers should report that the effect of a certain 
amendment would be so and so, when in fact its effect would be en- 
sais Burgh Could the Chair on that ground rule out the state- 
ment 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; not if the committee discussed the effect of the 
amendment atall. Butwhen the committee says absolutely nothing in 
regard to individual propositions the case is different, I raise the 
question of consideration on this report. 

Mr. CLARDY. I want to say a word—— 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is not debatable. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then I will ask to have the statement of the House 
conferees read. It embraces a specific statement of all the facts, and 
has not yet been read to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. COBB. I would be glad to call attention to those points which 
I think have not been met. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the statement of the House conferees as 
already publishedin the RECORD. Before the reading wasconcluded, 

Mr. COBB said: Mr. Speaker, I did not make objection in any 
captious spirit or to delay the proceedings of the House, but in the uf-; 
most good faith, I would have been glad to have an opportunity to 
state the point I intended to make, But I do not care to obstruct the’ 


proceedings—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] asks 
to have the statement read, 

Mr. COBB. He insisted I asked it; but I did not. 

Mr. CLARDY. It had to be submitted to the House, and the House 
had to pass upon it. . 

The SPEAKER, Is the further reading demanded ? 

Mr. COBB. I could readily have called attention to one simple point 
which I desired to present. I withdraw the question of consideration. 

Mr. NELSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. CLARDY], hav- 
ing presented the conference report, is, according to the practice, en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ought perhaps to call the attention | 
of the House to the changes in the House amendments, as proposed by j 
the report, and to state briefly the reasons which have uenced the | 
ma in assen -to them. I wish to say in the outset that, re- 
garding the action of the House in adopting the amendments (on which 
the votes were taken by yeas and nays) in the nature of an instruction, | 
we endeavored to retain, and I think we have succeeded in retaining, 
the essential features of the more important ones. 

From their disagreement to the first amendment striking out the 
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clause authorizing the company to pay stock for property and copces- 
sionary rights, and inserting a provision requiring all stocks, bonds, 
and other securities to be issued from the company’s office in New 
York, and declaring that such stocks, bonds, and securities should be 
disposed of only for cash, the Senate conferees recede, with an amend- 
ment, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Substitute 
= ae ae proposed to be stricken out and the words proposed to be inserted, 
‘ S May acm oak to the amount of the just value of such estate, property, and 
rights, and for work and labor done or materials provided in the execution of 
the work of constructing said ship-canal; and stock issued for these purposes 
shall be eens paid-up stock, and shall not be liabie toany further calls or as- 
sessments,”’ 

Mr. CLARDY. Thisamendment, Mr. Speaker, makes itclear thatthe 
company may issue stock for work and labor done and materials used in 
the construction of the canal as well as for the concessionary rights ac- 
quired from Nicaragua and Costa Rica. Takenin connection with the 
second and third sections of the bill, it is a reasonable guard against the 
issue of stock except for value; and it carries out the view I expressed 
in the consideration of the measure, that stock should only be issued 
for property, rights of property, concessionary rights, and for money 
actually paid in. The effect of the House amendment would have 
been to restrict the issuance of stock to purchasers for cash only. It 
occurred to your committee that this was, perhaps, an unreasonable re- 
striction, and that there was no good reason why the company should 
be precluded from paying stock for property used to construct the 
canal, or from issuing bonds to persons undertaking to build it, pro- 
vided that the persons furnishing the material and proposing to do the 
work were willing to receive their pay in stocks and bonds. It can 
not be objected, Mr. Speaker, that a fabulous amount of stock may be 
issued; for if the projectors of this great enterprise are to derive any 
benefits from it, such benefits must come from the stock, every in- 
crease of which will lessen its value. 

The stock will represent the value of the canal company’s property 
with the bonded indebtedness upon it, The smaller the bonded in- 
debtedness the more valuable will be the stock. The smaller the 
amount of stock passing from the control of the incorporators the 
more valuable will be that which remains in their possession. 

It was suggested, and, as we thought, with reason, that this right, 
which belongs to all corporations of this character, to pay stock for 
property necessary to carry out the purposes of their creation should 
not be denied this company. 

From their disagreement to the second amendment of the House the 
Senate conferees also recede with the following amendments: Insert- 
ing, before the word ‘‘liabilities,’’ in line 71, the word ‘‘pecuniary,”’ 
and striking out, in line 77, the words ‘‘or otherwise,’’ and the pro- 
viso at the end of the section which requires that the amendment shall 
be printed on the stock, bonds, and other obligations of the company. 
The propriety of the two verbal amendments will, I think, be readily 
seen. I do not suppose, Mr. Speaker, it was the purpose of the House 
to do more than to protect the Government against pecuniary liability; 
but it has been suggested that it was the object of the House to go 
further and, in effect, after incorporating the company, to denationalize 
the incorporators. 

The Panama Railroad Company was organized under the laws of New 
Granada, but because that road was planned by American engineers 
and built by Americans with American money we have on more oc- 
casions than one dispatched a fleet to the Isthmus to protect our citi- 
zens in the enjoyment of their franchise and property. And I trust, 
sir, the time may never come when the United States will be willing 
to withhold their protection from an American citizen wherever he may 
be. Once an American, always an American ! 

I think, too, the propriety of our action in agreeing to strike out the 
proviso will on reflection become equally obvious. Men are presumed 
to understand the law governing the contracts they make, and this 
presumption is not a violent one when applied to persons who have 
money to lend or to invest in corporate stocks, Without the amend- 
ment negativing the liability of the United States the Government 
would not be liable, as no government by the simple act of incorporation 
becomes responsible for the debts, default, or miscarriage of the cor- 
poration it creates. 

No man lends money to one person expecting another, not a party to 
the contract, to pay it. No man lends money to a corporation and 
takes a bond for its payment.expecting the Government creating the 
corporation to pay the bond. But to make assurance doubly sure, and 
for the purpose of preventing, or at least, I suspect, for the purpose of 
preventing, so far as it could be done, the company from applying to 
some future Congress for relief from financial embarrassment, the House 
adopted the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, which in apt, 
exact, and explicit language declares that the United States are not 
directly or indirectly, expressly or by implication, liable for any of the 
debts or contracts which may be made or entered into by this company. 

Then follows the proviso requiring the law to be printed on every 
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Itoccurs to us, Mr. Speaker, this proviso might be construed to mean 
more than it does mean. Itis an unusual one. I think I can say itis 
a unique one; and if this bill passes with the proviso in it the charter 
will stand alone in the library as a monument to the superior caution 
of the American Congress. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that it might be construed to mean even 
more thanit does mean. A person whoshould apply to purchase stock, 
and, aftér examining the face of the certificate, should read on the re- 
verse side thereof, ‘Caveat emptor” (‘‘Let the purchaser beware”), 
would be very aptto beware, and would be most likely to go elsewhere in 
quest of stock toinvest hismoneyin. And then I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is sufficient if we exclude the possibility of the Government’s 
liability, without advertising on every share of stock, on every bond, 
on every contract, on every piece of paper issued by the company, our 
belief that this magnificent commercial enterprise will fail, and that 
= investors in stocks and bonds will lose every dollar they put into 
them. > 

From their disagreement to the third amendment the conferees on 
the part of the Senate recede with an amendment which consistsin re- 
producing from page 3 of the printed bill the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], requiring all stocks, bonds, 
and other securities to be issued from the office of jhe company in the 
city of New York. 

The fourth amendment is a very important one, and one to which we 
gave considerable attention in the committee. From that amendment 
the conferees on the part of the Senate recede with an amendment 
striking out the amendment which constitutes now a section of the bill 
and inserting a new section in its stead. I call the attention of the 
Honse to the parts of the amendment which appear modified in the 
amendment agreed on in conference and to the clauses which are omitted 
from it. The first clause of this amendment provides that— 

No certificates for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the same 


shall be fully paid for in money at the par value of said stock and the money 
deposited in the treasury of said company. 


According to the terms of the concession the company is required to 
pay to the Republic of Nicaragua 6 per cent. of all the bonds and stocks 
issued by it. Six per cent. of $100,000,000, the amount of the capital 
stock, would be $6,000,000; and 10 per cent. of the latter sum would 
be $600,000 that this company would be compellable to pay to Nicara- 
gua under this amendment before it could avail itself of the conces- 
sion. Iam sure that neither the gentleman who offered the amend- 
ment nor the House intended to impose this additional burden upon 
the company. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
I want to understand this. Do you mean to say that of all the money 
paid in on the stock, whether it be 10 per cent. or 100 per cent., ibt 
wotild be necessary to pay so much more over, of the money paid in, 
to Nicaragua? 

Mr. CLARDY. I mean this: The amendment provides that no cer- 
tificate shall be issued unless 10 per cent. be paid in cash, The con- 
tract between Nicaragua and the company can be discharged by pay- 
ing the whole amount in certificates of stock. Under the amendment, 
however, the company can not avail itself of that concession without 
Nicaragua paying $600,000 in cash on the capital stock of one hundred 
millions, and as it is not probable that Nicaragua would pay that sum 
in addition to making the concession of lands, the incorporators would 
be obliged to pay it into the company a treasury. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. ithout paying that much in money ? 

Mr. CLARDY. In money. How could they issue certificates of 
stock unless they paid the money? We declare that they shall issue 
no certificates of stock unless they are paid for in cash. The contract 
between Nicaragua and the company enables the company to discharge 
its obligation by paying Nicaraguainthecompany’sstock. Thisamend- 
ment would prohibit that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the obligation of the 
company to Nicaragua? 

Mr, CLARDY. To pay 6 per cent. of all stock and bonds issued by 
the company. $ 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask another question. Under 
the amendment proposed, and that you are now criticising, itis stated 
that no stock shall be issued until 10 per cent. is paid. Isitnot true 
under the amendment as you have amended it that you require 10 per 
cent. to be paid in cash? 

Mr. CLARDY. The amendment to which the gentleman refers, and 
which was agreed on in conference, provides ‘‘that no certificates for 
stock, except as otherwise provided, shall be issued till at least 10 per 
cent, of the par value thereof be paid, etc. ;’’ that is to say, full-paid 
stock may be issued as provided in the firstamendment, but upon stock 
sold for money 10 per cent. at least shall be paid into the company’s 
treasury, and thus enable the company to carry out its contract with 
Nicaragua by paying the whole amount in stock. The difference is 
that in one case you require a partial payment in cash and in the other 
the stock can liquidate the indebtedness. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken’ 


Can the company 
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tificates of stock, or does the concession require it to be paid in 


money? 

Mr. OLARDY. The concession requires it to be paid in stock, but 
the House amendment requires that no certificates of stock shall be is- 
sued until 10 per cent. of it shall be paid in money. 

Mr. SPINOLA. As I understand it, before any stock can be is- 
sued 6 per cent. must be paid in cash, which would be on a hundred 
millions of capital $6,000,000, and it would require the payment of 
$600,000 of this to Nicaragua to secure the concession. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Could they not obviate that by issuing 
stock receipts until the money is paid in? 

Mr. CLARDY. But no certificate can be issued unless 10 per cent. 
is paid. The debt to Nicaragua is due on December 1 of this year, 
and the stock must be paid by that time to meet that obligation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Issue your stock to them. 

Mr. CLARDY. You can not issue stock under your amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. They canif they pay 10 percent. of it 
in cash. 

Mr. CLARDY. If the incorporators will pay as a bonus to the Nica- 
raguan Government $600,000 to be paid back into the company’s treas- 
ury, they can carry out the contract. But who wants to impose that 
burden or hardship upon them? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Am I correct in understanding that 
the amendment of the Senate will enable the company, instead of pay- 
ing to Nicaragua stock for which cash had been received, and which 
represented cash, to only water? Is that correct? 

Mr, CLARDY. b is not correct; but if the House amendment 
were adopted there might hereafter be some ee of watered stock. 
There is another clause in the amendment Which goes further and 
declares that no payment on account of the capital of said company 
shall be made except in money, and this, I fear, might prevent the 
company from availing itself of the concession at all. It has been de- 
cided in Missouri and in other States, and it is the law, that the lands 
acquired by a railroad company by virtue of the right of eminent do- 
main constitute a part of the capital of such railway company. It 
might, I apprehend, be held that the lands mentioned in the conces- 
sion, after they shall have been surveyed and allotted to the company, 
constitute part of the canal cog oad s capital. They are not money, 
and I apprehend there is some doubt’ whether the company could ac- 

t any part of the concessionary rights from the Governments of 
NUNAN a nod Costa Rica. It may be that the clause is susceptible of 
some other construction, but it is fairly susceptible of the one I give it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will ask the gentleman this question: Does not the 
Government of Nicaragua concede to this company somewhere about 
one million acres of land? 

Mr. CLARDY. It does. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does it not give to it also the exclusive right to build 
this canal under this charter, and is not this 6 percent. which this canal 
company is to pay to Nicaragua the consideration of value for which 
the million acres of land, and the franchise that they get from Nicara- 
gua, and the right of going through there are given, and in the place of 
this being water, as some gentleman said on my right, does it not simply 
take the place of money? Are not the million acres of land and the 
franchise which are purchased or which the company proposes to pay 
for well worth the amount they are going to pay for them? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir; that is well stated. The next clause of 
the amendment offered by my friend from Minnesota prohibits the as- 
signment of any certificates of stock until the shares are fully paid for. 
We are told in the law-books that dominion over a thing implies the 
right to dispose of it at pleasure, and the right to dispose of corporate 
stock or of any other species of property is incident of common right 
to the ownership of it. Who can be injuriously affected if the owners 
of stock partially paid for are allowed to dispose of it? Certainly not 
the stockholders, the corporation, or the creditors of the latter. The 
stock proper never passes out of the custody of the corporation, but re- 
mains in the possession and under the control of the company, and 
when stock is purchased a certificate is issued, which is evidence of the 
ownership of the stock; and when a purchaser wishes to dispose of the 
stock saya SA such certificate, in writing on the back of it, accom- 

ing it with the power of attorney authorizing the transfer on the 
of the company. When the original certificate is presented it is 
taken up and a new certificate issued. . 

If at the time of the assignment the assignee is insolvent, or if 
there has been any fraud or collusion between the assignee and the as- 
signor, the latter does not escape his liability to pay the unpaid balance 
on the stock, but he is answerable individually for whatever remains 
unpaid, and the stock may, at the suit of a creditor of the corpora- 
— be sequestered in a court of equity, constituting as it does a trust 
fund for the payment of the corporation’s debts. Is there any reason 
why a man who has twenty shares of stock, upon which he has paid 
75, 50, 25, or even 10 per cent., should not be permitted to sell ten of 
his shares in order that he may meet the demand of the corporation 
for the payment of the other ten? 

I would like to inquire, too, if it would be just or fair or proper for 
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us to give to the corporation representing the strong stockholders the 
power to confiscate the stock of the weaker ones because they might 
be unable to meet the demands made by the corporation upon them? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Where is any such authority given? 

Mr. CLARDY. That is an authority which belongs as an incident 
to all corporations. 

Mr. ON, of Minnesota. Thatauthority would exist under your 
amendment just as much as it does here, would it not? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir; but under our amendment the owner of 
the stock, if unable to meet the demands of the company, could sell it; 
under yours he can not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Why not? 

Mr, CLARDY. This amendment prohibits the transfer of stock 
until if is fully paid for. Now, I say that by this provision prohibiting 
an assignment you put itin the power of the corporation, when thé 
stock has not n fully paid for, to make demands upon the stock- 
presse ye in the event of the failure of any of them to meet those 
demands, the stock of those who can not respond may be sold. It is 
in that way that you give the superior advantage to the corporation 
and to the strong stockholders. I wish the Clerk to read now the 
fourth amendment as agreed to by the committee of conference. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is not your argument based on the idea 
that the subscriber subscribes knowing that he will not be able to pay 
for his stock, and would not this amendment prevent subscriptions of 
parties who knew they would not be able to pay? 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not know about that, but Ido know that no one 
can tell what a day may bring forth, and that men who are able to meet _ 
their obligations to-day may not be able to meet them to-morrow. I 
say, therefore, that it would be an extraordinary thing to deny to the 
holders of this stock the right to dispose of it at pleasure. 

Mr. HEARD. If this amendment should remain in the bill, and if 
the proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota should obtain, then 
if a man who subscribed for the stock and paid upon it, say, 50 cents 
on the dollar, or any other sum, should die before paying the balance, 
would not his administrator be obliged to pay up the stock in full before 
he could dis of it? 

Mr. CL Y. Of course he would, and if he could not pay it up 
in full he could not get the benefit of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Under this amendment if I should subscribe for a 
thousand shares of that stock, and should pay $50,000 upon it, and 
should become insolvent after [had paid that money, my $50,000 would 
be forfeited and would be valueless to my creditors, because under this 
amendment there is absolutely no power to transfer the stock to any- 
body until it is full paid; and that would be so even though other parties 
might be willing to pay $75,000 for my stock. 

rand CHIPMAN,. You would not get the benefit of it, nor your heirs 
after you. 

Mr. SCOTT. No. I will repeat that again, Mr. Speaker. I say 
that if I had subscribed for $100,000 of this stock and had paid $50,- 
000 upon it, and subsequently had become bankrupt and made an as- 
signment, then, although that stock might have E LESTES in value 
to $75,000, yet not one dollar of it could go to the benefit of my cred- 
itors to relieve me from my liabilities, because, under the provision as 
adopted in the House, it could not be assigned legally to any one. 
Would any sane man subscribe for the stock or invest his money in it 
with such a condition as that attached to it? 

Mr. CLARDY. No; of course nobody would buy such stock. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask now to have read amendment No. 4 as the conference 
committee propose to modify it. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from its pm cighengreichen the amendment of the House 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all tho words proj to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Sxo.3. That no certificates for erwise provided in this va | 
shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the par value thereof shall be fully pai 
for in money, and such py yeeie in the meane of said company; and 
there shall be at least $1,000, in money paid on ns into the 
treasury of! renn: compan: within one series Ceo the passado of re gerd said 
com mon 
Sona” Mopar Se oantal hen paid al beat Sap Win wibrama St 
returned to the stockholders, or in‘any manner diverted the proper uses 
of the corporation, Any violation of the provisions of this section subject 
the charter to forfeiture.” 

Mr.SPINOLA. That, I understand, is the amendment agreed upon? 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘That is the amendment agreed upon. 

Mr. PEEL, Iask the gentleman from Missouri to yield to me to 
make a motion now to take a recess until 7.30 this evening, when there 
is to be a session under the special order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatis.the motion of the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is to take a recess until 7.30 p. m. 
under the order. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all right. 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker, but will re- 
sume it to-morrow. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri to the fact that he has twenty-eight minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary 5 K 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman 
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with the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, will the evening 
session he devoted to the consideration of reports from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 


JOHN R. BROWN. 


Mr, GEAR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 2724) for the relief of 
John R. Brown be recommitted with the accompanying report to that 
committee. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the motion of 
the gentleman from Arkansas that the House take a recess—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. The gentleman, as I understand, yields the floor 
for a moment—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’?] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is demanded, which 
cuts off all requests for unanimous consent. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PEEL, it was 
to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until half past 7 o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o'clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. DockEry as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

The Clerk read the following: 


SPEAKER'S Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 4, 1889, 
Hon, A. M. Dockery is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at this 


evening's session, 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 
Hon, Josx B. CLARK, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special order 
under which the House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday next when the House takes a recess and Wednes- 
day the House take a recess at5o’clock p.m. until 7.30 p.m.(on each of said 
eve the House shall adjourn not later than 10,30 p. m.) for the considera- 
tion of business reported by the Committee on Indian 


RIGHT OF WAY TO ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6612) to 
grant right of way through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes, and to ask 
that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in, and the con- 
ference requested by the Senate to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Senate will be non-eoncurred in and the conference re- 
quested granted, 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to have these amendments read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 25, 1888. 

Resolved, That the bill (HL R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco way Company, and for other 
purposes, do pass with the following amendments: 

Page 3, line 2, strike out “ granted” and insert ** provided for,” 

Page 3, strike ont lines 3 to 21 inclusive; and after line 21 insert: 

“Seo. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 
of n railway,and for no other purpose, a right of bey nord feet in width through 
said Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feetin width, wih, 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition toright of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the right to use such itional ground where there are heavy 
maintenance of the 


than said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further. 
That no part of theands herein anthorized to be taken shall be leased or sold 
by the company, and they shall not be used —- such manner and for such 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used, such n shall revert to the nation or tribe 
of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 

In section 3, line 10, after the word “referees,” strike out “ to be appointed by 
the President’ and insert “one (who shall act as chairman) by the President 
one by the chiefof the nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by said 

iroad company;’’ so as to read: 

“In case of failureto make amicable settlement with any occupant, such com- 

shall be determined by the appraisement of three aiotaherentod ref- 
erees, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the 
nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by railroad y.” ” 

In section 9, line 6, after the word “all,” to insert" fences, roads, and;’’ in the 
same line, after the word “crossing,” toinsert “ andjnecessary bri H 
7, before the word “highways,” to insert the words ‘roads and;” 
line, after the word “highways,” to strike out“ may” and insert “do now or 
may hereafter ;”’ so as to o the section read : 

“Suc. 9, That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of said rail- 
Ways in said Territory within two years after the of this act, or this 
grant shall be forfeited as tothe portion or portions not bail ; that said railway 
company shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road and high- 
wa: Artie ae necessary bridges over said railways wherever moos 
and highways do now or may hereafter cross any of said railways, or may 
by the proper authorities laid out across the same,” 
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ae That ' esoasntadnghnce taepnceey ory tothe add to, alter, or this 
* D; , o 

act; and the right of way Fono and hereby granted shall not gine ed or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and compleiion of 
the road except as to mo: or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to inquire whether in this bill, either as passed 
by the House or as amended by the Senate, there is any provision re- 
qui the consent of the Indians to this right of way. 

Mr. PEEL. Thereis not. In that respect the bill is like all the 
other bills providing for a right of way through the Indiancountry. I 
presume the gentleman understands that we simply ask a non-concur- 
rence in these amendments and a conference with the Senate. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that; but while it is true thatthe Gov- 
ernment of the United States or a State government possesses the right 
of eminent domain and may determine questions in regard to the con- 
demnation of land, yet as to the Indian reservations, it is provided in 
all the treaties, as I understand, that these roads shall not be built 
through those reservations without the consent of the Indians. If this 
bill contains nothing requiring such consent to this right of way, I 
think the conference committee ought to be instructed to see that such 
a provision is inserted. ~ 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I will say to my friend from Mississippi 
that there never has been a bill reported from theCommittee on Indian 
Affairs since I have been a member of the House providing for the con- 
sent of the Indians to a right of way through that country, because it 
proceeds upon a different theory. There is nothing but the treaties of 
1866 which would seem to warrant that idea, but the theory upon which 
Congress proceeded in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and in this Con- 
gress is that the right of eminent domain resided in Congress. There 
is a clause paying them so much for the land, and if they ure not sat- 
isfied with the award that is made, they can object to the damages 
awarded them, which are to be assessed by a board of arbitration, and 
they can go to the court just as any citizen owning lands would have 
the right to go under similar circumstances. 

It gives them an opportunity to get full value for all the damages 
growing out of this right of way, and that is all that any citizen could 
receive through whose lands the right of way is granted; and I do not 
see, therefore, why Congress should hesitate to apply as rigid a rule 
here as it would where commerce is facilitated by a right of way over 
the lands of individuals in a State. I have never known a bill to pass 
through Congress with such a clause as that suggested by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, and I hope at this late hour it will not be the 
sor hes yp WAIA RE are to act. It will simply be the cause of a 
great deal of trouble without resulting in any good. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
how many miles this road runs through the Territory ? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam notable to answer exactly that question. I will 
state, however, that it contemplates leaving a point called Rogers, in 
my own county, 6 miles east of the county seat of Benton County, 
passes through the western border of the country and into the Terri- 
tory, and goes out by Tahlequah. The terminus I do not remember. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it as much as 200 miles? 

Mr, PEEL. I think not; but I am not positive as to the distance. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The reason I ask is that I notice this 
bill makes a grant to this company of a strip 200 feet in width and 
3,000 feet in length every 10 miles for station-houses, ete. I would 
like to know the reason that has been done? ; 

Mr. PEEL. It has been considered, in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, no more than is really necessary, because the other provisions in 
the bill specify that none of this land can be used for other than rail- 
road purposes; and therefore it can only be used for station-houses, side- 
tracks, etc. It is the exact amount, I think, which has been grantedin 
every right-of-way bill which has been passed in the last three Con- 
gresses, and besides that the company has to pay for the land that they 


get. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It only gives the right of way for sta- 
tion-houses and for outlets. 

Mr. PEEL. That is all. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And not to be used for any other pur- 


pose. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It amounts to this, that under the 
guise of an extra amount of land to be used for depot purposes they 
get a strip of land 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length in addi- 
tion to the 100 feet granted for the right of way. k 

Mr. PEEL. No, not in addition to it. The right of way is 100 
feet except at these points, distant from each other 10 miles, for station 
porpre: This width is increased to 300 feet for a distance of 3,000 

t at these points. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand the 100 feet right-of- 
way proper is included in the 200 feet? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And only 200 feet wide? 

Mr. PEEL. That is all. 

Mr. HOOKER. For how great a distance? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, More than half a mile, 
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Mr. PEEL. Two hundred feet in width for 3,000 feet in length 
where the stations are to be established. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Senate will be non-concurred in and a conference com- 
mittee agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, 
Mr. HARE, and Mr. PERKINS as the conferees on the part of the House. 


LEAVENWORTH AND RIO GRANDE RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the 
Leavenworth and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, is in 
the same condition as to the Senate amendments; and if there be no 
objection the same order will be made as in the preceding bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. lI ask for the reading of the amendments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask the House to non-concur in the amendments and 
agree to the conference asked, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. HARE, and 
Mr. PERKINS as conferees on the part of the House. 


SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11970) 
to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in 
Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of 
the Indian title to the remainder, and for other pu 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEEL. Iaskunanimousconsent to dispense with the first formal 
reading of the bill and proceed to consider it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object to that, and ask for the reading of the bill 
in full. 

During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMES said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
farther reading of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no. Itis read, Mr. er, for the pur- 

of amendment, now, is it not? this is the first reading of the 
ill, then I do not object, and hope that it may be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks that 
the farther reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the bill had better be read. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Ts it in order for a gentleman to make any motion whatever 
when he is outside the bar of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman hassubmitted no motion. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Are we now proceeding in the House as in Com- 
mitte of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suppose this bill should have its first consid- 
eration in committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the House Calendar; but it is 
evident from the reading of its provisions that if the point of order is 
made that it shall receive its first consideration in Committee of the 


Whole, the t of order, if insisted upon, must be sustained. 
Mr. P I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. HOOKER. I think we had better have it considered in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
tleman from Arkansas to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
ole House. 
Mr. HOOKER. I object. 
Mr. PEEL. I move the House resolveitself into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Rocers in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 
ba? Sg of considering this bill. 

e Clerk read the first section. 
.Mr. CUTCHEON. As the first six sections seem simply to fix the 

boundary of the reservation, I think that they may be considered as 
read. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection general debate will be con- 
sidered as closed, and the bill will be read for amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was sag wd going to ask unanimous consent 
that the first six sections, which define the boundaries, be considered as 
read. 


Mr, MORRILL. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the gentleman in charge of this bill ought 
to explain it. 

Mr. PEEL. I was about to explain some of the features of the bill. 
It is well remembered, I presume, by the members of the committee 


that during the last session of this Congress a bill for the same pur- 
pose as this was by both Houses, and received the approval of 
the President, but failed to receive the approval of the Indians. 

The material difference between that bill and the one under consid- 
eration is the point that I will speak of now. The other bill provided 
that for the lands to be taken under the homestead Jaw the settler was 
to pay 50 cents an acre in addition to the fees of the office. That sum 
went to the funds of the Indians. This bill requires that for all lands 
taken under the homestead law in the first three years after the lands 
are open to settlement the settlers shall pay, in addition to the fees, 
$1.25 an acre. Forall taken in the next two years thereafter, after the 
three years, 75 cents an acre, and for all from five years up to ten years 
at 50 cents an acre; and at the end of ten years, all that are not then 
taken the Government accepts at 50 cents an acre. So that there can 
be none of the land, which is said to be 11,000,000 acres, left upon the 
hands of the Indians. That was one of the material objections they 
made to the other bill; that under it the best of the lands would be 
taken at 50 cents an acre and the bad lands left unsold. From the best 
estimate that can be made, the sale of these lands will produce between 
eight and eleven million dollars. 

The other bill also required theexpenseof the sale and survey to 
come out of the proceeds of the land. Under this bill the Government 
pays that. So that under this bill they get the entire proceeds of the 
sale of every acre that is sold. AsI havestated, if after ten years any is 
Hi the Government takes it at 50 cents per acre; so that they get it 

Mr, PAYSON. Does this require the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. PEEL. It does not. 

Mr. PAYSON. The other bill did. 

Mr. PEEL. This brings the matter pretty well up to the demand 
made by the Indians. Last year they conferred with the Land Com- 
missioner, and afterwards there were about sixty chiefs who were 
brought to Washington to confer with the Secretary of the Interior. 
The understanding was when they came here they would not ask more 
than 50 cents an acre, and by that means receive about five or six mill- 
ion dollars, but when they came here a portion of them demanded 
$1.25. This bill came as near up to their wishes in that tas we 
felt warranted in going. Iam free to say that I think it makes but 
little difference to the Government whether we pay a dollar or a dol- 
lar and a half an acre, or whether we pay ten or twenty millions. We 
have already expended over $30,000,000 since the treaty of 1868, in 
twenty years, for the purpose of making them self-sustaining, but there 
is not an Indian out of the 23,000 who is not drawing rations from 
the Government. 

Therefore, under the policy heretofore pursued there is no telling how 
much money it will take. In fact, in my judgment, under the old 
theory it will never be accomplished, or at least it will take $40,000,- 
000 under any policy that can be adopted to make them self-sustain- 
ing, put them upon their feet, and make them part and parcel of the 
community. Therefore I do not think the amount of the consider- 
ation is a material question. If any gentlemen desire to make it 
greater I will not object, so faras I am concerned, or feel that the Goy- 
ernment has lost anything. 

Now, in regard to the submission clause, the committee have given 
in the report their reason for leaving that clause out. The twelfth 
clause of the treaty of 1868 requires that none of these lands shall be 
ceded unless three-fourths of the male adults assent to it. It fixes no 
age, butsays ‘‘male adults.’ From the report of the commission that 
went out there, and from the best information that we could obtain, 
we found that instead of submitting the matter to the Indians we 
would really be submitting it to ‘‘ powers behind the throne,” to pow- 
ers much greater than the Indians themselves, 

According to the report of the commission, they never could get to 
the rank and file of the Indians, Certain chiefs who hold position 
amongst them got between the members of the commission and the 
rank and file, so that the great body of the Indians could not be reached, 
and no measure will reach them until the chiefs are settled with ac- 
cording to the old rule of adjusting these matters, because they will 
hold the Indians off and keep them down and not let them even con- 
sider the matter. One reason that has operated against this proposi- 
tion, as we have been told—I have heard this denied and I do not as- 
sert it as a fact—one Of the reasons, as we have been told, is that the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company has a large amount of land ac- 
quired under a railroad grant, which land is now opened up for sale, 
and, as a matter of course, as business men they want to get all they 
can for their lands, and they know that if this bill should become a 
law and should open up 11,000,000 of acres in Southern Dakota, in a 
more favorable location than that of the railroad lands, then their lands 
would be kept out of the market for several years tocome. Whether 
that is a fact or not I do not know, but we have been so informed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit a question at this 
point? F 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or 
any other ra fr i aigen committee, by attorney or otherwise, 
to oppose this bill? 
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Mr. PEEL, They didnot. I onlystate that asan impression which 
we obtained, I think, from the commission who went out there. But 
there is another railroad there, I believe, which ends at Pierre. Under 
this bill if the grant which they have obtained from the Indians is rat- 
ified they will have to extend their road to the Black Hills. As I un- 
derstand it, that company does not now want to extend its line to the 
Black Hills, because it makes connection with another railroad that 
reaches the Hills through Nebraska, and so it gets the trade anyway. 
But if this bill shall pass they will be compelled to extend the line 
within twelve months. Therefore, of course, they are not in favor of 
this bill or of any measure opening up this reservation. 

But the greatest obstacle is found in certain squaw-men and cer- 
tain chiefs who own large herds of cattle and are reaping large for- 
tunes by raising those cattle on the common property. Asa matter of 
course they do not want this bill to pass or to have the reservation 
opened, because that will destroy their monopoly, and by force of cir- 
cumstances they are able to control the Indians. For these reasons we 
do not believe that any bill that can be prepared will receive the sanc- 
tion of three-fourths of the rank and file of the Indians, unless resort 
is had to bribery of the men who control them. If that is true, then 
the question presented seriously to our committee is this: Dealing with 
these people as the wards of the country—and the Supreme Court in 
three or four different decisions has given them that. status—what is 
the duty of the aoan who has in charge the property of his ward? 

I understand the rule to be that the guardian has the right to enlarge 
or increase the estate of the ward, but not to diminish it. Now, if 
our treaty with these wards contains a clause the execution of which 
would be to their detriment, shall we insist on doing them this dam- 
age? In our report we state our belief that where the execution of a 
clause of a treaty with these people would operate to their benefit we 
ought to adhere to it; but if such a course would be injurious to these 
uneducated and almost savage people who find it impossible to com- 
prehend their own condition and the future that awaits them—if they 
are controlled or influenced by others, and are not acting under their 
own free will, and we find that carrying out that clause literally would 
continue these people in a state of savagery, the question is, should a 
isan rah like ours adhere to the execution of such aprovision? Or 

o we not take a more proper view of the question when we look to 
their interests ? 

Are we simply to dicker with them and seek to continue them in 
their present condition, or are we to try to improve their condition, look- 
ing towards individualizing them and making them citizens, so that 
the Indian question will disappear from the governmental machinery 
of this country, the Indians becoming citizens like the rest of our peo- 
ple? When the Government finds itself in such a position as this I 
understand it to be our policy to treat the property of these wards of 
the nation as the pro of a ward would be treated by a guardian 
or by a court having control of its administration—to treat it in such 
a manner as will conduce to the best interests of the ward. 

These are the main points of difference. They are practically all the 
differences which it is worth talking about. The other bill proposed 
to set apart a million dollars as a fund, out of which tostart improve- 
ments, to organize schools, ete. This bill sets rag $2,000,000, which 
sum is to be refunded out of the sale of the lan 

Now, I simply want to make this proposition—and I doit in all sin- 
cerity and candor. I know we are here to-night without a quorum. 
If any gentleman has any serious objection to any part of this bill and 
amendments are desired, all I ask is that if after proper consideration 
and discussion of such amendments for a reasonable time gentlemen 
are not willing to be governed by the sentiment of those who are pres- 
ent here this evening, they will consent that the measure be 
over till to-morrow, to be acted on by a full House, when a vote can 
be taken fairly and squarely; because, Mr. Chairman, if the judgment 
of this House is not in accord with that of the committee, we are ready 
to yield gracefully and accept its judgment instead of our own. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I see that the order under which we meet to- 
night provides also for a session on Wednesday night. Was it the pur- 
pose of the chairman of the committee to complete the consideration of 
this bill to-night? 

Mr. PEEL. If possible we would like to do so, as there are several 
other bills which the committee desire to have considered after getting 
through with this measure. This bill is of very great importance to 
that whole western country. This large body of waste land now cuts 
off the entire commerce between that western country and Eastern 
Dakota, Missouri, etc. No one, I presume, who knows any- 
thing about this matter believes that this large tract of waste land is 
of any value to the Indians at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I notice that on pages 25 and 26 of this bill it is 
provided that these three islands in the Missouri River shall be donated 
to the towns of Chamberlain, Pierre, and Niobrara—to be used, I be- 
lieve, as public parks. If I remember correctly the eastern line of the 
Sioux reservation is on the eastern side of the river-—— 

Mr. PEEL. I understand so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that all the islands are inside the Sioux reser- 
vation. Now, Ido not notice in this bill any provision for compensating 
the Indians for those islands. Is there any? 
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Mr. PEEL. This bill, I willsay to the gentleman, is in that respect 
exactly like the bill which was passed before, There is provision for 
the payment of the Indians for the improvements. 

r. HOLMAN. I notice that. If these islands are small and of 
little consequence, it is of course hardly necessary to take this matter 
into account; but one of them, I believe, is—— 

Mr. PEEL. I do not know exactly the size of those islands; but I 
will say to my friend that when we reach that part of the bill, if he 
desires to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My object was simply to inquire—— 

Mr. NELSON. In a report which I made to a former Congress there 
was a letter of the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs giving approximately 
the area of these islands. As this letter is very short I will read it: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 19, 1886, 

Sır: In reply to your informal est for information as to the area of cer- 
tain islands in the Missouri and Niobrara Rivers belonging to the Great Sioux 
reservation, Dakota, namely, American Island, Farm Island, and Niobrara 
Island, I have to say that the first named, Ameriean Island, has an area of 
545.88 acres; the second, Farm Island, is estimated to be 3 miles in length by 
from one-quarter to three-quarters of a mile in width, 

I can give you no information in respect to the last named, Niobrara Island, 
It has never been surveyed, nor has Farm Island. z 


Very respectfully, 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 


Niobrara Island is not a large island—perhaps 400 or 500 acres. 

Mr. HOOKER. We are informed by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. PEEL], chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that this 
bill has been introduced in consequence of the failure of the bill of the 
last session of Congress. That bill provided for a commission in con- 
formity with the treaty of 1868, made by a commission constituted on 
the part of the United States of Nathaniel G. Taylor, William T. Sher- 
man, William 8. Harney, John B. Sanborn, 8. F. Tappan, C. C. Augur, 
and Alfred H. Terry, and of certain chiefs and headmen of the different 
tribes of Sioux Indians on the other part, 

That bill at the last session of Congress provided for a commission, 
and that commission went to Dakota to treat with these Sioux Indians 
in order to get their consent. The treaty provided that the consent of 
the Indians should be obtained. 

What, Mr. Chairman, isthe changed condition of affairs which makes 
it necessary now to pass a bill without a provision requiring the con- 
sent of these Indians? It may be said this is done in order to obtain 
the consent of the Indians. They certainly failed to obtain it under the 
bill of the last session of Congress. What are the conditions at the 
second session of the Fiftieth Congress which did not exist at the first 
session? That bill received the sanction of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in both Houses of Congress from the fact it contained that pro- 
vision in conformity to the treaty with these Indians. Is there any 
reason why we should now have a bill introduced here which proposes 
to violate the provisions of the treaty with these Indians? 

I ask again, Mr. Chairman, what is the changed condition of affairs 
which makes this necessary? Nothing apparently. It is a fact no- 
torious that the commission wasappointed to obtain the consent of the In- 
dians in conformity to the treaty we made with these Indians twenty 
yearsago, that they should retain possession of what remained to them 
of their immense territory, that it should never be taken away from 
them except under the form prescribed in that treaty of 1868, Now, 
the bill of the last session of Congress complied with that provision of 
the treaty and required as a prerequisite the consent of the Indians 
themselves. A commission was sent out, and it failed to obtain the 
consent of the Indians. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Aftairs, says that it failed be- 
cause a certain chief stood in advance of the Indians and would not 
allow the commission to obtain their consent. We understand these 
Indians transact all their business through their chiefs, that their chiefs 
speak for them, that they assume to know the sentiment of the Indians 
better than anybody else. 

Certainly it comes with bad grace froma government which conceded 
this question of ownership to ask that that stipulation of the treaty 
should be departed from; that now, driven by stress of weather, being 
unable to obtain the consent of the Indians by means of a cominission, 
you propose to do it without their consent. I say that is in violation 
of the treaty, and I can see no reason why the bill should be intro- 
duced again in the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, when as late 
as the first session of this Congress a bill introduced from this same 
Committee on Indian Affairs conceded itto be necessary to get the con- 
sent of the Indians before we could make any acquisition of territory 
from them. 

That commission failed, and another resort is necessary by the Gov- 
ernment to obtain the consent of those Indians. A large number of the 
chiefs of the various Sioux tribes were brought to the city of Washing- 
ton at heavy expense to consult with the Secretary of the Interior. 
My honorable friend says it would make no difference to him whether 
you paid a few millions for this. It is well known that the Secretary 
of the Interior treated with these Indians, but was unable to makeany 
agreement with them. They wanted a certain price for their lands, 
The original bill provided an amount which I do not now remember. 
What was it? 
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Mr. PEEL. Fifty cents an acre. 

Mr. HOOKER. It provided a price of 50 cents anacre. That was 
the amount provided in the original bill, I thought so, but did not 
recollect it exactly. The Indians declined to take that. The commis- 
sion failed to persuade them to give their consent toit. The delega- 
tion brought here, after conference with the officers of the Government, 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 

in failed to make any arrangement with them. It was understood 
ey disagreed mainly on the price offered. The Indians insisted on 
the price offered in the first bill. 

That commission failed, and now we have introduced a bill here 
which proposes a violation in so many words, an absolute disregard of 
the very treaty which General Sherman and others in 1868 made with 
these Indians. I send to the Clerk’s desk for the purpose of having 
read the twelfth article of that treaty to see what it was they agreed to 
with these Indians. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ART, 12, No treaty for the cession of any portion or of the reservation 
herein described which mar be held in common shall be of 

ans unless executed and signed by at least three- 
Indians occupying and interested in the same; and 
no cession by the tribe shall be understood o: in such manner as to 


T CO! 
deprive, without his consent, any individual member of the tribe of his rights 
to any tract of land selected by him, as provided in Article 6 of this treaty. 


. HOOKER. Now turn to Article 6 and see what it says. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Art, 6. If any individual Selene to said tribes of Indians, or legally in- 
them, being the head of a family, shall desire to commence 


mon, but the ane ea fag occupied and held in the exclusive possession of the 


rake 


Any person over eighteen years of age, not paing She head of a family, may, 
in like manner, select and cause to be certified to him or her, for purposes of cul- 
tivation, ——_ of land not exceeding 80 acres in extent, and thereupon be 

oxel of directed 


the same as above R 
selected, a certifieaie, containing a description thereof 
and the name of the person selecting it, with a certificate indorsed thereon that 
the same has been recorded, shall be delivered to the party entitled to it by the 
after the same shall have been recorded by him in a book, to be in 
hoo 6s BI RGR OR See SEGN ALDA ranan aa ENG, oux 


The President may, at any time, order a survey of the and, when 
so surveyed, shall provide for proventing the rights of settlers in 
their improvements, and may fix the character of the title held by each. The 
United Sintes may pass such laws on the subject of alienation and descent of 
propsrta between the Indians and their descendants as corm thon thought proper. 

And it is further stipulated that any male Indians, over eighteen years o! age, of 
any band or tribe that is or shall hereafter become a party to this treaty, who 
now is or who shall hereafter becomea resident or occupant of any reservation or 
Territory not included in the tract of country desi, and described in this 
treaty for the permanent home of the Indians, which is not mineral land, nor 
reserved by the United States for special purposes other than Indian ocoupation, 
and who shall haye made improvements thereon of the value of $200 or more, 
continuously occupied the same as a homestead forthe term of three years 


and 

shall be entitled to receive from the United States a nt for 160 acres of land 
_ his said improvements, the same to be in the form of the legal subdi- 
visions 


the ere of the public lands. 
plication in writing, sustained by the proof of two disinterested wit- 
to th the local oi the sought to be 


ce, and the right of such Indian or In- 
dians to enter such tract or tracts of land shall accrue and be perfect from the 
date of his first improvements thereon, andshall continue as long as he contin- 
And any Indian or In- 
provisions shall 
nited States 


ues his residence and improvements, and no lo s 

dians receiving a patent for land under the fo: 

and from thenceforth become and be a citizen of the 
and immunities of such citizens, and shall, at thesame 

time, retain ts to benefits accruing to Indians under this treaty. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, by the provis- 
ions of the twelfth section of the treaty just read by the Clerk, that it 
requires the assent of three-fourths of the adult Sioux Indians before 
these lands can be taken. I presume the intelligent chairman of the 
committee, and the committee itself, understood that any bill which 
was introduced in the Congress of the United States which would ex- 
pect to receive the approbation of both branches of Congress and the 
approval of the Executive should contain provisions in conformity to 

treaty, and that it could not poy succeed unless that provision 
was respected in the treaty by which these Indians were to hold the 
land not at the option of the Government alone, but in their own right, 
and by a title of which they could not be divested except by their own 
consent. 

I say I presume it was in compliance with the provisions of the treaty 
and in respect thereto that the bill of the last session of Congress was 
introduced and passed, but failing to obtain the assent of the Indians 
this new proposition to take their lands without their consent is 
brought forward, and my chief objection to the bill is the sweeping 
provision of section 21, which provides— _ 

That all the lands in the Great Sioux reservation, outside of the separate res- 
restored to the public domain, except 
Niobrara Island, and shall be disposed of 
by the United States to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the home- 
stead law (except section 2301 thereof)and under the law relating to town sites: 
Provided, That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions of 


said hom acts, shall pay to the United States Methe Adao tation by him, 
in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $1.25 per acre for all lands 


d of within the first three years after the taking effect of this act, 
and the sum of 75 cents per acre for all lands disposed of within the next two 
years following thereafter, and 50 cents per acre for the residue of the 

then undisposed of, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor according to 
homestead laws, and after the full payment of said sums, etc. 

So that this seetion of the bill pro an absolute violation of the 
treaty of 1868, and yet it requires the settler to pay ior these lands 
the same amount that you would not pay the Indians for the lands 
when they were here to treat with you recently and made an offer of 
salp: aa I am informed, at a certain price which the Government de- 

ined. 

Now, the honorable chairman of the committee says that the ques- 
tion of a few dollars or a few million dollars paid by the Government 
for the land is a matter of little moment. Mr. Chairman, it is a mat- 
ter of very material moment when you come to consider the question 
of keeping the faith of the Government of the United States as ex- 
pressed by the plain and solemn terms of this treaty with the Indians. 

But surely, sir, if we are to have any regard at all for the compact 
entered into by the Government, and which your intelligent commis- 
sion, with General Sherman at its head, succeeded in negotiating, as a 
great acquisition on the part of the Government; if we are, I say, to 
pay any respect to the plighted faith with the Indians under our pledges 
with them, we must get the consent of the Indians themselves before 
undertaking to get possession of their lands, and which they hold by 
the very terms of the treaty of 1868. That fact this committee knew 
at the first session of this Congress, or else they would not have pro- 
vided for it in their bill framed at that session, What change, then, 
I ask again, what change has there been in the condition of affairs 
which makes it ible to doin this second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress that which the good faith we owed to the Indians under our 
treaty stipulations prohibited us from doing in the first session of this 
Congress? And why bring in arbitrary legislation now, which, in the 
last session of Congress, you did not think you could enact under your 
compacts and treaties with these tribes? 

There may be difficulties about obtaining the assent of the Indians; 
but the chief difficulty seemed to be the fact that the Indians by some 
means or other haye become apprised of the value of their lands and 

mt a stipulated value upon them which the Government was unwill- 
to grant. ‘The Government declined to take the lands at the price 
they affixed to them; but now it is proposed, in the face of the report 
of the two commissioners sent into the Territory to treat with the In- 
dians at the agencies and endeavor to negotiate respecting their rights, 
to take more arbitrary steps and fix this price upon the land without 
their consent. You failed to negotiate with them by the ion, 
although they were, as we find by reference to the report of the com- 
mittee, ‘‘ blanket Indians,’’ without the claim of civilization which 
enlightens the balance of the world, although they seem atleast to un- 
derstand what their interests are sufficiently well to decline an inade- 
quate compensation for the lands which the Government of the United 
States wanted to obtain. 

If now the amount of payment to be given for the lands is, as weare 
told, a mere bagatelle, and amounts to nothing, why not obtain the con- 
sent of the Indians if the lands are as valuable to the United States and 
desirable for settlement as we are led to sup them tobe? Letus pa; 
the Indians for them the price which they fix upon them, which baer 
Digs Shek or ars IA Wi slags tha coved AAA ber tac 
price which you have to the ac seti m 
after divesting the Indian title. 

Mr. Chairman, I say therefore that this bill is directly in the teeth 
of the treaty, directly in the face of the solemn provisions of the agree- 
ment made with the Indians, and that the committee well understood 
at the first session of this Congress, or else they would not have made 
provision as they did in the then pending bill. 

These constitute, in my opinion, insuperable objections to the bill 
in its present shape. : 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I will submit a few brief ob- 
servations to the committee on thisquestion. There was a treaty with 
these same Sioux Indians in the fall of 1876 by a distinguished com- 
mission, of which George W. Man; , of Ohio, and Bishop Whip- 
ple, of Minnesota,were members. Under that treaty they relinquished 
a portion of the lands embraced in this reservation by the treaty of 
1868. I do not know, butit occurs to me that there may be something 
in the agreement of 1876 bearing upon this question, and that the In- 
dians at that time may have consented to some extent to waive the 
rights they possessed under the terms of the treaty of 1868. 

In 1875 a commission was sent in pursuance of the act of Congress to 
treat with the Indians, and Mr. ALLISON, of Iowa, a member of the 
Senate then, as he is now, was chairman of the commission. They en- 
deavored to get the consent of the Sioux to the relinquishment of the 
Black Hills territory then recently discovered to be rich in gold. They 
then assumed about thesame position as the body of chiefs whoso recently 
appeared here at the capital, and could not agree upon terms and war 
ensued, a desolating war, in 1876, which cost the Government millions 
of money and many valuable lives, and that was supplemented by this 
agreement of the Indians of 1876, which seems to be left out of the ac- 
count altogether; and it is well that this body, that this committee and 
this Congress should understand the terms of that agreement of 1876, 
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which I do not recall, to know to what extent it varied the provisions 
of the treaty of 1868. 

I recollect one of the provisions of the treaty of 1868, and if I am 
not mistaken it is contained in the sixteenth section of that treaty, in 
which the Government at that time transferred to these Indians titles 
to the lands lying west of the Missouri River clear to the Black Hills 
and gave them the right to roam over all the lands west of that clear 
to the Big Horn Mountains. It was provided in that treaty that the 
roads then in use that were traversed to the mountains of Montana 
should be closed and that three military located out there—I think 
at Fetterman, Smith, and some other post—should be abandoned and 
dismantled, and they were» It remained in that condition until gold 
was discovered in the Black Hills and the miners poured in there in 
such a way that they could not be kept out. Then we endeavored to 
make terms with the Indians and they would not consent to the pro- 
_— terms. This was followed by the war of 1876, which was fol- 

ed by the treaty of 1876, a treaty which has not been referred to 
here to-night. The facts pertaining to that treaty, I have no doubt, are 
well known to the committee, and I have no doubt they have inquired 
into it. It would be of interest to know if that treaty has been taken 
into consideration in this matter, and therefore I ask the question. 

Mr. PEEL. I will say to my friend from California that when we 
reach the amendments to be ‘offered as to submitting it to the Indians 
we can answer all of these questions better. There are some reasons 
which could be given, but, as I said before, Iam perfeetly willing, if 
this committee should so determine, to settle this question in full 
House when an amendment is offered to submit this question of con- 
sent to the Indians. If the majority of the House wants it done, all 


t. 
e CUTCHEON. Will the chairman of the eommittee please in- 
form us whether the treaty of 1876 had a bearing upon this matter of 
consent? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not know that it has. I understand that in treat- 
ing for the Black Hills the Government took the signatures of two 
hundred and forty of the chiefs as representing the balance of the peo- 
ple. The Governmentaccepted it and has been using it ever since that 
treaty was made. I do not know that it has any particular bearing 
upon this except as a precedent. 

Mr. GIFFORD. One of the reasons why it is proposed to pass this 
bill and open this land without the consent of the Indians is this: The 
conditions of the treaty of 1868 have been disregarded, broken, and vio- 
lated by both the contracting parties from that date to this. The con- 
dition of the treaty provided for the maintenance of these Indians for 
four years. The Government has maintained them for about twenty 
years. It provided for the establishment of two agencies. The Gov- 
ernment has established six agencies. It provided that the Indians 
should not go upon the war-path; that they should not scalp whites. 
All the conditions of that treaty have been violated. They were not 
to rob the stages, nor to attack whites in any manner; but as a matter 
of fact, and a historical fact, there were bands of these Indians during 
the whole period from the making of this treaty until the Black Hills 
treaty was made, and I think up to 1880 or 1881, continually on the 
war-path, violating the conditions of this treaty. 

The Government, upon the other hand, was continually extending 
the terms of this treaty by issuing rations to these Indians and by 
establishing agencies among them and providing them with clothes 
and sustenance. This treaty of 1876 which was referred to does not 
continue the twelfth article of the treaty of 1868 except by inference. 
The treaty of 1876 was based upon the signatures, as was said by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], of two hundred and forty of 
these Indians, and was at that time regarded by both Houses of Con- 
gress and by the President of the United States as binding and obliga- 
tory upon both the contracting parties. The Government then regarded 
this matter of treaty-making with the Indians—I mean this matter of 
securing three-fourths of the signatures of these Indians—as a farce. 
It is a farce. The only persons who are treated with or considered at 
all in making these treaties are a few of the chiefs and a few of the 
sSquaw-men. If the same means had been adopted by this commission 
that had been adopted theretofore in securing the consent of these In- 
dians there would have been no trouble in it. 

- Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What was the good old way? 

Mr. MCKENNA. What was the old way ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. By giving them a few trinkets. 

Mr. PAYSON. The “‘ ordinary modern methods.’’ 

Mr. GIFFORD. No; the method that has prevailed ever since the 
first landing at Plymouth Rock. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Since the landing of Columbus. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Was itnot the same as prevailed in deal- 
ing with the Indians in Mississippi and Arkansas ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. The proposition in this bill is based on the idea 
that it is better to deal justly with the Indians without their consent 
than to deal with them unjustly with their consent. Gentlemen who 
are to-day insisting upon conformity to the twelfth article of the 
treaty of 1868 were willing in the to give these Indians only 50 
cents an acre if they would give consent to these terms and to 
that consideration. The proposition now is to treat these Indians pre- 


cisely as the gentleman from Arkansas described as relates to the Gov- 
ernment and give them a fair price. I think by dealing justly with 
them we will secure their title to the land. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to see, Mr. Chairman, whether we can not 
agree that amendments offered may be voted upon here to-night, and 
then, if there is any disposition to demand a vote upon them ina full 
House, can we not agree that the vote may be taken to-morrow ? 

Mr. PEEL. I will say to my colleague that that proposition has 
already been made. 

Mr. PERKINS. But it has not been acted upon. 

Mr. PEEL. No; it has not been acted upon, but I thought that 
when we got to the amendments we might come to an agreement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been read, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendments be considered and voted upon 
here, and that then if anybody desires to insist on a vote upon themin 
a full House, we agree now that the bill go over, and that a vote be 
had upon the amendments in the House to-morrow, with thirty min- 
utes’ debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thirty minutes upon each side. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, thirty minutes upon each side. The reason 
I make that request is that if we can not come to some understanding 
of this kind, I do not see the propriety of spending the evening in con- 
sidering this bill when we might occupy the time with something 
else. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommitteecan make no agreement that will 
bind the House, but it can, by unanimous consent, recommend that 
that course be taken in the House. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think, Mr. Chairman, we had better goon and 
consider the bill in the regular way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the committee 
but for a few moments. I agree fully with the chairman that this is 
one of the most important measures that have come before this Con- 
gress, or before any Congress of which I have been a member. It is 
proposed here toopen up this great reservation, to restore to the public 
domain 11,000,00C acres of land. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HOOKER] asks the question, what are the changed conditions be- 
tween the time when the treaty of 1868 was made and the present 
time? 

Mr. HOOKER. No; between the first session of this Congress and 
the present time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I willconsider both points together. The changed 
condition between the making of the treaty of 1868, or even the mak- 
ing of the treaty of 1876, and the present time is this, that within that 
limited period we have witnessed the miracle of the birth, the growth, 
the maturity of a magnificent commonwealth right around this Indian 
reservation, and that this Indian reservation lies directly in the path 
of the march of empire from the East to the West. I take up this bill 
and I find it provided in the first six sections of it that a certain part 
of this Great Sioux reservation is to be set apart for a permanent reser- 
vation. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better strike out the word 
t permanent” from each one of these sections. It does not mean any- 
thing. There is not any such thing as a permanent Indian reservation 
upon this continent. 

Mr. PERKINS. There should not be, any more. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is not, there never was, and there never 
will be; the white race propose to take possession of this land; it does 
not make any difference whether we call it the Sioux reservation of 
Dakota, or Oklahoma in the Indian Territory. The avidity of the 
white race for land isabsolutely insatiable. We made a treaty in 1868 
by which we gave to the Sioux Indians, the greattribe of the North, 
all that vast domain described by the gentleman from California, and 
guarantied it to them, agreed never to take it from them unless with 
their free consent; yet in 1876, by the signatures of two hundred and 
forty of their so-called neadmen, we took a vast empire away from 
them. Why? Simply because the white men had discovered that 
there were rich gold mines in the Black Hills and they wanted them. 
They wanted them, and they did not wait for any treaty or for any 
law; they went there and took the land, and then General Sherman 
and his colleagues made such an agreement as they could—the only 
agreement that they could. 

But thousands upon thousands of whites were already there. They 
were there by the right of might, not by the right of law, and there 
they remained; and a poor, miserable apology for an agreement was 
patched up and called a treaty, and the Indians drew out and the 
whites have remained there ever since. Now, here is this great reser- 
vation which stands in the path of empire, and I say to you, gentle- 
men, that itis utterly futile to suppose that these twenty-eight thou- 
sand or thirty-two thousand Indians are going to hold possession of that 
reservation. The white man has laid his rapacious eye upon it, and 
the white man is going to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. And is not the gentleman glad of it? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam simply talking now about what is going to 
be, not about what ought to be. [Laughter.] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of i 
man going out there? 


What objection have you to the black 
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oo CUTCHEON. I have not any, if he can get a good homestead 
ere. 

Mr. PETERS. Insteadof the white man’s rapacity, is it not Chris- 
tian civilization that is working this great change? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is not any doubt that 
we ought to have the consent of these people; but these Sioux Indians 
have now got their eyes open. They understand the value of 160 
acres of land in the market in Dakota almost as well as a white man 
does, and they want to get all they can for their land. There is a good 
deal of the white man in the Indian. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In some of them. [Laughter.] 
shee CUTCHEON. ‘They want to get the best price possible for their 

oe NELSON. Who is it that has helped to make that land valu- 
able 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am just going to talk about that. Twenty-one 
years ago when the treaty of 1868 was made that whole territory was 
one vast wilderness and desert. Dakota was then beyond the border 
of civilization; it was away beyond the frontier, but to-day there is one 
of the most intelligent, thriving, progressive, go-ahead communities on 
the American continent right around this reservation. That is the 
changed condition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is, shall we apply to this case the 
old maxim, ‘‘ Let him take who can,” or shall we abide by the treaty ? 
That is about the only question there is in this case. For my part I 
want to see this reservation opened up, not less for the sake of the In- 
dian than for the sake of the white man. I believe that the interest 
of civilization, the Christianization of the American Indian, demands 
that these great compact masses of ignorance and barbarism should be 
crushed to pieces. I want to see railroads go through that reservation; 
I want to see school-houses built there to which white children shall 
go; I want the people there to hear in the morning the school-bell, 
which shall sammon the children of the neighborhood just as we hear 
it in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota; I want to see these lands 
taken in severalty. But I want first to ascertain whether there is not 
some method of accomplishing this result conformably to our treaties? 
Have we exhausted all reasonable and honorable means to accomplish 
this object in accordance with our treaty obligations? 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow mea remark? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. I can conceive of but one method to get the consent 
of the Indians, If we would putinto this bill or into some other bill 
alarge corruption fand for the purpose of bribing the leading chiefs, 
giving them a large bonus, we should no doubt secure a formal approval 
of this treaty. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very likely. 

Mr. NELSON. That is the only way. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the only barrier now; and it was the only 
barrier to success last summer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That shows the truth of what I have said, that 
there is a great deal of white man in the Indian. 

Ido not complain that this bill does not give the Indians enough 
money for this land. I do not know but that it gives them too much— 
too much for their own good. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] asked a little while 
ago, what has made this land so valuable? Now, we must all candidly 
admit that it is not the red man; it is the white man; it is the men 
who have gone from the t Northwest—from Illinois, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, Michigan, Wisconsin—who haye gone there and built homes; 
it is they who have given new value to this land. 

The great question that stands in my way in regard to the support 
of this measure is the question raised by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Hooker]. It is not the question whether the Indian is 
getting money enough per acre for the land, but it is the question of 
the honor of the Government of the United States. 

Mr, PEEL. If the gentleman from Michigan will allow mea minute, 
I want to make a proposition. If the Committee of the Whole is not 
willing to allow a vote on this matter in the House after submitting 
the question to reasonable debate there is no use in consuming further 
time upon this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. So far as I am concerned I have never yet made 
factious opposition to any bill during the six years I have been a mem- 
ber of this House, and I do not intend to do so in this case. Iam will- 
ing to abide by the decision of the majority of the House, but I want 
it to be the decision of the House. So far as I am concerned I shall be 
content with that; but I wanted to present clearly on the mind of this 
Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. HOOKER (to Mr. PEEL). I hope the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CurcHron] will be permitted to conclude his remarks, be- 
fren wo sý all interested in knowing what result he is coming to. 

ughter. 

Mr. PEEL. I was going to ask my friend from Michigan whether 
he would yield to ailow me to make the proposition I have indicated. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will finish in a moment what I have to say. 
The gentleman from Mississippi desires to know to what result I am 


coming. Itis simply this: This bill attempts to do a right thing ina 
wrong way. It attempts to do that which I most earnestly desire to 
see done—that is to secure the opening upof this great reservation, to 
let in civilization through and around these Indian tribes; but it seems 
to me it attempts to do this in a wrong way, a way opposite to that 
which was pro in the last session of this Congress. Thatis the 
way I feel about it. Such being my sentiment, I do not propose to 
offer any factions opposition to this bill; but I wanted to call the atten- 
tion of this committee to the situation and to invoke its candid consid- 
eration of the question whether or not, before taking this land by force, 
we ought not to make one more attempt to secure the consent of the 
Indians according to the agreement which we made. 

ian I will yield to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 


Mr. PEEL. I want to make a proposition to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] and to all members who are present here 
to-night. Ido thisin all candor. I do it in justice to other members 
of the committee who are interested in other bills which they desire to 
have considered. If gentlemen who desire to have this question sub- 
mitted to a vote of the Indians will agree that this amendment (after 
being voted upon here to-night or not, as gentlemen may prefer) shall 

over till to-morrow to be voted upon in a full House r thirty or 

fteen minutes’ debate on each side—if such an understanding cau be 
reached, there may be some reason in going on with this bill now. I 
hope gentlemen who are in favor of submitting this matter to the In- 
dians will be as frank as I am and will say whether they assent to this 
proposition or not. 

Mr, Chairman, I will submit it to the committee. I move the amend- 
ment which will be offered for submitting this bill back to the Indians 
for their consent be voted on after debate, say, of twenty or thirty min- 
utes on each side in 2 full House. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair doesnot know whether he understands 
just what the gentleman from Arkansas proposes. He will state itand 
if he is not correct the gentleman from Arkansas can correct him. — It is 
that this bill shall be reported back to the House with amendments 
sen orn to be voted on to-morrow in a full House. Is there ob- 
ection 

Mr. HOOKER. I regard this as a bill of very great importance. It 
is one which has been sprung on us for the first time this evening. But 
few members have read it, and that is the reason why I called for the 
reading of the bill, because I wanted the members who are present to 
understand just exactly what it is. Several of them told me they did 
not understand it. It is an important measure, which should be con- 
sidered welland carefully and deliberated upon. Withmy present views 
I should be inclined to object to it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do you object? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do. 

Mr. PEEL. Are we to understand that my friend is not willing to 
have these amendments voted on in a full House? 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, yes; when they get there in the proper course 
of procedure I am ready to have a vote on them. 

Mr. PEEL. We understand your conscience is very tender. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is very necessary on such important matters we 
should proceed in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman will yield to me, I think I might 
persuade the gentleman from Mississippi to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let the gentleman from Minnesota 


i NELSON. IfI could be allowed to make a statement, I think 
he could be persuaded to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask leave to withdraw the bill. 

There was no objection. _ i 


ONEIDA RESERVATION, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9909) to pro- 
vide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians upon the 
Oneida reservation, in Wisconsin, and granting patents thereto, and for 
other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read a first time for information, 

Mr. HUDD. I ask the first reading of the bill for information be 
dispensed with, and the Clerk proceed to read it by sections for amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aus 
thorized to cause lands to be allotted to those who are entitled to allotment 
under the act of nai ire A 1887, of the Oneida Indians residing upon the tract 


of land near Green Bay, ê State of Wisconsin, reserved for said Indians by 
the second article of the treaty between the United States and Christian 
and Orchard ies of the Oneida Indians, concluded at Washington February 


3, 1838, as follows: 

To each head of a family, 90 acres, 

To each single person over eighteen years of age, and each orphan under 
ateen acres. 

To single person Bapata rimia years, 24 acres. 

Sxc.2. That all allotments e under the provisions of this act shall be ac- 
cording to the legal surveys, and in such manner as = SPAAR pe pry 3 
ments of the Indians receiving the allotment, When the impro’ ents of tw 
or more Indians have been made on the same legal of land, tthless 
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they shall otherwise agree, a provisional line may be run, dividing said lands 
between them, and the amount to which each is entitled shall be equalized in 
rm poise es of the remainder of the Jand to which they are entitled under 

Sec.3, That the allotments provided for in this act shall be made under the 
supervision of the agent in charge of the Indians located upon the said Oneida 
reservation, or other person duly authorized by the Department of the Interior 
under such rules and regulations as the Secre! of the Interior may prescribe, 
and shall be e 80 as to secure, as far as cable, an equal division of the 
agricultural lands embraced in the reservation. 

SEC. upon the approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, he shall cause certificates to issue therefor in the name of the allottees, 
which certificates shall be of legal effect, and declare that the United States 
does and will hold the land thus allotted for the period of five years in trust for 
the sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment shall have been 
made, or, in case of his decease, of his heirs, according to the laws of the State 
of Wisconsin, and that at the expiration of said period the Unitea States will 
convey the same by patent to said Indian or his heirs aforesaid, in fee dis- 
charged of said trust and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever, and no 
contract by any such Indian allottee or any lease, conveyance, or mortgage of 
the fee or lesser estate in and to such lands prior to the time fixed in this sec- 
tion for the issuance of a patent to such allottee shall be valid. 

Mr. HUDD. I move to amend section 4, line 5, by striking out the 
word ‘‘five’’ and inserting the word ‘‘ fifteen’? in lieu thereof. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman to add the following 
words: ‘“‘But the time may be extended to twenty-five years, in the 
discretion of the President of the United States.” 

Mr. HUDD. If the gentleman thinks that is necessary I will ac- 
cept it as a modification of my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the time usually provided, and I think it 
should be adopted in this case. 

Mr. HUDD. This is a special case. These Indians have lived for 
forty years near my city of Green Bay, in the State of Wisconsin. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see these divisions of 90 acres and 40 acres divide 
the entire tract up among these Indians, 


Mr. HUDD. There are only 63,000 acres in the reservation alto- 


ther. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have these lands been surveyed on the basis of 90 
and 40 acre subdivisions ? 

Mr. HUDD. Yes, thesurvey has been made upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman to extend the time beyond fif- 
teen years, for five years longer. 

Mr. HUDD. My amendment proposes to make the time fifteen 
years, and I think that is long enough. However, as I have already 
stated, I have no objection to accept the modification of the gentleman 
from Indiana to leave it to the discretion of the President to extend 
the period if it shall be found necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These Indians are not highly civilized. 

Mr. HUDD. Does the gentleman insist upon his amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not. 

Mr. HUDD. Let the vote, then, be taken on my amendment increas- 
ing the period from five to fifteen years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That any Indian to whom a certificate has been issued, as provided 
for in the preceding section, and who shall appear in open court in the district 
court of the United States for the eastern district of nsin, and make the 
same proof and take the same oath of allegiance as is provided by law for the 
naturalization of aliens, and shall also make proof to the satisfaction of said 
court that he is of legal age and sufficiently intelligent and prudent to control 
his own affairs, shall thereupon cease to be a member of said tribe of Oneida 
Indians, and shall become a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. HUDD. I move, in line 4, to add after the word ‘‘ Wisconsin”? 
the words “ or any State circuit court for Brown or Outagamie Counties, 
in said State of Wisconsin.” 

I will state, Mr. Chairman, that the object of the amendment is to 
allow them to go before the State as well as the United States courts to 
take oes their naturalization papers, in order to avoid the expense of 
trav 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SISSETON AND WAHPETON SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 9676) for the relief of cer- 
tain Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux Indians who served in the armies of 
the United States against their own people when at war with the United 
States, and of their families, descendants, and legal representatives, 
and of certain other Indians of said bands who served as soldiers in the 
prmies of the United States during the civil war, from the operation of 
certain acts of Congress passed to punish the hostile Indians, and yield 
to my colleague from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first formal reading of the bill, and that it be read by sections 
for amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Minnesota 
please tell us what this bill is about? 

Mr. NELSON. Icandothatvery briefly. The reportisquitelengthy, 
but I can explain in a very few words the purpose of the bill. 

There were many of the Sioux Indians, indeed most of those in 
Dakota, who had large annuities due to them from the Government, 


I think amounting in the te to a million and a half of dollars 
and upwards. In 1862 there was an Indian outbreak in Minnesota, as 
you all probably know, and the Indians committed extensive depreda- 
tions upon the whites right in the midst of the late war. The outbreak 
was finally suppressed, and after it was suppressed Congress went to 
work and confiscated all of the annuities due to the whole of these In- 
dians. I can not give the exact amount of the annuities, but, as I 
have said, the sum was quite large. The Government, however, con- 
fiscated the annuities belonging to all of these different bands of Sioux 
Indians. Among them were certain bands known as the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands, and of these bands of Indians there were certain In- 
dian scouts, and part of these aided us in Minnesota against their own 
people in the suppression of the outbreak, and a part of them were in 
the Army of the Union down South. 

The annuity confiscated included the share of these Indians as well 
as those who were actually engaged in the outbreak, and the object of 
this bill is to restore to that portion of the Sioux Indians who were in 
our Army either as scouts aiding us against their own people, or in the 
Army of the Union during the war down South—torestore tothem the 
share of the annuities to which they were properly entitled. That is 
the whole object of the bill, and I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is about the only bill that I know of involving an appropriation 
for annuities due to the Indians in which there is no attorney. Two 
of the leading men of these bands, Chief Renville and Sam Johnson, 
came here during the last session of Congress and went before the In- 
dian Office, and there is a voluminous report from the Department, em- 
bodied in the report of the committee, setting forth in detail their just 
dues and making a computation which the committee adopted in fram- 
ing this bill as the amount belonging to these Indians. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. You say there were no attorneys em- 
ployed in the case? 

Mr. NELSON. None whatever. 
sca ANDERSON, of Kansas. This money, then, goes directly to the 

ians? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, directly to the Indians. I know not a single 
person nor do I believe the committee knows ofa single person acting 
as the agent or attorney of these Indians in this connection. As I said, 
two of them came to this city, presented their claim before the Depart- 
ment in person, their account was stated by the Department, was set 
forth in a communication addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the House, is embodied in the report of the com- 
mittee, and affords the data on which the bill is framed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the general debate will be 
considered as closed and the bill be read by sections for amendment 
and debate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. : 

Mr. HOOKER. I would ask the gentleman from Minnesota in 
charge of this bill by what process of calculation he arrives at the con- 
clusion which seems to be embodied in section 2 of the bill, in lines 6 
and 7 and following lines, where the amount to which they are en- 
titled is specified, and the bill goes on to provide: 

The number of Indians who enlisted as scouts and soldiers in the United 
States Army and their families shail be considered as one-fourth of the whole 
number of Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians; and there is hereby appropriated 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum of $342,- 
738,37, ete, 


By what means do you arrive at that result? 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the gentleman that this bill just 
as it reads was prepared at the Indian Office. In their report, if we 
had time to read it, the whole matter is set forth exactly in detail, 
how that calculation is made, how the result is reached, and I can 
give no better explanation of it than that. It is sufficient to say that 
the Indian Office has an account of the annuities due to these bands, 
and they know from the records in the office what proportion of adults 
were in our employ as scouts, and they have estimated in the usual 
manner the number of women and children who go with the adults, 
and in that manner reached the conclusion embodied in the bill. It 
is their computation and not that of the committee. My friend and 
colleague [Mr. Rice] is entirely familiar with all the facts of the case, 
he being one of the older settlers in Minnesota. For myself, I am a 
mere ‘‘carpet-bagger,’’ having been there only since 1871. But my 
friend and colleague [Mr. Rice] ean tell you all about the Indian out- 
break. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask the gentleman if in the computation any 
interest is included ? 

- Mr. NELSON. No, sir; I think not. Simply the annuities, the 
back annuities for the number of years specified, and I think no in- 
terest is figured in that calculation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The whole amount, asappears by a communication 
embodied in the report, is $305,978.37. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the 
amount covered by the bill is $342,738.37. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have in my hand the statement of the Commis- 
missioner of Indian Affairs as embodied in the report, and to avoid 
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mistake as to the amount I would like to call attention to one or two 
phs of this report. : 

Mr. NELSON. On what page? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On page 6 of the report. 

Mr. MACDONALD, If the gentleman will allow me, I will call at- 
tention to a matter which will probably better come in now than after- 
wards. I wish to obtain the attention of my colleague [Mr. NELSON] 
aad _ him why the Medawakanton band have not been included in 

i ? 

Mr. NELSON. We have not included any full band. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I mean the scouts and soldiers belonging to 
that band as well as to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, 

Mr. NELSON. I was not aware of the fact that they have not been 
provided for. If any of that band were in the condition of the scouts 
and soldiers of these other bands, and entitled to any share, it has not 
been computed. So they have not been taken into consideration. 

Mr. MACDONALD. They ought to be added. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to the last two paragraphs of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 wish to have these phs read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I call my colleague’s attention to the further 
fact that that band was included in the treaty he has mentioned. The 
act of confiscation, on account of the outbreak, applies and cuts them 
out, as well as the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians. 

Mr. NELSON. It may be that they are entitled to some relief. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I know they are. I was there myself. 

Mr. RICE. They are included in the bill. 

Mr. MACDONALD, I do not see that they are. They are not in- 
cluded in the title. < 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the three paragraphs which I have 
marked in the report be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It would be impossible at this late day to separate their accounts, but I think 


the following proposition will satisfy those for whose benefit legislation is 


sought, 
Let us agree to class all these bands as hostile at the time of the outbreak, 


concede that their lands and funds were justly confiscated, but those who were 
in the service inthe Army as scouts, as ap) from the records of the War De- 
partment, should be classed as our friends, and should be exempted from the 
act of confiscation, If we multiply the amount of their annuities ($73,600) by the 
number of years that have elapsed (twenty-five), we have th 
$1. this subtract 


$40,000, From the amount which has been ap; 


whole number after the confiscation act, amounting to Sole. csh.52. which leaves 
$1,223,913.48. The scouts and their families constitute one-fourth of those who 
would have received this, and their share, therefore, would be $305,978.37. 

I recommend that a bill be passed appropriating this sum of money to be paid 
to those whose names on the rolls of the Army as scouts, their families 
and descendants, or their legal representatives; and that these bands be relieved 
from the stigma which has been unjustly put upon them as being hostile because 
a few of their young men joined the hostiles, and that they shall be so far re- 
stored to their rights under the treaties and agreements which were abrogated 
that they shall receive during the remaining thirteen years during which they 
are entitled to it the full one-fourth of the amount of their annuities. 

Mr. PEEL. I would say to the gentlemen who are interested in 
this bill, as there is some complication arising, that I will ask to with- 
draw it so as to permit members who are interested to look into it by 
Wednesday night, when we may all know it better. It is a matter of 
considerable importance. There are other measures with which we 
can go along smoothly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to withdraw this bill? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I will call up the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide 
for allotment of land in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamiesin 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. PEEL. This bill during the last session of Congress, 
but did not get to the President in time to be signed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill, and that it be read as amended by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is in Committee of the Whole, and the 
gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous consent to dispense with its first 
reading for information, and that it be read as amended by the com- 
mittee, Without objection, general debate will be considered as closed. 
Sa bill as proposed to be amended by the committee was read, as 

lows: 

A bill to provide for allotment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Mi- 
amies in Indian Territory. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ao of chapter 119 of the acts of 1887, en- 


declared to extend to and are made ap: 
Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw tribes of Indians, and the Weste: jami tribe of 
Indians, now located in the aprenen gas praia the Indian Terri 
their reservation, in the same manner and to the same extent as if said tribes 
had not been ex from the provisions of said act, except as to section 6 of 
said act, and as otherwise hereinafter 


rovided. 
That the Secretary of the Interior is Gace authorized and directed, within 
days from and after 
every 


ninety the passage of this act, to cause to be allotted to 
each and member of the said Confederated Wea. Peoria, and 


Piankeshaw tribes of Indians, and the Western Miami tribe of Indians, upon 
lists to be furnished him by the chiefs of said tribes, duly approved by them 
and subject to the approval of the of the Interior, an allotment of land 


not to exceed 200 acres, out of their common reserve, to each person entitled 


KDa aot ayari mot iO San 
e location of the 
val of the 


erty of such religious den: 
religious or school pu. 
sire to move said 


patented shall be sons o levy, Sere fregar mirne ned pre pe for a like paroa 
allotm made as 
tept to issue to 


ted entered 
null and void, 


more than 35,218 acres in the agaregste to the United Peoria Indians; and said 
amountsshall be treated in maki: 

of the reservation of each of said 
ments “an f difference shall arise between said tribes, all such matters of differ- 
ences 


said orphans may belong. 

At the expiration of twenty-five years from the date of the 
all of said remaining or unallotted lands may be ogay ivided among the 
members of said tribes, according to their respective interests, or the same may 
be sold on such terms and condition as the President and the adult members of 

agree upon, and the proceeds thereof divided 
nbefore set forth: Provided, That before an 


ge of thisact, 


of separately shall 
three-fourths of the adult male members thereof, in 
manner and form tory to the President of the United States. 

Sec, 3, That any act or part of acts of Congress heretofore passed that may 
Sous with the provisions of this act, either as to land or money, are hereby 
repealed. p 

Sec. 4. That full jurisdiction is conferred upon the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine what are the just rights at law, or in equity, of those Wea, 

ns,and of their children, or heirs at 


have been signified 


Peoria, Kaskaskia,and Piankeshaw In 
law, or legal representatives, who became citizens of the United States under 
the provisions of Article XX VITE of the treaty of February 23, 1867, made with 
the confederated tribes of Peorias, Weas, and Piankeshaws in the 
invested funds and other common property of the said confederated tribes, 
And the exercise of such jurisdiction shall not be barred by any lapse of time 
heretofore, nor shall the rights of said Indians be rege by any ruling or 
determination upon such rights heretofore made, it may be instituted 


against the United Statesin said Court of Claims within twelve months after the 
passage of this act, but no later,on behalf of said Indians who so became citi- 
zens of the United Stai 


their heirs and legal representatives, in the name and 
style of "The Citizen, Wea, Peoria, Kask: and Piankeshaw Indians,” in 
accordance with the practice of said court, for the hearing and determination 
of such rights at law and in equity as are claimed for 


of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and 


fendant in said suit,on a in that name to be made such party defend- 


and became citizens of the U: 
legal representatives of such of them as are dead, and shal 
thereof, after deducting what has been paid to each of said Indians on account of 
such invested funds and common property. And such sums shall be paid to the 
rsons who are respectively enti to the same out of any money or fundsheld 
n trust by the United States for and on account of said confederated tribes of 
Peoria, Wea, and Piankeshaw Indians. Out of the funds so found 
due to said citizen ians said Court of Claims may allow a reasonable com- 
pensation to the counsel or attorneys of such Indinns, to be ratably apportioned 
upon and paid out of the sums due them respectively; and the court may as- 
certain the reasonable value of the services of counsel employed by said con 
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federate tribes to represent the tribes on such examination, not to exceed 10 per 
cent.of the aggregate sum actually in controversy, aud the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be paid to said counsel so much of the sum soascertained 
as in equity and justice he may consider to be due them for such services, out 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States now due to such tribes aris- 

from the sale of Jands of said tribes in Kansas. 

kc.5. That the Secretary ofthe Interior shall transmit to said Court of Claims, 
upon its request, certified copies of any records, documents, or papers that relate 
tothe rights of any of said Indians involved in such suit. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwantto make an inquiry about this bill. I un- 
derstand that it passed both Houses and went to the President at the 
last session. ” 

Mr. PERKINS, It was passed at the last session. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you know what day it went to the President? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not. Perhaps the gentleman from Arkansas 
knows. It was within the last three or four days; and the President 
had not time to give it consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think you are mistaken about that. - 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That ismy information. 

Mr. KILGORE. I had charge of the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
at that time. The bill passed, if I am not mistaken, a day or two be- 
fore Congress adjourned. It went to the President on the 18th or 19th 
of October, I think. Congress adjourned on the 20th. Now, I have 
pretty direct information—very direct information, in fact—that he ex- 
amined this bill and expressed himself as not being satisfied with it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know it went through towards the close of the 
Session. ; 

Py r. KILGORE. My understanding was that there was objection 
it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The land is in the Indian Territory, the proceeds 
all go to the Indians, and it is just what the Indians themselves have 
requested and sent a delegation here to ask for. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any difference between this bill and that 
which was at the last session? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is substantially as it was passed at the last ses- 
sion of Covgress. Mr. PEEL, chairman of the committee, during the 
vacation visited these Indians personally on the reservation, and he 
found that they desired this legislation. . 

Mr. KILGORE. It would be unfortunate to go through and then 
have to be vetoed. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not think there is any danger of that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it is the same that there was objection to. 

Mr. PEEL. I have never heard of any such objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not heard of objection. 
oe KILGORE. It is thesame bill, I think, that there was objec- 

to. 

Mr. PEEL. I know it is the samesubstantially as that which passed 
during the last session, but I have never heard of such objection to it. 

Mr, KILGORE, Was there a bill to allot lands in severalty to the 
Seneca Indians? 

Mr. PERKINS. There wasa bill of that character pending. 

Mr. KILGORE. Didit pass last session? One or the other of these 
bills was objected to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the gentleman must be mistaken as to this 
bill, because the Indians themselyes were here asking for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendments offered by 
the committee will be considered as adopted. 

The amendments offered by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ROGERS reported that the Committee 
of the Whole had had under consideration various bills, and had or- 
dered him to report the same back with sundry recommendations. 


ONEIDA INDIAN RESERVATION, WISCONSIN. 


The bill H. R. 9909, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was taken up, the amendments agreed to, and the billas 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. HUDD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was $ 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ONEIDA, PEORIA, AND MIAMI INDIANS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 11634) reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was taken up, the amendments agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and keing 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pares and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to, 


LANDS OF BLACK BOB INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-con- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6364) to pro- 
vide for the sale of lands allotted and patented to certain members of 
the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for other purposes, and 
agree to the conference requested by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 

tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendments are short they had better be 


read. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are quite long. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They can not be read in the time re- 
maining this evening. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
HOLMAN] that this bill relates to theland of the few Black Bob Indians 
in the State of Kansas. There is a controversy between certain men 
who have bought the lands from the Indians which this bill is intended 
to settle. As we the bill in the House, it provided for the ap- 
praisement and sale of the lands, but I understand that the parties 
have since come together and agreed to have the controversy settled by 
the circuit court of the United States. The bill as amended in the 
Senate makes that provision, and is, I am told, satisfactory to the par- 
ties concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. PERKINS. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PEEL (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BIL¢S INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 12499) granting a pension to John 
Moynahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ` 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 12500) granting a pension to Stephen 
Cooper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R, 12501) granting a pension to Jesse 
C. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 12502) for the relief of Trinity 
Church, of Trinity, La.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12503) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 12504) granting a pension to 
Amanda Beishline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the heirs of Aug. W. Riemann, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of John F, Cahill, with sett 
nying papers, relative to the proposed Lucas double-hulled, movab! 
keel ship—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of heirs of Heanas W. Freeman, of Rich- 
mond County, Georgia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of the Tobacco Association of Clarks- 
ville, Va., for repeal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, petition of Tobacco Board of Trade of Martinsville, Va., for 
the immediate repeal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Memorial of the Tobacco Exchange of 
Richmond, Va., for the removal of the tax on tobacco—to the 
mittee on Ce edge pe rag 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the Tobacco Exchange of Rich- 
mond, Va., for repeal of tax on tobaceo—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, for national inspec- 
tion of meats—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN;: Petition of Eber Ward and others, against 
bridge over the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mary Higgins, sister of Charles W. Higgins, late of 
Company D, Fifth Regiment, Michigan Cavalry, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of heirs of Larkin Barnett, of Floyd 
County, and of Allen Umphrey, of Paulding County, Georgia, for refer- 
— of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolutions of the Chicago TATO TOO neS 
urging legislation for the inspection of all animalsslaughtered for 
to the Committee on Agriculture. - 
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By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of Apalachicola, 
Fla., in reference to the duty on tin-plates—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Knights of Labor of 
Washington, D. C., in favor of the House land-forfeiture bill—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the students of Baldwin College, 
Kansas, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of citizens of Jerauld County, Dakota, 
in favor of free sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the Tobacco Exchange of Richmond, 
Va., for repeal of tobacco tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Jack County, Texas, 
and of Fort Sill, Ind. T., for the establishment of a Federal court at 
Henrietta, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mary A. Redwine, of Cook County, Texas, for refer- 
ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of 
Dakota relative to a division of the Territory, and admission of each 
as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dakota for admission, but protesting 
against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 

By Mr. LYMAN: Letter of Hon. J. H. Kentley, United States judge 
of Alaska, in support of House bill 11808—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of Stephen H. Emmins—to the Com- 
mittee on Military i 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of Horatio N. Roberts for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, in relation to trusts—to the Committee off Ways and Means. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the same, in relation to Jands granted 
to railroads—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O FERRALL: Memorial of the Tobacco Association of Clarks- 
ti Va., for repeal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolution of the St. Paul Jobbers’ Union, favoring 
es opening of the Sioux reservation—to the Committee on Indian Af- 

rs. 


By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of heirs of Maria D. Clark, of West 
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of the heirs of Maria L. Stewart, of Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition of the Duluth Board of Trade 
and of the St. Paul Jobbers’ Union, for opening of the Sioux reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. HAYES: Of the First Presbyterian Church and others, of 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Of citizens of Plattsburgh, N. Y. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of J. B. Sayle and 183 others, of Kansas. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Of citizens of Fordham, N. Y. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev: , Were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of Fred Arnold and 126 others, of Patten; of 
Charles S. Estes and 122 others, of Houlton; of J. R. Clifford and 52 
others, of Dexter; of Fred Ellis and 104 others, of Fort Fairfield; of D. 
H. Sawyer and 65 others, of Hampden; of Daniel Milley and 6 others, 
and of J. M. Chase and 35 others, of Orona, Me. 

Pe Mr. BURROWS: Of George H. Hunt and 46 others, of Paw Paw, 
ch. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of Judson Fleming and 78 others, of Morrow 
a Deye Counties, and of R. N. Leonard and 100 others, of Page- 

WD, ‘ 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of William 8. Gilbert and 74 others, of Kings- 
field, and of Newton Clough and 170 others, of Oxford County, Maine. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of G. F. Mead and 107 others, of Olathe, Kans. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Of A. T. Turlley and 197 others, of Kent County, 


Maryland. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of T. P. Moore and 98 others, of Chelsea, Vt. 

wA Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of A. W. Whitman and 303 others, of 
Shell Rock, Iowa. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of E. D. Webb and 10 others, of Dodge City, 


By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of D. McKinlay and 68 others, of Med- 
ford, and of J. E. Skinner and 17 others, of Albert Lea, Minn, 


The following petitions against the of the international copy- 
ene bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 

atents: 

By Mr. FORAN: Of John C. Keffer, of Cleveland, Ohio, 

Also, of W. M. Day, of Cleveland, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of A. C. Barnard 
and 186 others (77 voters and 111 women), citizens of Glen Elder, Kans., 
and the petition of F. S. McCabe and 173 others (62 voters and 112 
women), citizens of Topeka, Kans., praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of T. P. Moore and 100 others 
(41 voters and 60 women), citizens of Chelsea, Vt., and the petition of 
George A. Kerr and 239 others (91 voters and 149 women), citizens of 
Manchester, Vt., praying for the submission to the States of a constitu- 
tional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Samuel Moody, jr., and 177 
others (76 voters and 102 women), citizens of Harwich, Mass., praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of F, F. Mark and 44 others 
(27 voters and 18 women), citizens of Greenfield; the petition of S. O, 
Royal and 741 others (338 voters and 404 women), citizens of Urbana, 
and the petition of William Lewis and 285 others (85 voters and 201 
women), citizens of Delta and vicinity, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the submission.to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table, ; 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of L. P, Lisson and 60 oth-. 
ers (29 voters and 32 women), citizens of Roney’s Point, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man- 
ufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of J. P. Leter and 93 others 
(49 voters and 45 women), citizens of Oskaloosa, Iowa, and the petition 
of D. B. Thurston and 83 others (51 voters and 33 women), citi of 
Red Oak, Iowa, praying for the submission to the States of a constitu- 
tional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Samuel May and 29 others 
(13 voters and 17 women), citizens of Leicester, Mass., and the peti- 
tion of D. H. Stoddard and 27 others (12 voters and 16 women), citi- 
zens of Worcester, Mass., praying for the submission to the States of a 
ee prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of L. L. Beeman and 153 others 
(99 voters and 55 women), citizens of Barre County, Vermont, praying 
for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the mann- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 266 members of the 
Congregational Church of Muskegon, Mich., praying for the ge of 
a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re: 
ferred the bill (S. 3749) granting a pension to Orrin F. Waller, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8, 3908) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Myers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3909) granting a pension to Ada John- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3910) granting a pension to Margaret 
Stauffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

¢ also introduced a bill (8. 3911) ting a pension to Lucy I. Bis- 
sell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3013) graning a pinton f0. AIT Sin 
ney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3913) granting a Nagas to Mariah L. 
Pool; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3914) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Eadie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The bill (H. R. 10614) organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr, PLATT, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to let the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why so? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill should go to the Committee on Ter- 


ritories, It is a bill for the establishment of a Territorial government 
over that portion of the public domain described, and I understand 
such bills have always been referred in the Senate to the Committee 


on Territories, as also in the House of Representatives, if it is permis- 
sible to speak of what has been done in the other House at past ses- 
sions. I presume there is noimpropriety in saying that the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD shows that this bill was reported in the other House 
from the Committee on Territories. If a bill for the organization of a 
Territory does not go properly to the Committee on Territories, I can not 
see what is the use of having a Committee on Territories. e 

Mr. DAWES. I was in hopes the Senator would see that the whole 
matter for consideration in this bill so affected the Indians that it would 
be better that the bill should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The title of the bill, it is true, is a bill to organize a Territory, but 
the real substance of the bill and everything that it pertains to is the 
treatment of the Indians in that Territory and their relations to the 
General Government. 

- With the exception of the little strip called ‘‘No Man’s Land,” 30 
miles wide and 200 long, all the rest of the Territory, every particle 
of it, is now held by the Indians under different titles, more or less 
exclusive, a fee, it may be, as to some of it, and a qualified title as to 
other portions of it. The relation of the Indians in that Territory to 
the United States has been a difficult question for many years. It has 
occupied the attention of the Senate for every year since I have been 
a member of it. 

My first service that had anything to do with the Indians, all un- 
sought and unexpected, was when the Senate ordered a committee, of 
which I was a member, to go down into that Territory for the very 
purpose of ascertaining what was the present condition and what ought 
to be in the future proper legislation in relation to those Indians. 
Every matter pertaining to the territory to be embraced in this bill 
except No Man’s Land from that day to this has been referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Except two that were referred in 1878 
to the Committee on Territories, all the bills for the erection of a Ter- 
ritory in this Indian country have been referred to the Indian Com- 
mittee. The Senatur from Connecticut shakes his head. I do not 
know that Iam absolutely correct. I supposed that I was until the 
Senator shook his head. I shall surrender my memory to bis at any 
time. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not aware that any bill organizing the Territory 
of Oklahoma has ever been referred to the Indian Committee. I think 
it has not been. I know that in 1882 a bill introduced by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, Mr. Rollins, organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa, was referred to the Committee on Territories, because that was 
since I came into the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe I have here on my desk every paper that 
has been referred since I came into the Senate, so far as the diligence 
the man in charge of the document-room has been able to produce 

em. 

The Senator understands very well that it is from no lack of courtesy 
to his committee or of confidence in the ability of the committee to con- 
sider this question that I find myself compelled to oppose the reference 
of the bill to his committee. It is rather an ungracious thing to doto 
oppose the reference of a bill to a standing committee of the Senate. 
It is only because the whole subject-matter so intimately concerns the 
future of the Indian and the proper relations of the Government to the 
Indians in that Territory that I am compelled to oppose the reference 
to the Committee on Territories and to ask that the bill may be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The latter committee has no desire to gather to itself any new work, 
I can assure the Senator. It has had, as I have said, this matter be- 
fore it from the beginning. Ever since the idea of establishing a Ter- 
ritorial government in that Territory has been broached it has been 
commissioned by the Senatein various ways to consider the matter. I 


have now before me all the petitions that have been introduced in the 
Fiftieth Congress, so far as I know, upon the subject, and they have 
been referred to this committee. This committee has been considering 
them in connection with this proposed measure. It has, under the 
direction of the Senate, visited the Territory for the purpose of con- 
sidering the proper legislation in reference to a Territorial government 
down there, and whether it should include this proposed boundary line 
or take the entire territory into one Territorial government. 

There was a bill, which I have here before me, referred in the Forty- 
ninth Congress to the Committee on Indian Affairs, ‘‘to provide for 
the organization of all that part of the territory of the United States 
known as the Indian Territory.and the Public Land Strip into a Terri- 
tory to be known as the Territory of Oklahoma,” etc. 

Mr. PLATT. What bill is that? 

Mr. DAWES. That is Senate bill No. 717 of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. A bill was referred in the same Congress to open to homestead 
settlement a certain portion of the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, which looked to the same result. As long ago as 1884 the In- 
dian Committee were commissioned by the Senate to investigate and 
report concerning the title by which Oklahoma was held by the Indians 
and what right white people had to go and settle there, and a member 
of the committee made to the Senate on the 22d of January of that 
year a very elaborate report upon the subject. It is true that in 1878 
two or three bills for the very purpose of organizing a Territory among 
the Indian tribes were referred to the Committee on Territories without 
any action on the part of that committee, so far as I know. 

My friend shows me a bill introduced by Mr. Rollins, of New Ham: 
shire, in 1882, Mr. Rollins, of New Hampshire, introduced three bi 
for the purpose of erecting a Territory there, each one of which on his 
motion was referred without question to the Committee on Territories, 
which took no action in the matter, so far as I know. With the ex- 
ception of the bills introduced by Mr. Rollins, I am not able to find 
any which was committed to the Committee on Territories. All the 
other matters, beginning with the examination into that question by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in 1884 down to the present time, 
have been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I have no desire, sir, to take away from the Committee on Territories 
anything that justly belongs to them. If the Indian question were 
eliminated from this bill it would besimply a question of writing a bill 
out upon white paper. There would be no question involved for con- 
sideration by the Senate if it were not for the relation in which the In- 
dian stands to this Territory and to us; and that is why the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs ought to consider this question. Eliminate that 
from this measure and nobody would be troubling himself a great while 
about the of a bill erecting a Territorial government there. 

But, as I have said, the whole of this Territory has been committed 
to the Indians, a large share of it under a patent, and those Indians 
have a qualified agreement with the United States upon what terms 
they would sell it to the United States for the use of other friendly In- 
dians. Some of them have a portion of it by a treaty title more or less 
exclusive in which we have covenanted that they shall have the ex- 
clusive use of it. What kind of a title that may be it is not necessary 
for us to discuss. Some of them have it by a statute title, and some 
of them have it by a mere executive order; but every foot of the Ter- 
ritory, excepting No Man’s Land, is under such a holding as that by 
these Indians. 

If that holding could be settled properly, as I have said, there would 
be a Territorial government erected there as soon as it could be written 
out on white paper; but the only difficulties involved and to be con- 
sidered by a committee are Indian questions; and that is only why I 
suggest to the Senate that the bill should be considered by the Indian 
Committee. All the labor it has expended or that it is expending at 
this moment in considering these questions will be utilized if the bill 
is referred to it, or lost if otherwise. 

On its face there are considerations which properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, but underneath it, and ek question, is a 
question which ought to be considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. Therefore I did hope that the Senator from Connecticut him- 
self would see his way clear to let the bill pass to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and I hope that the Senator will do so. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, during my term of service in the Sen- 
ate I have had the honor of serving both upon the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and the Committee on Territories, but Iam not nowa 
member of either of those committees. Icannottherefore be suspected 
of any personal feeling in regard to the reference of this bill. 

When the Senator from Massachusetts says that the overruling ques- 
tion in regard to this bill is as to the effect it will have upon the rights 
of the Indians, I rather think, with great respect, that he overstates that 
question. The great point to be determined after all is whether a Ter- 
ritorial government shall be established in what is known as Oklahoma. 
That Territorial sp erninant, as a matter of course, is preliminary to 
the creation of a State and its admission into the Union, because under 
the autonomy of our Government the holding of any considerable por- 
tion of the public domain in the shape of a Territory for an indefinite 
time is not to be at all supposed hereafter to exist. 

It is a question affecting the white people of the whole United States 
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and of every State in the Union whether this Territorial government 
shall be established. It is an open secret that year after year for the 
last ten years the authority of the United States has been invoked to 

ent lawless incursions into this territory. It is equally well 

wn that this territory has been used as a harbor for lawless per- 
sons and for debtors escaping the payment of their just liabilities, 
The people of Missouri, Texas, Arkansas, and Kansas are vitally in- 
terested in this question. I therefore think, with great respect, that 
my friend from Massachusetts overstates the Indian part of the ques- 
tion when he says that that should override or be considered of para- 
mount importance. 

As to any precedent created by the reference of bills upon this sub- 
Jorna heretofore, the records of the Senate will show that bills 

ve been referred u this question to both the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and the Committee on Territories; but an examination of 
this bill even superficially will show that it is a bill to organize a 
Territorial K aere and it should go to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. If that committee has not jurisdiction—and I say this with the 
greatest respect and the test confidence in the personnel of the 
Committee on Indian if the Committee on Territories has 
not jurisdiction to consider this question, what sort of question was 
that committee organized to consider? Here is a plain proposition to 
organize a Territorial government, and the Committee on Territories, 
as its name implies, as the very nature of its organization shows, was 
created a committee of the Senate for the purpose of considering that 
identical question in every instance. 

As a friend of this bill I have one single thing to say, and this is of 
more importance to me than any question of reference. Yesterday I 
was assured by the chairman of the Committee on Territories and the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs—for I saw them both— 
that if this bill was referred to either committee it would receive im- 
mediate consideration and be brought back to the Senate with some 
sort of a report upon it. Without anticipating what that report will 
be, my arp in this whole matter is to secure action at this session 
of Congress. It is a matter of the greatest importance to the people of 
the Western States, those who are contiguous to this territory, and all 
I want is the assurance from the chairman of the Committeo on Terri- 
tories or the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, as the Sen- 
ate may choose to settle this matter between those committees, that 
there will be immediate consideration of the bill and an immediate 
report of the bill back to the Senate for its action. 

. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate in 
this matter. Personally, of course, I would not care to have the con- 
sideration of a question which seems to have engendered some differ - 
ence of opinion, but I have a little feeling that it is scarcely decorous 
to take from the Territorial Committee a bill providing for the organi- 
zation of a new Territory. Ithink I may say without any fear of be- 
ing contradicted that it has never been done in the history of this Gov- 
ernment, either in the Senate or in the other House; that no Territory 
has ever been organized except upon a bill referred to the Committee 
on Territories. As I remarked, and as was very pertinently remarked 
by the Senator from Missouri, if bills to organize Territories are not to 
goto the Committee on Territories why should there be any Territo- 
rial Committee at all? 

Ihave remarked before in the Senate that it seems to me the Com- 
mittee on Territories had been, by the practice of the Senate, shorn of 
a good deal of the jurisdiction it ought to have. Questions affecting 
the public lands are claimed by the Public Lands Committee. Ques- 
tions relating to courts in the Territories are claimed by the Judiciary 
Committee. Questions relating to Indians are claimed, and have been 
largely conceded, to the Indian Committee; and now it is claimed that 
when a bill comes to organize a Territory that shall be taken away 
from the Territorial Committee. 

I confess to some degree of astonishment that this s ion should 
have been made. It is true that the question of what be done, in 
case a ee ees with the claims of the Indians over some 
portion of the of that Territory is a matter which enters into the 
consideration of this bill; but there is quite a portion of the Territory, 
and so far as the rights of people already there are concerned, the most 
important part of the Territory, in which there is no Indian question 
atall. The Public Land Strip, as it is called, or No Man’s Land, is 150 
miles long by 15 miles wide, an unorganized portion of the territory of 
the United States which has been largely entered upon; which has 
flourishing, large towns, and, I think, some with city governments. 
But whether that be so or not, every Territory that has been organized 
in the United States has been organized with Indians in it, When the 
Territory of Dakota, which we are talking about so much now, was or- 
ganized as a Territory a very large proportion of that immense area was 
covered by Indian reservations, and to-day there is an Indian reserva- 
tion in it larger than a good many States. 

I can not understand the objection which is made to my motion. It 
might just as well be put in another form, and that is to abolish the 
Committee on Territories. 

With regard to the Indian question there, I might retort that if the 
Indian Committee has had this matter under consideration since 1878 
and been diligently considering it, and nothing has come of it, it 


might possibly be a question for the Senate whether it was not worth 
while to let some other committee see what it could do with the In- 
dian question. But I do not wish to discuss this matter in that spirit. 
I am on the Indian Committee with my friend, the chairman of that 
committee, who makes this objection, There ought to be comity be- 
tween committees, and I think there is, and there will be; and in 
those matters in which the members of the Territorial Committee are 
not instructed by experience or by investigation as to what it is best 
to do with the Indians, we shall very cheerfully sit at the feet of the - 
Indian Committee and gather knowledge from them. 

As I said in the rp re it seems to me that every consideration 
of propriety and the due order of business in the Senate requires that 
this bill should go to the Territorial Committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut claims 
a good deal of forbearance in not retorting upon the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs that they had that matter under consideration since 1884 
and had done nothing about it. He will findesome other committee 
had it. That is not the reason he did not retort. It is because he 
handed me a few minutes before a bill referred to the Committee on 
Territories in 1852, and they have not done anything about it, and so 
he thought he would not retort. I presume that is the reason he did 
not retort on me. 

But the Senator ought not to put this on the question of courtesy to 
his committee. He knows very well that I would not be guilty of 
standing by and urging anything upon the Senate that was possibly a 
discourtesy to any committee, certainly any committee the relations to 
which on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs were so pleasant 
and agreeable as they are to the committee over which he presides. 
He knows that; he must know, I think, that this does not arise from 
any desire to have the Senate take a course that could possibly be so 
construed. It is because the Committee on Indian Affairs really think 
that although the name of this bill is such as would entitle it to go to 
his committee, the real substance and purpose of the bill is a disposi- 
tion of the Indians in that Territory. That is the purpose of it, and 
it is how best to deal with treaties, with statute titles, with titles 
under agreements, and the future policy of the Government towards 
those Indians; and because it is really that alone, the committee are 
of the feeling and the belief that they should consider it. 

As I have said before, if it were not for that question there would be 
nothing troubling either branch of Congress with regard to this mat- 
ter, but that is the only reason. It is not any desire to gather under 
the control of that committee anything that does not belong to it, or 
take anything away from the Committee on Territories, and I regret 
that the Senator should insist on being sensitive about it. I am here 
solely for what I think is the duty of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to ask the Senate to let them consider questions that pertain to the In- 
dians, and if there is any other question about this Territory of Okla- 
homa I do not know what it is. 

The Senator talks about a little strip of land, just like the handle to 
a dipper, 15 miles wide and 150 long, stuck onto these 62,000 square 
miles,as a matter that ought to control the reference of a bill that shall 
dispose of the 62,000 square miles and let the tail carry the rest. Ido 
not so consider it. If the Senate shall so consider it, I shall, I hope, 
feel differently for it from what I am afraid the Senator from Connec- 
tieut feels in his talk, but I insist upon it that he shall not put me in 
the attitude of trying to trench upon his committee, and I trust if he 
will not forbear any suggestions that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have been so derelict that the Committee on Territories should have 
had it a good while before, that committee may take it now. 

ted PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion is the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink that there might be a very reasonable 
doubt as to which of these committees this bill should go. In fact, I 
think it might be appropriate to refer it to either one. On general 
principles, without having closely scrutinized all the provisions of the 
bill, I should think it ought to go to the Committee on Territories; 
and yet there are doubtless many provisions in it which ought to be 
considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs. Whichever com- 
mittee it may go to, I hope they will take very early and favorable 
action in reporting it back to the Senate. Under the circumstances I 
shall vote to refer it to the Committee on Territories without any dis- 
respect to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

Mr. CHACE. For information I would like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories how many white inhabitants there are 
rightfully settled within Oklahoma which it is proposed to set up asa 
Territory ? 

Mr. PLATT. There are supposed to be none upon that portion of it 
over which Indians claim title or right, but there are railroads running 
through it. In the No Man’s Land or Strip I suppose there are thirty 
or forty thousand—the Senator from Missouri knows perhaps better 
than I—perhaps fifty thousand. i 

Mr. CE. There are about 2,200 square miles in that strip. 
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Mr. PLATT. That has been pretty well settled upon. There are 
large towns that have 10,000 population in them, 

Mr. VEST. In addition to that there are leases, 

Mr. PLATT. I was going to speak of them. 

Mr. VEST. And there is what is called the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me answer the question fully. The Cherokee 
Outlet has been leased to cattle-men by the Cherokee Indians,’so that 
all over that there are more or less men engaged in herding cattle. In 
addition, there are two railroads running through the Jands there from 
which white people have been kept off, and at the stations upon these 
roads there are white persons in the employ of the railroad companies 
who are necessarily employed in doing the business of the railroad com- 
panies; but upon the lands generally, in that portion of the territory 
which is called familiarly Oklahoma, there are no settlers. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I do not get any new information in 
regard to this subject from the Senator from Connecticut. He reports 
the case to be as I supposedit was. As I understand, the principle has 
been well settled that there is no justifiable reason for setting up a Ter- 
ritorial government unless there are white people within the location 
proposed to be established as a Territory, for whose benefit the gov- 
ernment is to be established. The evidence is patent upon the face of 
this whole case that this is a well-laid scheme to encroach upon and 
rob the Indians of their rights in this territory. Those are rich and 
fertile lands, well adapted, undoubtedly, to grazing, and many people 
look with longing eyes upon the property which belongs to the In- 
dians. Much of it, I understand, is held by treaty in such a manner 
that it can not be encroached upon in this way, even, without breaking 
solemn obligations of the Government of the United States towards the 
Indians. A 

I have no interest as a member of either of these committees, for I 
am not a member of either of them, and in that respect I believe I am 
able to maintain somewhat a judicial frame of mind in regard to this 
question; but it seems to that the question which should rule the 
reference should be as to what rights are to be affected by the enact- 
ment of this bill into a law. By the admission of the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories white men have no rights there. He says 
railroads have been built through this land. Those railroads were al- 
lowed to be built because it was claimed that they wished to approach 
some other territory,some other part of the country. The rights of 
the Indians were to a certain extent infringed, and this is only another 
illustration of the danger of taking a wrong step. 

I hold that the only real rights involved in this case are the rights 
of the Indians. The question for the Senate to settle is, will you take 
away from the Committee on Indian Affairs the consideration of a 
question which involves their rights, and their rights alone, and give 
it to the Committee on Territories, who have by the rules of the Senate 
no fair title to the consideration of this question? This claim that No 
Man’s Land rises to the dignity of a Territory is too fallacious, it seems 
to me, to deserve consideration. Is the whole question here about a 
little strip of land ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is larger than the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHACE. Not larger in the number of itsinhabitants norin the 
interests involved; and not only so, but I beg to call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the State of Rhode Island 
had rights in the compact under the Constitution of the United States 
before the State of Missouri was dreamed of; and in all the elements of 
civilization, of intelligence, of enterprise, and of everything which goes 
to make a great commonwealth, she stands to-day inadvance of that 
benighted State. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am glad the Senator thinks so, but he is the 
only man in the country who does. : 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator should remember that good merchandise 
very often comes in small packages. 

aa COCKRELL. Precious small when they come from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, this rises to the dignity of a great 
moral question. Ihope that Senators will approach itin that light. I 
know well that the chairman of the Committee on Territories does not 
propose to do a wrong thing in this matter, but I hope also, inasmuch 
as he has in time past avowed himself the friend of fair dealing with 
the Indians, that he will see that the Indian Committee has the real 
claim to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island before he takes his seat whether he is ready to take the posi- 
tion as a friend of the Indian that the condition of Indian residents in 
that Territory will not be improved if they take their lands in sever- 
alty and have a Territorialorganization. It does not necessarily follow 
because the population of this Territory is confined to Indians that 
those steps in their civilization and pora should not be taken. 

Mr. CHACE. The best answer Í can make to that question is by 
asking a question of the Senator. Would he attempt to form the In- 
dians into a Territorial government before they have become civilized ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the two could very well go hand in 

I see no objection to either proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, itisin perfect conformity with the cus- 

toms of the Senate in many important cases to refer matters of this 


kind to two of its committees. Many cases have been referred to the 
Judiciary Committee which have come from other committees; and 
when some special constitutional or legal question has been disclosed, 
they have been reported back and referred to another committee. 

By one of the standing rules every question which involves the ex- 
penditure of money first comes from the committee specially interested 
and then goes to the Committee on Contingent Expenses by another 
standing rule. A great variety of matters are referred to standing com- 
mittees of the Senate, and amendments to appropriation bills coming 
from committees then go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, it seems to me clear that this is primarily an Indian question, 
a question of the public faith, of the civilization of the Indians and 
their rights. The policy to be pursued with reference to them under 
our system of legislation for the Indians has to be submitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. When they report, if the bill or the leg- 
islation they should propose or the action or non-action they should 
advise relates to something which requires the additional experience of 
the Committee on Territories for a further consideration, it will be en- 
tirely proper for the Senate to refer it to that committee also when the 
bill comes in; but the thing which onght to be done in the first in- 
stance, it seems to me, is to refer this question, which involves the rights 
and interests of the Indians, to the committee which is the special 
guardian of those rights and interests. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] puts the case exactly wrong. If the subject should 
go to two committees at all, it seems to me that it should first go to the 
Committee on Territories, The proposition before the Senate is a bill 
to oyganize a Territorial government, and it seems to me that if the 
Committee on Territories, as has been said over and over again, has 
any right to existence atall, it ought to have the control of the question 
of forming that Territorial government in such manner in the first 
instance as its judgment may dictate. If the bill should be referred 
to the Committee on Territories and should come back here with a 
favorable recommendation for a Territorial government, if the rights 
of the people of that Territory, whether they be Indians or white men, 
are not properly cared for it will be entirely proper for the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Aftairs to say that that committee should 
have something to say about it. 

But this discussion seems to run upon the idea that if the bill is re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories we are therefore going to report 
a bill organizing a Territorial government and probably disregard the 
rights of the Indians entirely, So far as I am concerned, as one of the 
humble members of the Committee on Territories, if the bill should 
go to it, I should give the bill proper consideration so far as I might be 
able to do so, taking into view the exact facts with relation to the In- 
dians and everybody else in the Territory. I think itis not fair to as- 
sume that the Committee on Territories is going to report a Territorial 
organization without regard to whether under all the laws and facts 
and treaties that exist it ought to do so. 

I must suppose that the Committee on Territories will investigate 
the subject, and if after investigation all the facts would seem to war- 
rant a Territorial government for this Territory I should be in favor 
of it; if not, I should not be. But it does seem to me that in the first 
instance the bill should go to the Committee on Territories, which its 
rind would indicate should have control of it. I hope it will be so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am a little surprised, Mr. President, that there 
should be a proposition here to take this bill to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. Whilst I have the greatest confidence in the members of 
that committee, and the greatest respect for their judgment, I am not 
prepared to admit that the Committee on Territories is not equally 
well qualified to deal with all the questions which will arise in con- 
sidering this or any other bill which proposes to organize a Territorial 
government, As the chairman of that committee very properly said, 
there has not been a Territory organized, certainly within the last 
twenty-five or thirty years, in this country where there was not a very 
large number of Indians, and the Senate must recall the fact that when 
the proposition was made to organize a Territorial government for 
Alaska I heard no question about the propriety of that proposition be- 
ing sent to the Committee on Territories, when perhaps there were not 
over three hundred white men in the whole Territory, the entire pop- 
ulation consisting of Indians. I heard no suggestion then that the 
members of that committee in considing the propriety of making a 
Territorial government did not have entire regard to the rights and 
interests of the Indians as well as of the few white people who were 
there. And I think it is not assuming too much now to say on 
of that committee that when this committee comes before it it will of 
course have regard to the rights of the Indians and the whites and all 
the other kinds and characters of popuiation within the proposed limits, 

I shall not now in this preliminary discussion express any opinion as 
to the wisdom or unwisdom of organizing a Territorial government over 
the land covered by this Oklahoma bill; but I will say this much—I 
shall never consent in any form to injustice and wrong being done to 
the Indians within the limits of the proposed Territory. They have 
rights under this Government by treaty and otherwise that, I think, 
we can not safely violate and deprive them of. It requires the assent 
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of two parties to make an agreement of this kind, and until I am sat- 
isfied that the Indians themselves who are living under treaty stipula- 
tions with this Government assent cordially and willingly of their own 
free will to this change, I shall never give my consent to it. 

That, however, is perhaps aside from what I rose to say. I think 
the Committee on Territories can settle this matter as well as the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It is purely and simply a question as to 
whether or not we shall organize and form a Territorial government 
out of certain of the lands within the jurisdiction of this Government. 
The Committee on Territories have always had jurisdiction of that sub- 
ject, and I can see no good reason now why it should be taken away 
from them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, whatever grave doubts honest, 
conservative men may have in regard to the sincerity of death-bed re- 
pentance and the motives which inspire it, I confess I am always glad 
tosee repentance come even at so late an hour, and I am only aston- 
ished that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] and the good 
people of Rhode Island did not at an earlier day realize some pangs of 
conscience upon the Indian question, when history, if I am not mis- 
taken, informs us that remorselessly and murderously every foot of 
Rhode Island soil, however small the feet may be, was obtained by 
murder and robbery of the Indians who inhabited it. 

Mr. President, it seems to be the delight of Rhode Islanders eyer 
since they robbed and murdered and drove the Indians from that 
sparse little piece of land to try to make the country and the world be- 
lieve that everybody else was trying to follow in their footsteps, and 
in like manner as they had done to rob and cheat and swindle Indians, 

I do not pretend to compare Missouri with Rhode Island. I weuld 
be ashamed to represent a State and a people that I would place upon 
an equality under such circumstances. The Senator can talk of be- 
nighted Missouri just as much as he pee Itis no slur considering 
the source from which it comes. The people of Missouri have a re- 

rd for the Indians, They did not obtain title to their soil by rob- 

ing and driving the Indians from it, It was obtained by legitimate 
purchase. They are not trying now to rob the Indians in the Indian 
Territory. No man in Missouri wants to see any injustice done to a 
solitary Indian in the Indian Territory. We want to see the rights of 
these Indians preserved and protected and defended. We are not seek- 
ing to drive them by murder and force from their homes as they were 
driven from Rhode Island. We are seeking to do them exact justice, 
and we think this bill does it. 

I prefer that the bill should go to the Committee on Territories, be- 
cause it is for the organization of a Territorial government there; and 
while there are questions which might belong justly to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, the preponderance of the rights and duties involved 
in the consideration of this bill belongs to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. For that reason, and, as I said, without any reflection upon or 
disrespect to the Committee on Indian Affairs, I shall vote to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I am sorry that the little playful al- 
lusion I made to the State of Missouri has disturbed my friend, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], so much, and I am especially 
sorry—because I really have a personal regard for the Senator—I am 

ially sorry that it should have induced him to make such a sad 
mistake, as he seems to have made, in regard to the history of the 
treatment of the Indians by the colonists who settled up what is now 
the State of Rhode Island, and by that little Commonwealth ever since. 

Never was 9 greater mistake made than the one by the Senator when 
he made those statements in regard to the Indians having been mur- 
dered, wronged, and driven out of Rhode Island and despoiled of their 
land. It is one of the glories of that little Commonwealth that she 

what she does possess, having acquired the title from the In- 
dians by purchase, and that neither the colony of Rhode Island nor 
the State of Rhode Island ever made any war upon any Indian, nor 
was there everany murderof any Indian by the people of Rhode Island. 
What warfare was made upon the Indians on the territory of Rhode 
Island was by incursions from other States and against the earnest re- 
monstrance of Roger Williams and his compatriots. 

Mr, COCKRELL. From Massachusetts, was it? 

Mr. CHACE. Roger Williams purchased the land from the Indians, 
and when Miantonomah, the great chief of the Narragansetts, found 
that by the settlement of the lands and improvements by the whites 
they had increased in value they were dissatisfied, and Roger Williams 

id a second time for those lands. Ay, he paid a third time for those 

ds, until the chief was entirely satisfied, Roger Williamsdealing with 
him not upon the principles of ordinary commercial transactions, but 
upon that Christian doctrine that a man should have what was his right 
without regard to the might or thelaw in the case. Nor wasthere ever 
any trouble, any disagreement, any robbing or bloodshed between the 
Indians and the people of Rhode Island. The Narragansett Indians 
have been cared for through all these years, every right guarded and 
zopectl, until finally their lands were divided amongst them in sev- 
eralty and they made citizens of the State; and they number amongst 
them many very useful members of the Commonwealth. 

When the Senator makes the charge he makes the 
Rhode Island he betrays an ignorance of the facts in the case 


most astonishing to me, 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is entirely obvious that every foot 
of land in the United States not embraced in the District of Columbia 
must be included sooner or later within the boundaries of some State, 
and until that is done our political system will not be complete. It is 
therefore a duty of the Government of the United States with all rea- 
sonable gliligence to seek to include within its civil jurisdiction every 
foot of land in the United States not now included in some govern- 
mental organization. The United States inrecognizing the title of the 
Cherokee Indians, the Creeks, the Seminoles, and the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, has never surrendered two very important rights and pow- 
ers. The one isthe right of eminent domain, which the Senate and the 
House have frequently exercised in granting railroads the privileges of 
going through these ive Indian nations, and the other is the 
right of supreme political control. 

These Indians, from the time that we first declared our independence 
of Great Britain and spread our borders around so as to include the dif- 
ferent tribes, have always been members of the American population 
in that sense that they are subject to the political control of the United 
States Government. That right has not been surrendered and can not 
be surrendered unless we choose to admit some independent sovereignty 
to exist within the limits of the United States. ; 

In pursuance of this obvious necessity and this high purpose of gov- 
ernment, this purpose of perfecting and completing our own political 
system, the House of Representatives has sent a bill here which con- 
tains a provision for the organization of a Territorial government. We 
resort of course to this form of legislation as the initial proceeding for 
the pu of ripening communities and peoples into that shape where 
they will be qualified for statehood. 

The first section of this bill contains a provision for the establish- 
ment of a Territorial government over No Man’s Land absolutely and 
without qualification, because we find no intervening rights or priv- 
ileges of occupancy to interrupt the full and unobstructed exercise of 
our pomo and civil authority within Ne Man’s Land, just as we 
would in any other part of the unoccupied territory of the United 
States. That far this bill is without question as to the jurisdictional 
power of Congress there to establish civil government; and it makes 
no difference whether the area of territory within those limits is large 
or small. It may be that the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] wants to establish another Rhode Island out West for 
his own convenience. I do not know how that may be. It may be 
that after awhile we shall be bound to establish another Rhode Island, 
so far as the limits of the territory are concerned, in the West in order 
to include No Man’s Land within the civil power and government of 
the United States and to give it, if you please, statehood, Still that 
is an unreasonable expectation and one that I do not want to promote 
in any sense. 

But now look at the question in the view that I take of it, if that 
be correct, and it is in regard to the extension of the civil polity of the 
United States by the powers of Government over these Indian coun- 
tries. If this bill had gone on and included all of the five civilized 
tribes within its purview, I can not discern any reason why the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should be obstructed in the slightest de- 
gree in the exercise of that power even over these civilized tribes; for 
you may search the patents and the treaties and whatever else there is 
in the engagements of the United States Government with these five 
tribes in vain to find that there is in any of them an exclusion either 
of the right of eminent domain or of the right of civil government on 
the part of the United States. 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator from Alabama that I think 
the title was reserved to the Government, the ultimate fee in the land. 

` Mr. MORGAN. The Government not only reserved the ultimate 
fee in the lands, but it made a provision that in the event that the In- 
dians should abandon these lands they should revert to the Govern- 
ment. The original of them was on those terms and condi- 
tions. If it had become the policy of the United States Government 
to banish these tribes, as they have done frequently, to some other dis- 
tant territory, the ultimate fee would then have come to the United 
States. It would have been a question not of legal power and legal 
right, but a question of conscience how far and where and under what 
circumstances we would exert this supreme political power over land 
within the domain of the United States. 

So I insist that if this bill had gone to the extent even of including 
within the political domain of the United States, within the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress so far as it saw proper to exercise it, all the five civil- 
ized tribes, there would have been no violation of treaty, or of patent, 
or of anything else in that exercise of power. 

This bill provides, as I have observed, in respect of No Man’s Land 
that that shall be a Territorial government and therein shall be estab- 
lished all the forms ofa Territorial government, including the appoint- 
ment of a governor and the creation of a legislative tribunal and the 
establishment of judicial courts and all else., Then it proceeds to pro- 
vide that this Territorial government shall expand and include the 
country known as Oklahoma, which has a distinct —— bound- 
ary line, as fast as the consent of the Indians shall be obtained thereto 
by the relinquishment on their part of their remaining interest in the 
lands in Oklahoma. That is making a concession to the Indians in 
that part of the country, to their rights of whatever kind or charactes 
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they may be, that is extremely liberal.. It is the recognition on their 
of such a title of occupancy, such a right of possession as that we 
will not intrude a civil government over them, no matter how neces- 
sary that civil government may be, until they have agreed with us 
through commissioners to be appointed on either hand that they will 
cede what remaining interest they have got in the lands to the United 
States Government. k 

I say that is a very liberal concession, and it is particularly liberal in 
view of the fact that the United States by an engagement with the 
Cherokees and with the Creeks and the Seminoles have already acquired 
an interest in those lands of a very positive character, an interest at 
least connected with the exercise of its governmental power in its own 
way to the extent of carrying into that territory friendly Indians—not 
Indians that the other tribes may approve of, but friendly Indians, 
friendly to the United States, and of course friendly to the other Indians, 
not at war with them. We paid for that different prices. My present 
recollection is that we paid the Creeks and Seminoles about 30 cents 
an acre for all of that outlying area, and we have paid the Cherokees 
perhaps 47 cents an acre. 

In regard to the Cherokees, however, there is an unfortunate want of 

in the situation that they hold to us in respect of their out- 
let lands, as they are called. We claim, and I think justly, too, that 
we haye advanced to them whatever the sum is—47 cents an acre, I 
think, is about the amount of it—to cover the whole area of the out- 
let. The remaining part of whatever sum we think would be due to» 
them in the event that we should settle friendly Indians upon it isa 
matter left for future adjustment between the United States and the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians. 

Then, after that arrangement had been perfected, we advanced $300,- 
000 and paid the money to the Cherokee Nation in respect of these out- 
let lands. There the misfortune was still ter that the application 
of that particular sum of $300,000 was not efinitely made in the agree- 
ment with the Cherokee Indians. They contend on their part that that 
was to be a final payment for the landsupon which various fragmentary 
tribes had been settled within this domain, and that the price would go 
up, I think, to about a dollar and a quarter an acre, and would be paid 
and satisfied from the $300,000. There is the dispute, there is the 
trouble, and the difficulty which has to be settled in some way or other, 
possibly by adjudication—I do not know how, exactly—between the 
Cherokee Nation and the people of the United States as to the applica- 
tion of the $300,000. z 

But, sir, it is true that the United States Government by actual pur- 
chase from the Cherokees, the Creeks, and the Seminoles has acquired 
the right to control that part of the country, even as to the owner- 
ship of the title, to the extent of locating other friendly Indians there- 
upon; how many or how few, there is nothing said about. We can 
take every Indian in the United States who is at peace with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and carry him to that territory under 
the contract with these three tribes and locate him there and they can 
not say a word, except that they can say this: ‘‘ You have paid us but 
30 or 40 cents an acre for this land and it is really worth a great deal 
more than that, and you ought to pay us the balance.” Suppose we 
say, ‘* Yes, we ought to pay you, and we will.” 

What is the primary question in this bill? What is the great lead- 
ing question init? The establishment of a Territorial government. 
What is the next question? After you have established it there, will 
you expand it over the territory of these tribes? That is the second 
question. The bill proyides that the Territorial government shall not 
expand its jurisdiction so as to include these disputed lands until an 
agreement h:s been arrived at with the Indians. Non constat that we 
could very easily have passed this bill, perhaps not with justice and 
equity, but with a due degree of forbearance, so as to have included all 
these lands within the Territorial government without any to 
the question of the extinguishment ultimately of the Indian title. But 
that evidently is a secondary question. 

The great first question in this matter is, shall we establish a Terri- 
torial government there? Isay that we are obliged to do it. How 
can we leave a Territory like that a place of resort for thieves and vaga- 
bonds and marauders of all kinds, right in the heart of that wonderful 
country lying between Texas and Kansas? How can we content our- 
selves to defer the organization and establishment of a fair, just, civil 
government in that Territory to the minor consideration of the settle- 
ment of the question of the remaining title between these three tribes 
and the United States Government? 

I believe it may not be days, it may not be hours, until we shall have 
been notified of the extinguishment of the title of the Indians to some 
large bodies of this land, and perhaps before we get this bill passed the 
boundaries of this Territory will have expanded according to its own 
terms so as to include perhaps three or four times the area of No Man’s 
Land, and the Senate will be behind the progress of the country and 
probably behind the progress of the executive department of this Gov- 
ernment if it refuses to establish a Territorial government in that land. 

Now, I suppose the object of the Senate in sending this bill or any 
other bill to a committee is to get an intelligent, thorough, and prop- 
erly, expeditious disposal of the question. That is what the Senate 
wants, and I am a little surprised that there should be any controversy 
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between the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwrs] and the Bena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], because they are both distinguished 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and could there consider 
this bill perhaps together as well as they could in the other committee, 
I have no preference in the world except that I should like asa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Indian Affairs to get rid of the responsibility 
of the bill. Iam not hunting up jobs and contracts in the Senate for 
the purpose of assuming responsibility. But let this bill go to either 
committee; it is perfectly obvious that it is a duty that the Senate of 
the United States owes to the country to act with promptness upon this 
question. There is no difficulty in it, no trouble or embarrassment that 
I can see in the establishment of this Territorial government, and that 
is the root of the matter, and that is the whole of it after all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isit the judgment of the Senator that as this is a 
proposition to form a Territorial government, it is proper that the Terri- 
torial Committee should first take jurisdiction of it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithinkso. It looks tome asifit ought to go there 
as a matter of order. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to say that 
I did not suppose when I was up that it was necessary that I should 
give any assurance that the bill would receive prompt consideration if 
it came to the Territorial Committee; but the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] has intimated to me that, as he suggested when he had the 
floor that he desired to be assured of that and I said nothing about it 
in my remarks, he would like to know how I felt upon that subject. 
It did not occur to me that it was necessary to say that the Commit- 
tee on Territories would act and act as promptly as possible upon the 
subject. It certainly will do so. 

Mr. MORGAN. If we this bill, which I think is a very just 
bill, and it seems to me it is a good one, and then establish an Indian 
court or a United States court at some point in the five civilized tribes 
with an extended jurisdiction, or even, if you please, with a limited 
jurisdiction which you may hereafter amend, we should do more to 
advance the Indians in that country, more to keep down broils and 
preserve the peace and contribute to their prosperity than we can do 
in any other way in the world. A 

Matters are getting into a good deal of tangle out there. Their own 
local government is getting into a good deal of tangle under their 
communal system of laws and title by occupancy. dians who are 
thrifty and powerful and a are acquiring very large areas of 
land, and there is great complaint amongst the commoner Indians, 
the poorer Indians, of the absorption of lands under the Indian laws 
by these prominent and aggressive men, and the sooner we get thé 
Government of the United States in position there to exercise what- 
ever of civil power we think is best for them, the better it will be for 
those Indians. x 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I did not nb it was in order on 
the question of reference to go into the merits of this bill. Almost any- 
thing is in order, I am aware, in debate here; but still, in regard to the 
propriety of the bill and its provisions, it never occurred to me that it 
was necessary to avow either my own opinion or that of the committee 
I represent, and I abstained from it. Iam not going now totry to com- 
mend the proposition for reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
by any profession at this time in regard to the propriety of a Territo- 
rial government in the Indian Territory. If there are any Senators 
who have done more to bring about that than the Senators who com- 
pose the Committee on Indian Affairs, I have yet to learn who they are. 

It is not necessary for me to put myself on record upon the question 
whether there ought not speedily to be a Territoral government over 
the whole of the Indian Territory. I have no doubt of the power of 
the General Government or of its duty to erect as speedily as possible 
a Territorial government over that whole Indian Territory. 

The political control of that Territory is as necessary to this Govern- 
ment as the political control of Dakota or Wyoming or any other area 
in this country within the borders of the United States; and I had the 
idea that the Committee on Indian Affairs for the last ten years had 
been doing something to hasten the speedy coming of the time when 
there should be a Territorial government over the whole or some part 
that could be properly erected, and it is quite a departure from the 
question whether this bill should be considered by one committee or 
the other to bring in the question whether one committee or the other 
is the more friendly to the idea of erecting a Territorial government. 
If the Senator from Connecticut feels that he is called upon to announce 
to the Senate how favorable his committee is to the project, he is wel- 
come to any such sort of argument as that. Iam not here for that pur- 

I am on record. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave made no such announcement, I have not sug- 
gested what my ideas about the propriety of this bill were. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave observed the current of the debate and how 
largely the Senator from Connecticut and other Senators have contrib- 
uted to it, and I am quite willing that Senators should at this late day 
undertake to say that they are more disposed to the idea of putting the 
Indians and all this Territory of theirs under the custody and care of 
the Government. I do not know of a Senator who does not suppose » 
that the question of whether there shall be a Territorial government in 
one part of the territory of the United Statesquite as much as in an- 
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other deserves consideration. As I said, if it were not for the Indian 
question it would be like writing this bill out on a sheet of white pa- 
per and everybody would have made up his mind as to the form and 
method of doing the thing, but because it applies solely and exclusively 
to the Indian—for in this large Territory there is no white man there 
lawfully—the whole question to be settled isan Indian question. That 
is the reason I felt it my duty to move the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] knows what the Indian 

Committee and what members of the Indian Committee have been 

ing to do in reference to the court to which he alludes, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. rag ey a moment ago put to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE) an inquiry which seemed to 
carry on its face an origin in the Committee on Territories, and that 
was whether the Senator from Rhode Island would be in favor of 
having the Indians in the Indian Territory take land in severalty and 
become citizens of the United States, and therefore proper persons to 
come under a Territorial organization, as if that was an argument that 
he would have a right to use from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. President, I do not want to consume the time of the Senate. I 
want the Senate to understand that solely for the purpose of seeing that 
the rights of the Indians were properly taken care of, and as that cov- 
ered the whole of this bill except this little panhandle, I have urged 
that the Senator from Connecticut and his committee should let it be 
considered by the committee the action of which would affect the 
rights of the Indians more than any other. Therefore I call for the 

and nays. Ifthe Senate will let me have the yeas and nays on 
the motion then I shall not desire to trouble the Senate any more on 
the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that on this motion the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes], in his anxiety to have this billreferred to his committee, ought 
not to let his zeal so far run away with him as to put me in any 

ition or do me any injustice. If the Senator had listened to what 
said he must know that I did not, either directly or by insinuation 
or by reference, speak of the merits of this bill or of what I thought 
about it or what the Committee on Territories would be likely to do 
about it, or in any way express my views upon the subject whatever. 
Iam about as much amazed that he should riseand say that I had ex- 
agers my views of what ought to be done with this bill as I was that 
should make his objection to my motion originally. 

- Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is very manifest that whatever may 
he the form of this bill, the substance of it is an effort which has been 
made, as we know, for a great length of time and has culminated in 
this form to secure to the control of the white race in this country or of 
the white and the colored races, the citizens of this country, thatis the 
citizens and the God-forsaken men who are also denominated citizens 
under the Constitution, the control of a large portion of the Indian 
Territory. It is an effort to take from the Indians that ion of the 
soil which comes under the general denomination of soil of the 
United States, to take from the Indians a large part of that which by 
solemn treaty en ent has been given over to the occupancy and 
of the ian tribes—there can be no doubt that that is the 
substance of this bill—and place that large section of territory which I 
suppose may be thirty or forty thousand square miles and these eight 
or ten thousand square miles which form No Man’s Land, under a 
Territorial form of government like that of the other Territories of the 
United States. 

a egn Hiper be done we start with a state of facts 
something this: The Indians ized by the legislative action, 
the executive action, the official action of the United States as treaty- 
making powers with whom we have contracts which we denominate 
treaties, and which we have no right to abrogate or to destroy without 
the consent of the other party—that we concede—and by virtue of 
these contracts and treaties they are in actual occupation and posses- 
sion of certain lands, of a geographical surface outlined with certain 
boundaries, and within them, unless by their consent, they have abso- 
lute power of excluding any such action as is when a certain 
part of the surface of the earth is organized into a Territory and placed 
under a se distinct, individual Territorial government. That, 
then, is the situation of the affair, and here is a: proposition that the 
Committee on Territories shall take primary and original jurisdiction 
of a bill which undertakes to do that thing. 

Mr. President, it does not occur to me that in the jurisdiction which 
has been effected by the Senate in the parceling out among its com- 
mittees its te jurisdiction of legislative action, this power, this 
right of initiation of action should belong to and should be controlled 
by the Committee on Territories. The Committee on Territories in 
its operations is confined, so far as its natural and roper legal juris- 
diction is concerned, to Territories—territory of the United States, ter- 
ee which bey not saga e these outside and extraneous obli- 

ions to what is practically a foreign power, a treaty-making power. 
fh order to establish a Territorial government, in pret words, it must 
first have the territory, and the Committee on Territories has none ex- 


cept this little piece of land that projects westerly and lies south of 
Kansas, some 8,000 or 10,000 square miles, which I suppose nobody 
would dream of organizing into a Territory with a view to its ultimate 
erection into a State, unless there were coupled with it this other larger 
and substantial element of the whole scheme, to take nearly one-half 
the whole Territory from the Indians. 

If these views of the nature of the transaction are correct, it seems to 
me that the bill should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
first instance, and perhaps wholly. There is no occasion for its going 
to any other committee at all, for two reasons. It naturally belongs 
there. There is where it should goin the first instance because it is 
substantially an Indian question which is to be decided, and it should 
be sent to that committee which maintains towards the Indians, so far 
as this body is concerned, what the Committee on Foreign Relations 
does to whatever concerns foreign powers. It is a partof their natural 
legal authority under any view of the question whatever. 

at there is still another reason why it should go to that committee, 
as it seems tomy mind. These questions have been under discussion 
for a long time in the ne pers, among the citizens of the country, 
and in the other end of the Capitol, but have not come before the Sen- 
ate forits appropriate consideration as a legislative body until the present 
moment. Now, here comes a bill passed by the other House which is 
to be disposed of in the ordinary routine of business and we are just 
entered upon the last month of thesession. The Indians, whose rights 
are so largely concerned, have, so far as we are aware, never been heard, 
never had any privilege of appearing, so faras we know. There is no 
preparation whatever for the proper presentation of their cause to any 
committee of Congress. If that be so, anybody, any member of the 
Senate, it seems to me, will say that a much greater period of time is 
due for the proper preparation of their case, for its presentation, and for 
its hearing than remains during the present session; and if there is to 
be imm action, if there is any committee of this body ready to 
consider it without formally hearing the rights and interests of the In- 
dians, and ready to do them justice, it is the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; and if the Indians, being largely under the care, nob to say 
the su ion, of this particular and appropriate committee, would 
na y go to this committee with a view to the protection of their 
interests and before the consideration of this bill in the proper prepara- 
tion of their case for its hearing and its discussion by the Senate, they 
naturally will go to consult with the Committee on i i 

I say, then, this bill should go. to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
because it belongs to that committee any way under the circumstances 
as part of their original and primary jurisdiction; and further, if we 
are to act during the remainder of this short session we should send it 
to a committee as familiar as possible with the principles from 
its previous training and investigation of the interests and rights of 
the Indians. 

Besides, not believing that there should be any action at the present 
time, as the Indians are to make ready their case to be heard now or 
in the future, they should be put in contact with the committee that 
they are familiar with, which is their natural, their 1 their legis- 
lative adviser, especially in regard to this bill, with its details so 

y concerning their interests. 

are some other questions in relation to the organization of this 
land into a Territory which might well be considered, and which would 
require a great deal of time. There is all throughout the Southern 
States a vast, general, deep feeling, as we know, among the negro pop- 
ulation. It comes to the surface. We hear of it from the colored peo- 
ple themselves, and many of the wisest of them desire that there be 
set apart somewhere a territory to which they can be invited, or at 
least to which they may go without restriction, there to organize a sub- 
stantial negro community with a view to becoming a State. 

They bave that idea, and that sentiment is strongly reciprocated and 
with great vehemence avowed here on this floor by those who represent 
or who are supposed to represent the Southern States. They will be 
glad to see this emigration take place, and if we are to organize any- 
where a territory with a view to the emigration of the colored Soaps 
of the South to any locality where they can be rid of their old surround- 
ings and where their old surroundings can be rid of them, there is no 
territory remaining to us which we can properly consider with a view 
to that result except this same piece of the Indian Territory. New 
Mexico has been organized substantially under the auspices of white 
men. It would be hardly fair to those who have gone thereand located 
themselves and their interests in that Terri to sever it with the 
view to the erection of acolored commonwealth in a part of New Mexico, 
What is true in regard to New Mexico is likewise true in reference to 
Arizona; and the northern portion of the country, it seems to be under- 
stood, is opposed to colored men. ‘There is nowhere else that we can 
organize a territory for the colored race except here in the western 
peen of what is known as the Indian Territory. The colored popu- 

tion of the country would like to be heard unquestionably in that re- 
gard, and there should be suitable opportunity for that hearing. But 
the question of whether they are to go there is one that would pecul- 
iarly interest the Indians who now so largely reside in that locality. 

So, then, Mr. President, in view of the race questions involved, of the 
industrial questions which are involved, and of the economie, social, 
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civil, treaty, and contract relations and obligations that are involved, 
KATES ee a ee ae re peop ons 
to take original jurisdiction in the consideration of this bi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on~Territories, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
I have with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). My ayy, FR 
[Mr. REAGAN] is detained at home by sickness. He is paired as 
been announced. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam paired. 

Mr, ALLISON, Iam pai 1 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON |. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Vance]. As heis not here, I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 
Bate, Edmunds, Mitchell Spooner, 
Blackburn, Eustis, n Morgan, Bvit, 
Cam Pines ‘ Pasco, ie, 

n, 

Cockrell, * Payne, Weak, 
Coke, Gray, Platt, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Ham: Pugh, Wi 
Cullom, Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Manderson, Sherman, 

NAYS—12. 
Blair, Dawes, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Bowen, Hoar, Sabin, 
Chandler, Hale, Ingalls, 

ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Jones of Arkansas, $ 
Allison, Dolph, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Beck, F M Stanford, 
Berry, Frye, Paddock, Vance. 
i Palmer, 
Brown, Quay, 
er, Hearst, 


So the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Territories was 


agreed to. 
GEORGE W. DURFEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
ofthe House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3052) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Durfee. 

The amendment was, in line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘fifty and insert ‘‘ forty-five.” ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. i 

The amendment was concurred in. 


CATHERINE M. LEE. 


tthe House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1320) granting a pension 
o ouse o: resentatives e bill (S. a on 
to Catherine M. Lee. ; cab tas DEN 

The amendment was, in line 4, before the word ‘“‘dollars,”’ to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘twelve.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

-The amendment was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


` The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The hourof2o’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes, as in Committee of the Whole, the consideration 
of the unfinished business, being Senate bill 3401, concerning the Pacific 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] who has 
T S T EOE rc to me until I can call up House bill 
1368, Ido not think it will lead to any debate. It has heretofore 

the Senate, I think, on two occasions, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that we go through with the usual order 
of morning business, There are some reports to be made. Ido not 
think it will take a great while. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the order of 
concurrent and other resolutions not having been called, the Chair will 


receive further morning business. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. - 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of David Grover and 25 
others, citizens of Wesley, Dak., and the petition of C. McAllister and 
38 others, citizens of Wolsey, Dak., praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Colorado, representing nearly one thou- 


for to-day with the Senator from New | 


sand members, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of the State Camp of Colorado, Patri- 
otic Order Sons of America, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3356 
to amend the naturalization laws; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of J. Tyler Jackson and others, 
of Virginia, praying that silver be restored to coequal value with gold; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented numerous petitions of citizens of Virginia, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9909) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Indians upon the Oneida reservation, in Wisconsin, and granting 
patents therefor, and for other pupon; and 

A bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


P The message also announced that the House non-concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant rightof way 
through the Indian Territory to the St, Louis and San Francisco Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes; and the bill (H. R. 7186) to 
authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; agreed tothe conferences asked by the Senate on the said bills 
and the amendments thereto, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. HARE, 
and Mr. PERKINS managers at the conferences on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House non-concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the 
sale of lands allotted and patented to certain members of the Black 
Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for other purposes, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the said bill and the amendments 
thereto, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi, and 
Mr. PERKINS the managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of resentatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 9909) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Indians upon the Oneida reservation, in Wisconsin, and grant- 
ing patents therefor, and for other ; and 

A bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
the United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 379) onea tear certain cases; 
an ee S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 

umbia; 

A bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 3794) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through a part of the Crow Indian reservation, in 
Montana Territory. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, HAWLEY. ‘I am instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the 
organization of the militia of the District of Columbia, to report it 
without amendment. The Senste having acted favorably upon a bill 
very similar, I shall ask to-morrow morning that the Senate take 
this bill for consideration. I will not delay by asking to have it 
now. It isa bill of some length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privi- 
leges to the Hampton and Old Point Railway Company, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. 
Haywood, reported it without amendment. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr, JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoan] on the 10th ultimo, relating to the preparation of the river and 
harbor bill, to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. : 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed, when the river and 
harbor appropriation bill sball be reported, to report as to each public work 
for which an Speropeiasios is made in said bill the facts which render such a 
pedro advisable and of national importance, and the condition of the wor 


Ranteek: That there be an assistant clerk of the Committee on Commerce, to 
ke paid a yearly salary of ——, to be appointed by the said committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution by in- 
serting, after the word “‘of,’’ in the fourteenth line, the words ‘‘ four- 
= hundred and forty dollars,” and by adding at the end of the res- 

ution: 

And that for the remainder of the current fiscal year such assistant clerk be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at rate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendments proposed by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3915) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Lonisa Ball; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 3916) to authorize the appointment 
of Asst. Surg. William Martin, United States Navy, not in the line of 
ponga, to the position of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the 

e of promotion, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3917) to restore pensions in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the sundry civil ape bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isubmit an amendment intended tobe proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I ask that it be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


For the payment to Mrs. Irene R. Sheridan, widow of the late Philip H. Sher- 


idan, General of the Armies of the United States, $50,000, in grateful recognition 


by the United States of his eminent and extraordinary services to his country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations 
in restraint of trade and production; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ’ 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. HISCOCK, it was 


Ordered, That Mr. Haskell A. Evarts be allowed to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers filed with Senate bill No. 2412. 


DISTRICT CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to furnish the Senate with any information in their ion 
concerning the exclusion of persons from any of the charitable institutions in 
the District on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT OFFICERS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate a list embracing those officers and employés (not workmen 
or laborers) under the control of said commissioners in any branch of the District 
government who have been changed since March 4, 1885, giving in each case the 
name, office, date of change, name of new appointee, and the reasons for the 

ge so far as they appear of record. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over under the rule. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HARRIS. Some days since the vote by which the pension ap- 
propriation bill, being House bill 11658, was was reconsidered 
upon my motion, and I offered an amendment, but in the absence of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and at the suggestion of some 


Senator, the matter was allowed to lie over for the Senator’s return. 
I call the attention of the Senator to it and would be glad to have the 
amendment disposed of and the matter ended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
will resume consideration of the bill which has been reconsidered by 


the Senate, and the amendment read. The title of the bill will be’ 


stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, on page 2, after the word ‘‘sepa- 
rately,” it is proposed to insert the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That a check orchecks drawn by a pension agent in pay- 
ment of pension due and mailed by him to the address of the pensioner ehetl 
constitute porosu within the meaning of section 4765 of the Revised Statutes 
of the Uni States, 

Mr. ALLISON. Is thatthe amendment offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. - Yes, that is the amendment. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator explain why 
that is necessary on this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, As the general law is now construed, where a check 
has been issued in payment of a pension due or accrued, unless it was 
indorsed and negotiated before the death of the pensioner, the check 
is not paid. This amendment p to remedy that evil and re- 
quire the check, where issued and mailed to the pensioner before his 
death, to be paid. That is the entire effect of the amendment, and 
the whole intent of it, and I suppose the legal effect. The amendment 
was pre by the Third Auditor of the Treasury to remedy that evil. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the matter lie over until I ma; 
have an opportunity to present an amendment covering a point that 
su the other day. 

. HARRIS. I have no objection to its lying over until to-mor- 
os morning if the Senator from Kansas will have his amendment ready 


en. 

Mr. PLUMB. I simply design, and I give notice of it now, that the 
law shall be so amended that whatever may be due by the pension be- 
ing extended up to the time of the death of the pensioner, ac pps 
him to have died between quarterly payments, shall go to his legal 
representative or to his widow, as the case may 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and the amendment will 
lie over until to-morrow morning, if there be no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendment of 
haa! aoe to the bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. 

: ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that theSpeaker of the Househad signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
Baptist Church at Smithland, Ky.; and it wasthereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made ot 
the resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] which yesterday was ordered to lie over and to be considered to- 
day as morning business ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like a vote on the resolution, butI un- 
derstand that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] desires to 
speak on the subject. Ifit is convenient to him I should like to pro- 
ceed with it to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I am as ready now as at any time. The Senator 
from Florida has also expressed a desire to be heard upon the resolution 
in question, and I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall have to ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks for the 
regular order. If there be no objection the resolution offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will lie upon the table, the consideration 
of it to be resumed as current morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire in this connection to say that I feel bound 
to render every facility I can for the consideration of the resolution. 
The Senator from New Hampshire was very courteous and kind to me 
yesterday in allowing it to go over until to-day, and Iam ready to talk 
a little on it any time when it comes up. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
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of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that I ask that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an appro- 
priation for payment to the legal representatives of James B. Eads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
for the purpose of enabling him to call for the consideration of the 
joint resolution indicated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply desire to inquire of the Chair if I am 
ae to the floor on the unfinished business whenever itis proceeded 

? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon having 
been interrupted by the motion to adjourn last evening, is entitled to 
the floor when the consideration of the bill is resumed. 

Mr, MITCHELL. In view of the near approach of the 4th of March, 
I do not feel warranted in occupying the time of the Senate as against 
an appropriation bill. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES B. EADS, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res, 257) making an a; 
propriaron for payment to the legal representatives of James B. 

t proposes to appropriate $500,000 to enable the Secretary of War to pay 
to the legal representatives of James B. Eads half the sum of $1,000,000 
retained by the United States under the act of March 3, 1875, to be paid 
on the expiration of ten years’ maintenance of the channel the maximum 
depth and width as required by the act of March 3, 1875, and subse- 
quent acts. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say in a single word that thisis 
an appropriation which is required by existing law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It comes from the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the joint resolution pass? ‘ 

The joint resolution was passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal yearend- 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

r. FRYE. Ido not feel at liberty to antagonize, as to considera- 
tion, an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill may be dispensed with, so as to allow the consideration of 
the amendments of the committee during the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are 
reached in the reading of the bill. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Senate,” 
on page 2, line 3, to increase the total appropriation ‘‘ for compensation 
of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the Sen- 
ate,” from $354,526.10 to $361,766.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for clerks and mes- 
sengers to Senate committees, on 3, line 14, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘assistant clerk to the Committee on Appropriations ”’ 
from $1,800 to $2,220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 4, line 10, 
after the words ‘‘Committee on Rules,” to insert: 

Clerk to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 4, line 12, 
after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert: i 

Assistant clerk to the Committee on Commerce, $1,440, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 4, line 19, 
after the words ‘Military Affairs,” to strike out the word ‘‘and;”’ 
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and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ Engrossed Bills,” to insert ‘‘and 
Foreign Relations;’’ so as to read: 

And eight messengers, at the rate of $1,440 
mittees, namely: Finance, Post-Offices and 
shed et Colum Judiciary, Military Affairs, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 4, line 20, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for salaries of clerks and 
messengers to committees of the Senate from $68,320 to $74,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper,’’ on page 5, line 8, to increase the ap- 

ropriation for salary of ‘‘assistant messenger on the floor of the Sen- 
ate ’’ from $1,200 to $1,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 25, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for Office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper of the Senate from $99,271.20 to $99,511.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, on page, line7, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” 
to strike out ‘' twenty-four” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ and in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘session,’’ to strike ont ‘‘thirty thousand four hundred 
and eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-one thousand eight hundred;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For twenty-five clerks to committees, at $6 perday during the session, $31,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate, on page 7, line 21, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: r 

For expen. ntainin; d equipping ho d mail fe 
ying ihe alts; 1,000, Ox AD TAGAL EATON as TOOT DA NOMNAT. E E EA 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 2 on page 8, 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 8, line 2, before the word ‘‘thonsand,”’ I. 
at to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to make the clause 


r annum, for the following com- 
‘ost-Roads, Pensions, Claims, Dis- 
Engrossed Bills, and Foreign Re- 


For fuel, oil, and cotton w: d ', for 
re a al, chy se Spo aste, and advertising, for the heating apparatus, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, line 3, to increase the 
rg na “ for purchase of furniture’? for the Senate from $1,000 
to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 5, to increase the appro- 
priation *‘for materials for furniture and repairs of same, exclusive of 
labor,” from $1,500 to $2,500. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 6, to increase the a) 
priation ‘‘for services in cleaning and furniture ” from 
to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘fifteen’? and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, including 
compensation to sienographers to committees, at such rate as may be fixed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but 
not exceeding $1,25 per printed page, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Library of Con- 
gress,” on page 19, after line 2, to insert: 

To enable the Lib: ntinue the k upon Catal 
of the aT Lea ee oe s4 Sg i 9 om ai eed 

The amendment was to. : 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Executive,” on page 
19, line 22, after the words ‘‘ private secretary,” to strike ont ‘‘ three 
thousand two hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘five thousand;”’ so as 
to read: : 

For ae to the following in the office of the President of the United 
States: Private secretary, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, on page 20, 
line 7, to increase the total amount of the appropriations for compen- 
sation to the private secretary, assistant secretary, clerks, and employés 
in the executive office from $33,864 to $35,614. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for *‘ Department of 
State,” on page 21, line 16, before the word “‘ assistant,”’ to strike out 
“‘three’’ and insert ‘* five;’’ so as to read: 

Five assistant messengers. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 19, at the end of the same 
clause, to increase the total amount of the appropriations for compen- 
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sation of the Secretary of State, Assistant Secretaries, and the clerks 
and employés in the office from $117,470 to $118,910. 
amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Department,” 
in the appropriations for ‘‘ Division of Customs,’’ on page 25, line 9, to 
increase the appropriation for salary of ‘‘assistant chief of division ’’ 
from $2,000 to $2,250. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 25, line 13, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘ Division of Cus- 
toms” from $21,990 to $22,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 8, after the word ‘‘ for,” 
to strike out “five clerks at’’ and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ in line 9, after 
the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘each;’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘roll,’’ to strike out ‘‘three thousand three hundred dollars,” 
and in line 12, after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and,” to strike out 
“fifty-one ” and insert “‘ eighty-seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For continuing the adjustment of the accounts of the Soldiers’ Home, under 
section 4818 of the Revised Statutes, in the office of the Second Com ler: 


For one clerk, $860, to be employed on Soldiers’ Home roll: Provided, ad- 
Lear gt —— accounts be limited to those originating subsequent to 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 31, line 21, before the word 
t clerks,” to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert “two ;” in line 23, before 
the word “hundred,” to strike out “‘six thousand six’’ and insert 
“two thousand four ;” and after the words ‘eighteen hundred and,” 
in line 25, tostrike out ‘‘fifty-one’’ and insert ‘*eighty-seven ;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


For additional force for continuing the adjustment of the accounts of the Sol- 
diers’, Home in the office of the Second Auditor, under section re aga 


Statutes: Two clerks, at $840 each; and one, at $720, $2,400: Provided, That ad- 
eri! of said accounts shall be limited to those originating subsequent to 
1887. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 38, line 1, before the words ‘‘clerks 
of class 4,” to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike ont ‘‘sixteen thousand five” and in- 
sert ‘‘eighteen thousand three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Light-Honse Board: For chief clerk of the Light-House Board, $2,400; three 
clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; three clerks of class 
1; one clerk, at $900; two assistant messengers; in all, $18,340. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 22, after the word ‘‘ac- 
countant,” to strike out ‘“‘one thousand eight hundred’’ and insert 
“two thousand;’’ in the same clause, on page 39, line 3, before the 
words ‘‘clerks, at nine hundred dollars,” to strike out ‘‘five’’ and 
insert ‘‘four,’? and in line 4, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
“thirty-eight thousand four” and insert ‘‘thirty-seven thousand 
seven;’’ so as to read: 

Office of Life-Saving Service : For general superintendent of the Life-Saving 


Service, $4,000; assistant general superintendent of the Life-Sa’ $2,500; 
one principal clerk and accountant, $2,000; one topographer an Onen goa 
$1,800; one civil engineer, $1,800; one draughtsman, $1,500; two clerks of class 
4; three clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; five clerks of class 1; two clerks, 


at $1,000 each; four clerks, at $900 ; one t messenger, and one la- 
borer; in all, $37,780, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 6, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” at the end of the same clause, to add: 


And hereafter nothing in section 4 of the act appren August 5, 1882, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 


pu ” shall be construed to prevent the of the from de- 
tailing not exceeding two officers of the revenue © service for duty in the 
office of the Life-Saving Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ office of Super- 
vising Surgeon-General Marine-Hospital Service,” on page 43, line 11, 
after the word ‘‘copyists,’’ to strike out ‘‘one messenger” and insert 
“two messengers;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert 
“each;’? in the same line, after the word ‘‘each,”’ to strike out ‘‘one 
laborer” and insert ‘‘two laborers at;’’ in line 13, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘each;’’ and in line 14, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike 
out “twenty-seven thousand eight hundred and forty” and insert 
‘twenty-eight thousand nine hundred and twenty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Office of Supervising Surgeon-General of Marine-Hospital Service: For Super- 
vising Surgeon-General, $4,000; one surgeon, $3,000; one passed assistant sur- 
n, $1,800; one clerk, $1,800; five clerks, at $1,600 each; one clerk, $1,200; one 
ital steward (employed as chemist), $1,200; six copyists; two messengers, 

at each; two laborers, at $480 each; and one laborer, $360; in all, $25,920, 
the same to be pajd from the permanent appropriation for the Marine-Hospital 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Territory of 
Utah,’ on page 62, line 5, after the word ‘‘office-rent,”’ to strike out 
‘seven thousand”? and insert ‘‘nine thousand five hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the following expenses of the commission, namely, for traveling ex- 


ae, parata „ Stationery, clerk-h: d office- 500 
— yore nery, y ire, an riran de Provided, That 


Aiga Desn suport pra authorized to of the 
Terri + Wl secretary isbursing reasonabl: such 
service, not exceeding $300, for the fiscal year =~ . e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘*War E” 


on page 64, line 9, after the word ‘‘Army,’’ to insert ‘‘and one clerk 
of class 3, or stenographer, for the Conan Genk of the 
Army;’’ in line 11, after the word *‘dollars,” to “each;?? in 
the same line, after the words “‘selected by,” to strike out ‘‘him”’ 
and insert ‘‘ them respectively;’’ and in line 18, after the words ‘‘one 
hundred and,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand eight’’ and insert ‘‘ three 
thousand four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the Secretary of War, $8,000; one chief clerk, at $2,750; 
one clerk, at $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; one ste- 
nographer, at $1,800; five clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3, one clerk of 
class 3, or stenographer, for the retired General of the Army, and one clerk 
of class 3, or stenographer, for the Commanding General of the Army, at $1,600 
each, to be selected by them, res ively; nine clerks of class 2; twenty-one 
clerks of class li fe Ae Sua at wenn ge Byes arenes are a 
messengers; © rers; carpenter, ; reman ; 
ay Tatler, $600 ; two hostlers, at $40; and cas. watehinn: at $40: = all, 
` The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on page 65, line 2, at the end of the clause 
making appropriations for ‘‘ Office of the Adjutant-General,’’ to strike 
out the following proviso: 


pve Fo two hundred i the 
u eral shali be exclusively engaged 
paring and making reports to expedite the settlement of dte aarp! mi 
and soldiers’ claims, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
“í Office of the Surgeon-General,’’ on page 68, line 10, after the word 
tteach,” to strike out ‘‘one assistant engineer ’’ and insert ‘two as- 
sistant engineers;’’ in line 11, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert 
‘each; and in line 16, after the words ‘‘ five hundred and,” to strike 
out ‘thirteen thousand six ’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

In the office of the Surgeon-General: One chief clerk, at $2,000; twenty-four 
clerks of class 4; thirty-two clerks of class 3; sixty-two clerks of class 2; one 
hundred and seventy-two clerks of class 1; eighty-nine clerks, at $1,000 each; 
one anatomist, at $1,000; two engineers, at $1,400 each; twoassistant engineers, 
fornight duty, at $900 each; two firemen; one skilled mechanic, $1,000; sixteen 
assistant messen ; one messenger-boy, at $360; six watchmen; two super- 
intendents of buildings, at $250 each; and sixteen laborers; in all, $514,500. And 
not less than two hundred and eighty of the clerks in the Surgeon-General’s 


Office shall be exclusively e: in prepering and making reports to 
- settlement of pension applications ed for by the Commissioner of Pen- 
ons. 


The next amendment was, on page 71, line 10, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘for the Signal Office until September 30, 1888, $600;”’ 
andin line 12, before the word “hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ an 
insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of buildings for use of the War Department, as follows: For medi- 
cal dispensary, Surgeon-General’s Office, $1,000; forthe Rebellion Record Office, 
$1,200; for the Signal Office until September 30, 1888, $000; in all, $2,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“Navy Department,” 
on page 75, line 4, after the word *‘For,” to insert ‘‘the following 
employés, to be selected by reason of special bey for the work b 
the Secretary of the Navy, namely: Two clerks of class 4; one cler 
of class 3; one clerk of class 2;’’ in line 8, before the words ‘‘one 
clerk,” to strike out ‘‘for;’’ in line 9, before the word ‘‘copyist,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘and four” and insert ‘“‘six;’’ in line 10, after ae word 
‘f each,” to insert “and one assistant messenger; and in the same 
line, after the word “‘all,”’ to strike out *‘six thousand two hundred 
and eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen thousand and forty; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the compilation of the naval records of the war of the rebellion: For 
the following employés, to be selected by. reason of aptitude for the 
work by the Secretary of the Navy, namely: Two clerks of class 4; one clerk 
of class 8; one clerk of class 2; two clerks of class 1; one clerk at $1,000; six 
copyists, at$720 each; and one assistant messenger; in all, $15,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Hydro- 
graphic Office,” on page 77, line 9, before the word “thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert “‘four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of building for printing-presses, draughtsmen, and ra’ stor- 
age of aeons platen and aian gee in the construction and prin! of 
charts, and for repairs and heating of the same, and for gas, water, and tele- 
phone rates, $4,500, 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 5 I move to insert ‘‘s” after ‘‘building;”’ 
so as to read: ‘‘for rent of buildings for printing-presses,’’ etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 77, line 17, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and insert ‘‘fourteen;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia 
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Baltimore, Norfolk, Savannah, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Portland, Ore- 
gon, ee farniture, fant, ce gi Ses and care ford offices, ve fare fer- 

expenses s aea in collecting the Hra gher siata pan for the Pilot Chart, 
and for other purposes for which the offices were established, $14,000, 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. Thebill as passed by the House makes an appropriation of $12,000, 
and the Senate committee have increased that appropriation to $14,000. 
I find that the estimate of appropriation. for this item is $20,000. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether it will be necessary 
that any of the branch offices shall be abolished on account of the 
amount of the appropriation ? 

Mr, ALLISON. It willnot. The appropriation for the current year 
is $11,000. The House of Representatives increased it to $12,000, but 
there are two new offices, one at Portland, Oregon, and one at Savan- 
nah, Ga,, and we increase the amount $2,000 so as to enable the Hy- 
drographic Office to establish these two new places. The estimate, it 
is true, is $20,000, and they say they can economically use that sum, 
but they can maintain all these places very well with the appropria- 
tion we have provided, as I understand the case. ‘ 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then I understand the Senator to state that it will 
not be necessary to abolish any of the branch offices on account of the 
amount of the appro riation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Tan adoma ail ak 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 77, line 21, after the wo 
‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘one computer,” and insert ‘‘two computers, 
at;” in line 22, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘each;’’ and in the 
same clause, on page 78, line 1, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
‘*nineteen thousand three ” and insert ‘‘ twenty thousand five;’’ soas to 
make the clause read: z 

Naval Observatory: For pay of three assistant astronomers, one at $2,000 and 
two at $1,800 each; one clerk of class 4; one instrument-maker, $1,500; two 
computers, at $1,200 each; four watchmen, including one for new Naval Obsery- 
atory grounds; two skilled laborers, one at $1,000 and one at $720; and seven 
laborers; in all, $20,520. 

ae amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, on page 78, line 11, in the appropriations 
for the Naval Observatory, after the words ‘‘ contingent + rey to 
strike out “‘three thousand nine” and insert ‘‘four thousand five;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs of buildings, fixtures, i , chemi ¥ 
Baterian forolan Sy cece oer | romana be all poor 
tingent expenses, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 15, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “one clerk” and insert “two clerks;’’ in line 16, 
before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out “‘three’? and insert “‘five;?? 
in the same line, before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out “four” and 
insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 17, after the word “two,” to strike out ‘one 
stenographer” and insert ‘‘two stenographers;’’ in line 18, after the 
word *‘dollars,’’ to insert “‘each;” in the same line, before the word 
“‘clerks,”’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;’? in line 19, after 
the word “‘ one,” to striko out “‘ one clerk” and insert ‘‘three clerks;’’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘each;’’ in line 
20, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out “one laborer’? and insert 
t‘ two Jaborers;’’ and in line 21, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike out 
“thirty thousand three hundred and eighty” and insert ‘‘ forty-five 
thousand two hundred and forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: For chief clerk, $1,800; two clerks of class 
Sick oftsen lors of cassis clases ns bios tools tot C eee 
sistant messenger, and two laborers; in all, $45,240, Waconia: eae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations the reasons for increasing the clerical force in the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. 

. ALLISON. The reasons are set forth ina communication made 
to Cig committee by the Secretary of the Navy, which I ask to have 


ren 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. . 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 17, 1889, 


to the naval establishment. Under 
in the Navy her cost or present 


tration. The prope 
for the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing an increased clerical force, but the 


rf eg enegan 
fone tha Hil rewshes the Banate Dea ik ima boos De Ee ete ee 
e e y us causes 
from taking earlier action. It is of great im ion WETER, to TORKA peoner 


provis for establishing with the beginning of the coming fiscal year a system 
w rm 


has been needed since the existence of the Navy Department. 
A table is submitted herewith show: the force asked for, with themumbers 
of each grade of the classified service, and a summary giving in parallel columns 
the present and desired force. 


Very respectfully, 
Sf s$ W.0. WHITNEY, Secrelary of the Navy. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Was the amendment asto the Bureau of Provis- 
ions and Clothing adopted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been announced as agreed to, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idid not hear. I thought I made the inquiry 
as soon as the Secretary finished reading the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator desires to have the 
vote taken, the announcement will be reconsidered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not desire it, but—— 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no objection to having the matter 
informally opened. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish only to continue to make my suggestions 
upon this paragraph instead of addressing them to the paragraph con- 
cerning the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery which follows. 

It appears that this new system which has been adopted by the 
Secretary of the Navy for keeping the accounts of the Navy Depart- 
ment requires a very large increase of force, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations whether anywhere, in this 
bill or elsewhere, there has been any reduction of the clerical force of 
the Department; in other words, whether under this new system, 
which requires an increased force, there is any reduction of force else- 
where, either clerical force or labor in the store-houses of the Depart- 
ment. 

As I understood the origin of this desire to have a new and improved 
method of keeping the Navy Department accounts, to which I take no 
exception, it was founded largely upon the desire foreconomy. I think 
it may be found set out in the reports of the Secretary of the Navy and 
in other communications that a reduced force in other bureaus and in 
various branches of the naval service would result from this increased 
force in the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. I should like to have 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations inform me, if he can, 
where that reduction is, and whether this additional force is an addi- 
ional expense or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an additional force to that now provided for 
by law, amounting in the aggregate, I think, to about $15,000. I know 
of no corresponding reduction, unless it shall appear at the various 
navy-yards by a reduction of the clerical force there, which, I think, is 
not very likely. But the letter of the Secretary of the Navy clearly 
discloses a system of book-keeping and keeping of Accounts which will 
be very accurate; and inasmuch as he stated that this was n in 
view of the reorganization which he had made, the committee did not 
feel like withholding the needed clerical force to carry out this reform, 
if it be a reform. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand the chairman of the com- 
mittee tostate that the idea of economy of reduction of expense in keep- 
ing the accounts did not enter into the purpose of the committee in con- 
senting to this increase. 

I also should like to ask the chairman of the committee, or if he does 
not recall the circumstance, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who 
usually has charge of the naval appropriation bill, whether the naval 
appropriation act of last year did or did not contain a Jarge increase, 
or a large appropriation of some $90,000 for the expenses of store-houses 
at the various navy- ; and if so, whether that appropriation was 
or was not an absolute increase of expenditure without any reduction 
in any other department of the naval service growing ont of that in- 
crease? 

Mr. HALE. There was some increase last year of the kind referred 
to by the Senator from New Hampshire in the store-house items, but 
it was not an entire increase to that amount. 

I may say here that this feature of the new system of book-keeping 
and keeping accounts in the Navy Department and the consolidation of 
this bureau will, I think, result in economy, not simply economy in 
the number of clerks employed and the money paid for their compen- 
sation, but economy in the general business of the Navy Department. 
At a glance the Secretary of the Navy will be able to see under this 
system the exact condition of each navy-yard, what its supplies are, 
what its old material is on hand, what each vessel has cost, and what it 
is spending each year. In that way a very considerable economy will 
be introduced and advanced, and there will be a general saving te the 
Government, attended by an increase to a small amount of expense in 
the clerical force. 

I have looked at this system somewhat and I think it is a good one. 
I think it is going to work well. It may take a few more men, butit 
will save money. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now have before me the appropriation in the 
naval appropriation act of last year. Under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of 
Provisions and Clothing’’ there was appropriated for labor and expenses 
of general store-houses, $90,000. I ask the Senator whether that was 
not an increase over the previous year of some $40,000 or $50,000? _ 

Mr. HALE. Thatisit. Now the Senator is getting nearertoit, As 
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I said when I was up before, there was an item of that kind, but it did 
not represent an increase to the extent of the appropriation. A por- 
tion of it was an increase, and it was a temporary increase. When all 
these officers have got to revolving in harmony under this new system 
the increase in expenditure even in the clerical force will not be very 


large. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ButI asked the Senator a question which I do 
not think he did me the honor to answer, and that was whether there 
was any reduction anywhere on account of the increase which has been 
made both in the clerical force and in reference to the force at the navy- 
yards in of general store-houses ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it will be impossible to state with precise 
numbers what the effect of all these changes may be. It is certainly 
of value to the Government to have an accurate system of accounts. 
That is the object of the amendment as I understand the Secretary of 
the Navy. Inthe general expenditures of the Navy an accurate and 
complete system of accounts will result in the end in producing econ- 
omy. I think there can be no doubt about that, but how much Ido 
not like to predict. 

Mr. LER. Ihave no doubt that within the next four years 
we shall have a more economical administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment, but whether the way to accomplish itis to begin by making 
these large additional appropriations is a matter about which I have 
some serious doubts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for “‘ Judge- 
Advocate-General, United States Navy,” on page 80, line 17, after the 
words ‘‘twelve thousand,” to insert “five hundred;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

m rm e lans, drawings, draw materials, 
Muses ond waa a pep er on y for ‘official arida a freight, expressuge 
age, and other absolutely necessary expenses of the Navy partment and 
ts various bureaus and offices, $12,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of the 
Interior,” on page 82, line 15, before the words ‘‘law clerks,” to strike 
out “ten” and insert ‘‘thirteen;’’ and in line 17, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Office of Assistant Attorney-General: For one law clerk, at $2,750; one law 
clerk, at $2,500; one law clerk, at $2,250; thirteen law clerks, at $2,000each; two 
clerks of class 3, one of whom shall act as stenographer; in all, $36,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 18, before the word ‘‘ prep- 
aration,” to strike out ‘‘The’’ and insert ‘‘ For the;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

r the pre ion of the Official R r of the United States, 1889, includ- 
ing editing, mr senshi and enine, FLOOD. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office Depart- 
ment,” in the appropriations for ‘‘ office of disbursing clerk,’ on page 
102, line 15, before the word ‘‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and 
insert ‘' twenty-two; ’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-two laborers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 102, line 21, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for ‘‘ office of disbursing clerk” of the 
Post-Office Department from $54,460 to $55,780. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for contingent ex- 
penses of the Post-Office Department,” on page 103, line 15, after the 
word “‘ purchase,” to strike out the word ‘‘of;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For purchase and keeping of horses and repair of wagons and harness to be 
used only for official purposes, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Labor,” 
on page 107, line 15, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘and $200 
additional while superintendent of the building;’’ so as to read: 

FB capers clerk, $1,800, and $200 additional while superintendent of the build- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, on page 
108, line 4, to increase the total amount of the’ appropriations for com- 
pensation of the Commissioner of Labor and the clerks and employés 
in his office from $84,540 to $84,740. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS, I move an amendment in lines 8 and 9, on page 19, 
in the provision ‘‘ For Botanic Garden: Forassistants and laborers, under 
the direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress,’’ an increase 
of the whole of $1,020, which is to be accomplished by reading, 
of “$11,073.75,” “$12,093.75,” and then ‘‘in all, $13,893.75.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 19, line 8, it is proposed to change the 
amount so as to read ‘‘ $12,093.75,” and in line 10 change the aggre- 
gate so as to read ‘‘ $13,893.75.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands this amend- 
ment to be reported from the Library Committee? 

Mr. EVARTS. From the Library Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And to have been referred one day 
before to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir; it was so referred yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON, This is a modification of the amendment referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations yesterday by the Committee on 
the Library. I understand the object is to increase slightly the com- 
pensation of the assistant superintendents of the Botanic Garden, and 
also to increase somewhat the compensation of the laborers there. As 
the compensation paid to these officers is wholly under the control of 
the Joint Committee on the Library of Congress, I do not feel at lib- 
erty to resist this amendment of the Senator from New York. | 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 2, line 8, I move to strike out the words 
‘fone thousand two hundred” and insert the words ‘‘one thousand four 
hundred and forty;’’ so as to put the pay of the telegraph operator ap- 
pointed by the President of the Senate, the telegraph operator of the 
Senate, upon the same footing as the messenger to the Vice-President. 
pine ae to be entirely just. 

e IDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated from the desk. pes s 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 8, after the word “operator,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘one thousand two hundred” and insert ‘‘one 
thousand four hundred and forty;’’ so as to read: 

Telegraph operator, $1,440. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is not in proper form, nor does it come from 
any committee. If theSenator from Vermont says that he knows this 
to be a necessary expenditure, I do not know that I shall interpose a 
point of order; but it does seem to me that the amount that this tele- 
graph operator now receives ought to be a proper compenaation for his 
seryices in comparison with what telegraph operators generally nre paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you take all the private telegraph operators in 
the United States together it probably is, but when you compare it 
with all the otherservice of the Senate clear down to its pages, itis entirely 
outof the proper proportion. To say that the telegraph operator of the 
Senate, who has to be a person who can be trusted with confidential 
messages, keep his own counsel, and all that, is to get only $1,200, 
while all the messengers of the Senate and the messenger of the Vice- 
President get $1,440, it appears to me is not in the least right, for the 
responsibility and the trust, and to get the right kind of a man for 
that place—and I believe we have the right one now—is very much 
greater than it isin regard to any other servant of the Senate who re- 
ceives $1,440. 

Mr. HARRIS. The pay proposed by the Senator from Vermont is 
Peke very moderate for the responsible duties that that officer per- 

orms. 

The PRESIDENT apee tempore. Is there objection to the proposed 
amendment? The ir hears none, and it isagreed to. This change 
requires a change of the total, which will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Five thousand one hundred dollars” I think it 
should be. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the total, in linc 9, on 
page 2, by making it read *‘ $5,100,” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa in 
charge of the bill, I move, on 20, line 19, that the word ‘‘ two” 
be stricken out and the word ‘‘ three” inserted instead, giving three 
clerks instead of two of class 3 to the Civil Service Commission. That 
is in accordance with the estimates. My recollection is that this esti- 
mate has been made each year for two or three years, if not more. I 
make the motion because I have understood from a gentleman con- 
nected with the commission that it is absolutely necessary. 

tie hain pte geen pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
sta 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 20, line 19, it is proposed to strike out 
“two? and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: 

Three clerks of class 3. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The estimates contemplate three other changes. I 
move to strike out the second word “two,” in line 19, and insert 
‘*three’? also. They want three new clerks of class 2. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered this 
entire clause very carefully, and, after looking over the whole field, 
decided that the clerical force of the Civil Service Co: on was & 
sufficient force for its present needs, I was rather of opinion that they 
needed one or two more clerks myself, and therefore did not raise the 
point of order when the Senator from Connecticut made the motion for 
an additional clerk of class 3, but I hope no farther force will be sug 

or pro’ by the Senator. 

Mr. HA Y. That isa very touching appeal. I am glad the 


1889. 


chairman of the committee was a little lenient when I made the first 
motion, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He was in favor of that. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. He was in favor of that, but he is not in favor of 
all of it. I wish the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
would consent to let the question be submitted to the Senate and let 
us have the vote of the jury on that particular case. The commission 
say: 

Since the last yoar’s estimates were submitted there has been an entire re- 
vision of the civil-service rules and of the classification of the departmental 
service which has resulted in bringing into the classified service and subject to 
examination a Jarge number of places (not far from 3,000) not heretofore classi- 
fied for examination. For filling many of these places, notably those in the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, the Geological Survey, the Nautical Almanac Office, 
the Hydrographic Office, the Naval Observatory, and the technical force of the 
Sypervising Architect's Office, examinations of a very high grade and of the 
most technical character are required, demanding the most careful, pains-tak- 
ing, and expert work on the part of the clerical and examining forces of the 
commission. During the last year the classified service hasalso been increased 
by the addition of eight post-offices to the classified list, and it is certain that 
there will be an equal or greater increase in this direction in the year to come. 
It is also probable that there will be an early enlargement of the classified serv- 
ice by the inclusion of the railway mail service and the Indian school service. 
But without this enlargement the additional clerks estimated for are absolutely 
required for the proper performance of the work now imposed upon the com- 
mission. 


The short and the long of it is really, to tell the truth about it, that 
if the Civil Service Commission is to be kept in existence at all, a rea- 
sonable and repeated request for additional clerical force should have 
some attention. I adhere, of course, to my motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question at 
that point? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Should not the matter stand upon a rather more solid 
foundation than the request of persons interested? Should there not 
be something to show that the civil service of the United States will 
be benefited by this commission which will to a certain extent warrant 
the additional appropriation required? If I were going to defend the 
commission, I should want to do it not upon the basis of the enlarge- 
ment of the force or that they had repeatedly requested it, because that 
is something which we are all pretty familiar with here, but upon the 
ground that the continuation of the commission had been greatly to 
the benefit of the civil service of the United States, and upon that sub- 
ject I should like to hear the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If I said “the request of the commission,’’ that was 
a carelessness of expression. Imeantthe official recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, based, of course, upon the recommendation 
of the commission. I should have said that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimated that this was necessary for the proper discharge of the 
duties of that office. There are needed there three more clerks and 
anotherlaborer. I donot at all admit that that involves any call upon 
me to discuss the wisdom or unwisdom of the Civil Service Commission 
or the success of their labors, because we are forbidden in an appropria- 
tion bill to change the existing law, and I am only proposing to pro- 
vide for clerks that are made necessary for work ordered by the exist- 
ing law. Iam under no obligation to go any further, but I should 
not object to doing so if there should be occasion for it. 

In my judgment the Civil Service Commission has done a vast deal 
of good and is to be maintained, is to be perfected and enlarged. Ido 
not admit that the law has been enforced in full or in good faith in 
some respects, Sor I know.that there are most lamentable, and I may 
say outrageous, cases of evasion of the law, but from my observation 
on general principles based upon the general bent and tendency of that 
work, I say it has been a blessing to the Democratic side, and rather 
an unexpected blessing to them, that there have been 12,000 or 15,000 
employés of the Government who were not directly subjected to re- 
moval and substitution at their request. I think it will be equally 
convenient to the Republicans during the next four years to have the 
increased number of 15,000 or 20,000 people, of whom the heads of 
Departments can say to applicants, ‘* These people are beyond my reach 
by law.” But whether that may be an individual opinion or not, I 
say I am standing by the existing law, andif itis not to be maintained, 
let us frankly avow that, that a Republican Senate will nullify that 
law. It is quite another thing to doit manfully by actual act of re- 
peal. If we do not want it, let us repeal the law establishing the com- 
mission, but while it is upon the statute-book it is a simple matter of 
compliance with the ordinary rules of the Senate to furnish the force 
which is needed to carry out the law. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senatorattaches far too much im- 
portance to the neglect of the committee, if I may so term it, to puton 
this additional force. it is not usual, I will say to him, to givetoany 
Department of the Governmenteverything which that Department asks 
for; and, unless I make a mistake about the importance of the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, I will say that practically 
the Secretary of the transmits to Congress only the recom- 
mendations of heads of Departments which have been given to him by 
those heads, and the estimate is not in any proper sense an expression 
Ms, HAWLEY. May Task just there if i {8 not customary 

3 $ ay ust there if it is not ev 
ear for the Secre: of the Treasury to revise and paschneng aA Se 
uce the sum total of the estimates? 
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Mr. PLUMB. I think not where it refers to estimates for clerical 
force. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that it does, but I have always un- 
derstood it to be the part of a wise Cabinet officer having charge of 
the estimates to keep them within a moderate limit. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam re-enforced in my opinion about the limitations 
which actually exist by the opinion of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations to the effect that when it comes to the expression of 
opinion on the part of the head of a Department concerning the clerical 
force of his Department the Secretary of the Treasury sends that down 
nem. con, But, Mr. President, I do not know that I would attach any 
more fmportance to this even if the Secretary recommended it. I do 
not say I do not attach some importance to it, 

We have a law providing for a Bureau of Statistics. Does the Sen- 
ator say, because we do not give all the clerk-hire which the head of 
that bureau and the Secretary of the Treasury ask for, therefore we 
are under constraint to repeal the law establishing the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, Mr. President, but by the Senator’s own argu- 
ment this is a very different case. He shifted the ground a few mo- 
ments ago, and said that this depended upon the wisdom of having any 
Civil Service Commission at all. 

Mr, PLUMB, I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not say anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Bureau of Statistics was not in question. 
There is no argument about that. So when the Senator says they do 
not need another clerk, I feel pretty sure it is not because of any hos- 
tility to that bureau itself; but when my friend, the Senator from Kan- 
sas, asks me whether there is any good in having any of them in the 
Civil Service Commission, I rather doubt whether he thinks they ought 
to have one more clerk or not. I understand the Senator from Kansas 
would wipe the whole thing out. 

Mr, PLUMB. The Senator was never wider apartfrom the facts in 
his life than he is at this present moment. > i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam very glad to hearit. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not subscribe to that doctrine of civil-service 
reform which has been developed by a morbid desire to pattern after 
the British form and detail of government, and I donot believe in this 

recise kind of civil-service reform and would not adopt itif I were to 
ve my choice of the kind of civil-service reform that I would have 
practiced, but I am not prepared to abolish this nor do I desire to limit 
its operations to the extent that I believe those operations are carried 
on usefully. But when I am asked to vote additional sums of public 
money for the purpose of enlarging the scope of a bureau of this Gov- 
ernment, I am bound to inquire whether the management of that 
bureau is what it oars to be; not for the purpose of de ini 
whether I want to abolish it, but whether I want to have the particu- 
1 bent and inclination and kind of operation carried on by that 
mureau. 

I think, if the Senator from Connecticut desires to discharge his 
duty as a Senator on this floor, that he can not discharge it by saying 
he will vote for a particular appropriation for the sole and only reason 
that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates for it. He is, I think, 
bound on his oath to inquire whether or no the appropriation is proper 
to be made in any particular case. But, being challenged on the sub- 
ject, he certainly should inquire whether the service requires it, whether 
the service as carried on with the existing force produces the results 
which it ought to produce; and I say myself that I do not believe it 
does. I believe that it has been rotten to the core, one-sided, 
ing, avaricious in a certain way, which has not tended to benefit the 
other branches of the civil service of the Government to the extent 
that they ought to have been benefited by reason of this innovation; 
and I shall be glad to see it reorganized; I shall be glad to see it come 
under a different control; and I shall be glad to see it made more use- 
ful in the line of a truly non-partisan civil service reform for the Gov- 
ernment, That is what I should like to see. 

Mr. President, it has been made the shelter for the retention in office 
not of the best Republicans who were found in office by this Adminis- 
tration. I had hopes when the Democratic Administration came into 
power that it would remove a very large number of incompetents whom 
it found in office, persons who had come down from a former genera- 
tion, persons whom Republican Administrations felt bound to provide 
for by sympathy, which ought to be disregarded in the public service; 
persons who had outlived their usefulness in the Departments and were 
incumbrances there. Ifthe Democratic Administration had been whole- 
somely inclined, if it could have got away from the cantand hypocrisy 
of what has been called, and truly called, ‘‘snivel service reform,” it 
would have removed a number of hundreds, if not a number of thou- 
sands of that class of persons from the public service, and replaced them 
with members of its own party or with useful people who might have 
been provided through the means of a proper civil service. ? 

- The vital power of this whole institution is the President of the 
United States. He makes the rules and regulations, he gives them 
and verge, and the system has not had that direction which it 


ought to have had, and it has not done for the civil service of the United 
States what it might have done, and what it was intended to do, and 
what I hope hereafter, under a wiser management, it may do. 
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But, before I consent to go on in this blind way any longer, I want 
to see if we can not, under a new administration, get some additional 
grip upon it that will make it conform more to that which is practical, 
oid that which is useful, and that which is really in the best sense 
non-partisan. . 

Now, it happens that the recommendation of the Secretary of the 


Treasury in this particular case is discredited, because, if this increase 
of force is necessary at all, it is necessary because of the fact that since 
the election, at a very suspicious moment, near the time when this Ad- 
ministration was about to make its exit from public life, there were 
added to the classified service and put under the jurisdiction of the 
Civil Service Commission all the employés of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. If that service were left in the condition in which it was found 
by the Democratic Administration, no classification was necessary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator means the postal railway service. 

Mr. PLUMB. The postal railway service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He said ‘‘the Post-Office Department.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I have always supposed that was a part of the Post- 
Office Department. Ifit is not, let us call it something else. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that the Senator understood me. 
The Senator said the clerks of the Post-Office Department were put 
under civil-service rules. They have been there before. I suppose he 
referred to the railway postal clerks. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is now doing the service of the Demo- 
cratic Administration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, Mr. President, I am merely asking a ques- 
tion for information. Have not the clerks of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment been under civil-service rules—— 

Mr. PLUMB, I have got three or four paragraphs beyond that, I 
am talking about something else now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We had not passed it at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was saying that the Senator from Connecticut, in 
advocating the increase of the clerical force, following the recommen- 
dation of the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, was making his 
contribution to the Democratic Administration’s determination to. em- 
barrass the incoming Republican Administration. As I was proceeding 
to say, if that Administration, when it came in, had taken account of 
the railway postal service as it found it, and had carried on thatservice 
according to the manner in which it was carried on by its Republican 
predecessors, there would not have been the complaints, loud and long 
and well founded, which have filled this country from one end to the 
other during the past four years in regard to that service. 

I can readily see how a Democratic Postmaster-General, contemplat- 
ing the absolute inefficiency of that service to-day, might as a matter 
of despair have gone to the Civil Service Commission to make it better, 
but Iam not going to give him credit for having done it from a motive 
ofthat kind. It was done for the purpose of embarrassing the Repub- 
lican Administration, and the keeping in under some kind of arrange- 
ment a class of men who but for that would not be kept in at all, who 
are not knee-high in the qualifications proper for the useful adminis- 
tration of the postal service of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I have no idea of defending the 
Civil Service Commission or any action that has been taken for the en- 
largement of its duties; but it is due to truth to say that this Adminis- 
tration in extending the jurisdiction of the Civil Service Commission 
after the election, between November and now, simply followed the ex- 
ample set by the last Republican Administration, when Department 
after Department, among others the Agricultural Department, was 

within the civil-service law by the act of the late President Ar- 
thur in less than twenty days before the expirationof his term. There- 
fore there is nothing unusualin that act. It is in the ordinary course 
of affairs as determined upon by both Presidents, and not for political 


Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator finds a parallel in these two cases he 
is more acute than I. The Democratic Administration has had the 
benefit of the exercise of ‘‘ offensive partisanship ” of the most desper- 
ate character during three years and eight months of its Administra- 
tion of the Post-Office Department, and coming to its death-bed, like 
thedevil,it wouldbeamonk. Itmight have with very consistency 
and propriety, having had the benefit of that service, having run it in 
a manner which was entirely—I was going to say disgraceful—bnt in- 
efficient to the last degree, it might have had the consistency and sense 
of propriety to have left that administration to be taken up by its Re- 
publican successor unembarrassed by the introduction of the operation 
of that branch into the classified service of the United States. 

As I said, that has been done with the appareat purpose of prevent- 
ing the incoming President from controlling that service for the benefit 
of the public by making proper removals of the incompetent persons 
who have been introduced into it during the past four years. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

EE Do the civil-service rules prevent the making of re- 
movals? 

Mr. PLUMB. They do not; but at the same time, according to a 
custom which has arisen, and which has furnished a shelter for these 
incompetent people, removals are not made with the facility they oth- 


erwise would be, and from very proper considerations, and because 
there is not the certainty of the replacement of the person removed by 
a proper person to fill the place. A very important element in these 
matters, I may say to the Senator from Virginia, is that where a cer- 
tain person ought to be removed because of his unfaithfulness or in- 
competency, if we have no control over the person to succeed him, we 
should hesitate a long time before taking the responsibility of remov- 
ing him; and that is one of the embarrassments of the situation, and 
an embarrassment which the Democratic Administration to some ex- 
tent has felt. 

Mr. GORMAN, That is a failure of the law. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maryland says that is a failure of 
the law. Very well; if that is a failure of the law, then I say to the 
Senator from Connecticut that before we extend the operations of a bad 
law we had better see if we can not amend the law. . 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator will allow me to ask if he can show us 
any way to disembarrass the incoming Administration by removing all 
the restrictions? Iam in entire sympathy with his speech. I do not 
think the incoming Administration ought to be embarrassed, and I shall 
be most happy to support any amendment to the bill which will enable 
the incoming Administration to remove anybody and appoint anybody 
that they please to office. I should look upon it asa ray of light if 
he could show the way to do that thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is very kind indeed. He is nearly as 
kind as the Democratic Administration that is going out. 

ButI do not address myself to that question now or the amendment 
alone. I simply say, forthe purpose of what we are now considering, 
it is sufficient to assert, and it is not necessary to argue the question, 
that the Civil Service Commission has not performed in the matter of 
this class of persons introduced into the public service of the United 
States that which ought to be performed. I think it would have been 
a great deal better for the service, I think it would have left the out- 
going Administration in a better condition before the country, if it had 
left the postal service under the legal conditions in which it was for- 
merly, so that thenew Administration coming in might have tried its 
hand at bettering that service. Thatservice touches more people than 
any other portion of the public service; it is of more consequence. It 
is one in which they come to realize and see and appreciate the short- 
comings more than they do anywhere else; and there is not a Senator 
on that side of the Chamber who can say that the postal service has 
been what it ought to have been during the past four years. 

In saying that, I do not say there were not conditions under which 
the Democratic Administration assumed control of the Government and 
the men with whom it had to deal that made that failure to carry on 
properly this postalservice tosome extentimevitable. Iam onlyspeak- 
ing of facts. That being the fact, I do not want the Senator from Con- 
necticut, Ido not want anybody, to come in now and on the recom- 
mendation of the outgoing Secretary of the Treasury give effect to this 
extraordinary performance of the Democratic Administration, whereby 
the Republican Administration is to be hampered in its efforts to im- 
prove the postal service of the United States. 

The Senator can not find in that, I think, any hostility to an honest 
and fair civil service. He may find in it some evidence that I do not 
think very well of the people who have been managing that service. 
About that I.do not particularly care. He may find in that some evi- 
dence that I do not think the Jaw in all its features is precisely what 
it ought to be, and I will join hands with him or anybody else in put- 
ting the service on the best possible basis, and in eliminating from it 
what is called in the ordinary sense partisanship; in other words, in 
establishing that condition of things in which the best possible trans- 
action of the public service shall be the firstconcern, to which all other 
things shall be subordinate, and in which the advantage to party, ex- 
cept as it grows out of a better management of the service, shall be left 
out of account. If there is any better definition of civil service than 
that, I do not know it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator has frequently referred 
to the Senator from Connecticut, which was entirely unnecessary, in 
parts of his address, because I had also said previously that the law 
had been badly administered, that there were serious errors, not to use 
a stronger expression, in the administration of it by the Democratic 


The Senator was so kind as to observe, in that soothing and gentle 
manner which characterizes him, that I was contributing with the 
Democratic party to the embarrassment of the new Administration. 
The Senator will observe, if he cares to be correct, that these appro- 
priations and the amendment which I offered take no effect until the 
ist of July next, when the new Administration will have been four 
months in power. I sincerely believe the new President will endeavor 
to execute the law fairly and fully. I surely hope that he will do so. 

The Senator from Kansas need not have addressed to me his criticisms 
concerning the act of the present Administration in putting the rail- 
way postal clerks for the first time under the civil-service rules. I 
think it was a mistake. I think the Administration might have found 
out nearly four years ago that it was an appropriate place for that body 
of clerks. It didfind ott four years ago when it came intopower that 
there was not a body of men in the civil service of the Government any- 
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where equal in diligence, in faithfulness, and in severity of examination 

also to the railway postal clerks of the United States. I think it was 

about the best body of servants we had. I think that so far as its final 
excellences go half has been shorn away by the consistent course of 
removal for party purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to make 
a statement in the line of what he is saying? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall be very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas told by a man of very high character and with 
the very best means of knowledge of the subject, in regard to recent 
appointments in the railway mail service in the New England States, 
the region where I live, that on inquiry being put to the new incum- 
bents, for whom the old faithful Republicans have been turned out, 
what had been their occupation in life previously to their being called 
to that service, the answer in a very large number of cases was that 
they had been bar-tenders. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereis no doubt whatever that about 90 per cent. 
of the railway postal clerks in New England—others can speak for their 
own sections—haye been changed, and toa large extent to the detriment 
of the service. 

I did not attempt to justify the present Administration, I expressed 
my belief that it had committed errors; but that is not a practical con- 
sideration so far as my simple amendment is concerned. 

The Senator from Kansas kindly says also that I can not discharge 
my duty in making amendments of legislation—— 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould rather the Senator would wait, but I will 
give way to him. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to one 
other misfortune, and that is the adoption of the rule by this Civil 
Service Commission—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear what is going on. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will be in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I say that under the rule adopted by the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission no one of these competent clerks in the railway mail 
service who have been removed can be restored, at any rate, under a 
year. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, sir, I am frank to say that if I were to be- 
come President on the 4th of March I would right that postal railway 
service if I cleaned the whole of them out in a day. It ought to be 
righted, and I know man after man turned out of the service who ought 
to go back, veteran soldiers and accomplished railway clerks who were 
turned out for the sake of some fourth-class ward committeeman, and 
I say Iam not embarrassed by any technicalities of law as to the duty 
of the Chief Executive in that matter. I would put the service where 
it was four years ago, and better it, too, if I could. I would perfect 
it. For my part, coming in as President, I would not care one farth- 
ing about the late order of the President putting them under civil-serv- 
ice rules. I have no doubt it was intended to a large extent to save 
men who ought not to be saved, and I would not permit them to be 
saved. I feel as strongly on that as the Senator from Kansas. 

But this has nothing to do with the question before the Senate. 
The Senator from Kansas can not involve me by saying that I am try- 
ing to represent the Democratic Administration to the embarrassment 
of the new one, Iam only arguing to give the new Administration ad- 
ditional strength to use their power for four years. 

‘The Senator says I ought to inform myself about the real needs of 
the service before moving an amendment, and not move it simply be- 
cause it is asked. I know two of the chief men of the four who have 
been there. I know one of the examiners very well, one of the com- 
missioners, and the chief examiner, an old soldier from Connecticut. 
I know them well; I meet them frequently; I hear them talk; and, 
besides, my eyes are, in a measure, open to the general condition of 
the civil service anyhow. I did not make the motion simply because 
the suggestion was in the Book of Estimates. I madeit because, what- 

. ever the defects of the present Administration, I wish the civil-service 
law to have a further full and fair trial, not in accordance with the 
letter, but in accordance with the spirit of it, demanding of every Cabi- 
net officer and every chief of division and every man below a perfect 
service, whatever the rules are. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, I rise simply to say that I am not 
opposed to a proper civil service; I desire it; but Iam absolutely and 
unqualifiedly opposed to the present system, because it excludes:more 
competent men and women than it includes, Aftera man has arrived 
at an age when he is fit to enter the public service, and he has some 
specialty, such as accountant, copyist, or any other qualification which 
makes his services requisite and proper, he ought to be admitted for 
that reason and the Government ought to have the power to avail itself 
of his service just the same as a banker or a merchant has to obtain the 
best service. But where a general lot of conundrums, which itmay or 
may not be necessary to know, probably not having any relation to the 
particular service, are put to the class, the best may be unable to an- 
swer and the poorest may accidentally hit upon it. The very best 
clerks and the very best persons q ed for the service under this 
system refuse to apply, becausethey say ‘‘I will have to go back to 
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school again and learn geography to be an accountant in the Treas- 
ury Department; I would have to learn something about history to be 
a copyist in the Treasury Department or any one of the Departments.’? 
Consequently the great mass of men and women who have special fit- 
ness for the service are excluded, and I am opposed to a system that 
excludes the best-qualified persons. 

It seems to me that the Departments here are business De ents, 
and they should be conducted on business principles. Ifa ora 
railroad man desires a person for a cular employment he will call 
upon him and question him as to the kind of work he is to perform 
and set him at work on trial. If he is efficient in that direction he is 
employed, The Government has no such means of selecting men fit 
for the purpose, but a day is set, everybody goes, and those who hap- 
pen to answer the questions, either being previously posted as to the 
run of things by some friend or by accident, get certificates, Then four 
of them are selected and presented to the appointing officer, one of whom 
hetakes. Thissystem excludes those best qualified. It isasystem that 
would be repudiated by any business man in the United States, and if 
tends to put men in office by influences that are unknown and for 
whose appointment nobody is responsible. 

Tf there is to be a civil-service examination it ought to be conducted 
in the same way that a business examination would be conducted to 
obtain persons to fill business places. This whole system, it seems to 
me, isa fraud, a farce, and a delusion, and excludes from the public 
service asa rule those best qualified to fill theplaces. I am opposed to 
it, unless it is reduced to some rational business basis to ascertain the 
qualification for office, so that we can have in the public service men 
qualified to fill the places, and is not left to jugglery in the examina- 
tions. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

Mr. CULLOM. I rise to submit a conference report. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive i 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2861) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, having met, after fulland 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

the House recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its ent to the amendment of the House 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the recent fem, 

“And the commission is hereby authorized and required to execute and enforco 
the provisions of this act; and, upon the request of the commission, if shall be 
the duty of any district attorney of the United States to whom the commission 
ref apply to institute in the proper court and to prosecute, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, all necessary p: ings for the 
enforcement ofthe provisions of this act, and for the punishment ofall violations 
thereof; and the costs and expenses of such prosecution shall be paid out ofthe 
appropriation for the expenses of the courts of the United z 

nd the House agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proj to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“And of soldiers and sailors’ orphan homes, including those about to enter 
and those returning home after discharge.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That as to the amendments numbered 3 and 7 the committee of conference are 


unable toagree, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
O. H. PLATT, 
ISHAM G. HA 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
A. R. ANDERSON, 
CHAS. OS: 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 

report of the committee of conference. 
e rt was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
that are not agreed to, numbered 3.and7, and ask for a further confer- 
ence thereon. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was going to ask a question before the vote 
was taken upon con in the report. If I understood one of the 
amendments it provides that the commissioners shall institute pro- 
ceedings themselves in their names. Did I understand it correctly? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, not exactly so. It follows the law as it has 
been heretofore. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There has been no change of the law in that 


? 
Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; not at all. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the question may be fully un- 
derstood the message of the House of Representatives will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 4, 1859. 


Resolved, That the House insists upon its amendments numbered 3 and 7 to 
the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” Ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, and asks a further conference with the Senate on the 
ig nta p AA of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, at Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. O'NEILL of Penn- 
sylvania be the managers of the further conference on the part of the House, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have those amendments read, 


| 
| 
| 
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for I desire to move that the Senate recede from one of the amend- 


ments, x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 2, after the word “act,” add 
the following proviso: 


Provided, however, 
to the provisions of this act, to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 


uctsin wooden peckege or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cyl 
fa beg aa yore and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels being 
free in each case. 


Mr. SHERMAN, That is the third amendment of the House, as I 
understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is amendment numbered 3. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will not be done, I think it would be 
the beginning of the breaking down of the act if we should commence 
of special legislation in connection with this bill, such as is, 
I k, incorporated in the provision that has just been read. 

. I desire to say to the Senator from Ohio that the subject is all before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and that commission has been 
making decisions which I think practically reach the very thing the 
Senator, as I su desires, but whenever we commence to legislate 
about one parti thing in a general act to regulate interstate com- 
merce we shall have to extend the act to every other item of business 
that anybody is engaged in, so that I think it would result in break- 
ing down the law in all probability. 

. SHERMAN. I think I can make a very brief statement which 
will show the ground upon which I base this motion. 

By the present system of conducting the transportation of oil in tanks 
in the cars of the Standard Oil Company, there is as complete a mo- 
nopoly in the business of rting oil and as total a destruction of 
the ordinary mode of transporting it in barrels as existed at any time 
before the of the act of which this is an amendment. The pro- 
vision of the House amendment is in the line of the legislation in regard 
to interstate commerce, It declares that no discrimination shall be 
made in favor of transporting oil in oil-tanks furnished by a particular 
company. No other company in the country probably has the capac- 
ity or the ability to transport oil in that way except this company, and 
it is a discrimination against the smaller dealers, who are compelled 
from the necessity of the case to transport their oil in wooden barrels. 

The whole purport of the House provision in the light of this ex- 
planation is that no discrimination shall be made against those per- 
sons who are compelled by the necessities of their trade and business 
to tansport oil in wooden barrels instead of iron tanks furnished by 
a particular company, because if that can not be so, and if the discrim- 
ination shall be made in favor of this great company which controls 
the great body of the business in oil, as a matter of course the smaller 
companies who are compelled to compete at this disadvantage will be 
driven out of the market, and there is then an absolute monopoly in 
the transportation of oil. 

It must be remembered also that this same company has what are 
called pipe lines of transit by which it transports oil great distances 
by the simple flow of the oil by gravitation. No others without lar 
capital can compete with them in this mode of transportation. To 
that extent they have now a very great advantage given to them by 
their enormous capital and by their combinations. But there are per- 
sons engaged in the production of oil, especially in my own State, men 
who in the ordinary course of business are compelled from the necessi- 
ties of the case to put the oil in barrels, because, in the first place, 
they have not the capital to buy cars and equipment stock for rail- 
roads to be rented out on special contract, nor can they be expected to 
do it. 

If no one can engage in the business of transporting oil except those 
who own their own tanks, as a matter of course it is as complete a 
monopoly, as I said a moment ago, as you could possibly imagine; and 
in this mode of conducting this business of transportation the great 
company that has the natural advantage and superiority in capital and 
strength is enabled to drive all others out of the business, and in the 
end will make its own prices in its own way. It is one of those com- 
binations, one of those advantages, which i inp gives, 

All that the House sought to correct by this provision is simply to 
provide that no higher rate shall be charged on oil transported in bar- 
rels than in tanks. It doesseem to me that itis a just and proper pro- 
vision in the very line of the measure which my friend from Illinois 
has fathered and carried through successfully. 

If this provision is made, then as a matter of course the commis- 
sioners charged with the execution of the law will make regulations 
to see that no injustice isdone. Without some such restriction you 
might as well simply put into your law a provision that but one com- 
pany shall transact business in oil in this country, and that no other 
company shall it unless they are rich enough and strong 
enough to make contracts with railroad companies, and to carry 
oil in expensive tanks and with the machinery furnished by the pro- 
ducers of the oil, 


I have looked at it with care. I do not wish to interfere with this ~ 
bill. Iam in favor of the bill in all its parts, and I think this provis- ` 
ion of the House is one of the most important and wide-reaching pro- 
visions of the bill, and it ought to be promptly agreed to. or do 
I think that the House will recede from it, because it was there de- 
— and they understand it fully and know exactly where the shoe 
pinches. : 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the amendment of the House is prac- 
tically the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in a case 
made before them between Mr. Rice and the Standard Oil Company, 
The object of the provision is to make it a penal offense if the decision 
of the commission is not = with. There are provisions in the 
bill to which this is an amendment by which the on of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission can be enforced, and I understand that 
now practically there is no claim made that that decision has not been 
complied with. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not agree to it, then? 

Mr. PLATT. I will cometothatinamoment. Indeed, I happened ' 
by chance this morning to meet one of the members of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, who of himself said that the whole matter was 
working well, and that he thought in a short time under the tion 
of the law there would be no friction whatever in relation to the trans- 
portation of oil. My objection to the amendment is that stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce and the chairman 
of the conference committee, that it is wrong in principle for us here 
in Congress to attempt to say what shall be a discrimination in regard 
to the methods of ng any particular article of merchandise in 
any particular manner in railroad cars, 

Mr. HOAR. Will theSenator allow me to ask him a question? He 
says that it is wrong in principle. Is it not in strict conformity with 
the principle on which the interstate-commerce act was framed? 

Mr. PLATT. Itis not. It is directly in opposition to that princi- 

le, the principle of the interstate-commerce act being that there shall 
no discrimination in the transportation of products, that the ques- 
tion whethér there has been discrimination shall be referred to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to decide, and that Congress is not to 
decide in a specific instance what is a discrimination. Thatis the prin- 
ciple of the act, and this provision of the House is an absolute depart- 
ure from it, and I think is vicious. i 

I am aware that when any one says that the Standard Oil Company 
has been doing something there is immediately felt to be a d tion 
to curb the operations of the Standard Oil Company. But thisisathing 
which reaches a good deal farther than the Standard Oil Company. 
The principle, if adopted in this amendment, will not stop here, but 
Congress will be appealed to year after year and month after month to 
declare that the method of transporting other articles and the charges 
which shall be put upon the different modes of transportation of other 
articles are a discrimination and should subject the party to punish- 
ment if indulged in. So if we say it with regard to oil, we 1 be 
obliged when some one comes and says that a railroad company is not 
carrying wheat in one way at the rate which it ought to carry it, or 
when it carries it in another way, to make a law which tells what shall 
be a discrimination in the charges and in the manner of the transporta- 
tion of wheat; and so with regard to every other product. : 

If we want to get the advantage of the law, it been my opinion 
that we should stand by the principle upon which it was enacted and 
leave to the commission the question whether discriminations existed, 
whether a charge put upon an article transported in one method wasa 
discrimination, considering that it was transported at another price by 
another method, If Congress is to deal with that it will have its 
hands full, and it will result, in my cb ce as suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce and the chairman 
of the conference committee, in breaking down the law. 

What the interstate-commerce law needs more than anything else, 
in my judgment, is to be let alone for the present until the commission 
has had a full opportunity to administer it, and to remedy by the ad- 
ministration of the law the evils which existed at the time the law was 


passed. 

I can think of numerous products where parties might come to Con- 
gress with the same propriety and ask that a law should be enacted 
providing that a product transported in one way should pay no more 
per pound, per bushel, per gallon, per barrel, or per hundred than when 
transported in another way, as, for instance, where people are engaged in 
the manufacture of charcoal iron. I speak of that because I have seen 
the immense cars in which they transport their charcoal, that might 
hold, I suppose, a thousand bushels of charcoal, owned by the parties 
who are making the iron. Some other man who is making 
charcoal iron in a small way, and who has no such cars, might with the 
same propriety come to Congress and say that he should be charged no 
more per bushel when he puts his charcoal into a common box-car than 
were the others charged who furnished these immense cars, Perhaps 
that is right, but if it be right, it is better to leave it to the commission 
to determine what is right, what is fair, what is equal, than in every 
instance where amen one feels that tedy heeii, alancnunped anan 
to an act of special legislation tas t particular produ: 
a cee of transportation shall be thus and so, however it may be 

—that charcoal shall be transported for so much a bushel, 
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that wheat shall be transported for so much a hundred, that oil shall 
be rted for so much a gallon, and that beef shall be rted 
for so much a hundred, whether dressed or alive. If will let 


the commission alone it will, in my judgment, bring order out of the 
chaos which existed when the law was passed and satisfy the wishes of 
the country in regard to the transportation problem, 

As I said before, if the Standard Oil Company has been doing any- 
thing wrong, I am the last man to justify it. If it has been oppress- 
ing anybody, I am the last man to justify it. But in our desire to do 
justice as against the Standard Oil Company, it would be folly to en- 
gage in an act of legislation which is purely special in its character 
and not general, and which would lead, as it seems to me, to more evils 
than it would to leave the matter even without adjustment and remedy. 

But there is no oceasion for it, because the complaint which existed 
when the amendment was proposed is, I understand from the commis- 
sion itself, largely removed, and in the opinion of the commission will 
be entirely removed at no distant day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask the Senator from Ohio if he will yield 
to a motion to go into executive session in order to remove the injunc- 
tion of secrecy —— 

Several SENATORS, It is too late. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Itis not too late. It will only take afew 
minutes. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say only a few words more in to 
this matter, I have now the proposition before me, and if my friend 
will excuse me I wish now to make a statement. 

I will state the grievance as I understand it. In Ohio, in West Vir- 
ginia, and in some parts of Pennsylvania there are still some persons 
transporting oil either in its natural state or in the refined state, and 
they are compelled by necessity, as a matter of course, to transport it 
in barrels made in the neighborhood, I have not arraigned the Stand- 
ard Oil Company; they are only doing what business men may do when 
they get an advantage. They, however, have devised a new mode of 
transporting oil in tanks.. They find it to their interest to make these 
tanks and furnish the equipment, the car with the great tanks which 
all Senators have seen. They carry their oil in these tanks. It is 
shown, I believe, at least the statement is made to me that it was 
shown in proof, that the weight of the tank is a great deal more than 
the weight of barrels containing the same quantity of oil; and yet they 
furnish to the railroads these tanks and the railroads carry the tanks 
back and forth, returning them free of cost, 

Mr. PLATT. As much as the cars with the barrels in them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not sure about that. At any rate the thing 
that contains the oil which is transported over the railroads weighs 
more pounds than the barrels that contain the same quantity. Yet 
the discrimination is made so as practically to destroy the business 
of every person engaged in this industry, unless he can own the tanks 
together with the cars upon which they rest, and will furnish them to 
the railroad companies free of cost, and in return he gets free trans- 
portation for the railroad car going and coming, whether empty or full, 
That is the grievance complained of; but whether it be truly stated or 
not, the simple provision in the House bill, stricken out in the Senate 
without my knowledge or I should have called attention to it before, 
although I probably was not here—— 

Mr, PLATT, The bill was amended in the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN, They substitute their section for the Senate sec- 
tion. 

EA PLATT. Itis an amendment made by the other House to our 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not printed here in italics. Thatis all I know 
about it, Let me read the provision, I think it contains as fair and 
proper a proposition as can be made: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 


this act to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, cotton-seed oil, aad 


turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who shall own, lease, or 
control che — iy 7 epa Cinai sA eg pan condition that said carrier shall 
or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cylinder cars, the said tank and cyl- 
inder and said wooden packages and barrels being carried free in each case, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Ohio tell me what he under- 
stands the last clause means, that ‘‘said tank and cylinder and said 
wooden ages and barrels ’’ shall be carried free ? 

Mr, SHERMAN. It means, asI understand it, that the railroad 
companies do not charge for transporting these tank-cars either way, 
going or coming, while they do charge the small dealers who have to 
put their productin barrels. They charge them on the barrels in mov- 
ing one way, and when the barrels are returned empty they are charged 

in. That is said to be the discrimination, and this provision sim- 
ply declares that that discrimination shall not be made. It seems to 
me that it is exactly according to the spirit and object of the law. It 
is a wise provision, carefully inserted to meet the particular cases that 
actually occur and that are occurring every day. I hope, therefore, 
that the Senate will recede from its disagreement to the House amend- 
a and let the provision stand as it appears in the print of the bill 

‘ore me, 


ucts in wooden 


Mr. HISCOCK. Ishonld like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
if he knows whether that provision would be just or not? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can only say that from my sense of justice it 
would be very just. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the Senator’s judgment it is just, if they carry 
the cylinders free, that they should carry wooden packages and barrels 
free? 


Mr, SHERMAN. Certainly. Why not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not the tanks take up a great deal more room? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The iron tank weighs more than the barrel. It 
may take up the whole room; but empty barrels do not take up much 


room. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the iron tank is in the place of the car. It 
takes the place of the car. f 

Mr. PLATT. The iron tank with the oil in it does not weigh as 
much as the ordinary car with barrels containing the same amount of 
oil. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think whatever is done should be done under- 


y. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This provision was carefully prepared with a view 
to make exact charges. 

Mr. HISCOCK, In the first place, of course the tank is a car prac- 
tically by itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it must have the same wheels, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, but it answers as the box of the car. It 
is a whole car by itself. In the event of another car going back, it goes 
back partly loaded with barrels or entirely loaded with barrels, and 
without regard to their weight and without regard to the space they 
may take up. You compel the company, as I understand the provison 
to mean, to carry those packages free without knowing, as it seems to 
me, whether they can be carried as cheaply or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I know is from these printed statements, 
The statement is made that the iron tank in which the oil is contained 
weighs more than the barrel, and the iron tank is returned on cars, 
furnished, it is true, by the shipper. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator a question? Is not that 
somewhat counterbalanced by the fact that they do not have to handle 
them, whereas they do have to handle barrels? 

Mr. SHE 
cars. 

Mr. SPOONER. And unload them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; that is the way. They deliver in car- 
loads, This oil is probably carried in car-loads, not in single tanks, 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that, but a car loaded’ with barrels 
has to be loaded and unloaded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iunderstand in both cases the shipper is required 
to load the cars. In one case they empty the car by a screen and in 
the other case they furnish the barrels and load the cars. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the Senator if he thinks it would make any 
difference whether there may be an entire load or part of a load? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This provision only = to where there is a 
full load, a car-load. It does not apply to where they transport 2, 3, 
4, or 5 barrels, but only where the shipment is by car-loads. There 
is no injustice in this provision. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to ask another ques- 
tion? Is there not much greater risk to the carrier from fire where oil 
is carried in casks or barrels than when it is carried in tanks? 
` Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know how that is, but I take it as a mat- 
ter of course that the person who sends this perishable property will 
take his own insurance. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the railroad company, for instance, has a train 
of cars. One may be loaded with valuable freight of one kind, another 
with freight of another kind, and in that train there may be a car 
loaded withoil-barrels. Would notthere bemoredangerin such a case ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If a railroad company chooses to carry such @ 
thing as oil in an ordinary merchant train, it is a great fool; that is all 
I have to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; I will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely rise to ask the interference of the Chair, I 
believe the little snatches I get of the conversation going on among 
Senators are very interesting, and as they bear, I think, upon the bill, 
Ishould have been to hear what was being said. It was only 
with that view that I addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Business will not be resumed until 
the Senate is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the’Senate adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to make a mo- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] is entitled to the floor, haying been recognized by the Chair. 


RMAN. ‘They require the shipper in every case to loai the 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the doors be closed and the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the floor, I believe, under the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I thought my motion was privileged. I 
beg pardon if I was mistaken. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if there is a disposition to debate 
this subject very long, I should be inclined to yield. If there is not, 
I should like to have it disposed of, so that we can go on with the ap- 
propriation bill. I want to say but a few words. 

It is suggested that there is probably not a quorum in the Senate, 
and in view—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the absence of a quorum is sug- 

it becomes the duty of the Chair to order a roll-call, 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield the floor to the Senator from Nebraska 
to move an adjournment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will the Senator allow me to give a notice? 

Mr. PADDOCK. [I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to give notice that on Thursday, if 
it will be convenient in the progress of the business of the Senate, at the 
close of the formal morning business I shall call up Calendar No. 714, 
being the bill (S. 1067) relating to imported liquors, in order to sub- 
mit some remarks. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the doors be closed and that 
the Senate now pona to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESID: protempore. The Senator from Nebraska had pre- 
viously moved to adjourn, but yielded to the Senator from Iowa to 

ve a notice. Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator 

m Virginia? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not for that purpose. I think the Senate had 
better adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being Senate bill 
3401, in relation to the Pacific railroads, The Senator from Nebraska 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 6, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1889. 


The House metati2o’clockm: Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SCOTT, KANS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Architect 
ofan appropriation for terrace, wainscoting, and tiling in the public 
building at Fort Scott, Kans, ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BALANCES, SUBTREASURY, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending a deficiency appropriation for the 
pu of adjusting certain unavailable balances carried on the books 
of the assistant treasurer at New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER SUPPLY, FORT D. A. RUSSELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an from the Secretary of 
War of an ap riation for the completion of the water supply of Fort 
D. A. Russell, yoming Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

; MILITIA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia forces of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANNEL OF THE MISSISSIPPI AT ROCK ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a 
report of an examination and survey of the channel of the Mississippi 
aor Rock Island, Iil.; which was-referred to the Committee on Rivers 

Harbors. 


DEFICIENCY, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Public 
Printer, transmitting an estimate of deficiency and urgent appropria- 
tions required for the fiscal year 1889; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CHEROKEE FREEDMEN, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying A papers, a draught, 
and recommending the of a resolution providing for ascertain- 
ing who are entitled to the appropriation made by the act to secure 
to mer Cherokee freedmen the proceeds of lands under the act of March 
3, $ 

Mr. PEEL. I ask that the joint resolution recommended to Con- 

in this communication be now taken up and put on its passage, 

The SPEAKER. The proposed joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution. 

-The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How does this matter come up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior inclosing this resolution, and recom- 
mending its passage. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] asked 
unanimous consent that the resolution be considered now, and it was 
réad for the purpose of ascertaining whether there was objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Reserving the right to object, I will ask the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] one question. Does not this 
resolution provide in effect for the Government retaining out of this 
Ais fees for attorneys and lobbyists who have been advocating this 


Mr. PEEL. The resolution authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain to whom the money is owing and to pay it, together with 
such legal attorneys’ fees as he finds are just. 

fe BUCHANAN. The matter had better come up in its regular 
order, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. BUCHANAN] 
objects. The communication will be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL WILLIAM F, SMITH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House,the bill (H. R. 9396) for 
the relief of General William F. Smith; said bill having been returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the House concur in 
the amendment of the Senate to this bill. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out “ colonel” and insert “major of Engineers." 

There being no objection, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3734) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi 
River at La Wis. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be considered at the t time. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would like to yield to gentlemen all around me 
who desire to bring up matters by unanimous consent; but as soon as . 
the Chair has disposed of matters regularly in order I must call up the 
privileged report which comes over from yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Can not this bill be retained on the 
Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold the bill, if there be no 
objection. 

There was no objection. 

THOMAS WYNNE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3116) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne, said bill having Te- 
turned from the Senate with the message that the Senate disagreed to 
the amendment of the House and requested a conference. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. This bill has reached the privileged stage. If 
there be no objection, it will be understood that the House insists on 
its amendment and to the conference requested by the Senate. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR; indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for a few days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BAYNE, till Thursday next. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that my colleague from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] be granted leave of absence for ten days, on account of important 
business. f 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files, without leaving copies, papers in relation to the bill (H. 
R. 3221) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William 
P. Witherow and grant him an honorable discharge. 

Mr. CROUSE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the Committee on War Claims papers in the case of Sallie Hard- 
man, claimant for compensation for services, rent, ete., under the opera- 
tion of the Freedmen’s Bureau. 


REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. TOOLE] asks 
unanimous consent that the reportupon House bill No. 7777, to provide 
for the sale of lands patented to certain members of the Flathead band 
of Indiansin Montana Territory, and for other purposes, be reprinted. It 
appears that the report has been lost. If there be no objection, this 
order will be made, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ESTATE OF AUGUSTIN DE YTURBIDE,. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART], 
Dy inenen of the Committee on the Judiciary, asks that the bi 
(H. R. 5818) to authorize the United States district court for the north- 
ern district of California to proceed in the case of the executors and 
heirs of Augustin de Yturbide, deceased, appellants, against the United 
States, appellees, and hear and determine the same on its merits, be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, the bill having been 

rted adversely. 
ere being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported thatthey 
had examined andfound truly enrolled a bill of the following title; when 
the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist 
Church at Smithland, Ky. 


SUNDAY-REST BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have published in the RECORD a memorial in behalf of the Sunday-rest 
bill. I have been asked to present it, and havesought an opportunity 
for several days to do so. It is quite short. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the memorial will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 


A memorial on the Sunday-rest petition. 
To the House of Representatives: 

As the field secretary of the American Sabbath Union regen constituted 
by action of the Methodist General Conference (No: wea the Pres Presbyterian Gen- 
eral Assemblies (North, South, and “‘ United”), the Reformed (Dutch) 
Church, I wish to put on record, in connection with the presentation of 
Poop moh all of the country for a Sunday-rest law, several vocal merear 

uence your honorable body in their favor: 
forms of petition have varied somewhat, but are substantially like the 


Pi Monin 

PETITION FROM ——— CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, STATE OF , COUNTY OF 
——, TOWN OF ———-, NUMBER OF PETITIONERS ———, FOR A SUNDAY-REST 
BILL, 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
sep Lona apr residents of the United States, tw: 


biddin, core ats 

ding, i eg in the nation's mail and mili 
and in of Columbia and the 
except ieta of and works of real necessi: 
vate work by those who observe another day as w. 
general rest nor with public worship. 


-one 

service, and in interstate comm 
erritories, all acas traffic 

an 


Name (prefix Mr., Mrs., or Miss). | Occupation. 


hir the orbo inar of —— ee singl d addressed 
2 tn early pan ing — ngle an: 
a To the Senate and House of een Bar dh ee that there are many thou- 
sands of names in the custody my the 5 Senate of chick we have no duplicates to 
tin the House, among them the letter of Cardinal Gibbons indorsing the 

ill, which is in the custody of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor, 
It may be found on page 18 of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 43, Fiftieth 


Congress. 
ee bodies but by 


3. The 1 petitions have not been fly by 
ladies and ons, the Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 


Almost as significant as the monster petition is the fact that tens of agen 
on t 
32,000, 


sands have written letters to Senators for 
Sunday-rest bill, a demand greater than even 
which we trust you will pass, could supply. 


ies of the recent heari 
concurrent resolution 


enty: years of 
petition your honorable body to pass a bill for- 


7. The lack of any Sunday law at presentin the District of Columbia is one 
on many reasons why the passage of a Sunday-rest law should be peed nb at this 
session 
Respectfull 
ki WILBUR F., CRAFTS. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 31, 1889. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that it insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11879) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, disagreed to by the 
House, and requested a conference, and thatit had appointed as confer- 
ees on its part Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLARDY. I demand the regular order, and call up the confer- 


ence report. 

Mr, MAISH. Pending that I ask that leave be given to members 
to file reports. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to submit a resolution. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will suggest that leaye be granted to file reports, 


including resolutions, for reference. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports and resolutions were filed by being handed in 
at the Clerk’s desk: 

BRIDGES ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12059) to authorize the construction of a 
bridgeor bridgesacross the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12141) to amend section 9 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Denison an Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1886; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapo- 
lis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White 
Earth Indian reservation in the State of Minnesota; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HASKIN. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6341) to correct the military record of George 
Haskin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BIG HORN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12151) granting to the Big Horn Southern 
Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Custer reservation, 
Montana; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
egies Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. 
STATE OF ILLINOIS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 8028) to authorize the State of Illinois 
to commence and prosecute suits against the United States in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF STATUTES. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committes on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12130) to amend an act of 

arch 3, 1879, chapter 183 (Supplement to Revised Statutes, page 464, 
paragraph 2); ‘which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HOSPITAL CORPS. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8381) to amend section 3 of the act ap- 
proved March 1, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to o the hospital corps 
of the Army of ‘the United States, to define its duties and fix its pay;’’ 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE, ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds, reported with amendments the bill (8. 1574) for the erection 
of a post-office building at St. Paul, Minn.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTHER GOULD. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther 
Gould; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2946) granting the use of certain lands to 
the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other pur- 
poses; which A bes referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


WILLIAM B. STOKES AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 2948) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, 
sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK GERAGHTY. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Ge- 
ty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
ttee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARIA A. ROUSSEAU. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3713) granting increase of pension to Maria 
A, Rousseau; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIJAH W. PENNY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with the amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 2261) toincrease 
the ion of Elijah W. Penny; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. S. HORTON, 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with the amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 8) to restore 
Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension-roll; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

A. R. SMITH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4790) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of A. R. Smith; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement 
submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort 
Hall and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF OFFICERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committes on Naval Affairs, reported Back fa- 
yorably the bill (S. 870) to provide for the retirementof a certain class 
of officers in the United States Navy; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS A. COAKLEY. 


Mr. SPINOLA submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be authorized to provide in 
the general deficiency bill for the pes fi of Thomas A. Coakley, who was ap- 
pane a messenger in the House by resolution adopted January 19, 1888, from 

arch 4, 1889, to the beginning of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress. 

FUR-SEAL FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


Mr. DUNN submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 10,000 extra 
copies of the testimony taken and the report made by the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries upon the investigation of the fur-seal and of 
other fisheries of Alaska be printed, to be distributed as follows: The Execu- 
tive Departments, Fish Commission, House of Representatives, and the Senate. 


CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION OF OHIO VALLEY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 261) 
providing for payment of expense of auditing accounts of matters of 
the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley, etc.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 262) au- 
thorizing the printing of 39,000 copies of the fourth annual report of 
the Commissioner Labor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. ORR. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 12505) granting 
a pension to James H. Orr; which was read a first and second time, 
nese to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin i 

APPROVAL OF A BILL. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that he had on this day approved and signed an act (H. R. 
1785) p a the ss en of the Dere of Samna 
permi: temporary ion and crossing of certain streets e 
city of Washington and District of Columbia by the tracks of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the demands of increased 
travel incident to the ina ceremonies on the 4th of March, 1889, 


THOMAS WYNNE. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of conferees on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 3116) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Wynne, as follows: Mr, LANE, Mr. FRENCH, 
and Mr. MoRRILL, 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gentleman 
from Missouri, and the question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr, BLAND rose. 

Mr, CLARDY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker—— 

Brg Jyohsgeease For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis- 
80 ? 

Mr. BLAND. I rose for the purpose of claiming the floor to discuss 
the periding question. I do not wish, however, to take the gentleman 
from Alabama off the floor at this time. S 

Mr. COBB withholds his remarks for revision, [See Appendix.) 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, thisis a very interesting, tietensti vedio. 
cussion. Ifit had taken place aboutsixty-five years ago I think perhaps 
it might have attracted the attention of the country to some extent. I 
must say if I was a judge sitting on this case to decide between the 
gentleman from Alabama [ Mr.CoBB], who has just finished his remarks, 
and his colleague [Mr. OATES], who seems to be on the other side of 
the Constitution on this matter, I would be compelled to decide 
both of them. [Laughter.] I would give a verdict against the de- 
fendant as well as against the plaintiff. 

I thought that this question had been closed in this House as to 
whether or not Con had the constitutional power to incorporate 
this company; but whether it has been closed in this House or not, in 
view of what we know, it is absolutely unnecessary to refer to the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court rendered half a century ago, when staring 
us right in the face within the last year we have decision after decis- 
ion that an act of this sort is constitutional and comes directly within 
the owa of Congress to regulate commerce between the States. 

I do not think this is a proper place to discuss propositions of law, 
because you can not get enough time to discuss them properly. I only 
want to call the attention of the House to the last case, where a decis- 
ion was recommended some sixty-four years after the decision upon 
which my learned friend seems to have founded his argument. 

Mr. COBB. Sixty-four years after the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the -tender cases, in which Chief-Justice Uhase took the very 

d which I have assumed? 

Mr. RAYNER. The legal-tender eases have no possible bearing on 
the question. The question before the House is this: There is no use 
of our anne powers of Congress under the Constitution of the United 
States. eare a Government of enumerated powers, and this Con; 
has no authority to pass a law for which it does not find authority in 
the Constitution of the United States. Is there any lawyer on this 
floor who does not understand that proposition? Any act we may 
that we can not trace to some provision of the Constitution of the United 
States is unconstitutional and void. 

Why, my friend, what is the power of the States? I will ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, forinstance, what is the power of the 

islature of Massachusetts? They can pass any statute that is not 
prohibited by the constitution of that State. Every State and aha 
Commonwealth within this Union has the right to pass any law that 
not interdicted by the constitution of the State in which the law is 
passed. Whatis the Government of the United States? We have no 
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right to pass any law that is not authorized by the Constitution of the 
UnitedStates, Thatisa distinction that is necessary without referring 
to the legal-tender cases or any other cases. That is the well-defined 
distinction between the powers of a State and the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government. 

The powerof the Governmentisa power derived from the Constitution, 
and when you legislate here you must trace every act you legislate upon 
to some provision which is contained in the Constitution of the United 
States. But when the Legislature of Vermont, for instance, incorpo- 
rated this company it was not necessary for the Legislature of Vermont 
to look at its constitution to see whether the constitution of Vermont 
authorized it to incorporate this company. The question was, did the 
constitution of Vermont prohibit their incorporating this company, and 
if it did not prohibit it they had the right to incorporate it.- This 
fundamental distinction is laid down in the case of Gibbons against Og- 
den, and subsequently in the case of McCullough vs. The State of Mary- 
land, and repeatedly in subsequent cases. There is no use of going into 
an abstract constitutional proposition now, half a century after this 
question has been decided. 

The proposition, Mr. Speaker, that I advance to the House is this: 
That under the Constitution of the United States Congress has the 
right to regulate commerce between the States, and that the building 
of a ship-canal through the Isthmus of Nicaragua and the incorpora- 
tion of a company for that p is a regulation of commerce under 
the terms of the Constitution of the United States; and that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has virtually and substantially de- 
cided. Now, what is the case? , I do not agree, I will say, in passing, 
with my distingnished friend from Alabama [Mr, OATES] at all, if I 
may judge of his position by inferences drawn from his interruptions 
during the course of the discussion of this question, that Congress has 
power not embodied in the Constitution. 

I rather agree with the position taken by my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. Coss] who has just taken his seat, that we have to derive all of 
our powers from the Constitution, and that all our powers are drawn 
from the Constitution and admitted by it. We have the right to pass 
all laws needful to carry into effect the provisions of the Constitution, 
but we have to derive all our powers from the Constitution. Do we 
derive this power from that instrument? When this question, Mr. 
Speaker, comes up before the Supreme Court of the United States, if it 
ever shall come, the court will ask the question, ‘‘Is the building ofa 
canal as herein provided an act of commerce?’ If so, Congress had the 
power under the Constitution. In a case decided about a year ago, the 
case of Californiavs, The Pacific Railroad Company, Justice Bradley de- 
livered the opinion of the court, and that opinion, Iassume, the court will 
still maintain and will most likely hold notwithstanding the able and 
learned discussion which we heard a few moments ago upon this ques- 
tion, the court holding that— 

Congress has authority in the exercise ofits powers to ‘ulate commerce be- 
tween the several States, to construct, or authorize individuals or corporations 
to construct, railroads across the States and Territories of the United States, 

Now, there is in express terms the proposition that we maintain on 
this floor to-day. The Supreme Court has held, and, as I have said, 
notwithstanding the learned argument we have heard to-day they will 
still adhere no doubt to the decision, that Congress has the right to in- 
corporate a company to build a railroad across any of the States and 
Territories of the United States. If, then, Congress has the right to 
do that under the clause of the Constitution authorizing Congress to 
regulate commerce, it has a right to incorporate a company to dig a 
canal, for what is the difference between a canal and a railroad if a 
canal facilitates and expedites the commerce of the country just as a 
railroad does? Where is there anything in the Constitution of the 
United States that draws a distinction in this regard between the build- 
ing of a railroad and the building of a canal? If you can dig a canal 
through a republic of Central America that shortens the distance around 
the coast 2,500 miles, does not that expedite and facilitate commerce 
just as much as if you builda railroad that would shorten the distance 
around the South American coast 2,500 miles? 

Where is the lawyer who will say that if a railroad shortens the dis- 
tance 2,500 miles and facilitates commerce to that extent it is consti- 
tutional to build the road, but if a canal shortens the distance 2,500 
miles and also facilitates commerce it is not constitutional to dig it? 

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Maryland will 
yield to me for a moment—— 

Mr, RAYNER. Certainly. 

_Mr. OATES. As the gentleman has referred to my position, I will 
give it in a few words. 

The colonies when acknowledged to be independent had all powers 
of sovereignty to treat with other nations. When they formed the 
Constitution of the United States they parted with that power, which 
went somewhere. It went into the Government of the United States 
which was created by the Constitution; and my proposition is that 
while the Constitution is a limitation, or rather the United States is 
dependent upon a grant in the Constitution for any power it may ex- 
ercise within the States or Territories, that when it comes to i 
with foreign nations, having all the power that vested in the colonies 
as independent nations, there is no limitation upon the power it may 
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exercise in connection with such foreign questions and the transaction 
of its business with foreign nations, which power is dependent only 
upon the discretion of the Congress and of the Chief Executive. In 
other words, while the Constitution vests Congress with the power of 
making treaties and declaring war, there is no limitation in the Con- 
stitution as to when and how far it may declare war, or when it shall 
accept peace, or to what extent it may go in treaty stipulations. There 
is no limitation of power when dealing with foreign nations at all. 
The Constitution does not restrict this power, and it may do anything, 
in the discretion of Congress and the President, in dealing with for- 
eign nations. 

Mr. RAYNER. I think that is entirely immaterial, but I do not 
agree at all with my friend from Alabama. Neither Webster, norClay, 
nor Calhoun, nor Sumner, nor even Hamilton, representing the most ad- 
vanced school of Federal thought, ever advanced such a doctrineas that. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I come back to the original proposition, that Con- 

ess can exercise under the decisions of theSupreme Court of the United 

tates the powers conferred by the Constitution in the manner I have 
suggested, and upon that all legislation regulating commerce is based. 
My friend from Alabama, I will say in passing, talks of ‘‘ rules” as if 
the Constitution was a theoretical instrument authorizing Congress to 
make a system of abstract rules like the rules of arithmetic, and asif , 
it did not deal with facts instead of abstractions. And when the gentle- 
man was asked to point out the power conferred upon Congress by the 
Constitution which authorized the digging of dirt out of the harbor of 
Mobile, he said he would do so if he had time granted to him to show 
whence that authority was derived. 

I hope the House will give him plenty of time to say what sort of a 
rule that is under which Congress is acting when it makes an appro- 
priation to excavate the harbor of Mobile. Why, it is nothing less 
than what the Supreme Court has said gives you the power to pass the 
river and harbor bill, as a power derived from the Constitution. There 
is no difference between cutting a canal and opening an outlet from 
New York tothesea. There is nota particle of difference between clear- 
ing the harbor of Baltimore, so that ships from other cities and coun- 
tries can come into the harbor, and digging a canal to let them into the 
city of Baltimore. : 

Mr. Speaker, it is conceded that the power to make an appropriation 
for the improvement of the several rivers and harbors is a power de- 
rived from the clause in the Constitution to late commerce. I do 
not intend to discuss this question, because it passed into history. 
There is not a lawyer on this floor, who has not stopped reading law for 
twenty-five years, or who has not left off the reading of law as decided 
by the Supreme Court for the last twenty-five years, that will stand up 
before a court and say that Congress, in the exercise of its power to 
regulate commerce, has not the rightful authority to build a railroad 
or dig a canal, or to do anything else that will regulate, expedite, and 
facilitate commerce between the States or between this Government 
and foreign governments. The fact, Mr. Speaker, that this canal 
is to be built through a republic of Central America makes no differ- 
ence. It makes no difference whether it is to be built through Italy or 
Russia, or any other foreign country, provided we had a cession from 
that country and the building would expedite commerce and foreign 
intercourse. 

The only question that we are to decide is, does it expedite com- 
merce? and I answer that it does, and it expedites commerce by lessen- 
ing the distance by many thousands of miles round. I do not care to 
go into the different constructions of the Constitution discussed by the 
two gentlemen from Alabama. What I desire to discuss are the differ- 
ences between the committees of conference. Let us see whether we 
have done full justice to the House. Thatis hist? asc I have reason 
to say to this House that as members of the erence committee we 
have tried to do full justice to the House, so as to maintain intact the 
substantial provisions of this bill. 

Now, here is the proposition, and I will be brief if the House will 
give me its attention. If you do not want to give this company a 
charter, why, say so, If you do want to give it a charter, do not put 
a provision in this charter that will absolutely nullify it and prevent 
it from selling its stock in the markets of the world. Now, some of 
these amendments adopted were not matured. Of course in the hurry 
of the moment almost every amendment that was offered was accepted. 
You can not come to a conclusion upon matters of that sort without 
time to reflect upon them. But if the amendments of the Honse put 
upon this bill shall be adopted, no body of sensible business men would 
ever engage in this enterprise and no body of people would be able to 
raise capital with which it could be put into operation. 

Now, let us see. There is a provision that places in blazing letters 
upon every certificate of stock that this Government shall not be re- 
sponsible for the debts of the company that is issuing the stock. 

Mr. COBB. Does not the gentleman suppose that this company will 

rint in blazing capitals upon the face of their charter thatit is granted 
iy the United States, so that foreign people can understand that? 

Mr. RAYNER. Now, suppose that every company incorporated in 
the State of Alabama should place upon the charter of the company 
that it is incorporated by the State of Alabama, is there a fool on the 
face of the that will hold that the State of Alabama is responsi- 
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ble for the stock or debts of the company because the company has |. 


pare that upon the face of itsstock? And if there is such a man, let 
im do it and let him lose everything he has. I have not any sympa- 
thy for that class of people. Weare not here proposing to protect 
shorn or unshorn lambs. We are here to legislate for intelligent peo- 

le. You can not legislate to prevent a man being a fool of that sort. 
tard It is impossible to legislate for the benefit of that class 
of people in this way. 

Mr. COBB. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me finish. What will be the effect of passing 
a charter of that kind, that nothing but money shall be received in 
payment of that stock ? 

Mr. COBB, You have asserted that everybody who buys the bonds 
or who buys the stock must take notice of the powers conferred in the 
charter, have you not? 

Mr. RAYNER. I didnot state that as a general proposition of law, 
because we are not discussing propositions of law. You can hold the 
company for this stock for all it is worth, and you know that the stock 
is valid and the company is liable. 

Mr. COBB. You concede in this bill that the incorporators have to 
take notice of the power which is conferred by the charter ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes. 

Mr. COBB. If they were part of it, then, how could it injure the 
company? That is the point I suggest. 

Mr. RAYNER. It is not only unusual; itis more than unusual. I 
do not believe there is a single corporation in this country (and there 
are hundreds and thousands of them) that ever had printed upon its 
certificate of stock that the State which incorporated it should not be 
responsible for its debts. If there is any such certificate of stock ex- 
tant I have never seen it or heard of it, and I do not believe the 
gentleman from Alabama has ever seen or heard of such a thing. 
Why should we do what has never been done before? It simply means 
that when this company goes into the markets of the world to sell its 
stock, people are to be intimidated from buying. They will look at 
the certificate of stock and they will say, ‘‘ Well, if this Government 
of the United States is so very much afraid of its own company which 
it has incorporated, we will not have anything to do with it.” Now, 
what is the object of this proposed charter? Is it to permit these peo- 

e to sell their stock and build the canal, or is it to prevent them 

m doing it? This amendment was put in as one ofa series of amend- 
ments intended to kill the bill; and it will kill the bill, because no 
foreign capitalist will invest a dollar in an enterprise when he finds 
the certificate of the stock of the corporation containing a provision 
like this, that the Government of the United States shall not be re- 

le for the debts of the company. 

But, Mr. § , there is another question to which I wish to direct 
attention. It is admitted on all hands that the Government is not in 
fact liable for the debts of this company. We all agree that even if 
there was not a word in this charter about the liability of the Govern- 
ment, the Government would not be liable for the company’s debts. 
I do not think there is adi sng; voice Inan House from the propo- 
sition that if there was not a word in the charter upon the subject, no 
man on this earth would or could hold that the Government of the 
United States was responsible for thedebts or for the stock of this com- 

. Yet, in order to be overcautious on that point, we have placed 
fh the charter an express provision that the Government shall not as- 
sume any such responsibility. Now, on top of the ition, univer- 
sally conceded, that the Government is not liable at any rate, and on 
top of the proposition that you have expressly declared that the Gov- 
ernment shall not be held liable, you want to plant another proposi- 
tion, that the stock of the company must contain this provision on the 
body of the certificate. Such acondition can not possibly do any good. 
On the contrary, it will hamper these people in their attempts to go on 
with the work, and will kill the enterprise. If you do not want this 
eanal, just put in such a provision as that and your object will be at- 
tained, because nobody on earth will be willing to go into the matket 
with stock with such a provision, 

There are one or two other points upon which I must touch briefly. 
The first amendment, the one on page3, my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
Cop] has not adverted to. I must confess that that is the provision 
which gave me, as a member of the conference committee and as a 
member of the general committee, the greatestamountof difficulty. I 
think it is the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLARDY. Do you mean the first amendment or the fourth? 

Mr. RAYNER. I mean the amendment on page 3, which gives this 
company the right to issue stock for property. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes; I believe so. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
say a word to the House upon that proposition. If that amendment 
as it passed the House is to stand, this company can not go into exist- 
ence at all. That is the end of it. So far as I am concerned, I know 
very little about this company. Al I know about itis that I know 


personally two or three of the corporators, and know that they are 
among the most responsible men in the country. I know also that 
there are ten or fifteen millions of dollars represented by incorporators 
from my own State. = 
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Mr. HERBERT. Read the amendment to which you refer, so that 
the House may understand it. 

Mr, RAYNER. I will do that in a minute, but first I want to say 
that if this amendment as it passed the House is to stand in the char- 
ter, ve company can not go into existence at all. What is the amend- 
men 

Mr. COBB. Are you not aware of the fact that they proclaim that 
they are already in existence and that they propose to go to work un- 
der the Vermont charter? 

Mr. RAYNER. A company can not work under two charters, 
Whenever this corporation accepts this charter that puts an end to the 
Vermont charter. Even if a company has a dozen charters it must do 
one of two things, either act under one of them or consolidate the 
whole. There is no such amphibious thing known as a corporation 
acting under two or more charters. If they accept this charter that is 
the end of the Vermont charter, unless, by some other law, they con- 
solidate the Vermont charter with the charter that they are now seek- 
ing from us. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this amendment originally provided that all the 
stock of this company should be paid for in money, I call particular 
attention to this because great stress will be laid upon it. The origi- 
nal provision was that all of this stock should be paid for in money, 
that the $200,000,000 of stock must be subscribed for and paid for, 
every dollar of it, in cash, and that the company should have no right 
to receive payment for its stock in any other manner. That is the pro- 
vision of the amendmentas it passed the House. I will read it: 

It may receive, purchase, hold, and conyey such real and personal estate, 
property, and rights of property, or concessionary rights as may be necessary 
to carry into effect the purposes of this act; all shares, stocks, bonds, certifica 
or other securities which the company may issue to raise the corporate capita 
shall be executed and issued at the —— office in the city of New York; and 
all such shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities shall be 
of only for cash, to be paid into the company treasury and used for corporate 
purposes, 

Now, what does that mean? It simply means that this company 
can not build this canal or receive adollar’s worth of subscription to a 
share of its stock to be paid for in any other way but in cash. 

Now I want to say—and if I am mistaken about this matter the 
gentleman from Alabama can correct me—that I have not been able to 
find in the legislation of a single State of this Union any law under- 
taking to require that a corporation shall only issue or sell its stock for 
money; that it shall not exchange stock for property. You can not 
build a railroad, you can not construct a canal, you can not conduct 
any private or public enterprise in which a large amount of money is 
required, as in this case, if you undertake to impose upon the company 
a requirement that it shall not take property in payment for its capi- 
tal stock. Of course I am fully aware of the difficulties connected with 
the exercise of this power and of the great frauds to which it may give 
rise. I know very well that in some instances corporations have issued 
millions of dollars’ worth of stock for absolutely nothing; have taken 
property absolutely valueless in payment for their stock. I know the 
difficulties which have been occasioned by transactions of that sort. I 
know that the courts have affirmed the proposition that when corpora- 
tions do take property in payment for stock the property received must 
be substantially equivalent in value to the amount of stock issued. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is what the amendment agreed on by the con- 
ference committee provides. 
Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir, The amendment provides that this cor- 
poration — 

May issue stock to the amount of the just value of such estate, property, and 
rights, and for work and labor done or materials provided in the execution of 
the work of constructing said ship-canal. 

Now, it is said that this company ought to have no right to part with 
its stock in this way—that if it can not sell its stock for $200,000,000 


lute impossibility for this company to procure ,C00,000, or any- 
thing lik e that, in money for its stock. 

Mr. , of Do not the incorporators say that they 
need only $60,000,000? 

Mr. CLARDY. No, sir. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I say that is their statement as made 
before our committee; that is what their engineers say, 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is correct. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say that you can not raise even $60,000,000 to be 
invested in cash in this enterprise. You propose to say to this corpo- 
ration, ‘‘Go to work, organize your company, and prosecute one of the 
greatest enterprises—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow me a sug- 
gestion in reply to that of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WIL- 
son]? 

ee RAYNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. When the Panama Canal scheme was started the esti- 
mated cost of ‘carrying out that project was $120,000,000. To-day 
there has been $250,000,000 ded in that work, and it is a con- 
ceded fact thatit can not be finished for $250,000,000 more; so that ng 
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estimate which may be made in advance as to the cost of constructing a 
work like this is worth anything. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, I do not believe that this canal can be built 
for $60,000,000, and I do not believe anybody else whose opinion is worth 


anything will undertake tosay so. If the engineers say it can be built 
for $60,000,000 you may rely upon it that it will take $200,000,000. 

But suppose this work can be constructed for $60,000,000. Thatmay 
not a a very large sum to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr], but it is a great deal more money than most of us have. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. PLUMB. The gentleman will allow me to say that there are 
pegs estimates of the engineers, varying from $64,000,000 to $147,- 
000,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes; those are the estimates. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, you can not get any such amount of money 
in the markets of the world; you can not get $150,000,000 for the con- 
struction of this canal. Who is going to put $150,000,000 into an en- 
terprise of this sort? Where is the syndicate, American or foreign, 
that would advise its customers or clients to put $150,000,000 into an 
enterprise of this description? How are enterprises of this sort always 
carried on? How are your railroads built? How is a work of this 
magnitude always accomplished? You issue stock in payment for the 
work done. When men go to tbe directors proposing to dig this canal, 
the directors say, ‘‘ How much of this canal will you undertake to dig; 
and how much stock will you take in payment for your work?’ Only 
in that way can this canal be built. Of course those who undertake 
this enterprise must have some money; and this bill provides, I think, 
for a very large amount of money. 

When the conference committee places in the body of this bill a pro- 
vision that within a given time there must be $1,000,000 in the treas- 
ury of this company or the charter will be forfeited, I think it shows 
Congress intends that this charter shall be accepted and acted on in 
good faith; and I think it may be assumed that the people who receive 
this charter will go to work and carry out this enterprise because they 
put $1,000,000 into it; and when they thus risk $1,000,000, I think we 
may rely on their responsibility. But they can not sell two hundred 
millions of stock, nor one hundred and fifty millions of stock. 

The trouble with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WiLson] is, 
as I infer from the conversation I have had with him on the subject, 
that this act gives the right to this company to issue its stock for ma- 
terial and other property, and the moment you give the company the 
right to take property for stock you will enable that company to take 
property not worth the value of the stock. How are you going to pre- 
vent it? Who are the sufferers? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The people. 

Mr. RAYNER. How? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, You double the amount of stock is- 
sued, and, therefore, double the rates of toll to be collected on this 
canal, You swindle the honest stockholders who put their money in 
the stock. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say the people are not defrauded. You can not 
defraud the people in that way. If a man invests in this company he 
can go to the books of the company and find out how much stock has 
been subscribed in money and how much stock has been subscribed in 
property. He has that right, and if he does not choose to take pains 
to do that, he can not, of course, expect the of the United States 
to do it forhim. Weare not legislating for that classof people. There 
is not a corporation in this country to-day that is properly conducted 
but a man can go and examine the corporation books and find out how 
much stock has been issued for money and how much stock has been 
at seal innc he FM NY OE S h 

ut suppose he does no that. Suppose he goes on blindly under 
the belief that $200,000,000 of money have been paid into the treasury 
of the company, are we bound to protect him against such reckless 
negligence as that? Are we here to say to this company, ‘We will not 
let you issue your stock for property, because, forsooth, some one 
will go and buy that stock under the belief you have received money 
for it instead of property?’’ How can we protect the people against 
making investments of that sort ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Leave out of view the stock to be issued to the Re- 
pie of Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the rights granted by them, 

ve out of view the stock of the grantees of the Menocal concession, 
and consider only the stock which, according to the substitute pre- 
pra by the conferees, can be issued for work and material furnished, 

ask the gentleman from Maryland whether there will be any sub- 
stantial injury inflicted on this corporation in requiring that labor 
and material be paid for in money ont of that which is realized from 
the sale of the stock? If the stock be sold for cash and the cash paid 
to the contractors, is it not just as fair to them as if their work were 
pa for instock? As to the other class of stock issued to the Repub- 
of N and Costa Riea for the rights they have granted and 

to the concessionaries, I admit the force of the gentleman’s argument. 
I think it is unnecessary that labor and material should be paid for in 
soni The practice of building railways in that way is one of recent 


Mr. RAYNER. Why, the construction of the canal is labor, 


Mr. ADAMS. But I say, so far as the labor and material necessary 
for the construction of the canal can be paid for by the company sell- 
ing stock for cash, and paying that cash to the contractors, that can be 
done as well as to pay stock for labor and material. 

Mr. RAYNER. Ido not think that is the practice. You can get 
contractors to build for part stock and part money. It is a great deal 
easier, I believe, to get contractors to contract for the construction ot 
such work to be paid for part in stock and partin money. I believeitis 
easier to do that than to get them to contract to be paid all in money. 

Mr. ADAMS. By selling the stock for-cash, and paying out the 
money for material and labor, the people will see exactly just how 
much has been paid for the building of the canal. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do you think the stock should be subscribed for, 
the whole of it, in money? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, not the stock paid to the Central American Re- 
publics which have granted the rights to this company. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No one claims that. 

Mr. RAYNER. I know that. Now, what other part ought to be 
paid for in money ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not include the stock paid to the republics which 
have granted rights to thiscompany nor to the concessionaries, Mr. Men- 
ocal and his associates; I donot ask that these parties should be paid 
in money; I leave out of view the stock issued to them, but I do be- 
lieve it is only right and proper that the remaining stock should be sold 
for cash, and the cash paid into the treasury of the company. 

Mr. RAYNER. But suppose the whole stock is issued to these con- 
cessionaries; have you placed any limit in the charter as to that? How 
is it ible to do that? You can not provide so much for concession- 
ary rights and so much for the construction of the canal. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman is only stating one dif- 
ficulty in the matter. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iam only saying that in my judgment in the pres- 
ent condition of the matter this company should be allowed to issue 
stock for material and labor. I do not believe the canal can be con- 
structed without it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I say that it is unnecessary, and that 
you can build the canal without that provision. 

Mr. RAYNER. I donot think so. 

Mr. PETERS. Ifthe gentleman from Maryland will permit me, one 
of the business objects of issuing the stock forlabor to the contractors 
is that they may become financially interested in the project. 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly; and I ask if you can name any telegraph 
company that has ever been built by any contractor and paid for en- 
tirely in money? I do not know of one. 

Mr. ADAMS. It would have been much better if it had been so. 

Mr. RAYNER. Undoubtedly; and many things would be much 
better if they were done, but such has not been the case heretofore. 
If you are in favor of adopting such a general system of legislation, 
and will bring it in here, I will stand by it. I am in favor of perfect- 
ing legislation which will have that effect, and will prevent a corpora- 
tion from taking any subscription for its stock except in money. But 
I say it is not the case now, and it would be unusual to apply it here. 
It has not been done anywhere in the States except in Pennsylvania, 
where an act of the Legislature has restricted corporations to that ex- 
tent. I do not know how it is in the State of my friend from Illinois, 
but I have examined pretty generally the legislation in the States on 
the subject, and I have not found a single code, excepting the one that 
I have mentioned, which prohibits corporations from issuing their stock 
in payment for material and labor. 

Mr. ADAMS. Inasmuch as this is the first charter granted by the 
Government of the United States, would it not be a good plan to adopt 
a rule covering that principle? 

Mr. RAYNER, In my opinion the canal can not be built in that way; 
and I take it the gentleman has no substantial ground for saying that 
it can be. You can get a contractor readily to build a road or part of 
a road for part cash and part stock. 

Mr. ADAMS. What do they do with this stock ? 

Mr. RAYNER. They sell it, I presume. 

Mr. ADAMS, Exactly; thatistheanswerlexpected. Itisnot taken 
as an investment. They are not wealthy men who want to put their 
money in the stock to hold it. They want to realize upon it at once. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You do not get at the full length of 
the iniquity. They give it to the construction company; they have 
friends among them; they transfer the stock to them, and thus there 
is ‘‘a ring within a ring,” which has the whole thing in its own hands, 

Mr. ADAMS. That is often the case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is just what this is made for. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question—if he is 
not getting away from the provisions of the bill and befogging the whole 
question by entering into questions as to how railroads are built and 
how stocks are being watered, and thus losing sight of the provisions of 
‘the bill? I would like to get back to ‘‘hard-pan,’’ as we say in the oil 
regions. The amendmentof the gentleman from Minnesota absolutely 
prohibits the issuing of stock without its being fully paid for in money. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No, sir; it forbids the issue of 
stock without the payment of 10 per cent. 
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Mr. RAYNER. And the balance of the stock in money. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is exactly the same in principle as if it was all re- 
quired in cash. 

Mr. RAYNER. Identically the same. 

Mr. SCOTT. The canal company is prohibited by that amendment 
from carrying out this contract with the Government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. Unquestionably it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Oh, no; I will show the gentleman in 
a few minutes, when I take the floor, where he is mistaken. 

Mr. RAYNER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will permit me 
to proceed for a few moments, I will finish this branch of the subject 
and then yield the floor. The amendment provided that before the 
issuance of any of the stock a certain amount of the subscription price 
must be paid in money, and when you look at the provision which re- 
quired the cash payment of 10 per cent. it only permitted the issuance 
of stock, declaring that none should be issned until 10 per cent. of the 
subscription price was paid in cash; but the other 90 per cent. must 
be paid in money, and there is nothing here which permits the com- 
pany to make a payment for labor or material or anything else by a 

ollar’s worth of its stock. Every share of the stock must represent 
that much cash in the treasury of the company. I think the gentle- 
man is mistaken about the 10 per cent. clause, and I wish to call his 
attention to the exact language of it: 

No certificate for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the same shall 
be fully paid in in money. 

That means that no man can get his stock until he pays his 10 per 
cent. in cash, But how about the other 90 per cent.? The construc- 
tion would be necessarily that that must also be paid in cash. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, That is it. 

Mr. RAYNER. So that there is no authority to make a payment 
for labor, or for material, or for the-concessionary rights, or for any other 
purpose whatever in the stock of the company, which can only be is- 
sued for cash. How, then, can this company pay for the concessionary 
rights from the republics of South America? How can it pay for any- 
thing unless there is $200,000,000, or whatever sum may be neces- 
sary for the purpose, in the treasury of the company? I say it is im- 
practicable, and it is a defeat of the whole enterprise, If you can a 
gest some way, some practical plan of relieving the difficulty, I shall 
like to see it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, the amendment pro- 
vided for the payment in the manner he has suggested, and I am in- 
clined to think the position he takes is right. ‘The bill provides that— 
the company may receive, purchase, hold, and convey such real and perponal 
estate, property, and rights of property; or concessionary rights as may be neces- 
sary to carry into effect the purposes of this act, 
but does not provide for material or labor, ete. And then it pro- 
vides further that stock is not to be issued except for cash. So thatI 
am inclined to think that the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. RAYNER. The whole of it is to be issued; every dollar of it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is correct. 

Mr. RAYNER. The gentleman says that is correct, that this com- 
pany is bound under the charter that made it to get $100,000,000, 
which can not be withdrawn from its treasury. I say there is no such 
provision in the legislation of the States that I have examined; and 
while I will admit the fraud that it may give rise to, and while I will 
admit that the constructors or the people who build the canal may 
derive, perhaps, unusual profit from a transaction of that sort, I say 
that there is no way you can prevent them. If you want this canal 
to be built, and do not give them the right to take property and labor, 
the charter is not worth the paper upon which it is written, and there 
is not any public or private enterprise, either of a railroad or a canal, 
built and operated that was ever built without having the power to 
issue part of the stotk for property. There have been within the last 
year a number of cases of this kind decided, and the gentleman from 
Minnesota will recognize the wisdom of these decisions, and the rea- 
sons for them. But what are these decisions? They hold that the 
property must be fairly worth the amount of stock taken in payment 
for it. That is the rule that the courts have adopted. 

They hold that every transaction of that sort falls through, and in 
every case where the question comes up they will inquire as to whether 
the property being received is fairly and substantially worth the amount 
of stock that the party received for it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me just there? I said, I 
think, there was a provision in respect to issuing the stock for cash. 
Under section 3 of the House amendment no certificate of stock shall 
be issued until 10 per cent, is paid in; but the conferees inserted the 
material words ‘‘except as otherwise provided in this act;’’ and now 
I find a provision in section 1 which certainly does seem to grant the 
right to issuestock for material and labor. I am in doubt whether the 
provisions in section 3, that the stock shall be paid in cash ‘‘ except as 
otherwise provided in this act,” taken in connection with amendment 
numbered 1, would not give the TL the right to pay stock for 
material and labor. Iam inclined to think that it ought tobe changed, 


and at the same time I hope the gentleman will allow me to say that 
I am heartily in favor of building the canal and in favor of incorporat- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 5, 


ing this company, and I am in favor of the general principles of this 
bill; still I think that ought to be changed. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then how can the company take property in pay- 
ment of capital stock? What is the difference between taking a little 
tract of land along a canal in payment of stock and taking the labor 
poo aori upon the construction? That is worth more than all the 

and. 

Mr. ADAMS. The difference is that in one caseyou are dealing be- 
tween the company and two republics, and no harm to the stockhold- 
ers can arise; in the other case you are possibly fosteringa construction 
company or a Crédit Mobilier. 

Mr, RAYNER. You have surely got the right to issue stock for 
property. In the payment of something for stock you can not draw 
the distinction between land and labor; you can not say to the com- 
pany what property shall mean as applied to the building of the canal. 
There is capital in the laborof every man who performs labor, and their 
property is the element of their labor. You can not distinguish be- 
tween property and labor. Labor becomes an element of capital, and 
I will also state to the gentleman from Illinois you have either to let 
them use property and labor in payment of its stock or it fails. 

Mr. ADAMS. It appears on the face of the bill when it passed the 
House that this distinction was made, I read from the original House 
amendment: 

Provided, That this shall not apply to bonds or certificates issued under Arti- 
cle L of the concession of Nicaragua to the canal association. 

The House amendment distinguished between certain stock, which 
u ght to be sold for cash, and another portion that may be issued for 

eal estate and concessionary rights. 

Mr. RAYNER. Thereisanother point about this.. Suppose the con- 
tractors do arrange to take their pay in stock and they get more stock 
than they would get money if they were paid in cash. Suppose acon- 
tractor says to the company, ‘‘I will do this work for a million dollera 
in cash,’’ but when he comes to deal with them on the basis of payment 
in stock he does not say, ‘‘I will take a million dollars of your stock,” 
but he says, “‘ I want $5,000,000 of your stock.’? He takes the stock 
because he can sell it in the market for a million dollars, and thus get 
as much money as he would have received if he had been paid in cash; 
and who is injured by such a transaction? Isitthe man who buys the 
stock from the contractor? Is it not the duty of that man, before he 
buys the stock, to go and inquire what its value is and find out whether 
or not it represents tangible property ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The cash subscribers to the stock are injured by the 
issue of any stock for labor where, by any such transaction, the real 
cost of the construction of the canal is concealed from the subscribers. 

Mr. RAYNER. But how is it concealed when the books show it? 
If the gentleman was right about the concealment I would admit the 
trath of his proposition, but when you require, in a subsequent pro- 
vision of the charter, that the Secretary of the Interior shall have the 
right to require this company to make a full report of everything con- 
nected with it, how can anybody be injured by the concealment of 
facts in regard to the management of the company? How can there 
be concealment when they can go to the archives of the Interior De- 
partment and find out exactly its status at any time? 

Mr. ADAMS. All I have to say in answer to that is that I have 
never built a railroad and have never been a member of a construction 
company; but I do know that for the last twenty years this whole 
country has been ringing with denunciation of the formation of con- 
struction companies within corporations for the purpose of concealing 
from the stockholders generally and from the public the price which 
certain members of the corporation have paid to certain other mem- 
bers of the corporation for constructing the work, whatever it might be. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iadmit that; but it all comes back to the single 
proposition that you have got to let this company have the right to 
issue stock for labor or else the work can not goon. You have got to 
do one of two things. If you do the first, then they can goon and 
construct the canal. If you take the other alternative, then the com- 
pany can not accept its charter and can not construct the work, 

I know that frauds have been committed of the character suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois, and I am utterly unwilling to lend my 
vote or my voice to any measure by which any intermediate agent 
known as a construction company or by any other name shall be en- 
abled to perpetrate such frauds upon the public, But when you once 
deny to this company the right to issue its stock for land and for labor 
and for concessionary rights, then you compel its subscribers to pay in 
$200,000,000 of cash, and when you insist upon that you practically 
decree that the canal shall not be built. : 

Mr. ADAMS, If you will prove that I will accept your horn of the 
dilemma. The canal ought to be built. i 

Mr. RAYNER. Does the gentleman believe that there is any two 
hundred millions of dollars going into this enterprise? Is there any- 
body here who believes that $200,000,000 in cash will be put into it? 

Mr. ADAMS. The part of the stock which goes to the republics will 
not be paid for in money, and that part which goes to the holders of 
the concessionary rights will not be paid for in money, but the balance 
of it will be. 

Mr. RAYNER. ‘Where is the money to come from? 
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Mr. ADAMS. I think it is to come in part from the United States 
and in from Europe. 

Mr. RAYNER. From what part of the United States? 

Mr. ADAMS, I will refer the gentleman for an answer to my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr]. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the money that is obtained for 
enterprises of this sort is generally obtained by syndicates who get the 
stock and sell it, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] knows 
that they can not get any $200,000,000 of cash paid into the treasury of 
this company. In order to secure a ty of the good faith of these 
people we. inserted a provision that they should put at least $1,000,000 
of cash into the treasury themselves. There was a great deal of discus- 
sion over that, but we finally put in that provision. 

Now, if they do not intend to go ahead with it they will not put in 
the million dollars, and if they do put in a million dollars it will be a 
guaranty of their good faith; and then after that, if a contractor gets his 
stock at 50 cents on the dollar and somebody subsequently buys it 
from him ai a higher figure, Ido not see that we are bound to guard 
against that or to interfere in any way. Suppose any gentleman here 
wishes to buy stock, does it make any difference to him how much the 
man from whom he buys it paid for the stock originally? Suppose 
you are going to buy a house, do you inquire how much the house 
cost originally, or what it is worth at the time you are going to buy it? 
What you want to know is what the house is really worth at the present 

ime. Now my experience and observation have taught me that there 

been a great deal of the kind of fraud which the gentleman from 

ois [Mr. ADAMS] refers to, perpetrated under charters worded just 

like this, but after all, as I have already said, it comes back to the 

single proposition that when an intelligent man is going to invest his 

money in an enterprise of this sort, it is his duty to go and see what 

the assets of the company are worth, and if he is going to buy a house 

it is his duty to go and look at the house and examine it and see 
what it is worth before he pays his money. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire toask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is there any difficulty in providing that no intermedi like 


ediary, 
a construction company, shall expend the money and build the ‘canal 


under penalty of forfeiture of the charter? 
Mr. RAYNER, I think not. 
Mr. CLARDY. What was the inquiry of the gentleman from Ver- 


mont? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I asked the gentleman from Mary- 
land whether in his opinion there was any difficulty in providing in 
this charter that no intermediary, like a construction company, should 
have the expenditure of the money or should construct this canal un- 
der penalty of forfeiture of the charter, 

Mr. RAYNER. There is no difficulty about that. 

A MEMBER. The report is not amendable. 


Mr. RAYNER. There is only one more proposition to which I wish 


to call the attention of the House, and that relates to this last amend- 
ment, giving the Government of the United States the right to limit 
the tolls. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, will the gentleman allow me a remark? Either 
there are several misprints in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or else there 
are material variations between the conference report and the statement 
of the House conferees. If the gentleman would like to have me point 
out those variations, I shall be glad to do so; and then I shall not in- 
terrupt him further. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would be glad to have the gentleman point them 
out; I have not followed that matter myself. 

Mr. ADAMS. I refer to amendments Nos. 11, 12, 13, and 14. 

Mr. RAYNER. On what page? 

Mr. ADAMS. The bottom of page 9 of the printed bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. The gentleman refers, as I understand, to this lan- 


Nothing in this dct shall be held or construed in any manner to involve the 
United States inany pecuniary obligation. 

Now, the reason—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Waita moment. I want to settle the parliamentary 
status of these amendments. In the conference report it is stated that 
the Senate recedes; but the House conferees in their statement say that 
the House recedes. If the report is voted on as it stands, and this is 
not a misprint, then on this point the Senate will recede. 

; Mr. CLARDY. Iwillanswerthe gentleman. There wasa misprint, 
hnd I had the conference report and the accompanying statement re- 
printed in the next day’s RECORD. 

i Mr. ADAMS. Then I will ask as to amendment No. 12, whether 
the House recedes—— 

' Mr. CLARDY. What amendment is that? 

. Mr, ADAMS. The amendment providing that— 

Nothing herein shall be construed to estop this Government from asserting at 
a co tant Gary TO KOENA cece USET AALS cai eases te aes 
rights of transportation of the citizens of the United States or their property 


over this canal or the stand Aaya a which the same may be constructed, or 
to rt troops or munitions of war in time of peace or war. 


Mr. CLARDY. As to that amendment the House recedes, 
Mr. ADAMS. Now, as to amendment 13. The conference report 
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states that on that amendment the Senate recedes. Thatis theamend- 
ment in regard to which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] 
hes about to speak—the amendment providing for the regulation of 
tolls, ete. 

Mr. RAYNER. With the explanation I am about to give on that 
point I think the gentleman will be perfectly satisfied. In the conces- 
sion of the Government of Nicaragua there is a provision—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh! On the merits I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. RAYNER. There isa provision in regard to tolls, under which 
the Government of Nicaragua gets a certain percentage; and we have 
no right to break that agreement. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that; but if the conference report—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] that he has but five minutes remain- 


ing. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the conference report is correctly printed, then on 
that amendment the Senate recedes. 

Mr. CLARDY. No, the House recedes; that isa mistake; there has 
been a misprint. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have suggested the answer to the proposition in 
regard to tolls, that we have made a contract with Nicaragua, and in 
that contract there is a provision in reference to tolls; and in pursu- 
ance of that contract the Government of Nicaragua is to receive a cer- 
tain percentage of the tolls. After our Government has made a con- 
tract of that sort, of course it is not right for us to violate it and un- 
dertake to make a different provision in regard to the regulation of 
tolls. I think that is a clear legal proposition from which there is no 


escape, 

Mr. BLAND. What proportion or percentage of the tolls does the 
Government of Nicaragua receive? 

Mr. RAYNER. I think 15 per cent. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, no; that is the concessionary limitation upon the 
extent of the tolls to be charged. 

Mr. RAYNER. It makes no difference what the Government of 
Ni gets; the right to fix the tolls is reserved. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER] that the rates of toll are not only fixed in the concession, but 
they are fixed in a treaty between the United States and Nicaragua. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The rates of toll are not fixed in the 
concession. 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘They are fixed in the concession, the concession pur- 
suing exactly the language of the treaty of 1867. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In what section? 

Mr. CLARDY. Iam not speaking about the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam ing of the concession. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iam talking about the treaty and concession. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am speaking of the concession. 

Mr. CLARDY. I can not tell the gentleman what is the exact pro- 
vision of the concession; but I recollect that the concession pursues, as 
I have said, the language of the treaty in thatregard. It doesnot make 
any difference whether the concession mentions it or not; the treaty 

xes it. > 
ety of Minnesota. The concession does not fix the rates 
of to! 

Mr. CLARDY, Ithinkthegentlemanis mistaken. AsIunderstand, 
after the lapse of ten years the tolls are not to exceed 15 per cent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Thatis right; thatis to say, the profits 
to be divided among the corporators are not to exceed 15 per cent. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is what I mean. 

Mr. RAYNER. If the House will give me five or ten minutes more 
I will conclude what I desire tosay. The clause to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois has referred is the only clause that has occasioned 
any difficulty in my mind in regard to this charter. The only amend- 
ment that the House conferees have receded from, and this is the only 
point on which I have had any difficulty, is the clause adverted to by 
the gentleman from Illinois, the clause relative to the right of this 
company to receive payment for its stock in property instead of money. 

Now we aré dealing with a difficult question. It is difficult to de- 
cide what is proper to bedone. You are there tocompel the company 
to take payment in money or permit them to take payment in property. 
If you do not permit them to take payment in property then I do not 
believe the canal will be built. If you give them that right it will 
be built. If you wish to have the benefits derived by commerce and 
the Government from the building of this canal I believe you will have 
to give them this right. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman from Maryland 
state what is the basis or reasoning upon which he makes the statement 
that this canal will not be built if the stock is not allowed to be issued 
for labor and material? 

Mr. RAYNER. I say to the gentleman from Minnesota, with the 
utmost good faith, that when you require a body of responsible incor- 
porators to place in the treasury of the company $1,000,000 in money 
and you provide in the charter if that money is not forthcoming then 
the charter shall be void, and they do put a million dollars in the treas- 
ury, I say the chances are that they are acting in good faith. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But you do not understand me, I 
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ask what reason or basis you have for saying that in case we do not al- 


low the corporation to issue stock for labor and materials this canal will 
not be built? : ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. RAYNER. I ask for five minutes longer to conclude what I 
have to say. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to see whether we can agree to have the pre- 
vious question ordered at half past 4 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object, too. 

Mr. SCOTT. LIobject unless we know some of us who wish to speak 
five minutes can be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . There is no five-minute debate on the 

ing proposition. 
Mr, TOWNSHEND. I hope gentlemen will not object, as I wish 


this afternoon to bring up for consideration the Army appropriation | J 


bill, and unless this is disposed of within a reasonable time I shall be 
compelled to antagonize it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to have a 
vote on this to-day? 

Mr, CLARDY. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object. There are certain things 
which wont as understood by the House and which have not yet been 

to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes longer. Is there ob- 

ection? 
J ‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I state to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Wr1Lson] that I believe if we give these people this charter 
the canal will be built. I believe they are in earnest. I believe they 
will put a million into the treasury of this company. I believe the 

„Character of these men guaranties to the House they are acting in good 
faith. You are not dealing with a set of adventurers and s 
You are dealing with some of the best and most responsible men in this 
country, so far as their names are disclosed in the act of incorporation. 
They propose to put a million into the treasury of the company. They 
obligate themselves not to draw a dollar out of the of the com- 
ny. ‘They agree their charter shall be forfeited if a million of dol- 
tox is not put in. 

Mr. N, of Minnesota. Where is that? 

Mr. RAYNER. We put that into the charter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Look for it. 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman has said more than once that these 
incorporators guaranty to put a million of dollars into the treasury; 
where is that to be found ? A 
ee RAYNER. It is to be found in the conference report. We put 

there. 

Mr. MAISH. Where is it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Ishould like to hear the gentleman 
read it. 

Mr. RAYNER, Here it is: 


Sxc.3. That no certificates for stock, unless as otherwise provided in this act, 
shall be issued until 10 per cent. of the par value shall fully paid for in 
money and the money deposited in the treasury of said company; and there 
ome ons least $1,000,000 of money pone ee such rece) sensed genes pe pn 

com: one year from the passage and said com- 
bint te prob ibined iren vetracning or repaying any part of the said money so 


No part of the capital stock paid in shall be at any time drawn or returned 
to the stockho! or in any manner diverted from the proper uses of the cor- 
ingen Any vio! 

forfeiture. 


of the provisions of this act shall subject this charter 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
ent to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1320) grant- 
ing a pension to Catherine M. Lee, and to tho bill (S. 3052) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Durfee. 

It also announced that the te had passed without amendment 
joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an eae eee for the payment 
of the legal representatives of James B. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. CLARDY. I-want to give notice now that at a quarter before 
5 o’clock I shall demand the previous question upon the adoption of 
the conference report. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not think that is right, and I 
shall feel inclined to exercise whatever power I may possess to prevent 
the ordering of the previous question. y 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, there were two amendments to this bill 
incorporated by a vote of the House that the conferees have receded 
ous which I hope the House will insist upon. One of these reads as 

ows: 
And nothing herein shall be construed to estop this Government from assert- 
ing at any time any rights or powers that may now exist by virtue of the laws 


of or that may be uired through treaty stipulations, with respect to 
the ts of transportation o! the citizensof the United States, or thelr property, 
over canal or the country through which the same may be constructed, or 
to troops or mi of war in time of peace or war. 


aa other amen¢ ent to which I have referred is in the following 
guage: | 

Saiao tha toll Ge tari rales for ibe ianayariation of parsons or property DY 
this company or its assigns, 

I consider, Mr. Speaker, in view of the many complications in which 
this question is involved by various treaties entered into by this 
Government and other governments, and especially the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, entered into in 1850 on the partof the Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain, and also with respect to the alleged eg 
existing between this Government and the Republic of Ni ~ 
though, Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied in my own mind that thereisno ex- 
isting treaty in force between this Government and that of Nicaragua 
upon this subject— 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just there to ask whether the two amendments to which he has referred . 
are in the bill as reported by the conference committee, or were they 


left out? 
They were left out. They were receded from by the 


Mr. BLAND. 
committee, t 

Mr. Speaker, with respect to the effect of this legislation upon these 
treaties and the policy this Government proposes to pursuein reference 
to this canal and the commerce upon it, it is very important, I think, 
that these amendments should be maintained in the bi I have not 
up to this hour heard a discussion in this House of the importance of 
the question involved in this bill and of this proposition as it affects 
the relations between this Government and Great Britain. They have 
been wholly ignored, and yet if this bill passes and becomes a law with- 
out the amendments in question and that canal is constructed, we have 
a treaty with Great Britain which gives her the power and the right, in 
conjunction with the people of the United States and this Government, 
to protect that canal and send her armies and her fleets to that country 
for the purpose of protecting it, and thus interfering with the great 
Monroe doctrine that we have heard so much about here recently. I 
say that this question has been sep sereaty in all the discussions 
that have taken place, and the bill i studiously ignores the ques- 
tion, because the incorporators want it understood, when the bill passes 
and they desire to negotiate the stock in the marts of London, and 
Paris, and Berlin, and in Eu countries generally, that the 
erty invested in the canal will be under the protection not only of the 
United States Government, but of another Government, that of Great 
Britain, in conjunction and under treaty with the United States. 

It makes the stock of the company more valuable. It will make it 
sell better. They will get a better price for it in these markets when 
they can go to England andsay, “‘ Here isa company authorized to build 
a great canal under a certain treaty by and with the Government of 
Great Britain, of which that Government guaranties the neutrality of 
the property, and guaranties the safety of it from confiscation or inter- 
ference by any other power.” Asa matter of course, if that is done 
they can sell the bonds and securities under that treaty for more money 
and with less difficulty than if it is known simply as an American 
canal under the control of the American Government. Hence the in- 
corporators, Mr. Speaker, are the bill through this Congress 
with that distinct understanding, and we are here giving countenance 
to what? Toa treaty that has objected to by Mr. Blaine, by Mr. 
Evarts, by Mr. Frelinghuysen, for they have written to the authori- 
ties of Great Britain and laid the question before them in which our 
Government objects to this Clayton and Bulwer treaty, and insist that 
it should no longer be held as obligatory or valid, while, on the con- 
trary, the authorities of Great Britain are equally strenuous in holding 
it to be valid, and that we have no right to renounce it. 

Now, what is that treaty? I will send to the desk and have read a 
portion of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in order that we may understand 
its terms and in what condition this bill will be if it passes. 
phe JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. ‘Will the gentleman give the 

te? 

Mr. BLAND. The date of the treaty is 1850; and I ask the Clerk 
to read Articles I and VIII of that treaty. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The United States of America and the Government of Her Britannie Majesty, 
being desirous of consolidating the relations of amity which so happily subsist 
between them, by setting forth and fixing ina convention their views and inten- 
tions with reference to any means of communication by shi which may 
be constructed between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by way of the river 
San Juan de Nicaragua and either or both of the Lakes of Nica a or Ma- 
Farha Piped pT A Ocean, the President of the United 
States has conferred full powers on John M, Clayton, Secretary of State of the 
United States, and Her Britannic esty on the r Honorable Sir Hen: 
Lytton Bulwer, a member of Her Majesty’s most honorable privy council, 
knight commander of the most honorable Order of the Bath, and envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of Her Britannic esty to the United 
States, for the aforesaid purpose; and the said plenipotentiaries having ex- 
changed their full powers, which were found to be in proper form, have agreed 
to the following articles: 

ART. I. The Governments of the United States and Great Britain hereby de- 
clare that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself 


, or colonize, or assume, or exercise any domin- 


Tagus, the Mosquito coast, or any Er Central 
America; nor will either make protection which either 


use of an affords or 
may id, or any alliance which either hee or may have to or with any state 
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or people, for the purpose of erecting or maintaining any such fortifications, or 

of occupying, fortifying, or edema Nicaragua, Costa Ri the Mosquito 

or any part of Central America, or of assuming or Sros Sus dominion 

over the same; nor will the United States or Great Britain take advantage of 

any intimacy, or use any alliance, connection, or influence that either may pos- 
sess with any state or government through whose territory the said ma 

pass, for the purpose of acquiring or holding, directly or indirectly, for the ci 

zens or subjects of the one, any rights or advan in re; to commerce or 

navigation through the said canal which shall not be offered on the same terms 

the citizens or subjects of the other. 

* $ s * s e s 


ART. VIII. The Governmentsof the United Statesand Great Britain having not 
only desired, in entering into this convention, to accomplish a cular object, 
but also to establish ageneral principle, they hereby agree to extend their protec- 
tion, by treaty stipulations, to any other practicable communications, whether 
by canal or railway, across the Isthmus which connects North and South Amer- 
ica, and especially to the inter-oceanic communications, should the same prove 
to tee whether by canal or railway, which are now proposed to be 
established by the way of Tehuante or Panama. In granting, however, 
ene _ rotection to any such 

„it 
constructing or owning 
jons of trailic therew 
just and equitable; an 


or railways as are by this icle speci- 
ways understood by the United States and Great Britain that the 
the same iLimpose no otber charges or con- 

n than the aforesaid Governments shall approve of as 
that the same canals or railways, being open to the 
citizens and subjects of the United Siates and Great Britain on equal terms, shall 
also be open on like terms to thecitizensand subjects of every otherstate which 
is willing to grant thereto such protection as the United Statesand Great Britain 
engage to afford. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a substantial treaty, one 
that is recognized as being in binding force by the State Department, 
which binds this Government when this canal is constructed that it 
shall be under the protectorate of Great Britain in conjunction with the 
United States. In other words, that a great coast-line, I may say, of 
this country shall be open to the fleets of Great Britain for the protec- 
tion of a canal that we are in Congress authorizing to be constructed. 
And what are part of these regulations of this treaty? One of them 
is that the United States, in connection with Great Britain, will invite 
the whole of the countries of the world to join in this treaty in this 
joint protection of this canal on our coast. 

And what further, sir? Weare here agreeing that Great Britain, 
in connection with the Government of the United States, shall regu- 
late the tolls of this canal. In other words, the last clause of this 
treaty provides in express terms that the Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain shall be the judges as to the reasonableness of 
the tolls to be upon this canal. Why are gentlemen ready to 
rush into that? Arethey willing to pass this bill without any restraint 
or restriction; to enact a law to carry out a treaty by which foreign 
governments are to regulate the tolls of a corporation created by an 
act of Congress? yet, sir, we are bound to do that under this bill 
in its present shape, or we are bound to repudiate this bill and the econ- 
cessions we are making to this corporation, or to assert our rights as a 
nation, and to protect them if they should violate the treaty. 

Now, the amendment that I proposed to this bill was merely that 
this Government itself in this bill and under this law shall reserve to 
itself the right to judge of the reasonableness of the tolls and the traffic 
on this canal. And yet, Mr. Speaker, we are told that by the conces- 
sion of the Government of Nicaragua, made to these concessionaries, 
the Government of Nicaragua retains to itself the power to control the 
trafficin this canal within certain limits. 

Mr. KERR. I will ask the gentleman if there is any portion of the 
treaty which would be still in force as far as this canal is concerned? 

Mr. BLAND, That treaty has no reference to this particular bill, 
but it relates to this canal or any other canal that may be constructed 
across that Isthmus in any shape, manner, orform. And weare bound 
by this treaty of the United States with Great Britain. 

Mr. SCOTT. Only as to Nicaragua. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, Mr. Speaker, before I take my seat I will have 
read communications of Mr. Blaine, Mr. Frelinghuysen, and Mr. Evarts 
protesting against that treaty because of the fact that they say we are 
thus bound to Great Britain in case any canal is. constructed across 
that Isthmus. There is no question about it. These communications 
have been made in our past history by the Secretaries of State I have 
named, and it has been insisted upon by Great Britain as being a sub- 
stantial treaty. It is recognized to-day by our State Department as 
- an existing treaty, and we are claiming certain rights under if in that 
territory now, orat least weare resisting certain rights that Great Britain 
claimed in the Mosquito kingdom and in British Honduras under this 


treaty. 

And what further, Mr. Speaker? The claim was, sir, that under the 
treaty with the Government of Nicaragua in 1867 we have certain 
rights upon this Isthmus in connection with the construction of this 

; but the concession given to these incorporators, and that con- 
cession is ratified by this bill and made the basis of this bill, and the 
bill recites the concession itself—it recites the incorporators in the first 
section of it; it recites the concession which is the foundation of this 
corporation, and we recognize it in this bill—this concession itself in 
terms is violative of the very treaty that gentlemen claim we have 
with the Government of Nicaragua. One of the terms of this treaty 
of 1867 provides that this Government shall have the same rights and 
the same privileges in the commerce of this Isthmus and through this 
canal, if constructed, that the Government of Nicaragua has; that no 
more toll shall be exacted than from the Government of Nicaragua; 


a pledge in that treaty our protection of this canal when com- 


But here is this concession made to the corporators that we ratify; 
they give the people of Nicaragua and that government. rate of 50 per 
cent. less toll that may be charged to the Government of the United 
States or its citizens; and in that treaty, sir, we also provide that the 
Government of the United States shall have the protection of this canal 
and be under its supervision and control in that respect. Yet, Mr, 
Speaker, the Government of Nicaragua in the concession inco 
in this bill and made a part of it reserved to itself the right to make 
treaties with any nation on earth that it sees proper in regard to the 
protection of this canal and with regard to its traffic. I wish to incor- 
porate these provisions with my remarks, as I have not time just now 
to read all of them; but I call the attention of the House to these es- 
sential differences between this concession itself and the supposed treaty 
existing between this Government and Nicaragua. ButI claim we 
have no treaty with that government. 

The treaty which was made in 1867 expired within fifteen years, and 
there has been no renewal of it. There was, I believe, an effort made 
to renew the treaty with regard to this canal with the Government of 
Nicaragua, sent to the Senate of the United States, but before it could 
be acted upon it was withdrawn by the present Executive; so that in 
truth and in fact we have now no treaty with that Government with 
reference to this canal. All the treaty that we have is this concession- 
ary right given to these corporators, and that concessionary right re- 
serves to the Government of Nicaragua the power to control within 
certain limits the traffic on the canal, and reserves to that Government 
the right to make such treaties as they see proper with the other na- 
tions of the world with reference to it. We are therefore, 
in this bill to the propositions contained in the concessionary rights, - 
because the concession is recited in the bill and made a part and par- 
cel of it, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is it true that Ni under that con- 
cession could confer upon another nation equal rights in the matter ot 
the use of the canal? a 

Mr. BLAND. Why not? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, certainly. That is in theconcessionary right, 
and we are ratifying it by this bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam not. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, neither am I, and I never intend to give. my 
vote for the passage of a bill that will confer these powers upon Great 
Britain. When I offered my amendment providing that our Govern- 
ment should have control over the canal the House adopted it, but, 
strange to say, the conferees on the part.of the House and of the Sen- 
ate have agreed to leave it out; and in what condition does that leave 
us? It leaves us in this condition: Even if the treaty with Nicaragua 
were in force giving us the right to protect this canal, and to say what 
the toll may be, under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty we have 
that and handed it over to the Government of Great Britain. 

Why, sir, under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty Great Britain'will step in 
and say, ‘‘So far as the Government of the United States is concerned, 
it is estopped from saying that we shall not exercise our own judgment 
as to the reasonableness of tolls over this canal;’’ and on the other 
hand the Nicaragua Government will say to the United States, ‘‘ You 
are estopped, in so far as the Government of Nicaragua is concerned, 
from asserting any such right, because you have recognized the conces- 
sion which gives to us the sole and exclusive right over that matter.” 
In other words, we are leaving to Great Britain the power to regulate 
this matter and abandoning it, so far as we are concerned, to the Gov- 
ernment of Ni I am not astonished, Mr. Speaker, that in a 
ease of this kind the incorporators have undertaken to dodge that issue 
and to get this Government into the attitude in which they seek to 
putit. It was necessary for them to do that. Why? 

Because the of this bill providing for the construction of this 
canal on these terms would enable them to say, ‘‘ We can now look to 
the Government of the United States for the protection of our property 
down there after they have given us this charter, and at the same time 
under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty we can look for protection to Great 
Britain in the enjoyment of our property in the canal, and in that way 
wecan negotiate our securities both in Europeand in the United States.” 
There is nothing in this bill to interfere with the provisions of the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty, nothing to prevent the Government of the United 
States from protecting our interests; and they are bound to do it, inas- 
much as they have sent this corporation to Nicaragua clothed with all 
the rights of a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has re- 
ferred to the Menocal concession and to some provision in it which gives 
a power to the Republic of Niearagua to grant certain rights to 
governments. I have a copy of that concession before me, and I will 
thank the gentleman if he will indicate where that provision is to be 
found. 

Mr. BLAND. - Ifthe gentleman will refer to Article VI of the con- 
cession he will find the following. I will begin at the middle of the 
section; I have not time to read it all: 

The transit of foreign troops and vessels of war will be subjected to the re- 
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strictions to the same established by treaty between Ni and 
other powers and by international law; but entrance into the canal will be pro- 

ited to vi of war of such powers as may be at war with Nicaragua or 
any other of the South American states. Ni will endeavor to obtain- 
poi the ge that are it guaranty the maps thatin the Fantin et soan 

made for urpose they shall guaranty also a zone parallel e can: 
and also a aibei t zone in both oceans, the dimensions of which will be de- 
termined in such treaties, 


Mr. ADAMS. That is the provision the gentleman referred to? 

Mr. BLAND. That is the provision. So that I say, Mr. Speaker, 
under this provision itself here is a power reserved by the Government 
of Nicaragua’ with reference to the entering of these ports by foreign 
governments and also with reference to the guaranty of the neutrality 
of this enterprise. I say that under this concession there is a reserva- 
tion with respect to tolls. 

Mr. ADAMS. What article is that? 

Mr. BLAND. Article LII. This article provides that— 


From the receipts of the enterprise the company shall take in the first place 
the recs amount to cover all the expenses for maintenance, operation, and 
administra! ong all the sums necessary to secure the interest, which shall not 
exceed 6 per t., and the amortization of the obligationsandof the shares, and 
remains shall form the net profits, of which at least 80 


per annum, 


Under that concession, taken in connection with the amendment 
which has been under discussion, providing that this company may is- 
sue stock in exchange for property or labor, the value of which will be 
fixed absolutely by this company, room will be given for watering this 

“stock without limit; and there is given to the Government of Nicara- 
er this canal will be the Government of Nicaragua if it is ever 
nilt—the power to charge toll not exceeding 15 per cent. on this enor- 
mous amount of watered stock that may be issued by this company. 
Yet we are expected to sit quietly here and see this bill paes in this 
rons 2g and say that this Government will not interfere. hat right 
l wehave to interfere hereafter? We are not only incorporating a 
company to do acertain piece of work, but we are authorizing that com- 
pany to proceed to do that work under certain conditions, restrictions, 
and limitations, and this is one of them. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is Article LII, to which the gentlemen refers, a 
part of the treaty, or is it mentioned in the treaty of 1867? 

Mr. BLAND. It isa part of the concession. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware of that; but is it also in the treaty ? 

Mr. BLAND. There is a treaty of 1867 which has some reference, I 
think, to fixing the limit at 15 per cent. But I am discussing now 
the limits under the bill in its present state. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iso understand; but I notice by the language as I 
glance it over that the 15 per cent. referred to seems to be 15 per cent. 
of the actual cost of the canal. I may be wrong about that. 

Mr. BLAND. The actual cost of the canal will be arrived at by the 
amount of stock issued to pay for it; and under this bill there is abso- 
lutely no limit to the extent to which that stock may be watered. So 
that this 15 per cent., instead of being 15 per cent. of the actual, honest 
cost of constructing the canal, may be 50 per cent. or 100 per cent. 
That matter is left to the discretion and the supposed honesty of these 
incorporators. 

But, as I said before, Mr. Speaker, while we abandon the right to 
interfere with the regulation of the tolls of that canal we concede that 
right to Great Britain in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. I will send to 
the Clerk’s desk and have read an extract from a communication which 
Mr. Blaine, when Secretary of State, addressed to Mr. Lowell, at that 
time our minister in Great Britain, with reference to this Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty. As I said before, Mr. Evarts, Mr. Blaine, and Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen have all endeavored to obtain the consent of the British 
Government to the modification of that treaty, or else put us in a po- 
sition to renounce it entirely, because they have claimed that this canal 
ss to be under the absolute control of this Government. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


It consequently becomes evident that the one conclusive mode of preserving 
any Isthmus canal from the ble distraction and destruction of war is to 
place it under the control of that government least likely to be en in war, 

and able, in any and every event, to enforce the guardianship which she shall 


assume, 

For self-protection to her own interests, therefore,the United States in the 
first instance asserts her right to control the Isthmus transit. And, secondly, 
she offers by such control that absolute neutralization of the canal as bey ie 


owas Techies which can in no other way be certainly attained and lastingly 
assu 


Another consideration forcibl suggests the necessity of modif, the con- 
or nap neta discussion. At the time it was “f Nat 


essels. 

While, therefore, Great Britain and the United States may agree to do noth- 
ing, and, according to the present convention, each remains bound to the other 
in common pene pe pea oh a third power, ora fourth, or a combination of many 
may in an iere direction to the project which the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
Ass! was under the sole control of the two English-speaking nations, In- 


e 
so far as the canal scheme now projected at Panama finds a national 


would paralyze the arm of the United States in any attempt to assert the plain 
hts and privil which this Government acquired through a solemn treaty 
with the Repnblic of Colombia anterior to the Clayton-Bulwer convention, so 


cation of the treaty of 1850, now sought, is not gozio free the 


araguan canal, no aid will be needed outside of the resources of our own Gov- 
ernment and people; and while foreign capital will always be welcomed and 
never repelled, itcan not henceforth enter as an essential factor in the deter- 
mination of this problem. 

It is earnestly nonea by the President that the considerations now presented 
will have due weight and influence with Her Majesty's Government, and that 
the modifications of the treaty desired by the United States will be conceded in 
the same friendly spirit in which they are asked. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, in the brief space of an hour I have not 
time to have read all the correspondence on this subject; but I think it 
may enlighten this House and be of some interest to membersif I have 
read the reply of Earl Granville to the communication of Mr. Blaine, and 
especially to that of Mr. Frelinghuysen on thisquestion. It will beob- 
served that Earl Granville claims that this treaty is still in force, and 
absolutely refuses to enter into any negotiation with reference to its 
modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


With regard to Mr. Frelinghuysen’s further contention, that the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty has been abrogated by the fact that British Honduras is now a “‘ col- 
ony,” instead of remaining a “settlement,” as it was called at the time of the 
conclusion of that treaty, I need only remark, in addition to what has already 
been stated to you in my previous ches, that when that treaty was con- 
cluded, in 1950, it was signed on the distinct understanding, expressed in writ- 
ing, that it was not to apply to ‘Her Majesty’s settlement at Honduras,” and 
that it was therefore not deemed necessary, at that time, either to mark out the 
exact limits of that settlement or to define its ‘‘dependencies."’ 

Inasmuch, then, as British Honduras was expressly excluded altogether from 
the arrangement which was entered into between the two Governments in 1850 
for the settlement of the questions then in dispute,and all of which questions 
President Buchanan informed the United States Congress in December, 1860. 
had been amicably and honorably adjusted, Her Majesty’s Government can not 
see with what justice it can now be said that the change of title of that posses- 
sion of Her Majesty, from that of a "settlement ” toa “colony,” can be appealed 
to as a violation of the arrangement of 1850. 

You were informed in my dis of the 30th December last that I did not 
think it necessary to burden the correspondence on the Panama Canal ques- 
tion with a discussion on the so-called “ Monroe doctrine,” because Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen had admitted, in his dispatch of the 8th May, 1882, that Her Maj- 
esty’s Government were not called upon either to admit or deny the views 
which he explained in that d tch as beg those which were entertained 
b his Government on that subject, but as Mr. Frelinghuysen, in his dispatch 
of the 5th May last, still maintains that the views of the United States on 
that doctrine are sufficiently manifest, I may remind you that the views 
which were entertained by ident Monroe have not always been accepted 
by his successors; nor have the same views been always entertainéd either by 
the American Congress or by the es of State of the United States, but 
the mere fact that a treaty was concluded between this country and the United 
States in 1850 (twenty-seven years after the so-called “ Monroe doctrine" was 
enunciated), for the express purpose of establishing communication by shi 
canal across the isthmus of Central America, and of jointly protecting any suc. 
communication which might be made, is a clear proof that neither the y Gwe 
can administration of that day nor the United States Congress which sanctioned 
that treaty considered that they were precluded by the utterances of President 
Monroe in 1823 from entering into such s treaty with one or more of the Euro- 
eee powers. How, then, can it be said, at the present day, that the Clayton- 

ulwer treaty is o to the “‘ Monroe doctrine?”’ 

Mr. Buchanan admitted, in January, 1854, that— 

“The main feature of the policy which dictated the Clayton-Bulwer conven- 
tion was to prevent either Great Britain or the United States from being placed 
in a position to exercise exclusive control, in peace or war, over any of the grand 
thoroughfares between the two oceans, ” 

And that being the policy which Her Majesty's Governmentare still anxious to 
adhere to, it has been with much regret that they have seen a disposition on the 

of the present Government of the United States to depart from that policy 

y objecting to any concerted action of the European powers for the purpose 
of guarantying the neutrality of the projected Panama Canal or determining 
the conditions of its use., ` 

The President of the United States stated in a message to Congress in March, 
1880, that the present policy of the United States with respect to an interoceanic 
canal isthe construction of “a canal under American control ;" but it was pointed 
1882, that, while ing to 
the fullest degree the extent to pecans the United States must feel interested 


to their duty if 


ter for her also of the greatest importance, 

Her esty’s Government see no reason whatever to depart from, or in any 
way to alter, the views which have been conveyed to you in my dispatches 
above referred to, and they have, therefore, arrived at the conclusion that a 
prolongation of the discussion seems unlikely to lead to any practical result. 

Ihave e the above observations on Mr. Frelinghuysen’s note for your 
information and guidance; but you are at liberty to read this dispatch to Mr. 
Frelinghuysen, and to give him a copy of it should he desire it, 

lam, ete, . 
7 GRANVILLE. 

Mr. BLAND. That seems to have terminated the correspondence 
upon that subject, in which, as we have seen, Earl Granville gave it to 
be und that there was no necessity for any change in the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty, and the British Government did not propose to con- 


sent toany. This correspondence, I say, took place directly upon the 
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uestion of canals across that Isthmus by which the authorities of our 

overnment undertook to change the terms of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty or urge certain reasons why we had the right to renounce the 
trea 


But Mr. Bayard recently, in a communication to the British author- 
ities upon this very same treaty, takes the ground that it is still in force; 
and I will print with my remarks, for I have not time now to have it 
read, his communication in reference to the question arising between 
this Government and the Government of Great Britain inregard to the 
Mosquito reservation near the line of this canal. 

Tt is as follows : 

The President can not but regard the continued exercise of the claim on the 

rt of Great Britain to interfere on behalf of these Indians as the assertion of a 

ritish protectorate in another form; more especially when this effort is di- 
rected to prohibiting Nicaragua from exercising military jurisdiction in the im- 
mediate hee yorey of the Atlantic mouth of the projected canal. 

The United States can never see with indifference the re-establishment of such 
a protectorate. Notonly would the extension of European influence upon this 
continent be contrary to the traditional and frequently expressed policy of the 
United States; but the course of Great Britain in assuming or exercising an 
dominion over the Mosquito coast, or making use of any protection it may af- 
ford orany alliance it may have to or with any people forthe purpose of assum- 
ing or exercising any dominion over that territory, would be in violation of the 
express stipulations of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, whose binding force Great 
Britain has up to the present time so emphatically asserted. 

It is not needful in this communication to consider the temporary or perpet- 
ual existence of the various provisions of that treaty. My immediate prede- 
cessors have with great fullness expressed their views upon that head, and Ido 
not now comment upon them. Butitis proper to refer to these conventional 

ents of Great Britain as exhibiting the measure of her admitted obli- 


gations. 

Whether the interference of the British Government be regarded as a breach 
of existing treaty engagements, or whether it be looked upon simply as an effort 
not prohibited by express agreement to extend her influence in this continent, 
in either case the Government of the United States can not look upon such acts 
without concern. The circumstances of the particular locality render the sub- 
ject one of peculiar interest and importance to the ple of this country, and I 
should be wanting in my duty to them should I fail to bring the matter directly 
and frankly and in a spirit of sincere friendship to the notice of Her Majesty's 
Government, 

The history of the former controversies in regard to the same subject should 
admonish those who are cha: with the conduct of the affairs of the two coun- 
tries to spare no effort to avoid misunderstandings and promote cordial co-op- 
eration and good intelligence between them. With this purpose in view, and 
animated by the strongest desire to escape possible future causes of difference, 
I address pe these instructions, 

You will read this dispatch to the Marquis of Salisbury, and, should he desire 
it, you may furnish him with a copy. 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty is still in force, and of the further fact that this Government has 
sought to make modifications of it or to renounce it, or at least to se- 
cure a new convention, we ought to put into this bill some provision 
which would reserve the rights of the Government to alter or amend or 
to renounce that treaty in future if it becomes necessary or desirable to 
do so. But no such provision is incorporated in the bill; we reserve no 
such right, and the provision inserted which did look to the control of 
the canal by this Government has been stricken from it by the commit- 
tee of conference, and hence the British Government whenever a ques- 
tion arises will have a right to claim that when this canal project was 
presented to the American Congress, and when the time and place ar- 
rived where this Government could renounce that treaty and assert what 
they claim to be the Monroe doctrine, and what President Hayes and 
President Garfield claimed, that these canals across the Isthmus should 
be under the direct control of the Government—I say the British Gov- 
ernment will have the right to say when that subject was before Con- 
gress and the Government undertook to charter a company for the con- 
struction of the canal we recognized the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as being 
in full force and effect, and we did not enact a single provision of law 
in this charter antagonistic to that idea. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a short question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman construe the Monroe doctrine to 
mean that we under it have the power to construct canals and control 
them in foreign countries? 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, that is not the point. The point I make is this: 
Will the Government assert here now whether or not this canal shall 
be under the exclusive protectorate and control of the United States, 
or whether it shall be in conjunction with Great Britain (by the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty) under a joint protectorate and control. 
ett SCOTT. The Monroe doctrine does not mean anything of the 

Mr. BLAND. Iam not talking of the Monroe doctrine at all, but 
of the effect that this treaty has upon the pending question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Do you regard the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty as extending to the Isthmus? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido, for the convention was entered into upon that 
specially and that solely, the question before them being in regard to 
the construction of an interoceanic or ship canal across the Government 
of Nicaragua. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You understand it also as refer- 

ring to the Isthmus of Panama ? 
. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bayard’s communication just referred to, that 
of last November, recognizes the still binding force of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, and sets up certain objections and makes certain pro- 
tests to the action of the Government of Great Britain in violation of 
the treaty in respect to the Government of Nicaragua and of the Gov- 
ernment of New Granada. Soit is of binding force; and yet, with that 
treaty in force, we are enacting a bill incorporating a company to con- 
struct a canal and make no provision saving to the Government the ex- 
clusive control and protectorate over it, but leaving it subject to all of 
the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, although it forms virtu- 
ally a part of our coast-line. 

I will have read in this connection a little extract from a message of 
President Hayes on this subject when this question was first broached. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hayes, in his message of 8th March, 1880, says: ‘‘ The policy of this coun- 
try is a canal under American control. The capital inwasted by corporations or 
citizens of other countries must, in a t degree, look for protection to one or 
more of the great powers of the world. No Euro: power can intervene for 
such protection without adopting measures on this continent which the United 
States would deem wholly inadmissible. The interoceanic canal across the 
American Isthmus will essentially nange the geographical relations between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States; between the United States 
and the rest of the world. It will be virtually a part of the coast-line of the 
United States, Our merely commercial interest in it is greater than that of all 
other countries, while its relations to our power and p; ity as a nation, to 
our means of defense, our uni, peace,and safety, are matters of paramount 
concern to the people of the United States, It isthe right and the duty of the 
United States to assert and maintain such sı on and authority over any 
interoceanic canal across the isthmus that connects North and South America 
rate Eovarterta: his repack aca AE ME Klages? of 1880, said 
r. 5 report accom ng Mr. Hayes’s message , said: 

“The question involved presents iesit distinctly to this Government as a ter- 
zisonjal one, in the administration of which as such it must exercise a potential 
control, 

Mr. Binine, in a letter to Mr. Lowell, June 24, 1881, enunciates the same doo- 


trine, and says: 
nounced adherence of the United States to 


“Itis nothing more than the 
principles long since enunciated by the highest authority of the Governmen' 


and now, in the orion of the President, firmly inwoven as an integral an 

important part of our national lam Ai 

i Lord Granville, in a note of November 10, 1881, referring to Mr. Blaine’s let- 
er, says: 

“The position of Great Britain and the United States in reference to the said 
canal is determined by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.” 

Mr, Blaine, in a letter to Mr. Lowell, November 19, 1881, says: 

*" For self-protection to our interests, therefore, the United States in the first 
instance asserts her right to control the Isthmus t, and secondly, she offers 
by such control absolute neutralization of the canal as respects European pow- 
ers, which can in no other way be certainly attained and lastingly assured,” 

Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Lowell, May 8, 1882: 

“The dent believes that the formation of a protectorate by European na- 
tions over the Isthmus transit would be in conflict with a doctrine which has 
been for many years asserted by the United States,” 


in he says: 

aie President does not feel himself warranted in making any en; ment 
or any admission respecting the extinct provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty which would prevent or interfere with such a purpose.” 

Lord Granville to Mr, West, August 17, 1883, says: 

“Her Majesty's Government sees no reason whatever to depart from, or in 
any way to alter, the views which have been conveyed to you in my dispatches 
above referred to, and they have therefore arrived at the conclusion that a pro- 
longation of the discussion seems unlikely to lead to any practical result.” 


Mr. BLAND. I have had these extracts read to show the history of 
the diplomatic correspondence between this country and Great Britain 
upon this subject, and the position occupied by President Hayes when 
the Senate asked for information in regard to these treaties. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, gentlemen tell us thatif we incorporate in this bill a resolution 
on the part of the Federal Government in its judgment to say whether 
tolls are reasonable or not, it is claimed the provision would prevent the 
building of the canal. But when the authorities of this Government, 
connected with those of Great Britain, were making a treaty upon this 
subject—the Clayton-Bulwer treaty—the last clause of that treaty pro- 
vided, as I have had read, that the Governments of the United States 
and Great Britain should judge as to that matter, and that in any canal 
built across the Isthmus the rights of toll should be subject to the 
judgment of these two nations. If our predecessors were foresighted 
enough to see the necessity of asserting this power, why are we, sir, to 
abandon that high privilege offered to us here, and the only place where 
we could iegitimately exercise it in this bill? 

Why shall we, sir, abandon the high prerogative of incorporating in 
a creature of our own making these conditions? When we do pass this 
bill, it is not only a bill to incorporate a company, but it is a bill mak- 
ing certain concessions and contracts with that company. This com- 
pany has certain concessions from the Government of Nicaragua. We 
give them certain concessions in this bill, and this bill recognizes in 
the fullest force and effect all the terms of the concession made by the 
Government of Nicaragua; and the bill recites these concessions in the 
body of the bill itself, and affirms and ratifies them, and yet this flies 
in the face of the supposed treaty with Nicaragua. 

There is but one provision in the bill that I think has a squint at re- 
serving the rights of this Government, and that is that provision that 
it shall not interfere with any treaty rights made by this Government 
with the Government of Nicaragua. But, as I stated before, there is no 
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treaty on which it could act. That treaty ran for fifteen years. Be- 

ing in 1867, it is now out of date; and then, admitting that the 
treaty itself is in existence, this concession is in terms contrary to the 
terms of that treaty in the particulars named. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, if that is to be the policy of this Government, to 
denounce the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, this is the place and now is the 
time to doit. If the bill passes in its present form we will at some 
future day be bound to assert certain rights and privileges that ought 
to belong to this Government; but in asserting them we will have to 
break from our plighted faith and we will be compelled to override 
treaties to assert our rights in this dishonorable mode. I say now is 
the time and place to consider this question, and I ask gentlemen to 
review this charter and act of incorporation and to let this bill be passed 
in such a shape as to reserve the rights of this Government as against 
European powers on the American coast. 

To conclude, Mr. Speaker, I have to remark that the treaty of 1867 
with Nicaragua contained the following provisions: 


Ant. XIV. The Republic of Nicaragua hereby grants to the United States,and 
to their citizens and tty, ht of transit between the Atlantic and Pa- 


to 
upon equal terms by both republics and 
pT acter however, reserving its 


to induce them to guaran’ otection. 
And the Republie of Nicaragua, on its part, undertakes to establish one free 


Atlantic and Pacifie Oceans. Atthese ports no tonnage or other duties shall 

or levied by the Government of Nicaragua on the vessels of the 

United States, or on any effects or merchandise belonging to citizens or sub- 

ott of the United States, or upon the vessels or cffects of any other country in- 

ed, bona fide, for transit across the said routes of communication, and not 

for consum: within the Republic of Nicaragua. The United States shall 

also be at liberty, on giving notice to the Government or authorities of Nica- 

ragua, to carry troops. and munitions of war in their own vessels, or otherwise, 

to either of said free , and shall be entitled to their conveyance between 

them without by said Government or authorities, and without any 

or tolls whatever for their transportation on either of said routes, pro- 

said troops and munitions of war are not intended to be employed nst 

Central American nations friendly to Nicaragua. And no higher or other 

charges or tolls shali be imposed on the conveyance or transit of persons and 

property or citizens or subjects of the United States, or of any other country, 

across said routes of comm: , than are or may be imposed on the 
persons and property of citizens of 


These two articles give the same privileges to the citizens of this 
country and to this Government of transit over any canal constructed 
as may be claimed by Nicaragua. They also recognize the rights of 
this Government to protect the canal. 

The concessions made to the incorporators in this bill by the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua and made a of the bill violate both of these 
articles. I quote the following from this concession: 

Arr. 44. As compensation for the privileges and concessions that Nicaragua 

ts by this contract, it is hereby stipulated that the republic shall enjoy the 


vessels ein ean epee Nicaraguan = 
ao rn tariff w. en- 
in the coasting trade, or in the reciprocal trade the other republics 


tral America whenever 
obligations which may prevent ee whenever one or more of the said repub- 
lies shall form a single nation w Nicaragua. The company can not collect 
any navigation dues whatever upon vessels and craft navigating the Lake of 
Nicaragua and its prolongations without passing out of the locks. The Nica- 
raguan vessels of war, and in the case above provided those of the republics of 
Central America, shali not pay any dues on passing through the canal. 


It will be observed that in this article of the concession the Govcrn- 
ment of Nicaragua has the reserved right or the use of this canal on pay- 
ment of only one-half the tolls that may be exacted from our Government 
andourcitizens. I quote again the following from this concession: 


sea to sea, to be neutral, and that consequently the transit a the canal in 
ey pete) shall 
not be interrupted for such cause; and that merchant vessels and individuals 


without molestation or > 

Ingeneral, all vessels may pass though the canal freely, without distinction, 
exclusion, or ce of persons or nationality, p ded they E the dues 
and observe Sogan ST ES company for the use of 
the said canal and its dependencies, The transit of troops and vessels 
of war will be subjected to the prescriptions relating to the same established by 
treaties between Nicaragua and other powers or by international law. But 
entrance to the canal will be rigorously prohibited to vessels of war of such 
powers as may be at war with N: or with any other of the Central 
American republics. 

Nicaragua will endeavor to obtain from the powers that are to guaranty the 
neutrality that in. the treaties that shall be made for Reh peed they shall 
agree also to guaranty s zone of land parallel to the canaland also a maritime 
zone in both oceans, the dimensions of which will be determined in such treaties* 


This article is in conflict with the treaty in a very vital and impor- 
tant particular, It gives the Government of Nicaragua theright to ne- 
gotiate with any and all governments it sees proper for the securing of 


the neutrality of the canal, and thus, instead of reserving to this Gov- 


ernment this protectorate, it is left to the Government of Nicaragua 
to secure that through the intervention of European powers. 

Mr. Speaker, I insist that the amendment I proposed, to the effect that 
this Government reserves to itself the right to judge of the reasonable- 
ness of the tolls to be charged on this canal, should be kept in the bill. 
It is reasonable, and it is necessary to protect us in the matter of our 
commerce. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended 

to occupy the time of the House in this discussion, but I feel compelled 
to answer the gentleman from Missouri on several material points, 
One of the last assertions that he made before he took his seat was 
that the Republic of the United States had not an existing treaty with 
the Republic of Nicaragua. He emphasized that.statement in the 
course of his speech by repeating it several times, and declared that 
the two Republics had no treaty of amity and commerce. 
_ The gentleman is in error. The treaty of 1867, made by the accred- 
ited minister of the United States to the Government of Nicaragua, does 
exist. Our relations with that Government are under that treaty to- 
day, and it is recognized at the State De ent, as I am informed by 
a message which I received from there while the gen was speak- 
ing. He states that the treaty was made in 1867 with a limitation of 
fifteen years. If that were true in fact the treaty would have expired. 
I beg the House to give attention to the article of the treaty which 
shows how it is to be terminated when it is the will of either Republic 
to bring it to a conclusion, and that itis in full force and effect. Iread, 
sir, from the text of the treaty: 

Either party shall have the right to notify the other of its intention to termi- 
nate, alter, or re-form this treaty at least twelve months before the expiration of 
the fifteen years, and if no such notice be given, then this treaty Pae paar than 
binding beyond said time, and until twelve months shall have elapsed from the 
date on which one of the parties shall notify the other of its intention to alter, 
re-form, or abrogate the treaty. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this Government has been satisfied with the 
treaty and has never given Nicaragua notice that we wished to alter 
or to abrogate it, and we have never received any notice from Nica- 
ragua that she was dissatisfied with the treaty. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND, I think the gentleman will find that I stated in my 
argument that I did not believe that that treaty still existed, but that, 
granting it does exist, still the concession that is made to these cor- 
porators, and which we recognize and affirm in this bill, does away 
with all the guaranties of that treaty, every one of them. ‘ 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman chooses now to 
take the ground that the treaty exists, then I haye no answer to make 
to his previous assertion that it did not exist. [Laughter.] I show 
clearly from the Book of Treaties of the United States, for which I sent 
to the Library when the gentleman made his assertion, that the treaty 
is in fall force, and I will add that it is one of the most important 
treaties this Government ever executed or ratified with any one of the 
sister republics upon this continent. It is similar in its terms to 
another most important treaty, of which the tleman seems never 
to have heard, our treaty with the Republic of New Granada, now one 
of the United States of Colombia, in which this Government agreed to 
guaranty the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, over which the 
gentleman says Great Britain now exercises concurrent power with us, 
an assertion which is an entire mistake. We not only agreed to guar- 
anty the neutrality of that Isthmus, but we agreed, as the sovereign 
power of this continent, to defend that Isthmus from invasion and to 
preserve order on the Isthmus, and since the present Administration 
has been in power we have landed marines on that Isthmus and quelled 
a serious disturbance that threatened life and property there. That 
means that we have done what was required of us under a treaty sim- 
ilar to the one which we have with Nicaragua. The treaty with New 
Granada was made in 1846. 

It is now an existing treaty with the United States of Colombia, and 
the treaty of Nicaragua is, as I have said, similar in terms to it and 
gives us the same power on the Isthmus of Nicaragua that we have 
upon the Isthmus of Darien under the other treaty—a power with 
which we have never proposed to part, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to 
the contrary notwithstanding. We have never asked Great Britain, 
under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, to assist us in the protection of the 
Isthmus, but we have exercised the power of guarantying neutrality 
by landing marines and showingour flag, and that, I may tell the House, 
is all that we need to do at any time to enforce the Monroe doctrine. 
A file of marines as long as from here to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] and a flag as large as this newspaper 
will vindicate the Monroe doctrine upon any part of this continent, 
because the world knows that behind that little show of force thereis 
the power of sixty qillions of martial poopie 

Now, sir, in to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, that ancient specter 
which the imagination of the gentleman from Missouri [ 
BLAND] has conjured up here to-day to frighten the House from 
its propriety, let me say that forty yeas ago there were reasons why 
that was a desirable arrangement. It was not made by weakness or in 
error, but it never became operative for reasons which are well known. 
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It was a treaty made to cover two One was a canal charter 
similar to the matter now before the House; the other was our wish to 
a of a protectorate that Great Britian was exercising over part of 

tral America. Mr. Clayton did not mean to give up the Monroe 
doctrine. We could not do thatif we would. Thatisonly a doctrine. 
It is not a law, it has never been limited by exact words, but it isa 
sentiment deep in the hearts of the American people, as broad as the 
continent, and even this House can never do away with it and can 
never strengthen it. [Applause. ] 

At that time Great Britain was holding considerable of the Atlan- 
tic coast of Central America under grants more than one hundred 
years old, derived from the Government of Spain. She had extended 
her possession, or rather her protectorate, until she had taken in the 
mouth of the San Juan River and all possible outlet for a canal from 
Lake Nicaragua to the Atlantic Ocean. It was a desire to get rid of 
that occupation, as well as a desire to enable the incorporators of that 
canal project to raise money in Europe, that induced the United States 
Government to make the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. The treaty refers 
solely to these questions. Great Britain did not withdraw her pro- 
tectorate under that treaty, as we expected she would do. Shedid not 
even confine herself to the limits of the old grants; she held on to the 
territory where the canal was toenter the Atlantic. The canal project 
failed; not a dollar was invested in it; the story of the affair is all 
there is left, and the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, like the canal project, 
only exists in the words written on the parchment. 

The gentleman [Mr. BLAND] quotes from Earl Granville. It makes 
no difference what Earl Grspville says about the matter; a British min- 
ister is no authority in this House; but it makes a great deal of differ- 
ence what our State Department says, because it interprets treaties for 
us. And when the gentleman came to look at the text of what Secre- 
tary Bayard had said in regard to that treaty he concluded he would 
not read it to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Read it now if you want to; I 
will give you time. 

Mr. BLAND. I will have it read now. 

Mr. sees ta of Massachusetts. Let it be read as a part of my 
remar . 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman will hardly do me the injustice toin- 
timate that I intended to withhold the text of the document from the 
House, for I stated the substance of it, and said that not having time 
to read the whole of it I would print it with my remarks. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. We want it read. 

Mr. BLAND. Task that it be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The President can not but regard the continued exercise of the claim on the 

rt of Great Britain to interfere on behalf of these Indians as the assertion of a 

h protectorate in another form, more especially when this effort is di- 
rected to prohibiting Nicaragua from exercising mili! jurisdiction in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of the Atlantic mouth of the projected canal. 

The United States can never see with indifference re-establishment ofsuch 
a protectorate. Notonly would the extension of European influence upon this 
continent be contrary to the traditional and frequently expressed policy of the 
United States, but the course of Great Britain in assuming or peet, aemp tied do- 
minion over the Mosquito coast, or making use of any 5 peesaa it may afford 
or any alliance it may have to or with any people for the por of assuming 
or exercising any dominion over that territory, would be lolation of the ex- 
press stipulations of the Clayton-Bul wer treaty, whose binding force Great Brit- 
ain has up to the present time so emphatically asserted. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman can see that Secretary Bayard bases 
his protest distinctly upon that treaty. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. It is nearly forty years since 
the treaty was made, and Secretary Bayard refers to the fact that Great 
Britain has not yet carried out its stipulations by abandoning her pro- 
tectorate over the Mosquito Indians, He refers to the fact that Great 
Britain considers it a binding treaty, but he does not say that we so 
acknowledged it. z 

Mr. BLAND. Let the rest of the document be read; and you may 

lain it as you choose. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I do not care to have my time 
frittered away with this matter. I am willing to have the document 
printed as part of my remarks. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is now retreating from the proposi- 
tion he made. 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Massachusetts did not yield 
for a from the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I wanted as much read as re- 
lated to this matter. Mr. Bayard and every other Secretary of State 
have always declared that Great Britain never fulfilled the stipulations 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and that it never went into effect. She 
never abandoned her protectorate over the Mosquito Indians. She holds 
it by a grant that is older than our Constitution; and she has never been 
willing to give it up. Shedid abandon her protectorate over the shores 
of Nicaragua, but not at our request. She gave back the sovereignty 
of the Nicaraguan coast on the Atlantic to that Republic about 1860 in 
a poda treaty with that Republic with which we had nothing to do. 

t is not held by our State Department—I do not speak for the 
State t, but I speak of what is well known to every man 


who has had anything to do with our foreign affairs—it is not held by 


our State Department that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is binding upon 
us to-day; nor has it ever been. If it had been, what an absurdity it 
was that the British Government did not assert it four or five years 
after it was ratified, when a United States sloop-of-war sailed down 
opposite to the port of Greytown, then under the protection of Great 
Britain, her flag flying over her consulate as evidence of her protect- 
orate, and shelled the town, and then Janded marines and burned 
every house, destroying a great amount of property and driving the 
British consul and the ** protector” into the woods; and a British man- 
of-war was lying there in such a position that Commodore Hollins had 
to maneuver in such a manner as not to hit the British ship when he 
fired his guns. [Laughter.] That incident, as you will find by look- 
ing back into its history, was only four or five years after the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty that it is pretended gives Great Britain concurrent 
power with usover the whole Isthmus. Sir, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
died at the time that it was made, because its provisions never were 
executed and never can be. 

But, the gentleman may say, why does this treaty remain on our 
statute-books? Why has it not been formally abrogated? I answer 
because the British Government has never chosen to join with usin that 
abrogation; and by the terms of the treaty it still remains there. But 
it is not an obstacle in our way; and the dangers that the gentleman 
from Missouri has conjured up have no existence butin hisimagination. 

Now, sir, let me return to the existing treaty with Nicaragua and 
show the House that it could not exist if the Clayton-Bulwer 
was alive. It was made seventeen years after the ratification of the 
Clayton-Buiwer treaty, and it directly contravenes that treaty. It 
does so without protest from Great Britain from the time it was ex- 
ecuted until now. That treaty places in our hands the sole right to 
guaranty the neutrality of the Isthmus of Nicaraguaand to defend it. 
This right is one for which we should always negotiate, and not attempt 
to claim without negotiation, because in dealing with sister republics 
on this continent we deal with states that are weak, but as sovereign as 
ourselves, and with the same rights over their territory that we have 
over ours. 

Weexecuted this treaty with Nicaragua in which we guarantied the 
neutrality of the Isthmus in 1867, just as we extended our power over 
the Isthmus of Darien in 1846; a beneficent power which we may use 
only in defense of the weak against the strong. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy the attention of the House 
at length or to discuss the merits of the bill. I merely desire to show 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is mistaken in his 
position and misinformed in regard to very important matters; that 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is not recognized by our Government and 
can not be brought here to frighten the House out of what it may choose 
to do; that the treaty with Nicaragua is in full force under which 
our relations of commerce and amity with that state are defined, and 
we need no further negotiation with that country to carry out the 
matters under discussion in this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


has thirty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

ir, WILSON, of Minnesota, withholds his remarks for revision. 
[See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fourteen minutes of his time 
remaining. 


Mr. CLARDY. I would like to have unanimous consent that the 
previous question may be considered as ordered. I do not like tostand 
another day in the way of the appropriation bills. Therefore I ask that 
the previous question may be considered as ordered; and if it be in or- 
der, I ask that to-morrow, after the House assembles, fifteen minutes 
may be devoted to the further consideration of the bill, ten of which 
can be given to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Make it fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, under previous order, the House 
took a recess until 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. DocKERY as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 5, 1889, 

Thereby designate Hon, A. M. DOCKERY to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 


this evening’s session. 
ne: JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. JoHN B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 5th day of February next, at 5 o'clock p. m., the 
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House take a recess until 7.30 p. m., the evening session to be devoted tothe | Mr, HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to consider it in the 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


consideration of bills reported b 
the trust bill, and that the House adjourn not 


except the national park bill an 
later than 10.30 p. m, 
ASSESSMENT OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11957) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to levy an assessment on real estate in the District 
of Columbia for the purpose of taxation.’’ 

TheSPEAKER protempore. This billisin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the House con- 
sider the bill as in Committee of the Whole, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I ask that the first formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read by sections, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 137 of the acts of the second session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress be amended as follows: : 

Meat out the words “‘ who shall be resident thereof ™” in the third section of 
A 

Alter AN amend section 9 of said chapter so that it shall read as follows: 

“The board of tax and license ap; hereinafter created shall, with the as- 
sessors herein provided for, convene at an office to be assigned them bythe 
commissioners on the first Monday in July of each year in which an assessment 
is made under the provisions of this act, for the purpose of correcting such 
errors in the said assessment as may be deemed proper for the fair equalization 
of the values of the property assessed.” 


The committee propose to amend by inserting the following: 
That section 11 ofsaid chapter be amended by inserting after the last word 


thereof the words " subject to the provisions of the actamendatory hereto passed 
at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That section 12 of the said chapter be amended by inserting after the word " re- 


turn,” in the sixth line of said section, the words, “to the board of tax and 
Usoni appeal hereinafter provided for,” and by striking out the proviso tosaid 
sect 


on. 

That section 13 be amended by Feigen] outthe words "collector of taxes, who 
shall at once proceed to collect,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “ board of 
tax and license a; herein: r provided for, and the taxes so in arrears shall 
be collected as other taxes are collected.” 

Src, 2, That sections 14 and 15 of said chapter be stricken out, and that the 
following section be added in lieu thereof as a section of the said act : 

“Sec, —. That the collector, the assessor, and the clerk in obasgo of special as- 
sessments of the District of Columbia shall constitute a board of license and tax 
appeal, and shall have power to value and make return in every year, except 
the year designated for general assessment, of all property taxable by law not 

ore assessed and valued; to reduce the assessment and valuation of any 
property assessed as herein provided, which may have been lessened in value ; 
to increase the assessment and valuation of any property which may have been 
enhaneed in value ; and erally to make such corrections and additions in 
previous assessments and valuations as may be just and proper, havingin view 
the actual cash value of the property at the time of such correction; and any 
rson Seprinves by the assessment of any property however made may apply 
the sa is taxed 


applicant i and the said board shall have power to hear all applications a 


ascertained by such hearing to the commissioners for their determination; the 
said board shall hold its sessions at such times as shall be designated, and shall 
consider the applications presented to them, under ations to be adopted 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and in all matters Peay A be- 
fore it for consideration shall haye power to administer oaths or affirmations, 
and any person who shall knowingly make a false oath or affirmation in rela- 
tion to any matter before said board shall be guilty of perjury, and upon con- 
viction thereof punished according to law.” 

‘he committee pro; to amend by striking out the word “ previous,” in 
lines 14 and 15, and insert after the word “valuation,” in line 15, the words 
“last made;”’ in line 21 of section 3 to insert the words “and has paid such 
tax” after the word “ value;” and in line 24, after the word “applicant,” to in- 
saa e words "out of the general fund as taxes erroneously paid and col- 

ected.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I niove to insert the word ‘‘ fourteen’? in line 
4 of section 2, so that it will read, ‘section 14;’’ and on the same line 
and on the top of page 3, strike out the words ‘‘clerk in charge of 

ial assessments” and insert the word ‘‘ auditor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will simply state to the House that this bill 
was really prepared by the District commissioners to provide a system 
of appeals from erroneous tax assessments. Under the law in this Dis- 
trict when a man is assessed it is for three years. ‘There is no possi- 
bility of correcting an erroneous valuation, and this bill simply pro- 
vides for a board of three auditors who can correct and rectify an 
erroneous assessment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AVENUE TO MOUNT VERNON, 

Mr. HEMPHILL, [I call np the bill (S. 3800) directing a survey of 
a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon, and making an ap- 
pe ans therefor. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. This is in Committee of the Whole. 


House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. AsIunderstand the effect of that motion, it will not 
deprive any member of any right in the House that he would have in 
Committee of the Whole. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A member would have the same rights 
as in the House. The only thing is that the House can order the pre- 
vious question on the bill. General debate will be considered as closed 
and the first formal reading dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE, Of course before we get through with thjs matter 
I hope the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] will bein 
a mood to be accommodating. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will in anything that is reasonable. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have got an objection to this bill in its present 
attitude. Is there any objection to having the bill and report read? 
That may obviate the difficulty. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Let the bill be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. After that I will see whether I will object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to detail one or more engineer officers of the Army to make the 
necessary surveys fora national road from a point in Alexandria County, Vir- 
ginia, at or near the Virginia end of the Aqueduct Bridge, and thence through 
the counties of Alexandria and Fairfax, in said State, to Mount Vernon, who 
shall report the same, together with the estimated cost of building such road, to 
the Secretary of War, who shall transmit the same to Congress. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise gppro- 

riated, to defray the expenses of the United States in carrying out the provis- 

ons of this act. 

The report (by Mr. LEE) is as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
3800) directing a survey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon, 
and making an 0 8 he ng eg therefor, submit the following report: 

The purpose of this bill is to survey a national road to Mount Vernon, where, 
daily, persons from all partsof the country go. Itseems uliarly appropriate 
that a roam to the capital of their country should find an easy Ga pleasant 
drive to the home of the Father of his Country. Thousands of people visit this 
historic place yearly, and Congress should, in the opinion of your committee, 
provide a convenient mode of getting there. 

Your committee recommend that the bill pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. The objection that I have is based aa the face 
of the bill and the face of the report. The bill provides that this sur- 
vey shall begin in the State of Virginia and terminate in the State of 
Virginia. It is to be confined entirely to that State. This bill author- 
izes Congress to go into Virginia and take charge of a sufficient amount 
of territory to include this avenue without offering any evidence, either 
in the bill or in the report, to indicate that the State has consented that 
the Government of the United States shall do that; and I donot think 
it is in the power of Congress to take charge of Virginia, or of any por- 
tion of Virginia, or any other State without the consent of the State, 
Now, I will be candid with the friends of this measure. I understand 
that Virginia has passed a law providing for the construction of this 
avenue from the south end of the bridge to Mount Vernon, by way of 
Alexandria, and has appropriated $25,000 for that purpose. 

I understand that the State has provided that the counties of Alex- 
andria and Fairfax may contribute to the extent of $2,000 a mile to 
the construction of the avenue, and that it has gone further and passed 
a joint resolution conceding to the Mount Vernon Association—which 
seems to have charge of this avenue—an old claim against the United 
States, amounting to $120,000, for money advanced by Virginia to the 
Federal Government to construct public buildings in Washington about 
a hundred yearsago. I believe that is about the status of this matter. 
The objection I make now is that all these facts ought to appear of 
record. I understand that Virginia has done these things as T recited 
them, but there is no record of it here, and there is no evidence that 
the laws which I have mentioned are still the laws of Virginia, The 
act of the Legislature to which I refer was passed, I believe, in 1887or 
1888. What I suggest is that this bill shall be recommitted to the 
committee, so that they may report all the facts and circumstances in 
connection with the transaction and put them on record, in order that 
Congress may act intelligently on the subject and with reference to the 
concessions made by the State of Virginia. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman know that this bill only pro- 

to authorize the making of a survey? 5 

Mr. KILGORE. I know that, but has no right to go into 
Virginia to make a survey without the consent of the State. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does not Congress go into the different States and 
make surveys and build roads to soldiers’ cemeteries? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; and it violates the Constitution when it 
does it. Still, in such cases Congress is grading a road So propon iy that 
belongs to the Federal Government, and generally through its own res- 
ervation. That makes a difference. Underall such circumstances the 
work is done on Government property, that is, pro which has been 
needed to the Government of the United States by the State 


already co: 
in which it is situated, 
Mr. ROWELL. Theacts ofthe Legislature of Virginia, to which the 
pores has referred, are public acts of which everybody is bound te 
e notice. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I think they ought to go on record here, 
and that they ought to appear as the inducement for nan Had to actin 
this matter. Now, I am not unwilling to consent that this appropria- 
tion shall be made, or that this bill shall if it is put in a shape to 
make it acceptable so that the record will be complete and that there 
can be no question whatever of the authority of Congress to go into 
the State to make this survey. 

Then there is another amendment that I want toputinthe bill. Ido 
not know whether the friends of this bill would be willing to have it 
recemmitted so that a full report may be made, as I suggest, showing 
all the facts, but I think that ought to be done. I do not even know 
whether those laws of Virginia are still in force or not. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. If the gentleman will allow me, he will find 
that there was an act op by the Legislature of Virginia at the last 
session of the General Assembly entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Mount Vernon Avenue Association.” Thatact was approved February 
18, 1888, and only a few days after that the Legislature adjourned, and 
there has been no session of the General Assembly of Virginia since 
that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I assume that that is so, even without the gentle- 
mau’s statement. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then followed a joint resolution transferring a 
certain claim of the State of Virginia against the Government of the 
United States tothe Mount Vernon Association, a corporation chartered 
by the State of Virginia, which act was approved March 5, 1888, in 
the very dying hours of that Assembly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Those acts are still in force? 

Mr. O'FERRALL, Yes, sir; they are still in force. The whole 
State of Virginia is greatly interested in the passage of this bill by 
reason of the love they bear to the Father of his Country, and for 
many other reasons. 

Mr. ROWELL. We do not want to put it on record that we pass 
this bill with a view to the fact that we are going to pay that old claim 
of Virginia, because that would raise a new question. 

Mr. KILGORE. That suggests another objection that I was about 
to make. The attitude of that matter, as I understand it, is this. By 
those who advocate the claim of Virginia it is contended that that 
money was advanced to the Government of the United States asa 
loan. ‘Those who take the other side of the question contend that it 
was a donation to the Government of the United States, made for the 
purpose of constructing public buildings in this city and thereby en- 
hancing the value of property in Virginia and in Maryland, for Mary- 
land also made a contribution of a similar character, and it has been 
contended all along for a hundred years that the Government of the 
United States is not responsible for that money as a debt. 

Now, if you get in here a donation of this debt by the State of Vir- 
ginia to the Mount Vernon Avenue Association, there then comes in an 
appeal to patriotism in this matter. It can then be said, when Con- 
gress is asked to recognize this debt, ‘‘ This money does not go to the 
State of Virginia, but is to be expended as much for the interests of 
Washington as for those of that State; it is to be applied to the con- 
struction of an avenue to Mount Vernon.’ Thus there will be an ad- 
ditional argument in favor of the payment of a claim for which I think 
the Government of the United States is not liable. That is the diffi- 
culty about this matter. That is my objection to this proposition. 
But that is not a very serious objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. There might be serious objection if it were stated 
in this report that there was an inducement to pass this bill; but that 
being left out the objection does not count for much. 

Mr. LEE. If the gentleman from Texas wiil allow me a moment I 
think I can explain this matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have an amendment which I wish to submit; 
and while the gentleman is making his explanation the amendment 
can be prepared. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, it is very true that the State of Virginia 
chartered the Mount Vernon Avenue Association. But this proposition 
is an entirely independent one. It is very true that the organization 
perfected under that charter is interested, as I hope every citizen of this 
great land is interested, in seeing constructed a good road to Mount 
Vernon. But this proposition, as I understand, is in no way whatever 
connected with the Mount Vernon Avenue Association; and I hope the 
gentleman will separate the two propositions in hisown mind. This 
is a Senate bill, passed, I believe, on the 22d of January last, authoriz- 
ing the War Department to make a survey for a graded road to Mount 
Vernon. It is very true—and the friends of this enterprise do not wish 
to disguise anything—that we hope there will be a favorable report made 
by the engineer officer who may make this survey; and we trust in the 
next Congress to follow this measure up with a proposition that the 
Government shall construct a road from this city, the capital of the 
country, to Mount Vernon, the home of the founder of this nation. 

This is a want that has long been felt. This road is greatly needed. 
The facilities for getting to Mount Vernon from this city, as gentlemen 
are well aware, are very inadequate. Even if a railroad were added to 
the present arrangement of getting there by boat, this proposed road 
would still be necessary for the comfort and convenience of the thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands of people who yearly visit the tomb 


of Washington. I should be sorry to think that in this year, the cen- 
tenniai of the first inauguration of the great President, the founder of 
this Government, itis n to make any special appeal for the 
building of such a road, which ought to have been built many years 


ago. : 

It is true that the Government of the United States has not the legal 
title to Mount Vernon; but, sir, I think that Mount Vernon is looked 
upon as practically the property of the whole American people; and I 
am told by those who have charge of that property that there is never 
a day of the three hundred and sixty-five in the year when some per- 
son fron some section of this great country or the world at large, 
whether the means of reaching there be by steam-boat or otherwise, 
does not find his way to Mount Vernon to place upon the altar of that 
great patriot and statesman his votive offering. I think we all ac- 
knowledge that the world is better in having some such Mecca for its 
people to visit. Tbe contemplation of the exalted character and the 
great services of Washington is enough to animate the rising genera- 
tion to deeds of virtue. As this appropriation is so small in itself, and 
as this road is, as I have said, a matter not only of comfort but of ne- 
cessity to the people, I hope that my friend from Texas, when he un- 
derstands the question, will withdraw all objection and allow this Sen- 
ate bill to pass. If it were earlier in the session, and we could amend 
the measure to suit my friend, I would be perfectly willing to accept 
his amendments; and Iam not prepared to say that I will not do so 
anyhow. But he knows as well as I do that if we amend this bill now 
and send it back to the Senate it may be that the measure will be lost 
for this session. 

Now all that this bill contemplates is simply a survey of this road. 
It does not commit the Government to anything. If in the next Con- 
gress the Representatives of the American people do not choose to con- 
struct this road, there will be no reason, in the of this bill now, 
why they do so. This measure makes no committal whatever. It will 
be the province of members of the next Congress to say whether they 
will construct thisroad. Thismeasure is simply to help the good cause 
along, and it has no earthly connection, as I understand, with the 
Mount Vernon Avenue Association as organized by the Legislature of 
the State of Virginia. It is true that the parties who are the incorpo- 
rators of that association are interested in getting this road; and the 
object of organizing the association was that they might come before 
Congress with something tangible, as they thought, by which the means 
of constructing the road could be obtained. If this were a road look- 
ing merely to the benefit of any particular section or locality, I could 
very well understand why gentlemen should talk about the State of 
Virginia or any other State through which the road may pass. 

But when we look at it from a national standpoint and consider that 
every man, woman, and child in this country and all who admire pa- 
triotism and true virtue all over the world are interested, I think we 
had better divest it of all State or party considerations and deal with 
the question from a liberal, national, and a very broad standpoint. I 
hope therefore the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia a question for my own information. 

Mr. LEE. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not investigated the question—perhaps 
I should have done so—but is the Government of the United States to 
construct this road and own it after its construction? 

Mr. LEE. That will depend upon the bill that passes Congress here- 
after. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, This does not provide for the construction of the 
road; only for the survey. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But who are the incorporators? 

Mr. LEE. There are no incorporators. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to speak of in- 
corporators. 

Mr. LEE. The incorporators have nothing to do with this Senate 
bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What I want to get at is this: Is it proposed 
to have an incorporated company to own this road after its construc- 
tion by the United States? : 

Mr. LEE. The first project, as I have said, was this charter granted 
by the State of Virginia to this Mount Vernon Avenue Association; 
but this is a separate proposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it contemplated to be a free road? 

Mr. LEE. A free road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Without toll-gates? 

Mr. LEE. Without toll-gates. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It is to be a national highway tor the use of the 
public without charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But to be constructed by the United States? 

Mr. LEE. If Congress so orders. This bill simply provides for the 
survey. : 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think the statement made by my 
friend from Virginia rather supports my view of it and is against the 
passage of the bill. My objection to it is that they propose by this bill 
to have Congress consent to send an agent of the Government there to 
makea survey of a proposed road without any authority from the State _ 
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of Virginia, That, in my opinion, ought notto be done. If gentlemen 
are willing and can consent to that arrangement I am free to say that 
I can not give my assent to it. It has been suggested here that the 


act of the Virginia Legislature is a sufficient warrant. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Certainly. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Could anybody object except the land-owners 
upon whose lands the engineers might go to construct the road? They 
could not go there with arms in their hands, and, acting under au- 
thority of an act of Congress, the State of Virginia could not object to 
their going through the State; so that it would be only the land-own- 
ers, who might regard them as trespassers, who would have the right 
to object. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam assuming that the State will not only con- 
sent to have them go there and make the survey, but that it is anxious 
for the construction of the road. My point is that Congress has no au- 
thority to go there and interfere with Virginia’s soil without that 
State’s consent. If Virginia is willing, let the consent be given in the 

per manner; but without that consent, even though the State may 
be willing. as gentlemen assert, I can not give my consent to support 
such a measure. 

Mr. ROWELL. Letme ask the gentleman if the Government of the 
United States asks permission of the State of Texas to send its survey- 
ors, in the scientific department of the Government, to survey and 
make topographic maps of the country ? 

Mr. KILGORE. But that is not for improvement. They never 
survey except to make topographie charts. 

Mr. ROWELL. But does the Government ask permission of the 
State to do that? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; for, as I have said, that is not for an im- 
provement, . : 

Mr. ROWELL. This is no more an improvement than that. This 
act only proposes a linear survey. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, a survey, but for the purpose of an improve- 
ment, to construct a highway. ` 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the Government ask permission of the State 
of Texas to survey a road to a national cemetery? È 

Mr. KILGORE. No; because that is through property alread 
owned by the Government. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Texas that 
the course of this road as projected would locate it partly upon a Goy- 
ernment reservation. 

Mr. KILGORE. SoI understand; the Arlington Cemetery. 

Mr. HEARD. And hence it would be necessary to have authority 
from the Government to survey that, if there were any consent to be 
acquired. It would, of course, be impliedly given by authorizing the 
survey under the Government officers; but, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. O’F£RRALL] has said, there could be no objection by any- 
body except the people whose lands in Virginia were trespassed upon, 
and they could protect themselves under the laws of the State by in- 
voking the authority of the State courts. 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand that; but thatisnot the point. And 
as to the question of historical ground, which has been suggested by 
one gentleman in the course of this discussion, there is searcely a spot 
in Virginia that is not historical. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. That is true, and I thank the gentleman for the 
statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. For instance, all over the State of Virginia there 
are historical spots which have made the State famous, and on the same 
theory as that advocated here we might go into the State and under- 
take to construct an avenue from the foot of this bridge to the Wilder- 
ness, to Appomattox, to Hanover Court-House, to Richmond, and Cold 
Harbor, and a thousand other places in the State; and Virginia, if this 
doctrine prevails, would soon be entirely in the possession of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for national highways. 

Mr. LEE. Let me suggest to the gentleman that we have already 
constructed a road from Richmond 5 or 7 miles to the cemetery at Cold 
. Harbor. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who did that? 

Mr. LEE. The Government of the United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. By the consent of the State of Virginia? 

Mr. LEE. I do not know that they had any formal consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. It looks asif the State of Virginia was ready to 
surrender everything to the United States for the purpose of getting 
money. Now, the balance of us live a long way from here, but it may 
extend to South Carolina and on to Texas after awhile. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That would be time for my friend to object— 
when it gets to South Carolina and to Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to resist the camel before he gets his nose 
into the bag. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Have you an amendment? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have an amendment. 

Mr. LEE. Will my friend allow me to make a suggestion to him? 
He can make this objection when it comes up at the next Congress, 
_ He is a member of the next House, 
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Mr. KILGORE, Oh; butthen they will come in with it in the sun- 
dry civil bill and make the appropriation on the ground that it is to 
carry out and complete a work already begun. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr.LEE. This is simply to send out surveyors to make the survey. 
I will say to the gentleman from Texas that if he has an amendment I 
will accept it rather than have the bill e ; but I hope he will 
notinsist on his amendment, as it would have to go back to the Senate, 
which would jeopardize the bill, this being a Senate bill which has al- 
ready passed. i : 
Mr. KILGORE. Besides, this is largely in the interest of the own- 
ers of the property along the route. I know it is a patriotic p 
to have this road made to Mount Vernon. I concede everything said by 
my friend from Virginia, and that the people ought to be patriotic. But 
then they ought to be justat the same time, ey ought to encourage 
that feeling of patriotism; but you see my folks are down in Texas, and 
few of them are able to pay railroad fare to come here and see these in- 
teresting things. 

Mr. LEE. ‘There are a great many Texans here who can go and see 
these things at Mount Vernon. 

Mr. KILGORE. There are some here who have got offices. I de- 
sire to offer the following amendment to come in at the end of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That nothing herein shall be construed to bind the Government of the United 
Bania: pay for any portion of the right of way for the avenue contemplated 
n o 


4 Mr DEE: I will accept the amendment rather than have the bill 
efeated. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I want to make another statement, This will 
go back to the Senate, and if they refuse to agree to this amendment 
then there will be a conference committee, and the report of the com- 
mittee will be a privileged report after they have dropped the amend- 
ment out of the bill. Now, I want to know of my friend if they will 
accept this amendment in good faith and let it remain there, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no purpose to do anything but what is in - 
good faith; but I would not desire to bind m; as to what shall be 
done with this amendment afterwards. I do not know what we would 
do in committee of conference; but I want to say as far as I am con- 
cerned, ing for myself only, that I have no objection to the 
amendment. I do not think it is necessary, but I have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. LEE. I hope my friend will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you willing to take it? 

Mr. LEE. Iam not willing to take it, but will take it rather than 
lose the bill. It is not germane, it seems to me, to this bill. This bill 
does not bind the Government to anything. It does not propose to 
bind the Government in the slightest way. 

Mr. KILGORE. I must disagree with that statement. It is a be- 
ginning. It does not bind the Government absolutely to begin the 
work, but if itdoes begin a million of money will have to be expended 
hereafter to pay for the right of way. It commits the Government to 
go forward after the money has been expended in the survey to per- 
fect the work. Of course the engineer is going to find that it is en- 
tirely feasible to construct an avenue. 

Mr. LEE. If the gentleman insists upon the amendment I will ac- 
cept it; but I again express the hope that he will withdraw it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to accommodate my friend; but I 
think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. LEE. I would ask more for my people than I would ask for 
myself, but I think this isirreleyant and unnecessary and that itshould 
not be adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I shall have toinsist upon the amendment. 

The question was taken; and theSpeaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. I have no disposition to ruin the bill, 
at all; but I do not see any necessity, or any use, or any sense of tack- 
ing on a bill of this kind such an amendment as that. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 6. 

So the amendment was ` 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SECTION 555, REVISED ¥IATUTES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 
555, Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered’ 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill for information was dispensed with. | 

The bill was read, as follows: | 

Be it enacted, eic., That section 555 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
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of America relating to the District of Columbia, Pe ane it is hereby, amended 

by striking out the word “nine” and inserting the word " fifteen” in lieu 
thereof, so that the same shall read: “ The stock, property, and concerns of such 
company shall be managed by not less than three or more than fifteen trustees, 
who shall respectively be stockholders, and ores, ban! citizens of the District, 
and shall, execpt the year, be annually e by the stockholders, at such 
time and place as shall be determined by the by-laws of the company.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPOSITS BY INSURANCE COMPANIES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 12137) relating to the 
deposit of securities by insurance companies, 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill for information was dispensed with. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That it shall be lawful for the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive from any insurance company incorporated under the lawsin forcein 
the District.of Columbia a deposit of such secnrities as shall be necessary to en- 
able such yree ged to transact business in any part of the United States under 
the laws of such States, respectively, and to certify to the receipt thereof, which 
said securities shall be held by the ‘Treasurer so long as such company shall 
desire to transact business in the States requiring such deposit; but the com- 
pany making the shall be at liberty to pia So the dividends or interest 
upon such securities, and whenever any such company shall desire to discon- 
tinue its business in said States, and shall satisfy the Treasurer that such de- 

osit is no longer required of it by the laws thereof, it shall be entitled to a re- 
ps of the said securities so deposited by it. 


The report (by Mr. HEMPHILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. 8.12137) relating to deposit of securities by insurance companies, having had 
the same under careful consideration, report as follows: 


The of this bill is desired to enable insurance com’ existing and 
doing business with the home office in the District of Columbia to de t with 
the urer of the United States such securities as are required by the laws of 


the several States in which they seek to do business to be deposited with some 
public officer for the protection of the policy-holders of said companies. 

The laws of many of the States select the insurance departmentas the de |- 
tory for such securities; as thereis no such de entin the District of Colum- 
should, as the custodian of tie funds of tine District of Columbia, be designated 
as the aera official to carry out the purposes of this bill. 

The commissioners of the Districtrecommend the passage of the bill. It con- 
fers general and not special privil z 

The committee recomme: that the bill do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this is to enable insurance com- 
panies to operate in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. The object of the bill is this: There 
is no insurance department here as there is in most of the States, and 
many of the States require that before a foreign company can do busi- 
ness it shall have a certain amount of securities deposited with the 

roper public officials at its home as a protection to the policy-holders. 

t was thought, therefore, that a law ought to be allowing in- 
surance companies that are chartered in the District of Columbia to 
deposit their money or securities for this purpose with the Treasurer 
of the United States, in order that they may be able to comply with 
the laws of States in which they may desire to do business. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will it prevent them from making deposits in the 
States in which such deposits are required ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. It does not undertake to abrogate any 
State law, but simply to put the companies in a position to comply with 
the State laws. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TITLE TO SQUARE SOUTH OF SQUARE 102, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. F call up the bill (H. R. 11817) vesting in the 
vestry of Christ Church, Washington Parish, in the District of Colum- 
bia, all of the right, title, and interest of the United States of America 
in and to square south of square 1092 in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict aforesaid. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This þill ison the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., Thatall of the right, title, and interest, whether legal or 
equitable, of the United States of America in and to all that lot or parcel of 
ground situate in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, and known on 
and tie sania heat te preniet cand ooeee a Pee ee 
Washington Parish, in the said District, and to their Ji Gest rs forever, aig 

The report (by Mr. ATKINSON) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom this bill was referred gent the same to the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, who mu the United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia and Col. John M. Wilson, United States Army, in 
cha: of public buildings and grounds, to examine the bill and to report their 
opinion thereon, The commissioners haye returned the bill with the recom- 
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mendation that it lipny boven recommendation is based upon the accompany- 
ing reports of the said ct attorney and Colonel Wilson. 

Enis bill is framed to vest all of the title of the United States to square south 
of square 1092, in the city of Washington, in the vestry of Christ Church, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who are, by mesne conveyance, purchasers from the original 
pees of this whole square—George Walker and William Young. The 
ollowing are extracts from the District attorney’s report: 

“All the proprietors of the lands upon which the city of Washington was laid 
out, with few ey Sieg conveyed their holdings to two trustees, Thomas gms 
of George, and John M. Gantt, u trusts, that a ‘Federal city’ should be lai 
out upon them. The portion of the deed which affects the present inquiry pro- 
vides for an equal division of all the building squares between the original hed 
prietors and the commissioners appointed under the act of Congress establish- 
ing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government, the parts falling to 
the commissioners on the division to be sold and the proceeds applied to the 
erection of the public buildings. 

“G er and William Young's heirs were the proprietors of tracts 
adjoin: each other, and por of each of these tracts, in unequal proportions, 
were included within the limits ofthis square. 

“The individual account of Walker with the commissioners (page 185) shows 
that he is charged with lots 2 and 3 in this square, amounting to 37,621} square 
feet; his original holding in the square was 14,727 square feet, and of this the 
commissioners were entitled to one-half; the difference in his favor on this 
transaction is made up in favor of the commissioners by allowances from his 
interest in other squares, 

“The individual account of William Young’s heirs with the commissioners 
shows (page 215) that they are charged with lots 1 and 4 in this square, contain- 
ing 25,142} square feet; t original holding was 48,036 square feet, of which 
the commissioners were entitled to one-half, and the difference in their favor 
in transaction is made up in favor of the commissioners by deductions from 
their interest in other squares. 

“ The above facts, in connection with the further entry in the book called ‘ Dis- 

of Public Lot No. 2,’ which was my carmen 4 Nich. King (surveyor of the city) 

1805, namely : ‘Square south of 1092, assigned to George Walker and the heirs 
of William Young, the original proprietors thereof,’ show that the United States 
parted with all its interest in the square by the gnment of the whole of the 
same to said proprietors on the division; nothing was reserved. 

“In my opi the United States has no title to the square. I would, how- 
ever, suggest a reference to Colonel Wilson, with the request that he verify the 
statement of facts above made in order that no mistake may be possible.” 

Colonel Wilson reports to the same effect. 

An abstract of title of the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District 
of Columbia shows that the said vestry is entitled to the sought as being 
the ultimate tee of the original proprietors, Walker and Young. 

e report the United States in 1800 were paid for their title to this square 
by the aforesaid settlement with the original proprietors, and that the said 
oe earnest to the relief sought, and we therefore recommend the passage 

e bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 2 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of 
the building and mutual loan associations of the District of Columbia. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill for information was dispensed with. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ü enacted, etc., That building and mutual loan associations within the 
Distriet of Columbia shall be exempt from all taxation upon mortgages or 
other securities held by them for moneys loaned to their own members and 
seeured upon real estate in said District under the existing laws Poa spore taxes 
in said District and under such future laws imposing taxes th as may be 
enacted, unless otherwise specifically provided therein: Provided, however, That 
all real estate owned by such associations shall be subject to the same rates of 
taxation as other real estate in said District. 


The report (by Mr. HEMPHILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred House bill 
11701, for the relief of the building and mutual loan associations of the District, 
ctfully report that they have carefully considered the bill, and are of opin- 
ion that its provisions are reasonable and just. Under the construction of ex- 
isting law the shares of stock of such ons in the District are taxable in 
the hands of shareholders as personal property; mi 
ciations are taxable as such in their hands, and of course the real estate 
such teran ip te bearg wats here hands of Sed ebb} opeen Koo 
may frequen ap) at the same property, un rentforms, may haye 
to pay three distinct taxes. Under a general law applicable to the District 
sonal property to the extent of $500 is exempt from taxation, and the ei of 
the construction of existing law is to compel the poorer classes, who for the most 
invest in these ns, to pay a tax where their more fortunate neigh- 
rspaynone, Savings-banks are not taxed on their deposits, and there seems 
to be no reason why these associations should not be put on the same footing. 
In many of the States such tions have been exempted from taxation on 
their de its paid in for investment for the purpose of encouraging such enter- 
prises, thus enabling persons of small incomes to lay up a small sum per month, 
and thus in time become real-estate owners, to the benefit of the community 


a rae committee report the bill back to the House and recommend that it do 
pass. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. As I understand it, this applies only 
to loans made on property in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is al. 

The bill was ordered to he and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
yos passed;: also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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JURORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 12292) to amend 
sections 851, 856, 857, 861, and 862, Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 758 and 759 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, repealed. 

Sxc, 2. That section 755 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia be,and it is hereby, amended so that it shall read as 
follows: The supreme court in general term shall have power by rule of court 
to regulate the period of holding its terms, as also the periods of all the special 
terms, and to fix the number of such terms, and to alter the same from time to 
time as public convenience may require. 

Sec, 3. That section 872 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 
lows: “No person shall be competent to act as a juror unless he be a citizen of 
the United States, a resident of the District of Columbia, a tax-payer, over 
twenty-one and under sixty-five penre of age, and a good and lawful man who 

never been convicted of a felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpi- 
tude. And the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall furnish to the 
officers or persons who are authorized to make the list of jurors for service in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, within twenty days after this 
act shall take effect, and thereafter at least once a year, a list containing the 
names of the male tax-payers of said District,” 

Sec, 4. That sections 855, 856,and 858 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the District of Columbia be, and they hereby are, amended so 
as to read as follows: “The term of service of jurors drawn for service in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia ho!ding a special term as a circuit 
court, or to serve as petit jurors in the special term as « criminal court, shall be- 
gn on the first Tuesday in each and every month in which jury trials shall be 

and (subject to the provisions of section 807) shall terminate on the Monda: 
preceding the first Tuesday of the following month except when the jury shail 
discharged by the court at an earlier day. 

“The term of service of grand jurors in the special term as a criminal court 
shall n with each term of that court as fixed from time to time by the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia in general term, and shall end with such term, 
unless the jury shall sooner be discharged by the court. 

“At least ten or h before the first Tuesday in each month when jury trials are 
to be had the clerk shall publicly break the seal of the jury box, and proceed to 
draw therefrom the names of twenty-six persons to serve as jurors in such cir- 
cuit court, and of twenty-six other persons to serye as petit jurors in such crim- 
inal court, and at least ten days before the commencement of each s l] term 
held as a criminal court the names of twenty-three persons required to serveas 
grand jurors in such criminal court shall be drawn in like manner,” 

Sec, 5. That section 866 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relatin 
to the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 
lows: “It shall be the duty of the marshal of the District, at least five days be- 
fore the beginning of the term of service for which a jury has been selected, as 
provided by law, to notify each person drawn by serving on him a notice in 
writing of his selection as a juror of the court he is to attend, and of the day 
and hour he is to appear.” 

Sec, 6, That any person who shall have been regularly drawn as a juror, and 
shall thereupon have served as a juror for the pence of twenty days or more, 
shall be exempt from further service as a juror in the District of Columbia for 
the period of one year from the beginning of his said term of service, but noth- 
ing erein contained shall render such juror ineligible to serve as a juror during 
said year: „ however, That no person shall be competent to serve as a 
juror for two consecutive terms. 

Src, 7. That section 851 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out therein the words‘ until otherwise provided by the Legislative eh 

Sxc. 8. That section 852 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relatin, 
ed so as to read as fol- 


be necessary to complete the jury. 
Sec. 10. This act shall take effect on the 15t 

The report (by Mr. ATKINSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12292) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
jury law in the District of Columbia, submit the following Topa : 

According to existing law, jurors in the District of Columbia serve for a term 
of three months, This local provision is unusual and oppressive and results in 
the excusing of the better class of men from jury service. The bill in question 
is designed to remedy this evil. It was referred by this committee to the com- 
missioners of the District, who, in turn, referred it to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. The oenas of this court says: 

“Inclosed find a copy of the bill relating to the jury system of the District, 
We invited the attention of the Bar Association to the matter, and its committee, 
after examination, has prepared a substitute, of which I inclose a copy. The 
ju of this court, or all who are able to do so, have examined the substitute 
and, I am instructed to say, indorse it, and recommend its adoption and enact- 
ment into a law.” 

This substitute reduces the term of service to one month and is recommended, 
as has been seen, by the bench, the bar, and District commissioners. The com- 
mittee offer this substitute in lieu of the bill, with the recommendation that it 


pass, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peek and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 
No. 11587, for which the bill just passed was reported as a substitute, 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PUBLIC ORDER DURING INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, Inow ask the consideration of the bill (S, 3869) 
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to secure the maintenance of public order during the inauguration cere- 
monies of 1889, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask that the bill be considered in the House as 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the first read- 
ing of this bill will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That $8,500, or as ecessary, e 
able from any money in tie Treasury pais orl pret ob Lie dese and from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia in equal parts, is Pare y appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to maintain public order and protect life 
and property from the 25th of February to the 9th of March, 1889, both inclusive, 
Said commissioners are hereby Eet ier and directed to make all reasonable 
regulations necessary to secure the preservation of public order and protection 
of life and property, and fixing fares by public conveyances during said period. 
Any person violating any of such regulations shall be liable for cach such 
offense to a fine not to exceed $25 in the police court of said district, 

The report (by Mr. HEMPHILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 3269) to secure the maintenance of public order during the inauguration 
Sree or 100; have the same under consideration, and submit the fol- 

This bill appropriates $8,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to en- 
able the commissioners to take such additional precautions and to employ such 
additional police force as may be rendered necessary to maintain good order 
during the coming inauguration ceremonies. 

At this time the hae of Washington will probably be very much crowded, and 
your committee are of opinion that every facility should be accorded the authori- 
ties to maintain order and to protect the public generally. They report the bill 
back to the House and recommend that tt pass. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that 
this bill proposes to confer a very broad power on the commissioners of 
the District. Ido not know that this power is defined in the bill, 
which simply provides generally for the making of ceriain regulations 
by the commissioners, the violation of which is to subject the offender 
to very heavy penalties. Now these inaugurations occur periodic- 
ally, every four years. My experience does not relate to more than 
one of them, that which occurred four years ago. I do not recollect 
on that occasion any disorder or disturbance—anything so extraordi- 
nary as to call for a measure conferring special power upon the com- 
missioners. It may sometimes happen that the commissioners of the 
District are not as great statesmen as members of Congress, and they 
might make very foolish regulations, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This bill provides only for temporary regula- 
tions to secure order in the city. My friend will remember that on 
the last occasion, of which he speaks, we inaugurated a Democrat; this 
time we are going to inaugurate a Republican; and when a Repub- 
lican is inaugurated it may require a good deal more to keep people in 
order. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Do you expect the heavens tobe draped 
in mourning on that occasion? 

A en Was similar power conferred on the commissioners four 

ears ago . 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not remember precisely, but I think so. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Did that authority terminate with that 
inauguration? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes; the power operates only for a few days 
during which special regulations may be necessary. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Well, as these penalties will apply only 
to Republi I do not make any objection. 

Mr. BRE We do not expect there will be any trouble with 
the Republicans, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to inquire of my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] whether the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia have not already the power to make regulations of this 
kind on all such occasions? Why is it necessary to give them special 
and additional power when an inauguration is approaching? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is an occasion when there will be an unu- 
sual number of people coming into the city; and it may be necessary 
to have tions which are not required when there is only the ordi- 
nary number of citizens here, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Should not these commissioners of the District 
of Columbia have this power permanently? -Why is it necessary to 
pass a temporary measure of this character? I willask the gentleman 
further, why is it necessary to give the commissioners power to regu- 
late the charges of common carriers or those who may engage in the 
carrying of passengers during the time referred to? Have not the com- 
missioners permanently the power to make such regulations? If not, 
it seems to me that this power ought to be given to them in some per- 
manent form, and that it should not be necessary to pass this tempo- 
rary measure. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It has been thought necessary to endow the com- 
missioners with authority to regulate the fares on public conveyances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. -Have they not that power now? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No doubt there are some such regulations in 
force; but whether they emanate from the commissioners I am not 
aware. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Whatother power would there be to regulate 
such matters? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, heretofore this city has been under the 
government of a city council, the corporation of the city of Washington, 
an assembly of the District of Columbia, and various other legislative 
bodies, which may have adopted regulations on this subject. Iam not 
informed as to that matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point of my inquiry is, why not give the 
commissioners a permanent power in this respect? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That probably would have been better. But 
this bill has been passed by the Senate and has come over tous. There 
seemed to be a necessity for providing for the emergency which will 
soon be upon us; and we did not go into the general subject of the regu- 
lation of these matters for all time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now I would like to cross-examine the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this bill makes an appropriation 
to pay for additional police force on the occasion referred to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the District of Columbia bear any of these 
expenses ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Oh, yes; the District must bear half the expense. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has not the District of Columbia ample means to 
employ this force without coming to Congress for this appropriation ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The District government can not expend any 
money at all unless it is appropriated by Congress; it must be specific- 
ally appropriated by our action here. 

Mr. KILGORE, Thbelieve this bill proposes to pi ah ge $8,000? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Light thousand five hundred dollars, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary. I will state that the expectation is that 
they will put a rope down the avenue so as to keep the line of march 
separate and distinct, and to prevent accidents to the people. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand it gives the power to regulate the 
hire of carriages. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatis already rogulated and the maximum fixed. 
I would not favor the raising of the maximum, but if there was a prop- 
osition to reduce it I should like to see it. 
| Mr. HEMPHILL. I think we can trust the commissioners on that 

int. 

Piir KILGORE. As this is a Republican outbreak I suppose we can 
trust them. 

| Mr. HEMPHILL. I suppose so. 

' Mr, HEARD. That occurred in November last. [Laughter.] 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT POLICE COURT. | 
Mr. HEMPHILL called up for consideration the bill (S. 3132) to 


provide for trial by jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 


‘The bill was read, as follows: 


` Beit enacted, etc., That in all causes of which the police court of the District 
of Columbia has original jurisdiction and in which, under the law, a person 
accused of an offense is entitled toa trial by jury, the said jury shall consist of 
twelve persons selected in conformity with the provisions and uirements of 
the twenty-fourth chapter of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia, except in so far as the said provisions and requirements are modified, 
altered, or amended by the provisions of this act: Provided, That the person 

may waive his right to a trial by jury,which waiver shall be entered on 
the records of the court, and submit the trial of the cause to the ju of said 
erg court, whose gy therein shall have the same effect as if the cause 

been tried by a jury. 

Sro. 2. That the names of those persons who may be selected to be drawn for 
jury service in the said police court, as herein provided, shall be put and kept in 
a box for that purpose, distinct and separate from that used for the names of 
persons selected to be drawn for jury.service in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Such names shall be put in said box at such times as the 
public convenience and the necessities of the case may require; and should said 
names be exhausted by drawing from said box at a time when said supreme 
court in general term is not in session, and the officers or persons to make lists 
of jurors are from any cause not in existence or capable of acting, the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia shall act as such officers or persons for the 
time being, with respect to jurors for said police court; and at least twenty-six 
— shall be drawn at any given time for service on the jury at the said police 
cou: P 

SEC, 8. That all jurors summoned to serve on a jury in the said police court 
shall serve a term of one month, and shall receive as compensation for each 
day’s attendanoe the sum of $2, and for each half-day’s attendance the sum of 
$1. Any vacancies in Seu so called for service in the pone court shall be 
filled by talesmen to be supplied as now provided by law in the case of vacan- 
cies in a jury for service in the supreme court of said District of Columbia. No 
person shall be eligible for service on a jury in said police court for more than 
one term in any period of twelve months; but patel Pe on said jury shall not 
render any person so serving exempt, ineligible, or disqualified for service in 
hon gaan econ court, except during the time of actual service on such jury in 
said police cou 

4, That the power to examine and commit, or hold to bail, in any offense 
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cognizable in the supreme court of the said District, shall remain in the judge 
of the said police court, as is now provided by law, 

Src. ee Thatall laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing are hereby 
repealed. 


The amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia were 
read, as follows: 


Amend the bill as follows: In section 1, line 2, after the word “original,” in- 
sert “ and exclusive.” Strike from section 1 of the bill, on lines 2, 3, 4, the words 
“and in which, under the law, a n accused of offense is entitled to a trial 
by jury, the,” and insert the words “ trial shall be by jury, which.” After sec- 
tion 1 rt the following, to be known as section 2: 

“Sec. 2. That if upon the trial of any such cause as aforesaid in the said po 
lice court an exception be taken by or in behalf of the defendant to any ruling 
or instruction of the court on matter of law, the same may be reduced to writ- 
ing at the time, orit may be entered on the minutes of the judge and afterwards 
settled in such manner and within such time as may be provided by rule by 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and then stated in writing ina 
bill of exceptions, with so much of the evidence as may be material to the ques- 
tion or questions raised; which said bill of exceptions shall be signed by the 
judge of the said police court. And if, upon the presentation to a justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia of a verified petition setting forth the 
matter or matters so excepted to, such justice shall be of opinion that the same 
show probable error in any ruling or instruction of the said judge of the police 
court, the said justice shall allow a writ of error in the cause, which writ shall 
issue out of the said supreme court addressed to the said judge of the police 
court, and the said judge as a return to such writ shall thereupon send up the 
information or complaint filed in the cause and a copy of all the ings 
therein duly certified to the said supreme court, and the said supreme court 
shall proceed to hear the cause in general term as other causes duly appealed 
thereto: Provided, however, That no such writ of error shall be allowed after one 
month fromand after the signing of such bill of exceptionsas aforesaid : And pro- 
vided further, That the justice allowing such writ may mar execution of the Jaag: 
mentof said police court upon the entering by the plaintiffin error into a re - 
zance, with sufficient surety, to be approved by such justice, for his appearance 
at the general term of the said supreme court then pending, or, if nosuch gen- 
eral term be pending, then to the next general term, there to prosecute the 
said writ of error toeffect and to abide by and perform the judgment of the said 
su! e court in the premises,” 

ake section 2 section 3. Make section 3 section 4, Insert in the fourteenth 
line, second of the bill, the following, to be known as— 

“Sec, 5. T) section 1062 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia, be, and it hereby is, amended by striking from 
ae first line thereof the word ‘two,’ and inserting in place thereof the word 

four. 

“Sec. 6. That section 1063 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia, be, and it hereby is, amended by adding thereto 
the words ‘and, as occasion may require, one or more of said bailiffs shall serve 
bd charge of a jury or juries in attendance upon the court as provided by 
aw. 

Make section 4 of the bill section 7. Make section 5 of the bill section 8, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. There are some objections to this bill, and I ask 
by unanimous consent that it be passed over for the present. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PAWNBROKERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12154) 
to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia may 
from time to time grant licenses, under their hands and seal, to such persons as 
shall produce tothem satisfactory evidence of their pot character, to exercise 
or carry on the business of a ye arate which license shall designate the 
building in which said person shall carry on said business; and no person shall 
exercise or carry on the business of a pawnbroker without being duly licensed 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, nor in any other building 
then the one designated in said license, except by the consent in writing of the 
said commissioners, under the penalty of $50 for each day he or she shall exer- 
cise or carry on said business without such license, or in any other building 
than the one so designated, except by the consent of the commissioners as 
aforesaid, Any person, corporation, member, or members of a corporation or 
firm who loans money on deposit or pledge on personal pinta orother valu- 
able thing, other than securities or printed evidences of indebtedness, or who 
deals in the purchasing of Lopate pr operty or other valuable thing on condi- 
tion of sellingthe same back again at a stipulated price, is hereby declared and 
defined to be apawnbroker, 

Src. 2. That every poses receiving such license shall pay therefor the sum 
of $100 for the use of the District of Columbia yearly, and every such license 
shall expire one year from the date thereof, and may be renewed on application 
to the commissioners of the District each and every year on payment of the 
same sum, and upon performance of the other conditions herein contained. 

Sxc.3. Thatevery person so licensed shall at the time of receiving such license, 
and before the same shall be operative, enter, with two sufficient sureties, into 
a jom and several re izance to the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia in the penal sum of $3,000, conditioned forthe due observance of all such acts 


of the Congress of the United States as may be passed or in force 


pawnbrokers at any time during the continuance of such license. If any person 
shall be eved by the misconduct of any such licensed pawnbrokerand shall 
recover ju: ent against him therefor, such person may, after the return un- 


satisfied, either in whole or in part, of any execution issued upon said judg- 
ment, maintain an action in his own name upon the bond of said pawnbroker 
in any court having jurisdiction, of the amount claimed, provided such court 
shall, upon application made for the pur) , grant such leave to prosecute. 
Sec, 4. That every pawnbroker shall keep a book in which shall be fairly 
written, at the time of each loan, an accurate account and description of the 
goods, article, or thing pawned or pledged, the amount of money loaned there- 
on, the time of pledging the same, the rate of interest to be paid on such loan, 
and the name and residence of the person pawning or pledging the said goods, 
article, or thing, ii cate with a particular description of such person, includ- 
ing complexion, color of eyes and hair, and his or her height and general ap- 
rance, 
gm 5. That every pawnbroker shall, at the time of each loan, deliver to the 
person pawning or pledging any goods, article, or thing a memorandum or 
note, signed by fim or her, containing the substance of the entry required to be 
made in his or her book by the last preceding section; and no charge shall be 
oae or received by any pawnbroker for any such entry, memorandum, or 
note. 
Sec. 6. That the said book shall at all reasonable times be open to the —— 
tion of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, all judges of crim 
courts, major and superintendent of police, captains of police of the city of 
Washington, D. C., or any or either of them, or of any policeman who be 
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duly authorized in writing for that purpose by an 
shall exhibit such written mam an to such pa l 
SEC. 7. That no pawnbroker si ask, demand, or receive any — rate of 
interest than 24 per cent. per annum upon any loan not exceeding the sum of 
= or more than 12 per cent. per annum upon any loan exceeding the sum of 
, under the penalty of $100 for every such offense, 
Sec, 8. That no pawnbroker shall sell any pawn or pledge until the same 


shall have remained one year in his or Her gomonia unless by consent in 
writing of the pawner; and all such sales s! be made at public auction and 
not otherwise, and shall be made or conducted by such auctioneers as shall be 
designated and approved of for that purpose by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Szo, 9, That notice of every such sale shall be published for at least six days 
previous thereto in one or more of the daily newspapers of general circulation 
printed in the city of Washington, D, O., and such notice 1 the time 
and place at which such sale is to take place, the name of the auctioneer by 
whom the same is to be conducted, and a description of the articles to be sold. 

Src. 10, That the surplus money, if any, arising from bay such sale, after de- 
ducting the amount of the loan interest then due on the same, and the ex- 
pmo of the advertisement and sale, shall be paid over by the pawnbroker to 
oe = who would be entitled to redeem the pledge in case no such sale had 

Seo, 1L That no pawnbroker shall make any loan on the separate or divided 
paros pits of any one article or thing, and which article or thing shall have 

‘ered entire or collectively to him or her by way of pawn or pledge. 

Sxc.12. That no pawnbroker shall, under any oeenn whatever, purchase 

or buy any second-hand furniture, metals, or clothes, or any other article or 
whatever offered to him or her as a pawn or pledge, except at sale by 
public auction, as hereinbefore provided. 

Src. 13, any pawnbroker who shall violate or neglect or refuse to com- 
ply with any or either of the provisions of this act, except those contained in 
sections 1 and 7, shall, forevery such offense, upon conviction before a court of 
competent jurisdiction, pay a of not more than $100, for the use of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Sec. 14. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina to state the features of this bill which change existing law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. GROUT] for that purpose. 

Mr. GROUT. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, it changes the rate of 
interest from 60 per cent. per annum to 24 per cent. on sums of $25 and 
less; and to 12 per cent. on all sums over $25. Then it provides for 
an extension of the time for the redemption of the pawn, which is now 
three months—that is, the pawnbroker under the law can sell the 
pawn after three months. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It requires him to keep the pawn. 

Mr. GROUT. It requires him to keep the article which has been 
pawned. Another feature of this bill is it provides for refunding to the 
pawnor of any surplus there may be after debt and interest and all ex- 
penses have been paid upon the sale of the pawn. The present law 
makes no such provision. 

Another feature of the bill is the pawnbroker is required to file with 
the commissioners of the District his bond with two or more sufficient 
sureties in the sum of $3,000 conditioned for the refunding of this 
money and the performance of all the other provisions of the act. 

It further provides if any pawnor be aggrieved on account of any 
transaction with any pawnbroker he may have his action on this bond 
after he has obtained leave fromthe court to do so. 

These are the main provisions of the bill. There are other minor 
matters. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it required in all instances that contracts 
with pawnbrokers shall be made in writing? 

Mr. GROUT. The bill requires a careful description of the person 
pawning an article, as will be seen by reference to the fourth section, 
so that track may be kept of the person who brings any articles to be 
pawned, as it is known articles are brought which are secured by lar- 
ceny. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
into monthly interests? 

Mr. GROUT.. It is now monthly. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. But what is the object in providing in 
the bill this high rate of interest ? 

Mr. GROUT. Itis fixed at a monthly rate not to exceed 2 per cent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I understand that; but in the bill you 
say that the amount shall not exceed 24 per cent. per annum. Now, 
would it not be better to fix it at 2 per cent. per month, which would 
amount to the same thing, so that if a man wanted a loan for only a 
short time, while the pawnbroker might want him to take it for the 
whole year and pay the 24 per cent., he would have the privilege of the 
shorter period ? 

Mr. GROUT. Under the law, the pawnbroker would not be allowed 
to take more than 2 per cent. per month for any period. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That is exactly the point. Suppose he 
says he will lend it for the entire year, so that he may enforce the pay- 
ment of the 24 per cent.? 

Mr. GROUT. He would not be permitted to do that under the law, 
and he could only charge for the loan at the rate of 24 per cent. per 
annum for the time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Well, I will leave the question to you 

tlemen, because you are more familiar with this business than Iam. 
Laughter] 

I would like to ask the gentleman whatis the meaning of section 12, 
which provides— 

That no pawnbroker shall, under any pretense whatever, purchase or buy any 


or either of them, and who 
roker, 


Why not in section 7 divide the rate 


second-hand furniture, metals, or Sica or any other article or thing what- 
ever offered to him or her as a pawn or pledge, except at sale by public auc- 
tion, as hereinfore provided. 


Mr. GROUT. Well, that is to provide that under the guise of a busi- 
ness transaction the pawnbroker would not be able to pretend that there 
was an actual sale to him, and in order that he may not evade the pro- 
visions of the law. I think the object is quite a nt. 

If there be no further inquiry or discussion T toe the bill will be 
put upon its third reading. ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 11811) to amend “‘An act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia,” which 
was received by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and became a 
law without his approval, and I ask thatit be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, the bill being on the Private Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe act entitled “An act to incorporate the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia” be, and the 
same hereby is, amended by substituting, after the words “and along High 
street, in Georgetown, tothe Tennallytown road,” the words “and thence along 
and in said road, but outside the improved limits thereof,” for the words “but 
wholly outside the limits of said r and along the side of the said road.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to know if there is a copy of the 
original act which this proposes to amend in the hands of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there is not. 

Mr. ROWELL. It will be found in the session laws of the last session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to explain its provisions. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois, who is 
familiar with it, to state the changes the bill proposes. 

Mr. ROWELL, At the lastsession of Congress a charter was granted 
incorporating the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company, 
and authorizing the building of a street railway—an electric railway— 
from Georgetown to Tennallytown. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has a 
copy of that act. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir; itis to be found in the session laws. That 
bill went through the House, and an amendment was put on in the 
House requiring the road to be built entirely outside of the existing 
turnpike road and on private property. 

. Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Outside of the street leading to Ten- 
nallytown? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir; entirely outside of the street. When the 
company was organized the Tennallytown ple, the smallowners, men 
whocould subscribe to, say, a hundred d worth of the stock, quitea 
large number of thém, subscribed for the entire stock, and the large land- 
owners along the line of the road did not succeed in getting any of it. 
There was no power to condemn the land, and the holders are 
unwilling to grant theright of way because of not being able togetany of 
the stock. They lost the opportunity of building the road themselves, 
although they were prepared for it, and this act simply means an 
amendment of the charter to enable the company to build it upon the 
sent of way of the present road, but entirely outside of the improved 

imits 


There is, I will state, a macadamized road from Georgetown to Ten- 
nallytown, 30 feet of which is improved; but there are 14 feet on either 
side not improved, extending along the entire road; and this amend- 
ment gives the railroad company the right to construct its road on the 
outside of the macadamized road, but within this 14-foot limit, by reason 
of the fact, as I have stated, that the large land-owners will not grant 
the right of way for the road on their lands outside of the line of the 
turnpike, because they did not get the stock; and there being no power 
to condemn under the charter, they refuse to sell the right of way. It 
would be much better to have it on this proposed line, The original 
bill in the House reported it in this way, but it was amended some- 
what hastily or carelessly, and they have been prevented from build- 
ing the road by reason of the wording of that amendment and the re- 
sults which followed from it. 

Mr. KILGORE, Isit contemplated to put it on the line of the high- 
way? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir; but outside of the improved portion of the 
road, the traveled part. As I have said, there are 30 feet of the road 
macadamized and 14 feet on either side unimproved, but in the right 
of way, and the object of this amendment is to let them occupy the 
side of the road within the 14-foot limit to build their track. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would not the Jand-owners have the same right 
to resist that? 

Mr. ROWELL. No; it belongs to the public, 
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Mr. KILGORE. But if the public ceases to use it as a right of way 
it would revert to the land-owners. That is the rule. 

Mr. ROWELL. Not the way the land is owned here. When the 
District of Columbia made this passage through the land the line 
became public property. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this road to be run by steam? 

Mr. ROWELL. No, an electric road; and in the organization of this 
company the people who live in that section of Tennallytown, as I 
have said, took the stock, the small property-owners, in hundred-dollar 
shares. There is quite a large settlement or village in that vicinity, 
and a good many people who do business in town live there, and want 
to secure the building of the road so as to enjoy the facilities that it 
will afford. They have subscribed, as I have said, in small lots for the 
stock, and are now only waiting for this amendment of the original act 
to build the road. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would not the effect be to destroy the highway 
entirely ? = 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, no; it would help it. This is an electric road. 

Mr. KILGORE. But it occupies the same space as a horse road. 

Mr. ROWELL. But it does not occupy the traveling space that is 
used by other vehicles as a horse road does in a city. 

Mr. KILGORE, Is this to be built by a corporation able to build 
it? 

Mr. ROWELL. The stock is already subscribed for insmall shares. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are they able to pay for the right of way ? 

Mr. HEARD. They can not obtain the right of way. 

Mr. KILGORE. But you can amend the law so that they can. 

Mr. HEARD, Will the gentleman from Texas allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD, Would you bein favor of vesting in any private cor- 
poration the power of eminent domain to take a right of way through 
these streets? 

Mr. KILGORE. They always have had the use of the streets. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ina street railroad you want it to be accessible to 
the street. If you putit beyond the 14 feet, and into private land, 
you destroy the accessibility of the road for the people. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much space is there in the public highway ? 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘There are 30 feet macadamized and 14 feet more 
unimproved. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Has any protest been made against it? 
Mr. ROWELL. No, sir. On the contrary, it has been petitioned 


for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if this will not 
be run by electricity alongside of a frequented road ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With electricity as the propelling power? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then does the gentleman not believe that 
they will destroy the utility of the macadamized road for other per- 
sons? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. By the noise incident to running a car by elec- 
tricity? 

Mr, ROWELL. There is notas much noise in running acar by elec- 
tricity as there is in running a car by horse power. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he 
has seen the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home road? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know the name of the road. I have 
seen the car that runs to Seventh street. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This will be very much the same as that road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not think this bill ought to pass, and I 
shall have to make the point of no quorum upon it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee not 
todo that. It is an exceedingly important measure for those people 
out there. They have petitioned for it unanimously. Not only the 
poor propie, but people who have property out there. It isonly aright 
wW. has been given to other people who want to build electric rail- 
ways; and this is toenable them to havea road going out there. There 
has not been a single objection by a single individual in the District 
or outside of it along that road or elsewhere to granting this right. 
There have been no petitions against it from any source whatever; we 
have a large number of petitions favoring it, and I know from the 
amount of information I have upon the subject that the people are ex- 
ceedingly anxious that the road should be constructed. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Tennessee not to inte an objection here when it 
meets with the unanimous approval of the people who are most inter- 
iay in it, and when it is not only with their consent but by their de- 


Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, the chairman of the committee, where it was intended to run the 
road in the original act. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It was intended by the original bill to run this 
road upon the street. It was not provided as we drew it up originally 
that it should run along the unimproved portion of the road; but when 
it came to the House it was amended so as to require them to go be- 


yond the limits of the road entirely. The committee were not as well 
posted as they might have been, and we did not know that there was 
this 14 feet of unimproved way on either side of the macadamized road, 
which is 30 feet. There are 44 feet for the use of the people who use 
vehicles, after this is taken off, for the use of those who have vehicles, 
and this will be for the benefit of those who do not own their own ve- 
hicles, but yet who require from business or other necessity to come to 
Washington or to go to Tennallytown. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not see it any other way than that this 
electric road will destroy the utility of the public driving road, and I 
think it is a matter of too much importance to let this bill pass with- 
out further consideration. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether he thinks the people along there would not have objected if 
his view were correct. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. It maybe that the people right along the road 
might not object, but people beyond it who are not interested in its 
construction might object. 

Mr. ROWELL. Very largely the stock is taken by people beyond 
it, and the petitions are signed by persons living far beyond it. 

Mr. BREWER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
as to every street in this city where we have street cars that if his sug- 
gestion were correct the street would be destroyed as a driveway, but 
we find from experience and observation that that is not the case. 
Take Pennsylvania avenue, on which there is a double railroad track, 
and F street, you find that there is a great deal of driving on those 
streets, and that the railway does not destroy the utility of the street 
for driving purposes. 

Mr. KILGORE. This roadway, I understand, leads finally into the 
country ? 

Mr. BREWER. It leads 2 or 3 miles from Georgetown—— 

Mr. KILGORE. But finally it goes out into the country and connects 
with a country road ? 

Mr. BREWER. It leads out to Tennallytown, which is a village with 
a population of perhaps eight hundred or a thousand. 

Mr. KILGORE. And that road is traveled by country people com- 
ing into town with their produce? 

Mr. BREWER. Oh, yes; itis a traveled road. 

Mr. KILGORE. The people along the line of this road would nat- 
urally favor it because it will probably improve their property, but 
people in the country beyond, who drive on that road and who have 
teams that are not accustomed to railroads, would probably object to it 
if they knew what was going on. 

Mr. BREWER. I will state to the gentleman that we have names 
on the petitions in favor of thisroad for a mile or two miles beyond 
Tennallytown, even out to the end of the District. 

Mr. KILGORE. Youmean to the end of the contemplated railroad ? 

Mr. BREWER. No, I mean to the limit of the District, as far as 
our jurisdiction extends. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I suppose they expect to have it extended 
out there in time. I must say that I feel about this bill just as the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RICHARDSON ] does. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Let me suggest to the gentleman, that besides 
this road there are a number of other roads that are not occupied by 
street railroads and that can be used by people who have teams that are 
not accustomed to the strange sight of an electric car moving along. 
Therefore, the gentleman’s objection has no force. Any person living 
at Tennallytown can come to Washington by any one of several roads, 
He can come by way of Georgetown or he can come by Woodley Lane, 
and on neither course will he encounter any such difficulty. Besides, 
as has been stated, the people out the:e do not object to this road; on 
the contrary, they are very desirous of having it built, because they 
know that it will be an advantage, and they know that there are other 
roads that will enable them to come to town whenever they wish to do 
so without using this road at all. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think General Drum is the president of this cor- 
poration. I know he is one of the leading parties interested in con- 
structing the road. 

Mr. FITCH. Let me ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether 
there is anything to be paid for the use of the street? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. There never is. 

Mr. FITCH. There isin New York. 

Mr. ATKINSON. They pay the aldermen in New York for the 
charter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITCH. Ah, that was formerly; but now we havea law which 
requires franchises of this kind to be put up at auction and sold, and 
the city to be paid for them and not the aldermen. The aldermen are 
serving out their terms for the transactions to which the gentleman re- 
fers. 

Mr. ROWELL. There is a provision in this bill that a certain por- 
tion of the gross receipts shall go into the District treasury. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, 4 per cent. goes into the District treasury. 

Mr. FITCH. But the charter is not put up at auction to be com- 
peted for? Nobody else has a chance to get it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Everybody has a chance to subseribe, 

Mr. FITCH. ‘To sabscribe for the stock of this company ? 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; and, as I have said, a large portion of 
the receipts goes into the treasury. Now, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen 
insist that we can not go on with the bill, that is the end of it. The 
committee have no other interest in the matter than to serve the peo- 
ple out there who are deeply interested in this bill and who are unan- 
imously in favor of the construction of this railroad. There is nota 
single objection from any source except from these gentlemen who seem 
to think that this road will destroy the public highway. The com- 
missioners of the District do not object to it, the citizens out there do 
not object to it, and the people who are going to use the public road 
do not object. In fact, I believe they are unanimously in favor of it 
so far as we have been able to gather any information. Therefore, in 
the light of these facts, I appeal to these gentlemen to let the bill go 
through. I do not think that they will care to assume the responsi- 
bility of simply putting a stop to this measure without some further 
information than they seem to have on the subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman assumes too much when he 
says that everybody is in favor of this road, because I happen to know 
of objections coming from gentlemen who reside in the District of Co- 
lumbia who are interested in that road and who travel over it. There- 
fore, when the gentleman says that nobody interposes objection—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I did not say that. Isaid that the people con- 
cerned were unanimously in favor of the matter, so far as the commit- 
tee had any information on the subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The passage of this bill would, ia my opinion, 
work the total destruction of that road. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading there were—ayes 13, noes 4. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No quorum. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] going to insist on that point ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then, if the gentleman will withdraw the point 
of no quorum, I will ask that the bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

JURY TRIALS IN POLICE COURT. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill which a while ago was 
passed over for the time being—the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial 
by jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes. pits 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has already been read. 
There are some amendments reported by the committee. If there be 
no objection, those amendments will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Some of those amendments are objected to; and 
we desire to amend them. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Then the amendments will be reported 
in their order. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In section 1, line 4, after the word “original,” insert the words “and exclu- 
sive ;” and after the word “jurisdiction,” in line 4, strike out the words “and in 
which under the law a person accused of any offense is entitied to a trial by 
jury, the,” and insert “trial shall be by jury which;* so that the clause will 
: “ That in all causes ofwhich the police court of the District of Columbia has 
original and exclusive jurisdiction, shall be by jury, which said jury shall 
consist of twelve persons,” etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Insert the following as section 2: 

“ So, 2, That if upon the trial of any such cause as aforesaid in the said police 
court an exception be taken by or in behalf of the defendant to any ruling or 
instruction of the court on matter of law the same may be reduced to writing 
at the time, or it may be entered on the minutes of the judge and afterwards 
settled in such manner and within such time as may be provided by rule by the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, and then stated in writing in a bill 
of exceptions, with so much of the evidence as may be material to the ques- 
tion or questions raised, which said bill of exceptions shall be signed by the 
judge of the said police court. And if, upon the presentation to a justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia of a verified petition setting forth 
the matter or matters so excepted to,such justice shall be of opinion the 
same show probable error in any ruling or instruction of the said judge of the 
police court, the said justice shall allow a writ of error in the cause, which 
writ shall issue out of the said supreme court addressed to the said judge of the 
police court, and the said judge,as a return to such writ, shall thereupon 
send up the information or complaint filed in the cause and a copy of all the 

ings therein duly certified to the said supreme court, and the said su- 

pene court shall p to hear the said cause in general term as other causes 
uly appealed thereto: Provided, however, That no such writ of error shall be 
allowed after one month from and after the signing of such bill of exceptions 
as aforesaid: And provided further, That the justice allowing such writ may stay 
execution of the judgment of said police court upon the entering by the plain- 
tiff in error into a recognizance with sufficient suroty,to be approved by such 
justice, for his appearance at the general term of the said supreme court then 
pending, or if no such general term be pending, then to the next general term, 
there to prosecute the said writ of error to effect and to abide by and perform 
the judgment of the said supreme court in the premises.” 


Mr. WHEELER. This bill has some very objectionable features; at 
least, in tical operation some of its features may become objection- 


i 


able. I desire to say in explanation of my position in regard to this 
bill that to-night I have received my first intimation of its existence. 
Some members of the House who were prepared to oppose this bill or to 


offer amendments to it are absent to-night, not knowing that the bill 
would be brought up. I have been requested to examine the biil and 
point out the objections which my brief examination has enabled me 
to discover; and in the meager time I have had to devote tothe exam- 
ination of the bill I think that I find some provisions which should be 
modified or eliminated. I find that certain gentlemen are very stren- 
uously advocating the passage of the bill. I see it stated in the report 
of the committee that the passage of the bill has been earnestly urged 
by the justices of the supreme court of the District, the assistant attor- 
ney for the District, and by the judge of the police court. 

Now, there is no doubt in my mind that some bill on this subject is 
necessary. ~The decision of the supreme court last summer in refer- 
ence to trials in the police court was of such a character as to impair 
the power of this court unless some bill be passed. But in preparing 
this bill to correct an evil which I admit exists I do not think the 
care has been taken which should be bestowed upon so important a 
matter. In the passage of any law concerning the trial of persons for 
their liberty, and in other respects affecting the rights of the people, 
placing the right of appeal in the hands of the officials of a court, par- 
ticularly when the tenure of such officers is for life, great care should 
be taken to see that no constitutional or common-law right is infringed. 
This section provides the right of appeal in the following terms: 

And if, upon the presentation to a justice of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia of a verified petition setting forth the matter or matters so excepted 
to, such justice shall be of opinion that the same show probable error in any rul- 
ing or instruction of the said judge of the police court, said justice shallallow 
a writ of error in the cause. 

The defendant is deprived of the absolute right of appeal, and only 
given that right when a judge of the supreme court, after examination 
of the papers, concludes that a probable error in any ruling or instruc- 
tion of any judge of the police court has occurred in the trial. 

It seems to me that the clause needs modification, or possibly it should 
be omitted, so that an absolute right of appeal shall remain. 

Then it goes on to provide— 

` That the justice allowing such writ may stay execution of the judgment of 
said police court upon the entering: by the plaintiff in error into a recognizance 
with sufficient surety, to be approved by such justice, for his appearance at the 
general term of the said supreme court then g, or if no such general term 
be pending, then to the next general term, there to prosecute the said writ of 
error to efect and to abide by and perform the judgment of the said supreme 
court in the premises, 

The defendant before the court may be under bond or he may have 
been confined in jail. Ifin jail, it is not clear but that he would be 
required to give a bond in order to secure the right of appeal. 

It seems to me the proper course would be to refer bill to the 
Judiciary Committee. It is a bill involving the most important rights 
of man and the dearest rights of a defendant on trial. And I do not 
think the bill will be jeopardized by referring it to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. In order to provide for speedy action that committee might 
be granted leave to report at any time, They might reportit back im- 
mediately. i 

I feel very keenly the importance of this matter. The billis earnestly 
urged by gentlemen for whom I have a very high regard, and it isjust 
as earnestly op by gentlemen for whom I have equal regard. I 
have talked to the gentlemen on both sides to-night. 

The opponents of the bill only ask that the objectionable provisions 
of the measure be modified or omitted,and its advocates seem to besat- 
isfied if the bill clearly provides that there shall be jurors in the police 
courts and specifies the manner in which they shall be drawn. 

It seems to me that this can be done in a very brief bill which would 
be free from the numerous expressions in the measure now before us, 
which in their best aspect must be admitted to be of very doubtful 
construction. 

It seems to me that there can be no necessity for two jury boxes, and 
the provision for taking jurymen from talesmen should be modified. 

e must remember that when laws are passed that take from or in 
any way abridge the rights of the citizen and confer powers upon ofti- 
cers whose tenure of office is for life, those rights are very seldom re- 
gained by the people. 

I am preparing amendments, which I can submit to the House in a 
few moments. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We might take a recess, 

Mr. WHEELER. Have you no other bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Not ready. 

Mr. WHEELER. I dislike to endanger the passage of a bill of this 
importance, but it ought not to go through until it has been made to 
conform to the just system of jurisprudence. When the amendments 
to which I have referred have been prepared the bill can be taken up 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let it be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REGULATION OF PHARMACY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 12498) to regulate the 
practice of p in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to regulate the practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia, 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be an= 
lawful for any person, not a registered pharmacist witnin the meaning of this 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


. 


act, ty! ea ery any pharmacy in the District of Columbia, except as hereinafter 
ro 5 
: The commissioners of pharmacy shall furnish the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with a correct list of registered pharmacists in said District, 
and shall from time to time enter upon said list the names of persons newly 
It shall be unlawful for the commissioners for said District of 
Columbia, or officers acting under their authority, to grant a license to conduct 
a pharmacy to any person whose name does not appear upon said list: Provided, 
however, That in case the proprietor or owner of any pharmacy shall not be en- 
titled to registration, or person owning more than one pharmacy, a registered 
pharmacist shall be employed, under whose supervision said pharmacy, as to 
abet remy ear dispensing medicines, shall be conducted, and the license 
granted to such proprietor or owner shall contain the name of the registered 
pharmacist thus employed, and in case of a change of pharma in 
any such pharmacy, the proprietor or owner thereof shall immediately inform 
the commissioners of p! y the name and address of the registered phar- 
macist newly a 

Src, 2. That it shall be unlawful for the proprietor of any pharmacy to allow 
any person except a registered pharmacist to compound or dispense the pre- 
scriptions of physicians, or to retail or dispense peons for medical use, except 
as an aid to and under the immediate supervision ofa red pharmacist, 
Any persons violat: the provisions of this or the p ing section shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined not 
Jess than $25 nor more thun $100 for each and every such offense. 

Bgo. 3. That immediately after the passage of this act, and biennially there- 
after, or as often as necessary, the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall appoint three pharmacists and two physicians, all of whom shall have 
been residents of the District of Columbia for five years and of at least five years’ 
practical experience in their respective professions, who shall be known and 
styled as commissioners of pharmacy for the District of Columbia, who shall 
serve without compensation, and who shall hold office for two years, and until 
their successors are appointed and qualified, Said commissioners shall, within 
thirty days after the notification of their appointment, each take and subscribe 
to an oath to impartially and faithfull their duties as prescribed by 
thisact. The position of any commissioner who shall fail to so q within the 
time named shal! be vacant, and the vacancy or vacancies so occurring, or any 
vacancy or vacancies that may occur, shall be filled by the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, 

Sec. 4. That the commissioners of pharmacy shall oes hart of registration 
open at some convenient place within the city of W: gton, of which due 
notice shall be given through the public press, and shall record therein the name 
and place of business of every person registered under this act. 

Sec. 5. That the said commissioners of pharmacy shall, upon a ugar and 
at such time and place as they may determine, examine each and every person 
who shall desire to conduct a pharmacy within the District of Columbia as phar- 
macists; and if a majority of said commissioners shall be satisfied that said per- 
son is competent and fully qualified to conduct said business, they shall enter the 
name of such person as a registered p cist in the book provided for in sec- 
tion 4 of this act. 

Src. 6. That no person shall be entitled to an examination by said commis- 
sioners of pharmacy for registration as pharmacist unless he present satisfactory 
evidence of being twenty-one years of age, and having served not less than four 
years in a store or pharmacy where physicians’ prescriptions were compounded 
and dispensed, or is a graduate of some respectable medical college or univer- 


Sec, 7. That all graduates in pharmacy having s diploma from an incorpo- 
rated college or school of pharmacy that requires a practical experience in 
pharmacy of not less than four years before granting a iad agree, and pharma- 
cists E peered a certificate of registration from a oral y constituted State 
board of pharmacy, provided the granting of said certificate was based upon 
an nation and a practical experience in pharmacy of not less than four 
years, shall be entitled to have their names registered as pharmacists by said 
commissioners of pharmacy. 

Spc. 8. That the commissioners of pharmacy shall be entitled to demandand 
receive from each n whom they register as pharmacists, without exami- 
nation, the sum of $3, and from each ponon whom they examine the sum of $10. 
And in case the examination of said person should prove defective and unsat- 
isfactory and his name not be registered, he shall be permitted to present him- 
self for re-examination within any period not exceeding twelve months next 

r, and no charge shall be made for such re-examination. The money 
received under the provisions of this section shall be applied to payment of 
such expenses as the commissioners may incur, not otherwise provided for, in 
executing the provisions of this act. 

8go. 9. That every registered pharmacist shall be held responsible for the 
quality of all drugs, chemicals, and medicines he may sell or dispense, with the 
exception of those sold in the original packages of the manufacturer, and also 
those known as ‘‘ patent medicines ;"’ and should he knowingly, intentionally, 
and fraudulently adulterate, or cause to be adulterated, such drugs, chemicals, 
or medical preparations, or should he knowingly manufacture, sell, or dis- 
pense any medicine from damaged material or of an inferior qon; repre- 
senting said medicine to be of good quality; or should he fraudulently label 
any medicine deficient in strength according to the United States P) 
copeia, by a name officinal in said pharmacope@ia; or should he falsely or 
fraudulently represent by label, written or printed, that any medicine is made 
by authority of and to represent any formula in any certain book of formulz; 
or should he falsely and fraudulently represent by label, printed or written 
that any certain medicine contains given quantities by weight or measure of 
certain ingredients, he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon 
conviction thereof, be liable to a penalty not exceeding $100, and in addition 
thereto his name shall be stricken from the register. 

Seo, 10. That the commissioners of pharmacy shall, within sixty days after the 
passage of this act, prescribe and publish certain general rules for the arrange- 
ment of pharmacies, as to thestorage of poisonous medicines, so as to prevent as 
faras possible a dangerous error by the accidental substitution of one medicine 
for another; and should the pie ware boa owner of any p! y refuse or ni 
lect to comply with said rules thirty days’ notification, upon conviction he 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined not less than $25 
nor more than $100 for each offense. 

. Seo. 11. That it shall be unlawful for any person, from and egine oo poy 

ae act, to retail any poisons enumerated in Schedules A and B, as follows, 

wit: 
SCHEDULE A. 

Arsenic and its preparations, corrosive sublimate, white precipitate, red pre- 
cipltato, biniodide of mercury, cyanide of potassium, hydrocyanio acid ag pe 
nia, and all other poisonous vegetable alkaloids, and their salts, essential oil of 
bitter almonds, opium and its preparations, except goric and other prepara- 
tions of opium containing less than two grains to the ounce. 

SCHEDULE B., 

Aconite, belladona, colchicum, conium, nux vomica, henbane, savin, ergot, 

itecros cantharides, creosote, digitalis, and their pharmaceutical 

ns, croton-oil, choloform, chloral hydrate, sulphate of zinc, mineral acids, 
carbolic acid, and oxalic acid, without Re gpa labeling the box, vessel, or 
paper in which the said poison is contained, and also the outside wrapper or 
cover, with the name of the article, the word “ poison,” and the name aud place 


of business of the seller. Nor shall it be lawful for any person to sell or deliver 
any poisons enumerated in ules A and B, unless, upon due inquiry, it be 
found that the purchaser is aware of its poisonous character, and represents that 
it is to be used fora legitimate po . Norshall it be lawful for any registered 
harmacist to sell any poison included in Schedule A without, before deliver- 
ng the same to the pu , causing an entry to be made, in a book ape sm 
that purpose, stating the date of sale, the name and address of the pu 
the name and quality of the poison sold, the purposes for which it is represent: 
by the purchaser to berequired, and the name of the dispenser ; such book to 
be always open for inspection by the proper authorities, and to be preserved for 
reference for at least five years. The provisions of this section shall not apply 
to the dispensing of poisons, in not unusual quantities or doses, upon the pre- 
scriptions of practitioners of medicine, Nor shall it belawful for any licensed 
or registered druggist or pharmacist in the District of Columibia to retail, orsell, 
or give away any alcoholic liquors or compounds as a beverage, to be drunk or 
consumed upon the premises, And any violation of the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall make the owner or principal of said store or pharmacy liabletoa fine 
of not less than $25 and not more than $10), to be collected in the usual manner, 

Sec. 12. That the commissioners of pharmacy shall nominate a regi 

posos, who shall havé been a resident of the District of Columbia for not 
ess than five years immediately preceding, have had a practical experience in 
pharmacy of not less than ten years, and who, if approved by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, shall be by them, the said commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, appointed inspector of pharmacy. Before entering upon the 
discha: of his duties he shall take and subscribe to an oath or affirmation to 
faithfully discharge the duties required of him. Said inspector shall be ass 
inted for a period of two years; nevertheless he may be removed at any ti 
‘or neglect or unfaithfulness in the discharge of the duties of his office, or 1 
incompetency, if such neglect, unfaithfalness, or incompetency shall be stis- 
tained to the satisfaction of a a Seog of the commissioners of pharmacy. 

Sec, 18. That the inspector of pharmacy shall give his whole time to the duties 
required of him, and shall, under such rules and regulations as may ped iay on 
by the commissioners of pharmacy, inspect medicines offered for sale or to be 
di the District of Columbia, except articles known as “ patent međi- 
cines.” For this pu: he shall visit each and every pharmacy in the District 
of Columbia bi-monthly. All medicines that he may find damaged toan extent 
to be unfit for use, or of inferior quality to be used as a medicine, or in any man- 
ner adulterated, he shall condemn the same, and shall report the fact to the com- 
missioners of pharmacy, naming the medicine condemned, the particular defect 
and extent of damage, adulteration, or inferiority; and if the commissioners of 

harmacy shall concur in the judgmentof the inspector, immediate notice shall 
te served upon the owner, or person in whose on said medicines were 
found, that the same shall be destroyed within twenty-four hours, Upon failure 
tocomply with this demand the person offending shall, upon conviction, be fined 
not less than $50 for each offense. In case the commissioners of pharmacy shalt 
non-concur in the judgment of the inspector, said medicine shal! be released from 
condemnation. Any person who shall sell or offer for sale any medicine con- 
demned by the inspector, pending investigation by the commissioners of phar- 
macy, shall, upon conviction, be fined not less than $25 foreach offense. Heshall 
make monthly reports to the commissioners of pharmacy, in such form as said 
commissioners shall prescribe, of work done by him during the pre 
month. Said report shali include violations of this act of which he may have 
knowledge. Any person who may obstruct or in any manner interfere with 
said inspector in the performance of the duties requi of him, or who may re- 
fuse him admission to premises where medicines are stored for sale or to be dis- 
pensed, or who thay in any manner refuse him access to such medicines, shall 
upon conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined not 
less than $50 for each offense. 

Sec, 14. That the annual compensation of the inspector of pharmacy shall be 
$2,500, and the purchase of ae of medicines, apparatus, and other incl- 
den a all of which shall be approved by the commissioners of phar- 
macy, and shall not exceed $500 annually. The commissioners of the District 
of Columbia shall furnish said inspector of pharmacy with suitable office ac- 
commodations and conveniences. 2 

Sec. 15. That any itinerant vender of any drug, nostrum, ointment, or ap- 
pliance of any kind, intended for the treatment of or injury, or who 
shall, by writing, or printing, or any other method publicly profess to cure or 
treat diseases, injury, or deformity by any drug, nostrum, manipulation, or 
other expedient, shall pay a license of $50 per annum into the treasury of the 
District of Columbia, to be collected in the usual way, and in default thereof 
shall, upon conviction, be fined not less than $50 for each offense. 

Sec. 16. That any person who shall procure or attempt to procure registration 
for himself or for another, under this act, by making or causing to be madeany 

representation, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon 
conviction thereof, be liable to a penalty of not less than $25 nor more than $100, 
an‘ the name of the person so fraudulently registered shall be stricken from the 
registry. Any person, not a registered pharmacist as provided for in this act, 
who rhall conduct a store, pharmacy, or place for retailing, compounding, or 
dispensing drugs, medicines, or chemicals for medicinal use, or for compound- 
ing or dispensing physicians’ prescriptions, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
Sonno and, upon conviction thereof, shall be liable to a penalty of not less 

n $0, 

Src. 17. That the word “pharmacist” used in this act shall be taken to mean 
apothecary, druggist, manufacturer (except persons known as manufacturin; 

emists, who do not compound, prepare, or manufacture any pharmaceuti 
pre; ons to be used in medicine other than chemicals), or other person 
whose business it is to prepare, manufacture, sell, or dispense medicines. The 
word “pharmacy” shall be taken to mean and include manufactory (exceptchem- 
ical manufactory where no other pharmaceutical preparations are made), store, 
dispensary, or other place where medicines are manufactured, sold, or offered 
for sale, dispensed, or where physicians’ prescriptions are prepared, com- 
pounded, or dispensed. The word “ medicines” shall be taken to mean any drug, 
mixture, compound, pharmaceutical preparations, chemicals (except chemica, 
in the original and unbroken packages of the manufacturing chemist, and 
chemicals kept for sale exclusively for scientific or mechanical purposes), or 
any other article used as a medicine, whether for internal or external use. ex- 
re articles known as patent medicines. The term‘ patent modicines” shall be 

en to mean only such articles of merchandise the formula of which, either 
as to in, ient, quantities, or manipulation has never been published, and is 
claimed by the possessor asa proprietaryright, Thatthe word “person” shall be 
taken to mean persons, firms, companies, or corporations, That words in the 
singular number shall be taken in the plural where applicable. That words in 
one gender shall include either gender. That the words ‘registered pharma- 
cist," wherever used in this act, shall be taken to mean and apply to such per- 
sons only as have been red as a pharmacist in pursuance of this act. 

Src, 18. That all fines and penalties under this act shall be imposed and col- 
lected in the same manner that other fines and penalties are imposed and col- 


lected in the District of Columbia; and it shall be the duty of the United States 
— attorney for the District of Columbia to prosecute all violations of this 


Src. 19, That to carry this act into effect there be, and is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,125 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for the year ending June 30, 1890, the 
further sum of $3,000, or so much of either or both of said sums as may be new 
essary, to be disbursed as provided in section 14 of this act. 
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Mr. GUENTHER. This, as I understand it, is simply a re-enact- 
ment of the t law with certain amendments? 

Mr. HILL. That is correct, 

Mr. O’NELLL, of Missouri. What are the amendments? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the eman that we have but 
afew minutes remaining to-night, and that it would take a consider- 
able time to go over all of the amendments. The bill was 
by the pharmacists here who asked for it, requesting that re- 
strictions be thrown around the business, as you understand it is in 
all other cities. It was gone over very carefully by the gentlethan from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON], who is himself a physician, and met 
his appeoeal; and while the various members of the committee, out- 
side of himself, do not know much about pharmacy, we relied largely 
upon his judgment in g the bill. 

Mr. GUENTHER, It has the approval of the pharmacists here ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood from the reading of this bill, 
which is quite lengthy, pc in regarā to an inspector of phar- 
Who is to be the i 
TKINSON, The bill pecker for the appointment of an in- 

of pharmacy who is to be nominated by the organization of 
ggists here, They nominate a number of men, any one of whom 
: may be selected by the commissioners, as I recollect the bill. Butin 
order to secure pure drugs itis necessary that there should be an in- 
spection of them. No man can tell in purchasing drugs whether they 
are pure or not, and the duty of the inspector is to visit the various 
drug stores, examine their stock, condemn articles which are inert or 
useless, and compel the druggist todispense only pure and fresh drugs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me make an inguiry upon another point. 
As I caught the reading of the bill there was some provision in regard 
to labeling drugs and making public the formula under which they 
were compounded, where the p tion is ‘a compound h sega wt 

hry ATKINSON. I presume the gentleman refers to provision 

regard to the maaan aE plein These are required to be la- 
pelt, and pooper bill provides among other things that poisons, mentioned 
ina schedule embraced in th bil, shall be kept in a separate part of 
drug store, so that there may be no opportunity for error in dis- 

ponsing $ the drugs. 

CHARDSON. Iunderstood the bill to provide that the in- 
nik of drags should be allowed toexamine as to the component parts 
of different preparations of medicine, and to see that the formula in all 
rr tC opens or some such means. - 

Mr. ATKINSON. That would be within the scope of his powers; 
that is, he would be allowed to inspect all drugs made to the 
standard formula; but it would not embrace compounded drugs nase 
patents, what are called “*patent medicines.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was in regard to that point that I wanted 
ZA oa Soe PIETEN Wae E TOTEN shee Smee Mle 


Mr. ATKINSON. No, sir; they go upon the market as of the char- 
acter they pretend to have, and this does not provide for their inspec- 
tion. Anybody whotakes patent medicines takes them at his own risk 
upon the credit of the producer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not intended, then, to make public the 
compounds whi ar aie gating hence inl omer suerte 

Mr. ATKINSON, No, sir 

Mr. RICHARDSON. While I would support the bill if it did make 
provision for that, for I am not much in favorof patent medicines my- 
a gt none ect oy tend ion was. 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
JURY TRIAL, POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Lnow ask to take up 
provide for trial by jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, 


and for other 
The SP Canty grins N TEES 
sod teak Saas dieti hoa a ia DEAS tide av 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Tiano azo iata areni X daalt Sp iO 
now to the bill. 


In the second section and fourth line I move to strike out the word 


Mr. HEMPHILL. In the seventh line ofthe same section I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘may be” and insert ‘‘now;’” so that it will 


read: ‘‘as now provided by rule by the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia.’’ yi nd 


Mr. HEMPHILL. In the eighth line, after the word * Col 
pe beg SORS In bapa steno a B yea igs ome 
similar to those in the supreme court of the District of 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I move also to strike out the word ‘‘if” after 
the word ‘“‘and,” in the twelfth line, 

The amendment was 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Also insert, after the word ‘“‘presentation,” in 
the twelfth line, the words ‘‘of the same.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move now to strike out the thirteenth, four- 
teenth, fifteenth, and sixteenth lines, down to and including the word 
“police”? in that line, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I move to strike out the third section and sub- 
stitute the following in place of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc.3, That such jurors shall be drawn in the same manner as now provided 
by law for jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 


Mr. KILGORE. Ibelieve you have already passed a bill in relation 
to jurors. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That relates to jurors in the supreme court of 
the District. This relates to the police court and merely provides the 
same as for the supreme court. ~ 

The t was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remaining amendments 
by the committee will be considered as agreed to, if there be no ohjec- 
tion. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 

ly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Then, on motion of Mr. HEMPHILL (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m. W the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill CH, R. 12507) for the relief of Nash L. 
Cox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12508) granting a pension to Sam- 
“by Me WICKHAM: A bill (H. E, 12509) grant 

y Mr. 2509) granting a pension to 

George N. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


- | PETITIONS, ETC. 

‘The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ~s- 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Statement of C. J. Murphy relative to the 
importance of the Indian corn product of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, favoring the 
repeal of all internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, for legislation 
to provide a system of inspection of all animals slaughtered for food— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BOUND: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, in 
favor of the repeal of all internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, 

that all internal-revenue taxes be abolished—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Pi Sant CONGER: Resolutions of Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of 

blic, of Dexter, Iowa, Ear O E roe trie 2 
lation behalf of Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of farmers of Durham, Me., for pro- 
tection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of farmers of Middlesex, Vt., for protec- 
tion to agriculture—io the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Dakota, for admission, but 
protesting against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from W. F. King, president of 
Cornell College, of Iowa, in favor of the Chace-Breckintidge ccpyright ` 
bill—to the Committee on Patents. | / 


the bill (S. 3132) to | sions. 


By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 
change, for the repeal of the internal-revenue laws—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of George W. Jameson, of Cul- 


County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Pikims—to Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kansas, relating to the enumeration of soldiers in the next census—to 
the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the same, in relation to the opening of 
the Indian Territory to settlement—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug 
Exchange, favoring the repeal of all internal-revenue taxes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, 
fayoring legislation providing for a system of inspection of all animals 
slaughtered for food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Philadelphia Drug Exchange, ask- 
ing that all internal-revenue taxes be abolished—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. j 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of farmers of Lee, Berkshire County, 
Massachusetts, for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Ill., in be- 
half of the National Deaf-Mute College—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Margaret J. Fletcher for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of various organizations of Michigan. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Of 106 citizens of California. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Of 809 citizens of Ohio. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of the Congregational Church of 
Muskegon, Mich. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Of members of the South Congregational Church 
of Middletown, Conn, 
ed Mr. GUENTHER: Of the First Presbyterian Church of Oshkosh, 

is. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of 35,440 citizens of Indiana. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of 170 citizens of Washington, D, C. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Cannon City, Minn. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Of 100 citizens of Missouri, 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of 430 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr, J. H. O'NEILL: Of 82 citizens of Indiana, 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Of citizens of Martinsburgh, W. Va. 


The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. HIRES: Of J. 8. Garrison and 278 others, of Cape May, N. J. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of William P. Blair and 156 others, 
of Asheville, N. C. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of A. B. Smith and 166 others, of Westfield; and of 
Alfred Mason and 45 others, of Ocean Park, N. J. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Cannon City, Minn. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of G. W. White and 61 others, of Kansas. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of H. N. Snowand 167 others, of Durham, N. C. 
o E Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of G. H. Fairbanks and 19 others, of Troy, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1889, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s p was read and approved. 


PROVISIONAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CREEKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress: 

I transmit herewith for approval and ratification a provisional ent 
lately entered into between the Government of the United States and Creek 
Nation of Indians through their duly authorized representatives, and which has 
been ap by the national council of said nation, by which ent the 
title and interest of the said Creek Nation of Indians in and to all lands in the 
Indian Territory or elsewhere, except such as are held and occupied as the 
homes of said nation, are ceded to the United States. 

The eighth section of the Indian appropriation bill approved March 8, 1885, 
authorized the President “to open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles. 
and Cherokees for the pu of opening to settlement under the hom 
Jaws the unassigned lands in the Indian Territory ceded by them, 
to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, k 
and July 19, 1866.” This section also contains an app ion in furtherance 
of its purpose, and requires that the action of the ent thereunder should 
be reported to Somers. 

The “unassigned” lands thus referred to should be construed to be those 


ively, 


which have not been transferred by the United States in pursuance of the treat- 
ies mentioned in the section quoted. 

The treaty with the Creeks is dated June 14, 1866. Itwas confirmed by aSen- 
aao ana ion passed July 19, 1866, and was proclaimed August 11, 1866. (l4 

tats., e 

a third article of the treaty makes a cession of lands in the following 
words: 

“In compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indians 
and freedmen thereon, the Creeks hereby cede and convey to the United States, 
to be sold to'and used as homes for such other civilized Indians as the United 
States may choose to settle thereon, the west half of their entire domain, to be 
divided by a line running north and south; the eastern half of said Creek lands, 
being retained by them, shall, except as herein otherwise stipulated, be forever 
set apart as a home for said Creek Nation; and in consideration of said cession 
of the west half of their lands, estimated to contain 3,250,560 acres, the United 
States agree to pay the sum of 30 cents per acre, amounting to $975,168.” 

The provision that the lands conveyed were “to be sold toand used as homes 
for such other civilized Indians,” ete., has been steadily regarded as a limita- 
tion upon the grant made to the United States. Suchaconstruction is admitted 
to be the true one in many ways, especially by the continual reservation of the 
ceded lands from settlement by the whites, by the sale of a portion of the same 
to Indians, by the use of other portions as the home of Indians, and also by va- 
rious provisions in proposed legislation in Congress. Thus the bill now pend- 
ing for the organization of Oklahoma provides for the ent to the Creeks 
and Seminoles of the ordinary Government price of $1.25 per acre, less the 
amount heretofore paid. 

The section of the law of 1885 first above quoted appears also to have been 
passed in contemplation not only of the existence of a claim on the part of the 
Creeks, but of the substantial foundation of that claim in equity, if not in law, 
and in acknowledgment of the duty of the Goverment to satisfactorily heer por od 
the claim of the Indian people before putting the land to the free uses of settle- 
ment and Territorial occupation by whites. 

But it seems to have been considered that so far as the lands had been as- 
<_< they may fairly be taken to be such as under the treaty were “to bo 
sold.” As to these, they having been assigned or ‘sold’ in accordance with 
said treaty, the claim of the Creeks thereto bas been entirely discharged, and 
the title from the United States passed unburdened with any condition or lim- 
itation to the grantees. This seems to be an entirely clear proposition, 

The Sea T, lands must be those which are unsold, paaie not Ce Ah 
that the fair ificance of the term, as used technically in conveyancing, but 
because the limiting condition in the Creek treaty was that the lands should be 
sold to, as well as used as homes for, other Indians. 


The total quantity of lands in the western half of the Creek Nation, Acres, 
and which were ceded in 1866, i8.......:c0..ccceeesee I RAAS BS Seese sb etesss 8, 402, 428, 83 
The assigned lands as above defined are in three bodies; 
eres, 
1. The Seminole country, by the treaty of 1868............... 200, 000, 00 * 
2. The Sac and Fox reservation, sold and conveyed b 
article 6 of the treaty of February 18, 1867 fis Stat 
utes, 495); AMOuUnting tO......ssssnsessses ceseeetannvadperseacerere 479, 668. 05 
8, The Pawnee reservation, a a section 4 of > 
the act of Congress of April 10, 1876 (19 Statutes, D), 
for which the Government received the price 
lowed the Creeks, 30 cents per AOTC.......scccrsrerreevese 53,005. 04 
Making a total of assigned or sold lands of.........-0+sese00 Menara 732, 673. 99 
And leaving as the total unassigned lands ....ssssssssssssssssersrrosesersrsrsnss 2, 669, 754. 89 
Of this total quantity of unassigned land which is subject to the negotiations 
provided for under the law of 1885, there should be a further division made in 
er sum which ought fairly to be paid in discharge of the Creek 
ereto. < 


I. In that part of these lands called the Oklahoma country no Indians have 
been allowed to reside by any action of the Government, norhasany execution 
been attempted of the limiting condition of the cession of 1866, 

The quantity of these lands, carefully computed from the surveys, is 1,392,- 


7041.70 acres, f 
IL The remainder of these unassi lands has been a; riated, in some 
degree, to Indian uses, although still within the control of vernment, 
—_ by three executive orders, the following Indian reservations have been 
created: 


1. By President Grant, August 10, 1869, the reservation of the Chey- 
ennes and Arapahoes, which embraces of this land................+ 
2. By President Arthur, August 15, 1883, the reservation for the 


containing ..... 417. 67 
3. By President Arthur, a 


fo 
EMDACING.......0c1ecess00 mAs ana dasinggavavivesswcussen MOD, 405. GL: 
4. A tract set apart for the Pottawatomies by the treaty of Febru- 
ary 27, 1867 (15 Stats., 531), followed by the act of May 23, 1872 
(17 Stats., 159), by which individual allotments were authorized 
upon the tract, though but very few Indians have selected and 
id for such allotments according to the provisions of that 
w. Theentire quantity of the Pottawatomie reservation is.. 


This shows the quantity of lands unassigned but to some extent 
app! po indies anenhty: Ao OCCA AAE TO. 1, 277,050.19 


Seite? Proce — which are not oro A A pera era rte oe i paepe kary soey 
ve been Do wer sano , it appears clear! t a 
of at least $1.25 Anhaia lowed to the Creeks, They held more than the or- 
dinary Indian title, for they had a gs in fee from the Government, The 
Osages of Kansas were allowed $1.25 per acre upon giving up their reserva- 
tion, and this land of the Creeks is reported by those familiar with it to be equal 
to any land in the country, Without regard to the t enhanced value of 
this land, and if reference be only had to the conditions when the cession was 
made, no less price iia pr to be paid for it than the ordinary Government price. 
Therefore, in this se onal agreement which bas been made with the 
the gs of $1.25 been settled upon for such land, with the deduction o 
the 30 cents per acre which has al y been paid by the Government therefor, 
As to the remainder of the unassigned lands, in view of the fact that some uso 
has been made of them of the general character indicated by the treaty of 
1866, and because some portion of them should be allotted to Indians under the 
general allotment act, and to cover the expenses of surveys and adjustments, 
a diminishment of 20 cents per acre has been acceded to, ere is no difference 


in the character of the lands. 
Thus, computing the unassigned and entirely unappropriated land, aoe 
Oklahoma country, containing 1,392,704.70 acres, at cents per acre, and the 
E E Ie wrest ae eas ae 
.19 acres, al cents per acre, tot iP" © agreemen 
been reached—$2,280,857.10. 
But as it was desirable that the Indian title should be beyond all on ex- 
guished to all parts of the land ceded by the Creeks in 1866, their full 
consent and understanding, the agreement of cession has been made to embrace 


Acres. 
619, 450. 59 


222, 716, 32 
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a complete surrender of all claim to the western half of their domain, includ- 
ing the assigned as well as the unassigned lands, for the price named. So the 
agreement takes the form in the first article of such a cession, and in the sec- 
ond article is stipulated the price in gross, of all the lands and interests ceded, 
with no detailed reference to the manner of its ascertainment. 

The overtures which led to this agreement were made by representatives of 
the Creek Nation, who came here for that purpose. They were intelligent and 
evidently loyal to the interests of their people. The terms of the agreement 
were fully discussed and concessions were made by both parties. It was 
promptly confirmed by the national council of the Creek Indians, and ita com- 
am consummation only waits the approval of the Congress of the United 


tes, 
lam convinced that such ratification will be of decided benefit to the Govern- 
ment, and that the cement is entirely free from any suspicion of unfairness 
or injustice towards the Indians. 
I desire to call especial attention to the fact that to become effective the 
ment must be ratified by the Congress prior to the Ist day of July, 1889. 
e draught of an act of ratification is herewith submitted. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1889. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Light-House Board of December 26, 1888, submitting an estimate for 
an appropriation of $1,500 to purchase a right of way to the light-sta- 
tion at Point Sur, California; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord to be 

rinted. 

p He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in to a resolution of December 
18, 1888, a statement of officers and employés who have been appointed 
or promoted within the classified customs service without competitive 
examination between March 1, 1888, and January 15, 1889; which, on 
motion of Mr. HALE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Select Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Serv- 
ice, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by citi- 
zens of Hillsdale, D. C., favoring the passage of Senate bill 3673, au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. . 

He also presented the petition of C. Courter and 23 others (11 voters 
and 13 women), citizens of Downs, Kans., and the petition of D. A. 
Payne and 49 others (30 voters and 20 women), citizens of Cherokee, 
Kans., praying for the submission to the States of a prohibitory con- 
stitutional amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the New York Mercantile 
Exchange, urging an ap tiation to carry out the provisions of the 
oleomargarine law; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Fulton Produce Ex- 
change of Kansas City, Mo., favoring the passage of the Oklahoma bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of Alfred H. Love, presi- 
dent of the Universal Peace Union, and John J. Lytle, secretary, pray- 
ing the intervention of the United States to prevail upon the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain to submit any controversy between the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain and Venezuela to arbitration, as an example to 
all nations. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relation and that it be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of H. F. Shaw and 96 others (90 
voters and 7 women), citizens of Meriden, Conn., praying for the pro- 

of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man im- 
portation, exportation, bog payee and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER penn the petition of J. M. Timmons and 24 
others (12 voters and 13 women), citizens of Roney’s Point, W. Va.; 
the petition of T. C. Galway and 10 voters, citizens of Triadelphia, W. 
Va.; the ition of Laverty Greer and 23 others (10 voters and 14 
women), citizens of Elm Grove, W. Va., and the petition of John Bailee 
and 9 voters, citizens of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the popol 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a 
beve ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of J. W. Humphreys and 62 
other citizens of the State of Virginia, praying for the passage of such 
laws as will restore silver to the place as a money metal which it oc- 
cupied before it was demonetized by the United States and Europe; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. DANIEL presented five petitions of citizens of Richmond, Va., 
praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a pauo of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union, department of Sabbath observance, the Illinois Sab- 

th Association, the American Sabbath Union, etc., containing 6,341 
individual signatures, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the directors of the Chicago 
Live-Stock Exchange, urging the enactment of legislation providing for 


the inspection by Government officers of all animals slaughtered for 
sire which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the New York Mercantile 
Exchange, urging that sufficient appropriations be made to secure the 
enforcement of the oleomargarine law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Fo: A 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 
change, urging Congress to abolish all internal-revenne taxes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of A. Heald and 99 others (42 
voters and 58 women), citizens of Reading and vicinity, in Vermont, 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Dairymen’s As- 
sociation, praying for the enactment of a law, with proper peng) ties for 
the infraction thereof, requiring all cheese made from milk from which 
any portion of the cream has been taken to be branded ‘‘ skim cheese,” 
and to be sold as such; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 7 citizens of Lime Ridge, 
Pa.; a petition of 6 citizens of Millmont, Pa.; a petition of members 
of the Presbyterian Church of Media, Pa., and a petition of members 
of the Presbyterian Church of Duncannon, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of C. H. Pierce and 272 others (91 
voters and 182 women), citizens of Northfield, Minn., and the petition 
of Newell S. Austin and 66 others (34 voters and 33 women), citizens 
of Cedar Mills, Minn., praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting+the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of A. R. Dougherty and 56 
others (14 voters and 43 women), citizens of Culbertson, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional 
amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of J. M. Barrows and 
66 others (23 voters and 44 women), citizens of Sturgis, Mich., pray- 
ing for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of L. C. Parker and 83 others 
(31 voters and 53 women), citizens of Walworth, Wis., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, raying 
for legislation prohibiting the running of interstate Sunday nA ga 
mail trains, and forbidding military drills on the Sabbath, signed by 
219 citizens of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I present a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Whitman County, Washington Territory, in which they pray that 
‘t your honorable body do not pass the bill introduced by Senator BUT- 
LER, authorizing the county commissioners of Whitman County, Wash- 
ington Territory, to issne bonds for the purpose of building a court- 
house and jail, and to sell and acquire real estate for that purpose and 
to build said court-house and jail at Colfax, Wash., bonds not to exceed 
$100,000,” etc. The petitioners also represent that this proposition 
has been submitted to the people of Whitman County, and fn every in- 
stance has been defeated by them; and further, that the introduction of 
the bill was brought about by a small faction in ita own nal in- 
terest and without regard to the interests of the people of that « county. 

I move that the petition lie on the table, as I believe the bill to 
which it calls attention has been reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

The motion was to. ` f 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the Senator from Oregon whether 
it would not be advisable, when the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories shall be here, that the bill having reference to the build- 
ing of a court-house in the Territory of Washington, in Whitman 
County, should be referred to the Committee on Territories. I think 
when it was considered by that committee there was nothing in the 
way of protest or petition the action proposed. I do not like 
to suggest in the BL comp ofthechairman that the bill be recommitted, 
but I think that should be the action taken. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit tothe Senator from Nebraska that the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on Territories will be called 
to the subject when he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table fog 
the present, 
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Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory, praying that an appropriation be made for the removal of ob- 
structions to navigation in the Okanagon River, in that Territory, at 
Cabinet, Rock Island, and Methow Rapids, and other intermediate 
points where float bowlders obstruct the channel of the river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. zs 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of W. H. Barnard and 58 
other (51 voters and 8 women) citizens of Rolling Fork, Mississippi, 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of citizens of the State of New 
York, containing 27 individual signatures and 621 representative in- 
dorsements, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, praying for the appropriation of a liberal and sufficient amount 
to enforce the regulations made by the internal-revenue department as 
required by the oleomargarine law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by citizens of New 
York, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of the State of Illi- 
nois, containing 60 representative indorsements, praying for the pas- 

of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to Isham T. Howze, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs, Lydia E. Quaw, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Select Committee on the Centennial of the 
Constitution and the Discovery of America, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT CUSTER MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn 
Southern Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Custer mili- 
tary reservation, Montana, to report it favorably without amendment; 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the bill may now be considered by the Senate. It will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company, a corpora- 
tion duly organized and existing under the laws of the Territory of Montana, be, 
and is hereby, praptaa a right of way across the Fort Custer military reserva- 
tion upon such line, in the vicinity of the Big Horn and Little Big Horn Rivers, 
as may be approved by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the said right of 
way hereby granted shall not exceed 100 feet in width, except where side- 
spurs, turn-tables, and a station are | or to be ; and at such poini 

e right of way shall not exceed 200 feet on each side of the main track and not 
exceeding 2,000 feet in length, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Minnesota a question. As 
I understand the bill from having heard it read, it simply provides a 
right of way through this military reservation. It does not fix any 
terminal points? 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. The terminal points are not named in the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; they are not named. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator from Missouri will per- 
mit me, I can explain this matter. A right of way for this railroad 
has been asked across the Crow Indian reservation, beginning at the 
mouth of the Big Horn River and running up that stream until it 
reaches the mouth of the Little Big Horn River, then up that stream 
across that reservation. The Senate has passed the bill granting this 
right of way. Included in this Indian reservation is the Fort Custer 
military reservation, at the mouth of the Little Big Horn. This bill 
is simply to give the right of way across this military reservation, 
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which, as I have said, is embraced in the Indian reservation and must 
necessarily be crossed by the route of the road. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the bill pass ? 
The bill was passed. 
IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


pire tnd deve House of Representatives (the Senate japccen typ Thatin addition 
to the us number there shall be printed 10,500 copies of the proceedings, 
testimony, documents, and consular reports submitted to the select comniittee 
to inquire into the importation of contract laborers, paupers, etc., and the 
same number of copies of the bill and report of said committee, of which 3,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 7,000 for the use of the House. 


REPORT ON EUROPEAN DOCK-YARDS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 
copies of the report of Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn, on European 
dock-yards, to report it back favorably and to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides for printing 
in quarto form, all to be half-bound in leather, at the Government 
Printing Office, 4,000 additional copies of the report of Naval Con- 
structor Philip Hichborn, United States Navy, on European dock- 
yards, details, fittings, and equipmentsof foreign vessels, torpedo-boats, 
ship-yard appliances, tools, etc., of which additional number 2,000 
copies shall be for the use of the House, 1,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate, and 1,000 copies to be delivered to and distributed by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy for general information. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and 
Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way bop, oH the Leech Lake 
and White Earth Indian reservations; which was twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3919) granting to the St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through 
the White Earth Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which 
vee Pings twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro; 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be peoposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bili; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Vosantitoe on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be ` 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER ON CHIPPEWA INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether or not he has recently authorized the cutting of any timber on the 
Chippewa Indian reservations within the La Pointe agency during the pres- 
ent winter season under contracts not approved by the Com mer of 
Indian Affairs or otherwise; and ifso, to transmit to the Senate copies of all 
orders ee such cutting of timber, with a statement of the reasons for 

e same, $ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LANE, Mr. FRENCH, and 
Mr. MOERILL the managers at the conference on the part of the House, 
also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


the Senate: 
A bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 
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A bill (S. 3800) directing asurvey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge 
to Mount Vernon, and ing an appropriation therefor. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(5. 3869) to secure the maintenance of public order during the inaugu- 
ration ceremonies of 1889, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The mi also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles Wagemann; 

A bill (S. 2318) to extend to the port of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 
privileges of inland transportation in bond; 

A bill (S. an granting arrears of pension to Theodore Rauthe; 
bill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 

bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James McGowan; 
bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J, Alexan- 
bill 
bill (S. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young; 

bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the occupants of the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; and 

A bill (S. 3830) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 18, 1888. 


A 

A 

A 
der; A 

A Ns m5 granting an increase of — to Emma Biddle; 

A o 

A 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
current morning business the resolution offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in relation to naval officers’ claims, 

ing over from yesterday. 

Mr. PUGH. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to give me a 
few minutes to call up House bill 4470, a bill passed by the other House 
nearly a year 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain there- 
quest by unanimous consent, the resolution being before the Senate for 
consideration. Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield? 

Mr. PUGH. Iask unanimousconsent. Itwill take but afew min- 


utes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought the Senator from Alabama rose to de- 
bate the resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not hear the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the ing business be laid aside. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is aresolution of instructions to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to make an investigation, and it seems to me 
that it ought to be adopted immediately if it is to beadopted at all. I 
am under pressure now from the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
peintiwr desires to proceed with the legislative appropriation bill. 

ill 


The PRESIDENT 


pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
Mr. PUGH. Does the Senator from New Hampshire decline to give 
way? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. PUGH. It will not take five minutes to pass the bill. Iam 
satisfied that there will be no debate upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I havea from several Senaters, and if I 
yield to one I shall have to yield to others. However, I will yield to 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. The bill I wish tocall upis Order of Business 2490, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate jurisdiction of the United 
States district judges and of the courts over which they preside in the 
State of Alabama. 

- Mr. CHANDLER. If the bill gives rise to debate I must object to 
‘it. If it is to be without objection, it may be proceeded with. 

The PRESID €. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr.SHERMAN. My attention has been called to that bill, and I 
shall have to debate it, or at least to satisfy myself that it is made 

t. 
o CHANDLER. I know that the bill will occasion debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iobject. Now [I yield to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. > 

The PRESIDENT a tempore. The resolution offered on a previous 
day by the Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

Ar. CAMERON. The Senator from New Hampshire said he would 
yield to me to call up a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON, If it takes any debate I will withdraw the bill. 


Task the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 550) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Blakeslee. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution in relation to naval 
officers’ claims being pending business, is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from P: lvania? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the resolution referred to by the Chair one that 
comes over from a previous day under objection ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It comes over under the agreement 
of yesterday that it was to be considered as current morning business 
war Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the request? 

WILLIAM R. BLAKESLEE. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the pending business be informally laid aside to enable him to 
move the consideration of the bill (H. R. 550) for the relief of William 
R. Blakeslee. Is there objection? The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the record of “ dismissal from the service on account of 
incompetency,” now standing inst the name of William R. Blakeslee, late 
surgeon of the One hundred and fifteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and instead 
thereof show him as being honorably Saharan: 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE IN IDAHO. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
yield to me for a moment that I may ask the Senate to consider the 
bill (S. 3419) providing for an additional associate justice of the su- 
preme court of Idaho, and for other pu: 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with an amendment, in section 1, line 5, after 
‘‘any,” to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 


That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Idaho shall consist of a 
chief-justice and three associate justices, any three of whom shall constitute a 
quorum; but no justice shall act asa member of the aia OTe courtin any action 
or proceeding brought tosuch court by writ of error, bill of exceptions, or ap- 
peal from a aean hr ager or decree rendered by him as judge of a dis- 
trict court, unless one of other justices is disqualified to sit insuch action, 


The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment a poA in. = 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the- 
third time, and passed. sd 

THOMAS LANNIGAN. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to yield to me to allow me toask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to call up Senate bill 2714. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decline to yield except for morning business, 
and I will state the reason why I do so. I understand—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say that 
if the bill requires two minutes to pass it I shall withdraw the re- 


quest. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then I yield, but I give noticethatI shalf yield 

~ nothing else, for the reason that Senators desire to debate the resolu- 

on, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The bill I wish to call up is the bill (S. 
2714) for the relief of Thomas Taomni; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e bill will be read atlength for 
information. > 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here! 
thorized and directed to pay to Thomas Lannigan the sum of $100, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being the amount 
standing to the credit of said Lannigan on the books of the Treasury of the 


United as shown by page 9, House of Representatives Executive Docu- 
ment No, 363, first session Forty-ninth Congress. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was repprted to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SINKING FUND OF UNION AND CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement show- 


,Au- 


ing the information called for by the resolution of January 30, 1889, re- 
lating to the sinking fund of the Union and Central Pacific Railroad 
Companies; which was read. 

Mr, MITCHELL. I move the reference of the communication and 
accompanying papers to the Select Committee on the President’s Mes- 
sage transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission, and I 
should like to have the whole of it printed in the RECORD. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Does the Senator desire to have the 
accompanying exhibit printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? ‘The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ialso ask that it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. The communication and accompanying exhibit will be re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the President’s Message transmitting 
the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission, 

The communication and accompanying papers are as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 5, 1899. 

Sır: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of January 30, 1889— 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate as to the amounts, respectively, in the sinking fund to the credit of 
the Union Pacific and Centra! Pacific Railroad Companies, respectively, on the 
1st day of February, 1859, under the operation of what is commonly known as 
the ‘Thurman sinking-fund act ;’ stating the amounts of each invested in bonds, 
the character of bonds, and the amounts in cash to the credit of each company 
on said date, together with a statement of the market value in cash of the bonds 
to the credit of each of such companies on said date, and the difference in 
amount, if any, between such present cash value, including the cash on hand, 
and the amount of cash that would have been in such fund to the credit of each 
of such companies on February 1, 1889, provided no investments whatever in 
bonds had been made of any ion of such funds—” 

I have the honor to tra t herewith a statement showing the information 
called for by said resolution, 


uly, 
— ©. S. FAIRCHILD. Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore United States Senate, 


Sinking funds, Pacific railroads, 


UNION PACIFIC, 


Government transportation 
witbheld under act of May 7, 


p Fri OE SERS SS $6, 851, 875. 45 
Cash payments by the com: 
under section 4.... 


1,421, 714. 46 


Increase by reason of invest- 
men! è 


CENTRAL PACIFIC, 


Government transportation 
St yore under act of May 7, 

a forma ay op PES OE 
under section plese A ed peenbcnvemewvvea sen 


United States currency sixes...... 
Central Si 


NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If not, the resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] coming over from a previous day will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr, CHANDLER 
on the 25th of January, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount of the claims of officers of the Navy which have 
been already presented and paid and the amount which will probably hereafter be 
presented for payment forarrears of pay for allowances due such officers, known 
as the longevity, mileage, and training-ship and receiving-ship claims; and to 
report said amounts to the Senate with the opinion of the committee whether 
any legislation is advisable in order to prevent any further allowance of such 
claims ; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual and improper 
facilities have recently n allowed in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the 
Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting training-ship and 
receiying-ship claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire: to make a brief state- 
ment before the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] makes the re- 
marks which I understand he desires to submit. 

Before this resolution was offered I introduced, as an amendment to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, a statement of 
the remedy for the evils to which I have called attention, which oc- 
curred to me as the suitable remedy; atall events, a suggested remedy 
which was worthy of the consideration, I thought, of the Committee 
on Appropriations. ‘That was a provision as follows: 

The jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to suits b t by 
officers of the Army and Navy for arrears of pay, of mileage, of trave! ex- 
penses, or of personal allowances of any kind. This prohibition shall extend 
to all suits now pending. 

The accounting officers of the Treasury Department shall not, without ex- 
press authority of law hereafter enacted, settle or allow any claim of any offi- 
cer of the Army or Navy for arrears of pay, mileage, traveling expenses, or 
personal allowances of any kind where such claim covers any period of time 
more than three years before the presentation of such claim. This prohibition 
shall extend to all claims now pending. 

It is very difficult to make any headway in checking the allowance 
of old claims upon the Treasury of the United States against the efforts 
of the attorneys and claim agents in the city of W: I have 
learned that this suggested remedy of mine has been printed on sli 
by the claim agents and attorneys, and copies have been sent out 
over the country with the suggestion that persons who may be inter- 
ested in different kinds of claims shall write letters to their Senators 
and Representatives in Congress urging them to oppose the adoption of 
the proposition. I state this in order that Senators need not be sur- 
prised when they open their mails and find letters of this kind. 

In several cases which have been called to my attention the printed 
slip is inclosed to a Senator or Member of Congress and the recipient 
is urged to vigorously oppose the adoption of the tok ieee So 
Senators can und when they receive letters of this kind what 
is thesourceand origin. ‘They are not letters voluntarily written; they 
are letters requested by the attorneys and claim agents, who know se 
well how to work up a seeming popular sentiment or a seeming mili- 
tary or class sentiment in favor of anything which they desire to ac- 
complish or against anything they desire to defeat. 

Mr, HALE. I wish to ask the Senator before he sits down one ques- 
tion. I have had occasion to know something of the circulars which 
the claim agents in Washington, who have taken alarm at this move- 
ment to cut off one of their sources of supply, have sent out to the 
country, and in some cases, and perhaps in all, an attempt has been 
made to enlist public sentiment in their favor by declaring that the 
proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire would interfere with 
the just claims of old soldiers. Now, I wish to ask the Senator from 


mittee on Appropriations, or any legislation that would in any way 
interfere with the just claims of the old soldiers of the war. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam very happy to state that it is not my pur- 
pose to interfere with the payment of any claims which Congress has 


deliberately determined to pay; and I will say, further, that there are 


ee ee Eee tL "| cases of just claims in which I would myself be willing to vote to re- 


DAVID A. HAYWOOD. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield 
to me to enable me to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of CHANDLER T yield the ; 

. i ight to object if it occa- 
a yield, reserving the right j 

Mr. SPOONER. If it occasions debate I shall not press it. I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed with the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for the payment to David 
A. Haywood, of Indianapolis, Ind., of $350.32, for grading and bowld- 
ering Market street, in that city, in front of the post-office and court- 
house building, as per estimate made by the civil engineer of the city 
of Indianapolis. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. I only desire to say that theclaim is an obviously 
just one and its payment is recommended by the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


= the bar of the <r of ee A 

e exact point that I am ing is that these old claims, going 
back some forty years, are being settled and allowed without any re- 
gard to the statute of limitations, when there has been no legislation 
of Congress which any member of Congress ever expected would result 
in the payment of such claims. One class of meritorious claims which 
has been called to my attention by a Senator this morning is a class of 
claims for certain allowances to volunteer officers who served during 
the war of the rebellion, which claims are now being audited at the 
Treasury Department in pursuance of express authority given by Con- 


gress. 

It is not my intention, and if it were my intention it certainly would 
not be the decision of the Committee on Appropriations, to recommend 
that there shall be any legislation to prevent the carrying out of the 
will of Congress clearly expressed in these cases or in any similar cases; 
but it is my intention to force the attention of Congress to the neces- 
sity of having a statute of limitations, which if it is waived is to be 
waived by authority of Congress, and is not to be waived by the action 
of the accounting officers of the Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I hold in my hand one of the 


| 
New Hampshire whether he desires any action on the part of the Com- 
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slips that I presume are referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. It recites the amendment that he introduced some time ago to 
the deficiency bill, and prefaces the proposed amendment with these 
words: 

The following item is taken from a reliable Army paper issued on the 26th of 
January, 1839: 

Senator CHANDLER proposes the following amendment to the deficiency bill 
when it reaches the Senate, 

Then follows the amendment in the exact words as read by the Sen- 
ator with certain words emphasized. I will read it and call attention 
to the words that are printed in italics and in small capitals. 

Thejurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to suits brought by offi- 
cers of the Army or Navy for arrears of pay, of mileage, of traveling expenses, 
or of personal allowances of any kind. This prohibition shall extend to all suits 
now pending. 

Then in small capitals: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury Department— 

And then— 


shall not, without express authority of Jaw hereafter enacted, settle or allow 
any claim of any officer of the Army or Navy for arrears of pay, mileage, travel- 
ing i yerreane or personal allowances of any kind where such claim covers any 
period of time more than three years before the presentation of such claim. 


Then in italics: 

This prohibition shall extend to all claims now pending. 

It may be, Mr. President, that it is objectionable that attorneys or 
claim agents in the city of Washington or elsewhere shall pursue this 
method of challenging attention to material changes in existing law, 
but I think it hardly lies in the mouth of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or of any other Senator proposing material changes in existing 
law that he should object to publicity being given to the proposed 
amendment, let it come from whatever source it may. 

I do not rise, however, to defend those who occupy the position of 
attorneys or claim agents, but I feel that it is my duty to attempt to 
protect those whom this proposed legislation must materially injure. 

This slip came to me this morning inclosed in a letter from a very 
gallant volunteer soldier, a man who never belonged to the regular 
Army of the United States, but who served with distinguished gal- 
Jantry during the war. He would have known nothing whatever of 
this proposed amendment to existing law that was to be placed upon 
an appropriation bill had his attention not been called to it by this 
method to which I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to 
object. His claim against the Government is similar to that of some 
thirty or forty thousand others who served during the war of the re- 
bellion in volunteer organizations. It is based upon an act of Congress 

in 1884, amended in 1887, that gives to him, as it gives to all 
others similarly situated, the allowance of pay between the date of 
commission and the date of actual muster into the service in the grade 
to which an officer might have been promoted where he served under 
the commission in that capacity and was unable to be mustered owing 
to the exigencies of the service. 

Many such claims have already been paid, and all should be treated 
alike, for, although the claims are a quarter of a century old, it is for 
only the past few years that they could be presented for adjudication. 

This amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill proposes the 
practical repeal of that act of 1884 and the amendatory act of 1887, 
and it pro the repeal of all other Jaws that have been by 
Congress for the benefit of officers of the Army and Navy of the United 
States who served during the war of the rebellion. It seems to me 
that the Senator from New Hampshire should be greatly pleased that 
public attention has been called to the sweeping character of his amend- 
ment. Iam with him in the proposition that as to officersof the Army 
and Navy of the United States now in the regular service there should 
be a reasonable statute of limitations. Three years perhaps, the time 
mentioned in that proposed amendment, is sufficient; but there cer- 
tainly should not be by this method of consideration, by legislation 
that it is not proposed to send to the Committee on Military Affairs to 
see what the effect of it would be upon the Army of the United States, 
and that it is not proposed to send to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to see what its effect might be upon the Navy of the United States, 
but an amendment that is proposed to be investigated simply by the 
Committee on Appropriations, without such light as could be afforded 
to that committee by these brother committees—that this amendment 
shall be procured by that means I do not think either desirable or ad- 
visable. Although there may be much of evil to be remedied, heres 
a remedy that it seems to me is entirely too sweeping in its character, 
and entails greater ills than those we would rid ourselves of. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask | 


him a question ? 
Mr. MANDERSON, Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I eileancee him to express his approval of the 
first clause of the amendment: 


The jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to suits brought by 


officers of the Army and Navy for arrears of pay, of mileage, of traveling ex- 
panses, or of personal allowances of any kind. This prohibition shall extend 


all suits now pending. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I did not express.my approval of that clause, 
but condemned it, and said I thought there should be a statute of lim- 


itations in favor of the Government gs against claims by officers of the 
Army and Navy. The mere limitation I do not oppose as to future 
claims; but I certainly do not believe in legislation of a character which 
wipes out at one fell swoop every suit that is pending in the Court of 
Claims or every present attempt at accounting in the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator that there should be a 
statute of limitations, but I can see no reason why an officer of the 
Army or Navy who conceives that he is entitled under a proper con- 
struction of the law to certain allowances for mileage or pay, if he is 
denied what is considered justice by the accounting officers, the bureau 
officers of the Government, should be deprived of the right that all 
other citizens have to go into the Court of Claims for the purpose of 
procuring a construction of the law. 

_Mr. MANDERSON, I quite agree with the Senator on that propo- 
sition, but still I think there should be a statute of limitations, that a 
time should be fixed within which a man should make his claim 
against the Government, 

Mr. SPOONER. The statute of limitations is another matter. I 
should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether this lan- 
guage as it is drawn would not so change the law as to prevent a com- 
mittee of Congress from referring a claim under the Bowman act to the 
Court of Claims for investigation and reporting the facts in any claim 
pending before Congress, or to prevent going before Congress of an offi- 
cer of the Army or the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think it would. I should not consider 
a claim referred under the Bowman act to be a suit, because the dis- 
cretion of Congress is retained over the whole subject. The jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims is not extended to certain suits brought; 
says the amendment. I do not think it would refer to the claims sent 
by ae ey to the Court of Claims and to be reported back to Congress. 

Mr. CALL. - My attention was called to the reading of this resolu- 
tion, although I do not represent any considerable number of the offi- 
cers who are beneficiaries under the act of Congress which the resolu- 
tion seeks to repeal; but I have always since I have been in the Senate 
followed the lead in the appropriations for the recognition, reward, and 
payment to the officers and soldiers of the Army and the officers and 
seamen of the Navy of the United States during the civil war between 
the States, of the Senators from the Northern States, and this has been 
and is the universal feeling of the people’ of the Southern States. My 
attention was directed to this resolution of inquiry proposing an investi- 
gation which illustrates the looseness of thought and habits of legis- 
lation in this body and which requires some consideration. I am the 
more willing to enter upon this defense of the soldiers of the Army 
and seamen of the Navy because I think it is for the country’s welfare 
that it should be known and felt everywhere that the men who were 
en, in the actual conflicts of the war fraternized as soon as the 
surrender followed, and that the soldiers and people of the Southern 
States have always been ready and are now to support any degree and 
measure of public reward and bounty which the people of the Northern 
States desire. . 

This resolution proposes an inquiry by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as to the expediency as a matter of public law and the rightful- 
ness as a matter of justiceof investigating and reporting legislation to 
annul and destroy a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in reference to a matter of private rights made in cases between par- 
ties litigant in the regular course of judicial procedure before that su- 
preme tribunal. 

That is an extraordinary proposition. The speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire in advocating this resolution expressly states that 
the law has been construed and adjudicated in a question of private 
right between these parties, and the inquiry submitted is whether the 
Committee on Appropriations can and ought to report some legislation 
which will destroy that status of private right adjudicated under a law 
of Congress by the Supreme Court of the United States. The law upon 
which the Supreme Court has rendered its decision awarding to this 
class of officers the pay which they are seeking to obtain and as to which 
this complaint has been made by the Sénator from New Hampshire, and 
for which the Committee on Appropriations has been arraigned, is in 
the following language: 

And all officers ofthe Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the or volunteer army or 
navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all 
respects in the same manner as if all said service had been continuous and in 
the Jar Navy in the lowest grade having graduated pay held by such officer 
since last entering the service. 

Here is an express law the language of which can not be in anywise 
whatever misunderstood, and which the Supreme Court has decided to 
have this plain and obvious meaning; thatis, an officer shall have the 
pay of the lowest grade in which there was graduated pay which he 
had held at any time in the regular or volunteer service ofthe Army or 
Navy, his service being made continuous from the beginning to the 
end, whether in one arm of the service or in all. What other meaning 
could the law have? What other force or effect? . It was a positive 
enactment that the time of actual service should be regarded as con- 
tinuous, whether in one or theother branch of the service, and that the 
pay should be awarded as of the lowest grade having graduated pay iz 
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which he had served. Now the inquiry is, what legislation is expe- 
dient to nullify this decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
properly interpreting the plain and evident language of an act of Con- 
gress and deprive these officers and soldiers of the Army and officers 
and seamen of the Navy of the pay which Congress has deliberately 
awarded them? Itseems to me a very singular proposition, and one 
altogether without merit and entirely indefensible. 

But that is not the only remarkable feature of this resolution. The 
Senator from New Hampshire states that the Supreme Court and him- 
self differ in opinion in regard to the law, and the question the Senator 
submits for legislation is which shall prevail, the construction of the 
law made by the Senator when Secretary, or the opinion of several Sen- 
ators as to what force and effect the law should have, or the decision 
of the Supreme Court in regard to the rights of these officers rendered 
in a case pending before that court, That is the inquiry proposed by 
this resolution. It would seem strange that a Senator should intro- 
duce a resolution here asking the Senate to inquire what legislation 
should be had to annul a decision of the Supreme Court upon the ground 
that some one, two, or three Senators had before the passage of this law 
expressed an opinion different from the Supreme Court decision as to 
what would be its force and effect. This been gravely urged at 
some length by the Senator from New Hampshire as a reason for adopt- 
ing this resolution and making this report and investigation. I am 
opposed to it not only because it is unwise to make a conflict of au- 
thority between the co-ordinate departments of the Government, ex- 
cept in cases necessary for the preservation of the Constitution, but be- 
cause I think both the act of Congress and the decision of the Supreme 
Court giving this bounty or pay to the officers and soldiers were right. 

But that is not all, Time as it passes makes us all oblivious of the 
events of the past. We forget even the great provisions of constitu- 
tional law which were the result of the late war. But itisalittle sur- 

rising that that forgetfulness should come from the Senator from New 

pshire, who harps so often on the status of right which it gave 
to the colored people, but forgets the soldier. It is strange that he 
should forget; that the amendments of the Constitution as the result 
of the war should so soon have lost all their force and effect not only in 
the memory but also in the public conduct of Senators. 

The fourth section of the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States reads as follows: 

SEC. 4, The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by law, 
including debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for services in 
suppressing insurrection or rebellion, not be questioned. 

What is this? Here is amact of Congress providing that the sol- 
diers and seamen of the Army and Navy of the United States should 
have their time of service credited as continuous in either the volunteer 
army or navy from the time of the first commencement of actual service 
and rated according to the pay of the lowest grade of service having grad- 
uated pay which they had performed, and this act of Congress, construed 
by the Supreme Courtof the United States in favor of these soldiers and 
seamen for these bounties and pay in suppressing the rebellion, as the 
amendment and the statute term it, is adjudicated by the Supreme 
Court, and a question is raised here by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether or not this body can interpose the statute of limitations 
questioning thus the bounty, the public debt, the validity of the pen- 
sion awarded by Congress, and it seems to excite no attention and no 
consideration whatever, but-to sub silentio, as if there wasnothing 
in it and as if the Committee on Appropriations had been strangely 
negligent in allowing this provision to be inserted upon an appropria- 
tion bill. E 

Now, Mr. President, for one Iam glad to say that I think that was 
a proper recognition of the services of the men engaged in the Army 
and Navy of the United States, whether as officers or privates, for they 
were all soldiers or seamen, and as a member of that committee—I think 
Iwas then a member of it—I left the language and the substance of the 
provisions to the Senators from the Northern States. Igladlyandknow- 
ingly voted for this clause in the appropriation bill in the Senate. I 
do not remember whether I was at that time a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriakione or not, but I think it was a right thing to do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Florida a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
whether, when he voted for it, he understood that it would result in 
granting arrears of pay running back forty years and extending to the 
large sums to which I called the attention of the Senate the other day. 

Mr. CALL. Ido notremember what understanding I had nor have 
I any distinct recollection of the discussion upon the subject, but I 
voted for it with the understanding that whatever decision the Su- 
pee Court of the United States should give to it ought to be 

y the Congress of the United States as a matter of private right and 
as a matter of public law. 

Mr. President, that is the whole of this matter. This is a public 
debt incurred in the suppression of the rebellion. It affects the officers 
and men who served in that war, and comes within the provisions of the 
~ constitutional amendment, 


But it was to call attention to the fact that in the face of this pro- 
vision guarantied by the Constitution of the United States, recognized 
by Congress, which is forbidden to question it anywhere and every- 
where, we propose gravely by a statute of Jimitations to be passed by 
this body as a matter of public law and public right to divest the ad- 
judicated title and right of these soldiers to the results of this judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court. 

I donot desire to consider this matter further or to state more thanI 
have done. It has so happened without knowing any of these gentle- 
men, having no personal acquaintance with them or with but very few 
of them at least, that I have had sent me a little slip, with the request 
that I should consider it, from an officer of the Navy. He writes as fol- 
lows: 


Editor Post: 

The unanswerable equity ôf the receiving-ship and other Navy judgmenis is 

clear by reference to the Army’s one kind of pay, which, with its system of lon- 
evity accruements, is higher than the highest of the three kinds (sea, shore, 
eave) by which the Navy is discrimina against, so that even bad nothing 
putsea-pay: longevity included, always been paid us, we would still have had lees 
rrespondingly than the Army. Even with all our judgmentsand claims fully 
appropriated for, the Government will still have saved an immense aggregate 

difference by the above unjust discrimination inst the Navy. 

ROBERT RODNEY, Uniled States Navy. 

That is the Navy side. I present that in deference to these officers. 
For myself I shall always be glad to accord with the public sentiment of 
the Northern States in giving to the gallant soldiers and seamen of the 
Army and Navy whatever meed of publicapproval or of compensation the 
people of the Northern States may desire to give. I recognize the fact 
that the Navy and Army of the United States are, as they have always 
been, an honor to the country, and they ought to be properly maintained, 
and while the duties assigned to them should be required to be rigidly 
performed, they should be recognized as valuable and essential arms 
of the public service, and the courage and spirit and services of the 
men of the Navy and Army should be properly recognized and com- 
pensated. 

As a Senator from a Southern State which was a Confederate or a 
rebel State in the civil war, I take pleasure in stating that our people 
cheerfully acknowledge the merits and courage of the Union soldiers 
and sailors, and will bear whatever burdens the people of the North 
think proper to impose on all the people for their reward and support. 
The men of both armies are friends and res each other. The peo- 
ple of all the States respect each other with that friendship and esteem 

Which warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 


The war is past and its enmities forgotten. Weare citizens of acom- 
mon country willing to share each others’ burdens and to do justice to 
each other. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not rise to discuss especially the resolution un- 
der consideration, because I am not prepared tosay whether it ought to 
be adopted or not, but I have had handed to mea circular which it 
seems to me proper in connection with this discussion to call to the at- 
tention of the Senate. It is a circular issued by— 

Messrs. Tallmadge & Tallmadge, attorneys for prosecution of naval claims 
andall other claims before Congress, the Court of Claims, the various Commis- 
sions, and the Executive Departments of the Government. 

And was issued in this city, ‘‘ Washington, D. C., February 7, 1889;” 
and it begins in this way: 

DEAR Str: We take the liberty of presenting herewith our card and offer- 
ing our services in the prosecution of any claims yon may have inst the Gov- 
ernment. Recent acts of Congress, decisions of the courts, and more liberal 
rulings of the Departments have greatly enlarged the number of those entitled 
to recover for past services in the Navy, and nearly all the living officers and 
the heirs of deceased officers are entitled to recover something for either longev- 
ity pay, receiving-ship service, mileage, or Mexican-war service, 

And soon. Then, underscored, it says: 

aaay claims are unsuccessful by reason of not being properly presented and 
pushed, and herein is the advantage of having a competent attorney, resident 
at the capital, who is thoroughly familiar with the requirements of the Depart- 
ments a can daily visitthe various offices! and give personal attention to the 
cases, e : 

Finally it winds up by saying: 

We make a specialty of naval claims, and our experience in this class of busi- 
ness is very e. e take pleasure in referring to any of the officers or heirs 
of deceased officers for whom we have prosecuted claims, and invite corre- 
spondence with any officer of the Navy who believes he has an equitable claim 
against the Government. We will take charge of claims already filed, and see 
that your interests are properly— 

Then underscored— 


i yea and promoted, snd that no unnecessary delay occurs in the settlement 
of same. 


Awaiting your pleasure, we are yours very trul 
wf fee : z TALLMADGE & TALLMADGE. 


Refer by permission to Hon. Charles M. Shelley, Fourth Auditor, United States 
Treasury; Hon. James W. Hyatt, Treasurer of United States, 


I have read portions of this circular, more for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that there seems to be a relation 
between these outside attorneys and these Government officers in the 
Treasury of the United States; whether there is any improper relation 
Iam not here to say. Ido not assume that there is, but it seems a 
little remarkable that circulars should be issued and lines of them un- 
derscored with pencil marks directing the attention of the party to 
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whom the circular is addressed to special officers in the Treasury of the 
United States. 

I should infer that in the course of a month or so perhaps these two 
Government officers will be found either in this firm or in some other 
firm, perhaps in the city of Washington, acting as attorneys for these 
naval claims and others that are now seeking to be settled. 

-I understand further that the circular which I hold in my hand was 
sent as many as three times to a person who has a claim in the Navy 
Department, and that up to this time the party claiming has not been 
able to get any attention to the claim by anybody who has called there 
outside of the person claiming, who lives a good many hundred miles 


away. : 

I think it worthy of the attention of the Senate and the country that 
there seems to be that kind of intimacy between these agents and two 
Government officers that ought to have an investigation. 

Mr. HALE. Which Auditor is that? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Auditor of the Treasury here referred to is 
Charles M. Shelley, Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. I do not know 
whether that officer is the man before whom this class of claims come 
for settlement or not. 

Mr. HALE. I know nothing against Mr. Shelley whatever, but I 
think that is the very office where these claims are audited. 

Mr.CULLOM. I had that impression, otherwise I should not have 
called the attention of the Senator to it, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator if he will put that circular in 
the RECORD entire? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will be 
arg in the RECORD as part of the remarks of the Senator from 

nois. 

The is as follows: 

me Wasmxerox, D.C., February, 1889. 


Dear Sit: Wetake the liberty of presenting herewith our card and offering 
our services in the mys of any claims you may have sexes the Gov- 
ernment. Recent acts of Co: ecisions of the courts, and more liberal 
the number of those entitled 
officers and 
gevity pay, seepra ip service, mileage, or Mexican-war service. 

Undera ‘8 recent decisi decision re retired officers of the Navy areentitled to pension for 
ape Mesem: n the 


‘Many claims are unsuccessful by reacon of not being properly ted and 
and herein is the advantage of having a competent attorney, ene 
rs the capital, who is thoroughly familiar with the requirements of t 

ments and can daily visit the various offices and give peo attension to the 
cases. We have, at great trouble and expense, prepared a list of those entitled 
to recover under recent decisions, and can supply from our own records missing 
tafona: GAA ANLO COD IaD, Of 1 etc., necessary to establish any just 


Our fee in all ordinary cases is 10 percent. of amount collected, but nothing if 
claim is not allowed, and this fee covers all expenses of eve: kind. 

We make a special! of naval claims, and our experience in this class of busi- 
ness is very large. e take pleusure in referring to any of the officers or heirs 
of officers for whom we have prosecuted claims, and invite correspond- 
ence with any officer of the Navy who believes hehas an equitable claim Spann 
the Government, We will take charge of claims already seethatyo 
interests are properly protected and promoted, and that no unnecessary Ka 
occurs in the settlement of the same, 


AOLE SOE DREES O S TOVIN Deo!’ AET Aars = 
Refer by 


rmission to Hon. Charles M. Shelley, Fourth Auditor United States 
Treasury; Hon. James W. Hyatt, Treasurer of nited States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask to put in the RECORD, if there be no ob- 
jection, the advertisement of these same attorneys containing the names 
of some thousand naval officers who are to hear of something to their 
advantage by communicating with these attorneys, and many of the 
coe eis DOEK- Seer ree I ask to have it inserted in'the RECORD 
as part of my remarks. 

. Ries PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so inserted, if there be no 
jection. 
‘he paper is as follows: 
[Boston Herald, December 21, 1888,] 
THE FOLLOWING OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES NAYY (OR THEIR HEIRS) 


WILL LEARN SOMETHING TO THEIR ADVANTAGE BY ADDRESSING THE UNDER- 
SIGNED: 


Lieat. John Q. Adams, died 1354; Lieut. L. B. Avery, left service 1855 ; Su -S 
R.A Addison died 150; ©. died 

died ia; ‘eut. William H 

ae ee) 

de meat Bo tt, died 1864; i =f vee volt 
r e! urlin; 2, 
“Rea Adm H. Bell died 

03,1814; Boalewai 


; Capt. John M. ed 
1883; aaar ee T. died 1859; Lieut. apt ta ME Beren 8 
i Li Commander J.C. ; Commander Jo! 0. Carter, 


le, died 1865; 


engin gy Sore re Dove, Suau 1868; j Surg E. E. Dodge, 187i; Boatswain 
Harashaw met Ellery vis, died BEG Gunner Ensign W. H- E. 


iby Balimakar Jarnes od 1854; Sailako 
1860; Ora ning eet TOAT OL I MES Chara TEG 
in Foster, died 1877; Lieut. A, F. V. 


1872; Paymaster Edward 
died 1860; Carpenter John Green, died 1864; Surg. Edward Gilchrist, 


abaa: 


. J. J. Gibson, died 1870; Mate Charles Gainsford, died 1880; Lieut. George 
‘are, died 1857; Passed Midshipman John P. Hall. died 1862; Lieut, Com- 
mander John E. died 1863; Sailmaker Robert Hunter, died 1866: Com- 
mander aye Hatfield, bry a Sarg. William A. Harris, died 1881; Gunner 
O. Handy, died 1884; Cha haplain Daniel 
ohnson, Hen Lien 1870; 


Midshipman C. M. Mitchell, re- 
TA a EAN O pr 
Boats pronare jen W. G. Marey, service 
1871; Lieut. Taro. Macy, died en: neat 1873; Lieut, 
eut, earn E. H. Miller, died 

cholson, died 


1872: Mate ,đied 1857; Capt pt Hi. W. Ogden, died 1800; Surg. Jenks 
Harris Otis, ‘aia 1864; Carpenter James H. Owen, died 1873; Carpenter Asa 
Poinosts diad rd Lieut, Ages Pollock, left gine 1863; Surg. Henry 
S. Pitkin, died 187 otter, resigned ; Commodore John 


Pope, died 1876; i Hoe Herman Peters, died 1877; Gan t. W. A. Parker, died 
1882; Gunner PAIR Rankin, left service 1851; Lieut. ward Renshaw, died 
1857; Lieut, W. W. Roberts, resigned 1860; Master Samuel O. Reid, died 1861; 
Rear-Admiral George Q. Read, — 1862; Commander Abner Read, died 2863; 
Mate A. A, Randall, died 1885; Surg. Robert Reddington ; 
mander Daniel B. Ridgeley, died 1863; Sailmaker W yan, died 1872; Pay- 
master John B. Rit ouse, died 1874; Surg. J. vanes Smith, died 1848; _ 
ino en D. Spence, resigned 1818; Lieut. Thom oan (Marines), died 
1 Lieut. Samuel J. in Wt Fou service 1863 ; Su ” George L SIDET 
Commander William 


5 ed 1865; Surg. Joseph Genes oot resigned 1865; Lient, Command: 
arg toy t gig phone peg 

wis p r 376; ymaster N. Sande: 
died list ei fag tier ed 188 ; Surg. Samuel F. Shaw, ro- re. 


ed 1882: Lieut, rT Seymour, z die wain Thomas Smith, 
a ed 1885; Sailmaker Stephen Seaman, died Br Lieut, J. D. Todd, died 
1861; Paymaster T. Marston Taylor, died 1870; Carpenter Robert G. Thomas, 
died 1871; Capt. James S. Thornton, died 1875; Gunner James Thaye er, resigned 
Surg. J. Winthrop Taylor, died 1880; Commander Frederick arnum, left 
service 1855; Lieut. Commander C. J. Van Alstyne, Sed. aam 1 Ht Benjamin 
reeland, died 1866; Sailmaker Richard Van Voorhes, d ign Fred, 
Mi Vinton, akeni 1883; pagant J. Van iasa Waiting 4 Ocenmandes 
W. ©. Wetmore, died 1546 wain William Whiting, aed ed 1899; Gunner 


James oodward Sr iss7; Surg. C. cg Wheelwright, died 1862; Commo- 
dore W. S. Walker, died n, died 1863; Commodore 
nter 


J.M. Wainwright, "Eitted 1565; Surg. D. VeV Whiting, lefi service 1856; 
George Wisner, died 1866 ; Commander E. P. Williams, died 1870; Ensign enry 
Whalen, resigned 1873; Surg. Holmes Wykoff, died 1873 ; Lieut. Commander 
A. H. Wright, died 1881; Lieut, Commander Samuel L, Wilson, died 1879; Surg. 
Jobn H. Wright, died 1879; Commander W. S. Young, died 1961, 
TALLMADGE & TALLMADGE, 
Altorneys, 1425 New York Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, f have no interest in the special 
matter which forms the basis of the remarks made this morning which 
I understand to be a resolution of instruction to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to make a certain investigation as to accounts of naval 
officers. My interest in this matter from the fact that this morn- 
ing since I came to the Capitol I received the letter to which I referred 
a fow moments ago, in which there was inclosed the proposed amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill introduced a few days ago by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and this letter called my 
attention to this proposed amendment for the first time, for it had es- 
caped me in perusing the RECORD and I had not seen it in print on my 
desk. So that if these claim agents have done nothing better, they have 
at least challenged the attention of the country and of Senators toa 
very sweeping piece of legislation that I submit would have worked 
very great hardship. 

I have no quéstion but that there are many attorneys and claim 
agents in this city who do not aspire to practice on that high plane of 
professional ethics that would characterize the Senator from New Ham 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] or the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuntom] in 
their professional labors, but at the same time there are many of these 
men who are reputable in their profession and who indulge in no ob- 
jectionable practices to obtain professional work. 

I know the fact that as to ths soldiers who served during the late war 
a great many righteous and proper claims would have met with defeat 
in the Departments of the Government, in the Court of Claims, and in 
other courts, were it not for the honest and faithful service that has 
been performed by some of these much-abused attorneys, who are de- 
nominated claim agents, in the city of W: 

It may be that a majority of them pursue methods which are objec- 
tionable, but I think it isdue, at least to the few that I have mentioned, 
that they should receive this meed of credit and praise. 

My interest in this matteris simply to the extent that this poren 
legislation affects many thousands of volunteer soldiers, not of the reg- 
ular Army, who have claims now pending the Government of 
the United States, and I rise for the purpose of submitting the letter to 
which I referred afew moments ago. Itcomes to me from General W. 
W. Lowe, whose name is well known throughont the country as that 
of a volunteer soldier who served with most distinguished honor to him- 
self and tothe country. It is dated the 2d day of February, and was 
written at Omaha. I will read that part of it which it seems to me 


roper to publish: 

p pe OMAHA, NEBR., February 2, 1889. 
DEAR GENERAL: Toward the close of a session, in the unavoidable haste at- 

tending the passage of important measures, it may and does sometimes happen 

that cruel, unjust, and absurd laws are enacted by being tacked onto an appro- 
riation bill, or in some other obscure form. Of this r is the amend- 

ut to be offered Senator CHANDLER to the deficiency bill when it reaches 
which I inclose herein. Against this monstrous wrong I 


enter m; sanae na a In the name of 30,000 officers of volunteers in the late war. 
uld this boned remem become a law it will kill the claims of that number 
sao yolunteer officers, whi 


ich are based on the act of June 3, 1884, authorizing the 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1551 


Court in kindred test crea esd cases; but all 


amendment paros, for it wil 

ape ods Thu the ie to tirel: 

2 us the law proposes to “en yan- 
Trin 


ally prem f vested rights, and becomes disgraceft 


Y * + 4 * a 


Trul 
y, yours, W. W. LOWE. 
Hon. ©. F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

It seems to me that this letter, Mr. President, presents the matter 
pretty fully, and I certainly think the Senator from New Hampshire 
could not have given the proposed amendment that consideration its 
importance deserves when he introduced it and sent it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, having taken part in a former dis- 
cussion of the questions embraced in the resolution now before the Sen- 
ate, I have with some care prepared what I think it right and proper 
to say at this time. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has submitted 
to the Senate three propositions with respect to claims of Army and 
Navy officers: first, a resolution calling for information from the Treas- 
ury, which has been answered; second, a resolution, now pending, di- 
recting the Committee on Appropriations to make an investigation cov- 
ering substantially the same ground, to which nobody can object; and 
third, an amendment to the general deficiency bill, already referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. In the debate on Friday last on 
the pending resolution he alluded to all of these propositions, and stated 
his proposed amendment as follows: 

My remedy is to provide as follows: 

“The jarisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to suits brought by 
officers of the Army and Navy for arrears of pay, of mil , of traveling = 


penses, or of personal allowances of any kind. This prohibition shall 
to all suits now pending. 


“The accoun 5 officers of the Treasury Department shall not, without ex- 
press authority of law hereafter enacted, settle or allow any claim of any officer 
of the Army or Navy for arrears of pay, mileage, traveling expenses, or per- 
sonal allowances of any kind where such claim covers any od of time more 
than three years before the presentation ofsuch claim. This prohibition shall 
extend to all claims now pending.” as 

If this be not unconstitutional, as depriving officers of rights vested 
under executed contracts, it is certainly class legislation of the most 
pronounced character. 

It deprives officers of the Government, who are under the most rigid 
discipline, of the only method provided them of disputing a question of 
law involving their pay and allowance (matters of rank and precedence 
not being within the jurisdiction of the courts). 

It denies to Army and Navy officers a right conceded to the humblest 
citizen of the United States and the citizens of many foreign nations. 

The only and obvious effect of such legislation would be to place it 
within the arbitrary power of the head of the War or Navy Department 
to prescribe not only an officer’s duties but his pay and allowances. 

Such power has, in fact, often been claimed and exercised, and it is 
only within a very few years that Army and Navy officers, trained to 
strict obedience to their superiors, have discovered that they have any 
rights in the courts, 

The movement of the Senator from New Hampshire seems to be 
mainly against what are known as ‘‘sea-pay cases.” These areclaims 
for the difference between the pay provided by law (section 1556, Re- 
vised Statutes) for officers on duty at sea and that provided for duty on 
shore. For obvious reasons, mainly because of the double bey res of 
paying mess-bills on shipboard and supporting families on d, an 
officer’s pay for sea duty is higher than for duty on shore. 

Down to August 1, 1882, officers on duty on board certain vessels 
known as training-ships received sea-pay. After that date, without 
the slightest change in their situations, expenses, or duties, they were 
reduced to shore-pay under the following order: 

[General Order No, 297.] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 7, 1882, 
On and after Ist of = 
espia sana iho aiae fact bo sonsiierad a eraila d araara = 
: WM. E. CHANDLER, Secretary of the Navy. 

The officers of those vessels protested against this reduction of their 
pay, and on the 5th day of May, 1884, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], who now thanks the Senator from New Hampshire for his sug- 
gestions, reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs a bill (S. 2147) 
for their relief from the operations of the Secretary’s order. 

I quote the fifth section of that bill: 


hereafter section 1571 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
ed so as to read as follows: 


“Sec, 1571. No service shall be regarded as sea-service except such as shall be 


performed at sea under the orders of a Department and in vessels employed by 
authority of law, and such as shall be performed in the United States training 


The efforts of the Senator from Maine were notsuccessful, His bill 
was not passed, and it seems that the officers appealed to the courts to 
test the validity of the Secretary’s order. 

In the case of Symonds vs. The United States (21 Court of Claims Re- 
ports, 148) the question was decided in their favor. The syllabus of 
the case says: s 

A Secretary of the Navy can not change the character of an officer’s service 
from sea-service to shore-service by simply ordering that it be so regarded, Sea- 
service is defined by Revised Statutes, and the final construction of the statute 
is vested in the judiciary. 

The Government appealed and the Supreme Court affirmed the de- 
cision (120 United States Reports, 46), The syllabus commences: 

The Secretary of the Navy can not diminish an officer's compensation, as e5- 
tablished by law, by declaring that to be shore-service which is in factsea-service. 

Congress accepted this decision as law and appropriated the money 
required to meet the claims. Ifit were necessary to say anything on 
their merits they are shown by the facts stated in the opinion, namely, 
that the service was even more arduous and confining than that on 
cruising ships. - 

When the Senator from New Hampshire complains that the facts are 
made up and reported by the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court he 
attacks an absolute rule of that court, as well as the integrity of the 
Court of Claims and of the Department of Justice, which is charged by 
law with the defense of the Government against claims, and has every 
facility for procuring record and oral evidence. 

Following the case above referred to came that of Strong, a claim for 
difference between sea and shore pay for duty on receiving-ships. Inthis 
case the discrimination did not originate with the Senator from New 
Hampshire when Secretary, but grew up in 1843. The question, how- 
ever, was precisely the same, namely, whether a Secretary could, by ex- 
ecutive order, reduce the pay provided by law. TheSupreme Court 
again held that he could not (125 U. S., 656). 

In this case, also, it was found that the officer’s duties were ‘‘ more 
exacting and arduous than those on board cruising ships.” Congress 
again accepted the judgment and appropriated for its payment. 

THE MILEAGE CASES. - 

The mileage cases originated under acts of March 3, 1835, and June 
30, 1876, allowing mileage for ‘‘travel under orders.” $ 

I desire to simplify those words as far asis in my power, so that 
they may be easily comprehended. I do it, it is not necessary to say, 
with great respect for the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from Maine. Under both acts the Navy Department attempted 
to discriminate between travel in the United States and travel abroad, 
allowing mileage for the former and only actual expenses for the lat- 
ter. In the cases of United States vs. Temple (105 U. S., 97) and 
United States vs. Graham (110 U, S., 219) the Supreme Court held 
that there was no ground for this distinction. It said in Admiral 
Temple’s case that— R 

There was no warrant for such actof an 
more than in the act of 1876. oan Seite eaa er the Srey 

In Graham’s case the court used the following language: 

It was said the act of 1876 was so clear and explicit as not to be open to con- 
struction, and to our mind the same is true of the act of 1835, 

The English courts have always held that sailors were under their 
peculiar protection, as being ignorant of their legal rights,and it would 
seem that officers of our Navy should be put in the same category, for 
as far back as 1842 Attorney-General advised the Secretary of 
the Navy that his construction of the law was at least doubtful, and 
that he ought to secure further legislation to support it. And in 1872 
another Attorney-General held that the mileage should be allowed and— 

That what the actual traveling — of such officer may be has nothing 
to do with the allowances made to him. 

It may be because the law was so clear in this matterand might have 
been enforced in the courts long before (had not the idea seemed to pre- 
vail that it was contrary to discipline for an officer to assert his right 
as an American citizen) that the accounting officers hesitated to adjust 
old claims in accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court upon 
the act of 1835. At any rate they did so hesitate, and Mr. Upton, 
then Comptroller, wrote Secretary Folger in the case of Capt. John P. 
C. De Kratft (whose widow we pensioned a few days ago by special act), 
<n whether he should allow the claim. The Secretary replied as 

ollows: 


I do not perceive how the Department can y 
ce and its representations to Congress now suddenly say ina 
class of claims that their age shali debar them of a hearing. 

As to the equity of these claims it is difficult tosee why it is not as 
proper to pay mileage for travel abroad as well as at home, or for of- 
cers of the Army and Navy as for members of Congress. Not one of 
the latter has ever refused his mileage because it amounted to more 
than his railroad fare or actual expenses, Until that shall be done, I 
do not think that we should stand here and accuse Admiral Temple, 
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whose distinguished services during the war deserve better treatment, 
or Commander Graham, to whose judgment and discretion we have at 
this very time in part confided the protection of our interests in Sa- 
moa, of having secured, by a technical construction of law, allowances 
to which they were not equitably entitled. 

Ithink we should rather instruct the Appropriations Committee to 
pate for the payment of interest on these old claims, arising under 

ws which theSupreme Court has said were too plain to admit of doubt. 

I do not remember that such a proposition was ever made, But I do 
remember that in these very mileage cases I offered an amendment to 
the deficiency bill in 1882, appropriating $50,000 to pay them in ad- 
vance of their adjustment, and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
as the organ of the committee, accepted the amendment. 

At the same time, in the same bill, and I think most unjustly, the law 
was changed so that mileage for foreign travel is no longer allowed. 
Almost all of these cases have been settled and appropriated for in the 
various deficiency bills since that time, and the estimates for this year 
contain less than $2,500 for such claims. Among them, however, are 
the claims of the heirs of Preble and Cushing, illustrious names in our 
naval history. 

Whilst I was proposing the modest sum of $50,000 for the settlement 
of such claims the Senator from Maine added to the bill, and in one 
lump, $525,000 for longevity-pay claims of officers of the Army under 
a decision of the Supreme Court in the Tyler case. The Senator 
said: 

That is not going to pay all. When these claims have all come in they will 


aggregate perhaps considerably more than a million dollars to come out of the 
‘Treasury.—Congressional Record, volume 13, part 6, page 5549. 


THE LONGEVITY-PAY CI AIMS, 


That brings me to consider the longevity-pay claims of naval offi- 
cers, against which the movement of the Senators from Maine and New 
Hampshire is also directed. 

I must confess that when the law under which they accrued was 
under discussion here on a former occasion I did not understand it 
much better than the Senator from Maine or the Senator from New 
Hampshire. In fact, I presume I knew much less, for my acquaint- 
ance with the Navy was confined to the character and achievements of 
its officers, while one of the Senators was then its head and the other 
had been for many years on the Naval Committee. But I have exam- 
ined the subject somewhat lately, and I say now that the only objec- 
tion made by the Secretary, now Senator from New Hampshire, em- 
bodied in his letter to the Senator from Maine, printed in Saturday’s 
RECORD, was obviated in the bill as it passed, if it ever had any foun- 
dation; and that no claim, such as he objected to, has ever been allowed 
by or ever presented to the accounting officers or the courts. On the 
contrary, the latter expressly denounced the construction objected to 
by the Secretary when it was suggested by the Attorney-General, in 
order to throw doubt upon the construction asked by the claimants. 
I quote from the opinion of the Court of Claims in Rockwell’s case 
(21 Court of Claims Reports, 339): 

Again, it is su ted that in order to give the officer all the benefits of such 
actual service as though it had been in the grade to which it is to be credited. 
as the language of that act provides, he ought to have the full salary of that 

efor the whole time back to re-entry into the regular Navy, although 

e might have held during that time a lower grade having less pay. Buta 
PAADIS and reasonable view of the act is that it deals with credit for aay per of 


service and the additional pay arising therefrom and not with the matter of reg- 
ular salary, and thus it appeary to have been understood by all parties. 


This language of the court appears to define as clearly as possible 
the intention of the longevity-pay clauses of the naval appropriation 
acts of 1882 and 1883. As I understand it, there are certain es in 
the Army and Navy in which the pay increases according to length of 
service or longevity. For a number of years past an Army officer. on 
reaching such a grade, has had the right to count for longevity pay any 
time he might have previously served, whether in the same grade or 
oy other, or as an enlisted man, or as a volunteer, in either the Army 
or Navy. 

The statutes authorizing this credit were not only just and equita- 
ble to the officers, but beneficial to the Government. For certainly an 
officer of any grade who has had previous military experience and dis- 
oe is much more valuable to the Government than one who has not. 
, wn to 1882 the Navy officers did not enjoy this right. The House 
of Representatives determined to give it to them and sent to the Senate 
the naval appropriation bill of that year, containing the following 
clause, which I will read: 

Src. 1. And all the officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time 
they may have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer 
army or navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service 
inall in the same manner as if all said service had been continuous 
and in the regular Navy: Provided, That nothing in this clause shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize any change in the dates of commission, or in the relative 
rank of such officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will sus- 
pend, The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 3401, in relation 
to the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator may 
be permitted to finish his remarks, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, This clause had reference to pay, and to pay alone, 
for the only other privilege affected by length of service, if it can be 
considered a privilege, was the right of retirement, and that was already 
provided for. And not only did the clause relate to pay exclusively, 
but it related principally to back pay, for services performed prior to 
its passage. For the class of officers whom it could benefit were many 
of them already on their highest rate of pay and could get no future 
benefit from the act. 

It would seem to be but right that it should affect back pay in this 
particular instance, as it was meant to give Navy officers privileges 
which Army officers had long enjoyed. It is nothing unusual to pro- 
vide additional pay for services long after theyare rendered. We have 
lately (in 1879) given three months’ extra pay for services in the Mex- 
ican war, and there are now forty thousand claims of Army officers on 
file for services during the rebellion under what is known as the muster 
act of 1884, every one of which will be barred by the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

So far as they applied the act of 1882 at all, the accounting officers 
construed it retroactively, and that construction was known to and ap- 
proved by Congress before the act.of 1883 was In Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document 107, first session Forty-eighth Congress, Appendix 
E, appears a list of longevity claims, certified to Congress in 1882 and 
Srpeceoarcs for in the deficiency bill of that session. 

hey cover service as far back as March, 1861, the pay for which had 
been increased under the act of 1882, by applying credit for the time 
of previously uncredited service. 

But the same document shows how the accounting officers limited 
and for the most defeated the intent of the act of 1882. They 
held that they could only apply it in cases where the uncredited sery- 
ice had been performed in the same grade as that to which it was to 
be credited. That is, a boatswain could only receive credit for service 
as a boatswain, a gunner for service as a gunner, a surgeon for service 
as a surgeon, and soon. Ineed not go into detail. The opinions of 
the accounting officers are printed and may be read by any Senator. 
Their effect was to rule out all credit for enlisted service, for Army 
service, or for service in other grades, higher or lower, which the act 
of 1882 directed to be given. 

The House of Representatives determined to make its legislation of 
1882 effective, and repeated it in the naval appropriation act of 1883, 
with an additional clause, as follows: 

And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer army or 
navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all re- 
A Navy tx Use ORE ORAS aria AATA vay veld ION oman 
since last pri Bede the service: Provided, t nothing ia this piisid shall be sa 
construed as to authorize any change in the dates of commission or in the rela- 
tive rank of such officers. 

This additional clause met the objection of the accoun: officers 
by providing a grade in which all prior uncredited service uld be 
counted. In some instances it would be one grade, in some another, 
but in all cases it would be the ‘‘ lowest grade having graduated pay,” 
the first g grade held by the officer in which credit for service would in- 
crease his pay. 

The Secretary, now Senator from New Hampshire, made his objec- 
tion, and it was obviated, as I have stated, by a proviso adopted in con- 
ference, as follows: 

dered rtd: That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
giveany additional pay to any such officer during the time of his service in the 
volunteer army or navy. 

I say again that no claim has since been made, and I do not believe 
one was ever contemplated, for the pay of a higher grade during the 
time of service in a lower one. Every dollar that has been allowed has 
resulted from crediting upon one grade the time of service performed 
in another, and this is what bas long been done in the Army, and was 
directed to be done in the Navy by the act of 1882. 

But after the act of 1883 was passed the accounting officers were not 
satisfied to give to it the same obvious and necessary retrospective con- 
struction they had given to the same language in the act of 1882. 

They asked the advice of the Attorney-General, and he held that the 
acts were not retrospective. In this opinion the Secretary of the Navy, 
now Senator, made to concur in a letter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated October 11, 1883, requesting that no accounts be stated 
in contravention of the opinion. 

None were stated, and the claimants were driven to the courts. In 
Hawkins vs. The United States (19 Court of Claims Reports, 611) that 
court unanimously sustained the contention of the claimant and the 
former construction of the accounting officers. 

It gave Hawkins about $2,200 for increased pay as a boatswain from 
1871 by crediting him in that grade and from that time with his pre- 
vious service as mate and master. 

Although Attorney-General Brewster had given an official opinion 
against the construction adopted by the Court of Claims, he did not 
have confidence enough in it to carry the case to the Supreme Court. 
It was not appealed, was certified to Congress, appropriated for, and 
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But the vigilant Secretary of the Navy, now the able Senator from 
New , was notsatisfied. Heagain, on October 1, 1884, wrote 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, saying that he proposed to ask further 
legislation ‘‘ for the protection of the public interests,” and requesting 
that no settlements on similar claims be made ‘‘until after the Depart- 
ment shall have submitted its views on the subject to Congress for con- 
sideration.’’ 

Those views were never submitted. On the contrary, the Secretary, 
now Senator, shortly afterwards himself signed the first requisitions 
in payment of these claims. But the accounting officers did not relax 
their vigilance and have driven the claimants to court in innumerable 
cases involving minor points under this act. Of these cases no less 
than eight have gone to the Supreme Court on the ap of the Goy- 
ernment, as follows: United States vs. Philbrick, 120 U. S., 52; United 
States rs. Rockwell, 120 U. S., 60; United States vs. Dunn, 120 U. S., 
249; United States vs. Mullen, 123 U. S., 186; United States vs. Allen, 
123 U. S., 345; United States vs, Hendee, 124 U. S., 309; United States 
vs. Baker, 125 U. S., 646; United States vs. Cook, at the present term. 

And now, when the questions involved have been all settled, after 
vigorous litigation, and the claims have nearly all been paid, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Maine renew the dis- 
cussion in a forum where the claimants have no right to be heard, and 
attack the justice of their claims under cover of a demand for a statute 
of limitation and re In my judgment it is the claimants and not 
the Government who are entitled to some repose in this matter. 

Let me say a few words on the question of a statute of limitations. 
I am in favor of one which should be carefully drawn, not applicable, 
of course, to pending cases, and which should apply to the Government 
as well as to claimants against it. But as long as the accounting 
officers have power to check against an officer's current pay the amount 
of an old allowance which may suddenly be declared illegal, I insist 
they should be required to pay him the amount of a claim, however 
old, which they may have illegally withheld from him. 

The proposition to fix a limit to the consideration of claims is not a 
new one. It has several times been referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of this body, which is much better fitted to consider it than the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

In fact, I may say that the latter has declined to consider it. For 
when it came over from the House in section 2 of the deficiency bill of 
the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress the committee then, as 
now, led in the matter of that bill by the Senator from Maine, struck 
out the provision and declined to restore it in conference. 

Let us have a fair statute of limitations if you will, but let it come 
from the law committee and after due consideration, and not rush it 
through as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Above all, let us not degrade the officers of the Army and the Navy 
by excluding them, and them only, from the right which every other 
citizen has, to sue the Government for his just and legal rights. 

Sir, these are not the people to treat with illiberality of construction 
in the enforcement of the laws. They have written many of the bright- 
est and most glorious pages of American history, and on their loyalty, 
ability, and courage we may be called to depend again in the not dis- 
tant future. I have no fear that they will receive more pay during 
their lives than they deserve, nor that their widows and orphans will 
be too well cared for by the Government after they are dead and gone. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire a vote on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the vote being 
taken now on the pending resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say a few words, and I understand the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] desires to say something. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I also desire to make a few remarks, and I would 
rather the resolution should go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the resolution goes 
over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Retaining its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the same position it now occupies as morning 
business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, if the 
Senator from Illinois will waive calling up his conference report, as I 
understand he has agreed to do. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say, as two or three friends have asked 
me to let the conference report go over until to-morrow, that I have 
agreed with the Senator from Iowa to do so. I give notice that I shall 
tall it up to-morrow for disposition. 

y MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 555, Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of the building and mutual loan 
associations of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 11817) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Wash- 
ington Parish, in the District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and 
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interest of the United States of America in and to square south of 
square 1092, in the city of Washington, District aforesaid; 

A bill (H. R. 11957) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to levy an 
assessment on real estate in the District of Columbia for the purpose of 
taxation;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 12137) relating to the deposit of securities by insurance 
companies; and 

A bill (H. R. 12498) to regulate the practice of pharmacy in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1305) to incor- 
porate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


: ee ALLISON, I move to proceed to the consideration now of House 

ill 11795. 

z Mr. FRYE. I am compelled, I suppose, to yield to the Senator from 
owa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere with the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 11795. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11795) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial of 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on thè amendment proposed by Mr. 
HAwLEY, under the head of “Civil Service Commission,” on page 20, 
line 19, to strike ont ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

Three clerks of class 2, : 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding to the consideration of that 
amendment, if the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, I desire to 
offer one or two amendments from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the consid- 
eration of the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut will be 
popao on the amendments offered by the Senator from Iowa shall 


of. 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 4, line 15, in the appropriations for mes- 
sengers of Senate committees, I move to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert 
**nine;’’ so as to read: 
And nine messengers, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 22, line 6, after the word ‘‘for’? where 
it occurs the second time, I move to insert ‘‘purchase.’’ This amend- 
ment I offer in pursuance of an understanding we had in committee 
that I might offer it. As a justification for the amendment I propose, 
I ask that the letter which I send to the Secretary’s desk may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, February 5, 1859. 


Sır: I have the honor to inform you that the equipment of the stable of this 
De ent needs renewal. 
he carriage has been in constant use for the last ten years; one horse has 
been lost this winter, and his mate is too old for it to be desirable to match him, 
I therefore recommend that an appropriation of $2,000 be added to the amount 
usually appropriated for the maintenance of the stable to place this necessary 
part of the machinery of the Department on a useful footing. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD, 


Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
Senate of the United Slates. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of that suggestion of the Secretary of State, 
I move, on page 22, line 6, after the word ‘‘ for’’ where it occurs the 
second time, to insert the word ‘‘purchase;’’ in line 7, after the word 
“‘ horses,” to insert ‘‘and purchase;’’ at the end of line 7 to strike out 
‘Sone’? and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line 12 tostrike out ‘‘four’’ before 
“thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘six.’? 
eee protempore. The amendment will be stated from 

e : 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, on page 22, after the word ‘‘for’? 
where it occurs the second time, insert the word ‘‘purchase;’’ in line 
7, after the word ‘‘horses’’ and before the word ‘“‘and,” insert ‘‘ and 
purchase;’’ and in the same line strike out the word ‘‘one’?’ and insert 
**three;’? and in line 12, after the word “all” and before the word 
“thousand,” strike out ‘‘four’? and insert ‘‘six;’? so that the para- 
graph when amended will read: 

For contingent expenses, namely: For purchase, care, and subsistence of 
horses and purchase and repairs of wagons, carriage, and harness, $3,200; for 
rent of stable and wagon-shed, $600; for care of clock, telegraphic and electric 


apparatus, and repairs to the same, $600; and for miscellaneous items not in- 
cluded in the foregoing, $2,400; in all, $6,800. 


The amendment was to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], which 
ye, be read, 

e CHIEF CLERK. On page 20, in line 19, it is proposed to strike 
oe Tos “two” and insert “three ;”? so as to read: ‘‘three clerks 
of class 
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Mr. ALLISON. Has there not been already one amendment agreed 
to there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first word ‘“‘two’’ has been 
stricken out and ‘three? inserted after the word ‘‘st pher,” 
The amendment now proposed is is to strike out the word ‘‘two’’ where 
it last occurs and insert ‘‘ three.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Making three clerks of class 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Three clerks of class 2.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday evening, Mr. President, when this 
clause was under discussion, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
whom I regret not to see in his seat, made some criticisms of the action 
of the existing Administration in placing the railway mail service under 
the laws and regulations of the civil-service act and commission, and 
he criticised the efficiency of the Administration. The ground of his 
complaint was that this change made in December last was for the pur- 
pose of forestalling the action of the incoming Administration after the 
4th of March. 

As a matter of course I do not know the motives which may have 
inspired the head of the Department and the President in promulgat- 
ing that order. That it was done for the purpose of forestalling the in- 
coming Administration I donot believe. Thattfiere was an illustrious 

ent for so doing there can be no question; and if the action of a 

ublican Administration in its expiring hours was justifiable, then 

the same act of a Democratic Administration under similar circum- 
stances must not be unjustifiable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Missouri state-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will come in a moment to what I know the 
Senator has in mind. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand the record, and by that I propose 
to a of the Republican Administration. In 1884, after the people 

had passed condemnation upon it in the election in ‘November, what 
did it do? We shall see. 

The civil-service act became a law on the 16th day of January, 1883. 
The act was not practically put into operation for a number of months 
thereafter. Then there was a partial classification of the civil service 
in the Departments, bringing the employés within the provisions and 
regulations of the civil-service act and commission. On December 6, 
1884, the Secretary of the Interior, the distinguished Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. TELLER] now in his seat, amended the revision. 

Mr. TELLER. What date is that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The 6th day of December, 1884. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say here, as I 
havesaid before, that there was then no amendment made whatever. 
The classification was then put on record simply, and that, I think, 
the record shows. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam speaking as the record here shows. When 
was it done? 

Mr. TELLER. It had been done months before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not have put it on record months before? 

Mr. TELLER. Simply because a great many things had not gone 
on record, papers that had sign eens iret app deires Interior 
mouths and months before. There was no of classification in 
the Interior Department at all. That I have stated before, and I state 
it now. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Here is the record: 


On September 22, 1883, the Secretary of the Interior, by an order of that date,* 
revised the classification oft that Department by arranging the employés thereof 
ine ee Soy pe ace arteries Department of the Interi: 

n ion to e ent oi e Or, rec- 
Revised Statui first, second, habe and fourth 


bar B, all employés at Washington known as copyists, whether WISE 
oy or $720 per annum. 

On December 6, 1884, the Secretary amended this revision,* extending it both 
upward and downward, as follows: 

Fourth class, all clerks receiving $1,800 per annum; Subdivision A of fourth 
class, all clerks receiving $2,000 or more per annum, not chiefs of divisions, and 
not excepted from pobre, Bea rest by the È a Eae a act and rules. 

Third class, all clerks pan ng See per annum. 


Ones, all employés at Washington, who are not clerks or copyists, receiy- 
ing $1,000 per annum. 
e above is the existing classification of the Department of the Interior. 


oy TELLER. What is the Senator reading from? 
the Civil Service Commission, and I will read the order of the Secre- 
tary. I hold in my hand the order, taken from the official records, 
made by the Secretary of the Interior, his *‘ footprints on the sands of 
time,’’ and there they stand. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give the page? 


* See order Secretary of the Interior, Appendix, Part III, Exhibit 4. 


COCKRELL. I am reading from the fourth annual report of | $” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam now reading trom the fourth annual report 
ot the Civil Serviee Commission, page 489. Here is the order: 


Revision of September 22, 1883. 
Order.) * DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 22, 1883. 
. $ + 


H. M, TELLER, Secretary. 


And then follows: 
Revision of December 6, 1834. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 6, 1834. 
By direction of the President of the United States, and in accordance with 
the provisions of the third clause of section 6 of the act entitled “An act to reg- 
roghery improve the civil service of the United States,” approved January 16, 


Ordered, That the order heretofore made September 22, 1883, be, and the same 
is, modified as follows. 


Then goes on the classification to which I have referred and whichI 
submit here, as follows: 


That all clerks receiving a salary of $2,000 and upwards, not chiefs of division 
and not excepted by the statute or rules ‘of the Civil Service Commission, shall, 
for the purpose of classification, examination, and admission into the service of 
the Interior Department at Washington, be included in subdivision A of class 4, 

The clerks receiving a salary of $1,000, and all copyists ZeOsiving Salary of of 
$900 or $720 per annum, shall, for purposes of classification, exam 
admission into the service of the Interior eer enent t at t Washington be in- 
eluded in classi. All — recei shall be included in subdi oor aoe y 


all be eamiitted 16 


Co S: partment 
admission into the classified E iarere prac 
H. M. TELLER, Secrelary. 


That was not the only change that was made after the November 
election of 1884. 


On November 19, 1884, the praag 4 of War eae classification madeby 
section R of the Revised Statutes, by declaring in a “circular order,”® issued 
on y— 


November 19, 1884— 2 


that the classification for the purposes of the civil-service act in the Department 
of War included all civilian employés subordinate to the Pene except those 
employed merely as laborers or workmen, messengers and watchmen being 
considered as so employed. By this * ‘circular order” the classification of the 
Department of War was revised so that all employés embraced therein would 
be classed as follows: 
Class A, those having an annual compensation ee $2,000, 
Class B; having an annual compensation of $2,000, 
4, those having an annual compensation of $1,800, 
Class 3 those having an annual compensation of $1,600. 
Class 2 those having an annual compensation = Say 
Class L those having an annual compensation vat $1,200. 
Class G, those having an annual compensation of $1,000. 
Class D, those having an annual a ee of -os and under. 
On November 25, 1834, the commission received from the Secretary of the Navy, 
ma a communication dated November 22, 1834,a revision of the classification of 
that Department, dated November 1, 1834.¢ 
It thus will be seen that it did not reach the commission until after 
the election, but was dated November 1, 1884. 


revision the Secretary gives the number of “ clerks and employés in 
the Department of the Navy and bureaus” classified (subject to examination), 
classified (exempted from Mayme and not — under the law meee 
the regulations of the United States Civil Service Com: on. The 
as subject to examination, and the classified as exempted from 


as follows 

Subject to examination : 

Clerks of class 4, $1,900 per annum, 

Clerks of class g $1, 600 per annum, 

Clerks Se ae 2, $1,400 per annum, 

Clerks of class 1, $1,200 per annum. 

Clerks of $1,000 Fe] annum, 

Nine hundred dollars per annum copyists. 

Seven hundred and twen per annum copyists, 
Exempted from examinati 

Chief rien a Gat $2,500, ‘and 8 at $1,800 per annum. 


Disb 
400, and 1 at $1,600, 


Draughtsmen, 23; at from $1,000 to $1,500, 
raughtsm 2; at $1,400 each. 

Telegraph rye at 000. 

Carpenter, „000. 


Piakoprintors: 3: 1 at $1,252, ares: 560; apprentice, at 8600. 
Engravers, 10; at from ‘$1,200 to $1,800, 
Assistant engravers, 10; at from $1,000 to $1,600. 

‘Assistant astronomers, 3; at from $1,500 to $1,900. 
Instrament-maker, at $1,500, 


‘The unclassified were 111, including meo oe ge messengers, mes- 
senger boys, janitor, office attendant, watchmen, skilled laborers, la~ 


p. ers, 2: far 


“borers, elevator conductors, and charwomen. 


By whatauthority the Secretary classified certain emplores ofhis Ue see enone 
and then himself exempted them from examination is not stated; 
vision thus made was then accepted, and is now piana by the Brandy ae Aa 

g examinations for that Department, Under this classification only 84 

placesin the Department of the Navy are covered by the civil-service act, 
Mr. CHANDLER. What page does the Senator read from? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iread from page 108 of the same report. 
I have given the action of the Department of the Interior, the De- 
partment of War, and the Department of the Navy in classifying and 


*See “circular order” of Secretary of War, A’ Part IIT, Exhibit 4, 
+See letter Secre! Becrolary of the Navy, Appendix, Part III, Exhibit 4. 
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$ 
changing the classifications of their Departments after the election in 
November, 1884. I a come to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


‘oe wire fT ng Boerne i gh wg ner De This’ don ya 
joyés o! lepartmen was e a 

“eireular order ”* nian “To hore it may concern.” In this ord 

Secretary used the following langua; 

“The existing classification of Shora. in the Treasury ent under the 
civil-service act, as heretofore construed and applied in all cases, includes all 
officers, clerks, and vce sg with annual salaries fixed by law, ex those 
subject to confirmation y the Senate, and those merely employed as rers 
or workmen, messengers and watchmen being considered as so employed.” 

r making this sweeping declaration, the Secretary arranged the following 


Now we have the Treasury Department reclassified: 
On February 6, 1885— 
This day four years ago— 


the Postmaster-General, by “ Order No. hee revised the classification of the 
Post-Office Department by arranging the cers, clerks, and other employés 
thereof into the following classes: 


7 ee having an annual compensation of $1,000, 
those having an annual compensation of $900. 

Class E those cans hey annual compensation of $720. 

It was Fn by is order that messengers, assistant messengers, watch- 
men, and laborers should not be included within the classification. 

The records of the commission do not show that either the Secretary of State 
or the Attorney-General has yet revised the classification of his Department; 
but ita General to ma that on October 6, 1883, the ae es requested the Attorney- 

to make a umena of the number oi Aecem. oe 
$ 

Ina eitten OII, on,beariog no ERR T LASE, to the Comite 
and received November 24, 1884— 


That was after the election in November, 1884— 
the Commissioner of Agriculture— 


After the election was over and the result known, then the Repub- 
lican Commissioner of A griculture— 


submitted a “list of clerks in the United States Department of Agriculture classi- 
fied in accordance with the act entitled *An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States,’ approved January 16, 1883.” By this list the 
employés of the Department of Agriculture were arranged into following 


Then follows the classification: 


1. Clerks of class 1, $1,200 per annum, 
2. Clerks of class 2, $1. 400 per annum, 
3. Clerks of class 3, $1,600 per annum. 
4. Clerks of class 4) $1, 800 per annum. 
5. Clerks at $1,000 per annum each, 
6. Clerks at $840 per annum each, 
7. Clerks at $720 per annum each. 
8. Clerk to Bureau of Animal Industry. 
9, Disbursing officer, 
10. Assistant to disbursing officer, 
11. Librarian, 
Superintendent of folding-room. 
13. Employés in the chemica! bureau. 
J4. Employés in the laboratory. 
16: Tapore in the irom of OIE, 
6. Employés in the bureau of en’ 
17. Employés in Leng museum. 
18, Foreman in the grounds. 
On December 10, issi, t the President, by telephonic message— 


The usual means of communication were not sufficiently rapid and 
uick in order to consummate these changes in the ifications un- 
de the civil-service law— 


On December hn 18%, the wma oy telephonie m informed the 
eommission of the receipt by him o: ion of ent of 
Agriculture, and asked the > flowrate! of the commission to the same. In ly 
~~ commission, on December 11, informed the scoinn say an the class: 


, the commission received President, by 
vate secretary, a a communication dated December 12, in which the —— 
m was given that this classification of the Department of Agriculture had 
been accepted and d approved. 
Since that date the Department of Agriculture has been rded and treated 
m een ees oe upon by the civil-service act and 


a t will be observed that the classification of the iby y ofA ture is 
entitled: “ List of clerks in the United States Department of ture classi- 

in accordance with the act act entitled “Am act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States,’ approved January 16, 1883.” 

This classification was accepted and approved by the President as having been 
made in accordance with the act referred to; but (he commission evidently did 
not believe it was a classification made in the same way thot the classifications 
of the other Departments had been made—did not accept it as a revision of a 
classification, or as a classification that existed at the time the civil-service act 


*See ‘circular order” of the Secretary of the Treasury, Appendix, Part III, 
ned “Order No. $3,” of the Postmaster-General, Appendix, Part IIT, Ex- 
Ses Pease baler mye young eae ee of the the President i 


commission to n regard 
to the classification of the De tof Agriculture, andof the President’ 
piy thereto, Appendix: Part fil, Exbibie & mae 


was approved. In Tapis to the telephonic message of the President the com- 
mission was careful to say: 

“The classification ap: to the me enero to be suitable for the purposes 
of examination requ by the rules,” 

The commission added : 


“Ifthe classification shall be accepted by the President, tie commission will 
count itself as instructed to treat at the places thus classified in the Aeros 
Department as among those which are to be filled by certification by the com- 
mission under existing rules. 


On page 490 and following are found the orders of the War Depart- 
toant, “Department of War, revision of November 19, 1884,” as fol- 
OWS: 
DEPARTMENT OF WAR. 


Revision of November 19, 1884. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, November 19, 1884. 

Chiefs of bureaus of the War Department will cause to be made out and for- 
warded to this office as soon as possible after the 1st proximo astatement show- 
ing the names, compensation, etc., of clerks, messengers, laborers, watchmen, 
etc., employed in their respective bureaus from December 1, 1883, to November 
30, 1884, inclusive. 

The statement is to be made out on paige sheets of A oreasion 4 paper, written on 
but one side of the sheet, and the same form to be observed as that published 
in Senate Ex. Doc. No, 82, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, except as other- 
wise directed below. s 

The classification for thé pv of the civil-service act in the War Depart- 
ment includes all civilian employés subordinate to the Secretary, except those 
a employed as laborers or workmen (messengers and watchmen being 

ered as so Hg ihe and the classification is revised so that all employés 
Sraten therein Ce amet as follows: 


Those having an annual compensation ee: $2,000 
Those having an annual compensation of $2,000... 

‘Those having an annual compensation of $1,800. 
Those having an annual compensation of $1,600, 
Those having an annual compensation a $1, "400. 
Those having an annual compensation of $1, 200, 
Those haying an annual compensation of $1,000... 
Those having an annual compensation of $000 and “under. 


In making the re) opas above called for, chiefs of bureaus will adopt ie above 
classification in addition to any special desi, Aang. apres of wage: ay Ae arenga out of 
their special duties heretofore used, and employés of each 


class together. 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 


‘ Se aie of the Navy revision of November 22, 1884, is as 
ollows: 


Cireular.] 


weveneveices coe A. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
Revision of November 22,1834. 


Navy Department, Washington, November 22, 1854. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to transmit herewith a tabular statement ex- 
hibiting the number and classes of clerks and wine bomen in the Navy Department 
and its bureaus, arranged in accordance with ent’g letter to the com- 
mission of January 23, 1884, and includ: not cule thai the clerks classified by the 
act of January 16, 1883, in four classses under section 163 of the Revised Statutes, 
but also the subordinate places classified under the third paragraph of section é 
of the act last UOS. and, in addition, for convenience, s statement of the 
positions in this Department classified but exempt ree examination, and those 
not classified because classification is not req by the act. LIalso transmit 
aes showing the names and position of those “classified, subject to examina- 
m.” 
Very respectfully, 
W. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy, 
UNITED STATES Crvm SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D.C. 


Feces Department of the Treastiry revision of January 2, 1885, is as 
ows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
Revision of January 2, 1885, 
[Cireular.] 
CLASSIFICATION OF OFFICERS, CLERKS, AND EMPLOYÉS IN THE TREASURY DE- 
PARTMENT. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., January 2, i885. 
To whom it may concern: 


The existing classification of those in the gare g Department, under the 
civil-service act, as heretofore construed and appl in all cases, includes all 
officers, clerks, and employés with annual salaries fixed by law, those 
subject to confirmation by the Senate and those merely employed as 
or workmen (messengers and watchmen beny <o considered as so io eeo reer 

for 


For the popo of the examination pro n the said officers, 
clerks, and employés are hereby arranged in the following classes according to 
their annual salaries: 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 
The Post-Office Department revision of February 6, 1885,-is as fol- 
lows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Revision of February 6, 1885. 


Posr-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or TB ENERAL, 
Order No, 83.] Washington, D. C., February 6, 1885. 
For the purpose of facilitating the execution of the civil-service act, the classi- 
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fication of clerksand others employed in this Department, and appointed by 
the Postmaster-General, shall be as follows: 


Those having an annual compensation exceeding $2,000 issscccsssesseersereOl O58 A, 
Those having an annual compensation of $2,000... a Ol è 
Those having an annual compensation of $1,800......... 
Those having an annual compensation of $1,600.. 
Those having an annual compensation of $1,400... 
‘Those having an annual compensation of 31,200. 
Those having an annual compensation of $1,000. 
‘Those having an annual compensation of $900.. 

Those haying an annual compensation of $720... 


Provided, That this classification does not include messengers, assistant mes- 
sengers, watchmen, nor laborers, 
FRANK HATTON, Poslmaster-General. 


The Department of Agriculture, revision of December 12, 1884, the 
report of the Civil Service Commission, and the letter of the private 
secretary of the President to the Civil Service Commission of December 
12, 1884, are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Revision of December 12, 1884, 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1884. 


Sim; In response to the telephonic message received yesterday, December 10, 
from the Executive Mansion, informing the commission of the receipt of the 
classification of the Agricultural De ment, and asking the attention of the 
commission to the same, it respectfully replies that the classification (a Spe of 
which has been furnished us) was made in pursuance of the views of the Presi- 
dent, exp’ to the commission in an interview in October last, and com- 
municated to the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

‘The commission at that date expressed its view that the time had come for 
including that Department under the rules, and declared its readiness to under- 
take the additional work involved. 

The classification ri to this commission to be suitable for the purposes of 
the examination required by the rules. 

If the classification shall accepted by the President the commission will 
count itself as instructed to treat the places thus classified in the Agricultural 
De; ent among those which are to be filled from certifications by the com- 
mission under existing rules, à 

We have the honor to subscribe ourselyes, 


„Third class, 
«+e Second class, 


Your obedient servants, 
DORMAN B. EATON, 
JOHN M. GREGORY, 
E. D. THOMAN, 
United States Civil Service Commissioners, 
The PRESIDENT. 


Executive Mansion, Washington, December 12, 1884. 
DEAR Sirs: Your letter of the lith instant regarding the application of the 
civil-service rules to the Agricultural Department has been received by the 
President, and he directs me to say, in reply, that as it is stated in your com- 
ryanincaonageo sree" reo Fi ay emg Da aeniea ae cei eres er tery a 
pears to e for purposes of the exam: ion required e 
rules,” the suggestion that it be accepted is approved by him. 


Very truly, yours, 
FRED. J. PHILLIPS, 
Private Secretary. 


The CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 


Whether those changes were made for the purpose of forestalling the 
action of the then incoming Administration I can not say. If they 
were, then certainly the present Administration had the same right 
that that Republican Administration had, and it does not lie in the 
mouth of Republicans tocomplain. If the Republican Administration 
of that date was justified in issuing these orders for the improvement 
of the public service and the extension of the civil-service act and the 
regulations of the commission, then the Democratic Administration 
was also justifiable in doing the same thing for the same purpose. 

The Senator from Kansas criticised very sharply the postal adminis- 
tration and the inefficiency of the postal clerks. The railway postal 
service was the particular branch which was lately brought under the 
civil-service law and the regulations of the Civil Service Commission. 
The record must speak for itself, and by the record we must stand or 
fall. I hold in my hand the report of the Postmaster-General for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and on pages 283 and following I find 
the report of the general superintendent of the railway mail service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884. Under the head of *‘ Mail dis- 
tributed” I read as follows: 

Ft n 


Referring to a table or a statement—this is on page 284— 


Ftis a statement showing in detail the correctness of the distribution by divis- 
ions, by which it appears tthe number of errors in distribution was 1,167,- 
223 in a total distribution of 4,519,661,900 pieces, or one error to each 3,872 pieces 
handled, being at the rate of 299 errors per clerk per annum. During the be 
cading fiscal year there was one error to each 4,153 pieces handled, It will thus 
be seen that the tive number of errors during the last fiscal year was a trifle 
Sa goamiamnegogiet 1883. Yetit will be seen that this increase is so slight that 

average ye cent, of mail correctly handled is about the same as last year, 
namely, 99.71. 
. 


* + * + * + 
CASE EXAMINATIONS. 


Table H? is a statement of case examinations of postal clerks holding perma- 
nent intments, by which it ap] that there were 4,903 case e. nations 
during The ear, and that the num! of cards handled was 5,028,492, of which 
number 3,037,200 were thrown correctly, being an average of 78.10 per cent. 

Table I! is a statement of the case examinations of probatio: clerks. 
It appears from this table that there were 3,463 ns, an the num- 

of cards handled was 3,472,105, of which 2,339,278 were thrown correctly, 
g an average of 67.37 per cent, ~ 


These examinations, which the clerks undergo at frequent intervals, are a 
test of proficiency, and the following is a brief description of the manner of con- 
ducting the same. 

We have there the record of the inaccuracies, of the errors in distri- 
bution, and-of the grading of the railway postal clerks in 1893 and 
1884. I hold in my hand the report of the Postmaster-General for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and on page 331 and following I find 
the report of the general superintendent of the railway mail service. 
Under the same heading on page 332 I find this: 

During the year ended June 30, 1887, 5,851,394,057 pieces of all classes of mail 
matter were handled, and 1,734,617 errors checked, showing that 99.971 per cent, 
of all mail handled was correctly distributed, or, in other words, of every 3,374 
pieces handled 3,373 were correctly dispatched and 1 incorrectly. In 1888 the 
number of pieces handled was 6,545,876,202, and the number of errors checked 
1,765,821, being a correct distribution of 99.973 per cent. of all mail handled, or one 
error to every 3,707 pieces. 

The increase in the number of pieces of ordinary mail handled was 8.76 per 
cent., while the increase in the number of errors was but 1.79 per cent, 

Now I come to ‘‘ case examinations:”’ 

CASE EXAMINATIONS, 

A marked improvement is shown this year in the record of case examinations 
of the permanent railway postal clerks, the average per cent. of cards correctly 
distributed having increased from 87.50 in 1887 to in 1858. 

Under the table in 1884 it was for the regular clerks 78.10 per cent., 
and for the probationary clerks 67.37 per cent.» whereas under a Demo- 
agen heart it was 87.50 per cent. in 1887 and 90.50 per cent, 
in i 

A table follows showing the number of examinations in 1887 and 
1888, the number of cards handled, the cards correct, the cards incor- 
rect, the cards not known, and the average per cent. of cards correct. 

The subjoined table is inserted to show the record of case examinations of 


permanent clerks made during the year under review, compared with similar 
examinations held during 1887: 4 


Total 1888, | Total 1887. | Increase. 


Examinations ..... 
handled. 


* Decrease. 


Slatement of case examinations of probationary railway postal clerks for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1888, 


Total 1888. | Total 1887. | Increase. 


Probationary appointees .........cssss0 1,453 1,149 4 
Examinations .....000cceeccosee psa 5,633 4,482 1,151 
Cards handled 4,092,350 | 3,630, 858 461,492 
Cards correct .. 3,223,964 | 2,944,239 279,725 
Cards incorrect .. 331,160 367, 055 35, 895 
Cards not known „s.s.s... 537,474 319, 564 217,910 
Average per cent. correct ... 78.78 81.09 2.31 
Probationers who received 

pointments 836 778 
Average per cent. correct 

made by those permanently ap 85. 87 85, 34 53 
Dropped during probation, including those 

permitted to resign.......ss-sevses ESE SEP EE 34 “i 27 
Probationary appointees who failed to pass 

final examination........... pack eacobei ssoeesSbammeces 21.51 23,53 2.02 


The above tables show that the clerks mt A song appointments in- 
creased their percentage of cards correctly hand from 87.50 in 1887 to 90.50 in 
1888, and there was an increase from 85.34 in 1887 to 85.87 in 1888, shown in the 
record made by probationary clerks who received permanent appointments 
during the year. 

The average number of cards handled at each examination by each proba- 
tionary clerk during the year ended June 30, 1888, was 726, and the average 
number handled by each permanent clerk was 1,014. 

inner registered —— 
083, being an sneretn’ of, 152,4 


In 1887, 950,613 through istered pouches (includin; 
were handled by posta! clerks, and in 1888, 1,1 
pieces, or 16.03 per cent., while the rej pac and cases died in- 
creased from 15,752,560 in 1887 to 16,001,059 in 1888, being an increase of 248,490 
pieces, or 1.57 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. If my colleagne will permit me, I should like to call 
his attention to a table which he will find in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 201, which shows the exact relation between the number of 
mistakes under the Republican administration and from 1882 to 1887. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This table co ds exactly, and I am very 
much obliged to my colleague for it. I had not had time to hunt u 
the document, and I was only reading from the official report of pi 
of the Departments and did not make the comparison. I hold in my 
hand now Executive Document No. 201, House of Representatives, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, headed ‘‘The mail service in the West,” 
handed me by my colleague, and on page 3 I find under the head of 
tí Inexperienced employés” the following: 


In response to this branch of the inquiry, I respectfully submit that in no in- 

stance where the specific complaint has been brought to the attention of the De- 

ent from the western divisions of the railway mail service has incompe- 

ncy or inexperience of railway postal clerks or clerks in post-offices caused 
any embarrassment to the service or impairment of its general efficiency. 

The results of the tests, by which the efficiency of the clerks in the railway 
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mail service have been for some year stried and their competency proved, pre- 
sent a very favorable exhibit for the efficiency of the present service. 
The following table givesthe average percen in correctness in case exam- 


inations of railway postal clerks for the past six years: 
Y ded Ji 30— Pa t 5 
ear en: une nen 
clerks. | toners. 


These examinations are thorough tests of fitness of a clerk for the discharge 


of his duty, as they fully measure his knowledge, the quickness and accuracy 
jof his memory and accuracy of rapid distribution of mail matter so as to forward 
or dispatch it by the most direct or expeditious route to its destination. They 
are covducted by the same excellent method adopted prior to 1885, and the re- 
sults computed and arrived at in the same manner and on the same basis, so 
‘that the examinations are accurate and infallible comparative tests of efficiency. 
| By these it is demonstrated that there is not only a steady improvement in 
the accuracy and competency of the permanent appointees, but that the proba- 
tioners or new appointees for the past three years have been of a high order of 
efficiency and a better examination at the expiration of their proba- 
tionary period by a very considerable ntage than is recorded for the like 
results in the three years previous to June 30, 1884, 

In 1888, which is not in this table, as I have shown, the permanent 
clerks increased their percentage of cards correctly handled from 87.50 
in 1887 to 90,50 in 1888, a higher record than was ever before made in 
the railway mail service. The probationary clerks increased their rec- 
ord from 85.34 per cent. in 1887 to 85.87 per cent. in 1888. - So this 
charge of inefficiency in the administration of the mail service, when 
tested by the official records and the facts, fails. That there have been 
some obstructions in that service I do not deny; but that they have 
been largely caused by partisan Republicans who have been retained in 
that service in my judgment is not disputable. 

The Senator from Kansas referred to the incompetent and inefficient 
clerks, Republicans as a matter of course, retained in service in the 
Departments. I desire to deal frankly and truthfully with the Senate 
in regard to this matter. I have no apologies to make and no justifi- 
cation to offer for any Department of the Government retaining in its 
service inefficient, incompetent, and worthless employés, simply be- 
cause they may have been there a great number of years or because they 
may have strong backing of any kind, Democratic or Republican. In 
my judgment, and I say it frankly, the departmental service could 
have been improved by the discharge peremptorily, without any cause 
being assigned, for there is no necessity for any cause, of quite a large 
number of the fossils who were in there infesting the Departments and 

forming no real service. Asa matter of course, I presume, the same 
indly fi gs and motives which have prompted former heads of De- 
partments to retain these persons in office prompted the present in- 
cumbents. If former administrations were justifiable in retaining 
them, then it does not, it seems to me, lie in the mouth of our Repnb- 
lican friends to criticise the Democratic Administration for not undoing 
that which they permitted to go amiss. 

The civil-service law does not retain anybody in office. It has 
nothing on earth to do with the retention of anybody in a civil posi- 
tion. The head of a Department, the President, anybody who has the 
appointing power, has precisely the same power to-day to turn out an 
employéin the civilservice appointed under the civil-service law and reg- 
ulations that he had before that law was passed; and I am tired of hear- 
ing that law charged as the reason why persons have been retained in 
the public service. It is no reason why persons are kept in the public 
service. It does not guard the exit from office; it simply and solely 
and only provides that before the head of any Department or bureau 
can appoint persons to certain classified, specified places, they must 

a certain kind of examination and be certified, and that is all; 
rane in there they can be turned out just as readily as if they had 
been appointed before there was any civil-service law, or justas readily 
as if the civil-service law were repealed to-day and the appointment 
made hereafter. 

The object of that law, as I understand, is to guard the entrance to 
it, the civil service. That it may not have been correctly and fully 
administered, I am not here to question. It would be very difficult to 
find any gentleman who could administer that law to the entire satis- 
faction of all persons and both political parties. I think there are se- 
rious grounds of complaint against the Civil Service Commission and 
their administration of the office, and those complaints lie because the 
service has not been improved and bettered as it might have been. 

In committee I sustained the action of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in not increasing this force. The commission have a sufficient 
force, in my judgment, if properly applied, to discharge the duties in- 
cumbent upon them in an efficient and acceptable manner—at least, I 
will say in an efficient manner—and therefore I hope that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut will not prevail. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I haye had occasion once before, I 
think, on a suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] to call attention to the fact, in the first place, that what he has 


read here as a revision of the civil-service classification in the Interior 
Department (although headed ‘‘A revision,” which heading was put in 
by the compiler, Isuppose), was no such thing. The only revision as- 
serted to have been made by the Interior Department was to include 
the $2,000 clerks within the classified list. I said once before, and I 
repeat, that this had been the rule for at least eight or ten months be- 
fore the date given here as the 6th of November, which is simply the 
time it went on record. There was no new classification made in the 
Interior Department with reference to a change of Administration. 

The Senator from Missouri is correct when he says the civil-service 
tules do not keep anybody in office. That is true. Every clerk could 
have been discharged without reference to the classifications, and the 
place could have been filled as all clerks’ places had been filled prior to 
the time when the act went into effect in July, 1883. 

I do not know anything about the change that has been made by the 
present board of commissioners or by the heads of Departments. Isim- 
ply know that the matter is wholly and entirely under the control and 
direction of the Executive of the United States. When the incoming 
President of the United States finds that the classification includes any- 
body who onght not to be included, I think he will have the courage 
to make the change. I think if he finds that it does not include any 
class that ought to be included, he will promptly make the change. 

It is not very strange that in the case of a new law just going into 
effect, without any precedents, there should have been some necessity 
for revision of the action of the heads of the several Departments in 
1883 and subsequent thereto. That is all that can be complained of. 
If the outgoing Republican Administration made a classification not sat- 
isfactory to the incoming Administration, it was easy for that Adminis- 
tration to modify and change that classification. I think that is the 
case now. 

I do not believe myself that the class of persons performing clerical 
work on railway cars can ever be properly classified under the civil- 
service regulations, Ido not think that those who hold offices of trust, 
who handle money, those who are in the pay department of the Gov- 
ernment, the financial clerks, ought to be admitted under a classifica- 
tion, as I understand has recently been made. If I were at the head of 
a Department I should not hesitate to change any regulation that had 
been made by my predecessors with reference to this matter if it did 
not accord with my ideas of right and justice. 

I wish to repeat that so far as the Interior Department is concerned 
the practice that was in vogue in July, 1884, was the rule that was 
recognized in what is here called, but not by the Department, a revis- 
ion of the regulations of September, 1883. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have very little doubt about the cor- 
rectness of the position taken by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. It bears within itself absolute and irrefutable proof of the 
fact that the civil-service law amounts to nothing in practical operation, 
Great complaint was made here yesterday by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], thejuniorSenator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the outgoing 
Democratic Administration had made this classification under the civil- 
service law which embraced railway mail clerks, and it was assumed 
that the object of the classification was to keep in office Democratic - 
appointees, who were also assumed to be incompetent. 

As the Senator from Colorado says, where is the law that even by 
construction prevents the incoming Republican Administration from 
changing these classifications? So long as that power exists in an ad- 
ministration just so long can it nullify in spirit and letter the civil- 
service statute as it is now found upon the statute-books. 

I recognized this fact when the law was I objected seriously 
and strenuously not only to that provision but to the provision, which 
I considered an outrage at the time and so consider now, that all the 
incumbents of office in these clerical positions under that law remained 
in, whilst every applicant from the time the law took effect was com- 
pelled to go through a competitive civil-service examination, thereby 
retaining in office the old fossils, the old party hacks, the old instru- 
ments who were used in every close campaign, whether competent or 
not, and subjecting every man and every woman who came thereafter 
from the people to apply for these offices that belong to the people toa 
strict and often absurd competitive examination. 

If there is any branch of the public service that needs classification 
under the civil-service law it is the railway mail clerks, I had occa- 
sion once before to state a single fact which came to the knowledge of 
my colleague and myself in regard to the appointment of railway 
postal clerks under the administration of the late President Arthur, 
It came within our personal knowledge that the patronage of the State 
of Missouri as to railway postal clerks was divided—one half of it, the 
eastern half, going to Chauncey I. Filley, and the western half to 
Col. R. T. Van Horn. There was a factional fight in the Republican 
party within the State, and in order to bring about that placid and 
ecstatic condition of political feeling that was necessary to the success 
of the party there was a line drawn through the middle of the State 
from the Iowa to the Arkansas line, and one-half of the patronage was 
given to Mr. Filley and one-half was given to Colonel Van Horn, and 


that instruction from the Postmaster-General to the appointing clerk 
of the Post-Office Department was put in writing. The result was that 
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men were put in office utterly incompetent, and there were thirty-four 
of them in office when Cleveland's Administration came into exist- 
ence, many of them from other States of whom we had never heard in 
theState of Missouri; but the exigencies of political warfare demanded 
their appointment and their retention, 

If there is any Department in which classification under the rules 
and spirit of the civil-service law is necessary, it is in the appointment 
of railway postal clerks. The junior Senator from Kansas had placed 
in the RECORD of January 3i a letter from the secretary and business 
manager of Colonel Van Horn’s paper, Mr. J. A. Mann, in the city where 
I live, Kansas City, Mo. Here is the letter, as the RECORD shows: 


Kansas Crry, Mo., January 25, 1888, 

DEAR SIR: Is it possible to bring to bear such pressure, by means of a Senate 
committee on investigation of Western mail service in Missouri and Kansas, as 
will rectify the present demoralized condition of said service? 

Our relations to this service are such that we suffer more perhaps than any 
line e business and know more of its delinquencies than those engaged in other 
Vocations. 

I can say, after eighteen years’ continuous labor in this one office, with full 
facilities for learning as to general efficiency of the mail service, that it was never 
so nor so badly Sacntutsteted as during the past year, and that the tendency 
at this time is toward a down grade, Onn Fou give this attention and bring it 
before the people in such manner as to 1 to a reform? 

Very respectfully,’ seis 


J. A. ’ 
Secretary and Business Manager Kansas City Journal. 
Hon, P. B, PLUMB, 
Washington, D. 0. 


Mr. COKE. What isthe date of that letter? 

Mr. VEST. That letter is dated January 25, 1888, and it was put 
in the RECORD for the purpose of showing the inferiority of the Demo- 
cratic administration in the railway mail service to the preceding Re- 
publican administration, I want to read the following letter from this 


same gentleman: 
: Kansas Crry, Mo., August 28, 1882, 
During the administration of the Republicans. 


Mr. R. W. CAMP, 
Chief Head Clerk, Railway Mail Service, Kansas City: 
“And can these things be, and not overcome us like a summer cloud?" 
Butler, Austin, Warrensburgh, Pleasant Hill packages for news-dealers all lost 
on the 24th and 35th of August, 
They left this office in time for the mails; were delivered at the Kansas City 
post-office pompar: 
You will extend to the United States mail service our unbounded thanks that 
they did not lose our whole d—d mail on that day, 
* Respectfully, 
JOURNAL COMPANY, 
J. A. MANN, Secretary. 


September 12, 1882, there appeared in the same paper, under the 
business control of this same gentleman, an editorial which I ask the 


Secretary to read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


this cit; 
ofanity, is directly chargeable to the slip-sh 
= ivered here than to all other irritating influences combined. In the 


are not 

first place, with the laudable purpose of giving us the advan of the earlier 
time ule of train arrivals on the Missouri Pacific, the chief postal clerk ar- 
ranged to send the Kansas City dailies over that route, but after some months 


of vexation and bother we have failed to perceive any improvement. In the 
first place, a good portion of the time the Missouri Pacific train is late, some- 
times not arriving until after the Santa Fé express, and quite as frequently 
the packsacs of papers are non est when it does get in. And not infrequently 
neither road brings the pa: , as witness yesterday, when the Kansas City 
papers failed to come at all. obody seems to know who or what is to blame, 
and we would gently su to the newspaper managers at Kawsmouth the 
propriety of a thorough investigation. 

“The kanes City dailies failed to arrive on the Missouri Pacific yesterday. 
Newsmen are seriously considering the policy of discontinuing the purchase of 
these papers, as under present circumstances they generally remain on their 
hands. A little bit of business enterprise manifested on the part of ahengna 
ment at Kansas City, it seems to us, might easily regulate this matter. r 

le are not desperately anxious to pay for old back numbers of Kawsmouth 
nrnals.?* 


the Missouri Pacific Railroad, tra’ 

ed to the chief clerk of the mail service, 
pains to remedy this evil, but without much 
success. We are told that when the train by accident ts off late from Kansas 
City the train from Holden, which crosses this early train at Harrisonville, pulls 
out even when the City train is in sight, leaving all the mails for Osa- 
watomie, Otta and the towns along the line behind for a day. 

We haye aided in having an application filed with the chief officer of the Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroad Company in St. Louis, setting forth our trials and delays 
and asking aid. The results are not yet apparent. - 

At the beginning of the dispatch of the new “Texas ree eee from this city 
we made great efforts to place our paper in the new field. In thirty days the 
complaints of delays of an entire day were so uent that 60 per cent. of the 
mail at first sent out was turned upon the old routes, which do not leave 
the city till four or five hours laterin the morning, while new subscribers rapidly 
disappeared because they could not get their papers regularly. 

From every source in Kansas where the Missouri Pacific extends there comes 
bitter complaints of the mails. Late, late, always late, from one to twenty-four 
hours. e have hitherto borne this annoyance and pomaze loss—for it is a 
serious loss to the Kansas City morning papers—without publie complaint; but 
when our patrons take up the cry and charge the fault at our doors we must 
state the facts in self-defense, if nothing more. The one thing which would 
make our hearts glad and our ms happy would be a regular mail service 
along the line on this road w. could be run on time for thirty consecutive 

ys. 


Mr. VEST. That was an extract from another paper republished in 
the Kansas City Journal. I think the Chief Clerk read the wrong ex- 
tract. Ihave here another one. The one that I alluded to was Sep- 
tember 13, 1882, and is as follows : 


Had the “star-route” trials included investigation of postal matters in this 
jon no one connected with that department of the Government service in 
Missouri or Kansas would have been convicted of “expediting” the mails, 
whatever other delinquency might have been unearthed. From all quarters 
come complaints of such gross mistakes, such incompetency, that public protest 
can no longer be avoided. 

Sample instances can be given like the following: Twelve days elapsed be- 
tween the date of postmark on a letter mailed within 85 miles of Kansas City, 
and plainly addressed, before it is delivered to its destination here, Whole 
packages go wandering about from day to day off their proper routes, yet no 
penalty or disability attaches to the delinquents, Indeed the delinquents are 
carefully never found. A package of journals is placed in the Kansas City post- 
office each morning addressed toa news-dealer, Lathrop, Mo., in ample time for 
the early mail, 

Here is the record of the three consecutive days; That of September 7, re- 
ceived at Lathrop on morning of the 8th, and were marked “ Missent.” Pack- 
age of the 8th in some way arrived at Lathrop on the 9th in theevening. This 
had been meandering about the country and was returned, Pinte “ Car- 
ried by.” Package to same address of the 9th was carried its destination 
and returned same night, but no marks of delinquency on this, for the reason, 
presumably, that getting toits destination only twelve hours late, it was thought 
prompt enough to meet the wants of the most exacting. On alate occasion the 
whole of our mails for the line of the Missouri Pacific lroad and tributaries 
were missent, as confessed by the post-office officials, but to heal the wound 
thus given we were assured that the Times mail was scattered in like manner. 

Upon certain lines, like the Hannibal and St. Joseph, complaints of 
papers and packages, especially of the Weekly Journal, are so frequent that 
we can not refer to half the cases. These Weekly Journals are invariably in 
the Kansas City post-office on Wednesday, yet often reach points but 50 or 100 
miles from Kansas City on Friday or even on Saturday. 

So far as known, though dozens of these complaints have been referred to 
those having charge of mail matters in the past few months, not one case of 
discipline has eventuated, 

There should be some aura and some indemnity. The Journal within a 
week lost a paying daily subscriber of four years’ standing because he could no 
longer get his t with either promptness or regularity. Another within a 
few days re that he got but four papers out of seven the week previous. 
The complaints, we take it, are true representatives of the facts as they are, but 
in the face of itall invariably it results in “nobody to blame.” 

Publishers usually fear to make any exposure lest in the slam-bang methods 
of handling their mails revenge be taken, parcels burst, and every trivial ad- 
vantage be taken of a moment's lateness, slight indistinctness of an address, to 
say nothing of intentional abuses of their matter. There are many ways in 
which a complaining publisher can be placed ata disadvantage and the offender 
not be technically amenable. 

Here is the occasion for reform, and that reform will be best attained by a 
cathe IUS PESAN NOOA AAY on KAC WAA K CAD EDEA 
more y personal respon: y on emp! and a 
or dismissal for well-authenticated cases of carelessness or inefliciency. 


This is from the same paper of September 13, 1882, long before the 
Cleveland Administration came into power. Soon the 19th of Octo- 
ber, 1882, the very same gentleman writes to Colonel Warfield, super- 
intendent of the seventh division of the railway mail service, as follows: 


Kansas Crry, Mo., October 19, 1882. 
Col, E. W. WARFIELD, 
Superintendent Seventh Division, Railway Mail Service: : 

The inclosed postal of F. P. Morlan, postmaster, Dayton, Cass County, Mo., 
refers to a fact from which we are made to suffer continually. 

paper to which he refers is the Weekly Journal. Now, that edition of 
our paper is in the Kansas City post-office every week, with rare exccption, by 
2p. m. Wednesda Seldom do an get into the mails until Thu y even- 
ing, and oftener Friday morning. There is an inefliciency about getting this 
weekly mail out of this city, T assume that it don't make any diference 
about when a weekly out, It frequently lies in the Kansas City post-office 
eighteen to thirty-six hours. 

One retext is that they have not force enough to work tbe Journaland Times 
wi received on Wednesdays and in time to go outon Thursday morning's 
mails, so take their time to it, and the consequence is that the weeklies of both 
offices go out Friday mornings, or about thirty hours after being received at the 
Kansas City post-office. . 

Do you think such a state of affairs creditable to a first class office? 

Respectfully, 
JOURNAL COMPANY, 
J, A. MANN, Secretary. 


Giving a glaring case of negligence, to say nothing worse. So upon 
November 5, 1882, we find the following letter, signed by the same gen- 
tleman: 

Kansas Orry, Mo., November 5, 1882. 
Col. E, W. WARFIELD, 


Superintendent Seventh Digision, Railway Mail Service, St. Louis, Mo. : 

Your report and that of all subordinates for 30 November, is remarkably clever, 
stupendously so, You can reach a most definite conclusion in reference toa 
matter of which we were, from an accident, painfully aware at the time, if you 
could be half as expert in finding out way all that of our mails on the next 
day—when we were on time—including the entire lists for subscribers and deal- 
ers westof Harrisonville on the Missouri Pacific, including such points as Paola, 


Ottawa, Burlington, Emporia, all were missed, and from day to this have 
missed about every other day. 5 
There is a nut for you to crack, and we may sa ur report is anxiously looked 


o 
for. Here's a chance to do some work that ‘will be of value, 
Respectfully, ; 
JOURNAL COMPANY, 
J. A, MANN, 


, 


Here is another editorial to the same effect, which appeared on the 
"th of December, 1882: 


The St. Joseph Gazette complains that the Kansas City papers quite often do 
not reach there until they are twenty-four hours old. We can return the com- 
liment. Only yesterday the St. Joseph garas were delivered to us thirty 
ours after their publication. Of course there is no excuse for this save the 
carelessness or inefliciency of the men who handle the mails on the cars, They 
often carry pa and letters past their destination and deliver them on their 
returntrip. ere ought to be a prompt remedy for this, If there is too much 
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mail matter for one agent to handle, the Department should furnish an assist- 


snt. If there is only work for one, and the agent fails to perform his duty, he 
should be dismissed. That is all there is to it. It is the people who pay for 
mail service, and they are entitled to prompt service, 

I read these to show that this same writer and publisher of this 
paper complained with more bitterness and with more ial acri- 
mony of the railway mail service under the Republican administration 
than he ever has done under the Democratic administration. 

The junior Senator from Kansas also attacked the administration of 
the Post-Office Department in to the pouch mails, and stated 
that the clerks had been grossly derelict in their duty in regard to this 
branch of the service. Now, I want to read what the Postmaster- 


‘General says: 
sid CLOSED-POUCH SERVICE, 


Tt has also ‘been argued in the Senate * that in the matter of closed pouches 


handled daily” for the same period (1887) the clerks in the sixth and seventh 


divisions handled 2,895, as against 2,780 in all other divisions except the firstand 


second. 
fully intimate that this argument is fallacious when I state the fact 


1 
that ra bye BF see clerks do not handle closed po: The closed-pouch 


service is formed on railroads where railway postal clerks are not employed 

and the Factor are handled by railroad employés. 
Complaint bas been made in the Senate, as arpaa from the CONGRESSIONAL 
ks in the sixth and seventh 


been 
of clerks Pa to their increase in mil 


reasoning is specious which reaches such a conclusion from such prem- 
illustrating the danger of drawing conclusions from statistics without re- 


to — ifymg conditions. 

Process force in the railway mail service can not be assigned upon the basis 

The proportion of clerks must be greatest where the mails are heaviest and 
among the dense populations where post-offices are most frequent upon the 
routes. For „an the New York and Chicago railway post-office, 983 
miles long, there are employed 216 clerks, or one clerk for every 3 miles of road; 
while on the Omaha mre 9 Ogden, the heaviest line running through Nebraska, 
1,085 miles Jong, are required but 39 clerks, or one to every 30 miles. Were the 
two lines furnished the same working force, or a force on the mileage basis, at 
least 250. clerks on the latter road would be constantly idle. 

This is a plain and irrefutable answer to the charges that have been 
made here, obviously for the purpose of holding up in invidious con- 
trast the administration of the Post-Office Department of this country, 
and especially of the railway mail service, under Republican and Dem- 
ecratic administrations. As the junior Senator from Kansas stated yes- 
‘terday, in perfect fairness, he recognized the fact that there are great 
difficulties in the way of absolute exactitude in administering the postal 
wervice of the growing out of the enormous increase ef popula- 
tion and the fact that remote localities are now being settled up and 
postal facilities required where none were required a year or two years 
ago, Ina newsystem constantly enlarged, as a matter of course there 
must be friction, there must be a certain amount of uncertainty, there 
must be delay, there must be mistake; but I challenge any Senator 
here to take this executive document and, in the ordinary fairness with 
which he would examine any other question before this body, answer 
the statements made by the Postmaster-General, based upon the rec- 
ord, answering them as he would wish that he should receive the same 
sort of a fair answer in any controversy affecting himself. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I doubt whether the postal service 
has reached the perfection that is claimed for it in the report of the 
Civil Service Commission. Last November I had occasion to visit the 
city of Sacramento to address the people there. At the conclusion 
of my remarks, when it was quite late, several gentlemen, friends of 
mine, met meand inquired of me whether I was sending to them Demo- 
cratic documents. I having made a Republican speech they thought 
that was very remarkable. I denied it and said that I had not done 
so. Some ten or fifteen at once came forward and said that they had 
received such documents under my frank. As I left I requested any 
gentleman who had received documents of that kind to forward one to 
me that I might see how it occurred. I received on my return to Car- 
son City, Nev., the envelope with the inclosure which I now hold in 
my hand, and also a letter which I shall haveread. Theenvelope was 
fastened together when I received it. The letter I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


RECORD-UNION, Sacramento, October 22, 1888. 
Dear Stn: Inclosed please find one of those Democratic bureau documents 
I spoke to you about on Saturday evening last. This is justas it was 
received he’ f me from the post-oflice. I llet you open it yourself, and if you 
do not find a Democratic campaign document inside I will hereafter declare 
that Jeff Davis was right in 1861, and that the four hundred thousand men who 
died that the Union might be perpetuated oneand i were all wrong, and 
that it served them right for interfering in the manner in which they did in 
the great slavsholders’ rebellion. Tell the old soldiers of your State ten thou- 
sand tons of just such stuffas this would never draw a man from eur ranks, for 
we still vote the way we shot, and will continue todo so until the time will 
‘come when a voter in Georgia or any other Southern State can exercise the 
right of suffrage with as much freedom as any man can in Ohio or New York. 

Respectfully, yours, for Harrison and Morton, 
GEO, W. FICKS, 


Hon, WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
United States Senator, Nevada, 
“Mr. STEWART. The letter I received before I opened the document. 
I then called a couple of friends, Mr. Wright, of my town, and another 
gentleman, and opened the document in their presence; and I took 


from it, which I replaced again, and it has been there ever since, a 
‘Speech of Hon. L. F. McKinney, of New Hampshire, in the House of 
Representatives, Thursday, August 2, 1888.” It is a speech on the 
vetoes of the President, justifying all the vetoes that have been made 
by the present Administration and commending them in the highest 
terms. The envelope shows that it had been refastened together with 
mucilage. The envelopes put up inthe Department here are simply 
pasted together with light paste, but the envelope had been opened 
and fastened together again with mucilage. It did not appear on the 
outside to have been disturbed. The speech that was taken from it 
must have been a speech that I delivered about the same time on the 
Chinese question. I was requested by friends in California to send 
some copies of that speech to that State, and they furnished me a list 
of names, and among the list was this gentleman, G. W. Ficks, and in 
the envelope when it left my committee-room a copy of that speech 
must have been contained. It is directed in the handwriting of one 
of my clerks. 

Where or how this was done I am unable to say. It having been 
reported to me that there was a large number sent to Sacramento 
that way, I supposed that it must have occurred in the ce here, 
because it is not probable they would have had thespeeches of Mr. Mc- 
KINNEY to substitute for mine at the end of the route. But wherever 
it was done it shows that civil-service reform, so much commended by 
the members of the Civil Service Commission, has not accomplished 
a See in the mail service which that commission claims 

it. 

I call attention to this matter because I think that it is of the first 
importance that our mail should be protected, and I hope that whoever 
was engaged in changing my mail and substituting the speech of Mr. 
MCKINNEY, whose speech on that subject wasentirely at variance with 
my views, may be removed from office if they are found out. I hope 
that they will be removed and that honest men will be putin their 


places. 
Mr. DANIEL, Will the Senator expiain how he got the envelope 
back? 


Mr. STEWART. It was sent to me sealed up by the person who re- 
ceivedit. It had not been opened. They explained to me thatsome- 
times there were some copies sent to the post-office for distribution, and 
they came there in packagesoften. ‘The firstoneof the package would 
be all right, bnt on opening the rest that were not directed but to be 
delivered they found they had been changed altogether, and that where 
they were directed to a single person, as this one, then they found it 
changed. Mr. Ficks told me that—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator know the character of the man who 
wrote this letter? 

Mr. STEWART. The character of the man is as good as the Sen- 
ator’s or mine. ’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I asked if the Senator knew him. The Senator 
knows the man? 

Mr. STEWART. I know the man, and I know some twenty other 
gentlemen, first citizens of Sacramento, who told me on the evening to 
which I alluded, when I was there, that they had received Democratic 
documents under my frank. I had to leave; it was late; I left that 
night on the ears; and I requested them to send me one as a sample. 
This came by mail to me the next day at Carson asaspecimen. When 
they were sent, as I before remarked, in single copies, they informed 
me that they were changed, but where there were ten in a package, 
the one containing the first address was not changed, but the other 
nine were. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I shall vote against the proposed in- 
crease in the appropriation for the benefit of the Civil Service Commission 
because I do not wish to embarrass the incoming Administration by 
any extra dose of civil-service reform. I shall vote against it also be- 
cause I am opposed to that system, which I look upon as un-American, 
unrepublican, and undemocratic. While I regret the defeat of the 
present Administration in the recent election, I should feel that there 
was some consolation in it if the incoming Administration shall mani- 
fest no affection for the machine system of appointments which has 
prevailed under the misnomer of civil-service reform. 


EXECUTIVE POWER WITHOUT EXECUTIVE RESPONSIBILITY. 

My objection to the Civil Service Commission is based upon the bed- 
rock principle that it is not a thing that was ever contemplated by the 
fathers of our Republic, and was never resorted to exceptasa refuge from 
corruption. The Civil Service Commission is a crystallization of ex- 
ecutive power without executive responsibility. The Constitution has 
put exeentive power in the hands of the President, and in certain cases 
to be provided for by Congress in the hands of the courts and the Presi- 
dent’s Cabinet; and the Senate as the President’s adviser, with the 
President, the courts, and the Cabinet, constitute the sole constitutional 
repositories of executive power. 


BANERUPT EXECUTIVE POWEBS PASSED OVER TO RECEIVERS, 

For the last twenty-five or thirty years we have become accustomed 
in this country to see all the great corporations which had become over- 
loaded with debt and which had watered their stock sink under these 
grievous loads and pass into the hands of receivers, The Executive De- 
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partments of the Government of the United States, bankrupt to a cer- 
tain degree in the respect and confidence of the people, followed the 
example of the bankrupt corporations that were breaking up around 
them and transferred the executive powers of this Government to three 
receivers, who by politeness are termed Civil Service Commissioners; 
and the function to select the agents of the people, which the founders 
of the Constitution intended to confide to their own selected and re- 
sponsible officers, has been side-tracked into the handsof a triumvirate 
who hold no responsibility to the people and who may exercise their 
powers just as they please without the correlative power existing in 
any other fanctionaries to supervise and to correct them, To use the 
expression of a gentleman with whom I was talking yesterday, I might 
say of the Civil Service Commission that they are men who may play 
with loaded dice or with marked cards without the power existing any- 
where on earth to discover whether they are playing with loaded dice 
or marked cards or not. 


THE MACHINE SYSTEM NOT BUSINESS-LIKE. 


Mr. President, I have another objection to that system. We are 
constantly told that the great thing to govern in the selection of gov- 
ernmental pee is a capacity to transact business; that the business 
fanction of the public agent is the great function to be looked atin his 
selection. Be it so. There is no business establishment in this coun- 
try of which I have ever heard, be it banking establishment, railroad 
establishment, or any other establishment, private or corporate, which 
selects its business employés upon the principle that this Government 
is selecting its employés, In the great dry-goods establishment of Mr. 
A. T. Stewart, in New York, in the great offices of the telegraph com- 
panies, of the steam-ship companies, of the raiiroad companies, which 
are conducting the business of this nation on a grand scale, where is 
there any one of them which has abdicated the function of individual 
judgment of character and transferred it to a board to ask a strangera 
few questions and then admit him into the confidence of that concern 
and into its responsible fanctions? 

I liked the argument of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
and like him I would never haye put the railway mail clerks in the 
civil-service reform machine. Why? Because the first thing you have 
to look to in selecting a railway clerk is whether that man can be 
trusted; and you can not undertake to ascertain that fact in the way 
that it can be ascertained by him who knows how to judge character 
by any little picayune system of questions and answers about arithme- 
tic or geography. He handles the people’s money; he handles the peo- 
ple’s confidential communications; and there is not any gentleman here 
who, if he had to select a confidential secretary-or a confidential clerk, 
would consent to his selection by the method which he seeks through 
civil service to impose upon this Government. How many Senators 
here appoint their secretaries by civil-service examination? Not one; 
and yet they would have Uncle Sam appoint all of his confidential sec- 
retaries, or a great many of them, by that method. 


TRUST AND CONFIDENCE IN OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS MORE IMPORTANT THAN 
MONEY TRUSTS. 


I like the Senator’s argument, because it proved more than he used 
it to prove. Civil service is a fine thing, he intimates, in branches of 
the Government where the employés do not handle money. Money is 
the least valuable of the things which the people who are in the con- 
fidential relations of government handle. The man who takes money 
is stigmatized and hounded down immediately as a thief, and all so- 
ciety rises against him. The very nature of his offense and the abso- 
lute certainty that he will be pursued and held to responsibility is a 
guard against his taking money. But take the case of the man who 
sits at your elbow to receive your confidential communications, the 
man who keeps the letters of the State Department, or the Interior 
Department, or the Treasury Department, involving financial negotia- 
tions of millions of dollars or diplomatic affairs with great govern- 
ments, or personal relations which can never be measured in dollars 
and cents. The Senator would abrogate civil-service reform for the 
man who handles the greenback in the letter, but would seek to build 
it up for that great class of public officials who handle the letters 
themselves, which are of infinitely more value and which are under 
less safeguards than the pecuniary contents of the letters themselves. 
His argument is a center shot against the whole system. 

As to the corruption of the Republican party, I will not say that it 
has been worse than other parties would have been under similar con- 
ditions, but any party which had conducted such great movements as 
were in the hands of the Republican party would have grown corrupt 
with long time; and as these corruptions which had grown up led the 
people to seek refuge in this civil-service-reform business, I hope that 
that party will help to lead the country back to its old republican 
and democratic principles in which the people are recognized as having 
a right to share in the people’s offices. 


THE MACHINE SYSTEM FORTIFIED THE SPOILS SYSTEM, 

Mr. President, there was something entirely illogical in the estab- 
lishment of this machine system of civil-service reform. Nearly all the 
old employés of the Government had been selected under what the doc- 
trinaires generally call ‘‘ the spoils system,” 


Civil-service reform came 


on, and damning the appointment of these men, barricaded them ia 

office, and placed it so that they imposed mon the country by the rivet 

of law the very system which they pretended to desire to get rid of. 
THE MACHINE SYSTEM INJURIOUS TO ALL PARTIES, 

I am satisfied that that civil-service-reform system has been injuri- 
ous to all parties in thiscountry. The Democratic party have suffered 
most by it because they got the first full dose of it; but the time has 
come now when that cup has passed from it, and while I am not a great 
admirer of the Republican party I have human nature and charity 
enough in my composition to assist my brethren of that party to drop 
that cup and break it and assume the responsibility of government just 
as soon as they will. 

RENOVATION OF THE SERVICE NOT SECURED BY THE MACHINE, 

Suppose President Cleveland when he came into office had said to 
the people of this country, ‘‘ After a lapse of twenty-five years Democ- 
racy is again ascendent; within that twenty-five years of revolution 
such as disturbed‘the very depths of society in this country it was ab- 
solutely inevitable from the nature of things that the public service 
should be jammed and crammed by men distasteful to the very oneg 
who had to hold them there; the accumulated dust and lumber of a 
quarter of a century has grown around the public service; the cob- 
webs of age are there, and the timber is moth-eaten; now, I am going 
to make—I will not say a clean sweep in the sense of turning every- 
body out, for that has never been done and never will be done; but I 
am going to pour fresh waters into this stagnant pool, not by turning 
out the man who has been a partisan but by turning out the man 
whom I do not want; Iam going to assume the responsibility of ad- 
ministering this Government by agents of my own selection; I am go- 
ing to hold them to accountability and I am going to stand or fall by 
that. 

Instead of pursuing this policy the President—but I ought not to 
blame him so much as the Democratic party itself, for it had unfort- 
unately committed him in a large degree to this doctrine, and should 
not make him the scape-goat of sin in which nearly all of them par- 
ticipated; instead of that the President of the United States has kept 
in power and in office the people whom the Democrats wanted to get 
rid of and the people whom our Republicans friends would have been 
more than glad to part with if they could only have had somebody else 
to do the parting. Now we turn all this old and unreformed material 
of the Government over to the Republican party. If they will go 
about it sincerely and help to rid the country of this humbug, I will at 
least pledge them one Democratic vote to assist them in doing it. 

WHY THE MACHINE SYSTEM COULD KOT SUCCEED, 

Mr. President, there is a philosophical reason why this civil-service 
machine could not be a successful one. The great principles of consti- 
tutional and of municipal law, which are the safi of public rights 
and of private privileges, the customs of society which hold it in the 
tenure of pathways of respectability and honor, the etiquette of life 
which makes the law of thesocial circle—all these things are the growth 
of ages and have ripened in their time. This civil-service reform stat- 
ute sprang up in a night, an unwholesome growth, or rather nota 
growth, but a device, an invention. It wasnota fruit thatripened out 
of public demand and public experience and a just sense of responsibil- 
ity. It was an evasion of responsibility, and anattempt to do in aside 
way what men feared that they could not dodirectly. And, sir, when 
this Civil Service Commission took charge of the patronage of this Gov- 
ernment they themselves went far beyond what was contemplated by 
Congress in its establishment. 


HOW THE MACHINE TRIUMVIRATE AMENDED THE CONSTITUTION (IN EFFECT) 
AND DISFRANCHISED THE PEOPLE, 


What right have three men, sitting in the city of Washington, to 
say to an American citizen, who is guarantied all the immunities of 
American citizenship in our Coustitution, that he shall not hold an 
office if he is over forty-five years of age? And yet three men, who 
were put in power without a single vote being cast for them, directly 
or indirectly, did undertake to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, to fix astatus of eligibility to office of which the people had never 
dreamed, and to ostracize one-third of the American people from shar-~ 
ing the offices which their taxes sustain. 

Sir, if an emperor or czar had done such a thing as that he would 
have heard the howl of the people around his palace; but it was done 
under the decorous name of ‘‘civil-service reform,” and all parties have 
bowed to it. I am glad to say, however—and it is an item which 
ought to go to the credit of the retiring Administration—that under 
Democratic rule a third of the American people have been re-enfran- 
chised, and that when a man gets to middle life, in the maturity of his 
powers and in the full tide of his experience, he is not now prohibited by 
civil-service reform from holding office. 


THE COMITY OF PARTIES, AND ENLIGHTENED PUBLIC OPINION, PREVENTIVES OF 
REVOLUTION, 


Mr. President, there is just one other objection that I have to build- 
ing up this system. The comity of political parties, the common sense 
of the people, the just fair-mindednessof men would regulate the ques- 
tion of turning out and keeping in official employés on a much fairer 
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and better line than any statute. If there had been no civil-service | THE MACHINE OPENS THE DOOR TO CORRUPTION, AND CLOSES IT TO INSPECTION, 


statute in existence whatsoever, if President Cleveland and his Cabinet 
and his official advisers had had full power to remove every offi- 
cer in this Federal Government, from the highest to the lowest, and to 
designate also the person who would take the place of the person re- 
moved, I do not think that there would have been anything likea 
clean sweep or a revolutionary change amongst the servants of the peo- 
ple; and if President-elect Harrison, coming soon into the Presidency, 

d absolute sway and could designate every officer here in Washing- 
ton or elsewhere in the country, I have no idea that there would be a 
revolutionary condition of things and an absolute turning over of the 
official agencies of government into the hands of one party. It would 
be regulated by the fitness of things, by the amenities of life, by the 


personality and individuality and services of the person who was in 


or the person who applied, and in these ‘piping times of peace” 
when, happily for our country, party spirit does not roll quite so high 
as it bas rolled in other days, in either event you would have had a 
conservative administration, fairly responsive to the aspirationsand the 
opinions of the people. 


PUBLIC SERVANTS SHOULD BE UNDER CONSTANT SENSE OF LIABILITY TO RE- 
MOVAL, he 


It is to be observed, too, Mr. President, that if you ever inculcate 
the idea in your public servants that they are in office so surrounded 
with the muniments of title that per influence of their condition or of 
statute they are not going to be removed, you at once remove from 
them one of the chief impulses to an intelligent, diligent, and accurate 
discharge of duties. 

If it had pleased the wise Dispenser of life to inform the human 
heart when it would cease to beat, and if every man knew the time 
when fate would call him to account, there would be a very consider- 
able revolution in human doings. A little while before time was up I 
have no doubt thateverybody would be very good; and a long ways off, 
when they knew that time was not going to be up, Iam not so well 
satisfied in my mind that they would be quite so good. The fact that 
the mortal skein may be broken in a twinkling, and that the Son of 
Man ‘‘ cometh like a thief in the night,” is the pect pshed which Prov- 
idence has exercised over human intelligence and conscience in its 
warnings to ‘‘be mindful of the time, for ye know not when it comes.” 

Now, Mr. President, so it ought to be with those who are in trusty 
and confidential relations with the people. The elective officers of the 

ple, the Congressmen, the Senators, the President, are always, at 
east in a technical sense, upon their good behavior, for they know that 
their masters have their eyes upon them, and they have an immediate 
self-interest in accrediting themselves to those to whom they are be- 
holden. But take a clerk under this machine system of civil-service 
reform, put him down in the corner of an office and let him know that 
he is going to stay there until Gabriel blows his horn, and he is going 
to make himself as easy and as comfortable as possible and glide down 
the smooth ways of life, having no other ambition than to make himself 
easy with the immediate persons over him who may have something to 

do with his promotion, 

THE MACHINE GAVE OPPORTUNITY TO WRONG-DOING. 


The truth of the business is that if you will look right around here 
in the city of Washington under the present Administration, which is 
about to close its books, you will find that the defalcations with which 
its name to a certain extent is stigmatized occurred amongst those old 
habitués of office, who felt so well satisfied that the sacrilegious hand 
of Democracy, gloved over with civil-service reform, would not touch 
them, that they played their pranks in a sense of confidence, and were 
only accidentally discovered in their evil doings. 

I will not call names, sir, for I would not wound any sensibility; 
but go to the Interior Department, go to the Attorney-General’s de- 

rtment, go to the Treasury Department, find where your money has 

n missing under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, and you will gen- 
erally find, if I am correctly informed, that it disappeared when pre- 
sided over by some hold-over Republican who imagined that civil-service 
reform had so put an iron-clad armor around him that he would never 
be disturbed in his doings. 
THE ADEPT OFFICE-HUNTER HELPED BY THE MACHINE, AND THE PEOPLE SET 
ASIDE. 

Mr. President, I long to see the time come when the plain people of 
the country-side, when the American citizen everywhere, may feel there 
is no avenue to office in this Government, whether it lead to the ex- 
alted place of Chief Magistrate or to the watchmanship at your Treas- 
ury door, or a clerkship, is anything but his property to be taken pos- 
session of by him if he shall be deemed worthy to hold it. But as 
matters now gothose who are adept and practiced and skillfulin theart 
of office-hunting in Washington, who can learn this peculiar code of 
civil-service reform which has so many ifs andandsand butsaboutit that 
it would take a Philadelphia lawyer to explore its labyrinths and dis- 
sect it and tell what it is—there is g up amongst the people an 
impression, well founded, that the official oligarchy and aristocracy at 
Washington is so defended by your laws thatitis utterly useless for 
them to apply for a position. 


Now, sir, I do not mean to say or to intimate that the Civil Service 
Commission has been in any case corrupt; but the people know that 
they have absolute power to be corrupt if they choose to be, and no 
man can explore their doings sufliciently to give guaranty to others 
that they are not. If it be so that they are, there is no hand in this 
Governmentthat can reach them, and whether it be true or no, the people 
of the country-side, perceiving and knowing that the opportunity for cor- 
ruption exists and that the door to it is left open, can with difficulty 
be made to believe that it is not habitually practiced; and a depart- 
ment of the Government thus clothed with official power which can 
not be operated underaglass case so that the people can see its works in- 
vites this scandalous opinion and brings into reproach a system which 
on the other hand can have no opportunity thoroughly and openly to 
vindicate itself. 

Ishall vote against this appropriation to feed the civil-service ma- 
chine system. I hope that when the new Administration is inaugu- 
rated its President and its advisers will find some way of amending 
that system so as to throw wide open the doors to applicants all over 
this country, avoiding the toggery and red tape of examinations which 
have little or no relation to the duties to be performed. The Democ- 
racy received the existing statutory machine system from their Re- 
publican predecessors. It has been to them ‘‘a heritage of woe.” 
We pass it back now to the Republicans; but as the country will gain 
by its abolition I would gladly assist to that end, and hope the op- 
portunity may be accorded. 

In the Senate February 8, 1889. The vote being taken upon the 
amendment of Mr, HAWLEY it was lost. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the discussion on the proposed 
amendment has taken a very wide range. I am led to trespass on the 

tience of the Senate by the remarks of the Senator from Missouri 
Ptr. COCKRELL], who has read various communications from the heads 
of Departments under the administration of President Arthur classifying 
the clerks and employés in their Departments under what is knownas 
the civil-service act. 

If I understood the point of the Senator’s speech it was this, that 
he undertook to justify the placing by President Cleveland of more than 
three thousand employés in the postal service of the United States under 
the operations of the civil-service act since the result was known of the 
Presidential election of November last. He endeavored to justify this 
act of President Cleveland by asserting that President Arthur, after the 
result of the election in November, 1884, was known, placed under the 
operations of the civil-service act many of the clerks and employés in 
the Departments who had not been included within the operations of 
that act prior to the election. 

Now, Mr. President, if this were so, I should certainly contend that 
there is a vast difference between any such action taken by President 
Arthur between the fall of 1884and the expiration of his term in March, 
1885, and the action which has been taken by President Cleveland since 
November last, for this reason: The civil-service act became a law Jan- 
uary 16, 1883, and was in operation, therefore, but a little more than 
two years under President Arthur. Of course it was the duty of Presi- 
dent Arthur and of the members of his Cabinet -—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will not disturb the Senator I would say that 
the act did not take effect for six months after its e 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is right, I think, on that point; but 
for the purposes of my present argument I will assume that after the 
passage of that act President Arthur had substantially two years of his 
own administration in which to bring it into full and complete opera- 
tion. The work of classification as required under the act was com- 
menced and the rules were established by the President, various altera- 
tions were from time to time made, and on the 4th of March, 1885, the 
President surrendered to his successor with the civil-service act in sub- 
stantially full and complete operation as it had been brought about in 
less than two years by the successive acts of the President and his heads 
of Departments. 

So that, if there were some extensions of the civil-service act be- 
tween November, 1884, and March, 1885, they would have been en- 
tirely different transactions from this one of the present President who, 
taking the service on the 4th of March, 1885, and waiting three years 
and a half, until after he had been defeated for re-election, just before 
the expiration of his own term, takes more than three thousand clerks 
in the postal service of the United States and places them under the 
operations of the civil-service act; which he does not appear for asingle 
moment to have contemplated doing during all these three years and 
a half, nor until he discovered that he himself and his Postmaster- 
General were no longer to have the appointment of postal clerks. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, I will give him the 
correct figures. There were five thousand three hundred and twenty 
persons in the postal railway service. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Five thousand three hundred and twenty em- 
ployés were in the postal railway service, the Senator from Connecticut 
informs me. Does the Senator remember the date of President Cleve- 
land’s order? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The second day after Congress met. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was the order bringing these employés within 
the iew of the ciyil-service law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. §o that I maintain that there would have been 
& great difference between any action of President Arthur in extending 
the civil-service classification, if he had made such extension, and the 
action of President Cleveland in doing what he has done. 

But, Mr. President, coming now to the question of fact, I do not ad- 
mit, I deny, that President Arthur after the election extended the classi- 
fication of clerks under the civil-service act in the various Departments 
of the Government, except in the one case of the Department of Agri- 
as I did not understand fully the claim of the Senator from 
Missou: 

Mr. COCKRELL. The orders speak for themselves, and they show 
the extension of the civil service. The Civil Service Commission show 
that it was extended up and down. It took in higher classes and it 
took in lower. 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator from Missouri. Iam 
glad I did not rightly understand him to claim that there was a re- 
classification in every Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to be informed precisely what the Sen- 
ator said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read the order of the distinguished Senator 
himself, declaring that he had made such a reclassification. Iread the 
order of the distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], then 
Secretary of the Interior, saying that he had done it, and I read the 
official order of the Secretary of War and of the Postmaster-General, 
and they said they made it, and the Civil Service Commission furnished 
us with a copy of the orders they issued, and I presume they carried it 


out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, Mr. President, the Senator did not do any 
such thing. The Senator from Colorado has made his own statement, 
and I propose to make mine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say that I did not read those orders? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must address the Chair. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the Senator say that I did not read those 
orders with the dates, one signed ‘‘ W. E. Chandler?” 

Mr, CHANDLER. The Senator read certain orders, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Dated after the November election, 1884. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He read certain orders. I do not dispute that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I asserted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator said he read orders from the heads 
of Departments reclassifying the civil service under the civil-service 
act, and that is the issue; not whether the Senator read anything or 
not—we all know he read a good deal—but whether the Senator read 
an order from any one of these Departments, except the Department of 
Agriculture, making any substantial reclassification of the civil service 
under the civil-service act. If he says that he did that, I say that he 
is mistaken, certainly as to the Navy Department, as I will proceed to 
show. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 


me—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


y. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read the ordersof the heads of the Departments 
dated after the election in November, 1884. It was a second classifi- 
cation. They had previously, except the Department of Agriculture, 
made classification, all, I believe, except the Secretary of the Navy; I 
am not sure whether he had done so or not. ‘This was a reclassifica- 
tion. I read what the Civil Service Commission said, and that is that 
in some of the Departments at least there was an extension of the serv- 
ice up and down, and I think the orders compared with the preceding 
orders will show that fact. The Agricultural Department was taken 
in, body and soul. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is not so accurate as he usually is. 
I will deal first with the Navy Department. The Senator says that he 
read the order from the Department signed by the head of the Depart- 
ment reclassifying the employés in that Department. Now, I say 
that there was no reclassification, and there is nothing on the face of 
the paper which the Senator read to show that it purports to be a re- 
classification. I will admit that there is a heading to the paper that 
says it is a revision, but the heading was made by the Civil Service 
Commission, not by the Secretary of the Navy. ing was not 
made before this Administration came into power, but it was made 
afterwards, and the letter of mine, which the Senator honored me by 
reading, is by the commission headed ‘‘ Revision of November 22, 1884,” 
That is what the Civil Service Commission call it, and that is what the 


Senator calls it, but Is i 
read the paper and see whether I am right or the Senator. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, November 22, 1884. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to transmit herewith a tabular statement ex- 


that as a false heading. Now, I will 


hibiting the number and of clerks and employés in the Navy Depart- 
ment and its bureaus, arranged in accordance with the Department's letter to the 

mn of January 23, 1884; and including not only the clerks classified by 
the act of January 16, 1883, in four classes under section 163 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, but also the subordinate places classified under the third paragraph of sec- 
tion 6 of the act last mentioned ; and, in addition, for convenience, a statement 
of the positions in this ent but exempt from examination, 
and those not classified because classification is not required by the act. I also 
— it ; list showing the names and positions of those “ classified, subject te 

nation. 


Very respectfully, 
VE 

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, iA oe 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr. STEWART. On what page is that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Page 490. Then follows a table. 

Now, I ask the Senator from Missouri where there is a word in that 
communication that justifies him in saying that that was a reclassi- 
fication of the employés in the Navy Department, when it distinctly 
states upon the face of the paper that it is a list of the clerks and em- 
ployés in the Navy Department ed in accordance with the De- 

t’s letter to the commission of January 23, 1884? 

Mr. STEWART. This letter is dated November 22, 1884, and you 
refer to an arrangement made January 23, 1884. That must have 
been 1883, 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; the previous January, in 1884. 

So far as the Navy Department is concerned there was not a single 
person put into the classified service after the unfortunate election of 
Grover Cleveland in November, 1884—not one. The classification had 
been madeassoon as practicable after the act came into force, and every 
person in the clerical work of the Navy Department after the 
act came into effect was appointed after competitive examination in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of the law, and the Senator will be 
totally unable to discover any appointment in the Navy nt 
that was not made in accordance with the law after it went into effect, 
and he will not be able to discover a single addition to the classified 
civil service subsequent to the election in 1884. 

The letter which he has read and which he says was a reclassifica- 
tion was merely putting on the record in a distinct form the name and 
classification previously made of every one of the two hundred and sixty- 
three employés in the Navy Department. 

I not only find fault with the Senator, but I presume to find fault 
with the Civil Service Commission, who, on the one hundred and sev- 
enth page of their annual report, say that this is “a revision of the 
classification.” This reportwas made out to suit the powers that then 
existed and are soon to disappear. The Senator perhaps is justified in 
being misled because this commission called this a revision. They 
say: 

On November 25, 1884, the commission received from the Secretary of the Navy, 
in a communication dated November 22, 1884, a revision of the classification of 
that Department, dated November 1, 1884. "4 

And they say ‘‘See letter of the Secretary of the Navy,” which I 
have read from page 490, and then the commission recite the classifi- 
cation and follow with this paragraph: 
and’ don kemar joanez them fret exam 
vision thus made was then accepted, and is 
in making examinations for that only 
Satis Pox area Se the Department of the Navy are covered by the civil-sery- 

ice a 


certain employés of his ent 
ination ie not wanted; Oe oe 


The Secretary of the Navy was not subject to this animadversion of 
the commission in reference to his undertaking to classify the employés 
and then himself exempt them from examination, nor was he subject 
to the imputation that he had revised, November 22, 1884, the classifi- 
cation of clerks and employés of this Department, which, being asserted 
by them, has been reiterated by the Senator from Missouri in this 
Chamber. The letter states the class of employ(s that under the civil- 
service act were exempt from examination. They are the chief clerk, 
disbursing clerk, stenographer, chief draughtsman, draughtsmen, assist- 
ant draughtsmen, telegraph operator, carpenter, plate-printers, appren- 
tice, engravers, assistant engravers, assistant astronomer, and the in- 
strument-maker. 

In order to give the Civil Service Commission this full list of all the 
employés of the Department, this class was enumerated, not because 
the Secretary thereupon undertook himself to exempt them from ex- 
amination, but because by the operations of the civil-service act itself, 
by the terms of that act, such employés were exempt, and becanse the 
Department wished to place before the Civil Service Commission a list 
containing the name of every employéso thatit might be seen whether 
persons appointed to any place ought to be examined under the act or 
were not required to be so examined; and therefore the Civil Service 
Commission had no right whatever to state that the Secretary of the 
Navy undertook himself to exempt from examination certain employés 


of his Department. . 


E.o 
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So much for the Navy Department, wherein, I am bold to say, no 
addition was made after the election in November, 1884, to the class of 
who could only be appointed as a result of competitive exam- 
tions. I believe further that the case is substantially the same as 
to every other Department of the Government, except the Bureau of 
iculture. 
ere may be in these letters which the Senator has read some trifling 
change, but substantially all the classes of persons which were included 
in the classified service in all the Departments upon the 4th day of 
March, 1885, were included in that service on the day of election on 
the previous November. 

Mr. President, as I then construed the law, as I construe it now, the 
statute itself made the classification of the four principal classes of 
clerks. The clerks known to the Departments as the $1,200, $1,400, 
$1,600, and $1,800 clerks, constituting the great bulk of clerks, are 
classified by statute, and it is impossible to read the civil-service act 
without coming to the conclusion that the statute makes the classifica- 
tion of this large mass of the clerks, and it does not depend upon the 
President, it does not depend upon the heads of the Departments, to 
bring those clerkships within the protection and within the purview of 
the civil-service act. There is no waiting for them to do it by their 
act, but the statute does it, and there remains to be done only the in- 
clusion by special classifications within the act of two classes of per- 
sons—first, the employés in the post-offices and custom-houses where 
they exceed fifty in each, and next, the clerical force where the com- 

tion is more than $1, 800 or less than $1,200 a year. The classi- 
cation of such clerkships it was indeed necessary to have made by the 
-aflirmative act of the head of the Department. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the purpose of the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he will yield at this time to a motion to adjourn. 
For a reason that I have explained to the Senator from Iowa, in charge 
of this bill, and which is satisfactory to him, I desire an adjournment 
sue evening a little earlier than usual and certainly as early as this 

our. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that I had pet to complete this bill 
to-night, but the Senator from Tennessee given me a very good 
reason why we should have an early adjournment, and therefore I do 
not resist the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 


that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 40’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 7, 1889, at 
12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I t the credentials 
of Mr. Frank P. ENT a O La an the representation of 
the First Congressional district of the State eene el any ae 
he be sworn in. 

Mr. Posry appeared and was duly qualified by taking the oath re- 
quired by law. 


PROVISIONAL AGREEMENT WITH CREEK NATION OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of the 
ident: 


To the Congress : 

I transmit herewith for approval and ratification a provisional aaan 
lately enteredinto between Government of the United States and the Creek 
ee of vain pay iagaor their duly authorized rd cage apace and which has 

pmgeae guts by the national council of said nation, by which nt the 
title and ix ot the said Oreek: Nation of Indians im and to all lands in the 

Indian Territory or elsewhere, except such.as are held and occupied as the 
homes of said nation, are ceded to the United States. 

The eighth section of the Indian appropriation bill approved March 3, 1835, 
authorized the President “to open negotiations with 7 the Creeks, Semino! 
and Cherokees for the purpose of opening to settlement Taner the hom 
laws the unassigned lands in the Indian Territory ceded by 1st, Mar Mareh 211800, and 
to the United States by the several treaties of aeeie 11, 1866, 

July 9, 18656.” This section also contains an 
AnA requires thas ths olon of the Prosicens a maiaa er aea T cence 


Con 
The “unassigned” Iands thus referred to should be construed to be those 
transferred by the United States in pursuance of the treaties 
mentioned in the section quoted. 
The treaty with the Creeks is dated June 14, 1866. It was confirmed by a Sen- 
ate resolution passed July 19, 1866, and was proclaimed August 11, (l4 


The third article of the treaty makes a cession of lands in the following 


words: 

“In compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indians 
and freedmen thereon, the Creeks he: cede and con 
to be sold to and 
States may choose to settle thereon, the west half 


vey to the United 
as yor for such other civilized Indians as the Unit 
of their entire domain, to be 


divided alae renning ser oye south; the eastern half of said Creek lands, 

being retained by them, shall, ny as herein otherwise stipulated, be forever 

set apart as a hone for said Greek ation; and in consideration of said cession 

of — west half of their lands, estimated to contain 3,250,560 acres, the United 
agree to pay the sum of 30 cents per acre, amounting to $975,168.” 

Ste provinlon that the lands conveyed were “to be sold to and used as homes 
for othercivilized Indians,” eto., has been steadily regarded as a limitation 
upon the grant made to the United Siates. Such a construction is admitted to 
be the true one in many ways, especially z the continual reservation of the 
ceded lands from settlement by the whites, by the sale of a portion of the same 
to Indians, by the use of other portions as ihe home of Indians, and also by va- 
rious provisions in proposed legislation in Congress, Thus the bill now pend- 
ing for the organization of Oklahoma provides for the payment to the Creeks 
and Seminoles of the ordinary Government price of $1.25 per acre, less the 
amount heretofore paid. 

The section of the law of 1885 first above quoted appears also to have been 
paed in contemplation not only of the existence of a claim on the part of the 

Jreeks, but of the substantial foundation of that claim in equity, if not in law, 
andinacknowledgment of the duty ofthe Government to satisfactorily di 
the claim of the Indian people before putting the Jand to the free uses of 
ment and Territorial occupation by whites. 

But it seems to have been considered that so far as the lands had been as- 

pon Ey they may fairly be taken to be such as under the treaty were “to be 

As to these, they having been assigned or “sold” in accordance with 
said treaty, the claim of the Creeks thereto has been entirely discharged, and 
the title from the United States passed unburdened with any condition or lim- 
itation to the grantees. This seems to be an entirely proposition. 

The unassigned lands must be those which are unsold, because not only isthat 
the fair si ce of the term,as used technically in conveyan , but be- 
cause the limiting condition in the Creek treaty was that the lands nould be 
sold to, as well as used as homes for, other Indians, 


The total quantity of lands in the western half of the Creek a, Acres. 
and which were ceded in 1866, , 402, 
The assigned lands as above defined are in three bodies : 


Acres, 
1, The Seminole country, by the treaty of 1866.............. 200,000.00 
2. The Sac and Fox reservation, sold and conveyed by 
article 6 of the treaty of February 18, 1867 (i5 Stat- 
495), AMOUNTING tO, .......,..20eeseeseccerenessnnnerteren seen 479, 668,05 
3. a wnee reservation, granted by section 4 of 
f Congress of Aprilio 10, 1876 (19 Statutes, 29), 
pia ch the Government received the price 
Arta the (katka. $0 ORIA per acre a 


Making a total of assigned or sold lands of. á 782, 673.99 
And leaving as the total unassigned lands scssescesenccences Z, 069, TO4, 89 


Of this total quantity of unassigned land which is subject to the negotiations 
sib for under the law of 1855, there should be $e further division made in 
considering the sum which ought fairly to be paid in discharge of the Creek 


claim thereto. 

I. In that of these lands called the Oklahoma country no Indians have 
been allowed to reside by any action of the Government, norhas any execution 
been arianen y of the Jimiting condition of the cession of 1866. 

Beg quantity of these lands, carefully computed from the surveys, is 1,392,- 
acres, 

II. The Sor agag myn these unassigned lands has been ee ie in a 


degree, to Indian h still within the control of 
a by three Soca Pram ers, the following Indian reservations kay Toon 
erea! 
E EEE penny AES TO dan ye nyo E> Acres, 
and Arapahoes, which embraces of this land.................. 619, 450. 59 
2. By President Arthur, i eog 15, 1883, the reservation for the 
o T RENE S E ANE CEET LE R S r S EEA ENEE S A 228, 417.67 
3. By President Arthur, August is, 1883, the Kickapoo reservation, 
DrACING.s............0-c0rse00: 206, 405; 61 


em 
4. A tract oo ee for the Pottawatomies ‘by ; the ‘treaty ‘of Febru- 
nif 27, 1867 (15 Stats., 531), followed by the act of May 22, 1872 
(r Stats., 159), by which individualallotments were authorized 
upon the though but very few Indians have selected and 
d for such allotments according to the provisions of that 

aw. The entire pease’ ofthe Pottawatomie reservationis... 222,716.52 


This shows th of lands unassigned but to some extent 
appropri to hepa uses by the Government, amounting to.. 1,277, 050. 19 
For the lands which are not only un: but are unoccupied, and which 


assigned, 
have been in no way a propriate it sprees clearly just and right that a price 
of at least $1.25 should lowed to the Creeks, They held more than the or- 
dinary Indian title, for they had a patent in za fos from the Government. The 
Osages of Kansas were allowed $1.25 per acre upon giving up their reserva- 
tion, and this land ofthe Creeks ls reported by those familiar with it to be equal 
toany land in the country. Without regard to the present enhanced value of 
this land, and aS pime be only had to the conditions when the cession was 
made, no Tey a ian t to be pad for it than the ordinary Government price, 
is othe agreement which bas been made with the 

the price ot SL 25 has been settled upon for such land, with the deduction of the 
30 cents acre which has already been paid by the Government therefor. 

Asto remainder of the unassigned lands, in view of the fact that some use 

m been made of them of my neral character indicated by the treaty of 1866, 

some portion of should be allotted to Indians under the gen- 
seal allotment act, and to cover the expenses of surveys and adjustments, a di- 
minishment of 20 cents acre has beed acceded to, There is no differencein . 
the character of the lan 

Thus, computing the unassigned and entirely unap: Bay pat nage land, bein Ka 
Oklahoma country, containing 1,392,704.70 acres, r acre, an 
remainder, which ias been appropriated to the ¢ Srani above tated, being 277 
050.19 acres, at 75 cents acre, the total price stipulated in the agreement has 
been reached. 10. 

But as it was desirable that the Indian title should be beyond all question ex- 
tinguished to all parts of raya ceded by the Creeks in 1866, with their full 
consent and understanding, the agreement of cession has been made to embrace 
a complete surrender of val claim to the western half of their domain, includ- 
ing the assigned as well as the unassigned lands, for the price named. So the 
agreement takes the form in the first article of such a cession, and in the sec- 
ond article is stipulated the price in gross, of all the lands and interests ceded, 
with no de reference to the manner of its ascertainment. 

The overtures which led to this agreement were made by representatives of 
the Creek Nation, who came here for that pu They were intelligent and 
evidently loyal to the interests of their people. athe terms of the agreement 
were fully discussed and esncebisone were made by both penen Pedi 


promptly confirmed by the national council of the Creek Indians, mye 


pue consummation only waits the approval of the Congress of the ohai 
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Iam convinced that such ratification will be of decided benefit to the Govern- 
ment, and that the agreement is entirely free from any suspicion of unfairness 
or injustice towards the Indians. 

I desire to call especial attention to the fact that to become effective the 
tag oy poke ys peapa tin Porting ated leider dances Sayre 
ai GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1889. 

Mr. PEEL. Iask that the message and documents be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, with leave to report at any time, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. CLARDY. I demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The message and accompanying documents will 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 

rinted. 

p Mr. PAYSON. Mr. jipen I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER, Then the request is agreed to; and the message 
and accompanying documents will be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. PAYSON, Will this document be printed under the general 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed, 


DEFICIENCY FOR PAYMENT OF PENSIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting the estimate of a deficiency in ap- 
propriations for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year 1889; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of judgments of the Court 
of Claims for which appropriations are required; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF WITNESSES AND JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a statement relative to a deficiency in the esti- 
mate of appropriations for the payment of fees of witnesses, jurors, and 
counsel; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11604) to 
amend an act of March 3, 1885, authorizing the construction of bridges 
across Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers, in Tennessee, returned from 
the Senate with an amendment. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask by unanimous consent to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. The work on the railroad is obstructed by the want 
of ability to construct bridges, The amendmentis simply for the bet- 
ter protection of commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to know what that is. 

The SPEAKER. It is an amendment to a bridge bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask that the gentleman from Tennessee make a 
statement. 

Mr. CLARDY. I shall have to demand the regular order if it leads 
to debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill ask, then, that the bill be permitted to lie 
on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI LIVER AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3663) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the 
city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the 
State of Missouri. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask that that bill be permitted to lie on the Speak- 
er’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 


Mr. RANDALL offered the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
rinted for distribution by the Director of the Mint 1,000 copies of the Report on 
Production of the Precious Metals in the United States for the calendar year 
1887. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. De LANO, for five days, on account of ce vere business, 
To Mr. PHELAN (at the request of Mr. ENLOE), for two weeks. 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 

A bill (S. 3830) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
ate coach Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’’ approved Febru- 
ary 18, 1888; 

A bill (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; € 

A bill (8. 01} granting arrears of pension to Theodore Rauthe; 

A bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the occupants of the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona; 

A bill ie 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young; 

A bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle; 

FANN (5. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- 
ander; 

A bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James McGowan; 

A bill (S. 2318) to extend io the port of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 
privilege of inland transportation in bond; and 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles Wagemann, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, CLARDY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the con- 
ference report. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ‘6 

Mr, CLARDY. I ask, by unanimous consent, that members who 
have reports from committees to file may be permitted to hand them 
in to the Clerk. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that minorities of committees desiring to pre- 
sent their views may be permitted to hand them into the Clerk under 
the same order. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order will be made 
in that form. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 
LEONARD SCHAEFER. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 12006) granting a pension to 
Leonard Schaefer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH MYERS, 


Mr, WALKER from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Myers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB 8, SHUMAN. 

Mr. WALKERalso, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob 8S. Shuman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. . 

SARAH J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3604) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Alexander; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUISA M. GORDAN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12193) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Gordan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ALEXANDER F. DUTTON. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6053) for the relief of Alexander 
F. Dutton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MERYAH WATTS. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rted 
back favorably the bill (S. 3618) granting a pension to Meryah Watts; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


‘| Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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J. W. BOYD. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to J. W. 
Boyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. MYKINS. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 170) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Mykins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JONAS LEHMAN. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to Jonas 
Lehman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ow Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, IDAHO, 

Mr. SYMES, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1954) to provide for an additional associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Idaho; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE BALSER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Bal- 
ser; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


ASST. SURG. WILLIAM MARTIN, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11834) to authorize the appointment of Asst. 
Surg. William Martin, United States Navy, not in the line of pro- 
motion, to the position of surgeon United States Navy, not in the 
line of promotion, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LUCINDA MEWMAN. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Mewman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint resolution 
of the House and bills of the Senate of the following titles; when the 

er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an appropriation for payment 
to the legal representatives of James B. Eads; 

A bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee; and 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Durfee. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. CLARDY. I would like to have some understanding as to the 
length debate is to run, and I will ask unanimous consent that all 
debate be closed on the report and that the previous question be or- 
dered at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Better make it 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, and others, Make it 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iask unanimous consent that all debate upon the 
pending report close at 3 o’clock and that the previous question be then 
considered as ordered upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Say 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CLARDY. There will be objection to2 o’clock, but I trust that 
no gentleman who desires that the debate shall close will object to 3. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But those of us who do not desire any further 
debate do object to 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] asks unanimous consent that all debate upon the pending 
report shall be closed at 3 o’clock to-day, and that the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered upon the adoption of the report. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARDY. I now ask unanimous consent that the time allotted 
for debate be equally divided between members favoring and those op- 
posing the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] that the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON] isentitled to the floor for ten minutes. That time was yielded 
to him by his colleague from Minnesota [Mr. Winson] yesterday even- 
ing. After the gentleman shall have occupied his ten minutes the 


Chair will endeavor to divide the remaining time equally between 
those opposing and those favoring the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] takes the floor I desire to announce, as it is evi- 
dent that there will be no time to-day for the consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill, that I shall not call it up until to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the House 
for consideration I cheerfully supported it in all its different 
because from the beginning I was in favor of this scheme of building 
a canal across the Isthmus; but in one material part and one very vital 
pee the conference report out-Herods even the provision in theoriginal 

ill. By the terms of section 1 of the original bill fully paid-up stock 
could be issued for any real or personal property or for any conces- 
sionary rights which this corporation might acquire. That provision 
was stricken out by the House, and an amendment was adopted pro- 
viding, in substance, that all stock, except so much as might be required 
to pay for the concession, should be paid for in cash. Now, the House 
conferees, by the first amendment, have not only agreed to strike out 
that House amendment, but they have gone beyond what the original 
Senate bill provided, and have authorized the issuance of unlimited 
stock, not only for all the real and personal property of the co: tion, 
not merely for the concessionary rights, but also for any week or ma- 
terial that may be supplied in the future. In other words, construing 
that provision and the amendment to as to section 3, every bitof 
this stock can be issued for truck (if I may use that expression), and 
not a single dollar of it need be issued for cash. I will read from the 
original bill the provision in its original form: 

It may fesse phy pe hold, and aon vey. such neat. and personai estate, 

ri 
Lay lato itech the LEEA E IE EAE TAT lumen stank: Gotha ammount of 
the value thereof in payment therefor, and the stock so issued shall be declared 
and epai to be full-paid stock and not liable to any further calls or assess- 
men 

The House modified this by striking out the following words: 

May issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in ipeo therefor, and 
the stock so issued shall be declared and taken to be full-paid stock and not 
liable to any further calls or assessments. 

And inserting in lieu thereof an amendment requiring that the stock 
should be paid for in cash, which amendment is worded as follows: 


All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company 
may issue to raise the co te capital shall be executed and issued at the prin- 


cipal office in the city of New York; and all such shares, stocks, bonds, certifi- 
a OR ANI PETG shall be disposed of only for cash, to be paid into the 
co! treasury and used for corporate p this shall 


m urposes: Provided, 
not see y to bonds or securities issued under Article L of the concession of 
Nicaragua to the canal iation. 

Now, here is what the conferees of the House have agreed to; and, as 
I said a moment ago, it out-Herods even the original bill. In addi- 
tion to the authority conferred in the original bill this conference re- 
port provides that this corporation— 

May issue stock to the amount of the just value of such estate, property, and 
rights and for work and labor done or materials provided in the exec of 
the work of constructing said ship-canal; and the stock issued for these pur- 
poses shall be deemed paid-up stock and shall not be liable to any further calls 
or assessments, 

No matter at what rate that work, that property, that truck, that 
plunder is put in, no matter if it is put in at the rate of 25 cents or 50 
cents on the dollar, the stock issued for it is to be deemed fully paid 
up, and all the stock, even to the extent of the whole $200,000, 000, can 
be issued for such truck, asI shall proceed toshow. I will read section 3, 
which the conferees have agreed to, and which ostensibly provides for 
a certain amount of the stock being issued for cash, but which I shall 
show contains an exception which renders that provision entirely nuga- 
tory. Hereis the language of the provision as the conferees have agreed 
to it: 

Sec.3. That no certificates for stock, except as otherwise provided in this act, 
shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the par value thereof shall be fully paid 
for in money, and such money deposited in the treasury of said company, etc. 

‘That no stock shall be issued except as otherwise provided.” 
What has been otherwise provided? It is otherwise provided by the 
first amendment agreed to by the conferees that stock may be issued 
for property, concession, material, and labor to the full amount au- 
thorized by this bill. In other words, not a single dollar in stock need 
be paid for in cash. These projectors or incorporators can go to work 
and issue all this stock to themselves and say that it is for property, 
that it is for materials, that it is for labor, and then they can mort- 
gage the property, as was done in the Crédit Mobilier enterprise; they 
can mortgage it to raise what little cash they need in addition to float 
the enterprise, thus getting the stock for a mere bagatelle; while the 
money, if any is needed, is obtained by bond and mortgage on the 
property in the usual way. 

This, my fellow-members, is simply giving them an opportunity, and 
inviting them to do what the ‘‘ Big Four” did in the case of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad. Now I submit, while it is a laudableenterprise 
to incorporate this canal company, while itis a matter of great national 
importance to have a canal across that Isthmus, and we ought to have 
it by all means, we sitting here as legislators ought uot to be guilty of 
setting a trap fortheunwary. Look atall the little fortunes of widows 
and orphans that were ssw in the Northern Pacific road—the losses 
that were incurred by the originalstockholders. Look atall the money 
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that has been sunk in the Union and Central Pacific—the money of in- 
nocent stockholders. And shall we here now, with the experience of 
the past in regard to all those Crédit Mobilier enterprises, all those 
‘construction rings’’—shall we here in such an open and palpable 
manner spread out this trap and leave itin the shape that the conferees 
have agreed on in this report? They have not only been content to 
adopt the provisions of the original Senate bill as it came to us, and 
which we said by our amendments was improper and unjust, but, if I 
may use a gambling expression, they have ‘‘seen’’ the original Senate 
bill, and in that respect have ‘‘ gone it a great deal better.’’ 

For this reason, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to vote against the 
adoption of this report. I think this bill should be sent back and 
this matter cured. While perhaps it might be proper to allow this 
company to issue stock for the amount of what property they have 
now on hand, including the concession, I submit that as to their fature 
operations, the fair and honest way to do, and we ought not to toler- 
ate anything else, is to require them to issue and sell their stock for 
cash and hire the work to be done on eash principles. We should not 
permit or tolerate anything in the form of a it Mobilier. Why, 
sir, this measure in its present state is calculated to enable this com- 
pany to do what was done in the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad 

my own State. Itis calculated to afford an opportunity for a ‘ con- 
struction ring.” The leading projectors of this company can form 
themselves into a little collateral side corporation—some kind of a 
“construction company;’’ they can issue to themselves this stock and 
say, ‘‘It is all for material and labor;’’ and then in addition they can 
get what money they may be able to get by the sale of bonds and 


Mr, Speaker, in the few minutes that I have remaining I do not know 
that I desire to go any further into this question. I have simply 
called the attention of the House to this one point, and I submit it to 
any gentleman on this floor who believes in honesty and integrity on 
the part of the nation as well as on the part of individuals, whether it 
is just and proper to incorporate into this bill this miserable, merce- 
nary, outrageous net and thus entrap the unwary. 

Mr. CLARDY. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have troubled the House very rarely 
during this session, and have no disposition to speak now except as I 
am impelled by a sense of duty. regard the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal as essential to the maintenance of our just influence 
on the-American continent—an influence which the world recognizes 
as the Monroe doctrine. 

But, more than that, sir, its construction is demanded by other than 
international considerations; it is n to the internal develop- 
ment of our country. Time will not permit me to go into detail, but 
I call the attention of the gentlemen from the Pacific coast to the fact 
that with all the marvelous mineral wealth of that coast she suffers 
from the want of one mineral, and that the most valuable of all—the 
one by which all others are fused and separated from the dross and 
earth from which without coal they are inseparable. It has no coal- 
fields; the coal you find upon the wharves of San Francisco is brought 
from a great distance, and much of it is of a low grade, sulphurous, un- 
fit for many uses, and liable to spontaneous combustion upon the 
wharves and under open sheds. 

The supply of coal from Washington Territory is insufficient for the 
expansion of the productive industries of the Pacific coast. Coal will 
not bear transportation for thousands of miles over such regions as our 
Rocky Mountains. Those mountains, destined to be the home of vast 
populations and to diselose unsuspected volumes and sources of wealth, 
are a barrier to cheap commerce in bulky commodities such as fuel be- 
tween the two coasts of our country. Yes, sir, they are barriers which, 
by reason of the cost they impose upon the tion of coal, pre- 
vent the development.of the Pacific coast and exclude it from com- 
merce with the most marvelous fuel-bearing region of the world, the 
coal-beds of Tennessee and Alabama. To t this mountain barrier 
there is in Nicaragua, a neighboring and friendly state, a canal route, 
requiring but a few miles of construction, its main distance being trav- 
ersable by river and one of the most beautiful of the fresh-water lakes 
of the country and half as large as Lake Ontario. 

Here is an available gateway between the two coasts; and if we will, 
as we should have done long ago, deepen the harbor of Mobile and im- 
prove the water ways from the coal-fields of Tennessee and Alabama, 
we can give California a supply of coal as cheap as it is obtained in 
many parts of Pennsylvania from her vast stores—give it the cheap 
coal of those undeveloped States by water transportation from the fields 
in which it is mined to the ports of the Pacific coast. 

Therefore I say, sir, and I thank the gentleman for having yielded 
me these few minutes, I shall cheerfully vote for this bill, and shall 
not scan it, as it seems to me my friend from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
does, with microscopic vision in the hope of discovering poene harm 
which may come to some unknown widow or orphan. I contemplate 
the great magnitude of the work, and grieve that our Government can 
not construct and it. I consider the possibility of placing this 
coal of our Southern States at low cost and in adequate quantities on 
the Pacific coast. 


I would, were it possible for us to construct this work and control it 
on foreign soil, gladly promote the measure. I can see no other means 
of the sole gateway of water transportation between our two 
coasts than by authorizing this canal to be built by a company o 
ized under our laws and with an American directorate under paella, ot 
which this bill contains. One fact is indisputable—that a water way 
across the territory of the friendly state of Nicaragua is essential to the 
maintenance of our dignity among nations and the full development of 
the resources and trade of both coasts of the American continent. [Ap- 


plause. 

_ Mr. LAND. Mr. Speaker, it is due to the HouseI should say that 
in the remarks made by me yesterday on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, as 
it affected the rights of the asserted power of Great Britain and this 
country to regulate the tolls of this canal, I gave it a latitudinarian 
construction which perhaps is notaltogether warranted. A hasty read- 
ing of the treaty led me into this error, and I find on a more careful 
examination of it that the means intended to be instituted under that 
treaty, for the purpose of regulating tolls, was simply a reservation on 
the part of the Government of the United States and that of Great 
Britain of the right to determine for themselves, or each for itself, as to 
the reasonableness of the tolls, and in case either country should judge 
the tolls were unreasonable and discriminated against one Government 
or the other, that particular Government had the right under the treaty 
to withdraw this protection from the canal itself, and in that way to 
enforce its idea of what the tolls should be. I say that is as far as 
the treaty itself can be construed to go. Inasmuch as the two Govern- 
ments agreed to extend their protection to the canal they required the 
canal company should make no discrimination against either by im- 
posing any unreasonable tolls, and that on a breach of those conditions 
they should withdraw their protection. 

The amendment I have been contending for in this bill might go a 
little further, but it will carry this principle, that inasmuch as we are 
creating a corporation, which is the creature of Congress, to exercise 
authority, and to which we are committed as a matter of contract, we 
are compelled in good faith to protect the pro; of this company in 
Nicaragua, and there is no doubt about that. I say, in view of that pro- 
tection which we must necessarily give, I think it is butright we should 
reserve in this bill power to withdraw that protection whenever in the 
judgment of the Government they are not acting in good faith towards 
this Government or its citizens; whenever they discriminate against our 
Governmentand in favor of others, or discriminate against ourcommerce, 
then we have the right to withdraw that protection. When we grantthe 
charter we grant it on certain conditions that we have the right to make. 
This is one of them, and avery important and controllingone. Noone 
can complain if we enforce these conditions by bear gegen | our pro- 
tection, as we haye a right to do, a right reserved in the bill itself, 
That, Mr. Speaker, was the spirit and the idea of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, and nothing more; and I am willing, so far as I am personally 
concerned, to agree toa modification of the amendment I proposed, to 
carry out that view of the subject. 

Having said that much, deeming it but just to myself and to the 
House, I now yield the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Missouri takes his seat 
will he permit me to ask him a question? I wish to ask if he does not 
think the reservation of the right to alter, amend, or even to abrogate 
the treaty would secure to the United States all that is sohateatinl-as 
to their rights ? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not wish to leave it to any construction or sup- 
position. In all the treaties it is reserved in express language that 
when such and such things occur we have the right to withdraw the 
protection, There should be no room for misconception, no ground for 
misunderstanding. It should be in plain and explicit em- 
bodied in such terms that it can not be misunderstood. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the bill as 
it has been returned to us from the Senate. I was not altogether in 
favor of it as it passed this House originally. 
the House to a certain extent, and in my ju 
the purpose of defeating it, if not by the votes of the two Houses of 
Congress, at least by making its provisions so impracticable that no 
one would be willing to undertake the formation of a corporation under 
it to carry out its provisions. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Wuson] was absolute death to the project. The idea of a construc- 
tion company organized inside of the canal company seems to haunt 
the gentleman and cause him to so far lose his balance, the equipoise 
of his judgment, that he loses sight—although he professes to be in 
favor of the project—loses sight of the fact that the intention of the bill 
is to create and not to prevent the incorporation of a Nicaraguan Canal 
company. By the terms of that amendment the stock is not assigna- 
ble until it is fully paid in cash. The gentleman, it is true, in response 
to an interrogatory as to the position he assumed in that regard, sa, 
that that position may be avoided by not assigning on the books of 
company the stock, but by transfer from hand to hand; or, in other, 
we he tes a prohibition into the law which does not pro- 
hibit, a gerne say Lay somaayee aa Aaa E wap 
because by his own admission the very thing done and which he says 
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is harmful and which he desires to prevent, and which, he insists, ought 
not to be done in justice to the stockholders, can be done in another 


way. 
: Bat, sir, under the provision of the bill a man invests in the stock 
and pays 10 per cent. of the value of it. He can not, in that event, 

t the stock up as collateral. Why? Because the man who would 
fend money upon the stock does not know what assessments may be 
called for in the future; does not know the capacity of the borrower to 

y the assessments if called for, and, in other words, if he makes the 
Ren upon it, he takes as collateral a thing which has altogether a prob- 
lematical value, and which, in the very nature of affairs, can not have 
a fixed or certain value, If you die owning the stock your children 
can not avail themselves of what you have paid upon the stock unless 
they possess the means to make full payment of it, or some one is will- 
ing to advance the money for that purpose; and whether you may pay 
up the full face value of the stock or not depends not only upon whether 
you have the money to pay it with, but whether the company has 
reached that stage of its affairs when ib requires an assessment, or is 
willing to receive the full value of the stock. So you rob the invest- 
ment of all value as property, strip it of all commercial quality as an 
investment, and make ita cavein the earth where your money is lodged 
to be forever unfruitful and never to see the light of the day until cer- 
tain contingencies shall happen, which may never happen at all. 

In regard to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] I regret that it has not been stricken outinitsentirety. It 
only seeks to affirm the law as it is, but whether it affirms it fully, or 
whether it conveys something else, [am not prepared to say, except 
that, as is well known, the assertion of a proposition within a general 
rule is always dangerous. No lawyer, no statesman will undertake 
to do it without the utmost em a and hesitancy. What does the 
proposition mean? Can you tell? Can I tell? What man can imag- 
ine the construction that may be placed upon it twenty-five, fifty, or 
a hundred years from now? Itis not what I may understand it to 
mean, or what you may understand it to mean. The men who make 
laws do not, as a rule, interpret them. We may think we have ex- 

ressed clearly a proposition which another generation will find we 
Ekt not only not expressed clearly, but about the meaning of whieh 
there is material doubt, or which may mean something entirely dif- 
ferent from what we thought we said. This provision must run the 
tlet of the courts, the gantlet of future legislative bodies; and it 
is an act of temerity always, when there is a well-settled rule of law 
throughout the entire civilized world, for it is a rule recog- 
ized throughout the civilized world—I say it is an act of temerity, 
under such circumstances, for the purpose of acting with unusual 
caution, to undertake to express it differently or to re-express it, if 
you are satisfied with the rule. It is an act of audacity to under- 
take to do a thing of that kind, for the expression itself may dwarf 
and minify the rule and circumscribe its operation. I think I know 
the reason of the amendment. The reason is not, and my respect for 
the gentleman from Indiana, which is very great, prevents me from 
believing that the reason is that he wishes to reassert a rule which is 
in the horn-books of the law, which all men who know the law recog- 
nize, but I think it is born of an undue fear of entangling alliances 
and of committing the Government to any line of policy beyond the 
limit of our own boundaries. 

I can say to the gentleman, that while in a degree that rule must be 
clung to, yet the time has passed when it may stand as a phantom to 
frighten us from the true interests of this country. All commerce is 
entanglement. Commerce is the society of nations. You can not 
be a commercial nation and be isolated. Why, this very minute voices 
from all parts of the world warn us of it—voices from Canada, from 
Panama, and from Samoa. The voices come from wherever foreign 
nations have planted their flags, have reared colonies, or seek to obtain 
commercial foothold, 

The attempt to arrest and to make it impracticable for American 
enterprise, whether in the form of a corporation or in other forms, to 
plant itself in foreign countries is too late. That day has passed. We 
are no longer in ournonage. We areno longer weak, but the time has 
come for a haughty—dictatorial, if you please—American policy, and 
certainly for a wise commercial policy, which is not to be circumscribed 
by any quips as to the extent of our commercial powers. A greatdeal 
has been said of the prohibitions of the Constitution, and about that I 
will only add a word. This argument of the Constitution has been 
brought to an attenuated point. It has become a gauzy argument, a 
perfunctory argument. The Constitution is not a fetich, a malignant 
power, to be propitiated by the sacrifice to it of the happiness and 
prosperity of the country. Iam a strict constructionist. I believe in 
a strict construction of the Constitution. I say that emphatically; 
but a construction which will dwarf the implications of the Constitu- 
tion, which would rob us of the power to adopt just and necessary 
methods of enforcing it, that is a construction unwarranted by the 
Constitution itself, and unwarranted by any rule of reason. 

Gentlemen may not wish to doathing. That is one question. But 
we are nov to argue from the thing to be done back to the principle, but 
from the principle to the . Itis not a question as to whether we 
desireit, but whether wehavethe power todoit. Letussettlethe power 


and clearly define all its limitations, and after we have done that, then 
the question of discretion arises, and we will determine what we will 
do under that power and what we will not do under it, 

Now, the name of Chief-Justice Marshall was invoked here. Why, 
before the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, and especially in that he 
laid the foundations of the boundary, so to speak, of the puwen orice 
gress, and of this Government, under the clause regulating commerce 
abroad and athome. He laid them in a manner whichis unmistakable 
in Gibbons vs, Ogden. He says that under that power an embargo even 
may be laid, as a mercantile power, instead of as a military measure, 
and that same doctrine has been clung to ever since. It is fully ex- 
pressed in the counterfeiting case of the United States vs. Marigold, 
which gentlemen will do well to read as showing the complete, the 
exclusive, and I may say the tremendous power which the Federal 
Government possesses for the regulation of commerce. 

Some distinction was made during the argument here concerning 
what we might do at home and what we might do abroad. If there is 
any restriction upon our power under the commerce clause at home, it 
is created solely and absolutely by the relation of the States to the 
Government and not by any language which is contained in the Con- 
stitution ofthe United States. Our power to regulate foreign commerce 
is affluent. It embraces the world. Itisa power which civilized gov- 
ernments everywhere exercise over their commerce. There is no limita- 
tion to that power. There is no limitation to it save the discretion or 
the wisdom which we choose to exercise in the application of it. 

And, indeed, toreturn to Justice Marshall, in the case of McCullough 
against the Bank, if gentlemen will take the trouble to read it they will 
find an unanswerable argument in favor of erecting corporations for 
this very purpose. It is true that Justice Marshall says in effect the 
erection of corporations is not with us, as with the British Crown, a mere 
act of prerogative and as such a substantive power, but that it is inci- 
dental to other powers when it may be necessary and beneficial. So 
that the argument that case makes is clear, and is in no way uncer- 
tain, that we possess the power to establish the corporation. In the 
case of California against the Pacific Railroad, cited by the gentleman 
from Maryland yesterday, our possession of that power is distinctly af- 
firmed. In that decision the court spoke with no uncertain sound. 
They are emphatic upon the subject of the power of Congress to insti- 
tute corporations of this kind. 

Now, sir, there is no doubt about the commercial power. In regard 
to the exercise of the treaty power, I agree entirely with the gentleman 
from Alabama; but we are exercising the commerce power, and there 
is no doubt about that power. Our foreign commerce is not here on 
the floor. It is not in the port of New York; it is not on the plains of 
Kansas. Our foreign commerce is like the winds that bear it—it is 
everywhere—and it is to be regulated not where it is not, but where 
it is; and some of it, gentlemen, is along the coast towards the scene 
of this proposed canal, down around the Horn, by that circuitous route 
which costs so much time and so much money to these people, and on 
the railroads between the Atlantic and Pacific. 

Now, we have had a great deal said in this debate about the regula- 
tion of tolls. I agree entirely with the remark which was made here 
yesterday in a colloquy by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 
How are you going to regulate these tolls—what potency have you 
here to do it? 

There is only one substantial regulation of a matter of that kind. 
That regulation comes from competition. It comes, too, from the just, 
the reasonable sense of mankind concerning it. It will come from the 
necessities of commerce, If the corporation charge you too much by 
the Nicaragua route then you will go around the Horn, or, if you choose, 
by ona of the several lines of railroad; or, in other words, by the route 
which will convey your freight cheapest from here to the Pacific. Ido 
not wish to say anything unkind of any gentleman here; I do not wish 
to intimate anything unkind; but I have observed on the floor of this 
House that even men who are bitterly opposed to railroads oppose every- 
thing looking to the improvement of the water ways of this country. 
I find men from the neighborhood of the great Pacific railroads—whether 
they are inoculated with some disease of the imagination, or of the un- 
derstanding, or of the conscience, by their close contiguity to those 
roads, I know not—but I find these men almost universally standing 
up here and opposing measures like that which is now under consider- 
ation. Ido not know why it isso; I impute no bad motives; but I 
say that it is a fact, and certainly it would not be unkind, certainly it - 
would not be unfair, to connect the two facts—their contiguity to these 
railroads and their opposition to measures of this kind—and to specu- 
late, at least, upon what may be the moving cause in the matter. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is astep in the right direction. This isa bold— 
no, not bold, because even as the bill stands it is emasculated, it is 
fimid, it is hesitating—but, in comparison with our past, this isa bold 
step in the direction of the destiny of this country. We are carrying 
the flag into the region of Central America; we are carrying it with the 
indorsement of the Government. We are putting o ves where, 


though we may noi be pecuniarily liable, we shall be morally liable and 
responsible for the safety, the protection, of a great American enter- 
pe which will help to spread our commerce over the world, That, 

say, is a step, a great step in comparison with the past, and I for one 
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hope that that step is only a prelude to the day when the nation will 
follow, and we will plant our feet as a people in those ions, and the 
flag shall wave over the State of Nicaragua, a State of the United States 
of America. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CLARDY was re ized, 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that some gentleman on the 
other side be now heard, but if the Chair recognizes me, I will yield 
five minutes to the gertleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, there was a deal said yesterday by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] about the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. I do not think we ought in this bill to assume any offensive 
attitude in regard to that matter, because it is entirely unnecessary. 
I think the United States ought to pursue a steady policy, with the 
view of developing its own national commerce, We already spend in 
this country, if everything is considered, a hundred million dollars a 

ear for the maintenance of ournationalcommerce. It is not proposed 
in this bill to add to the amount of that expenditure, It is only pro- 
posed that the United States shall give its countenance to a great 
project which will be of more advantage in developing our national 


commerce than all the money that we now expend for that purpose, - 


which will do more to increase the prestige of the United States in the 
Gulf of Mexico and give us an influence in sustaining and developing 
our American theories on the American continent than all our present 
expenditure. 

It is not proposed in this bill that we shall do anything about the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. There is no reference to that,treaty in the bill; 
but certainly if we should put into it the declaration which is sought 
to be put into it by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] it 
would necessarily involve, in an offensive way, the question of the su- 
premacy of the United States with to that matter. 

In regard to the question of the regulation of tolls, we have never, 
even in our own int commerce in this country, assumed to fix 
tolls. We have only takenthe position in the interstate-commerce law, 
as I understand it, that tolls should be fair and reasonable; and cer- 
tainly until we do assume to fix the rate of tolls in our own internal 
commerce, and to say just how much capital invested in railroad enter- 
prises shall receive by way of return on the investment, we ought not 
to assume or attempt to do it in an enterprise outside of the limits of 
the United States. I do not think that there ought to be any question 
that this Government has the power over this subject that is sought to 
be exercised in this bill. Ithas that power by virtue of the power to 

te commerce which is granted in the Constitution, and all that 
is asked here is simply that we shall give to this corporation the coun- 
tenance of the American Government, 

It is said that this company already has a charter from the State of 
Vermont. Ihave very grave doubts whether the charter of that State 
is the legitimate exercise of the power of a State in chartering corpora- 
tions. A State of this Union certainly has no power over international 
commerce, a matter that has already been conceded to the General Goy- 
ernment; and I believe that consistency with our American theory, as 
laid down in the Constitution, would require that a State should not 
attempt to assume control over corporations outside*of the limits of the 
nation and fix the responsibility of the American Governmentin regard to 
such a corporation. If anythingis ever donein that direction, it ought 
to be done by the Government of the United States and not by a State. 
An individual citizen in a foreign nation is protected; and I ask whether 
itis not right and proper that associations of individuals, where they 
have received the countenance of the General Government in their or- 
ganization, should also be protected tothe sameextent? Andis it not 
just that, in doing this, the limit of the power of authority of such an as- 
sociation should be defined in advance by the Government of the United 
States, in order that the company may know what they may of right 
do, and that we should know in advance the amount of protection and 
the extent of the authority that we are to exercise over them? That 
is the reason why such a corporation should receive a charter from the 
General Government; that is the reason the General Government should 
be the only authority to grant charters to corporations having relation 
to the external commerce of the United States, or to any matters ont- 
side the limits of a State. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize any gen- 
tleman who desires to speak in opposition to the adoption of the report. 
[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote !’"] 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] has 
control, I believe, of the time of the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 
`- Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not desire to speak at this time. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is there anybody else on your side who wishes to 
go on now? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This side, as I understand, has occu- 
pied more time already than the other side. 

Mr. BLAND (to Mr. Wiison, of Minnesota). You had better re- 
serve your time. : 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, we reserve the rest of our time. 
Mr. CLARDY,. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 
DINGLEY] for ten minutes. . \ 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should regard it asexceedingly un- 
fortunate if through any stickling for non-essential cer tet A we 
should defeat the proposition to grant the charter to this company for the 
construction of the N Canal. Ishould it as unfortunate, 
because it seems to me that now is the golden opportunity for the con- 
struction of this canal. Itis certainly too late for us now to expect 
that the Government of the United States will appropriate any suffi- 
cient amount of money for the construction of such a work as this. If 
the people of this country and the Congress of the United States were 
ready to make an appropriation of the magnitude required for this en- 
terprise, I should certainly be willing to join in securing the passage 
of a bill to that effect. But I am certain that we shall look in vain to 
the Government of this country and to Congress for any appropriation 
adequate to the construction ofsuch a work as this. If constructed at 
all it must be constructed by some private company. It will be con- 
structed by some private company at a very early day, if the present 
movement does not prove successful; and it will be constructed, too, 
by some private company that will be, if not under the patronage, yet 
under the influence, of some foreign government. 

It is certain to my mind that the Panama Canal enterprise is to prove 
a failure, and that the only successful canal that islikely to be built is 
that by the way of the Nicaraguan route; and that that cana] will be 
built, if not by this company or by the company which has obtained 
scan i by another company that will obtain a concession in the 

u 

Now, it seems to me, in view of the fact that this company has ob- 
tained this concession from the Republic of Nicaragua on such favorable 
terms—more favorable, I am sure, than any other concession that ever. 
will be obtained—and this being a company o ized under American 
auspices, the majority of whose directors are to be citizens of the United. 
States, making it essentially an American company, it is of the utmost 
importance that Congress should recognize the value of this enterprise 
and the peculiar golden opportunity which is now open to us. 

All that is asked on the part of these gentlemen who have obtained 
this concession is a charter from Congress which shall give the - 
nition, so to speak, the certificate of character in the financial worl 
which the Government of the United States will give simply by the 
fact of granting this charter. 

What is the objection toit? It is objected by several gentlemen that 
the terms of the charter are too broad; that there is not sufficient re- 
striction upon the enterprise. Now, if we were starting out in a new 
policy with reference to the chartering of railroads by we 
might well consider whether we would not impose restrictions and 
limitations such as we have never employed in granting a charter in 
the past. But this is not a proposition to grant a charter for a railroad 
or for a transportation company within the limits of the United States. 
It is a charter for the construction of a great water way outside of the 
limits of the United States, but, although outside, essential to the in- 
terests of the commerceand the welfare of this country. Now, it seems 
to me that in view of the character of the enterprise, in view of the fact 
that it involves so many uncertainties, it will be difficult to get capi- 
tal to enter into it. This is, to say the least, a very unfortunate time 
for us, in granting a charter, to insist upon such restrictions as in all 
probability will make the charter useless to those who may receive it. 
In other words, in view of the fact this is an especially ous en- 
terprise, outside of the limits of the United States, having a value to 
our commerce and to the people of this country of inestimable impor- 
tance, we ought not to insist on restrictions that are not absolutely 
essential to the security of the enterprise. 

Now, what are the points of difference upon which gentlemen are 
objecting to the granting of this charter? It is said, in the first place, 
that the conference committee have acceded to the withdrawal from the 
bill of the provision inserted by the House providing there shall be 
printed on every bond the statement that the Government of the United 
States is not liable. Is there any necessity for doing that? Why, sir, 
the Government of the United States could not possibly be liable if 
there were no such provision in the charter; but we have inserted in 
the charter that the Government of the United States shall not be 
liable. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If the Government of the United States 
is not under any circumstances liable, and hence there is no necessity 
of printing this on the bond, then why is it necessary to put the pro- 
vision in the charter itself? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was not necessary to put it in the charter itself, 
but gentlemen who were opposed to this measure have insisted it should 
be put in and friends of the measure have conceded it. But the mo- 
ment it is put on the bond there is not a gentleman here who does not 
know it will tend to discredit that bond in foreign markets, though it 
might not in our own, where the circumstances are known, It will 
discredit it abroad for the reason that foreign gentlemen will say that 
the Congress of the United States, with full knowledge of this matter, 
have taken pains to say and have caused it to be placed on the bond 
notice to everybody, ‘‘ We have no confidence in the success of this en- 

”? 


t seems to me entirely useless as a protection for ourselves to do 
that, and not only useless but doing a positive injury to the company, 
without any benefit accruing from it to ourselves. 
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Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does my friend from Maine mean to state 
to us that he expects foreign investors are going to buy these bonds 
without investigating the er? And if they find that provision in 
the charter will it not frighten them quite as much as to find it printed 
on the back of the bonds? 

Mr. DINGLEY. By no means. The gentleman’s good sense will 
show him the difference between these two methods of dealing with 
this subject. 

But I will pass from that, Mr. Speaker, as I have but a few moments 
of time, and will notice the opposition made to the conference report 
because the conferees have agreed to strike out the provision adopted 
by the House requiring all the stock to be paid in cash, and to insert 
instead a provision that stock may be issued at a just value in payment 
for labor and material used in the construction of thiscanal. It is said 
by the substitution of that language we have opened the way to what 
> wey as a construction company, a wheel within a wheel, a Crédit 

obilier. 

Mr. ADAMS. What provision does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That which changes the method of issuing the 
stock. Now, as to that point, it may be true it is almost impossible 
for us to frame any charter that rogues may not use it in such way as 
to fail to carry out the fair and just intent; but I submit to the House 
that there is as opportunity under the original provision for rogues 
to sell this at 25 per cent. of its real value and then to use this 
EN Hae a construction company as now. There is a better protec- 
tion in the amendment reported by the conferees than in the House 
amendment, as the former provides that stock shall be issued only at 
the just valne of the concession, labor, and materials. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. CLARDY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Will the gentleman permit me to call 
his attention—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Be brief, as I have only five minutes. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You wish to understand this as it is. 
If you will observe the words, it does not say stock may be issued to 
the just value of material and labor. Let me read what it does say: 
‘*May issue stock to the amountof the just value of such estate, ptop- 
erty, and rights,” ete. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the words ‘‘just value” limit the words ‘‘ma- 
terials and labor,’’ which follow, as much as the concessionary rights, 
and this of itself opens up the whole question to the courts, if any 
stockholder complains that there has been ‘‘monkeying,’’ so to speak, 
in the construction. In other words, it seems to me that there is more 
ae pe of this in the amendments as adopted by the conferees than 

the original bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, it seems to me, in view of the 
great importance of the work, that we ought not to stick on mere mat- 
ters of detail, or on provisions which are not vital. We must bear in 
mind that is an enterprise that is of greater importance than any 
other similar work ever before undertaken in the history of the world. 
The praises of the world have been rung over the success of the great 
Suez Canal, but the Suez Canal is as nothing compared with this great 
en ise now in its importance to the commerceof the world, 
and y to commerce of the United States of America. 

Why, sir, look at the importance of the canal in the single point of 
regulating the tolls on the great trans-continentallines of railway. As 
it is now there can be no practical regulation of these tolls, because 
there is no competition between the roads that are pooling their issues; 
but the moment this great water way shall be completed, ing u 
an opportunity to enter into competition to every vessel of the Uni 
States that participates in our coastwise trade, that moment there 
comes in a competition between water ways and railways that will ot 
itself regulate the freight and passenger rates of these great trans-conti- 
nental lines. 

And again, sir, it seems to me when we bear in mind that the prac- 
tical effect of the construction of this canal will be to open up a new 
route forour coastwise commerce, its importance will be apparent when 
we remember that every vessel of the United States engaged in this 
trade can participate in the trade of the Atlantic as well as of the Pa- 
cific. We can but see in this canal a new bond to bind the people of 
the East and the people of the Pacific coast together as they have never 
been bound before. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in view of the importance of this work I cer- 
tainly hope that gentlemen in this House will not adopt the attitude 
of ee respecting unimportant details to such an extent as 
to lead to the defeat of an enterprise that is already almost successfully 
inaugurated, and which if inaugurated, as it will be by the passage of 
this bill, will open up within the next decade unquestionably a great 
peg way connecting the Atlantic and the Pacific under American con- 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express my t to 
the House that this bill has not been pat in a more acceptable and 
perfect form for the accomplishment of one of the main objects of gov- 
ernmental policy in its enactment, namely, to secure reasonable charges 
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upon this work for American commerce which may hereafter be car- 
ried over the proposed line of improvement. I discover no assurance 
in the bill as it is now proposed to the House for its final approval, 
no clear and certain guaranty that the amount of stock and bonds 
which will be issued by the corporation will not exceed two, three, or 
four times over the actual cost of the work judged by their par valu 

the result of which will be that if the holders of the steck and bon 

are to receive dividends upon the stock and interest upon their bonds 
at ordinary rates the commerce of the United States carried over this 
line, and the commerce of other countries as well, may be subjected ta 
most grievous, unreasonable, and unjust charges, and the question in 
my mind is whether if the committees of the two Houses of Congress 
engaged in the consideration of this measure had exercised due dili- 
gence and due judgment upon the framing of this bill and amendments 
they could not have produced a measure more safe and secure for the 
public interests involved. > 

I agree, sir, that it is extremely difficult to create such a Samson 
as this and attempt to bind him with green withes—meaning amend- 
ments. Those proposed by the House upon this bill did not altogether 
meet the approval of my judgment. Some of them appeared to me 
impracticable of enforcement, at least to some extent, and others un- 
important as practical propositions; and the one which has been most 
debated, or the two, rather, on this floor do not seem to me to 
the great importance which has been assigned to them by gentlemen 
arguing in their support. In the first place, the provision that certifi- 
cates of stock shall not issue until the stock be fully paid up is 
not only an embarrassing and inconvenient provision as a practical one, 
but it can be wholly evaded. 

There is no pero Meas that it will produce any useful effect. In fact, 
all the stock of this company, or the larger part of it at least, such as 
not issued to Nicaragua for the concession, can be covered by a con- 
struction contract, and when issued for work and labor done in the con- 
struction of this improvement it will he fully paid, and the provisions 
of that amendment would be completely provided for. No allegation 
of illegality can be made against such an arrangement, so far as I un- 
derstand this bill. As for the more searching amendment, for which 
many gentlemen have spoken, that the stock shall be paid entirely in 
cash, except that which is issued for the concession, I think it is os 
unquestionably to the criticism made, which is that it will probably 
render the charter a dead piece of paper when issued, that capitalists 
will not wee ag the charter and invest their money in the work and 
carry it fo: to the completion desired by all who favor the enter- 
prise. 

It is an unusual provision. It is not merely embarrassing, but I 
presune it would be fatal to the success of the enterprise. Why, in my 

tate, by the general law which was passed to enforce the new constitu- 
tion of 1874 as to issue of stocks and bonds, provision was made that 
stock should only be paid for in cash or in material and labor furnished. 
The act followed the constitution, and made very iain proton for its 
enforeement. But it was supposed that capitalists would not put their 
money ina publicimprovement where they had to pay downall the mone 
at the outset, but that they would pope and desire to carry out suc. 
improvements in the usual way where they are legitimate, namely, to 
pay in a portion of the stock as far as the ability of the stockholders to 
meet the assessments extended—to pay in 20, 40, or even 50 per cent.— 
and then issue bonds to raise additional money to complete the work. 

Now, it seems to me that in such a precs as the Nicaragua Canal, 
to be carried out in a foreign country subject to unknown political con- 
ditions in the future, a country of revolutions, among a people speak- 
ing a different language from our own, with possible complications with 
foreign powers, it would not be right to insist that the capitalists who put 
their money into it and carry it on should be subjected to this stringent 
amendment. Letthem pay in part for the stock and then use the credit 
of the company for raising additional funds. And it seems to me that 
the holders of the stock having certificates in that plight should be en- 
abled to sell and convey it in the markets of our own and other coun- 
tries. In fact, it seems to me that that proposition carried to the ex- 
tent proposed in the amendment of the House would defeat this bill by 
rendering it impracticable. 

One thing that might be done under this bill would be this: Ten per 
cent. might be paid in on the stock and a million dollars obtained for 
the treasury of the company. Then a construction contract could be 
made and the stock and bonds issued to any amount within the limits 
of the charter (excluding that which is to be paid to Nicaragua for the 
concession), and then the result which I mentioned in the outset of 
my remarks will be reached, and there is no guaranty for the public 
against it. 

If the work costs seventy-five or a hundred million dollars you may 
have three hundred millions of paper, stock, and bonds floating in our 
own and foreign markets; and American merchants, the owners of our 
mercantile ships, and the owners of foreign vessels will be charged tolls 
to cover a profit upon this enormous amount of paper. 

Now, sir, if the committee of conference in the last moments of con- 
sideration upon this bill will turn their attention to this one point and 
labor upon it, I think they can bring back into this House and send 
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back to the Senate a measure of protection to the public which this 
bill does not afford, protection upon a point which is of the highest 
importance and which will strike at the true source of evil. 

time of war this improvement will possess a value the importance 
of which gentlemen do not seem to apprehend. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before you proceed to that point I would 
like to ask whether you have formulated anything which would cover 
the ground which you state should be amended. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have acted on this subject as a member of the 
House and not as a member of the conference committee, and having 
been engaged in other labors I have not given attention to matters of 
form in this bill. I have only spoken froma mind enlightened tosome 
extent by the debate which has taken place and to express my own 
views in order that they may accompany my votes given here upon 
this subject. 

I wish to add, sir, a word or two upon the point upon which I com- 
menced. Now, ina time of war, when this American canal, that is con- 
trolled by American citizens—for itis in fact to be in future asitnowisin 
contemplation, an American improvement—it will be ofimmense impor- 
tance to the Government of the United States. We will be in a dif- 
ferent situation from any other country with reference to it. Our war 
vessels upon the Pacific side of our country can be transferred to the 
Atlantic or from the Atlantic to the Pacific side, so that upon each one 
of our great shores we can meet upon equal terms any antagonist that 
can strike us east or west. We have the means of transportation of 
our naval armaments from one sea to the other. 

How different it will be with a foreign power. This canal will be 
Closed against them. It will be sufficient if we have a naval force at 
either ontlet—on the Gulf of Mexico or upon the Pacific coast, upon 
one end or the other—which will completely bar up and close this 
canal to a power hostile to us; whereas a foreign power that desired to 
use this canal would be compelled to keep a fleet at the east end of it 
to keep the east end open, ahd another fleet at the western end to keep 
that end open. It would have to provide against the hostility of 
Nicaragua itself if the latter were in alliance with us, and should per- 
mit us to send a military force there to protect the canal. Therefore, 
at each end of the canal, and upon any point along theline of it where 
‘we were permitted by Nicaragua, or could compel her to permit us to 
have a military force, we could close this improvement against any 
hostile foreign power. I hope that the time will come when we will 
secure to our country such safe and protection for a time of war 
with Great Britain, or with France, or with Germany, or any other 
power on the earth, 

As to constitutional difficulties, gentlemen may talk about them in 
the Rotunda or somewhere else. If we have not power under a grant 
of control over our commerce by the Constitution, and, along 
with that, the treaty-making power, by which we can regulate the re- 
lations of such an improvement with foreign countries—if we have not 
in that way power to do this thing, we have no power atall. The 

ts are express and complete. It is a question for the discretion of 
apin It is not an occasion where we are to look to the charter of 
our authority and find some specific item under a general power 
granted to us. 

In matters of internal and local concern, when we are talking about 
a canal or a railroad or any other work in the nature of a public im- 
provement, we must go through the body of the instrument and find 
what are our relations to the States which constitute the Union, which 
furnish the other branch in our great division of political power; but 
when we leave the water’s edge, whether it be the shore of the Pacitic, 
the shore of the Atlantic, or the shore of the Gulf of Mexico, there the 

wer of the United States is exclusive, there our jurisdiction is not 

unded or limited by State rights or by State limitations. The arm 
of public power is not palsied or weakened when it goes forth from our 
shores and comes into relations with the other countries of the globe. 
Therefore, sir, I have no difficulty on the matter of power, and the only 
difficulty in my mind is that which I mentioned in the outset, that 
this bill, in my judgment, does not contain any substantial, reasonable 
provision to secure to the people of the United States using this canal 
reasonable charges for the services which it will render them. 


Mr. CLARDY. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. NEILL]. 

Mr. ON. of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I received the 
following dispatch from the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis: 

We hope will favor the majority report in favor Ni Canal. St. 
Louis and whole Mississippi Valley is largely interested in its building and 
completion. 

JOHN JACKSON. 
HENRY C. 


CK. 

CHARLES F. ORTHWEIN. 

WEB. M. SAMUEL. 

CHARLES A. COX, President. 

‘These men stand pre-eminent among the business men of the Missis- 

mpe for their energy, ability, and integrity. Mr. John Jackson, pres- 
ident of the St. Louis Elevator, has been from their inception at the 
head of the jetties projected by the deeply lamented James B. Eads, 
and contributed largely to the successful prosecution of that magnifi- 
cent aid to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley. 


Mr. Haarstick is at the head of the Mississippi Valley Transportation 
Company. Mr. Orthwein and Mr, Samuel have been the chosen heads 
of our great Merchants’ Exchange, and Mr. Cox is its present chief. 

They well represent the public sentiment of the business men of the 
West, who appeal to us to pass this bill and give every aid to this grand 
enterprise, which the commerce of the world demands and which would 
redound in such grand benefits to our country. 

I am not familiar with all the points involved in the pending con- 
troversy concerning certain amendments, but my experience in this 
House led me long ago to the conclusion that you must trust to a great 
extent to the judgment and intelligence of the members of your com- 
mittees. This bill has been considered carefully by the committees in 
both Houses and has been practically agreed upon. I care but very 
little for the extreme sensitiveness manifested here concerning the 
bondholders. I do not know that we are called upon always to worry 
in regard to whether or not the bondholder shall obtain a magnificent 
return on his investment or whether he shall occasionally, to use a 
mining phrase, strike an Irish dividend in the formof an assessment, 
(Laughter. ] : 

What we want is to have this canal built. It is conceded that the 
Panama Canal is a failure and will not be built. I believe that this 
project is feasible and that it will be built, and, as far as my vote is 
concerned, I am willing to give it to Cee preven aD promise to build 
it, and also to give them all that goes with it as far as the sanction of 
this Government is concerned, and its protection if necessary, in order 
to have this cut made, which is absolutely needed for our own inter- 
ests in time of and still more in case of war, and which will con- 
fer one of the benefits that can be conferred upon the business 
interests of the world. I sometimes think the American people are 


.] 
sixty miliions of- people and destined to be the greatest 
nation on earth, we should lead in enterprises of this kind and not 
hesitate about the consequences. So long as our aim is in the direction 
of increased facilities for commerce and the greater benefit to hu- 
manity we can face the future without fear of peri 

The extremely conservative gentlemen who trouble can rest con- 
tent that the people are in favor of this project and will shoulder all 
the responsibilities that may arise from it in the future. [Applause.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the latitude taken in the consideration 
of this bill has been so great that even if my time were unlimited it 
would be impossible to refer to more than a few of the points which have 
been raised. I think, sir, that the old story so often repeated in this 
House, of the cuttle-fish muddying the water in order he might 
ee is applicable to the gentlemen who appear to be opposed to thi 

nil, 

The distinguished gentleman and jurist from Alabama [Mr. Cops] 
confined his argument to the constitutional question, supplemented by 
the interest he took in the ‘‘lambs’’? who frequent the stock ex- 
changes and the bourses of Europe; his anxiety was lest possibly we 
might do something here by which those gentlemen would be invei- 
gled into an investment and thereby lose their money. Sir, if the in- 
vestors and the “‘lambs’’ of Europe, as represented by the Rothschilds 
and the Barings and others of the great ing houses there, are not 
able to take care of themselves and look out for their own interests, I 
one Risk this House or the Congress of the United States can do it 

‘or them. 

I do not propose to discuss the constitutional question, because I am 
notcompetent todo so. When the distinguished gentleman from Min- 
nesota came to address the House on his i amendments, the 
classes of the community in which apparently he took the greatest in- 
terest as investors were, I think, the carpenters, the blacksmiths, and 
the bakers. Mr. Speaker, what is the situation as it presents itself to 
us now? This bill comes into the House from a committee of confer- 
ence; itis notin the power of this House to amend their report; it must 
either go back to the Senate with the message that the House will not 
concur, or it must go back with a request fora new conference. If 
either of these courges is decided by sod then in all human probability 
this bill will fail at this session to me a law. 

But, sir, before proceeding further in regurd to the questions between 
the two Houses on the various amendments proposed, I will state that 
I had a great delicacy in speaking on this bill atall. As there undoubt- 
edly exists in this Hall, and probably outside of it, an idea with certain 
gentlemen that as soon as any member of this House has by his in- 
dustry and economy succeeded in securing enough of the goods of this 
world to give him a decent burial When he pays that debt which we 
must all inevitably pay, he immediately becomes an interested party in 
any legislation that may come before this House and is thereby dis- 
qualified to express an opinion or to cast a vote upon any measure that 
may be under consideration and in which the people have an interest. 
T desire to say that I have not at this time nor do I expect ever in the 
future to have any interest in this corporation, directly or indirectly. 
I think, sir, that the oath which is administered to a member of this 
House ought to be amended and that he should not only swear to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, but should also swear that 
neither in property nor in real estate does he own to exceed 


$500. [Langhter.] 
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But, sir, to come down to the bill. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota was in substance this: First, that the stock of 
this company should be paid for in cash. The object of that amend- 
ment was, as he putit, to protect the stockholders; thatis, that one class 
of stockholders should not swindle another. Now, if we consider the 
principle governing capital stock of corporations we find, for instance, 
that it would not be proper for us.in chartering United States banks to 

y that a bank should be allowed to receive property as its capital, 

use we know that the only capital which a bank ought to hold is 
money. But when we come to a corporation other than a bank the 
kame principle does not hold good. Under all laws governing capital 
the simple-proposition is that the capital is the security upon which 
credit is to be based. In the case of a canal company or a railroad a 
franchise or property may be as valuable a security as money. 

On general principles I fully agree with the views of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I believe that it would be better policy to confine all 
Bubscriptions of stock to cash, and that if that had been the policy of 
the law under which every charter has been granted we would have 
been better off to-day in this country than we are now. But the gen- 
fleman has brought in here a proposition which, when you come to ap- 
ply it practically, you find has never been applied in any State of this 

nion, Theinference which might bedrawn trom thediscussion which 
has taken place here is that the privilege proposed to be conferred upon 
this corporation to issue its stock for cash, labor, or property furnished 
is something new and unheard of. - I had not time to examine thestat- 
tutes of all the varions States bearing upon this subject; but when I 
refer to the general railroad law of Minnesota, the gentleman’s own 
Btate, what do I find? And when I go to the statutes of the State of 
Illinois what do I find? Absolute power conferred upon any board of 
directors within the same to issue its stock for about anything they 
want to issue it. If the gentleman wants to inaugurate that principle 
why did he not begin earlier and at home? I have in my hand the 
btatutes of Minnesota, and I ask the Clerk to read an extract irom them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Any railroad corporation now existing or hereafter created or organized by 
br under any law of this land, general or special, shall have the power to create, 
Issue, and dispose of special stock, preferred stock, and income certificates or 
such amounts, in such form, and for such purpose as may be determined on. 


Mr. SCOTT. You need not go any further; tha: is enough. 

It will be seen by the general statutes of the State of Minnesota, 
which State the gentleman represents in part, that forsuch purposes as 
the board of directors may agree upon, capital stock may be issued. I 
Will send up to have read an extract from the statutes of Illinois, 

Mr. CLARDY. I would not read them all; state what they are. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Clerk to read a brief extract from the stat- 
ntes of Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No such corporation shall issue any stock or bonds ex for money, labor, 


br mented actually received and applied to the purpose for which such corpo- 
tation was organized. 


Mr. SCOTT. It will be seen, sir, that virtually the language adopted 
by the conference committee is in perfect harmony with the statutes 
bf these two States with regard to theissne of stock. Therefore I callat- 
tention of the House to this fact so they may understand this is nothing 
hew—thatit has existed and does now exist in the statutes ofaboutevery 
Btatein this Union. In referring to the other amendment of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON ], in regard to prohibiting the trans- 
fer of stock which has not been fully paid, I stated yesterday in my re- 
marks he could not point me to one angie charter that has ever been 
granted where a certificate of stock partly paid was prohibited by any 
Btatute in force from being transferred or assigned between individuals. 
I do not raise the point as to the transfer of stock on the books of a 
company which has not been fully paid, because there is a distinction 
in the transfer on the books of a company and an assignment from A 
to B, and the title to stock ing from Ato B. The gentleman’s 
amendment prohibits the assignment of stock from A to B. It would 
virtually be impossible for the stock of this canal company to be sub- 
scribed if that provision should be retained in this charter. 

We have got either to take the bill as it comes to us or reject it, 
and if we reject it the chances are it will fail to pass this session. I 
will not attempt to consider the importance of this canal. You can 
not pick up a daily paper that you do not realize the necessity for its 
construction. Isaw in thismorning’s Post that the Government’s coal 
in the Samoan Islands is exhausted and the Secretary of the Navy is en- 
gaged in contracting for the delivery of 3,000 tons at those islands for 
the use of our ships which are going there to protect our interests. I 
find that the coal costs the Government less than $3 a ton, while the 
transportation of coal from here to its destination is from $12 to $14 a 
ton via Cape Horn or the Cape of Good Hope. If this-canal were in op- 
eration to-day that coal could be delivered to points in the Pacific 
Ocean at $4 or $5 per ton freightinstead of $12 or $14 per ton. Whether 
the Government pays $12 or $14 per ton or $5 per ton is not a matter 
of material importance; but if you apply this great difference in cost to 
the transportation of the merchandise, I may say of the world, and es- 
pecially of our own people, which would be saved by the constrac- 
tion of this canal, it becomes a very important question. 

Mr. Speaker, I listened with a great deal of interest to the remarks 


of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in connection with this 
subject, and the reason which he gave for opposing it. I confess, sir, 
that to me it appeared a little foggy and disjointed; but I fully sym 
thize with him in this respect, as I have found myself in di 
questions in this House in the same situation. 

There is one thing, sir, I learned early as a member of this House, 
that while I found no one member here knew everything, yet that the 
325 members taken collectively represented an amount of learning 
that, spring what subject you might, it would strike some one as a fa- 
miliar topic; and to make any statement here to stand uncontroverted, 
it was necessary to give it consideration and be sure it was right, or it 
hazarded a criticism when leastexpected. The explanation of thegen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] this morning shows that he was 
materially mistaken in some of his statements made yesterday, and he 
as an honorable and high-minded gentleman has acknowledged that 
fact to-day. 

During the discussion in connection with this bill the Monroe doc- 
trine and the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, as well as our existing treaty with 
Nicaragua, have been referred to. I have no doubt, sir, that every 
gentleman on the floor of this House has by heart what is known as 
the Monroe doctrine; but perhaps the country may not beas thoroughly 
conversant with it, and as it is very brief I will give it here. Itis to 
be found in President Monroe’s message of 1823, and if we confine our- 
selves to the language and meaning as expressed by President Monroe, 
it is utterly impossible to give it the construction that appears to be 
given to it in this age: 

In the discussions to which this interest has given rise, and in the ee 
ments in which they may terminate, the oecasion has been judged proper for 
asserting as a Tits ple in which the rights and interests of the United States 
are involved, that the American continents, by the free and independent condi- 
tion which they have assumed and maintained, are henceforth not to be con- 
sidered as subjects for future colonization by any European power. 

It will be observed that President Monroe simply refers to coloniza- 
tion of any part of this continent by European powers. It does not 
relate to commercial relations, trade, or commerce with foreign powers 
of the states of North or South America. Whether the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty is in force to-day or not, is a question in dispute between 
the two governments. It appears that the representatives of our Gov- 
ernment claim that it is not ; and after carefully reading the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, as I have, I can not but come to the conclusion that it 
is in perfect harmony and consistent with the Monroe doctrine, and in 
pursuance of the provisions of that treaty Great Britain has acknowl- 
edged it. Itis true, sir, that the treaty relates to a canal which was 
never constructed through the territory of Nicaragua; but under that 
treaty Great Britain expressly agrees to abandon her protectorate over 
the Mosquito coast and the territory adjacent to where the proposed 
canal is proposed to be constructed. 

In pursuance of the terms of the treaty both nations have pledged 
themselves that they would not fortify or in anywise take military 
possession of any territory on the Isthmus of Panama through which a 
canal could be constructed. It can not be overlooked that, for prob- 
ably a century prior to the ratification of this treaty, Great Britain had 
acquired certain rights upon the Isthmus, long anterior to the date of 
the promulgation of the Monroe doctrine. There was no principle an- 
nounced in the Monroe doctrine that we as a nation should colonize or 
take possession of the territory of any of our neighbors, but simply that 
we should not permit foreign powers to doso. It is true, sir, that Great 
Britain has not lived up strictly to the conditions, contained in that 
treaty, to be performed on her part. She did not withdraw her pro- 
tectorate, or occupancy in fact, from certain territory on the Isthmus; 
but she has never positively asserted her control of that territory in 
the manner that she did prior to the date of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; 
and no better evidence can be given in proof of this fact than when it 
became necessary for this Government to protect its interests ən the 
Mosquito coast we sent a United States ship there and bombarded 
Greytown for the protection of American interests, and Great Britain 
did not raise the question that it was a casus belli against their Govern- 
ment. 

It appears to me, sir, that while Great Britain has not performed the 
obligations contained in that treaty, itis the true policy of this Govern- 
ment to maintain that she is bound by them. The treaty itself related, 
as I hayesaid, to another canal, and whether the provisions of that treaty 
can be made applicable to an entirely different corporation proposing 
now to construct a canal across the Isthmus is a question that I do not 
propose to consider; but as far as I am able to judge, there are no pro- 


visions or conditions contained in that treaty in regard to the canal - 


which it was then proposed to construct that would be detrimental to 
our interests now if applied to this company which it is proposed to 
grant a charter to. Sir, I think the time has xbout arrived in our his- 
tory that we should abandon the methods of Bombastes Furioso, and that 
we should realize the fact that we are now one of the most powerful 
nations upon the earth, and that we should be exceedingly cautious as 
a nation in making any claims or assuming any exclusive privileges, 
from the fact that we are so powerful, not consistent with the rights of 
others, whether our equals or inferiors in population and wealth, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] concedes that if this provision—I now speak 
of the first provision, which requires that stock issued by this corpora- 
tion shall be paid in money—he concedes thatif that had been the rule 
hitherto it would have been good for the country. Noone denies that, 
I think. But his argument is that it is unusual, that it is something 
new, and that inasmuch as it has not been the rule heretofore we 
should not now introduce it as a new principle to be applied to this 
corporation. I think I have stated fairly his proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, we have learned some lessons in the past, and if there 
is any one lesson that has been learned by us at greater expense than 
another it is that the people must guard themselves against the never- 
ceasing, ever-increasing power of corporations of every class. At first, 
when we were less acquainted with them, we threw fewer restrictions 
around them. Why should we not continue to throw restrictions 
around them as the necessity therefor becomes apparent? To me this 
would seem to be the part of wisdom. 

If this would have been a rule heretofore the gentleman states 
no reason why it should not be adopted now and followed hereafter. 
He tacitly concedes, and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] 
who yesterday with great eloquence and force argued in favor of the 
report of the conference committee conceded and expressly admitted, 
that as this bill now stands it affords great opportunity for fraud. 

Under such circumstances it is not wisdom to follow in the path that 
may lead to such a result, but rather to pursue such a course as will 
guard against it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, after reading from the statutes 
of my State to show that payment for stock is in that State allowed to 
be made otherwise than in money, says, ‘‘ Why did not the gentleman 
from Minnesota commence his reforms at home???’ 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that corporatiors, not only in my State but in 
most of the States, have been able to obtain concessions of extraordi- 
nary and dangerous powers, and that not unfrequently they have used 
those powers to the detriment of the people, But even if it were con- 
ceded that the charters of tions in none of the States have hith- 
erto required that stock should be paid for only in money, yet when it 
is admitted that this has opened the door for great frauds, and when 
experience has tanght us that it is frequently, or perhaps I might say 
generally true that it has resulted in great frauds, is it not meet that 
we should learn wisdom from such experience? 

Until very lately there has been no legislation against trusts or 
against discriminations or extortionate charges by common carriers; 
therefore by parity of reasoning it might be urged that these illegal 
practices should not be forbidden now. We have learned by a very 
severe and dear experience that we must limit and control the great 
power of corporations or else they will become dangerous to the people 
who created them. 

And I hope my friend from Maine, and my other friends who agreed 
with me fully when this amendment was first offered, will not now be 
turned away in their zeal in favor of this public improvement—the 
importance of which I recognize, and for which I would go as far as he 
who goes farthest—I say I hope these gentlemen will not now turn 
away and hesitate about insisting on such prudent safeguards as the 
experience of the past has demonstrated to be necessary. The chair- 
man of the committee in his opening argument said in this connection: 

It can not be objected, Mr. E yea that a fabulous amount of stock may be 
issued; for, if the projectors of this great enterprise are to derive any benefit 


from it, such benefits must come from the stock, every increase of which will 
leasen its value, 


I have heard the agents and advocates of corporations, when apply- 
ing to Legislatures for enlarged powers, use just such language and make 
just such promises. But, alas, experience has shown that these prom- 
ises have rarely been kept; that neither self-interest nor sense of duty 
has restrained the agents and officers of such artificial persons within 
bounds. Indeed, experience has shown that their interest is not usu- 
ally in the line indicated. The issue of watered stock or unpaid-for 
stock has been one of the most common misdeeds of corporations—a 
misdeed that has unjustly taken from the people and put into the 

ets of a class of men who grow rich by their wits hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

These corporations, I say, invariably tell us that it is unnecessary to 
place restrictions upon them because their interest in the enterprise is 
a sufficient check, But still, sir, notwithstanding their assertions, ex- 
perience has demonstrated the contrary, and that we do need limita- 
tions and restrictions. Experience has shown that they do issue stock 
watered and unpaid for; and when such stock is issued it is unneces- 
sary to argue to a body of intelligeut men that itis with the purpose of 
collecting dividends on it, thus levying tribute upon the whole people 
to pay interest on a fictitious capital to men who have used their in- 
fluence and position for illegal purposes. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him if there is 
any case where you put a limit upon profits or what a man may receive 
upor his investment, so far as to say that the amount of stock issued 
is to determine the rate charged? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I donot know that I understand the 
question of my friend. 

Mr. KERR. Does the amount of stock issued by a corporation in 
any manner determine the rate of freight? 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, mvestments are made in these 
public papra tenen generally, I might say uniformly, for the income 
or profit that may be realized therefrom; and when the expense or cost 
of such an improvement is doubled theincome must be doubled to pay a 
reasonable interest, and it usually is doubled. I do not say that thisis 
the uniform rule, because there are exceptions to nearly every rule. 

And it is wholly immaterial that’part of the stock may be issued 
without consideration or for a nominal consideration, for such stock 
can not be distinguished from that issued to honest investors for a valu- 
able and fall consideration. When such fraudulent stock is issued, if 
the honest investor who paid for his stock gets a return for his invest- 
ment the holders of the fraudulent stock must also receive a like re- 
turn. To thus pay dividends on stock that represents no actual capi- 
tal must necessarily require an increase of the tolls and freights paid 


yao 

Mr. But suppose it is said in reply to that that the stock 
so issued is fraudulent? The Legislature will say you can not expect 
us then to allow dividends on fraudulent stock. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No, sir. Whois to distinguish the 
fraudulent from the honest stock? Whocan? You can not say this 
is the stock that was issued for nothing and which is a fraud upon the 
public, and that is the stock for which the honest stockholder paid his 
money; and therefore you must rob the honest stockholder or pay in- 
terest or dividends on the watered stock and thus rob the public. 

Mr. KERR. Now answer the other question. Is there any rate of 
interest which the law requires to be paid on any investment of stock ? 
Is there, in the nature of things, any such rate of interest or dividend 
which must be paid upon any stock? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Oh, no. 

Mr. KERR. Well, then, what is the use of talking? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am talking about what the effect is 
of issuing watered and fraudulent stock, and I think that any man of 
as much intelligence as the gentleman from Towa can not deny that it 
is issued for the purpose of getting dividends onit, and that ordinarily 
such dividends are gotten, and if gotten they are ultimately taken from 
the people. 

Mr. KERR. But in Iowa they do not accomplish thai result. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If uot, then the man who honestly 
invests his money is beaten; and I am not willing to adopt or follow a 
rule that requires us, for the purpose of paying tribute to dishonest men, 
to wrong either honest men or the people generally. 


joer on hammer fell. ] ir 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, e time of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has expired. pz 

Mr. CLARDY. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. O NELL]. 

Mr. O NET% Pennsylvania. Idid not desire to speak in my 
own time yesterday or to-day as one of the conferees, because I found 


that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] had explained so fully and sọ impress- 
ively, as I thought, to this House the logic of the reasons which led 
the conferees to present this conference report and to ask the House to 
adopt it. I favor this enterprise upon general priuciples, and, Mr. 
Speaker, my desire now to speak for the moment or two which I will 
occupy is to go upon record as favoring this great enterprise—this great 
international enterprise—I want to go upon the record as favoring it, 
and hence I have risen to say a word. 

Now, sir, I will say to my friend from Minnesota, who is an ex- 
ceedingly clear-minded man, a gentleman who looks well into every 
subject upon which he feels interested as a member of Congress, that 
he need have no fear that the people can be deluded if this confer- 
ence report is adopted. He has warned the people against the watered 
stock that he fears may be issued by this company. Ihave the Phil- 
adelphia papers of yesterday afternoon and of this morning. They 
have his remarks, not in full, but they have the point that he has 
made. My constituents are warned. The people of Pennsylvania 
are warned of what they should do and what they should not do, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota, And, Mr. Speaker, if I 
have any reputation at all, it is that I am apt to care for the interests 
of the people I represent immediately from the city of Philadelphia, as 
well as the people of my State. [Applause.] And I want to main- 
tain that reputation. Iam willing that my name should go down to 
posterity as a member of the House of Representatives caring for the 
interests of his people. But the gentleman from Minnesota has given 
this warning, and he can rest satisfied in his conscience that he has 
done his fnll duty to the people of this country, which I am sure he 
desires to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I will say this: It matters not to me who the incorpora- 
tors of this company are, so that they are men who can give capital to 
this pear enterprise, and who can attract others to give their capital to its 
building and completion. It is too great an siege to be destroyed 
even in the slightest degree by conditions of any kind; and I will say 
this, that the conferees did endeavor to bring this report into the House 
so that it would meet the acquiescence of the members here. 

Why, sir, it may not be eee ene rules to refer to the other 
branch of the legislative body of country, but I want to ask if you 
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could select anywhere in this country, in Congress or out of it, in the 
Senate or in the House of Representatives, greater legal minds than the 
Senatorial conferees—Senator SHERMAN, Senator EDMUNDS, and Sen- 
ator MORGAN? I would like to know where they can be found. And 
they gave their time and attention to this subject in connection with 
the House conferees, guarding every possible interest, or attempting to 
do it, and to allow to be kept upon this bill limitations of the powers 
which would lead to a i ee building of the great enterprise. 

We have built the Pacific railroads from the Pacific to the Atlantic. 
I wish I had been in Congress at the inception of that great idea. I 
was here perhaps to aid in legislation in some part. Maybe some of 
the matters connected with those roads may be criticised as to who 
had the control of those roads; but we have crossed the continent from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. Now, I say let us build this great inter- 
national work, and let us give to capitalists the chance to put their 
en into it without aiding to destroy it by improper amendments, 

Applause, 

Mr. TARDY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Iamin hearty sympathy with the object sought to 
be accomplished: by the legislation under consideration. It seems to 
me that the shortening of the water route between the West and the 
East by thousands of miles is one that should attract the attention of 
legislators in both branches of Congress. 

The situation of our country is such that we have everything to 
and nothing to-lose by the chartering of this company. It certainly 
will not increase the cost of transportation between the West and the 
East if this water route is established. In the opinion of all who have 
spoken upon this question, the necessary tendency of this legislation 
will be to decrease the cost of transportation between the West and the 
East. Not only this, but one of the objects sought to be accomplished 
by this bill is to open up this water route under the auspices of the 
American nation, and by the granting of this charter and by the pro- 
visions contained in it we retain future control over this canal if it is 
built. Now, in order to carry out this project a large amount of capi- 
tal is necessary, and the investment is an uncertain one. It is not 
known whether this will be a remunerative investment or not. It is 
almost impossible at this stage to obtain a correct estimate, either of 
the cost or the value of the enterprise, and if the investment is an un- 
certain one, then capital must have some extraordinary incentive to 
induce it to invest. 

Why is it that capital now invests in Government bonds at a nom- 
inal rate of 3 or 4 per cent. interest? It is because the investment is 
an absolutely safe one. It was notso when the life of our country was 
in danger, when we were fighting to maintain its very existence, and 
accordingly extraordinary inducements had to be held out to capital 
to invest in our bonds at that time. So it is with this project; if you 
desire capital to invest in it, you must hold out extraordinary induce- 
ments as a compensation for the risk that capital mustincur in the en- 
terprise. Now, if the proposition that all the stock must be paid for 
in cash at par is to be placed in this charter, then you simply require 
capital to agree to take all the risk and yet to receive no greater re- 
muneration than it can now obtain from investments that are absolutely 
certain. You require that the capitalist who invests in this enterprise 
shall be satisfied with the same return that he can obtain by an abso- 
lutely certain investment in Government bonds. ; 

Mr. COBB. What extraordinary inducement do 7 propose. that 
the Government shall hold out to the projectors of this ente ? 

Mr. PETERS. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Government should 
hold out to the projectors of this enterprise and to the capital that. 
engages in it the inducement of ample remuneration for the risk which 
it takes, as well as for the use of the capital thatisinvested.. But, aside 
from all that, if there ever comesa time, asis apprehended by some of the 

entlemen who have spoken against this proposition, when the capital 
vested in this enterprise shall attempt to oppress the public, why 
then we have, by the very terms of this charter, the right to enact such 
Jaws as will prevent anything of the kind, because in the provisions of 
this bill we reserve to thé Congress of the United States the right 
amend or oe any or all of the provisions of this charter. 3 

Mr. CLARDY. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 7 > 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, during the little time allotted to me 
in the closing moments of the debate upon this important question I 
desire to express myself as most thoroughly in favor of the passage of 
this bill; and that the votes now to be taken will be an overwhelming 
victory for the friends of the measure I do not think there can bea 
shadow of doubt. The long and able discussion upon the bill has 
only tended to strengthen the views of its adherents and add recruits 
to the increasing majority who will now record their votes in its favor. 
The advocacy of the bill is a demand for progress and development. 

While other nations are exercising their power to the fullest extent 
possible to expand their commerce, and in that way to increase their 

ge as nations and the wealth of their people, I do not think we 

ve a right to refuse -9 our own citizens the simple aid of a charter to 
authorize them to open this great work, which will do more than an 

thing else that has been proposed to extend the commerce and e 


of the United States. In the existing condition of our country, when’ 
the products of our farms and factories so far exceed the purchasing’ 
power of our people, it seems to me, Mr. § er that we might 
far beyond what is contemplated in this bill in opening this great high- 
way which will do so much towards restoring the commercial suprem- 
acy of our country, England, France, Germany, and other nations are 
aiding the laudable efforts of their citizens for the extension of trade 
and commerce; we are asked by the opponents of this bill to repose 
quietly while the best fields of enterprise are being occupied by our 
rivals. 

We are told to do nothing, while European nations are extending 
their commerce and influence to every port on the globe. 

We are asked to reject the inviting field of enterprise which the pro- 
jectors of the Nicaragua Canal tender to the people of the United States. 
The completion of this great work will abs. the Gult of Mexico the 
center of commerce of the world. It will put new life into all the ports 
of that great inland ocean. They will become coaling stations for the 
navies and merchant marine of the globe. The ships of all nations 
would then come to our Gulf, our Atlantic, and our Pacific ports. 

New business would spring up with all our sister republics of South 
America, and we would practically control the trade of the Pacific coast 
of that great country. . 

Our almost lost commercial relations with China and India would be 
restored and our supremacy upon the ocean would once more be re~ 


gained. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. § er, I can readily understand why gentle- 
men who believe as my friend from Alabama [Mr. Copp] does, that 
Congress has no power to pass the bill under consideration, should 
manifest an earnest interest in trying to defeat its passage; but I con- 
fess my inability to properly estimate the zeal displayed by gentlemen 
who do not regard the measure as subject to any constitutional objec 
tions, Wat: 

I can not conclude that they are unmindful of the reyolution that 
will be wronght in the world’s commerce by uniting the oceans by 
means of a canal, or that they are indifferent to the commercial pros- 
perity of our country, but I must think they underestimate the diffi- 
culties that would confront the projectors of this great work with the 
most liberal charter that could be granted. I am frank to say that 
even if I believed that the bill gave to the incorporators the advan- 
tages indicated by gentlemen, which it does not, I should support it. , 
I have a great regard for the people who have money to invest in cor- 
porate stocks, but my tender affection for them does not cause me to 
be ambitious of making them the wards of the nation. 

I would do no injustice to the poor people who have an abundance of 
money to convert into canal stock; but I would like to do something 
for the American citizens who propose to reduce the distance from New 
York to San Francisco 8,800 miles, and make the latter city 9,000 miles 
nearer New Orleans than it is to-day. The Government has declined 
to enter into a treaty for the building of a canal across the Isthmus, and 
we are about to serve notice on the nations of the world that they shall 
not build it; yet when a simple proposition is made to clothe with cor- 
porate powers an association of American citizens to enter upon the 
work, without expense to the Government, and with absolute exemption 
from all liability, gentlemen urge that they should be denied the right 
that belongs to all corporations of a similar kind, to pay stock for work 
and labor and property necessary to carry out the purposes of its cre- 
ation. : n 
: _ T have hardly timeto advert to the argument made hi gentleman 


from Minnesota [Mr. Witson]. He seems to think that anything in! 
the bill is more tolerable than that of it which authorizes the pay~ 
ment of stock for work and labor. e railroad companies of the coun- 


try, great and small, have issued stock for such purposes under charters 
that did not specifically authorize them to do so, and they had the 
right so to do, because they were availing themselves of a power inci- 
dent to their corporate character. The Senate bill, considered by a com- 
mittee of this House, of which my friend from Minnesota is a member, 
would have authorized the exchange of stock for work and labor done 
and for materials used in the construction of the canal. 

Why should we apply a different rule to this t commercial enter- 
prise? Why, I ask, should we put into this bill restrictions which are 
not to be found in the laws of any State of this Union in relation to the 
government of corporations? 

I know that my friend from Minnesota was originally in favor of the 
bill. I regret exceedingly that he came across, as he indicated yester- 
day he did, an amendment which had been prepared by Judge Ep- 
MUNDS, and on his motion put on the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Rail- 
way bill. If my friend had known that the Senator’s purpose was per- 
haps to kill that bill, because it committed the United States to the 
payment of the interest on certain of the bonds of the ship-railway 
company, and that the amendment had the desired effect, he might not 
have insisted on making it a part of this bill. 

And having referred to the ship-railway bill let me say, Mr. Speaker, 
that I think all the Representatives from Missouri, including my dis- 
tinguished colleague [Mr. BLAND], favored the ship-railway bill, and 
that bill proposed not only to grant a charter to a company but to 
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Leper A the interest on its bonds. Why my friend from Missouri 

notdiscover that it was necessary to put an amendment on that bill 
by which the United States Government could control and regulate 
and actually fix the quantum of tolls, I can not conjecture. 

Mr, BLAND. That bill was never before this House; I was never 

. committed to it at all. When it came from the Senate it had on it the 
amendment which I have offered to this bill. ` 

Mr. CLARDY. Would the gentleman have voted for the bill with 
that amendment on it? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not say whether I would or would not. Iwas 
never committed to it. 

Mr. CLARDY. Ah, but the gentleman comes in here and his apol- 
ogy for opposing this bill isthat this provision isnotonit. Mr Speaker, 
he had an opportunity to show his contempt for the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty and to flaunt the flag of defiance in the face of John Bull on the 
4th day of January last. He had his amendment puton the bill; other 

ts of the measure had their amendments put on it. Yet my 
colleague from Missouri marched up and cast his vote against the whole 
measure, amendments and all. So that his opposition is not because 
the amendment that he seeks to ingraft upon the bill is not on it; but 
it may be because he has got inte the habit of opposing things; he is 
like Bill Arp’s horse, ‘‘ He’s got agoin and can’t stop. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the time for debate 
on this subject has expired. The question is now on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. I under- 

that this report must be adopted or rejeeted as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. Itmust be voted upon asa whole. If the report 
be rejected, the amendments will then be open for separate considera- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 60 voting in favor thereof. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the atlirmative—yeas 
178, nays 60, not voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—178. 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, Ra 3 
Adams, Isan 
Allen, Mass. Dibble, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Il. Dingley, Landes, Rowell, 
„Arnold, A Latham, 
Raker, N Y, Dunh. er 
er, N. unham, -í wyer, 
Bankhead, Dunn, ak sld, 
Barnes, Elliott, Mansur, Scull, 
è Farquhar, Mason, Seymour, 
Bliss, Felton, Matson, Simmons, 
Bound, Fitch, McAdoo, Smith, 
Brown T. H.B. Va. Foran, McClammy, Spinola, 
Browne, iy Spooner, 
Brown, Ohio Funston, McCormick, Sp x 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gallinger, McCreary, Stephenson, 
Bramm, Gay, McKinley, 
Bryce, 5 McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, Gibson, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Burnett, Glover, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Ws, Grout, Milliken, 
Butler, . Moffitt, Symes, 
Byn Hatch, Moo: 7 
pbell, T J. N.Y. Haugen, Morrill, Taulbee, 
Pee etsy - _~ Lo soared Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
t yes, Thomas, 
Caruth, Heard, Norwood, Thomas, I1 
Caswell, Hemphill, Thomas, Wis, 
ings, Iowa O° 
Chipman, Herbert, O'Neill, Pa. Vance, 
Olardy, Hermann, O'Neill, Mo, Vandever, 
Hiestand, ‘Osborne, ade, 
ins, H Outhwaite, x 
Compton, Hitt, wen, Weaver, 
Conger, Ho Parker, Weber, 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Patton, West, 
o ` Payson, Wheeler, 
Cowles, Hudd, Peel, Whiting, Mass, 
Cox, Hutton, Perkins, Wickham, 
Crisp, Johnston, Ind, Perry, Williams, 
Crouse, Peters, W 
n, "A Phelps, Yardiey, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Plumb, Yoder. 
Davenport, Kerr, P: $ 
Davidson, Ala. Ketcham, Faa. 
NAYS—60. 
Allen, Mich. es mag Va, N 
Anderson, Iowe Cobb, Penington, 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, pa areon N.C, Randall, 
Anderson, Kans. Kilgore, Rogers, 
Baket, uL er La Follette, Rowiand, 

a orney, Lane, Sayers, 
man, Fuller, Lanham, Sency, 
a os oe a Shively, Ga 

Breckinridge, Ky. inss, Stewart, 
Brewer, Grimes, Maish, Stockdale, 
Buc Hare, Martin, Thompson, Ohio 
Butterworth, Harmer, Tracey, 
F. N.Y. Henderson, I, 5 , Ga. 
ler, Ho Montgomery, Wilson, Minn, 
Hooker, Wilson, W. Va, 


Allen, Miss, Enloe, Lynch. Shaw, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Mafett, 
Barry, Fisher, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Bayne, Flood. MeCullogh, Sowden, 
iges, French, Mes! Stahlecker, 
Bingham, Gaines, Mills, teele, 
Blanchard, Gof, orrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohie 
Biount, ~ Morse, mpson, Cal, 
Boutelle, Green: eal, 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Nutting, Turner, Kans, 
Bowen, Hall, O' Ferra’ ‘Warner, 
Brower, Henderson, N.C. O’Neall, Ind, ‘ashin; 
Bunnell, Hogg, helan, White, Ind. 
, Ohio Hop! Ti Pideock, N. 
Clark, Houk, Post, Whiting, Mich, 
Cockran, Hunter, Reed, Whitthorne, 
Orain, Kean, Rice, ilber, 
hean, ird, Robertson, Wilkins, 
Daizell, Lawler, Romeis, Wilkinson, 
De Lano, n 
Dougherty, Lyman, yan, Yost, 


So the conference report was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 
. FISHER with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, 
. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 
. MAHONEY with Mr, BUNNELL. 
. BARRY with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
. Prpcock with Mr. BOWDEN. 
. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 
. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 
. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
. WISE with Mr. GOFF. 
. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 
. PHELAN with Mr. DE Lano. 
. O' NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. GROSVENOR., 
Mr. Hoae with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. WILBER. 
The following were announced as being paired for this day: 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississip ppi, wi with Mr. BAYNE. 
. WILKINS with Mr. 
. GRANGER with Mr. adie 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. NuTTING, 
. DOUGHERTY with Mr. WARNER. 
. O’FERRALL with Mr. CUTCHEON. 
. TILLMAN with Mr. Post. 
. CRAIN with Mr. WurrinG, of Michigan, on this vote. 
. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 
. ENLOE with Mr. ROBERTSON, on this bill. If present, Mr. RoB- 
ERTSON would vote for and Mr. ENLOE against the bill.. 
Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. LYNCH, on this bill. If present, Mr. 
WILKINSON would vote for and Mr. LYNCH against the bill. 
Mr. RICE with Mr. FRENCH, on this bill. Ifpresent, Mr. RICE wont 
vote for and Mr. FRENCH against the bill. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. GAINES, for this day. 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. FELTON, for this day. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. CLARK, for this day. 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Yost, for this day. 
Mr, SowpEn with Mr. BROWER, on this vote. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. KEAN, is neces- 
sarily detained from the House. If present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded (the 
announcement being received with applause). ; 
Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen who desire to do so may have the privilege of printing re- 
marks in the RECoRD on this report. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. . 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to present a privileged report, which will 
take but a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The privileged report has preference over the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri. 


SEAL FISHERIES, BEHRING SEA. 


Mr. DINGLEY. By direction of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, I send to the desk a resolution of inquiry and 
ask its adoption with an amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, pe is Endo wera af the United 
inform the House what orders were pe to the ‘ United 
tter Richard Rush i 


States revenue-cu! n reference to “een 
fisheries in Behring Sea, in the spring and summer of and haber ak 
instructions differed from those given the same comman 


in the season of 
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1887; and if so, what reason existed for peg Aer pegina change in such instruc- 
tions; and the Secretary of the Treasury is to transmit to the 
ed ar y ei all orders given to of Un ited States vessels 

with the protection of the seal fisheries in the seasons of 1886, 1887,and 


The committee recommend the of the following amendment: 
Insert, after the word “ House,” in 2 of the resolution, as follows: 
“Ifcompatible with the public interests.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, without taking the time of the House 
in explaining the importance of the information called for, I ask con- 


sent to print inthe RECORD in lieu of debate certain extracts from the- 


evidence taken by the committee which will show the pertinency of 
the resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. DUNN. I could not hear the reading of the resolution. What 
was the purport of it? 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution of inquiry addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in relation to the instructions given to the rev- 
enule-marine service in regard to the protection of seal life in Behring 
Sea. 


Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask if it contains the provision “‘if compat- 
ible with the public interests?” 

The SPEAKER. That is proposed as an amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there Sjetio to the request of the gentleman 

from Maine to print certain extracts from this testimony? 
- There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The ameniment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reeonsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a privileged question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What was the request of the 
gentleman from Maine? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asked consent to have 
printed in the RECORD certain extracts from the testimony taken by 
the committee, to which no objection was made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis now too late. 

The SPEAKER. It was submitted to the House and no objection 
was made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I could not hear the request. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the consent is not given I | 


will simply take the time in my own-right to have these extracts read 
from the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky as stating that he was unable to hear the request and now inter- 


poses objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I take the floor in my own right, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Phe SPEAKER. But the resolution has been agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I stated that I would not occupy the time, as 
was then my right, if the consent was given to have these extracts 
printed in the RECORD, which request was granted. 

TheS The gentleman from Maine made the statement 
that m order to saye time he would simply ask to have the extracts 

rint 
z Mr. DINGLEY. And does not the objection come too late? 

The SPEAKER. It has always been the practice of the Chair to al- 
low a gentleman who claimed not to have been able to hear what was 
going on the privilege of interposing objection, if it was his desire to 
do so, when a request for unanimous consent is submitted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, in view of that, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
the votes on the resolution considered as vacated, and take the floor on 
the ee in my own right. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair would consider the resolution as not 
having passed, under the circumstances, because the gentleman from 
Maine stated that in lieu of debate he would ask to have certain mat- 


ter printed. 

aE DINGLEY. As showing the pertinency of the resolution which 
has just been reported from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and the importance of having copies of the instructions to 
which I referred, I ask the Clerk to read in my time the following 
extracts of the evidence taken by the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, as it will be found in the testimony of Captain Shep- 
herd, of the revenue-cutter Richard Rush, relating to the protection 
of seal life in Behring Sea during the seasons of 1887 and of 1888. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that it be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. That request has been made and objected to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The confusion isso great that 
it is impossible for us to hear. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I will have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

uestion to in Shepherd: Do you have an os pT 
Q Capta: p Jom have y are as tø the prob- 


able extent of the destruction of seals [in waters] 
by the unlawful hunters? 


Answer by ee pn Shepherd: During the — of 1887 I estimated that 
they killed about 40,000 seals, and would have taken 20,000 more had no seiz- 


ures been made. We captured fifteen vessels, on board of which we found 
12,000 skins, 


Q. You estimate the destruction of seals, then, by marauders, at 40,0007 
A. In 1887 Lestimated the number to be about 40,000, This last season 
number was about 25,000 or 26,000. 
re 4620 bemmpoes that last year there were no seizures made? 
0, 


Cross-examination by Mr. DINGLEY : 
Q. Why were no seizures made last season ? 
A. I found no vessels violating the law, accordin, 
from the Treasury Department in regard to the ne ee of fur-seals up there. 
Q. There were instructions issued by the Treasury Department in regard to 
vessels catching seals unlawfully? 
A. I found no vessels liable to seizure under the instructions I received, 
g Do you mean to say there were no catchings? 
No, sir; I do not say that, 
@: There were vessels catching seals illegally? 
I saw vessels in Sea, apparently for the pasponi of taking seals, 
& > Et under your instructions you could not seize 


Q. Will you state to the committee how those instructions varied from the in- 
Porc pa previously given? How were they different from the instructions 
We I received confidential instructions from the Treasury Department, which 
were returned to the Department by their orders. If it is all the same to the 
committee, I would ask that it apply to the Secretary of the Treasury for acopy 
of those instructions, rather than ask me to divulge them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not intend to add anything to the testimony 
which has been read. But inasmuch as objection was made to my re- 
quest to print it without reading, and the confusion has prevented 
members from distinctly hearing its purport, gentlemen around me 
desire that I should explain its purport. Captain Shepherd, who ap- 
peared before the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries in their 
investigation into the seal fisheries in Alaskan waters, testified that he 
was in command of the revenue-cutter Richard Rush, and was charged * 
with the protection of seal life in those waters in the season of 1887 and 
in that of 1888. He testified that in 1887 there were a large number 
of vessels seized in Behring Sea for illegally catching seals, and twelve 
thousand seal-skins were captured. He also testified that in 1888, not- 
withstanding there were vessels illegally sealing in those waters, none 
of them were seized; and when asked why nane of them were captured, 
said that his instructions in 1888 would not admit of it, And when 
he was further inquired of in what respect these instructions differed 
from those of 1887, he replied that his instructions were secret and were 
returned to the Treasury ent, and that he preferred we should 
call upon the Treasury Department to furnish copies of theorders. And 
this resolution, which has been reported by instruction of the commit- 
tee, asks the Treasury Department for copies of the instructions given 
in 1888, in consequence of which, as Captain Shepherd testifies, seal 
life in Behring Sea was not protected in Behring Sea by the revenue- 
cutter as it had been in 1887. I do not deem it proper to make any 
commeénts on these disclosures by Captain Shepherd until the Treasury 
Department has an opportunity to forward to the House copies of the 
orders and make whatever explanation is thought proper. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question ou the adoption of 
the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
on that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A minute or two. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield that time to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The ground of my objection 
to putting this into the KECORD was to this extent: I was not present 
at the meeting of the committee which instructed a report on the res- 
olution and amendment, but I did not want to stand by as a member 
of that committee and have it seem that the committee had directed 
the gentleman in making that report to select excerpts from the very 
large amount of testimony giving a color very different from the whole 
testimony. Thatdid notseem to be fair. Therefore I objected. ‘That 
is the only statement I desire to make to the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On that point I desire simply to say that the ex- 
tracts selected were all of those that bore upon the question of instruc- 
tions at all. There were none other to be selected, and if any other 
had been selected they would not have borne on this question. Further- 
more, I distinctly stated that these extracts were to be printed as part 
of my remarks and not as part of the report of the committee. More- 
over, these extracts show exactly the purport of Captain Shepherd’s 
testimony. Whether Captain Shepherd has stated the facts as the 
Treasury Department understands them is what the committee seek to 
learn by the resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply desire to say that 
the committee authorized the gentleman to report the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of ‘Kentucky. That was all. Asa member 
of the committee I did not desire to sit by and seem to indorse the 
manner of the selection of these excerpts, nor do I now desire to seem 
to indorse the last statement that the gentleman has made. That was 
all. 


Mr. DINGLEY. No further statement is needed in reply to what 


to the instructions I received 


I wish to say a word or two 
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the gentleman from Kentucky has said, and I now move the previous | Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I appeal to the gentleman from 


question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the resolution 
as amended was passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan; 

A bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way across the Fort Custer military reservation, 

ontana; and 

A bill (S. 3419) providing for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of Iowa, and for other pu 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed House 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood; 

A bill (H. R. 500) for the relief of William R: Blakeslee; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of 
Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn on European dock-yards. 

It also announced concurrence in resolution for printing extra num- 
bers of the proceedings, testimony, documents, and consular reports 
submitted to the select committee to inquire into the importation of 
contract laborers, paupers, ete. t 

MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] calls 
up a privileged question. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is the question of reconsidering the vote of the 
House upon a bill the title of which I will ask the Clerk to read. 


Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to let this bill be considered now. 

Mr. HATCH, And I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
not to stand in the way of a general appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think we should not wait—— 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable, The question is, 
Will the House proceed to consider the bill called up by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 72. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No quorumhasyoted. Idemand 
tellers. Iam in earnest about this matter. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order ! ’’] 

TheSPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted, and 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. O'NEILL] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 83. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 40 members voting therefor. ` 

Mr. HATCH. There has been so much confusion in the Hall, Mr. 
Speaker, that some gentlemen desire the Chair to state the question 


again, 

The SPEAKER. The confusion is on the floor. The Chair, has 
been endeavoring to secure order in the House. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] calls up for consideration the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will read, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, It is Mrs. General Emory’s. in- 
crease of pension bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs, Matilda Wilkins Emory, 

The SPEAKER. Upon this the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] raises the question of consideration. The question is, Will 
the House now proceed to consider the bill ? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 103, nays 98, not voting 121; as follows: 


The Clerk read as follows: YEAS—103. 
A bill (8. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. poem Ward B. Burnett, Alen, Mass. Dingiey, Ta awe seul base 
Mr. HATCH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Allen, . nham, nd, ey, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. Maun eine. eae tn N ee 
Mr. HATCH. Is that a privileged question? ~ | Atkinson Finley, McKenna, * Spinola, 
The SPEAKER. It is a motion to reconsider. Baen N.Y. n prow inley, A astral 
Mr, HATCH. Then I raise the question of consideration. wie? Gallinger, oe Paar YE 
Mr. STRUBLE. I hope this bill will be considered now. I would | Boothman, car, Morrill, Struble, 
like to have it disposed of in one way or another. utelle, orrow, mes, 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes Porte n H.B., Va Guemher, Dom i Thomas K y 
a E EA Eosnbioy, got DE o Benig, 
Mr. STRUBLE ivision. rown, J. R., Va. yden, "Neill, Mo, m f 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 76. Seaan Hazderson, Tl, jese = periang 
So the House refused to reconsider the vote. Butler, P Hormann, Parker, Wade, 
utterworth, estand, yson, eber, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Campbell, T.J.,N.¥Y. Holmes, Perkins, Wi 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee Seaver eee Posey. voces 
of the Whole for the consideration of appropriation Crouse. ackson, ey, _ Williams, 
The SPEAKER. The motion is pending, but while it is pendin Cummings, pee naa amin 5 Yo 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] rises to a privileged: Davenport, Ketcham, Rowell, $ 
uestion. NAYS—08, 
q Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House now pro- | Abbott, ; Kilgore, Perry, 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2547) to increase the pension|| Anderson, Il Culberson, ‘oon, Randall, 
of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory, which was reported from the Com-' ppg Sp Deran E pay Richardson, 
mittee of the Whole with the previous question ordered upon it; and'| Biggs, ` Davidson, Lanham, Rowland, 
which has been postponed from July 6 last until the present time, be-: Bland, Dockery, Latham, Russell, Mass. 
cause we never could get to this Calendar. _ f Feber ey at a Eat, N Soot” 
Mee we Pepi cae a 
e 18. || Buckalew, ‘orney, artin, vely, 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And I think that we should now; atti Freel arg 334 per eae 
pass the bill without further delay. I| Gon bell, Ohio j McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from Mis- | Candler, re, _ McKinney, Stockdale, 
souri [Mr. Harc] that his motion is not in order until after the call) arun, ana SOUEN ee 
of committees, which has not yet been dispensed with. Í| Cheadle” Henderson, re AONA 
Mr. HATCH. But I think the Chair will find that the gentleman’ Chipman, olman, Moore, Tanlboo, 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] asked unanimous consent this morning | Clardy, Booki Va a ey wane, 
bo er ua Pisis the eae hour, i Conger, Howard, orwood, Wilson, Minn. 
ve EMBERS. 0, no, Cothran, utton, es, s Wi 
Mr. HATCH. It was so understood. i| Cowles, Johnston, N:O, Outhwaite, er, 
The SPEAKER. Still, the bill called up by the gentleman from | 60%), oe Pe ineton, 
Pennsylvania is a privileged matter. = 
Mr HATCH, T raise the question of consideration against it. CN NES PA chee VOTING—I8L, SEA 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Just one moment, Mr. Speaker. | Alen, Miss, Bowen, Sogewell, Flood,” 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! Hi x Arnold, Brower, Collins, Foran, 
Mr. ONEILL, of Pennsylvania. I appeal to the House to let this | Bacon, Browne, Ind peers rece ERG 
bill be taken up and passed, now that we have a quorum present, caress, Bunner a Funston, 
The SP R. A number of these pension cases have comé over | Bayne, Campbell, F., N. Y. De Lano, Gaines, 
from Friday evening sessions with the previous question ordered u Dingaan a a Gizon, 
bors | and under aoe practice of the House they are entitled to be areas 3, Clark, ` Doug erty, Glover, : 
called up at any e. ý PON Bound, ts, ‘elton, , a 
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Long, Leper b Tillman, 
Greenman, L š Pid N Tracey, 
Grosvenor, onald, Plumb, ` Townshend, 

A ett, P: Vance, 
Heard, Mahoney, Rayner, Warner, 
Henderson, Iowa Mansur, Reed, Washington, 
ieron McComas, 5 sureye 

res, cCreary, n, eeler, 
Hitt, McCullogh, Russell, Conn, White, Ind. 
H cShane, X hite, N. 
Hopkins, m, Merriman, Ryan, Whiting, Mich, 
ouk, ills, Sherman, Whitthorne, 
udd, Morse, Smith, ilber, 
ean, eal, Snyder, Wilkins, 
Kelley, Nichols, Stahinecker, Wilkinson, 
D, Nutting, Steele, Wise, 
if O’Fe Stewart, Tex. Yost. 
Lawler, O’Neall, Ind. Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Lehi Patton, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Lodge, Phelan, Thompson; Cal. ~ 


So the House determined to consider the bill. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the reading of the names was dis- 
pensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. NUTTING, until further notice. 

Mr. MILts with Mr. Lona, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr, HARMER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. ARNOLD, for the rest of the 


ay. . 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. LEHLBACH, for the rest of the day. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


a 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House thirty minutes are 


allowed for debate, with the right of amendment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I propose thatin lieu 
of debate we have the report of the committee read. 
satisfy the House. 

The SPEAKER, The re will be read asa part of the gentle- 
man’sremarks. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has taken the 
floor and asked that the report be read as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote on the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I will not insist on the reading of 


the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secret of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Wilkins Emory, widow of 
the late Brig. Gen, William H. Emory, United States Army, and to pay her a 
pension of per month from the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension 


she now receives. 


The SPEAKER. If no gentleman desires to debate the bill, the 
question is on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I risetoa parliamentary inquiry. Is a motion to 
recommit in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move, then, that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 46, noes 68. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas |. 


74, nays 117, not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS—74. ee 
Abbott, Crisp, Howard, Outhwaite, ... 
Anderson, N1, Culberson, Toana; N.C. ome 
Bankhead, “ ones, ‘en m, 
Barnes, Davidson, Ala, Kerr, Penei : 
Biggs, Davidson, Laffoon, Richardson, 
reckinridge, Ark, Dockery, Landes, gers, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Elliott, Lanham, Rowland, 
Buckalew, Enloe, Latham, Sayers, 
Burnett, Forney, Mansur, tt, 
Bynum, Gay, Martin, Simmons, 
ye! igs Ohio Glass, McCilammy, Springer. 
ler, Grimes, McMillin, Stewart, Ga, 
ruth, Hare. M Stone, Ky. 
Catchings, Hatch Montgomery, Taraney, 
Kloada; Hemphill, Moore, rner, Ga, 
bb, Henderson, N.O, Morgan, Walker, 
th: Holman, Newton, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cowles, Hooker, Norwood, 
A Hopkins, Va. Oates, 
NAYS—117. 
A Buchanan, Cummin, Gear 
Allen, Mass. Burrows,’ Dartington, Gest,” 
Allen, Mich. Butler, Davenport, Grow 
Anderson, Iowa Butterworth Davis, Guenther, 
‘Anderson, Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y. Dingley, Hall, 
Baker, N. Y. Caswell, Dunham, Haugen, 
Baker, Til. pman, Farquhar, Hayden, 
iden, ell, Felton, Henderson, TL 
Collins, Finley, Hermann, 
utelle, Conger, Fitch, Hi 
wne, T.H.B,, Va. T, a Hires, 
wn, o > er, Hitt, 
ce, use, Gallinger, Holmes, 


I believe that will: 


„at 5 o'clock; I move that we now take a 


tion on the part 


Hopkins,N, Y. * Morrill, Romeis, Thompson, Ohio 
Hunter, orrow, Rowell, Tracey, 

ackson, Nelson, Sawyer, Townshend, 
Johnston, Ind, O'Donnell, Scull, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Kennedy, O'Neill, Seney, ‘ance, 
La Follette, O'Neill, Mo, Seymour, Wade, 
Laidlaw, Osborne, Sowden, Weber, 
Lind, Owen, Spinola, Test, 
Lynch, Parker, Spooner, heeler. 
Maish, Patton, Stephenson, Whiting, Mass, 
Mason, Payson, Stewart, Wickham, 
McAdoo, Perkins, Stockdale, Wiliams, 
McCormick, Peters, Struble. Yardley, 
McKenna, Posey, Taulbee, Yoder, 
McKinley, Pugsley, Tbomas, Ky. 
Milliken, Randall, Thomas, Ill. 
Moffitt, Rockwell, Thomas, Wis. 

NOT VOTING—131. 

Allen, Miss. Do y, Lawler, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss, Dougherty, Lee, Rusk, 
Arnold, Dunn, Lehibach, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Lodge, Shaw, 
Bacon, Fisher, Lang, Sherman, 
Barry, Flood, Lyman, Shively, 
Bayne, Ford, Macdonald, Smith, 
Bingham, ° French, Maffett, Snyder, 
Blanchard, Funston, Mahoney, Stahinecker, 
Bland, Gaines, Matson, Steele, 
Bliss, Gibson, McComas, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Glover, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Bound, off, McCullogh, ymes, 
Bowden, Granger, McKinney, ‘Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowen, Greenmian, McShane, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Merriman, Thompson, 
Brower, Harmer, Mills, Tillman, 
Browne, Ind. Hayes, Morse, Vandever, 
Brown, J. R.; Va H j Neal, Warner, 
Brumm, Henderson, Iowa Nichols, Washington, 
Bunnell, Her x Nutting, Weaver, 
Campbell, F., N, Y. Hogg, O'Ferrall White, Ind. 
Cannon, Hopkins, Ill O’Neall, Ind White, N. Y. 
Carlton, Houk, helan, Whiting, Mich, 
Clardy, Hudd, Phelps, tthorne, 
Clark, Hutton, Pidcock, Wilber, 
Clements, Kean, mb, Wilkins, 
Cockran, Kelley, Post, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Ketcham, Rayner, Wilson, Minn, 
Cutcheon, Kilgore, A Wise, 
Dalzell, ” ” Woodburn, 
De Lano, Laird, Robertson, ost. 
Dibble, Lane, Russell, Conn. ` 


So the motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was rejected. 

During the vote, ; 

Mr. SOWDEN said: I ask by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with, 

Mr. LANE. I object. , 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DORSEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. BRUMM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. HAYES, on this vote. 

Mr. OuTHWAITE with Mr. Frrcn, on this bil], Mr. Fircu would 
vote for and Mr. OUTHWAITE against the bill. 

The vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
the merits of this bill in some few remarks; I do not wish to detain 
the House long. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’?] I am willing to yield 
to any one who wishes to say anything against the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is an order for a recess 

recess, 

Mr. RANDALL, Let the debate on the part of those who are op- 
posed to the bill go on until 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN), The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] moves that the House take a recess. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to have those opposed to 
the bill say what they can in opposition to it, and then we may have 


‘| a vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] for a recess. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 40, noes 61. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 
4 aolas were ordered; and Mr. LANE and Mr. RANDALL were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. If gentlemen are 


‘| not willing to allow for the discussion of this bill the ten minutes be- 
‘| tween now and the time fixed for the recess, we will keep them here 


twenty. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to reconsider, there were— 
ayes 41, noes 50. _ x 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yeas and nays. I ask that the question be put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There will be no unnecessary hesita- 
of the Chair, but the question upon which the Chair 


has doubt was whether the yeas and nays could be called on a motion 
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to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 
‘It would seem to be illogical, and the Chair remembers no instance 
where it has been done. The Chair is in doubt, and therefore will sub- 
mit the question for determination to the House itself. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I raise the point the Chair can not submit the 

uestion. 

, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was inclined to think it 
would not be in order, but knowing of no precedent he will submit it 
to the House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Submit what? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask fora vote on my motion to reconsider, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question has been submitted, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky has demanded tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the first time I ever knew the gentleman 
from Indiana to be opposed to a pension bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam for pension bills, but it is only two minutes 
to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But this pension bill has been pre- 
vented from passing by filibustering. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is so much confusion 
we can not understand what is going on. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will be inorder. The ques- 
tion is on the demand for tellers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On what proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then it is a question of tell- 


ers. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. RANDALL. No, it is a question of delay. [Laughter.] 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes not counted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers are refused. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Count the other side. 
Mr. STRUBLE. What is the question? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the call for tellers. 
The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, in accordance with previous 
order the House took a recess until half past 7 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the House, at 7.30 p. m., was called to 
order by Mr. DocKERY, who directed the reading of the following com- 


munication: 
SPEAKER'S HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
‘ashington, D. C., February 6, 1389. 


Hon. A. M. DocKERY is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at the 


evening session, PAEA s 
Hon. Jony B, CLARK, Clerk, ; wees 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The session of the House this evening 
is provided under the special order heretofore made for business from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for further consideration the bill 
(H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation 
of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other pu 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill isin Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having gone there on the point of 
order made at the last session of the House. 

Mr. PEEL. I believe all of the amendments to this bill have been 
prepared by gentlemen present, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
further consideration of it be in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has already been read, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be taken up and considered by sections with- 
out reading. Let the Clerk read only the numbers of the sections as 
they are reached in the bill, and when those parts of the bill are reached 
to which gentlemen desire to offer amendments they can indicate their 
wishes; and I will state also that if by accident any section of the bill 
shall be passed over in this manner where amendments were designed 
to have been offered, the opportunity shall not be lost, but we will con- 
sent to go back and take up these sections afterwards. 

Mr. PAYSON. - This is quite a lengthy bill, and the suggestion made 
will facilitate the business of the House this evening. By that arrange- 
ment the rights of every member will be saved, because the opportunity 
of offering am ts will be presented just as ifeach section had been 
read in its order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill having been read already, 
the Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from Arkansas for 
unanimous consent that only the numbers of the sections be read as 
they are reached, and that gentlemen having amendments to offer to 
the various sections may offer them when the numbers of the sections 
are read. - 


Mr. HOOKER. I think we ought to have each section read as we 


proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON, This bill has already been read at a prior meetin 
of the House, and it is quite lengthy. The reading of it now will 
simply impose additional work upon the clerks, and as the tle- 
man’s suggestion saves the rights of every member present, Vices 
there will be no objection to that request. 

Mr. HOOKER. There are two sections to which I desire to offer 
amendments, notably section 21. 

Mr. PAYSON. Every right to offer it will be preserved if this con- 
sent is given, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will read the sections by 
number only. ; 

The Clerk read the title of section 1. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer the following amendment to the 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jn line 13, section 1, strike out “ Pass ”’ and insert "Black Pike Creek,” 
Strike out “thence,” in line 13, and all of line 14. 

Mr. PEEL, That is acceptable to the committee. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the titles of sections 2 and 3. 

Mr. MORROW. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RE line 8 strike out “ ten" and insert “fiye;’! so it will read: “five miles,” 
ete, 


Is there objection to the request of 


The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the titles of sections 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out all of section 7. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let it be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is quite a lengthy section. I will state that 
the regular Sioux Indians deny the right of the Santee Sioux to any 
part of this land. This section gives them certain allotments, and the 
other Indians deny their right to any of the lands, and will oppose the 
bill if this is leftin. They insist that it shall be stricken out before 
they will consent to accept its provisions. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not sufliciently conversant with the matter tosay 
whether this is exactly just or not, but I know that when the delega- 
tion of Indians was here last fall that was one of their objections to 
the other bill, and hence we are willing to accept the amendment and 
let the section go out, 

Mt. PAYSON. Before the question is taken I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Kansas if he is thoroughly satisfied that the great 
Sioux tribe of Indians claim any right to this reservation in Nebraska? 
It. is the first time here, after a somewhat intimate acquaintance with 
their-claim, that I have heard this set u I have never heard that 
the Sioux Indians make any claim to this land in Nebraska, 

Mr. NELSON. It has been in the bill ever since the first of these 
bills was framed. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The Sioux make no claim whatever to this land. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 
ought not to prevail. 

Mr. NELSON. This is a strip independent of the Sioux reservation 
extending into Nebraska. 

Mr. PAYSON, This is entirely independentof the main reservation 
of the Sioux, and, as I understand it, they are protesting against the 
claim of the Santee Sioux to any part of that reservation. 

Mr. MORRILL, Ifthe statements made are correct, and I presume 
they are, that is a reason for adopting the amendment, which is offered 
at the request of the friends of the Indians, 

Mr. NELSON. What friends of the Indians? 

Mr. MORRILL. The Indian Defense Association; and in accord- 
ance with their request I have moved to strike this section out. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I do not want to take any time, because 
minutes are precious to-night. I simply want to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] to the other provision of 
that section. If it be stricken out it will do the Flandreau Indians an 
injustice, as they are provided for here. They are civilized Indians, 
and to strike this section out would do them an injustice. 

Mr. MORRILL, I would suggest that that section be passed over 
for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection, the section will 
be passed over informally for the present. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. If that section remains in I would ask to make 
an amendment, in line 23, by striking out ‘' 50 cents” and inserting 
ae $1 k LEA 

Mr. GIFFORD, Ihave an amendment, if the gentleman will allow 
me, that I desire to make in line 23, 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas with- 
draw his request to pass section over ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘50 cents per acre,” in line 23, and insert “$1 per acre,” 
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Mr. PEEL. That is accepted. 
‘The amendment was to. 
Mr. HOOKER. I desire after that amendment is agreed to in line 


23, to ask the attention of the gentleman from Kansas. It provides 
* that it is to be paid out of the proceeds of lands relinquished under 
this act, which shall be used under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 
Mr. NELSON. There are thirty, or forty, or fifty of these families 
who do not want to go out on the reservation to take up homesteads. 
ey have homesteads in Moody County, Dakota, and they do not want 
o go out on the reservation and live, and this gives them their share 
out of the proceeds of this land without going there. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to make the following amendment to sec- 


tion 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 8, line 18, strike out “one-fourth of a section” and insert “320 
acres. 


Mr. PEEL. This is in accordance with the treaty of 1868, and we 
will accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. As this amendment gives the head of a 
family 320 acres instead of 160, should nota change be made in.the 
figures as to the other persons named? 

Mr. PEEL. I understand from the gentleman from Kansas, who 
has charge of the amendments, that it would be in conformity with 
the treaty of 1868. Ido not know how the treaty reads in regard to 
the others. 

When section 9 was-reached, 

Mr. MORRILL said: I offer the following amendment to section 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 9, by adding: 

“ Provided, That this section as to allotmentsshall not be compulsory without 


the consent of the majority of the adult members of the tribe, except that the 
allotment shall be as providing for the orphans.” 


Mr. PEEL. I understand that it reserves to the majority the right 
to consent to it. We accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 10 and 11 were passed without amendment. 

When section 12 was reached, 

Mr. MORRILL said: I offer the following amendment, to be prefixed 
to section 12, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 12 by prefixing as follows: 

"That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause a patent to be issued for each of the reservations established by this act to 
the respective tribes to whom they are set apart. Each of said patents shall be 
recorded in the Gereral Land Office and the Indian Bureau, and shall be de- 
livered to and placed in charge of some person desi; therefor on the reser- 
vation aff thereby, for inspection aud use at all times to any one interested 
ee les gr patent shall not, however, operate as a grant to any individual 


Mr. PEEL. That is understood as being accepted by the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘That causes the patent to be made by the Govern- 
ment to all Jand embraced in these six reservations. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer a further amendment to that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, section 12, after the word “ treaty,” strike out “ or statute under which 


such reservation is held,” and insert “of 1863 which requires the consent of 
three-fourths of the adult males of the tribe.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I offer the following amendment to section 13. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 13 by inserting in line 18 “ 320 acres” instead of “a quarter of 
a section ” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I want to change these other figures. 
There is no justice in giving the head of a family 320 acres and limiting 
an orphan to 80 acres. I move,in lines 20 and 21, to strike out the 
words *‘ one-eighth of a section’’ and insert *‘ one-quarter;’’ and in line 
22 strike out ‘* one-sixteenth of a section’? and insert ‘‘ one-eighth;”’ 
then it will be in conformity throughout in regard to the distribution. 

The amendment was to. 

4 = HAUGEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
des 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of lines 25,26, and 27 the following: 

“ Not to exceed 20 acres of land in addition to the right of way, for stations for 
every 10 miles of road,” and insert “‘so much land as may be necessary for sta- 
tions and depot purposes,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As I understand it, that leaves no limit what- 
ever. Who is to judge of what amountis necessary ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 1 will add a proviso, ‘‘ not to exceed 10 acres,” 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Say 20 acres. 

Mr. HAUGEN. No;I think that is a great deal more than is neces- 
gary under ordinary circumstances. I will add to my amendment the 
words ‘‘ not to exceed 10 acres.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN, The difficulty about that as it will stand is it ` 
does not say how frequently these stations shalloccur. The words ‘‘ for 
stations for every 10 miles of road ” are struck out and nothing is put 
in tosupply their place. The company might have stations every mile 
and take their 10 acres in each case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman offer an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; Isimply call attention to the effect of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 36 and 37 strike out the words “ have been agreed upon and paid for 
by said railroads, and to.” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask the Clerk to read the balance of the sec- 
tion from the end of the amendment which I have just offered. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest to my colleague that we pass over this section 
for the present and return to it later. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, If the gentleman will permit that, it will suit 
me better. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 17. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to came in on line 23, page 20, after the word ‘‘ cash.’ 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

No sales, barters, or bargains shall be made by any person other than the said 
Indians with each other of any of the personal tty hereinbefore provided 
for; and any violation of this provision shall ig pad a misdemeanor and 
puni by a fine not exceeding $100 or imprisonment not exceeding one year, 
or both, in the discretion of the court. 

“Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the object of that amendment will be 
apparent, I think, to members when they take into consideration that 
we are proposing here to try the experiment of a first step in the work 
of civilizing these Indians. We propose to put them in possession of 
farms varying in extent from 80 to 320 acres, and then we propose to 
provide every Indian who is entitled to land in severalty with two 
milch cows, one pair of oxen with yoke and chain, or two mares with 
one set of harness in lieu of said oxen, yoke, and chain, as the Secretary 
of the Interior may deem advisable, and also one plow, one wagon, one 
harrow, one hoe, one ax, and one pitchfork, all suitable to the work 
they may have todo. Now, there ought to be a provision in this bill 
to guard the Indian against his own improvidence and want of thrift 
and to protect him against the cupidity of the white men surrounding 
him, in order that these cattle and implements which the Government 
gives him shall not be gotrid of and bartered away to some white man 
the first time the Indian strikes a corner grocery. I offer this amend- 
ment upon the basis of a good deal of experience for several years in 
connection with the Indian question, and I trust there will be no ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I heartily concur in what has just been 
said by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to offer which 
proposes to strike out a large part of this section, and perhaps the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Payson] would come in bet- 
ter with mine. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I will withhold my amendment for the present. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


J a out all of section 17, after the word “effect,” in the serenth line, and _ 
insert: 


“When an Indian who has taken an allotment under this section proceeds to 
build a house and shows a desire to adopt civilized industrial habits, he or she - 
shall be entitled to receive from the United States two milch cows, a yoke of 
oxen, one wagon, one hundred dolla.s’ worth of agricultural implements and 
seeds, and, for three years thereafter, seeds and implements to the value of $25 
per ; also instruction from farmers, ete., as provided for in the treaty of 
1868 between the United States and the Sioux Indians.” 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

The amendment of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I would like to inquire what is meant by ‘‘et 
cetera’’ in that amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. It seems to me the meaning is very plain. In- 
stead of enumerating the provisions of the treaty if simply says, ‘‘et 
cetera, as provided for in the treaty.” 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer my amendment to come in at the end of the 
amendment just adopted as a proviso; and I take this occasion to make 
inquiry of the chairman and other members of the committee with 
reference to the effect of striking out, as is done by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. MORRILL], the provision in section 
16, commencing at line 7 and running down to and including line 14, 
providing for purchasing for the Indians on these reservations animals 
for breeding purposes, ete. 

We all know as a matter of observation that that is a grazing coun- 
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_ try, not an agricultural country. There are plenty of these farms which 
will be set off by allotment to these Indians which so far as agricult- 
ural products are concerned would not without artificial irrigation 
support agrasshopper. Gentlemen who have been in that locality know 
this to be a fact. The provision of this bill which commends itself 
more heartily to me than any other is that which proposes to encour- 
age the Indians to en in pastoral callings by providing them with 
cattle, stock, etc.; but that provision is stricken out on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas, and the chairman of the committee gives 
no intimation whether it is proper thisshould bedoneornot. Itseems 
to me the provision ought to be retained. 

Mr. PERKINS. Allow me to suggest in addition that if I under- 
stand the effect of the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas it 
strikes out the appropriation of $2,000,000 which is found in the same 
section of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that is provided for in another section. 

Mr. PAYSON, If this legislation is to mean anything, this matter 
ought not to be perce over without some consideration. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly not, unless we are to return to this sec- 
tion hereafter. } 

Mr. PEEL. I think we had better return to this section. I have 
not had time to examine the effect of these amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection this section 
will be passed over with the privilege of recurring toit. The Chair 
hears no objection. The next section, section 18, will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offeran amendment as a new section, to 
come in between section 17 and section 18. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For and in consideration of the restoration to the public domain of the land 
out of the separate reservations herein set apart to the six different tribes of In- 
dians, and the pravon herein made, there is hereby appro riated the sum of 

r] j maet not other- 


Sioux Nation of Indians as a ponomanat fund, the interest of which at 5 percent, 
r annum shall be appropriated under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
lor to the use of the Indians lawfully residing on the reservations created 
by this act fe a: yong bering ot J to said Sioux Indians, in proportion to the 
numbers that so reside at the time this act shal! take effect,as follows: 
One half of said interest shall be so expences for the promotion of industrial and 
other suitable education among said Indians, and in such manner and for such 
purposes as in the judgmentof the said shall from time to time most 
contribute to the advancement of said Indians in civilization and self-support; 
and the other half shall be paid to them in annual installments on a per capita 
s: That after ten years from the time this agreement shall take 
effect, any adult member of any one of said tribes who shall haye become self- 
supporting shall be entitled to receive 5 cent. of his or her Mage beep gd 
share of said sum of $11,000,000 annually, in addition to his or her re of in- 
Sn he or she shall haye received the whole of the said share of $11,- 


Mr. PAYSON. I hope that this amendment will not be adopted 
forma. Iwould like to hear from the gentleman from Kansas some 
reason for its adoption. It seems to me the ‘‘softest snap’’ that can 
be imagined for the outsiders around these Indians. By the amend- 
ment these people, who at that time will be the richest people on this 
continent, are at the end of ten years to succeed to vast sum of 
money. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will give us some expla- 
nation of the reason for the amendment. 
Mr. MORRILL, I stated when I commenced offering these amend- 
ments that they had been prepared by the Indian Defense Association. 
Mr. PAYSON. Then, permit me to say, the Indian Defense Asso- 
ciation ought to have somebody else than themselves to prepare amend- 


ments. 

Mr. MORRILL. The object, as I understand, of paying the $11,- 
000,000 for 11,000,000 acres of land is that the Indians will be better 
satisfied to receive a dollar an acre and have it all paid at once than 
they would be toreceive $1.25 anacreand have it paid as the land issold.' 

Mr. PAYSON. But atthe end of ten years, by the terms of this 
amendment, one-half of this vast sum of money is to be paid to the 
Indians entitled to it, and the whole of as they see fit, with- 
out regard to their capacity to manage their affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would say, Mr. § er, that the provisions of 
this bill were considered very carefully by the committee, and it was 
framed so in the judgment of the committee as to protect the rights of 
the Indians, and to protect them also from the consequences suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois. It was not thought good policy that 
at the end of ten or fifteen years this great sum of money should be 
given to the Indians absolutely and subject to their control to dispose 
of as they thought best, but was to be kept as a fund for their benefit 
in the Treasury of the United States for a long period of time; and as 
the amendments are not printed, and we have no opportunity to exam- 
ine them for ourselves, itseems to me that we ought not to accept such 
important amendments without thoroughly understanding their con- 


ences. 

es PEEL. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas to withdraw that 
amendment for the present, and we will recur to this hereafter. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very wells I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
next section. : 

The Clerk read the titles of sections 18, 19, 20, and 21, 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not know whether the provision 


I desire to in- |, 


corporate should apply to this section or not, but I wish to offer an! 
amendment that this act shall require the consent of the Indians, in! 
accordance with the treaty of 1868, before it becomes operative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Where does the gentleman desire the 
amendment to come in? 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire it to come in at the end of section 21. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Is this the submission clause? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIFFORD, I had an amendment I desired to offer myself, to 
come in section 27, to the same effect. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam going to offer it in the form of the old law. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I would suggest, then, thatitcome in as a separate 


section. 
Mr. BOOR I shall offer section 16 of this act as an amendment 


to the pa bi 

Mr. PERKINS. To be offered as a new section? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will offer it in that form if desired, and I ask the 
Clerk to read section 16 of the act of 1868. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the section. 

Mr. HOOKER. The section the Clerk is readingis not the one I had 
designed to offer. The amendment I wish to offer is section 24 of the 
present law, in the following words: 

Sec, 24. That this act shall take effect only upon the acceptance thereof and 
consent thereto by the different bands of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in man- 
ner and form prescribed the twelfth article of the said treaty between the 
United States and said Indians, concluded April 29, 1868, which said acceptance 
and consent shall be made known by proclamation thereof by the President of 
the United States, upon satisfactory proof presented to him that the same’ 
been obtained in the manner and form uired by said twelfth article of sai 
treaty, which proof shall be presented to him within one year from the passage 
of this act; and upon failure of such proof and proclamation this act becomes 
of no effect and null and void, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Where does the gentleman desire it to 
come in? 

Mr. HOOKER. It is immaterial; perhaps as a separate section. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will suggest that it be a separate section, to come 
in at the close of the bill 

Mr. HOOKER. Iwill prepare the section and send it up to the 
Clerk in a moment. 

Mr. PAYSON. While the gentleman is preparing the amendment 
I wish to offer an amendment to section 21, which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 24, line 22, strike out the word “soldiers” in that line and insert 
Pca eras r loca Union soldiers and sailors in the late civil war;’’ so 

“ Butthe rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailorsin the late 
civil war, as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, shall not be abridged,” etc, 


Mr. PAYSON. My reason for offering the amendment is that seč- 
tions 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes provide for the saving of 
certain rights and privileges to honorably discharged Union soldiers 
and sailors, and those who served in the Marine etc., during 
thewar. The languageof the bill confines this right to soldiers merely; 
and I think this has a better ring about it. 

Mr. ROGERS. What rights are reserved by the statute in ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. To make homesteads upon the public lands and to 
be credited in residence the length of time that they served in the 
Union Army, provided that not less than one year’s residence shall'be 

uired before a patent is issued. 
“Mhe amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have now another amendment to thesame section, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page H, in line 25, strike out the words "except as to said sums,” and insert 
‘it is expressly provided that the rights of honorably discha’ Union soldiers 
and sailors in the late civil war to make homes on the publicland under the ex- 


isting homestead laws shall in no be impaired by the eof this bill; 
and the right of such honorabl aaeeeo bo ates soldiers ead niiata to make 
homestead entry and perfect same by Sare oap A under the existing home- 
stead law shall extend to any and all lands w. shall be opened to any settle- 
ment by the provisions of bill.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to hear some 
bation of the amendment. What is its effect? 
r. PAYSON. The effect, Mr. Speaker, is shown by this reading, 
and I quote now from the Revised Statutes, section 2304: 


, Sec, 2304, Every private soldier and officer who has served in the Army of the 
United States during the recent rebellion for ninety days, and who was honor- 
ably discharged and has remained Joyal to the Government, including the 
troops mustered into the service of the United States by virtue of the third section 
of an act a) ved Febr 13,1862, and every seaman, marine, and officer who 
has pomachs 4 in the Navy of the United States, or in the Marine Corpa during the 
rebellion for ninety days, and who was honorably discharged and has remained 
loyal to the Government, shall, on compliance with the provisions of this chap- 
ter as hereinafter m , be entitled to enter upon and patents for 
quantity of public lands not exceeding 160 acres, or one quarter-section, to 
taken in a form, according to legal subdivisions, including the alte 


‘ons of public lands along the line of any railroad or other public 
work not otherwise reserved or sopo riated, and lands to en 
poia tha lananead lawsa the Un: tod Magmen but gach aana = settler 
owed six months after locati: an 
Pae arena nai which to ake hi ani? and commence hie settlement and 
rovement : oie 
; 2305. The time which the homestead settler has served ‘in. the Army, 
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Navy, or Marine Corps shall be deducted from the time heretofore required to 
fect title, or if d on account of wounds received or in- 

curred in the line of duty, then the term of enlistment shall be deducted 

the time heretofore Sre A to perfect title, without reference to the lengih of 

time he may have served; but no patent shall issue to any homestead settler 

who has not resided upon, improved, and cultivated his homestead for a period 

of at least one year he shall have commenced his improvements, 


ois St vee eet ee Daa been in force ever since, and as 
to any tract of land which the United States owns the Union soldier 
has the right under these two sections to enter upon it and make a 
home, the Government requiring from him no payment except of the 
ordinary office fees. As is apparent from the reading of the section, an 
actual residence of at least one year is n he can receive 
a patent. This bill proposes that the soldier, taking advantage of these 
two sections, shall be required to pay such a sum of money as is re- 
quired by this bill to be paid to the Indians in order to extinguish 
their title. 

This is the same question that was presented in the discussion upon 
an amendment in the same language that was offered to the Oklahoma 
bill. It presented the same question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The effect of this, as I under- 
stand it—and I am not familiar with those laws—will be that the Gen- 
eral Government will pay the Indians for the lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This gives the land to the 
Union soldier. So that, in point of fact, the effect of it will be that a 
certain sum of money in the Treasury, raised by taxation, is to be used 
to purchase the land, and then to give the land to the soldiers, as di- 
rected in this bill? 

Mr, PAYSON. Precisely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And nobody knows how much 
that amount will be? : 

Mr. PAYSON. It depends upon the number of soldiers who choose to 
go there and make homestead entry under that provision of this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does this amendment give 
the right to a di Union soldier who has had a homestead else- 
where to get another homestead? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; it does not. The general homestead law 
provides that after once exercising that right it can not be exercised 

n. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is a privilege given to this class of persons 
alone? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. The class of persons known as Union sol- 
diers and sailors, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think that they have the 
privilege of having counted to them in the length of time that is neces- 
sary to perfect their title under the homestead law the period which 
they served in the Army or Navy. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘That term is credited upon the five years which is 
required under the homestead law to perfect title by actual occupancy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That, of course, is a priv- 
ilege entirely distinct to that class. Now, then, in addition to that 
the Government has to pay money to acquire the title of the Indians, 
and this inures to the credit of such of them as shall take advantage of 
this provision. 

Mr, PAYSON. Exactly. And that is precisely as it has been with 
every acre of public land d of by the General Government. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has it ever occurred when 
this right has accrued to land for which the General Government has 
paid money to extinguish the Indian title? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam just coming to that, and I will be very glad 
to enlighten the gentleman from Kentucky. I was saying when I was 
interrupted a moment since, Mr. Speaker, that there has never been 
an acre of public lands disposed of since the General Government or- 
ganized that was not purchased of somebody—the claim of paramount 
title as against the Government to every acre that has been acquired. 

When we made the Louisiana purchase we paid for that area of land 
$27,267,621. When we made the purchase of East and West Florida 
from Spain that cost the General Government $6,490,768. When we 
made the first purchase from Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, we paid that Republic $15,000,000 for the land we acquired. 
The first Texas purchase, in 1850, cost the Union $16,000,000, or 25 
cents and a fraction per acre. But in order to correct inequalities in 
the southern line, in whatis knownas the Gadsden purchase in 1853, 
we paid $10,000,000 for that piece of land, being 34 cents and a frac- 
tion for every acre of it. 

In the purchase of Alaska we paid $7,250,000, in round numbers, and 
in correcting the Georgia State cession we paid $6,200,000. And for 
the extinguishment of Indian titles alone—and when I say ‘‘ Indian 
titles” I mean the bare right of occupancy which the Indian tribes of 
this country had, and which have always been recognized by this Gov- 
ernment—down to 1883, which are the latest figures which I have at 
hand, there were paid out of the Treasury of the United States two hun- 
dred and eight million seven hundred and seventy-six thousand and 
some odd hundred dollars. So that every acre of public land that has 
been disposed of by the General Government under the homestead law 
from the time of its adoption down to to-day has been public land that 


the General Government has purchased from somebody, Indians or 
others, either in the extinguishment of the Indian title or succeeding 
to the title held by foreign nations. The money was paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States and then the land was subjected to 
homesteads. 

Mr. Speaker, there has never been a criticism made until in compar- 
atively recent days upon the policy of granting a homestead to the 
ordinary citizen, let alone the additional claim that the Union soldier 
has upon the gratitude ofthe Union; but to the ordinary civilian there 
has never been a criticism upon the policy of the homestead law, based 
upon the idea that we have been compelled to pay out of the Treasury 
the different sums of money paid, to which I have alluded, for the pur- 
chase of title from white governments abroad or the extinguishment of 
Indian titles; none whatever. And, therefore, Mr. Speaker, the argu- 
ment of novelty can not obtain. ButI insist now and here, and I do 
it in only a few words, because my views are well known to gentlemen 
and members of the committee, as I have frequently expressed myself 
upon this floor, that the time is not yet come when the Government of 
the United States can afford, through any motive, to turnits back upon 
the honorably dis Union soldier or sailor and say that the right 
which he has always had during these years to make a free home upon 
the public lands of this Union a paying the fees at the local land 
office shall be departed from. ttime has not yet arrived and pub- 
lic sentiment will not justify it. 

Mr, ROGERS. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS, I want to ask the gentleman if there is any 1 
tion at all with reference to the public domain, however it may have 
been acquired, which has discriminated so far as the homestead law is 
concerned, against any class of our citizens. In other words, has not 
the general homestead law applied to every citizen just as much as to 
the Union soldier, except that the soldier has been allowed to com- 
aae e time under the special acts to which the gentleman has re- 
fe ? 

Mr. PAYSON, That has always been the rule. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. § er, it is such a discrimina- 
tion that I enter my protest. I maintain that the policy of disposing 
of the public domain ought to be placed on the broad basis of allow- 
ing every citizen of this country who has not enjoyed the benefit and 
privilege of the homestead law to have aright, ifanybody hasa right, to 
go upon the public domain and acquire a homestead by conforming to 
the provisions of the homestead Jaw. I enter my protest against the 
inauguration of any policy that would discriminate against one class 
of persons or in favor of another, so far as the disposition of the pub- 
lic domain under the homestead law is concerned, and I, for one, an- 
nounce the proposition that I believe every existing provision for dis- 
posing of the public lands ought to be repealed except the homestead 
law, so that we might reserve the balance of the public domain for the 
benefit of actual settlers. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iindorse every word that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS] has uttered upon that subject. That has been 
the doctrine that I have attempted to advocate ever since I have been 
in public life, : 

I offered an amendment to the Oklahoma bill containing the very 
principle announced by the gentleman from Arkansas, and supported 
it with what little ability I was able to command. That amendment 
proposed that the uniform policy should be we ote with reference to 
citizens of this country in their relation to the public lands, with the ex- 
ceptions contained in the two provisions of law which I have read, but 
that amendment, as the gentleman knows, was voted down by an over- 
whelming majority in the House. I stood comparatively alone with 
reference to that provision. But so long as the members of this House 
thought that the time had come when the benefits of the homestead 
law as to certain portions of the country ought to be circumscribed and 
that rights heretofore given should no longer continue to be given, I 
acquiesced in that judgment, however little I agreed with it—that is, I 
concurred because I was compelled to. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do insist now, as I insisted then, that however 
swift the House of Representatives may be to debar the ordinary citi- 
zen from the right of making a homestead upon the public domain, 
that deprivation ought not to extend to the Union soldier; and this 
country can well afford now to do, as it has done with reference to all 
the lands embraced within the great purchases which I have enumer- 
ated—this country can well afford to donate, as an exhibition of its 
gratitude to a class of persons known as honorably discharged Union 
soldiers and sailors, the little pittance that is evidenced by the purchase 
price of 160 acres of land to enable them to secure a home free of cost. 
That is all there is in thisamendment. It is a simple proposition. 
The amount that is involved in it is comparatively small, Very few 
of the Union soldiers of this country will go upinto the extreme North- 
west to make homesteads upon this land; but wherever there is one 
who chooses to go there the benefits of the existing law ought to be ex- 
tended to him. IfI have made myself understood, that is all I care to 
say with reference to this provision. 

Mr. PEEL was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 1 ask the gentleman from 
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Arkansas to yield to me that I may offer an amendment and have it 


Mr. PEEL. With pleasure. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the proviso from line § to line 18 of section 21, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move thatasasubstitute for 
the amendment of the gentleman; or, if that amendment is adopted —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be offered as a substitute, 
but it can be voted on later. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask the Chair not to de- 
cide that point too hastily, as the question of order has not been raised. 
[Laughter.] I ask the Clerk now to read the provision which I move 
to strike out, so that the House may understand the effect of my 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions of 
said homestead acts, shall pay to the United States, for the land so taken by 
him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $1.25 acre for all 
lands disposed of within the three years after the taking effect of this act, 
and the sum of 75 cents per acre for all lands disposed of within the next two 
years following thereafter, and 50 cents per acre for the residue of the lands then 
undisposed of, and shall be entitled to a patent th or according to said 
homestead laws, and after the full payment of said sums, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, it is well known to every member of the 
committee that this whole question was most thoroughly discussed on 
an amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
to the Oklahoma bill. I donot suppose there is a single member of 
the House who has not his mind made up on this subject; and, as a 
matter of course, unless we can have a yea-and-nay vote upon it in the 
House, after a reasonable amount of discussion, so that each and every 
member may understand fully what he is voting upon, it is unneces- 
sary to consume any further time with this bill. I understand, how- 
ever, that my friend from Illinois is willing to agree to an arrangement 
whereby we have a vote on it in the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam quite content with that arrangement. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope that will be agreed to, because otherwise this 
bill will be defeated and the time spent upon it will be wholly wasted. 
This is identically the same proposition that was thoroughly discussed 
in the House and voted down by a very large majority. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that was in relation to adifferent country; that 
apne to Oklahoma. 

. PEEL. That is very true; but I maintain that the same prin- 
ciple applies. I indorse the action of the House in regard to that 

uestion; and if the proposition should come up again I will vote as I 
did then. I agree with my colleague [Mr. Rogers] that every foot of 
the public lands of this country, when tendered for the occupation of 
the citizen, should go to each and every one alike. This land is the 
common property of a common country, and no discrimination should 
be made between citizens when they undertake to acquire a home un- 
der the homestead law, save and except that of time, as the law now 


vides. 

ats we should enter into a discussion of this question to-night it would 
not benefit members who will be called upon to vote on the question 
to-morrow. If we should consume the whole evening in discussing the 
matter, the time would be lost; nothing would be accomplished. I 
therefore appeal to y friends not to enter upon a discussion of this 
matter at present, but let us come to an agreement if we can in re- 
to votingon the question to-morrow. I hope we shall agree that 
question on this amendment be taken in the House to-morrow by 
yeas and nays after fifteen or twenty minutes’ debate on each side, so 
that each member may understand the question on which he will be 

called to vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as I am concerned I 
will not consent to a vote in the House to-morrow upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYsoN] as he now offers 
it. Iam perfectly willing to make an agreement which will give the 
House an opportunity to settle first the question whether persons who 
desire to take out a homestead on these lands shall pay anything—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I should be delighted to have that question sub- 
mi 


tted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I confess that I favor the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois to the Oklahoma 
bill, proposing that no payment be required from the citizen settling 
upon this land; that the extinguishment of the Indian title be made 
by the General Government, and after the title had been thus ex- 
tinguished, that the citizens going to that Territory shall stand on 


him on a different principle and fora smaller payment than in the caso 
of every other citizen who chooses to go and make homestead entry. 
At this stage of the session, and under the circumstances connected 
with the present bill, and in view of the interests necessarily involved 
in a matter of this sort, I am not willing to stand by and assent to an 
agreement for a vote upon the single amendment as offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, as he endeavored to do when the 
amendment was offered, to the fact that his amendment can not be en- 
tertained as a substitute for that of the gentleman from Illinois. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is designed to come in at an 
altogether different point in the bill. Therefore the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky can not be treated as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. That difficulty can be obviated in a single word. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If my amendment should be 
adopted, it would render the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois unnecessary, because if no payment is required -—— 

Mr. PAYSON. The difficulty can be obviated in a sentence. The 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky was to strike out certain words 
ending with the word ‘‘sums,’’ inline 18. If he will allow me, I will 
make the suggestion that his amendment ought to be extended so as 
to include line 21, ending with the word ‘‘ acre.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky thus modified—to strike out so much 
of section 21 as begins with the word ‘‘Provided,’’ in line 8, and ends 
with the word ‘‘acre,’’ in line 21—be adopted now pro forma with an 
agreement that a vote may be taken on it to-morrow in the House, 
and that if it be then voted down the question shall recur upon the 
amendment I have sent to the Clerk’s desk, providing fora homestead 
for the Union soldier. It seems to me there can be no objection to this 
proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us come to some agreement also as to the time 
that is tobe consumed in discussion. Isuggest twenty minutes on each 
side as to the two propositions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam content with that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That would make the whole 
debate forty minutes. There may be some tronble in deciding as to 
the ‘‘sides ™ on this question, as the gentleman from Dlinois and I will 
travel together up to a certain point; and then, if the House should 
disagree with us, he and I will immediately face each other. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wiil agree to yield all the time to which I may be 
entitled to the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
Arkansas and let those two gentlemen debate the matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. Say forty minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. That is ample time and will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask the two propositions be adopted now pro 
Jorma, wi h the agreement the vote shall be taken in the House after 
twenty minutes’ debate on either side. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me suggest we adopt pro forma the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] with 
the understanding when the voteis taken in the House if that is voted 
down then the gentleman from Illinois will offer his amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is my proposition. 

Mr. MORRILL, I have offered two amendments which should be 


adopted before this agreement is entered into. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. MORRILL. My amendments as offered should be adopted be- 
fore any arrangement is entered into, because if the section is adopted 
paying a lump sum for the whole reservation then my amendments are 
necessary. For instance, after the word ‘‘sums,’’ in the eighteenth 
line, it says: 

That all lands undisposed of under this act at the expiration of ten gamae 
the taking effect of this act shall be paid for by the United at 50 cents per 
acre, 

That ought not to be there if we pay for the whole reservation. 

Mr. PAYSON. Suppose we strike that out. 

Mr. MORRILL. Suppose that proposition is voted down. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the section will stand as it is. 

Mr. MORRILL. We should strike that out before your agreement 
is entered into. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not think so. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then you will pay 50 cents after paying a lumped 


the same footing on which citizens have always stood; that is, that | sum. 


they shall take homesteads under the general law of the Government 
in the territory acquired by purchase, by treaty, or otherwise. 

If an agreement can be had by which the House can express its opinion 
on these two questions I have no objection. But I will not consent to 
an agreement which will make the amendment submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois the sole question to be voted upon. I think that 
the discrimination in favor of the di Union soldier, which 


credits the time served by him in the Army as a part of the time nec- 
to obtain a title under the homestead law, is eminently just. 
But I do not think it proper that there should be a donation of land to 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Let me suggest that amendment has 
not been adopted, and it will be better for the gentleman from Kansas 
to wait until that has been done. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest when the debate closes—— 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated no proposition as 
yet for the consideration of the House, but has been indulging this in- 
formal colloquy in the hope some agreement would grow out of it. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest, then, that it be understood that after debate 
for forty minutes, twenty minutes on either side, the House shall then 
proceed to take a vote. 


1889. 


Mr. PERKINS. Ofcourse. 

Mr. PEEL. That it shall proceed to take a vote by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
submit his proposition the Chair will state it to the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move you, then, Mr. Speaker, that so much of sec- 
tion 21, beginning with the word ‘‘Provided,’’ in line 18, and ending 
with the word ‘‘acre,’’ in line 21, be stricken ont of the bill. Thatis 
the first proposition. That will present the homestead question pure 
and simple as to the lands embraced in the terms of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment as proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky will be considered 
as agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. As modified by my suggestion, beginning at line 18 
and going down to and including the word ‘‘ acre,’’ in line 21. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me suggest that we are now in the House 
and if this amendment is agreed to that is the end to it. There can be 
no proposition made to agree to an amendment conditionally; it is 
either in or out of the bill. Ifwe agree to the amendment, then it 
becomes a part of the bill, and nothing but a motion to reconsider will 
get it out of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me make a suggestion. I understand the gen- 
tieman from Illinois will vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAYSON. With the greatest of pleasure, 

Mr. ROGERS. Then why not adopt it now once for all? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. Where does the objection come from? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to object, for one. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave a suggestion which I think will be satis- 
factory, and that is that this amendment shall be withdrawn and the 
bill be allowed to pass as the Committee on Indian Affairs reported it, 
and also the other amendment to which my colleague has been refer- 
ring. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. We have only an hour and a half to 
consider this and other propositions reported by this Committee on In- 
dian Affairs which are of great importance to many people, and I hope 
we may be permitted to go on and perfect this bill so it may be acted 
on this evening without further debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have been pursuing the policy for many 
years of requiring the settlers upon the Indian reservations, where the 
Government is obliged to obtain the title by the payment of a dollar or 
a dollar and a quarter an acre to the Indians, to reimburse the Gov- 
ernment by paying that sum back for the land. Now, if we are going 
to make an absolute change in that policy by this bill, we must go 
back, it seems to me, to Kansas, to Minnesota, and to Colorado, or 
wherever we have so dis of the numerous reservations, and charge 
settlers from a dollar and twenty-five cents up—— 

Mr. PERKINS. To $10. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, to $10 an acre for the lands, and refund the 
amount collected from them. We must begin this thing at the begin- 
ning and make it uniform. 

My colleague refers to the fact that we paid for the first territory ac- 
quired from Mexico, and Spain, and the other governments, and that 
we did not apply that rule in disposing of the lands so acquired. 

Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I would 
suggest, as my colleague from Michigan has already said, that we have 
but an hour and a half remaining to-night, and I would be glad to 
come to some kind ofan arrangement in regard to this bill. 

Peas SPRINGER. I would be glad to reach some arrangement my- 
Mr. PEEL, We cannot do anything with the bill unless we do ar- 
rive at some such arrangement. 

Mr. PAYSON. What objection is there to the proposition that the 
two amendments I have offered shall be considered as pending in the 
House without prejudice until the further consideration of the bill 
shall be proceeded with and all of it disposed of except the two amend- 
ments, and then when the House adjourns to-night it be with an 
agreementthata yea-and-nay vote shall be taken to-morrow upon them, 
with twenty minutes’ debate on each side? 

Mr, PERKINS, That is fair. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Allow me to ask a question. What 
vail is it to have the previous question ordered and that peculiar priv- 
ege given to any measure, when as a matter of fact some appropria- 

tions committee will want to set aside the special order and use the day 
for some other purpose? That has been done so often that it seems to 
be hardly ni to make these orders at night sessions. Itisa 
perfect farce to do it and then have the business which was set for the 
next day swept out of the way by the dictum of some chairman of an 
appropriation committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then we will vote down the chairman of the ap- 
propriation committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ilinois, in the absence of an arrangement, 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent that the arrangement I 
have beadopted. ‘That is to say, that the two amendments 
I have offered be passed over informally, and—— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Well, just stop right there and we will agree. 
Let us finish the bill, and you can offer it at the end of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I want tosee if we can not reach some arrangement, 
and I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the proposition I made a few mo- 
ments ago be again submitted, that the amendments be considered as 
pending in the House without prejudice, and that when we adjourn 
to-night it be with the understanding that a yea-and-nay vote be taken 
to-morrow upon them, with twenty minutes’ debate upon each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] just stated? ‘The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will proceed with the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of section 22. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer an amendment to come in on page 25, after 
the word ‘‘void,’’ in line 37. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That there shal] be reserved public highways 4 rods wide around 
every section of land allotted or opened to settlement by the bill, the section 
lines being the center of said highways; but no deduction shall be made in the 
amount to be paid for the quarter-section of land by reason of such reserva- 
tions; but if the said highways shall be vacated by any competent authority, 
the title to the respective strips shall inure to the then owner of the tract of 
which it formed a part by the original survey. 


Mr. PEEL. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, I offer another amendment, to strike out on 
page 25 the first proviso, commencing with the word ‘‘and,’’ in line 
37, and ending with the word ‘‘acre,’’ in line 39, and insert what I 
send to the desk. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve on any public 
land embraced in this bill town sites for any existing or prospective towa g; 
or village, in area not exceeding 640 acres each, in compact form, or such addi- 
tional area in governmental subdivisions as may be wholly or in part oceupied 
as a town, city, or village site; and no application to enter any land shall be 
allowed until approved by the Secretary of the Interior of any tract of lan 
first, where any exterior line of the land is within one-half mile of the line oi 
any railroad which is constructed or of the line of any railroad not constructed 
but where its map of location shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior at 
the date of the application to enter; or second, of any tract of land upon which 
at the date of the application to enter is a town or settlement; and no 
settlement in advance of survey by proper authority s give any right as 
against the power to reserve town sites hereby given; it being the object of this 

rovision to secure to the inhabitants of all towns, cities, and vill: in said 

tory the benefits and profits arising from the sales of lots therein; and to 
that end where town sites shall be located upon any public landso ed by this 
act, the provisions of chapter 8, Title XXXII, Revi Statutes, entitled ‘‘ Reser- 
vation and sale of town sites on the public lands,” shall apply except as otherwise 
provided herein, The Secretary of the Interior shall cause the lots in any site 
now existing or to be located to be offered, sold, and conveyed as provided in 
sections 2382 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes. The money so received from the 
sale of lots in each town site, less such amount as shall be pee to be paid to 
the Indians as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall held by Sec- 
retary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the benefit of the inhabitants 
of such townsand be expended under his direction for the erectiwn of school 
buildings on any lot not sold and the support of public schools therein. This 
contro] of sites and proceeds of sales shall continue only until the 1 incor- 
poration of the respective towns, cities, or villages, when the title to the unsold 
portion of such sit: s shall vest in the municipality and the proceeds thereof, as 
well as any balance in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, shall be paid 
over to the local authorities, all to be devoted to public purposes within the cor- 
porate limits. All needed regulations to carry out the details hereof not pro- 
vided to be provided by the Secretary of the Interior: That all surve 
of town sites on the lands embraced in this act shall contain reservations for 
parks of substantially equal area, if more than one park, and other public pur- 
poses, embracing in the aggregate not less than 10 nor more than 20 acres; but 
no deduction shall be allowed on this account in the amount to be paid for said 
town sites as provided in this section; and patents for such reservations to be 
maintained for such public popore shali be issued to the towns respectively, 
when organized as municipalilies, 


Mr. PAYSON. Iwill say, Mr. Speaker, that this is the same pro- 
vision that was inserted in the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. PEEL. That was what I was going to ask my friend. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itisall wrong. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman stated that it was by agreement. 

Mr. PAYSON. There was no vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Where does the gentleman want this 
amendment to come in? 

Mr. PAYSON. To strike out the first proviso on page 25, at the be- 
ginning of line 37, and insert it in lieu of these three lines commenc- 
ing with ‘‘Provided”’ and ending with the words ‘‘ per acre.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 9. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move, to perfect the text of this section, in line 8, 
on page 23, after the words ‘‘ town sites,’’ to insert ‘‘as herein mods 
ified.” p 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 22, 23, and 24 were passed without amendment. 

When section 25 was reached, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: I ask to add to section 25 the following: 


And that $24,200 be, and they hereby are, appropriated, out of any moneys 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for payment for the seven hun 
and five horses that were u visedly and illegally taken by a qorisi of the 
Army of the United States, in the year 1876, from Red Cloud and Leaf and 
their bands of Sioux Indians, then at peace with the United States; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, upon the said Indians 
expressing, through their proper council, their willingness to accept said sum 
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as full and complete satisfaction for all their claims and demands the 
United States for and on account of the loss of said horses, to pay the sameover 
to said or to the person or persons whom they, through their proper 
council, shall select and empower as their nt or nts to receive and receipt 
for the same; said sum to be dis . under the direction of said council, to 
the individuals or their families from whom, as said council shall adjudge, said 
horses were so taken: That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall 
first approve of the selection or appointment of the agent or agents to receive 
and pay out the moneys herein appropriated. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve the point 
of order against that amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Subject to the point of order, I will make a 
statement in regard to this matter. The facts out of which this trans- 
action grew will be found set forth in Executive Document No. 102, first 
session of the present Congress. That document contains a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, under date of June 19, 1888, 
transmitting a communication from Mr. Muldrow, Acting Seeretary, 
of January 17, 1888, and inclosing a communication from Mr. Atkins, 
then Indian Commissioner, twocommunications from Mr. Price, former 
Indian Commissioner, and one communication from Colonel Many- 
penny, each of these recommending the payment of this amount. 

It is for ponies taken from the Sioux Indiansin 1876. These officials— 
two Commissioners of Indian Affairs and the Acting Secretary of the 

—have examined the claim, and say that it is a proper allow- 
ance to be made, and recommend that it be made. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, while I do not think that this allowance 
ought to be made on this bill, I believe the claim is a very meritorious 
one. It has been examined by the Department with great care, and 
has been reported on perhaps a dozen times. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs has had it under consideration in two different Con 
and I have myself made two re upon it. As I have said, I do not 
think it ought to go into this bill, but the claim is a just one, and I 
shall not object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The ground upon which I 
made the point of order was that I hardly thought that a bill eontain- 
ing as many provisions as this, and depending for its validity upon the 
consent of the Sioux Indians, ought to be made the vehicle of the pay- 
ment of claims which can be properly legislated uponin a proper man- 
ner. This claim, even if it be a just one, belongs on a bill of a different 
character and can pass through Congress in another way, and it is not 
a good precedent to putit upon this bill. I understand there has been 
no report made of the claim to this Congress, and the bill is not now 
pending apon the Calendar with a favorable report, and I reserve a 
point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But the chairman of the committee [Mr. PEEL] 
states that he has himself rted upon this claim twice over. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt, from the 
statement of the gentleman from Arkansas, that he has examined this 
claim carefully and that it is a very proper one; but all proper claims 

wing out of the relations between the Sioux Indians and the United 
tates are not in order on this bill. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope the gentleman will not interpose a tech- 
nicality to prevent justice being done in this case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If we include one claim of 
this kind we may include all such claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘They have already waited twelve years, and I 
hope the gentleman will not interpose a technicality here to defeat the 
payment of this claim now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam very sorry for those who 
have waited, but there have been a good many depredations committed 
by Indians during those twelve years from which other people have 
suffered, and they have had to wait, and have not got their money yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is constrained to sustain the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read the titles of sections 25 and 26. 

Mr. HOOKER. I offer an amendment, to come in as an additional 

_ section to the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 27. That this act shall take effect only upon the acceptance thereof and 
consent thereto by the different bands of the Sioux Nation of Indians in the 
manner and form prescribed by the twelfth article of the treaty between the 
United States and said Sioux Indians, conclnded April 20, 1868, which said ac- 

ce and consent shall be made known by p amation by the President 
of the United States upon satisfactory proof presented to him that the same has 
been obtained in the manner and form required by said twelfth article of the 
treaty, which proof shall be presented to him within one year from the passage 
of this act; and upon failure of such proof and proclamation this act to have 
no effect and to be null and void. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi as an additional section. 

Mr. PEEL. I accept the amendment, 

Mr. HOOKER. The amendment is accepted by the chairman of the 
committee, as I understand? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, the chairman of the committee, accepts the amend- 
ment, of course I will not interpose, but I simply want to put on record 
the view which I hold, that this is not a precedent that ought to be es- 
tablished at this time. 
ten} PERKINS. I wantto be recorded as seconding that. [Laugh- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe, Mr. Speaker, the 
time has eome when the General Government ought to Se mye 
fact that its duty to the Indians lies in a higher domain than in appar- 
ently keeping the letter of a treaty, a course which results in 

ing the Indians vagabonds and paupers and their reservations =m 
breeding places of vice. 

Mr. PERKINS. And of ignorance and sr 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe thatit isin a highet 
domain that we must find our true relation to the Indian with ref- 
erence to his development and civilization, and I e amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi—I say it with that great re- 
spect which I have for him and all that he does in the House—is not 
in the line of the true interests of the Indian. As long as we give the 
Indian large reservations upon which to roam, and feed him, 
clothe him, and thereby constantly tempt him to remain a vagabond, 
he will be on our hands as a constant source of expense, and not only 
that, but as the breeder of vice in the localitiesin which we keep him. 

Therefore, our true policy, I believe, is, as rapidly as it can be dong 
under the conditions in which we find him, to destroy the tribal re- 
lations of the Indian, allot to him in severaity such land as is neces- 
sary for his support, retain in the Treasury a fair price for the land we 
take from him for the white settler, and for a reasonable length of tine 
pay interest upon it in the shape of an annuity, with the distinct un- 
derstanding that at the end of a limited period he is to run the risk of 
losing his land and squandering his money unless his own prudence 
prevents such a result, just as every other man has to do, and that after 
a certain time he must depend upon himself for his development and 
for the support of himself and his family. 

What is that time is a question of detail which I am not to-night 
prepared to discuss; and it is not necessary I should do so. I think, 
under the circumstances, that the policy I have indicated is that to 
which we must look forward; and I did not desire to sit hereand seem 
by my silence to approve the principle that the American Government 
can not by act of Congress open these reservations, with justice toward 
the Indians, without their consent. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided that we have this power. I think our true interest 

that we should exercise it; and true kindness to the Indian 
points in the same direction. - 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in response to 
what has fallen from the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] with reference to the propriety of the amendment I have just 
offered. I believe the honorable gentleman was present at the last ses- 
sion of this Congress when the House passed the bill providing in the 
very terms I have incorporated in this amendment that the assent of 
the Sioux Nation should be had to that measure before it became a law. 
I presume the tleman gave his assent to that p ition; I imag- 
ine he voted for the bill, thongh I have not examined the record. 

With reference to the question whether or not it is a proper policy on 
the part of the Government of the United States and a kindness toward 
the Indians, in order to save them and to save their lands to the white 
settlers, to disregard the treaties which we have heretofore solemnly 
made with those nations, I have only to say that Ido not think the 
Indian will be very much advantaged if he is to loseall his landed estate 
by the violation of a treaty which you yourselves twenty-one years ago 
entered into with him, and by which you provided that he should not 
lose any more of the lands than he had then lost in the Black Hills, 
which, being discovered by the white man to be valuable, were taken’ 
from him, the treaty of 1868 being made by General Sherman, the leader 
of your Army, y which treaty you agreed that none of the residue of 
the reservation should ever be taken from the Indians except with the 
consent of the requisite number of male adults of the tribes, as pre- 
scribed in the treaty. 

In 1876 you made another agreement upon this subject with these 
Indians, in which the same principle was er their lands 
should remain theirs, not subject to be taken them except with 
their consent. So late as the first session of this you passed a 
bill for whichI presumethe honorable gentleman from Kentucky voted, 
in which you provided for obtaining the assent of the Indians to 
cession of the remaining portion of the Great Sioux reservation, whi 
was left to them after the execution of the treaty of 1868. 

The argument of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky is that 
you are going to civilize the Indian by taking from him that which be- 
longs to him and which you have conceded to belong to him. How 
much better off, I would ask my honorable friend from Kentucky, 
the Indian be so far as concerns his advancement in civilization by 
violation of the treaties which the Government has made with him? 
Do you propose to benefit him by taking that which is his, and salar 
by the most solemn form of agreement which one nation can have wi 
another, you have conceded to be his? 

When you wanted the Black Hills you made this treaty; you eagerly) 
anxiously made it; and said that the residue of the Great Siong res-' 
ervation should belong to the Indians, not to be taken from them! 
without their consent. Let me say to my honorable friend from Hen- 
tucky that when the commission was sent to the Sioux for the p 
of treating with them on this subject, those In though they; 
were ‘‘blanket Indians,” though they did not live in the blaze of the 
civilization of the nineteenth century, though they had not advanced 
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to the same extent as the five semi-civilized tribes, showed a native 
vigor of intellect and a comprehension of their rights which would 
have been creditable to any man dressed in the garb of European or 
American civilization, When the commissioners offered them 50 cents 
an acre for their land they said, ‘‘ You have not offered us the value 
of our land.” They said what any white man would have the right to 
say, ‘‘ You have not offered us the value of our lands, and we decline 
the offer.” 

. This bill originally proposed that this land, saving and reserving the 
six reservations which are carved out for the several tribes of the Sioux 
Nation, be taken without the assent of the Indians. But the honora- 
ble chairman of the committee, acting for the committee, agreed to ac- 
cept this amendment of mine which proposes we shall still respect the 
treaty made between these Indians and the Government of the United 
States. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, how you are going to civilize these In- 
dians by denying them the very rights which, under your treaties, 
you have conceded to them. By what legerdemain of legislation does 
my honorable friend from Kentucky propose to advance the welfare of 
the Indian by taking from him that which by the most solemn com- 
pact has been conceded to be his? Is every treaty to be violated, is 
every agreement to which the plighted faith of the nation has been 
solemnly pledged to be disregarded ? 

“These are savages,” you say. But they are savages who seem to 
understand their rights and to insist upon them. Hence, when they 
were brought here in some numbers for the purpose of being treated 
with by the Government, and when, in the midst of the splendor of 
the city of Washington, the great Federal city, they met your Secre- 
tary of the Interior and others, they advanced through their interpre- 
ters a line of argument in maintenance of their rights which the dis- 
tinguished Secretary and those who were acting with him were unable, 
with all their civilization, to answer. 

I say, therefore, this amendment is a proper one, and I am glad the 
gentleman who represents the Indian Committee has consented to adopt 
it as a part of his bill. It ought to be done. It isrightand properit 
should be done. It is simply a naked act of justice, and ought not to 
be denied in the name of civilization which should be based on the 
recognition of the great cardinal rule of doing unto your neighbor as you 
would have your neighbor do unto you. 

I say, sir, that all civilization is based on this cardinal principle, and 
although these are blanket Indians, although they are uncivilized, 
although they are wards under the guardianship of this great Ameri- 
can nation, it does not follow therefore that the United States can af- 
ford with any regard to its reputation to break the solemn treaty which 
it has made with these Indians. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. If I understand the purpose of the amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Mississippi, it is to obtain assent of two- 
thirds of the adult males of the Sioux Nation of Indians to this bill be- 
fore it shall become a law. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is the treaty. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suggest, then, to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that he ought to embrace in his amendment provision for the glass 
beads and mean whisky with which to buy that assent of that two- 
thirds majority? 

Mr. HOOKER. In reply to theinterruption and question propounded 
to me by the gentleman from Texas, I will say that I think itis likely 
you have got a great deal of the land of these Indians already by the 
use of such means. When you proposed to pay to these Indians 50 
cents an acre for the land which is embraced by the terms of this bill 
did you expect to do it by means of cheap beads and mean whisky? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, butin money. 

Mr. HOOKER. ‘These Indians understand how itis to be paid, and 
if the United States hitherto has acquired the lands of these Indians 
through means of beads and whisky, if it has exercised toward them 
a Punic faith almost without parallel, I wish to say now that the day 
has passed when such things can be done, when it can be said that a 
dead Indian is the best Indian. You must do them justice and not 
subject them to further outrage. I have no sympathy, Mr. Speaker, 
with the proposition that with the strong arm of your Government you 
will take without regard tothe rights of the Indians the lands which be- 
long to them by treaty, I have as little sympathy with the suggestion 
coming fromthe gentleman from Texas, that you shall by means of 
trinkets and whisky take from them what remains of their possessions. 
Enough of this has been done already. 

Why did you insert this same clause in the treaty? Some of the 
most distinguished officers of the United States Army were commis- 
sioners on the part of the United States, and signed that treaty. Why 
did these distinguished officers of the United States Army append their 
signatures to that treaty entered into on their part with the chiefs and 
headmen of these blanket Sioux Indians? Why did they enter into 
this treaty containing this solemn stipulation on the part of this Goy- 
ernment? Wasit merely to keep the promise to the ear and break it 
to the hope? 


XX—100 


You make reservations for six of these Sioux tribes of Indians. Ac- 
cording to the argument of my friend it will not be long before you 
will come here and desire to obtain these reservations in precisely the 
same way in which you have secured possession of the other lands be- 
longing to these Indians. 

Hence it is, sir, that I insist you shall give a patent to these Indians 
for this land in the most solemn form to secure these Indians, because 
I apprehend, on the same principle suggested by gentlemen here, the 
time will soon come when these six reservations will be taken from them, 
Iinsist upon that amendment because I thought it was essential to the 
protection of their rights, I insist itis a just one because it is in to- 
tidem verbis copied from the bill passed at the first session of this Con- 
gress, and embodies the essence and spirit of the treaty made with these 
Sioux Indians in 1868. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to discuss this 
matter further, and therefore have nothing to answer to what has been 
so eloquently, so plausibly, and so unsatisfactorily said by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

The amendment was to. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the vote be taken on the amend- 
ment I have suggested. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ josert as a new section between the seventeenth jand eighteenth sections the 
following: 

“SEC, H For and in consideration of the restoration to the publie domain of 
the land outside of the separate reservations herein seta to the six different 
tribes of Indians and the provisions herein made, there is hereby appropriated 
the sum of $11,000,000 to set a) out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, of which $20 per capita shall id at once in cash 
and the remainder deposited in the Treasury of the United States 'to the credit 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians as a permanent fund, the interest of which, at 5 
per cent, per annum, shall be spprppriajed under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior to the use of the Indians lawfully residing on the reservations 
created by this act and legally belonging to said Sioux tribes, in Proporiion to 
an numbers that shall so reside at the time this act shall take effect, as fol- 

ows: 

*“ One-half of said interest shall be so expended for the promotion of industrial 
and other suitable education among said Indians, and in such manner and for 
such pu as in the judgment of said Secretary shall, from time to time, 
most contribute to the advancement of said Indians in civilization and self-sup- 
port, and the other half shall be paid to them in annual installments on a per 
capita basis: Provided, ‘Phat after ten years from the time this ment shall 
take effect any adult member of any one of said tribes who shall have become 
self-supporting shall be entitled to receive 5 per cent. of his or her proportion- 
ate share of said sum of $11,000,000 annually, in addition to his or her share of 
sy gy until he or she shall have recstved: the whole of the said share of $11,- 


Mr. PEEL. I only desire to say, Mr. Speaker, as I did the other 
evening, that as far as the Government is concerned it does not make 
much difference whether the price fixed in the bill is 75 cents an acre, 
or whether you undertake to adopt a provision of this character in- 
volving quite a large sum, for it will cost the Government $40,000,000 
to carry out the policy entered upon, any way. I simply desire to have 
a vote in order to proceed with the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER) 
decided that it was rejected. f 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask a division on that question. RE 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis too late; the Chair has decided. 7M 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi de- 
mands a division on the vote just taken. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman demanded a division as soon as 
the vote was announced. 

S The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ion. 

The question wastaken, and on a division there were—ayes 7, noes 14. 

So the amendment was rejected. é 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the next 
amendment, offered to section 17 by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 17 after the word “effect,” in the seventh line, andin- 
sert: ** When an Indian who has taken an allotment under this section proceeds 
to build a house and shows a desire to adopt civilized, industrial habits, he or 
she shall be entitled to receive from the United States two milch cows, a yoke 
of oxen, one wagon, and $100 worth of agricultural implements and seeds, and 
for three years the r seeds and implements to the value of $25 per year; 
also instruction from farmers, ete., as provided for in the treaty of 1868 between 
the United States and the Sioux Indians.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to suggest that it will not do, iñ my judg- 
ment, to adopt the amendment now, and strike out all thatremains of 
section 17, since theotheramendment wasrejected. When that amend- 
ment was prepared it was prepared, I presume, in contemplation of the 
other amendment which was voted down by the House, hence it will 
never do to accept this amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will withdraw that amendment now since the 
action just taken by the House on this section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘TheClerk will now report the amend- 
ment sent up a few moments ago by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson]. 


The Chair will again submit the ques- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “cash,” in line 33, page 20, section 17 of the bill, insert: 

* Provided, That no sales, barters, or ns shall be made by any person 
other than said Indians with each otherof any of the personal property herein. 
provided for, and any violation of this provision shall be d a misdemeanor 
and punished bya fine of not exceeding $100, or by imprisonment of not exceed- 
ing one year, or both, in the discretion of the court.” 

The amendment was adopted. 
aa? SPEAKER pro tempore. 

ill ? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, we were to be permitted to re- 
cur to section 16, to which section I had an amendment to offer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send his amend- 
ment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 17 of the bill, in line 53, strike out the words “ stock-yards, warehouses, 
elevators,” and in lines from 54 to 59, inclusive, strike out the words “ but noth- 
ing herein contained shall be construed to prevent any such railroad company 
from building upon such Iands houses for the accommodation or residence of 
their employés, or leasing grounds contiguous to its tracks for warehouse or ele- 
vator purposes connected with said railways,” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to say that at the time this bill was 
under consideration before the Committee on Indian Affairs I was not 

t or else I should have offered the amendment there. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘This amendment does not affect the grant of any of 
the lands to the railroads; it only affects the use of the lands which 
they get; and when the gentleman provides by his amendment that 
the railroads shall not use the lands for certain purposes, I wish he 
would explain what public injury will ensue from their using the lands 
for such purposes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will endeavor to explain to the gentleman. 

The House will observe, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment does not 
interfere with the use of any of the lands which the railroad takes solely 
for railroad purposes. Any lands which the railroad companies get 
under the provisions of this bill for right of way, depot grounds, sta- 
tion privileges, or terminal facilities, every inch and foot of land which 
they are given the exclusive right to purchase under the provisions of 
this bill for such purposes only, I am heartily in favor of their having. 
But, sir, I am opposed to any railroad company’s being given the ex- 
clusive right to purchase any part of the public domain to be used for 
any other purposes. My amendment takes from them the exclusive 
right to buy and lease this land to favored elevator companies and thus 
control all of the warehouses and elevators along their railroad lines. 
I may say to the gentleman from Illinois I am informed that along 
some of the lines of railroad in this country, where the railroad com- 
panies have had the privilege of renting or leasing to elevator com- 

es these privileges, there is but one such company for hundreds and 

undreds of miles along the line of such roads buying grain and pro- 

duce from the farmers, who must sell without any competition what- 
ever. : 

And itis for the purpose of opening to everybody, to every individual 
or company desiring to buy grain and to erect warehouses or elevators 
along the line of these roads an equal privilege with every other man or 
company, and so that when we open that country there will be some 
competition in the buying of grain and other produce. 

Mr. PEEL. It is in perfect accordance with the last bill, is it not? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is in perfect accord with the bill as we re- 
ported it, but this proposition was incorporated by the Senate when it 


Are there any other amendments to the 


got there, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask the adoption of the following order: 


That the previous question be ordered on the engrossment, third 
Fens ane nee E nay nnd toe geniieinen fiers illinois, TONIN 66 
ocd say 21 and that as to tiene owe Are Ena a yea-and-nay vote shalt'be 
taken; forty minutes for debate, the time to be eq y divided, 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand that if the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky be adopted the other will be withdrawn. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But there seems to be another difficulty. The 
order provides, as I understand it, that the House to-morrow shall act 
upon all the amendments that have been adopted. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. The order is that the previous question be ordered 
on the engrossment and third reading of the bill and upon these two 
amendments. 

The order was to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I move to reconsider the various votes by which 
the other amendments were adopted; and moye that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEAD AND FALLEN TIMBER ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up the bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen 
timber on Indian lands, which is a bill that we report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. j 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to offer the following as an amend- 
ment or substitute for the bill. 


The substitute was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States may from Aree 
orize 


gear, in his discretion, under such lations as he may prescribe, au 
dians residing on reservations or allotments the fee to which remains in the 
United States to fell, cut, remove, sell, or otherwise dis; of dead timber, 


stand or fallen, on such reservations or allotments, for the sole benefit of 
such Indian or Indians; but whenever there is reasonable cause to believe that 
sach timber has been killed, burned, girdled, or otherwise injured for the pur- 
pose of securing its sale under this act, then in that casé such authority 1 
not be granted. 3 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman offers that in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. ; 

Mr. PEEL. The bill reported is not on the Calendar. I reported 
is from the committee. I move to dispense with the reading of the 


ill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute will be reported, as 
the rule requires it to be read from the desk. 

Mr. PEEL, I ask unanimous consentthat the reading be dispensed 
with, ; i 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

The amendment was to; and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

Mr. P moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pemg and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH WHITE EARTH RESERVATION. 


Mr. PEEL. The next bill I will call up is one which we had upthe 
evening before last, and was a long bill; but here is one which is a 
substitute that can be disposed of readily. It is a bill the gentleman 
from Minnesota is interested in. 

Mr. NELSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad a right of way through the 
White Earth reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This billisin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NELSON. Imovethatit be considered in the House asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. To save time, as there is another bill that we desire to 
pass, and the time is short, I will say that this is a regular t-of-w: 
Dill, such as is usually passed for rights of way through the Territori 
of the Northwest. We have pae a great many of them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to know the provisions aś to the 
leasing of the land. 

Mr. PEEL. ‘There is nothing about leasing. This is a right-of-way 
bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to know whether there is any such ob- 
jection to this bill as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA For- 
LETTE] mentioned in regard to the bill which was passed some time 


ago. 
er. NELSON. It is nothing buta incighacer J bill. Itrunsabout 
15 miles through the corner of an Indian reservation. That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGREEMENT WITH SHOSHONES AND OTHER INDIANS. 

Mr. PEEL. I now call up the bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the 
agreement submitted by the Shoshones, and Sh ters of 
the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


eleventh article of the treaty with the Shoshones and nooks of July 3, 1863 
uana Statutes at Large, page 670), and in words and figures as Yollows, 
namely: 

First, The chiefs and headmen of the Shoshones, escks ana Sh 
of the Lemhi agency hereby agree to surrender their rese! at Le g 


5 
to remove and gery ce the Fort Hall reservation in Idaho, and to take up 
of reservation as hereinafter provided. 
and headmen of the Shoshones and Bannocks of Fort 
the settlement of the Lemhi Indians upon the Fort Hall 

States the following 


h townshi with said line to 
phere north line of township No. 10 soufit 


Creek; thence 
intersects with the same; thence west with said line to the western bo 
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of sald reservation; thence south and with the boundaries of said reservation 
to the bezinning, including also such quantity of the north side of Port Neuf 


River as H. O. rkness may be entitled to under existing law, the same to be 
soe to the pubiic surveys, so as to include the improvements of said 
rkness, 

Third. In view of the cessions contained in the above articles the United 
States agrees to pay to the Lemhi Indians the sum of $4,000 per annum for 
‘twenty years and to the Fort Hall Indians the sum of $6,000 per annum for 
twenty years, the same to be in addition to sny sums to which the above-named 
Indians are now entitled by treaty, and all provisions of existing treaties, so far 
as they relate to funds, to remain in full force and effect. 

Fourth, Allotments in severalty of the remaining lands on the Fort Hall res- 
ervation shall be made as follows: $ 

To each head of family not more than one-quarter of a section, wiih an addi- 
tional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding one-quarter of a section. 

To each single person over eighteen years, and each other person under 
eighteen years now living, or may be born prior to said allotments, not more 
than one-eighth, with an additional quantity of grazing land, not exceeding 
one-eighth of a section; all allotments to be made with the advice of the agent 
of the said Indians, or such other person as the Secretary of the Interior may 
designate for that purpose, upon the selections of the Indians, heads of families 
soloene fe their minor children and the agent making allotments for each 
orphan A 

ifth. The Government of the United States shall cause the lands of the Fort 
Hall reservation above named to be properly surveyed and divided among the 
said Indians in severalty and in the proportions hereinbefore mentioned, and 
shall issue panos to them respectively therefor so soon as the necessary laws 
are posa y Congress. The title to be acquired thereto by the Indians shall 
not be subject to alienation, lease, or incumbrance,leither by voluntary convey- 
ance of the tee, or his heirs, or by the judgment, order, or decree of any 
court, or subject to taxation of any character, but shall be and remain inalien- 
able and not subject to taxation for the period of twenty-five years, and until 
such time thereafter as the President may see fit to remove the restriction, 
which shall be incorporated in the patent. 

Done at the city of Washington this 14th day of May, A. D. 1880, 

eee TEN DOY, his x mark, 


‘Witnesses : 
J. F. STOCK, 
Jos. T. BENDER, 
asa Ral Acting Interpreter. 
INEY, ; 
Jons A. WRIGHT, United States Indian Agent. 


Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
oause to be surveyed a su roca mene of land on the Fort reservation 
to secure the settlement in severalty to said Indians as provided in said 
espera the completion of said survey, he shall cause allotments of d 
to be e to each and all of said Indians in quantity and character as set forth 
in the prosman above mentioned; and upon the approval of said allotments 
by the t of the Interior, he shall cause patents to issue to each and 
every allottee for the lands so allotted, with the conditions, restrictions, and 
limitations mentioned therein as are provided in the agreement. 

Src. 3. That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect, 
the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is he: , Set aside, out of any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appro- 

ee be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as 

follows: 7 
For the expense of the survey of the land as provided in section 2 of this act, 
000. 


For the first twenty installments as provided in said ent, to be used 
by the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the Indians in such manner 
asthe President may direct: For the Lemhi Indians, $4,000, and for the Fort 
Hall Indians, $6,000. 

For the expense of removing the Lemhi Indians to the Fort Hall reservation, 


ted States shall 


ter 
approval thereof. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA. 


Mr. PEEL. I now call up the bill (S. 2176) for the ascertainment 
of the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana. 
ae charge of my colleague on the committee from Michigan 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the ““ Business Committee” of the Pottawatomie Indians, of Mich- 

i and Indiana, for themselves, and in behalf of all other Pottawatomie In- 
of said States, make claim the United States on account of vari- 

ous treaty provisions which, it is alleged, have not been complied with: There- 


fore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized to take juris- 
diction of and try all questions of difference arising out of treaty stipulations 
with the said Pottawatomie Indians, of Michigan and and to render 
judgment thereon; power is hereby granted the said court to review the entire 

uestion of difference de novo, and it shall not be estopped by the joint resolu- 
tion of Congress, approved 28th July, 1866, entitled “Joint resolution for the re- 
lief of certain mony alate) wa, and Pottawatomie Ind ” nor by the re- 
ceipt in full given by the said Pottawatomies under the pro of said reso- 
lution; and the nigra R Se RES directed to appear in behalf of the 
Government, and if the said court shall decide against the United States the 
area r Mota ey may, within thirty days from the rendition of the judgment, 


occupying the 


: Provided, 
shali be taken within sixty days after the dition of said judgmen’ d the 
said court shall give such cause precedence. ~ J = 
Seo. 2. That said action shall be commenced by & petition stating the facts on 


which said Pottawatomie Indians claim to recover, and the amount of their 
claims, and ssid petition may be verified by any member of said ‘‘ Business 
Committee,” or their authorized attorney, as to the existence of such facts, and 
no other statements need be contained in said petition or verification, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, from the reading of that bill as I 
caught it I understand that its object is to reopen a business transaction 
between these Indians and the Government which has been hereto- 
fore settled and closed. I will ask the gentleman from Michigan if 
my understanding is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will explain the facts to the gentle- 
man. This bill does propose to have a resettlement of this transaction 
regardless of a certain receipt which was given by some of these In- 
dians. The question has been under investigation by the Department 
almost since 1880, and Secretary Teller and Commissioner Atkins have 
both recommended the passage of this bill. 

The Senate passed the bill upon the report of Senator DANIEL, of 
Virginia, and it was passed there, I believe, without a dissenting voice, 
Its object is to provide that claims which the Indians say have not been 
settled shall be again heard upon their merits, and that the Indians 
shall not be estopped because some of them have given what is called 
a receipt in fall, The bill simply proposes to do what is done in court 
every day; that is, to go behind a receipt tocorrect errors and mistakes, 
It refers the whole matter to the Court of Claims for adjudication. 

Mr. KILGORE. And it provides that the Court of Claims may ren- 
der a final judgment. As 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir; there is an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court, 

Mr. KILGORE. But if the decision of the Court of Claims is con- 
firmed, that is final. The bill does not merely authorize asimple find- 
ing by the court? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir; itauthorizesajudgmentif there 
is anything found due. 

Mr. KILGORE, How much is claimed by these parties? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Secretary Vilas and Commissioner At- 
kins say, first, that this bill should be passed as a matter of justice; 
and, secondly, that if the Indians should recover all that they claim it 
would amount to about $181,000. The amount, however, has nothing 
to do with the question, provided the money belongs to the Indians. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do those Government officers say that we ought to 
reopen this matter and have a new overhauling of the entire transac- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is what they are on record as say- 
ing. I will read to my friend what they say, if he desires. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I will say to my friend from Michigan that 
I would not be willing that that bill should go throngh here to-night. 
I do not care about .consuming time, but I can not consent that this 
bill shall pass to-night. There are too many complications about it, 
and there is too much involved in it for me to consent to let it go 
through under the circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Would not the gentleman allow it to 
go ae if I could satisfy him that it is right? 

Mr. KILGORE. That would take too long. 

Psi ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir; it would not take five min- 
u 

Mr. PERKINS. Will not the gentleman from Texas permit the bill 
to be voted on in a full House if it be amended so as to compel the 
Attorney-General to appeal the case if the decision should be against 
the Government? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better let this bill be passed over 
for to-night. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Before my friend finally determines this 
matter let me tell him something. Iam acquainted with these In- 
dians. I know them personally, for I was an Indian agent in Michi- 


gan. 

Mr. KILGORE. The effect of the bill is to give these Indiansa right 
of action which they have not now, and I am opposed to it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It has been found by officers of the Gov- 
ernment, including those of the present Administration, that these In- 
dians, by chicanery on the part of a few, have been cheated out of what 
is their due; and hence the officers of the Government are not only 
willing but recommend that the whole case be reopened in order that 
justice may be done to these people. I know them, and I speak for 
them, because they are not only deserving but needy. If the money 
is theirs, whether it be $1 or $100,000, we should not stand here and 
ask ourselves whether we will give it to them. That is not the ques- 
tion with an honest man such as my friend from Texas is. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that is not the question; but there 
being a large amount involved here, and as we propose to give these 
parties a standing in court which they have not now under the law, to 
give them a right of action which they do not now possess, and as there 
area g many complications about the matter, I say we ought not 
to undertake to pass this measure to-night or to put it in such an at- 
titude as to give it a preference on some subsequent occasion. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Allow me just amomentfurther. The 


only advantage which this bill will give ae areca is that bap esa 
kan, ta receip 


will inquire into this matter, 
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has been passed. In every court in this country the practice prevails 
of allowing litigants to go behind receipts. 

Mr. KILGORE, If the question of fraud arises these parties can 
go behind the receipt anyhow without this legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But this question has not been settled. 
We simply propose to send these parties toa court suitable for the 
trial of this class of cases, and if it appears after investigation that 
the Government owes them anything, let them have it. 

I know that if my friend knew these people as wellas I do he would 
not for a moment hesitate to allow them to go into court, and if they 
have any rights establish them; and then I know he would gladly ask 
the Government to pay them. But my friend does not know these 
people, and I ask him to take my word in their behalf, for I have been 
familiar with them for years; and I say to him that itis unjust to post- 
pone further this hearing; it is not only unjust, but it is uncalled for. 

Mr. KILGORE, I can not agree with my friend from Michigan, I 
have a great deal of regard for his opinion, but then I have a little 
higher regard for myown. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If the gentleman for this once will put 
rand opinion in place of his it will be an advantage to the cause of 

ustice, 


Mr. KILGORE. Y would like very much to do so, but I do not see 
how I can to-night. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel that I have 
said all that I could in behalf of this measure, though I would not 
say any less; yet in the few moments we have here to-night, and with 
the great interests intrusted to the keeping of this committee, I do not 
feel like arguing this question further, for I do not wish to place my- 
self in the way of other meritorious bills. But I exceedingly sages 
that these men, who have no voice here, are not permitted to nto 
court and, if the Government owes them this money, establish that 
fact by a legal decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the bill is 
withdrawn, 


PIPESTONE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. I now call up the bill (H, R. 11128) for the ap some 
of the agricultural lands embraced within the limits of the Pipestone 
Indian reservation, in Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill isin Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union will be discharged from the 
further consideration of this bill and it will be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, The Chair hears no objection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to appoint three discreet prone at least one of whom shall be a resi- 
dent and freeholder of the State of Minnesota, to appraise and report to him the 
actual value, exclusive of E apas rae ha all the lands embraced within the 
exterior limits of the Red Pipestone Indian reservation in the State of Minne- 
sota, save and except the southwest quarter of section 1, in township 106 north, 
of range 46 west, and also the actual value of the str{p of land 100 feet in width 
over and across said reservation now occupied by the Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls 
and Northwestern away Company, as well as the damage to the 
the lands of said reservation by reason of the sargs EET occupying of said 
strip for railroad purposes; and said commissioners shall also appraise and re- 
port the value of any improvements that may be found on any of said lands, 
with the name of the person who made the same. 

Sec. 2. That any person who has heretofore resided on and made improve- 
ments on any of Zda lands, but who was compelled by the military authorities 
of the United States to abandon the same, l beentitled to the prior right for 
the period of six months after the filing of the said report to enter and purchase 
the land (not exceeding 160 acres) so soaps and improved by such person at 
the price at which the same was apprai: by said commissioners, exclusive of 
improvements; but if the person entitled to make such p shall fail to 
avail himself of his prior right within the time stated, then the Secret of the 
Interior shall cause said lands, or such thereof as remain unente to be sold 
to the highest bidder, andata puss not less than the appraised val on of such 
lands and improvements; such sale to be held at the local land office for the dis- 
trict in which they are located; and the said railroad company shall be entitled 
to enter and pure. the aforesaid strip of land, of the width aforesaid, now 
occupied by its road-bed, by Paying the amount so assessed as the value thereof, 

ther with the amount of damages assessed as aforesaid. 

. 3. This act shall take effect and be in force and authorize the entry and 
sale of the said right of way, or of any tract or parcel of land so appraised, so 
soon as, and not until, a majority of the adult male Indians of the Yankton tribe 
of Sioux Indians consent to the entry and sale of such right of way, or ofsaid ap- 
praised lands, or of any part of the same. And if said Indians shall at any 
future time consent in the manner above stated to the sale or d of any 
tract or parcel of said appraised land, to the sale of which their consent had 
not theretofore been given, such tractor i then be sold in the manner 
hereinbefore provided. Patents shall be issued in due form for any lands, or 
the right of way, entered or sold by virtue of this act, and the moneys arising 
from the sale of said land, right of way, and after deducting the ex- 
pense of said ppprakemeont, shall be covered into the annuity fund of said In- 
dians, or ex ed in such manner as the Indians may determine, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior; thatthe commissioners hereunder 
shall be paid the sum of $5 per day for the time actually occupied in perform- 
ing the duties conferred upon them by this act: ‘Provided, That say ee or 
employé of the Government detailed to act as commissioner shall paid his 
actual and necessary traveling and other expenses only. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 

ereof as may be nec 
said Indians and to 


balance of 


` not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500, or so m 


th 
essary, to defray the ense of procuring the consent of 
perap kylaren Aa a 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
Sg ARES it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
aca and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT SMITH, PARIS AND DARDANELLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the 
Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State 
of Kansas, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask, by unanimous consent, to d se with the read- 
ing of the bill. I have examined it myself, and will say to the House 
it is like all the other right-of-way bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and R 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

YANKTON AND MISSOURI VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I move by unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the 
Yankton and Missouri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton 
Indian reservation in Dakota, and that it be considered in the House. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GIFFORD. ask by unanimous consent the reading of the bill 
be dispensed with. This right of way passes through a small portion 
of the reservation. There are no terminal points. It contains all the 
safeguards and usual provisions of similar rights of way. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF FLATHEAD INDIAN LANDS, MONTANA. 


Mr. TOOLE. TI move by unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands 
patented to certain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Mon- 
tana Territory, and for other purposes, and that the bill andamendments 
be considered in the House. 

The motion was to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior, with consent of thi 
Indians severally, to whom patents have been issued for lands ed to the 
in the Bitter Root Valley, in Montana Territor , under the BROW. ons of an 
of Con approved June 5, 1872, entitled ‘An act to provide for the removal 
of the Flathead and other Indians from the Bitter Root aor in the bes e 
of Montana,” or the heirs at law of such Indians, be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized to cause to be appraised and sold, in tracts ny exceeding 160 acres, all the 
lands allotted and patented to said Indians; said Jands shall be yp raised as if 
in a state of nature, but the enhanced value thereof, by virtue of thé settlement 
and improvement of the hig emg arid, mside: in ascertain- 
ing their value: Provided, That the improvements thereon si be appraised 
separate and distinct from theland: Ate eaa trident t where any such pat- 
entee has died leaving no heirs, the lands and improvements of wack deceased 
patentee shall be and sold in like manner for the common benefit of 
the tribe to which said patentee Gelenged. 

Src. 2. That after the appraisement herein authorized shall have n com- 

leted, and after due notice, the Secretary of the Interior shall offer said lands 
‘or sale through the proper land office, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, which 
shall be the limit of the amount any one person shall be allowed to purchase, 
except in cases, if any, where a tract contains a fractional excess over 160 acres, 
to the highest bidder for cash: Provided, That no portion of said lands shall be 
sold at less than the appraised value thereof: Provided, That the said Secretary 
may di of the same on the following terms as to payment, eat ie to ey 
one-third of the price of any tract of land sold under the provisions of act 
be paid by the purchaser on the day of sale, one-third in one year, and one-third 
in two years from said date, with interest on the deferred payments at the rate 
of 5 per cent. per annum ; butin case of default in either of said payments, or 
the interest thereon, the person so defaulting for a period of sixty days shall for- 
feit absolute] ‘ht to the tract which he has purchased, with any ment 
or payments ve made; and the Jand thus forfeited shall pon sold 
as in the first instance. 
ds herein ay 
y 


be co! 


Sro, 3. That the net proceeds derived from eet ve of the 
thorized shall he pha in the Treasury to the it of the Indians geveral: 
entitled thereto, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authori to pa: 
the same in cash to original allottees and patentees, or the heirs at law of such, 
hab pg en the same for their benefit in such manner as he may deem for their 


tin 
SEC. 4. That when a shall have made payment for a ao Sa 
land as herein prov: and for the improvements thereon, patent shall 


sued as in case of public lands under the homestead and nage g m laws. 

Src. 5. That for the of carrying out the provisions o this act there 
be, and hereby is, apocepeinied out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro , the sum of $500, or so m thereof as may be n , which 
sum be reimbursed pro rata out of the proceeds of the sale of the lands 
herein authorized. 
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Sec. 6. That in the event of the sale of the lands herein authorized it shall be 
the duty of the ay ty me! Bener the Interior to remove the Indians whose lands 
shall have been sold to the general reservation, known as the Jocko reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Montana. 

SEC, 7, That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

In line 10, first section, after the word “ Montana,” insert "or the heirs at law 
of, such Indians: and at the end of the section add the following 

“Provided, ‘further, That where any such menasa ied leavin no heirs, the 
lands and improvements of such d tee shall be appraised and sold 
in like manner for the common benefit of the ‘tribe to which said patentee be- 


longed.” 
In section 2, line 6, after the word “ purchase,” insert ‘‘ except in cases, ifany, 
onal excess over 160 acres; ” and in line 8, after 


where a tract contains a 
the word “cash” insert Frew boone that no portion of said lands shall be soldat 
less than the appraised value thereof.” 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PEEL (at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H, R. 12510) granting a pension to George 
Hunter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R, 12511) grantinga pension to Will- 
iam Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H, R. 12512) for the relief of William H. Mar- 
bury, administrator of Charles M. Taylor, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12513) to restore John J. Freeland 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12514) for the relief of 
Sees Wells—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Change in the reference of a bill, i improperly referred,,was made as 
follows, namely: 
A bill (H. R. 12473) granting a pension to Peter Rowe—from the 
Committee on War Claims to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
p 


x 
y l. ‘PETITIONS, ETC. 


X” The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ~~ 

By Mr. J, A, ANDERSON: Petition of Richard Adee, jr., and others, 
for ne of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the Committee on 
Prin 

Also, PENTA of the Kansas Legislature, relative to opening In- 
dian Territory to settlement—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, resolution of same, relative to the enumeration of soldiers i in 
the next census—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also, resolution of same,relative to trusts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of same, in favor of House bill 11697—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Resolutions of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, favoring a liberal appropriation to enforce the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition in favor of John H. Green—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, petition of the Central Ohio Methodist Episcopal Conference, 
relating to chaplains in the regular Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tar: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the Woman’s Relief Corps, for the 
pence of bill to pension army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, in favor of repeal 
of all internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of John McClure, of Whitefield 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of the Drug Siting of Philadelphia, 
for repeal of all internal-revenue taxes—to the Committeeon Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr, MILLIKEN: Petition of George Greely & Co., for duty on 
tin-plates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of Michigan Maimed Soldiers’ League, 
relative to arrears of pensions and favoring the passage of House bills 

os. 4339 and 4356—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of sundry citizens, favoring the 
J passage of the Chace copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Live-Stock Exchange, for 
legislation relative to the inspection of animals slaughtered for food— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of ship-owners and merchants of New 


Bedford, Mass., for increase of appropriation for the revenue-cutter 
service—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of William L. W. Seabrook, late commis- 
a of the land office of Maryland, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of Jonathan Abrams, Company 
F, One hundred and seventeenth Ohio Volunteers, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James Bevis, of Lauderdale County; 
of William Dalton, of Walker County, and of W. W. Pearson, of Morgan 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

. ADAMS: Of 1,098 citizens of Illinois. 

. BUCHANAN: Of citizens of West Hoboken, N. J. 
. BUCKALEW: Of 805 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

. BURROWS: Of 1,244 citizens of Michigan. 

. DINGLEY: Of 941 citizens of Maine. 

. GIFFORD: Of 296 citizens of Dakota. 

. HERMANN: Of 86 citizens of the United States. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 1,451 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Crookston, Minn, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 384 citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. RUSK: Of citizens of Maryland. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of Mrs. R. B. Robinson and others, citi- 
zens of Dade County, Missouri. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of 1,436 citizens of Ohio. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 804 citizens of Minnesota, 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of citizens of Solomon City, of Milton- 
vale, of Manhattan, of Clay Centre, of Clifton, of Jamestown, and of 
Tecumseh, Kans. 

By Mr. ‘BURNETT (by request): Of L. D. Metcalf and 100 others, 
of Norfolk and Rockville, Mass. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of A. B. Denning and 147 others, of Sturgis, 


ich. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Of G. S. Harmon and 54 others, of Rolling 
Fork, Miss. 
tad Mr. DAVIS: Of Samuel Wooley and 178 others, of Harwich, 

‘ass, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of L. T. Van Cleve and 174 others, of Harvard, 
Nebr. 

By Mr, FRENCH: Of W.F. Davis and 142 others, of Meriden, Conn. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of J. C. Briggs and 158 others, of Barre, Vt. 

oren LEHLBACH: Of M. D. Coolbaugh and 634 others, of New- 
ark, 

By Mr. PETERS: Of R. C. Roberson and 157 others, of Kingman, 
Kans, 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: OfS. D. Crothers and 62 others, of Greenfield, 
Ohio, and of William Galbrath and 162 others, of the Twelfth district 
of Ohio. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of C. Courtner and 23 others, of Downs, 
Kans, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 7, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ENLA 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 555, Revised Statutes relating - 
to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of the building and mutual loan 
associations of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 11817) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Wash- 
ington Parish, in the District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and 
interest of the United States of America in and to square south of 
square 1092 in the city of Washington, District aforesaid; > 

A bill (H. R. 11957) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to levy an as- 
sessment on real estate in the District of Columbia for the purpose 
of taxation; ” 

A bill (H, R. re relating to the deposit of securities by insur- 
ance companies; and 

A bill (H. R 12498) to regulate the practice of pharmacy in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 
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MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate th action of 
the House of Representatives concurring in the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1305) to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I send up the duplicate copy of the report of the 
committee of conference, and ask that it may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio presents the 
report of the committee of conference, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua, having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Substitute 
for the words proposed to be stricken out and the words proposed to be inserted 
the following: “ May issue stock to the amount of the just value of such estate, 
property, and rights, and for work and labor done or materials provided in the 
execution of the work of constructing said ship-canal; and the stock issued for 
these purposes shall be deemed paid-up stock and shall not be liable to any fur- 
ther calls or assessments ;" and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “any,” insert the word “ pecuniary.” 

In line 7, strike out the words “ or otherwise.” 

In lines 9, 10, and 11 strike out all after the words " United States.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from its di ment tothe amendment of the House 
* numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all the words to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company 
may is-ue to raise the co: capital shall be executed and issued at the prin- 
cipal office in the city of New York.” . 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
e same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 


3. That no certificates forstock, except as otherwise provided in this mas 
value thereof shall be fully pai 


returned to the stockholders, or in any manner diverted from the ve moot 
shal sul 


And the House agree to the same. 

aerae poe recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
num i: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Lg rg neooee, 
= as on proposed to be stricken out and the words proposed to be inse: 

e following: 

“Anda iy of whom shall be citizens and residents ofthe United States,” 

And the House agree to the same. 

anes. bes pe ma recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
num ` 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the Senate recedo from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Line 3, after 
the word “ verified,” insert the words “ on oath;" line 5, after the word “any,” 
insert the word “willfully ;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its ent to the amendment of the House 
numbered 10. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 11, 

‘That the House recede from its amendment numbered 12, 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 13. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all the words proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“This act shall expire and be of no force or effect at the end of three years 
unless the construction of said canal shall be commenced and prosecuted in 
good faith within that time.” 

And the House agree to the same, 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
GEO, F. EDMUNDS, 
JNO. T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
MARTIN L, CLARDY, 
ISIDOR. RAYNER, 
CHAS. O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr, SHERMAN, I move that the report of the committee of con- 
ference be concurred in, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be noobjection to the present 
consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in the same. 

The report was concurred in. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of JOHN R. 
McPHERSON, chosen by the Legislature of New Jersey a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read and 
ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr, BERRY presented the petition of James L. Brown and 32 others 
(25 voters and 8 women), citizens of Melbourne, Ark., praying for the 
pores of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 

portation, exportation, transportation, and sale ofall alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. I presenta resolution of the Legislature of Nevada 


favoring the passage of such legislation by Congress as will insure the 


early and final settlement of all just claims of citizens of Ne- 
vada arising out of Indian depredations. Inasmuch as a bill for that 
purpose has been reported, I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of W. R. Stinchcomb and 120 
others (86 voters and 35 women), citizens of Marcellus, Mich.; the pe- 
tition of T. H. Fritz and 107 others (58 voters and 50 women), citizens 
of Elkland, Mich., and the petition of William D. Arnold and other 
citizens of Easton, Mich., praying for the submission to the States of a 
constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the Presbyterian Church of 
Cutchogue, N. Y., praying for the pme of a Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Robert Stanley and 85 others 
(48 voters and 38 women), citizens of Manchester, Conn., and the peti- 
tion of George A. Sheldon and 72 others (21 voters and 52 women), citi- 
zens of West Suffield, Conn., praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the liquor traffic; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of W. H. Stewart and 39 other 
citizens of Fayette County, Iowa, and two petitions of citizens of the 
State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of J. S. Garrison and 276 
others (129 voters and 148 women), citizens of Cape May, N. J., and a 
petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cape May, 
N. J. (43 members), praying for the proposal of a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transpor- 
tation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of7 citizens of Jersey City, N. J., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented 49 petitions of citizens of Charleston, S. 
C., and 27 petitions of citizens of the State of South Carolina, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were refe to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of William H. Clark and 117 
others (81 voters and 37 women), citizens of Woburn, Mass., praying 
for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of 170 members of the Fuller 
Memorial Baptist Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage 
of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. _ 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of H, Kirkpatrick and 49 
others (14 voters and 36 women), citizens of Powell, Ohio; the petition 
of John T. Graves and 31 voters, citizens of Medina, Ohio, and the pe- 
tition of W. G. Williams and 63 others (39 voters and 25 women), cit- 
izens of Delaware, Ohio, praying for the submission to the States of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, tion, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev- 
erage: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SABIN presented resolutions adopted by the St. Paul (Minn.) 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against dumpage in the Missis- 
sippi River; also praying that increased appropriations be made to im- 
prove the navigation of the Mississippi River; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the St. Paul (Minn. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring the opening of the Sioux Indian reservation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Minneapolis and North- 
field, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the Sunday- 
rest bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, eee the petition of G. M. Tuttle and 
31 voters, citizens of Danville, Iowa, praying for the proposal of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, ex- 
portation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of R. S. Kellerman and 19 others 
(2 voters and 18 women), citizens of Orange, Mass., and a petition of 
80 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Orange, Mass., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be pro; to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill 
(S. 3920) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or 
Creek) Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, on motion of Mr. DAWES, 
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recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


nted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I report favorably from the Select Committee on Wo- 
man Suffrage the joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage 
to women, and submit a report thereon. I ask that the joint resolu- 
tion be placed on the Calendar, and that the report be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with that report I desire to say 
that it is a majority report, and the minority of the committee may 
hereafter desire to submit their views. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the commit- 
tee to recommend that the joint resolution do pass. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a favorable report, recommending the passage of 
the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar and the report printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With permission to the minority to submit their 
views hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That right is always reserved. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Frederick A. Schmidt. administrator of 
Thomas H. Yeatman, late of Cincinnati, Ohio, deceased, praying pay- 
ment of a claim for war supplies, asked to be from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was ‘to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3781) for the relief of George. W. Bishop, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey; and 

A bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by that committee to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. PADDOCK on the 6th instant 

. intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, provid- 
ing for continuing the work of constructing the necessary buildings at 
Fort’ Robinson, Nebr., reported it with an amendment, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. ` 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3728) authorizing the Midland Railroad Company to build 
a bridge over White River at Aberdeen, Ark., reported it with amend- 


ments, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

ST. GEORGE RIVER LIFE-SAVING STATION. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
_ whom was referred the bill (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving station 
on the Atlantic coast at or near the mouth of St. George River, Maine, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and to ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MOUNT CARMEL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4496) to authorize and empower 
the Mount Carmel Development Company to draw water from the 
Wabash River, or its tributaries, in the county of Wabash and State of 
Illinois, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask that it 
be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore.. The Senator from Ilinois asks unani- 
mon consent that this bill may be now considered. Is there objec- 

on 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Mount Carmel Development Com y,& corpora- 
a created and existing under the laws of the State of Illinois, and thesame 
hee’, authorized and empowered to construct and operate, during its cor- 
te existence, a hydraulic canal from any point in the Wabash River above 

Tiel lock and dam now in process of construction at the Grand Rapids of said 


Wabash River, or from any tributary of said aiiai ee ne ce 
and State of Illinois, to is, to any point on said river within the corporate limits of 
the city of oa and to draw from said Wabash River or tribu- 
tary thereof s: a eare p p ane E E required for the pu 

corporation: “Provider, That such withdrawal b be not detrimen 
ly of navigation and be subject to the direction and control of the Se 


The PRESIDENT pro Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

H. V. POOR. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred tothe Select Committee on 
Relations with Canada; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be: paid to H. V. Poor, from the contingent fund of the 
Senate, the sum of $1,500 for his services under the direction of the Committee 


on Foreign Relations in bara, and digesting information with regard to 
the relations of this country with Canada. 


MINING OPERATIONS LY ‘NEVADA. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from:the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining, which was instructed by 
resolution of the Senate of January 7, 1839, to ascertain all the facts and herigeeed 
stances connected with certain suits brought by the United States agai pr ne 
sons for cutting timber for mining and compute ppan in the State of 
vada, and to inquire if such suits had occasion: interruption in mining 
opaan in that State, or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the Senate and employ a stenographer, The expenses of 
the investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report back the bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volun- 
teer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, and 
to recommend the passage of a substitute for the bill, striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting what isin print. As this bill 
is an important one and has been very fully considered by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and it will take but a few moments, I beg the 
indulgence of the Senate to have it considered at the present time, in 
order aca a conference may be appointed and the bill become a law 
during the present Congress. 

The PR IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 
the charge peda yi piney vere y+ Sagres GEEAE rena 

t-General of the United States Army against any soldier who 
in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed in all cases 
pear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, from 
other satisfactory testimony, that such sol 
served fathfully until peser of his term of enlistment, or until the Ist day 
of May, A, D. 1865, having previously served six months or M and, b; 
son of absence from his command atthe time the same was mustered out, failed 
to be mustered out and to receive an honorable d ore bape Soak ach soldier 
absented himself from his command or from 
wounds, injuries, or disease received or contracted ín the Mane odak duty, y. and mht 
Injuries, or rona comicranine his term of enlistment by reason of su 
EC, 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to Seb INE ROR 
of desertion gaa therecord of any regular or volunteer soldier in the late war 
upon proj pplication therefor, and satisfactory proof in the following cases: 
iin at ok soldier, after such charge of desertion was made, an 
time thereafter, voluntarily returned to his command and served 
faithful nuo: to the end of his term of service, or until discharged. 
t such soldier absented himself from his command or from hos- 
pae while Saridin from wounds, injuries, or disease received or contracted 
the line of rien and Doe recovery voluntarily returned to his command 
and served faithfully thereafter, or died from such wounds, injuries, or disease 
while so absent, aod before the date of muster out of his command or expira- 


tion of his —- of poh 

Sec. 3. That the of desertion now standing on the rolls and records in 
the office of the ats of the Army nst any regular or volunteer 
soldier who served in Ao ERE the rebellion b; ka Aap eege oe Revise: en- 
niied States Navyor Marine 


mpan. 

pacar it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 
from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such re~ 
enlistment was not made for the Epose of securing bounty or other gratuity 
that he would not have been entitled to had he remained nnder his original 
term of enlistment; that the absence from the service did not exceed four 
months, and that such soldier served faithfully under his re-enlistment. 

Sec. 4. That whenever it shall appear from the official records in the office of 
the Aanmaken United States Army, thatany regular or volunteer soldier 
of the late war was formally restored to uty from f tera by the commander 
ra Er Ea E his trial for the offense, or, having deserted and being charged 

with desertion, was, on return to the service, suffered, without such formal res- 
toration, to resume his _— in the ranks of his command, serving faithfully 
thereafter until the expiration of his term, such soldier shall not be deemed to 
rest under any disability, because of such desertion, in the prosecution of any 
claim for m on account of disease contracted or wounds or injuries re- 
ceived in the line of his duty as a soldier. 

Sec. 5. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the provisions of the first os third of this act from the record of any 

er who has not received of discharge, it shall be the duty of the 


Soiu utant-General of thg United States Army to issue to such soldier, or, in case 
death, to his heirs or legal representatives, a certificate 


of discharge. 
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Sec. 6. That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the provis- 
fons of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or, in case of his 
death, the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive the pay 
and bounty due to such soldier: ; , That this act shall not beso 
construed as to give to any such soldier, or, in case of his death, to the heirs or 
Jegal representatives of any such soldier, any pay, bounty, or beset ame forany 
time during which such soldier was absent from his command without proper 
authority, nor shall it be so construed as to give any pay, bounty, or allowance 
to any soldier, his heirs or legal representatives, who served in the Army a pe- 
riod of less than six months. 

Sec, 7. That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to amend the military record of any soldier who enlisted for the war with 
Mexico, upon proper application, where the rolls and records of the Adjutant- 
General's office show the charge of desertion against him, when such rolls and 
records show the facts set out in the following cases: 

First. That said soldier served faithfully the full term of his enlistment, or 
having served faithfully for six months or more, and until the 4th day of July, 
A. D. 1848, left his command without having received a discharge. 

Second. That such soldier, after said charge of desertion was entered on the 
rolls, voluntarily returned to hiscommand within areasonable time, and served 
faithfully until a 

Sec. 8. That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as to relieve 
any soldier from the charge of desertion who left his command from disaffec- 
tion or disloyalty to the Government or to evade the aangens and hardships of 
the service, or whilst in the presence of the — (not being sick or wounded) 
or while in arrest or under charges for b; military duty, or in case of a 
soldier of the Mexican war who did not actually reach the seat of war. 

Src, 9, That when such charge of desertion is removed under the provisions 
of section 7 of this act the soldier shall be restored to a status of honorable sery- 


heir, any pay or allowance for met pe 
iliita 


years sha not be rece! or co 
Sec. 11. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
‘act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. PLATT. There was something relating to the question when 
bounty should be paid to the soldier or his legal representative—I think 
it is in section 7—which I did not catch. I think it is at the end of 
section 7. I wish that that may be read over again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think no bounty was offered in the Mexican 
war. The Senator is referring to the section preceding that. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps so. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preceding section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 6, That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the _ 
visions of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or, in case of his 
death, the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive the pay 
and bounty due to such soldier: Provided, however, That this act shall not be so 
construed as to give to any such soldier, or, in case of his death, to the heirs or 
legal representatives of any such soldier, any pay, bounty, or allowance forany 
time during which such soldier was nt from his command without proper 
authority, nor shall it be so construed as to give any pay, bounty, or allowance 
to any soldier, his heirs or legal representatives, who served in the Army a 
period of less than six months. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator who reports 
this bill whether he thinks the provision that in no case shall any 
bounty be allowed unless the soldier had served six months is exactly 
a fair provision. I should like an explanation of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the soldier served six months he received, if 
he was entitled to a bounty, the proportionate share of the bounty. I 
do not think that the cases which would be excluded by this provision 
would be at all the meritorious cases. 

This is a general bill. It is intended to cover the soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war in the volunteer and regular Army and the soldiers of the late 
war in the volunteer and regular Army. We have tried to provide in 
the bill for all classes of worthy and deserving soldiers, at the same 
time not breaking down the distinction between deserters and skulkers, 
those who evaded duty continuously, and the true soldiers. 

In the Mexican war it is estimated that there were some 13,000 
men in the volunteer and regular Army who were charged with deser- 
tion. I find upon an examination of some of the rolls that a large num- 
ber of the desertions in the Mexican war were after enrollment, and 
before the soldiers had gone to the seat of war. Therefore we put in 
a clause providing that nobody shall be relieved under this proposed 
law who deserted prior to reaching the seat of war. 

In regard to the late war, we have the act of 1882, then the 
act of 1884, and then the act of 1887 for the relief of soldiers charged 
with desertion. This is a continuance of all those acts,and provides 
for the relief of all the worthy and deserving classes that can be pro- 
vided for by a general law. ere will doubtless be some exceptional 
cases which can not be provided for under a general law without 
breaking down all distinction between soldiers and deserters. 

We make certain provisions applicable to the regular Army as well 
as to the volunteer, The distinction isdrawn so that those whoenlisted 


in the regular Army for a fixed period of five years shall not take ad- 
vantage of having left the service after the Ist day of May, 1865. 

We also provide in the substitute for the future relief of those who 
left one command in the Army and joined another command in the 
Army. It is already provided under the general law that if a man 
left one company and joined another in ninety dayshe can be relieved, 
but under this proposed law we extend it to four months, and also ex- 
tend the provision to those who left the Army and joined the Navy or 
the Marine Corps, which is an extension of the provision, and will re- 
lieve all those who in the Mississippi Valley in 1862—and there are 
many such cases—left the Army and joined what was called the gun- 
boat flotilla, to which they were authorized to be transferred, but in 
most cases the officers refused to consent or did not forward the papers, 
and the soldiers went immediately and joined the flotilla. This will 
relieve them. 

We think now with this law and the law which was passed last sum- 
mer for the relief of those who were in the naval service, which is similar 
to this, all of the classes of worthy and deserving soldiers, sailors, and 
marines can be by the Department relieved of the charge of desertion 
where it is a mere charge. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
this is the unanimous report of the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the unanimous report, and has the sanction 
of the officer in the War Department who is the most thoroughly posted 
and who has had charge of these cases and knows the meritorious cases 
that ought to be relieved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to observe that it is the unanimous and 
cordial report of the whole committee. And itis not out of place to 
observe that the substitute has been most laboriously pre: by the 
Senator from Missouri, an ex-Confederate officer, and is entirely sat- 
isfactory to all men of all beliefs and parties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, andthe amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, HAWLEY, 
Mr, MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. - 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3921) authorizing the Ken- 
tucky Union Railway Company to construet a bridge across the Ken- 
tucky River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3922) granting a pension to Fred- 
erick H. Mack; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3923) to authorize the Duluth, 
Red Wing and Southern Railroad Company to constructa bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near the city of Red Wing, in theState of 
Minnesota, and to establish it as a post-road; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3924) to transfer the revenue 
marine to the naval establishment; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred te the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3925) to regulate and 
license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3926) granting increase of pension 
to William O. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. COKE and Mr. DAWES submitted amendments intended to be 
pro by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. CHACE. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 

consideration: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the Senate, at 
his earliest practicable convenience, with a statement showing number of. 
changes of railway postal clerks, by quarterly periods, occurring January 


1889. 
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1, 1885, to December 31, 1888, with the reasons for such changes; the said state- 
ment to be in tabular form similar to that hereto annexed. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let that resolution be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. ; 
INAUGURATION ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the President 
of the Senate to make the necessary arrangements for the inauguration of the 
President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of March next. 


INVESTIGATION OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT’S OFFICE. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask leave of the Senate that the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds which is investi- 
gating the Supervising Architect’s Office may sit during the sessions of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
consent that the subcommittee of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
It is so ordered if there be no objection. 


FREDERICK N. KRESS. 


Mr, CAMERON. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 3779) for 
the relief of Frederick N. Kress. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Pennsylvania asks that the bill named by 

may be now considered, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion subject to objection. 3 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas Frederick N. Kress, late a naval cadet in the United States Navy, 
having with distinction his final examination for graduation, and being 
found mentally, morally,and professionally 


of ensign, has been, however, found physi 


ualified fos permon totherank 
of a disease contracted from 


y disqualified for promotion b. 


reason exposure in the line of duty at sea, whic 
Souny disables him and because of which he was honorably discharged: 
erefore, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint the said Frederick N. 
Kress an ensign in the United States Navy on the retired-list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


GUANO ISLANDS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senate to take up for consideration Order 
of Business 2570, being Senate bill 3516. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 3516) to further suspend the operation of 
section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, Title LXXII, 
in relation to Guano Islands. 

It provides that section 5574, Title LXXII, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, shall be further suspended, as therein set forth, 
for the period of five years from and after the 18th day of April, 1889. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WARREN HALL. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2568, being the bill (S. 902) for the relief of Warren 
Hall. It will take buta moment. I ask that it be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given original jurisdic- 
tion to hear and adjudicate according to justice and right the case of Warren 
Hall, as originally tried and reported in the ninth Court of Claims Repo: 

170, and known as “ Hall and Roche's case,” notwithstanding the former 

rial; and the bar of limitation is hereby removed. And for this purpose the 

court shall hear and consider the new testimony and any other proper testi- 

mony which may be offered at the trial by the claimant or on the of the 

defendant Government; and the testimony considered by the court in the orig- 

nao ae so far as the same may be applicable to the new trial, shall also be 
a y 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I move an amendment to add to the bill: 

If it shall appear to said court that said Hall was born free, the fact that he 
had been reduced to a state of slavery de facto shall not be held to be a bar to 
his recovery or to have prevented him from acquiring property. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
bas Nag jan in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion in Dakota; and 


A bill (S. 2992) to soepi and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 
reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian lands, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further aunounced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Man- 
itoba Railroad Company the right of way through the White Earth In- 
dian reservation in the State of Minnesota. a 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 2476, being House bill 1368. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a nio- 
ment to make a statement. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have nothing to yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill moved by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title ef settlers on 
the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I wish to state, in connection 
with the demand of the Senator from New Hampshire, that on Monday 
last I gave notice that at the close of the formal morning business to- 
day I would ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1067) relating to imported liquors. I wish to say now that I de- 
sire, instead of following up that notice, to give way to the Senator 
from Kansas, who makes the request he has for the consideration of 
House bill 1368, at the same time renewing my notice for to-morrow, 
that then, after the close of the formal morning business, I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1067, for the 
purpose of presenting some observations in connection therewith. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire coming 
over from a previous day, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution in relation to naval officers’ claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow 
that to lie over for a moment in order that the Senator from Kansas 
may get up the bill he has referred to. 

Mr. PLUMB. My motion is pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER, One or twoSenators intend to speak upon the reso- 
lution, and I desire that the morning hour be not entirely consumed 
to-day. If this bill will not take too much time I shall yield to the 
Senator with pleasure. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
yields to the Senator from Kansas, who asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on'the 
Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will 
be read at length if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is this bill up for consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that it was 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole by unanimous consent, 
having called for objections. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I certainly did not understand that the motion to 
take up the bill had been agreed to or consented to. It is a measure 
on which my colleague from New York [Mr. EVARTS] desires to be 
heard. He is not here this morning, and I certainly desire that. he 
may have an opportunity to be present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that this bill, it was un- 
derstood, would come up this morning. I notified the colleague of the 
Senator from New York, who is not yet in the Chamber or in the Cap- 
itol, as I understand, that it would be called up. Of course for my- ` 
self I would not be willing to have any advantage taken improperly 
in the consideration of this bill. It is one that affects a great 
people who are very poor people. Now if we can have an unde = 
ing that it may be taken up to-morrow morning, I shall be very glad 
to waive the question of his absence now so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I certainly have no desire to postpone action on the 
bill. All that I desire is that my colleague may be present when it is 
taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. With the consent of the Senator from 
Kansas I will ask unanimous consent that to-morrow morning, with the 
consent of my colleague, at the conclusion of the morning business, it 


may be taken up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 


imous consent that the bill may resume its place on the Calendar, to be 
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taken up to-morrow morning at the close of the morning business. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say that if it transpires that my col- 
league is out of town at the time indicated (not with a view of post- 
poning action upon the bill for any time, but simply to avoid having 
the bill considered in his absence), I trust there may be an opportunity 
for him to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will object, 

Mr. N. If we can not have some understanding respecting 
this bill—— 


Mr. HISCOCK, I would suggest that the request for unanimous 
consent lie over for a short time and possibly my colleague may come 
into the Chamber, when doubtless a satisfactory arrangement can be 


made, - 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me I will agree that this 
may be done, with the understanding that if the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] is not here to-morrow morning the bill shall be 
again postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Iowa asks—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Or postponed if from any unavoidable cause my 
coll e can not be present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt what request 
to submit to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow morning 
this bill which has been called up may be taken up. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the Senator to put in connection with 
that that if for any reason my colleague [ Mr. EVARTS] can not be here, 
he will consent that it be deferred until he can be here. Certainly 
there will be no attempt, no disposition to postpone it unreasonably. 
My co e may be seen. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill now under consideration, resuming its place 
on the Calendar, may be considered to-morrow at the close of the for- 
at morning business. The Chair hears no objection. It is so or- 


DAVID MERIWETHER. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the aT aoe | votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 331) for the relief of David Meri- 
wether, having met, after full and free conference ha to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after 
the word “appropriated,” in line 3, down to and including the word “all,” in 
line 10, and in lieu thereof insert the following : 

“Three thousand six hundred and thirty-two dollars and thirty-eight cents, 
being the amount due him as disbursing agent of public moneys; also $525 for 
loss of public moneys sustained without fault on his part; amounting in all to 
the sum of $4,157,338." 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

JOHN 0. SPOONER, 
GEORGE F, HOAR, 
JAMES K., JONES, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. P. TAULBEE, 
FRANK T. SHAW, 
WM. E. MASON, 


Manayers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire in 
regard to naval officers’ claims, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount of the claims of officers of the Navy which have 
been already presented and d and the amount which will probably hereafter 
be presented for payment for arrears of pay for allowances due such officers, 
known as | y, mi! and training-ship and receiving-ship claims; and 
to report said amounts tothe © with the opinion of the committee whether 
any iegislation is advisable in order to prevent any further allowance of such 
claims; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual and improper 
facilities have recently been allowed in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the 
‘Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting 
receiving-ship claims, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution? 

Mr, VEST. My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] desired to be heard upon 
this resolution, and is absent from the Chamber. I have sent for him 
and he will be here in a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it be in order now to ask unsnimous con- 
sent to take up a bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is 
upon agreeing to the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
to make some explanation of the reasons for the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There has been a pretty full discussion of this 
resolution. Isee the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is not 
Sa and I will yield to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 

- GEORGE]. 


pand 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill. 
Mr. GEORGE. It is Order of Business 2549, being Senate bill 3965. 


WRITS OF ERROR AND APPEALS, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3865) to provide for writs of error or 
appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States in all cases involv- 
ing the question of the jurisdiction of the courts below. 

The first section provides, in all cases where a final judgment or de- 
creè shall be rendered in a circuit court of the United States in which 
there shall have been a question involving the jurisdiction of the court, 
the party against whom the judgment or decree is rendered shall be 
entitled to an appeal or writ of error to the Supreme Court of the 
United States to review such judgment or decree without reference to 
the amount of the same; but in cases where the decree or judgment 
does not exceed the sum of $5,000 the Supreme Court shall not review 
any question raised upon the record except such question of jurisdic- 
tion; such writ of error or appeal shall be taken and allowed under the 
same provisions of law as apply to other writs of error or appeals ex- 
cept as provided in the next following section. 

Under section 2, in cases of judgments or decrees mentioned in the 
first section, and heretofore rendered, where the period of limitatidn 
for taking writs of error or appeals in other cases has not expired, ap- 
= or writs of error may be sued ont at any time within one year 

ereafter. 
Fhe SHERMAN, Is that bill reported from the Judiciary Commit- 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; unanimously. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That bill goes in a contrary direction to what the 
Senate has hitherto gone; that is, it extends the jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in many cases, and in all questions 
of Jurisdiction extends the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to a great 
multitude of cases that now can not be carried to the court, We are 
told the court is already overloaded. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is only where the question of the jurisdiction of 
the court below is involved. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That may add a great multitude of cases, Every 
case that is removed is taken up on the ground of a question of juris- 
diction being raised. I am rather surprised that such a bill has received 
the favorable report of the Judiciary Committee. I do not care to 
oppose it. I have no special objection to it myself. 

r. GEORGE. It has been very carefully considered by the com- 
mittee. The report is unanimons. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will notstandin the way, but I think itis run- 
ning in the wrong direction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to call up and have considered now 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from the southern judicial 
district to the northern district in the State of Georgia, and to divide 
the northern district in said State into two, to be known as the west- 
ern and eastern divisions of said district, and for other p The 
motion to reconsider was entered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] a few da: with a view to having a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the. bill was ordered to a third reading, with a view to 
offer some amendments adopted to the bill by direction of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. < 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. : ‘ 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 3 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 29, 1889, 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 


with its request, the bill H. R. 3312, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent at this time for a reconsideration—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There has been a motion entered to recon- 
sider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the vote by which 
the bill was passed and also the vote by which it wasordered to a third 
reading may be reconsidered. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was to. ‘ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Now, I desire, on behalf of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to present certain amendments to the former amend- 
ment, which are indicated on the margin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Senator from 
Towa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1 of the amendment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary it is proposed to strike out the word “ Federal;’’ so 
as to read: ; 

That the northeastern division of the southern judicial district of Georgia is 
hereby established, etc, 3 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is a mere formal amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The next amendment is in line 13 of sec- 
tion 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

TheCHreF CLERK. Insection2, line 12, after the word “‘appointed,’’ 
itis proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘same,”’ 
in line 21, as follows: 

And asthe judge of said district now holds courtin Savannah and Macon,and 
Augusta would the third place of holding, making his expense heavy, it 
shall be the duty of the marshal, and he is hereby authorized, to pay, out of any 
Sra te Uae, Se ce DaT BaPa sta tear eae 
ing said courts, said marshal taking and ha yo hi proper vouchers for the 
same, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is another amendment in section 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11 of section 3, after the word ‘‘ may” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘if the plaintiff is a citizen of the district.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary as amended was 

to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. $ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. I now move that the Senate insist on its 
amendment and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WILSON of 
Iowa, Mr. Brown, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] in relation to naval officers’ claims, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam in sympathy with the general intent and pur- 

of this resolution, but I want to submit to the Senator from New 
Barei that it will be rather difficult for the Committee on Appro- 
priations to make this contemplated inv tion during this session 
of Congress, as it implies an amount ot work that it is impossible for 
the Committee on Appropriations to take up now. I suggest to the 
Benator to insert, instead of the Committee on Appropriations, the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and if he will consent to that I will ọffer that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa proposes to 
amend the resolution in the manner that will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the resolution, it is proposed 
to strike out the word ‘‘ Appropriations ’’ and insert ‘“‘ Naval Affairs,” 
60 as to read: 

That the Committee on Naval Affairs, etc. 


Mr. VOORHEES, Is that amendment subject to an amendment? 
If so, I would move that the matter be referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. These are legal questions that ought to be inquired into by 
the law committee, if at all. I have not much choice about it, except 
that the proprieties seem to me that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. These matters as propesed to be submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations seem to require that the committee should 
take action of an important nature. At present it is the duty of that 
committee to present amendments appropriating money where the 
courts have decided thatthe money is due; and in order to get rid of this 
natural obligation that isimplied as being the duty ofthe Committee on 
Appropriations the resolution appears to make it necessary to report a 
change of the law. If the law is to be changed the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have no jurisdiction, because the moment we bring in here 
an appropriation bill in which we propose to change the law we shall 
find a point of order made. 

Of course I do not shrink from the investigation of this question if it 
is thought wise on the whole that the Committee on Appropriations 
should undertake it, but I submit to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs, that is familiar with all the de- 
tails of the statutes respecting pay, mileage, etc., could better under- 
take this investigation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In reference to the suggestion of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I have to say that I hope he will 
withdraw his amendment, and that the Committee on Appropriations 
will commence this inquiry. If they find themselves unable to pro- 
ceed with it, then some other method of investigation may be appro- 
priate. But the resolution was presented by me in the face of the 
transmission by the Secretary of the Treasury of estimates to cover a 
million and a quarter of audited and allowed claims from the War De- 
partment and the Navy Department. The character of the claims 
making up that sum of a million and a quarter of dollars is mixed. 
Ido not know how many of those claims are objectionable. I do not 
know that any of them ought to be allowed; but I do know that there 
is a very serious question in the minds of some members of the Sen- 
ate, and I think in the minds of some members of the Committee on 
Appropriations, of which the Senator from Iowa is chairman, as to 


whether tnese claims should be allowed; and therefore I felt that the 
Committee on Appropriations would necessarily be obliged to make 
inquiry substantially as proposed by the resolution of instruction. 
Therefore it was that I made the resolution one of direction to that 
committee. The Committee on Appropriations is confronted with that 
estimate of a million and a quarter dollars, and must make some in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he thinks 
the Committee on Appropriations can from time to time change existing 
law, because the resolution involves the idea that we shall propose or 
recommend legislation on this subject, and also that we shall inquire 
into the conduct of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. I have no 
objection to intrusting that duty to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I only want to give the Senate fair notice that with the press of busi- 
ness that we are likely to have between now and the 4th of March it 
will be impossible to conclude the inquiry involved in this resolu- 
tion. 

So far as the question of appropriating money is concerned, I have 
no doubt the Committee on Appropriations will give it full investiga- 
tion, and will not ask the Senate to appropriate money on any bill— 
these claims will naturally come in the deficiency bill—for any doubt- 
ful pe or any other purpose that is not clearly required by exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In order to ascertain that fact I believe the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will find it expedient to make all the in- 
quiries that are suggested by the resolution. ‘Therefore I think they 
shonld undertake the investigation in the first instance. The Senator ` 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is more familiar with the details of 
these claims than I am, and he can state to the Senate whether it will 
embarrass them in the ormance of the remaining work of the ses- 
sion, and whether it will not be necessary for the committee to make 
substantially the inquiry proposed in order to pass upon the estimates 
that have been submitted in connection with the deficiency bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I dwelt specially upon the last proposition in this 
resolution, which is: 

And also to inquire and sepon whether or not unusual and improper facilities 
have recently been allowed in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury 
to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting training-ship and receiving- 
ship claims, 

That, of course, is a pretty delicate inquiry, because it involves the 
integrity, practically, or at least the capacity, of the Fourth Auditor. 

I will withdraw my amendment. Ido not care especially about this, 
except that I desire to give notice to the Senate that in my judgment 
it will not be practicable for the Committee on Appropriations to enter 
upon an investigation of the Fourth Auditor’s Office between now and 
the 4th of March, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not the slightest disposition to obstruct 
any investigation in regard to this matter. There are some purposes 
entertained by this resolution that I think are commendable, but I 
know very well that the Committee on Appropriations can not make 
the investigation which is desired, nor do I think it falls within their 
duties. As, I think, I showed conclusively yesterday, every payment 
that has been made and every claim that has been adjusted for which 
payment and appropriation is now right and proper has been made 
not only under existing law, but existing law in over and over 
again eight or ten times by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the decisions of which I cited here yesterday. It was for that reason 
that I suggested that the question as to a statute of limitations and a 
change of law in these matters should go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

If, however, the Senator from Iowa withdraws his amendment to re- 
fer to the Committee on Naval Affairs because of any embarrassment 
which my amendment causes him, I am willing to withdraw the amend- 
ment looking to the Judiciary Committee and aid him in the 
he has in view, not that I have any objection tothe Committee on Ap- 
propriations taking charge of the subject other than he has stated, but 
if he desires to place this matter in the hands of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs I have not the slightest objection to doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment being withdrawn 
the question recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I regretted very much to hear the 
reading yesterday (but I have not had time to look at the RECORD) of 
the letter of some attorney or claim agent referring to the Fourth 
Anditor. I find the reference now in the RECORD before me, page 
1654, a letter written by Tallmadge & Tallmadge, which was pre- 
sented by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. I see now that it 
was a circular, I presume a printed circular, sent broadcast through- 
out the land to all persons supposed to have claims, and in that the 
signers ‘‘refer by permission to Hon. Charles M. Shelley, Fourth Aud- 
See United States Treasury; Hon. James W. Hyatt, Treasurer of United 

tates,” 

All I have to say is that if these two officers gave permission forclaim 
agents or attorneys prosecuting claims before the Treasury Department 
to refer to them, in my judgment they committed a very grievous blun- 
der, an error to say the least. I think it places them in a very false 
attitude, and I regret exceedingly to see that it is stated there that the 
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reference is ‘‘ by permission. ” 
of the Treasury ought to permit any claim agentor attorney to refer to 
them and to refer claimants to them as to their character and standing 
and efficiency, because if they do the impression will be created and 
held out to claimants that the attorneys who have this permission have 
special influence with theaccounting officers and can pressclaims through 
which other honorable and respectable attorneys who have not that per- 


I do not think that accounting officers 


mission can not do. I regretted exceedingly to see’it, and I hope that 
if it were given it will be withdrawn and that hereafter no accounting 
officer of the Treasury Department will ever place himself in that un- 
enviable position. I feel quite sure that if the permission was given it 
was given unadvisedly and without any improper motive or desire on 
the part of those officers, but it is unfortunate that they did it. 

Now, Mr. President, referring to the cireulars which are sent out by 
the claim agents of this city, I hold in my hand one which I desire to 
read and spread upon the RECORD. It is headed: 


Wa. CONARD & Co., 
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW AND SOLICITORS OF PATENTS AND CLAIMS, 
OFFICES, 1106 F STREET, 
Washington, D.C., November, 1886. 


I will ask the Secretary to read this letter. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


We Epaper call your attention to this circ ular, and all we request of you 
is to it carefully and decide whether or not it is to your best interest to 
poe re with it. We will make no misrepresentations to you, as while we 
would be subject to disbarment under the act of July 4, 1884, if we did, we do 
not propose to do it in any event, as we have too large a business and think 
too much of the good reputation we have obtained in the conduct of our busi- 
ness to jeopardize it by making false and delusive statements to our clients, 
We have been your attorney in your claim for pension which has been rejected, 
and we now advise you to let us present the same to Congress and apply for 
a ‘special act” pension. We do notsend this circular to all of our rejected 
cases, but we carefully examine all of them and our record in case, and 
only select such as we believe fit for Congressional action. We believe your 
ease to be of such a character, and we have every reason to believe we could 
geta“ l act” passed for your benefit, as we have been very successful in 
this class of business, having secured “special act” paesa for a number of our 
clients, all of whose cases had been rejected by the Pension Office. 

The Commissioner of Pensions by law must have certain evidence, and if 
this is not pappina he has no alternative but to reject the case. A large num- 
ber of cases which are meritorious are rejected by the Pension Office on the 
ground “that there is no record evidence of the di ility, and claimant is un- 
able to furnish any.” Con: is not bound by these rules of evidence. Many 


of the “special acts” we have secured for our clients, their cases have been 
again and n rejected by the Pension Office, but their names are now on the 
pension-rolis and they are in the enjoyment of a good pension for life, 


Our fees are $10 cash and $15 additional when yes receive your first payment 
of pension. Upon the receipt of the $10 we will prepare the poon ill, and 
other papers and send them to you for your signature, ete. ou will be at no 
further a in the matter, as all the papers, records, affidavits, ete., in your 
claim, on file at the Pension Office, will be sent to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Our rule as to $10 in advance in these cases is imperative, and will 
not be deviated from, whether we are successful or not. edo much more 
work than $10 worth in each individual case. We prepare our petitions, bills, 
and other ‘papers in each case with the utmost care, and we do not take your 
money and then let your case get on as best it can, but we see to it person- 
ally and urge its consideration by all means in our power. 

See what the Jast session of Congress did on et cases for pension, 
‘We have made this count from the index of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and 
it is official and correct: 


Number of claims for jal-act pension reported by Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of the House of Representatives... secccresserees 1; 

Number reported by the Senate ........-.-:scesccreseseeerers eee 

Number that Pneeed hots Houses and became laws 


A large number of these reported are on the Calendar and were not reached, 
but will become Jaws next session. 

This shows the attention Congress gives to this business, and the work they 
do on it. The House averaged over one hundred reports to each member of the 
committee for the session, and when you consider that the whole record in each 
case had to be examined and a written report made on it, you can form an es- 
timate of the amount of work done. 

We are theionly attorneys, as far as weare aware, who make eb saeco of this 
Congressional business, and we do not care or seek for the bi ess outside of 
such of our own clients whose cases in our own judgment warrant this action on 
the part of Congress. Congress will now meet soon, and we uest a prompt 
answer, as such cases as we are to present we desire to have ready the first day 


Congress meets. If you want us to take your case to Con: , send us $10 by 
registered letter, order, or draft on New York, t er with the name of 
your member of Congress. We will then ponn and send the proper papers to 
you and you can depend on jt that we will leave nothing undone that any honor- 
able attorney can do to secure success in your case. 
Very y, z. 
WM. CONARD & CO. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis a remarkable document. I should like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Pensions or some member of 
that committee if they permit any attorney to appear before them in 
regard to any private pension bill pending. It is my understanding 
that the Committee on Pensions do not allow attorneys to appear be- 
forethem. Probably some Senator may be familiar with the practice. 
I think it was stated here once beforethat the committee did not allow 
attorneys to come before them and make arguments in these cases. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator that I know of no 
instance since I have been a member of the committee in which any 
claim agent has been before the Committee on Pensions to make an 
argument in favor of any private claim. Persons have a before 
the committee in reference to general legislation, but not in reference 
to any private claim. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire also to state, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, on which I have had the honor to serve for two years, 
that I have never seen a special pension agent before that committee 


looking after a claim, nor has one ever called upon me on the 
subject of i ion bills. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to make a statement which the Senator from 
Missouri himself is quite as well qualified to make as I am, and which 
I have no doubt he will assent to. I have been a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims ever since I have been a member of the Senate, now 
for twelve years, and the practice of that committee is to receive printed 
briefs from anybody who makes them up in behalf of a claimant, then 
to refer the claim to a single member of the committee as a subcom- 
mittee. That isdoneusually by theclerkof committee to the Senators 
in order. He takes the first order in which they come in, and the cases 
are distributed to the members of the committee in order. Once ina 
while that order is interrupted by reason of the fact that a particular 
Senator bas had the case once before in a former Congress, or there is 
some special reason why it should go to a particular member; but that 
is the rule; and hearings are not given unless the Senator to whom a 
matter is referred considers the public question or the private question 
of so much importance that he asks the committee to hear somebody 
representing the parties. I should think of the weekly meetings of 
the committee, of which there may,be probably forty or fifty in a year, 
perhaps there may be from five to ten where such hearings are given, 
certainly not more. I suppose that would correspond with the Sena- 
one own recollection when he was chairman of the committee him- 
self, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Committee on Claims very important 
questions arise—legal questions involving the laws of the United States, 
and in some cases international law—and there attorneys might be of 
service to a claimant; and yet, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
well said, the cases in which they appear before the committee are 
very few. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course they make briefs, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They make briefs, as a matter of course, and 
briefs are always received. Butin pension cases it is entirely different. 
They are referred, as I understand, to different members of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions as subcommittees, and I will venture the assertion 
that the records of the Pension Committee and of the different subcom- 
mittees will not show twenty printed briefs filed before them or with 
them in private pension. bills. 

This is simply, in my judgment, a taking of $10 by holding out an 
inducement that some equivalent can be rendered and then simply 
having a bill pona to the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and the Committee on Pensions then applies to the Pension 
Office to obtain the papers, and the subcommittees look at the papers 
and make their report; and these gentlemen who profess to be prose- 
cuting claims here before Congress are of no more use to their clients 
than the man who is said to be burning brush in the moon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Missouri will allow me 
to state an instance which has just occurred in confirmation of what he 
has said. I think it will throw light on this. 

I have this morning received a letter from a friend at home, a gen- 
tleman who was marshal some thirty-five years ago, and when a reso- 
lution was adopted by the Senate three or four years ago directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to settle the balances for and against people 
in the Treasury Department it appeared in the publication that there 
was standing, and had been for more than thirty years, to the credit 
of this gentleman about $399—a small balance. He thought the 
Treasury Department was very considerably in debt to him, but he 
had abandoned the hope of getting the claim. They of course kept 
from him the fact that there was any balance to his credit. I intro- 
duced a bill here, and it was passed through this body without any 
trouble, because the books of the Treasury Department showed this 
balance to his credit. E 

The bill was sent to the House and is now pending, as I understand, 
favorably reported, on the Calendar of the House of Representatives. 
This morning I received a note from him stating that he had just re- 
ceived a letter from a claim agent, saying, ‘‘If you will give me one- 
half of this claim I will put it through at once.” He can not possibly 
render any service in sucha case. It isa plain effort on the part of this 
claim agent to rob that man of one-half the money that is due him, 
and doubtless he has made statements to him about the influence that 
he can bring to bear upon the House of Representatives that are an in- 
sult to every honest man in the House and have not one word of truth 
in them. Such instances are coming up all the time. If there is any 
way to putan end to this infamous practice I should be, above all things, 

tified to see it done. / 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is only on a line with this circular in regard 
to obtaining pension legislation. I have in my hand another of these 
circulars from a different institution. This is: ; 

OFFICE or Soutt & Co., SOLICITORS or PATENTS AND CLAIMS, 
719 Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D. C., November 16, 1885. 
DEAR MADAM: We have reason to believe that there is due you from the Gov- 
ernment, on account of your d husband, a sum of money (not in the nat- 


ure of a paske) amounting to between four and five hundred dollars, which 
sum we k can be collected IF THE MATTER IS PROPERLY PRESENTED, 


That is in larger type. 
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‘We propose, with your consent, to undertake the collection of this money at 
our own expense, our fee to be contingent upon success. If we fail there will 
be no cost to you beyond what is required for tage. Weintend to use every 
effort to secure this money for you, and as it may be necessary to take the 
claim to the courts, the expense to us will be very great. The fee of 25 per 
cent., which we ask, is the least sum that would compensate us for the expendi- 
ture of money and time uired on our part. 

We have all the facilities for carrying on the business; have been for years 
established; our standing and reputation can easily be ascertained, and as our 
fee is entirely contingent you run no risk. 

As it is important that the matter should have immediate attention, please 
read the instructions below and execute and return the inclosed power of st- 
torney at once, if the soldier was killed in battle or died of wounds. We hope 
to get your claim in shape to secure payment before Congress adjourns, This 
can if be done ern you act promptly as requested. 

ery respectfully, 
SOULE & CO. 
Now here are the instructions: 
INSTRUCTIONS, 


If the deceased soldier was killed in battle, or died of wounds, execute and 
return the power of attorney with as little delay as possible. If he died from 
other causes,then do not execute the paper, but give us the full particulars of 
his death, showing when, where, and of what disease or injury he died, and we 
will examine the case and send a a report as to your rights. 

Under existing regulations all drafts are made payable to the order of the 
claimant. This power of attorney gives us no right to draw any money that 
may be due you. x 

Be sure and fill out and return the question blank on the other side, sending 
stamps for postage. 

Please give us the names and addresses of the widows of soldiers known to 
you, in order that we may correspond with them. 


It will be observed, Mr. President, that these attorneys tell this lady 
that they know that there is a certain amount of money due her, and 
now they give instructions showing that they do not know anything 
on earth about it. Itis a perfect drag-net to get at information upon 
which they may possibly base a claim. Here is this statement on the 
back of it: 

Tais statement should be filled out and returned to Soulé & Co., Washington, 

1. Name of widow or heir, . Present age, —. [Be sure and give 


Tull name, and state whether widow or mother,] 
2, Give your post-office address in full, town, county, and State, S $ 


3. Name of soldier and full service, . Rank, — Company —, Regi- 
ment, ——, —— State Volunteers. A 
4. Date of his enlistment, ——. How long did he enlist for? ——. 


5. How much bounty did he receive from the Goverament? 


—— 
6. Did he serve more than one enlistment? ——. If so, give full particulars, 


7. Give date of soldier's death and state where died, ———. 

8. What was the cause of his death? . [Was he killed in battle, did he 
die of the result of wounds, or was his death caused by disease or injuries ?] 

9. Have you the soldier’s discharge papers ? ——. not, state where the dis- 


charge is, ——. 

10. Give the number of your pension certificate, and agency where paid, 

li, Was the soldier ever in a rebel prison, and if so, have you received the 
money due you for his ration? —— 

12, Date of marriage, —. When, where, and by whom married? y 

13. If widow is dead or remarried, give date of death or remarriage, ——. 

14. Give the full name, and date of birth of each legitimate child of soldier 
under sixteen years of age at date of soldier's death. 

Name, ; born ——18—. 

Name, ; bo 3 

Inclose three 2-cent stamps for return of papers. 

That was sent to a lady who had a claim, I believe, for bounty, and 
it was sent to meand I immediately applied to the proper Department 
of the Government and received a reply that there was no bounty or 
any claim of any kind due to this lady. I thought I could ascertain 
the facts as well as these pension agents could for this poor widow, 
who was one of my constituents. This simply shows that the letter 
was a drag-net to get information from this widow to ascertain whether 
there was any claim or not. 

Isimply desired to bring to the attention of the Senate these circu- 
lars with which the whole country is flooded. In my judgment there 
has never been so much imposition upon any class of American citi- 
zens since the foundation of this Government as hasbeen imposed upon 
the soldiers, their widows and orphans, of the late war. It stands, in 
my judgment, without a parallel. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the cause of this? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I wouldgay that I 
received from a constituent of mine, an old soldier, a day or two since, 
a letter inclosing a printed contract or circular sent from Washington 
by a pension attorney demanding a $25 fee for obtaining an increase of 
pension. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. For every act in the way of an in- 
crease and all these things they ask $25, and they have flooded the 
country with these circulars, they have flooded the Departments with 
claims for which there is no foundation and which exhaust the time of 
the accounting officers and others in their examination. 

The question is, what is the remedy? What has caused all this to 
come up here? We ought to look at this matter squarely and not try 
to evade the issue. In my judgment the cause of this is the accumu- 
lation of undisposed-of business in the various Executive Departments 
and the inability of claimants and persons who imagine they have 
claims to get a prompt answer from the Departments when they write 
there. Now I think the Senate has the whole matter. The Senator 
ers oa! referred to a claim of how much—three or four hundred 

A è 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. About $400, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. If Senators will take the pains to examine House 
Executive Document 140, Forty-first Congress, third session, entitled 
‘* Balances due from collectors of internal revenue, transmitted to the 
House by the Secretary of the Treasury, February 18, 1871,” they will 
find that balances are there shown due to the United States aggregat- 
ing $20,700,983.33. In addition to that will be found Senate Execu- 
tive Document No. 97, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, in regard 
to these same balances due from officers, showing the amount of aggre- 
gate balances against collectors not in office July 1, 1875, amounting 
to $11,000,000, and balances at that date, May 31, 1878, of $3,760,- 
249.44, after deducting unadjusted credits; and House Exécutive Doc- 
ument No. 363, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, entitled ‘‘ Balances 
due to and from the United States, transmitted to the House by the 
Secretary of the Treasury July 28, 1886,” shows, according to the books 
of the Register of the Treasury, balances due the United States amount- 
ing to $25,809,194.40, and due from the United States to sundry per- 
sons $382,104.50. The annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the fiscal year 1887 treats of the same matter. 

By examination of these documents you will find that there are 
thousands of little claims shown by the books of the Register of the 
Treasury to be due to various claimants. I have had some personal 
experience in regard to some of them. 

ere was a land officer in Wisconsin who removed to Missouri and 
died, and according to one of these documents there was a balance of 
over $2,000 due to him whilst he was a Jand officer in 1844, 1845, and 
1846, if my memory serves me correctly, and his heirs were living in 
Missouri. They gota letter from a claim agent stating that there were 
certain sums of money due which he could collect for a certain per- 
centage—whether it was 50 per cent. or 25 per cent. I do not now re- 
member. These parties spoke toa friend. It was the first they had 
heard of it. The man was dead and his children were living there, 
and this gentleman wrote to me and I immediately turned to this docu- 
ment, having had occasion previously to examine it, and there I found 
a Sade name and the two different sums that were reported to be 

me “ i 

I wrote back to the parties that they had no earthly use for an at- 
torney, that he could do no possible benefit, and thereupon I intro- 
duced a bill and had it referred to the Committee on Public Lands, as 
it was a matter pertaining to that committee, and after thinking the 
matter over we concluded not to report a bill directing the payment of 
this sum, but to report a bill directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to re-examine and reaudit the claim and to pay any sum that might 
be found due. I did that out of abundant caution. I believe the 
books will show that this sum is due; but I had had some experience 
in another case, where there was probably some $1,500 or $2,000 shown 
to be due to a deceased Jand officer in Missouri, and it happened that 
when his accounts were finally closed, as was supposed, hissureties hada 
small sum to pay for him, and it was considered a God-send for them 
to get back what they had paid and for his heirs to get the remainder, 
The application was made to the Treasury Department for the pay- 
ment of this balance, but when the account was finally adjusted they 
found that the estate was still in debt to the United States instead of 
the United States being in debt to the officer. There the matter was 
left to rest, and, as a matter of course, nobody had any special interest 
in pressing it any further than that. Ya 

Now, Mr. President, how do these discrepancies come in the Treas- 
ury Department? They come because there is no place, no one reco 
where you can find the entire transaction; and that should be provi 
by law if the Treasury Department has not the authority to institute 
such a division to keep the books of the Treasury and all the accounts 
so that you can go to one book and ascertain the entire status of a case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 0’clock having arriv: 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi. 
ness, which is Senate bill 3401, in relation to the Pacific railroads, on 
yae the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is entitled to the 

oor. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally postponed until the Senator from Missouri 
concludes his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to examine this question of the cause of 
delay in the transaction of the public business and the grounds that 
these claim agents get for imposing upon claimants throughout the 
country. I lay it down as a proposition that— 


The States and the ple having business transactions with the Government 
of the United States, bobs considered and disposed of in the various Executive 
Departments in their sundry bureaus and divisions, have a right todemand and 
require that such business matters shall be considered and disposed of in the 
same careful, faithful, fair, and pent manner b the officers and employés of 
the Government in which good business men, and the officers and employés of 
business firms, corporations, associations, bank institutions, clearing-houses, 
etc., consider and dispose of their business. 

It is the duty of the Government officers and employés to consider, adjust, 
and finally dispose of every class of business matters coming before them fairly. 
justly, promptly, and finally. In all cases where the Government officers and 
employés set’ oe bo Jonnan eia oe of the Pasino matters haa pan 
transacted with individuals and w co: rations, firms, assoc: ons, 
officers and soldiers and sailors of the Army and Navy, and all other civilian 


officers and employés, it is their duty to consider, adjust, audit, and finally dis- 


of all such business matters with promptness, celerity, and dispatch. And 
upon such auditing and final disposition, any sum of money is found to be 
due and owing from the United States to any person, on any account whatever, 
such creditor should be promptly notified and paid without the concealment or 
suppression in any manner of the fact of such seep: basa without wait- 
ing for the presentation of any claim therefor by such creditor; and if, on the 
contrary, upon suth auditing and final d ition, any sum of money is found 
to be due and owing to the United States from any person whomsoever, on any 
account, such debtor, and any and all persons who may be liable for such in- 
Cae e aren cae at perea e lege er ra seneg babat Daa wits 
noti and payment promptly and vigoro! 0; with- 
out wal ng for the death of the debtor or his sureties, or the fean of the life- 
time of a generation or two, 

In all cases wherein the Government officers and employés have not kept all 
the vouchers and records of such business matters in such manner as to enable 
them to adjust, audit, and finally dis of such matters, then they should ex- 
amine and adjust such matters as fully as they can, and ascertain and determine 
the additio: information, evidence, and data requisite and necessary to en- 
able them to make a final audit and disposition of such matters, and at once and 
promptly notify the party or person in interest of such additional information, 
evidence, and data uisite and necessary to a final disposition thereof, and re- 
quire him to furnish the same promptly, and give him a reasonable time to 
sent and furriish the additional requirements according to the nature and r- 
acter of such matters and such sdditional requirements. If such person fail, 
neglect, or refuse to comply therewith within a reasonable time, then they 
should f exey es toa final disposition thereof, and not file the rs away in 
pigeon-holes to be called up at some distant period of time when the parties to 
the business matter ee! be dead, outof office, and their whereabouts unknown, 
or if living and found al recollection of the matter beyond the recall of memory. 
Andif after such notice and failure, and such final disposition, any indebtedness 
is found to be due to the United States from any person, on any account, then 
payment thereof should be promptly and vigorously enforced. 

LAXITY AND DELAYS IN DISPOSING OF BUSINESS, 

That these plain common-sense principles have not been observed in the 
methods of transacting the public business in the various De) nts is made 
only too manifest in the accumulations and pendency of b matters aris- 
ing in past and now undis of. 

For a long series of years in the pastthere have been laxity and delay in mak- 
ing final settlementsand adjustments of claims and balances duefrom the United 
States to official, employé, soldier, and sailor, and other creditors, and appar- 
ently a concealment of the fact of such indebtedness by the United States, as 
shown by the vouchers and records kept in the ion of their own depart- 
ments and awaiting for the presentation of a c therefor by the claimant or 
some claim agent, and the creation of a suspicion of collusion Govern- 
ment officers and employés and such claim nts, and notonly such laxity and 
delay in the final adjustment and payment of claims due from the United 
to creditors of various classes, but also in the adjustment of claims and balances 
due to the United States from accounting officers, agents, emplo; and others, 
and in the prompt and vigorous enforcement of the collection of such balances. 


The remarks I have just submitted are taken from the report of the 
Senate Select Committee to Inquire into and Examine the Methods of 
Business and Work in the Executive Departments, and the causes of 
delays in transacting the public business, etc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the number of that report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is Senate report No. 507 of the first session 
Fiftieth Con, It is the report of the Select Committee to Inquire 
into the Methods of Business in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. President, when we made this inquiry we found a mass of busi- 
ness pending in the Departments, 276,000 individual cases pending in 
the General Land Office undisposed of, and some of them nearly as old 
as the Land Office itself, pigeon-holed for generation after generation. 
Why, Mr. President, only in the last Congress we passed a bill to con- 
firm an entry of land made under a New Madrid certificate of location 
which had been located for over sixty-four years, the land had been ab- 
solutely occupied for sixty-three years, and yet the Land Office after 
that great length of time was about to cancel the o) location. 
To-day there are nearly eight hundred entries in Missouri under the 
graduation law in 1854, and which was repealed in 1862 or 1863, 
pending in the Land Office undisposed of, pigeon-holed, and liable at 
any time to be called up by a clerk or some person there and canceled, 
; ‘rr. President, go into the Third Auditor’s Office and you will find 

claims of soldiers of the Mexican war still pending undisposed of. The 
Auditor does not want to take up these claims and rejectthem. They 
have been filed there in a generation that is gone; there may be very 
little evidence; it may be impossible at this late day to find theclaim- 
ant or any of his witnesses; and the Auditor out of kindness has per- 
mitted these claims to remain there undisposed of. Now and then 
some old soldier of the Mexican war revives the memory he once had 
in his youthful days of a claim for a horse lost in the service, and he 
makes inquiry, furnishes additional proof, and the elaim is adjudicated; 
and for years and years the reports of the Treasury Department of the 
claims adjusted by the different accounting officers show that so-and-so 
is allowed for a horse lost in the Mexican war. The claim agents, in 
many instances, find these things out and notify the parties. 

Now, I say that there are not millions of dollars, but there are many 
thousands of dollars in small sums, in my judgment, due and unpaid 
to the soldiers of the late war, their widows and their orphans. This 
is the prolific source of ignorance, I may say, on the of the claim- 
ants themselves; that is, their inability to find out what is due them; 
and that gives the claim agents an opportunity of presen these fas- 
cinating cireulars to them and getting claims filed. In my judgment, 
that state of affairs ought not to be allowed to continue. It is a dis- 
grace to our civilization; it is a disgrace to our Government and our 

le that we do not adjust these balances which remain, in many 
ces shown by our records kept by our own sworn officers, and 
hunt up the claimants and pay them. 

I was told only recently of an instance that occurred in Germany, 
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where officers upon acertain kind of duty were entitled only to certain 
pay, and upon a different duty, when put in the field, I believe it was, 
there was pay, and one officer had receipted for his account, 
for his monthly pay at the peace rate, the lower rate, while he had 
been nine or ten days of that month on the higher rateof pay. With- 
out noticing the distinction he had made out his account and receipted 
for it. He had immediately gone to the seat of war in the Franco- 
German war, and whilst he was around Sedan a German officer hunted 
him up with a blank receipt and the money and paid him the balance 
that was due him. 

What has been the system in the United States? And I may say it 
has been the system almost from the foundation of the Government. 
The system has been to conceal and suppress, as it were, the various 
little sums due to persons connected with the Government in any ca- 
pacity, or claims of any kind, and every man who gets a dollar has to 
make a claim for it; and unless you make a claim the claim is not ad- 
justed, and you are not paid. 

I will give an instance of this. There was a colored woman whose 
husband was in the Army and died, and she was entitled to a pension. 
She resided as an employé in my house at home. She claimed that 
she was entitled to bounty. 

After a long time she was notified that a paymaster would be at Jef- 
ferson City and would pay her the amount of the bounty. She went 
there, and, if I recollect aright, was paid $90, and $10 was retained for 
attorney’s fees. She came home and complained bitterly that she had 
been swindled out of $100. She claimed that she was entitled to $200 
bounty. This was about 1875 or 1876. For yearsshe claimed that she 
had been practically swindled out of $100 of bounty which was due her. 
Finally, in 1884—I think it was in the fall of 1884, or more probably 
in the fall of 1885—shé had a letter written to me, and I determined to 
ascertain whether she had been unjustly dealt with. SolI wrote togeta 
copy of the receipt she had given and the names of the witnesses to her 
signature, for I knew she could not write, and the name of the pay- 
master, so that I could ascertain whether any improper practices had 
been used. I received a copy of the receipt and the names of the wit- 
nesses to it, showing that only $90 had been paid her, and that was the 
amount she said had been paid her, and that $10 had been retained. 
I found a little pencil slip in this letter stating, ‘‘ It is believed $100 ad- 
ditional bounty is due to this woman.’’ 

They were not allowed to give that information officially; and some 
honest, deserving, and worthy clerk who saw the record and saw that 
$100 was due to this , ignorant colored woman, had the kindness 
of heart to write on a little piece of loose paper, in pencil, so that the 
handwriting, ete., could not be identified, that it was believed there 
was $100 due to this woman. I immediately sent her a form of appli- 
cation for arrears of pay and bounty, and had it presented, and after 
the lapse of about four months the claim was adjudicated and the $100 
was paid to her. 

Now, mark you, she had already made one application for bounty, 
and one-half of the bounty had been paid to her. I say this is not the 
right policy. The Government has not been doing right. This sys- 
tem is wrong; it is morally wrong, it is legally wrong, and I say that 
the accounting officers should be required regardless of the lapse of time 
or anything else, whenever they find that our own records kept by our- 
selves show that we owe any person who has been connected with the 
pobtie service in an official capacity by contractor otherwise a particu- 

sum of money, itshould be audited, and that man should be hunted 
up and should be paid. 

But, Mr. President, there is another class of claims that should be 
dealt with differently, and that is where the man who has a claim 
against the Government keeps his own account and has his own means 
of ing the evidence to substantiateit. In thatcase there should 
be a limitation and the Government should not be compelled to hear a 
claim twenty or thirty or fifty years after it has passed or ten years 
after the officers and employés of the Government who transacted the 
business have died or moved away and the Government can have no 
opportunity of testing the correctness of the claimant’s account, 

is a matter that must bedealt with. Our Departments are del- 
uged with these arrears of business, and there is but one way, in my 
judgment, the right way, and that is to take R the pay-rolls of the 
Army, to commence with the Army accounts and the pay-rolls keptin 
the office of the Second Auditor in good condition, sent there by the 
Paymaster-General as vouchers for the payments made thereon in bulk 
by the paymasters. They have not been worn ont. They have not 
been mutilated. Those rolls should be used, and in connection with 
them there should be made out an indexed record of every soldier con- 
nected with the service during the late war. It is an easy matter to 
make it. The whole information can be placed upon one index card, 
and then you can transcribe from the pay-rolls the entire military his- 
tory of a soldier and all amounts that may be due to.or from him. In- 
that way, in one method of adjustment, you close all the accounts of 
the soldiers of the late war. Whenever it is found that any sum is due 
to them, then they should be hunted up and paid. If that were done 
the ground that the sharks have for robbing the soldiers, their widows, 
en vee The Government is to some extent to 
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This system can be easily applied. You can apply the card-index- 
record system to the pay-rolls, and wherever there was not Sed, DAE 
made and a muster was made, then go to the Adjutant-General’s Office 
and take the muster-rolls, and there you have the complete record ot 
the soldier as to his service, as to his pay, as to his bounty, and as to 
everything connected with him, and all kinds of liabilities for and 
against him. ae 

This is not any stupendous work. It can be easily done if it can be 
entered upon. The same system has been applied to the pension and 
record division of the Surgeon-General’s Office, where there were 19,000 
hospital records, and they have been practically transcribed, over half 
or two-thirds of the work being done on these card-index records, so 
that in a few minutes any soldier whose name is borne there can ob- 
tain a statement of his hospital record almost as quickly as you would 
go to a library and take down a dictionary and ascertain the meaning 
of a word, because it is all condensed on one card. 

In the examination that the Senate select committee made we were 
satisfied that we could not devise and recommend the proper remedies 
for all these delays, forall this duplicate work in the Departments; and 
therefore the select committee recommended the appointment of a com- 
mission or committee in both the War Department and the 
Department to consider the methods of business there and to shorten 
them, abbreviate them, reduce them to order and to form, and dis- 
pense with all the useless labor. Those two committees have made 
their reports, which were very recently submitted to me as chairman 
of the Senate select committee, and I hope to be able to submit them 
to the Senate before the close of the present session. Very many great 
and important changes have been made in both the Treasury and War 
Departments in simplifying the methods of business and facilitating its 
transaction, and in dispensing with useless and unnecessary formalities, 

I do not desire to detain the Senate any longer. I py, wish to 
say in reference to the ion cases what I understand to be the rule 
of the Committee on Pensions. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sawyer], who, I believe, is the chairman of that committee, is now 

t, and I make the statement in his presence. I understand that 
t is a rule of the Pension Committee only to consider such cases of 
soldiers’ pensions as have been rejected by the Pension Office. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; that is the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They must have made their application to the 
Pension Office, and the pension claim also must have been rejected. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When a bill is introduced and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, as I understand (and I want to be correct in 
this matter, for I want it to go on record), the committee sends to the 
Pension Office for the papers there filed. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The papers there filed and any additional papers 
that may be filed when the bill or petition is introduced to accompany 
it are considered, and upon them the report is made; and these pre- 
tended attorneys and claim agents who tell about the wonderful num- 
ber of bills that have been passed by Congress have nothing in the 
world to do with them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to make a suggestion there. That 
question bothers me. In many a case of that sort the poor soldier is 
not a lawyer, not a business man, and he does not know anything about 
that additional evidence. He does not know how to-get it up at all. 
Why should not he, as anybody else does, employ somebody to do it? 
The attorney, if he be an honest one, whom he employs, knows just what 
blanks to fill out; he knows what additional evidence is necessary, and 
he can advise and assist the soldier in doing it. I do not see why that 
is not as legitimate as any other legal business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If he had an attorney at home to assist in the 
preparation of any affidavits that might be required, it is presumed 
that if the pension attorney has done his duty he has required him to 
present to the Pension Office all the obtainable evidence. If he has 
not done that he is not worthy of being retained in the case, and will 
be of no further service to the pensioner before Congress. He ought to 
tell him what kind of evidence to present to the Pension Office and the 
evidence ought to be presented there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will pardon me there-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, it is no interruption. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A good pension lawyer—the better he is the more 
certain he is to know it—does not present certain evidence in the mat- 
ter, because he knows it will be of no use under the law, but it may 
be at the same time evidence that goes strongly to the equity of the 
case when presented to Congress, which has full jurisdiction. Is not 
that quite conceivable? What is the use of a person sending a class of 
secondary evidence or evidence still further removed, when he knows 
the Pension Office by the terms of the law can not use it ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions if there are many cases where any additional evidence is filed ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I am not chairman of the committee, but I will 
answer the question. What is the question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are there many cases where additional evidence 
is filed outside of the Pension Office? 

Mr. SAWYER, There are quite a number of cases where evidence 


comes to the committee through the Senate, and that is always con- 
sidered with the papers that come from the Pensign Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the great bulk of the cases are considered 
on evidence which had been filed in the Pension Office? 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, yes, the great bulk of the cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So my statement is absolutely correct upon that 
question. Theseattorneys practically do no service so far as that is con- 
cerned. I knowI have had frequent cases where soldiers have said that. 
they found they were not entitled to pensions under the law; and I 
have always advised them to make application to the Pension Office 
oua ane the = pace, so that Se ores mona be on file and 
co be sent for by the committee when a bill for a special pension 
should be introduced. 

The question of limitation is a very important one. I would dis- 
like very much for the Appropriations Committee to be instructed to 
report legislation on that question at this time. Ido not think we 
should have time to mature any legislation at this session, and besides, 
the legislation does not belong to the Appropriations Committee. 

I have stated simply what I think ought to be done. I think we 
ought to require the Departments to adjudicate all claims which their 
own records show to be complete, and where sums are due to parties 
we ought to hunt them up and pay them. I donot think there ought 
to be any requirement that the party should present a claim before he 
could receive payment. I think where parties themselves have claims 
we ought to require those claimants to present them and the evidence 
within a certain time, and if they do not present them I think after 
the lapse of that time the claim should be disallowed and should be 
Saa barred, and no accounting officer should be permitted to recon- 

er it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask a question, if the Senator will 
allow me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. - 

Mr. TELLER. The people who have these claims allowed very fre- 
quently do not know it. A great many land officers who sent up their 
claims to be adjudicated when they went ont of the land office have had 
their claims allowed and have never been notified, and have gone on 
year after year without notice from the Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is nodoubtof that. I say it has been the 
policy of the Government, so far as I can learn, from time immemorial, 
instead of hunting up a claimant and paying him or making known to 
him that there is a sum of money due him, to conceal that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. May I say another word? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not only what the Senator says is true, but 
it has been regarded as a great breach of public morals for a clerk in 
any of the Departments to suggest to anybody that there was a claim 
in his favor. I have no doubt if a clerk upon the record of which he 
speaks, where there appears to be due a woman $100, should give in- 
formation which that woman had sent here, he would have been dis- 
missed from office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the rule, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I say the system is vicious and wrong, and it 
ought not to be permitted to continue. We ought to compel the De- 
partments to bring up their business. Where a claimant has a claim 
against the Government and has the evidence in his own hands he 
Sie gh be required to present it, so that the Government could pass 
upon it. ‘ 

As to another class of cases, the Second Auditor in his report com- 
ments at length upon the fact that on the examination of the claims of 
soldiers and officers during the late war, in many instances little bal- 
ances are found to bedue to the officersand the soldiers, and for the first 
time, twenty-odd years after the war is closed, they are notified of the 
fact. This is wrong. The Departments have no right to wait for that 
lapse of time. We had a case here in which Congress afforded relier 
where $2,000 was paid in 1861, in the beginning of the war, to General 
Thomas L. Price, of Jefferson City, Mo., as a secret-service fund, and 
that never had been credited to him, and it came up against his estate. 
A suit was instituted against him twenty-odd years after the occurrence 
and long after he was in his grave. In the examination of the claims 
in that matter I discovered the fact that a certain little sum of money 
had been paid in 1861 to a regularly commissioned officer whose salary 
was not then fixed by law, stationed at Jefferson City, and when the 
accounts were reached in the course of three or four years the amount 
of this payment was suspended and charged up against General Price 
because he was commanding at the time. 

We have no right to keep balances due to the United States con- 
cealed for so long a time and then come in after the party is dead and 
has no means of meeting the account. If we have a claim against an 
individual we, having the records, should present it within a reasona- 
ble time or be barred, just as we require a claimant who has a claim 
and has the evidence within his own possession to present it within a 
reasonable time. In other words, there should be an equality between 
the United States enforcing its claim against an individual and an in- 
dividual enforcing his claim against the United States. i 

I hope that Congress will take this matter up and will adjust it, 


. 
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How we can do it in the Committee on Appropriations I can not pos- 
sibly see. I do not believe that committee would have the time to ad- 
just it; but it is a great question, it isan important one, and it should 
disposed of, and disposed of, as I think, in the manner I have indi- 
cated. s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will be resumed to-morrow as current morn- 
ing business. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not informed that any one desires to debate 
the resolution any further, and therefore I hope there may be a vote 


upon it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call up the legislative appropriation bill. 
Of course, if there is to be no further debate on the resolution, I shall 
iel 


eld. 
y Mr, CHANDLER. There is to be no further debate upon it, I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thad told the Senator from New Hampshire that I 
wanted to say a few words on this matter. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the provisions of section 137 
of the Revised Statutes the President of the Senate appoints as mem- 
bers of the Board of Visitors to attend the annual examination of cadets 
at the United States Military Academy, Messrs. Davis and DANIEL, 


TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3858) in relation todead 
and fallen timber on Indian lands, 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the President of the United States may from year to year, in his discre- 
tion, under such regulations as he may prescribe, authorize thé indiags resid- 
ing on reservations or allotments the fee to which remains in the Unifed States 
to fell, cut, remove, sell, or otherwise dispose of the dead timber standing or 
fallen on such reservation or allotment forthe sole benefit of such Indian or In- 
dians. But whenever there is reasonable cause to believe that such timber has 
been killed, burned, girdled, or otherwise injured for the purpose of securing 
its sale under this act, then in that case such authority shall not be granted, 


Mr. DAWES. I move a concurrence in the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 


i 
Mr. HARRIS. Istheamendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa } moves that the Senate agree to the amendment made to the bill in the 


ding? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then there is no amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. FRYE. If the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is to take up any length of time I shall have to demand the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut rises 
to debate the resolution. Does the Senator from Maine object ? 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe resolution is to occupy time, I understood the 
Senator from New Hampshire, when he asked that it might be con- 
sidered now, to state that a vote would be taken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I made thatstatementin good faith. The Sena- 
tor from Connecticut had stated that he wished to say a few words. 
Subsequently he informed me that he did not know whether he would 
do so or not. Therefore I thought that perhaps the vote could be taken 
without further debate. I do not know whether any other Senator 
wishes to speak besides the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine is entitled 
to call for the regular order. ‘Does he object to the farther considera- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not propose to speak at any length. I shall 
be out of the way in four or five minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. If only for four or five minutes I shall not of course in- 
sist on the regular order. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the resolution might as well go over until to- 
morrow. I have refrained from saying anything, although I desire to 
debate it, for one, I will reserve the right to say something upon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In that case I will sit down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine calls for 
the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I request that the resolution remain as 
morning business. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Isthereobjection? TheChair hears 
none, 5 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White Earth 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the 
District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

MOUNT VERNON ROAD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the Honse of Representatives to the bill (S. 3800) directing a survey 
ofa road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon and making an 
appropriation therefor. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, at the end of 
line 15, to insert the following proviso: f 


Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to bind the Government of 
the United States to pay for any portion of the right of ony. fot the avenue con- 


templated by this act. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of or ipa to the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial 
by jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other 

ei which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
um 


House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of H. L. Matheny 
and 16 others, citizens of Lunenberg vicinity, Arkansas, praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented numerous petitions of citizens of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, and sale of alcoholic liquor throughout the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported two 
amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3681) granting the right of way to the 
Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, 
Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in tha 
State of Kansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for carrying the same into effect, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3927) to authorize the appoint- 
ment to office or position of American citizens over twenty-one years 
of age, who have been ascertained by civil-service examination to be 
qualified; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3928) to amend rule 2, of section 
4233, of chapter 5 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to lights on vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 3929) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at the city of New Berne, N. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. . 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S, 3930) for the relief of H. J. Cheney; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. VEST introduced a biil (S. 3931) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri Riverat some accessible point in Boone 
County, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Come 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be wet rit 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred te 
the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
report to the Senate the assessed market value of the capital stock of all corpo- 
rations within the District of Columbia assessed in accordance with existing law 
for personal taxation, the amount of tax paid by such corporation, and for any 
facts or information within their knowledge tending to show any evasion of 
the law on the part of any of said corporations, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the eoncurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
braced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation, in Min- 
nesota; = 

A bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the sadist Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kan- 
838; an : 

A bill (H. R. 12292) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 861, and 862, 
Paren tatutes of the United States relating to the District of Co- 

umbia. 

The message also announced that the House requested the Senate to 
furnish the House with a duplicate copy of the concurrent resolution 
directing the manner of the enrollment of the bill (S. 2305) to author- 
ize and provide for the disposition of useless papers in the Executive 
Departments, the original having been lost. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory. 


ENROLLED DILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee; 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of ion to George W. Durfee; 

A bill (H. R. 500) for the relief of William R. Blakeslee; 

A bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood; 

A bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of 
Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn on European dock-yards; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 257) making an appropriation for payment 
to the legal representatives of James B, Eads. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MrrcHELL] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. With the consent of the Senator from Oregon, I 
ask the Senate to resume the consideration of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial at ace bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business, being Senate bill 3401, 
concerning the Pacific railroads, be informally laid aside, and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11795) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


urposes. 
p Mr. FRYE. I yield because I am obliged to do so. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr. HAWLEY, under the head 
of ‘‘ Civil Service Commission,’’ on page 20, line 19, tostrike out ‘‘ two’? 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

Three clerks of class 2, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. CHANDLER] is entitled to the floor on the pending amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when I was interrupted yester- 
day by the motion to adjourn I was stating to the Senate the fact that 
the civil-service law of itself classified the bulk of the clerks in the 
various Departments, and that there was no need of departmental action 
to make the classification which would bring those clerks under the 
operation of the civil-service act, which requires appointments to be 
made from persons who have passed competitive examinations. The 
ou report of the Civil Service Commission, on page 105, states 

at— 


The clerks of each of the following ments: State, War, Treasury, Just- 
ice, Post-Oflice, Navy, and Interior, were divided into the following classes: First 
class, salary $1,200 per annum; second class, $1,400 per annum; third 
class, salary $1,600 per annum; and fourth class, salary $1,800 per annum. 

Upon these of clerks, in the Departments named, the civil-service act, 
by virtue of its seventh section, became operative on July 16, 1883. 


XX—10L 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the ee ee 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am reading from the fourth report of the 
United States Civil Service Commission, introduced into the debate 
yesterday by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 105. The report then proceeds to re- 
cite section 7 of that act, which excludes from appointment to the civil 
service any person into any “‘of the said classes now existing or that 
may be arranged hereafter pursuant to said rules,’’ until he has passed 
an examination, etc. As stated yesterday, the only affirmative action 
required by the heads of Departments in the way of classification was 
to classify clerks whose salaries might be above $1,800 a year and not 
exempt by the statute from civil-service examination and clerks whose 
salaries might be less than $1,200. 

As I understand, in all the Departments of the Government as it ap- 
pears from this very report of the Civil Service Commission from which 
the Senator has read, a classification had been recoguized under which 
all appointments to clerical positions in the Departments were to be 
made only after competitive examinations in pursuance of the act. 

I make the’ statement broadly that as a matter of fact the statute 
was obeyed by the Departments, not only in reference to appointment 
to the four classes of clerks who are specified, but with reference to 
clerks whose salaries were more than $1,800, and also with reference 
to clerks whosesalaries were less than $1,200, and no classification was 
made in 1884 after the Presidential election by which there were in- 
cluded in the classes of clerks who could only be appointed after com- 
petitive examination any clerks who as a matter of fact had been eli- 
gible to appointment only as the result of competitive examinations be- 
fore the election in 1884. 

If this be correct, what becomes of the Senator’s claim that the ac- 
tion of the present President of the United States in putting 5,320 em- 
ployés in the postal service under the protection of the civil-service act 
after the election in November last was justified by anything of the 
same kind which had been done by the previous administration ? 

It seems to me that the whole of the Senator’s claim is groundless, 
I admit that he has been misled into making his claim naturally enough 
by the language used by the Civil Service Commission in their report. 
But there certainly was no change in the practice of the last adminis- 
tration which justifies the action of this Administration. Iask the 
Senator to inform the Senate whether prior to November, 1884, and 
after this act went into operation, he can point out a single appoint- 
ment made toa clerical position in any one of the Departments with- 
out a civil-service examination which could not have been made with- 
out a civil-service examination after November, 1884, I believe that 
he will be unable to point out a single case of that sort. I am certain 
that as to the Navy Department he will not be able to point out a sin- 
gle case of that kind, and I believe he will not be able to find it in 
any other of the Departments. 5 

In the face of this fact how can the Senator justify by any precedent 
the action of the present President of the United States, who, after he 
had appointed, as I find by the report of the Postmaster-General, in 
1887, 3,633 employés in the postal service, having never thought, so far 
as the public knew or as appears of record anywhere, of including the 
5,320 employés of such service within the operation of the civil-service 
rales, yet on the 5th day of December, after he had been defeated for 
re-election, and when it had become apparent that the administration 
was to go out of power and be succeeded by a Republican administra- 
tion, proceeded to attempt to put these 5,320 employés under the sup- 
posed protection of the civil-service act? 

Mr. President, there was no justification for it in anything that had 
taken place in any previous administration. ‘There was no justification 
for it in anything that had gone before in the action of President Cleve- 
land himself. It was not a bona fide execution of the civil-service law 
in my judgment; and I trust that one of the first acts of the incoming 
administration will be to defeat this attempt to protect the swarm of 
disreputable and incompetent postal clerks who were put into the serv- 
ice, all the appointees numbering 3,633 prior to December, 1887, and I 
do not know how many since, not all of whom were incompetent, but 
a large number of whom were incompetent. 

I hope that the order will be revoked as not having been a legitimate 
execution of the civil-service act which the President had been under- 
taking to administer for three years and a half, as not having been an 
attempt in good faith to carry out the principles of that act; and that 
the postal service of the United States will start in March next exactly 
where President Cleveland had it in the month of November, 1888, be- 
fore he knew he had been defeated for re-election. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, I am astonished that my good 
friend from New Hampshire should quibble so much on the word “‘ re- 
vise,” and attempt to make it appear that there was no actual revis- 
ion of the classified list in the Navy Department after the election of 
1884, I did not make the statement I made yesterday, nor read the 
documents I read, unadvisedly. The Senator is himself simply mis- 
taken in believing that I am the one mistaken. 

The act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate and improve the civil service of 
the United States’? brought within its terms and provisions certain 
classes of officers in the Departments without any act on the part of 
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the head of a Department. The law itself placed under its provisions 
and protection the classified departmental s#rvice, the clerks receiving 
salaries of $1,200, $1,400, $1,600, and $1,80v, being clerks of classes 1, 
2,3, and 4. The third subdivision of section 6 of the civil-service act 
provides— 

That from timo to time said Secretary— 

Referring to the Secretary of the Treasury— 


the Postmaster-General, and each of the heads of Departments mentioned in 
the one hundred and fifty-eighth section of the Revised Statutes, and each head 
of an office, shall, on the direction of the President, and for facilitating the ex- 
ecution of this vely revise any then existing classification or ar 
rangement of those in their respective Departments and offices, and shall, for 
the purposes of the examination herein provided for, include in one or more of 
such classes, so far as practicable, subordinate places, clerks, and officers in the 
blic retard pertaining to their respective Departments not before classified 
r examination. 


As I understand (and I shall thank the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to correct me if I am incorrect), the clerks of claases 1, 2, 3, and 
4 in the Navy Department, immediately after the passage of this civil- 
service act, became subject to the civil-service law and regulations, and, 
as he says, no appointments were thereafter made to those classified 
places except under the civil-service law and ons, That was 
the classification of his Department. Isaid that he revised and reclass- 
ified the Department. 

I quoted the language of the Civil Service Commission in their re- 
pa stating the fact that a revision of the classification had been made. 

e Senator puts that pointin dispute. If he did not do that he vio- 
lated the law. The section of the law which I have read required him 
from time to time, under the direction of the President, to revise the 
classification of his Department, and if under the requirements of the 
President he failed to do that he violated the letter as well as the spirit 
of the civil-service law. Isay he did it. I say he was compelled to 
do it under the law, and that it was a revision of the classification ex- 
isting by operation of law in his Department, and that revision of the 
classification was in obedience to the requirements of law, and was 
made after the election in 1884. 

Now, let us examine that point. What does the Civil Service Com- 
mission say on page 107? 

On November Baer the commission received from the Secre 
Navy, in a communication dated November 22, 1834, a revision of the c 
tion of that Department, dated November 1, 1584. 

Was that true? It was emphatically, legally, and equitably true, 
and it was only the delayed performance of a duty which had devolved 
upon the Secretary of the Navy immediately upon the passage of that 
act. It was delayed until after the election in November, 1884, 

I say the Civil Service Commission were correct in their report. The 
law says that the heads of Departments shall revise the classification. 
The .aw made the classification and it was to be revised from time to 
time. I did not say that the Secretary of the Navy had revised a re- 
vision of the classification, as some of the other heads of Departments 
did, but I said that he had revised the classification, and the law and 
the report show that I was exactly correct in that statement. 

Did the Secretary extend the classification made by the civil-service 
law? I believe we have agreed that under the law clerks of classes 1, 
2,3, and 4 alone were embraced and classified and became subject to 
that law. The Secretary in his order of November 22, 1884, to which 
I have referred, brought within the purview of the civil-service law 
and regulations and under them clerks of $1,000 per annum, $900 
copyists, and $720 copyists. That seems to me an extension of the pro- 
visions of the civil-service law by this revision to classes not previ- 
ously embraced within its terms, this revision was made on the 
22d day of November, 1884. I yesterday had read to the Senate the 
letter of the Secretary of November 22, 1884, signed by him, which I 
will not quote to-day. 

Yesterday I showed that the entire Agricultural Department had 
been, after the election in November, 1884, brought under the civil- 
service law and regulations. Ofthatthereisnodispute. Ialsoshowed 
how many of the different Departments had revised -——— 

Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator state in that connection how many 
clerks it covered? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I did not. 

Mr. DAWES. Could the Senator do so conveniently ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not. I should be very glad if the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, who doubtless carries in his head the number 
of all the clerks in the different Departments, would state it, so that it 
may go on record, 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire in good faith forinformation. It seems to 
me that as compared with fifty-five hundred it is somewhere less than 
one hundred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it was more than that in the Agricult- 
ural Department; but there were not over a thousand, and probably 
not over five hundred, who were brought within the civil-service law. 
There were a great many there who were brought within the civil-serv- 
ice law who were not clerks. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator confident that the number would be 
seventy-five in the Agricultural t? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. All, as I understand, were brought 
under it whose salary was over $55 per month, : 
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Mr. DAWES. I know the limitation, but Ido not know how many. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Missouri will allow the 
statement to be made of how many clerks there were in the Agricult- 
ural bie mee it appears on page 495 of this same report. Five 
clerks of class 4; nine clerks of class 3; nine clerks of class 2; seven- 
teen clerks of class 1; twenty-three clerks at $1,000 each; twenty 
clerks at $840 each, and seven clerks at $720 each. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the aggregate? 

_ Mr. CHANDLER. I havenot footed it up. Those are all the clerks 
in = Department of Agriculture who were put under the civil-serv- 
ice rules, 

Mr. DAWES. It would be interesting to have the aggregate stated 
for the benefit of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator from New Hampshire un- 
derstand that there were also brought within the classified list or un- 
der the civil-service law clerks at $720 per annum, clerks in the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, the disbursing officer, ete.? i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not. I understand that those I have read 
sara all of the clerks who were classified in the-Department of Agri- 
culture, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave not had time to read the entire list of 
names of those who were classified. I will get it in a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] 
informs me that it makes ninety clerks in the Department of Agricult- 
ure, which the Senator from Missouri makes an excuse for appointing 
3,630 clerks in the railway mail service and placing them under the 
civil-service act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itought to be said that in the paragraph following 
those the Senator from New Hampshire has referred to the report pro- 
ceeds to name the disbursing officer at $1,800, an assistant to the dis- 
bursing officer at $1,400, Mrs. Shepherd at $1,000; librarian, superin- 
tendent of the folding room, and several other employés whose salaries 
were none of them more than a thousand dollars, making perhaps fif- 
teen more. 

Mr, TELLER, They were excepted? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They were not included. 

2 Mr. HAWLEY. Then there are ninety of the ordinary classifica- 
ons, 

Mr, COCKRELL. I will make the statement mathematically ac- 
curate and exact, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
desires to know it. 


List of clerks in the United States Department of Agriculture classified in no- 
cordance with the act entitled “An act to regulate and improve the civil sery- 
ice of the United States,” approved January 16, 1883. 


W. Snow, Templo Clark. 
reports: I.I. Noah, 


W. Ivins, James J. m, George W. Kennicutt, Mrs. F. N. Gregory, Mrs. M. 
H. Rorr, Miss Evie Lyons, Inthe bureau of statistics: Henry R. Burrill, Henry 
C. Robinson, Miss S, L. Somm Miss Eva Quinn, Miss Louise Breedin, Com- 
poin matter for annualand special reports: Warren O, Tilton, W. Hall, 

. P. Turner, Richard J. Hinton, Clerk in the bureau of forestry: bert W. 


Best. 

Clerks at $1,000 each (23): In the office of the Commissioner: Mra, S. E. Jen- 
kins, Mrs. M. M. Ingram, Mrs. M. D. Newell, Mrs. W. E. Robinson, Mrs, A. H. 
Love, Miss A. M. Winfield, Miss Maggie Taylor, Miss Carrie L. Dubois. In the 
seed bureau: Thomas J. cc C.Wright, John J. Atwell, Mrs. C.Waldren, 
In the bureau of statistics: ward B, Jones, Mrs, C. W, Pattison, Miss Anna 
Montgomery, Miss C. Shanahan, Miss S. F. Seaton, Miss Eliza aS Day, Miss 
Maria L. Wood. Compiling matter for annual and special reports: Mrs. EL 
Baes M pen] ‘bi Latham, Frank Thoma. Oopyist in the chemical bureau: Miss 

nia á 

‘ks at $840 each (20): In the office of the Commissioner: Miss Jennie K. 
Wharton, Montague Fassett, Miss Tillie Little, Mrs, E. L. Eaton, Mrs, C. M. 
Finckell, Miss F. O. Cox. In the bureau of statistics: Mrs. M. A. Lord, Mrs, 
E. L. Clark, Miss E, V. Pepin, Miss Flora Schmidt. In the seed bureau: Mrs. 
Ella Edwards, Mrs. Margaret Jones. Compiling matter for annual and special 
reports: Mrs. A. E. Woulfe, Mrs. Isabel O, dux, Mrs. M. A. Robbins, Mrs, 
R. B. Clarke, Miss A. E. Barbour, Miss A. W. Carman, Miss Carrie Thompson. 
In the division of silk culture: E. M. Thoman. 
5 — at tp dre er i In the my th u a z ty Ren Baile Hoag 

. D. Forest. matter for ann pak spatial, pert: . Go 
Grigiby, Miss L.G. Burttides. Miss M. McCutcheon, Miss. Kenin, Mrs. M. 
A. child, Clerk to Bureau of Animal Industry: Miles er, $1,500. 
Miscellaneous, disburring officer: B. F. Fuller, A Assistant to disbursin: 


officer: Henry Phelps, $1,400; Mrs, B. S. Shepherd, . Librarian: Mrs, E. H. 
Stevens, $1, Su 


ntendent of ayy See : 8.8.B $1,200, In the 
chemical bureau; O. Richardson, $1 ; gar Richards, $1,600; A. E. Knorr, 
$1,200; F. V. Broadbent, $1,200; John 


ugan, $1,000. Employés in the laboratory: 
©. A-Grampton, $1.20; G. L. Spencer, $1,200; William . $1,000; T. O, Tres- 
cott. $1,000; W. P. Wheeler, $1,000. In the botanical bureau: W, P. Conant, $1,200, 
In the bureau of entomology : eodore Pergrande, $1,400; B. Pickman Mann, 
$1,600; L. O. Howard, $1,600; Albert Koebele, $1,200; W. S. Barnard, $1.800; E, 
A Schwartz, $1,600; M. G. Champney, $1,000; Lillie Sullivan, $1,000, ‘In the mu- 
seum: Robert G. Blaine, curator, $1,400; David McCurdy, $1,000. Foreman in 
the grounds: James Kerr, $1,200. 

GEO, B. LORING, 


Commissioner of 
That is signed by ** George B. Loring, Commissioner of Agriculture,” 
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and those are the brought under the civil-service law and reg- 

ulations in the Department of Agriculture. 

To ial Then the Senator from New Hampshire is not correc 
e 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New Hampshire says that those 
who were read under the head of “Miscellaneous ” by the Senator 
from Missouri were not included. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not if George B. Loring, the Commissioner of 
Agriculture, was correct in making the report. The Senator from New 
Hampshire can settle with him as te whether these persous were 
brought within the law or not. The Commissioner of Agriculturesays 
they were, and the Civil Service Commission say they were. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They make thirty more, if that is true, but I 
understand that only the ninety clerks were included within the pro- 
visions of the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not see how the Senator so understands it, 
when the Civil Service Commission, on page 110, give the list of those 
who were brought within the civil-service law and tions just as 
I have read it, and include these ‘‘ miscellaneous’ employés in it; and 
then George B. Loring, the Commissioner, reports the name, „and 
everything, of those who were brought within the law, and it makes 
the number I have read. 

Mr. DAWES, How many? Does it state? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not counted it up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
thinks the Commissioner of Agriculture himself would have his dis- 
bursing officer and the assistant to the disbursing officer appointed in 

rsuance of civil-service examinations? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know what he would have. Iam not 
interpreting what he wanted, or anything about it. Iam reading now 
on page 110 of the fourth annual report of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, and I find there: 


in a written communication, 
and received November 24, 1884, 


cordance with the act entitled ‘An act to regulate 
of the United States,’ approved January 16, 1883." By 
the Department of ulture were arranged into the following classes, 
Here they are given: 
1, Clerks of class 1, $1,200 annum, 
2, Clerks Steines y $1400 ber annum, 
3. Clerks of class 3, $1,600 per annum, 
4. Clerks of class 4, $1,800 per annum, 
5. Clerks at $1,000 per annum each. 
6. Clerks at $840 per annum each. 
7. Olerks at $720 perannum each. 
8. Clerks to Bureau of Animal Industry, 
10. erties ts coin iia 
k nt . 
11, Librarian 


12. Superintendent ee 
13. Employés in the bureau, 
14. Employés in the laboratory. 

15. in the 


That was confirmed, and the list was made out by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, and is inserted on pages 495 and 496, and headed 
“ Listof clerks in the United States Department of Agriculture, classi- 
fied in accordance with the act entitled ‘An act to regulate and im- 
prove the civil service of the United States,’ approved January 16, 
1883,” and is ‘t George B. Loring, Commissioner of Agriculture.” 
In this list is given the name of each clerk and the amount of his sal- 
ary; and these are the persons who were classified under that law after 
the election in November, 1884. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to ask the Senator if he under- 
stands that all the persons appointed in any one of these eighteen 
classes, the first four being the four statutory classes and the last one be- 
ing the foreman in the grounds, have been since that date appointed 
only after examinations under the civil-service law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That I do not know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill ask the Senator if he is familiar with the 
exceptions which are given on page 153 of this report? 

Ruts XIX. 

There are excepted from examination the following. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know of that exception. 4 

Mr, CHANDLER. Giving the exceptions under the rules. Then I 
would ask him whether it is not t that the Commissioner of 

iculture gave a full list of all his clerks and employés? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not only those properly classified under the law 
if the Department was subject to the civil-service law, which is doubt- 
ful, as the commissioners say, but also those who were exempt from 
examination, and who were not bound to be appointed under civil-serv- 
ice examinations. Is not that apparent? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think not. I think it is apparent that there 
area good many employés in the Agricultural Department who are 
not mentioned here at all—quite a large number—and I think it was 


apparent that those who were not mentioned here are quite numerous, 
I do not know how many, but quite a number are not mentioned 


here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we give the Senator one hundred and 
thirty in the Department of Agriculture, and now I ask the Senator, 
for the purposes of the comparison which he instituted between the 
action of President Arthur’s administration and the action of the pres- 
ent Administration, this question: Does the Senator know a single case 
where prior to November, 1884, a clerk of any grade was appointed in 
any Department, except the Agricultural Department, without a civil- 
service examination, who, by reason of any reclassification or any other 
action taken between November, 1884, and March 4, 1885, could not _ 
be appointed without civil-service examination ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, Idonot know what appointments were made 
in the various De ents here. It would be impossible for any one 
man to know it. The Secretary does not know what was done in his 
own De t so far as that is concerned. There is no head of a 
bureau who could tell about every appointment that was made in his 
bureau. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator desiresto be fair. I pointout to him 
that up to December, 1887, 3,633 persons had been appointed under 
President Cleveland’s administration in the postal service without 
civil-service examination, and now I ask the Senator to point out one 
person who prior te November, 1884, had been appointed without civil- 
service examination, who, by any action taken after November, 1884, 
would have had to have been appointed with civil-service examina- 
tion, I say that is the issue which the Senator makes. I want to 
hold him to the issue if I can. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here are clerksin the Senator’s own Department, 
the Navy Department, that he took in who did not belong to the clas- 
sified service. He took in copyists, as I have read, and clerks at $1,000 

annum—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Copyists at $900 per annum and $720 per an- 
num. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr, COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not one of them. I stated yesterday that after 
six months from the date of the passage of the civil-service act there 
was not a single person appointed to any clerical position in the Navy 
Department, not to any position except that of workman or laborer, 
which is the exception of the statute, except as the result of a civil- 
service examination. I want to ask the Senator whether he is pre- 
pared to name a single appointee or to point out a single appointee of 
that kind there in the Navy t or in an sare gees 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt that I do it if I had time 
o marek the records and examine them. I have nota particle of doubt 
about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, that is just the issue. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I have not examined the records, and the 
Senator knows well enough that no living being has ever undertaken 
such a job as that would be. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator is certainly mistaken. He has full 
access to the books of the a ts, and all he has to do is to ask 
the heads of w after the act went into i 
and before November, 1884, any clerks were appointed without a civil- 
service examination. I undertake to say there were none, and that 
the Senator can not find any. I say that he can not find any as to the 
Navy Department, and I believe he can find none in any of the other 
Departments—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notwithstanding the books have been opened 
and the heads of the Departments have been searching for four years, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
ee With infinite pleasure, just as long as he wants 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg pardon of the Chair. I had been speak- 
“rho PRESIDING OFFICER. “The rales require that 

S ə rules require issi 
H saat permission 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I am through; only I do not understand the 
reason why the Chair interrupted me, because I had been speaking for 
some time, as I supposed with the consent of the Senator from Mis- 


souri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair interrupted the Senator 
from New Hampshire in compliance with the rules. The rules require 
that when a Senator rises to interrupt another Senator, permission 
shall be obtained. The conversation seemed to be general between the 
two Senators and the Chair thought it his duty to call attention tothe 
fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair knew I had been recognized as enti- 
tled to the floor, and therefore made the remark when I was inter- 
rupting the Senator from New Hampshire. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly supposed 

Senator with his permission. 
«Mr, COCKRELL. Go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatis all, Mr. President. E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have not been searching the 
private entries made in the different Departments from the passage ot 
the civil-service law on the 16th of January, 1883, to the 4th day of 
March, 1885. It would be an exceedingly voluminous record. I am 
examining the public official acts and not the individual appointments 
that may have been made during that time. 

I say that the Senator from New Hampshire himself, as Secretary of 
the Navy in 1884, extended by revision of the legal existing classifica- 
tion of his Department the civil-service law and lations to clerks 
receiving $1,000 per annum and copyists receiving and $720 per 
annum. I have read all the other orders in regard to the matter. It 
is immaterial whether it was one hundred who were brought within 
the civil-service law and regulations after the election in November, 
1884, or three thousand. The principle is the same. I suppose the 
Senator would undertake to call one petty larceny and the other grand 
larceny, simply because one was a larger amount. 

The Senator says that there were thirty-eight hundred persons, I be- 
lieve that was the number, appointed in the railway mail service with- 
outexamination. The Senatorcertainly understands how the examina- 
tions of railway postal clerks are made and were made before there 
was any civil-service law and since. The method of the Department, 
as shown by the report of the general superintendent of the railway 
mail service, is to appoint the railway postal clerks on a probation of 
six months. During that period they are examined from time to time 
in regard to their efficiency and progress. These examinations have 
been made in over half the cases referred to by Republican chief clerks 
and Republican clerks in the office in charge of the railway mail em- 


oyés. : - 
ay at the expiration of the six months they are found efficient, profi- 
cient, and promising, they are then given permanent appointments. 
All of these employés have passed their six months’ probation, have 
stood the test of the examination made largely by Republican clerks, 
and have been retained in the service in the higher positions, and they 
have been found qualified. I read from the record yesterday showing 
that their grading stands above the record of 1883 and 1884 made by 
those whose places they took in the public service. 

I repeat that the President and heads of Departments in extending 
the classification of those who come within the terms and provisions 
of the civil-service law and regulztions only did a duty which a Re- 


I was interrupting the 


publican Con enjoined upon every President and head of a De- 
partment in the provision which I have read. Clause third of section 
6 provides— 


That from time to time said Secre , the Postmaster-General, and each of 
the heads of Departments mentioned in the one hundred and fifty-eighth sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes, and each head of an office shall, on the direction of 
the President, and for facilitating the execution of this act, respectively revise 
any then existing ication or arrangement of those in their ive De- 
partments and offices, and shall, for the pi of the examination herein 
provided for, include in one or more of such , So far as practicable, sub- 
ordinate places, clerks, and officers in the — service pertaining to their re- 
spective Departments not before classified for examination. 


The President and the head of the Post-Office Department pursued 
strictly, ayp Aa honestly a Republican law and the requirement 
of a Republican gress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When did they begin? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They began immediately after the inauguration 
of the present incumbent, and continued the extension of the service 
from that day up to the last extension that was made in the Post-Office 
Department, and the rules and regulations show it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When was the last extension? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The last extension was in the railway mail serv- 
ice so far as I know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But when? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was made in December. The date of it and 
all has been read here before in the discussion. Now, I say thata 
Republican President and Republican heads of Departments did pre- 
cisely thesame thing. They did it under the same law. If they were 
justified in doing it, a Democratic President and Democratie heads of 
Departments are equally justified under the same law and in pursu- 
ance of the same law, and it does not lie in the mouths of former Re- 
publican Secretaries now upon this floor to come in and attempt to 
ot a Democratic administration for doing what they did them- 

ves. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, two days ago I undertook to for- 
ward the wishes of the Civil Service Commission by moving an amend- 
ment giving them three additional clerks. They had asked for them, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury had approved their estimate. The 
motion to put in the first passed without any controversy. For two 
days debate has been nominally upon my second motion, to appoint a 
clerk whose compensation is $1,600 or $1,400 a year. The debate has 
taken the widest possible range, covering the fidelity or infidelity of 


the Arthur and Cleveland administrations, covering the wisdom or un- 
wisdom of the general service, of civil-service retorm, etc. By wa 
of diversion after two days I will speak directly to the motion toamend. 

The work of the commission has been extraordinarily enlarged, much 
more so than I think the Senate is aware of. In 1883 the employés 
engaged in this work were three commissioners, a chief examiner, a 
secretary, a stenographer, and a messenger; seven persons to organize 
the great civil service of the United States. Not a clerk was pamed 
among them, though the secretary and stenographer, of course, served 
in that capacity. 

In 1883 the classified civil service consisted of seven Executive De- 
partments at Washington, of eleven customs districts, and twenty-three 
post-oflices, in each of which there were as many as fifty employés. 
Since 1833 the classified service has been extended by the addition of 
the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Labor, seven- 
teen post-ofiices, and the railway mail service. 

‘These figures are interesting. In 1883 the numbers embraced in the 
classified service and subject to examination were, in the Departments 
at Washington, 5,652; in the eleven customs districts, 2,573, and in 
the twenty-three post-offices, 5,699; making the total 13,897. 

Five years have passed, and now the num are as follows: In the 
Departments at Washington, nearly 9,000; in the eleven customs dis- 
tricts, 2,298; in the forty post-offices, about 11,000, and in the railway 
mail service, 5,320; in all, 27,618, being an increase from 13,897 to 
27,618, almost exactly doubling the number of persons subject to ex- 
amination. Excluding the postal railway service, of which so much has 
been said, the increase has been, in round numbers, from 14,000 to 22,- 
000, an increase of 8,000, omitting this branch of the service, of which 
so much has been said. That gives but a very imperfect idea of the 
increased labor in conducting the work of the commission. 

In 1883 the number of boards of examiners composed of persons in 
the public service and acting under the direction of the commission 
was 37. The number at present is 147, as follows: 11 for customs; 
40 for postal service; 82 local, established at various points throughout 
the country to assist the examiners sent out by the commission to con- 
duct examinations for the departmental service, and 24 special and 
supplemental boards at Washington. 

nthe beginning the examinations were of thirteen classes or kinds for 
so many special employés, and these were of a comparatively simple and 
non-technical character. I will not read much further from this paper, 
but I wish to give an illustration of the character of examinations that 
are required. 

Among the most important of these examinations are the following: 
For the departmental service, clerk, copyist, book-keeping, stenography, 
type-writing, law, telegraphy, photography, proof-reading, medical sci- 
ence, and the languages, French, German, Spanish. Italian, Swedish. 
Danish, Chinese, and Japanese, for all the Departments; and special 
examinations when needful, as follows: Architectural, mechanical, to- 
pographical, and ordnance draughting, editor and proof-reader, meteor- 
ology and kindred sciences, librarian and bibliographer, craniological and 
anthropometrical measurements, histology and microscopy, nautical sci- 
ence, computer for Nautical Almanac office and Naval Observatory (very 
high-grade mathematics and astronomy), hydrography, civil engineer 
and assistant civil engineer, ete. Compliance with the law requires that 
there shall be examinations for men of these classes named and 
many others besides. 

Therefore it did not seem to me to be unreasonable that, judged by 
the number of persons subject to the work of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion more than doubled, and judged by an increase of labor probably 
quadrupled, they should have something more of clerical service. 

There is, of course, a temptation to enter into a general discussion as 
to the merits of this system. A temptation arises in a considerable 
measure from the remarks of our friend from Kansas [Mr, PLump] and 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but I shall not goon with it. 
I wish to make a ange observation, however. 

The Senator from Virginia kindly observed that he did not desire to 
embarrass the incoming administration by in any way strengthening, 
as I understand him, or putting in better order the work of the com- 
mission, for he hoped the Republican party would distinguish itself by 
abandoning the attempt altogether. It will be no embarrassment to 
have that office kept in perfect order for its full Jabors, for it is, without 
doubt, the purpose of the Republican party to go on with that work, 

The Senator from Virginia spoke with a good deal of contempt of 
appointments proceeding upon examinations instead of appointments 
resulting in the old-fashioned way from recommendations merely. ` Fot 
the moment he overlooked the fact that the present system of appoint- 
ments has also the recommendations as well as the examinations, 
There is nothing to forbid any quantity of testimony as to the excellent 
moral character, mental capacity, fidelity, and everything that makes 
usefulness. That testimony is required by the commission. It enters 
into the estimate of the capacity of the candidate just as much as his 
technical book examination, as it is called; and if the examination be 
at all wisely conducted it is not a mere school examination, but such 
an inquiry as a sagacious employer gives to the young men who desire 
to be employed. " 

Ijust wish to put upon record the declaration of the Republican 
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party at the national convention. I do that for the edification of those 
who believe the Republican party is right, and, it may be, for the 
amusement of those who look with ineredulity upon this whole busi- 
ness, after an election at any rate. These were not merely pre-elec- 
tion promises. It was not the first Presidential campaign in which the 
party declared itself, and declared itself, as it had no doubt, in obe- 
dience to the most enlightened public sentiment of the country. The 
Republican platform of the last campaign contains this statement or 
resolution: 


pealed, to the end that the dange: 
of official patronage may be 

If I were called upon to advise any young rising statesman as to what 
was his wisest course in this matter I should tell him he had better 
take that for an honest assertion; and I think that the party, whatever 
party, has the management of the Government had better so consider it. 

Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations, 
as I understand it, had no design or purpose tòin any way cripple or 
impair the civil service by refusing to report amendments increasing 
the clerical force of the Civil Service Commission. The Committee 
on Appropriations find from nearly all the Departments requests for 
increase of clerical force, and these requests we are often compelled to 


deny. 

This is not the only department or branch of the service which has 
asked for an increase of clerical force this year. That request has been 
made by several other departments. 

The question that we have to consider is whether on the whole the 
pone now in the service are sufficient to perform the necessary duties. 

think the committee were practically unanimous in the belief that at 
most one or two clerks added to the force there now would be amply 
sufficient to conduct all the business of the commission. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator pardons me, if he will add two I 
will stop talking. One is added already. 

Mr. ALLISON, Some of the committee believed that the commis- 
sion have already an ample force. So far as I am concerned, whilst this 
law is upon our statute-books I believe it should be fairly executed. 

I have had no occasion to indulge in the debate or criticisms of either 
side of the Chamber as respects what President Arthur did at the close 
of his administration. He simply carried out the law as he was re- 
quired to do, from time to time. Nor do I find fault with President 
Cleveland for enlarging the operation of the law from time to time. 
But I do find fault with and I think we have a right to criticise the 
eonduct of President Cleveland and the conduct of these Departments 
as respects the last enlargement of the civil-seryice rules and regula- 
tions, 

In the first place, this enlargement is not an enlargement by the com- 
mission. It is a well-known fact that since last October, or perhaps for 
a od prior to that time, there has been really no Civil Service Com- 

ion. One member of the commission retired from it early in Oc- 
tober. He was confirmed on the 8th day of October by the Senate as 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and he never has entered the Civil 
Service Commission from that day to this, so faras I know. Another 
member of that commission, so far as I have been advised, has given 
no attention whatever to the subject since last October, or if he has, 
very little. So the Civil Service Commission, in contemplation of law, 
since October or November last has been no commission. 

I do not criticise that fact except to state it; but if it is wise to in- 
clude the railway mail service, consisting now of over five thousand 
employés, scattered over this entire country, not in the cities and towns 
where there are great populations, but scattered over every State of 
this Union—if it is a wise thing to gather in these railway mail clerks 
and bring them within the supervision of this commission, it seems to 
me that we ought to have the advice and judgment of the commission 
before it is done. 

So far as I am concerned, as respects the inclusion of these railway 
mail clerks, I do not think that inclusion comes here with the sanction 
of the Civil Service Commission in a sense which ought to be authorita- 
tive tous. Therefore it is that I think the new administration, when 
we have a Civil Service Commission to act Lapon this subject, should 
make proper rules for the inclusion of the railway mail clerks. This 
Civil Service Commission has made no such rules. There are no rules 
in the sense of the law of 1883 as respects the railway mail clerks. I 
do not know but that it is a wise thing to bring them within the pur- 
view of this law, alttough I believe that the railway mail service up 
to March, 1885, was an eflicient and effective service under the system 
that had grown up in the Post-Office Department prior to that time, 
and I say that in the presence of what was read here by the Senator 
from Missouri yesterday as respects that service in his own State. 

The practice of the Post-Office Department prior to 1885 was to have 


an absolute examination of all the railway mail clerks before they en- 
tered the service, and after six months’ service experimentally, and so 
far as I know, with-many years’ experience in the public service, I 
never knew an instance of a railway mail clerk to be dismissed except 
for cause. There grew up in the railway mail service a large body of 
men who were well qualitied for that service, and who discharged their 
duties in the main with fidelity, thus giving us as good a mail service 
as-perhaps was found in any country on the globe. i 

do not stop to criticise that service during the administration of 
President Cleveland, I only say that the injecting into it of more than 
three-fourths of its entire list of employés, in the nature of things has 
had a tendency to disrupt and disorganize that service, and everybody 
knows that that was done. 

What needs to be done under the new administration, in my belief, 
is to restore the railway mail service to its former effectiveness by, ina 
large degree, drawing from the discharged force the men who showed 
themselves to be efficient and active in that service. If it shall be 
found that these new employés have been efficient and faithful in the 
discharge of their duties, for one I should not be willing to see a whole- 
sale removal of them when they are discharging their duty properly, 
but to my knowledge, in some portions of the Northwest at least, the 
men who have been appointed to that service have been totally ineffi- 
cient. Therefore it seems to me that this Civil Service Commission 
when it becomes a commission should take up the question of the re- 
organization of the railway mail service, and if it is wise to provide 
rules for the conduct of that service so as to draw the railway mail 
clerks within the purview of the law of 1883, so be it. 

What I object to is an order issued by the President of the United 
States on the 5th day of December to this Civil Service Commission to 
make rules and regulations when there was no Civil Service Commission 
in the contemplation of the act of 1883. And now when we are asked 
to largely increase the service because of contemplated changes in it, 
I do not think we are called upon to make that large increase. I be- 
lieve that the force we have provided here, including the fourth-class 
clerk, which is a high-class clerk, is a sufficient clerical force for this 
Civil Service Commission, and, therefore, it seems to me that as the 
Civil Service Commission is now organized it should rest on the cleri- 
cal force that is provided for in this bill. : 

But I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that if I had supposed 
that this question would have led to a debate such as we have had here 
I would myself rather have taken the additional clerk than to have 
had the discussion. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the ques- 
tion whether we want an additional clerk for this commission or not, 
I will follow the Appropriations Committee on that and take their judg- 
ment; but I want to say a word in reference to what the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] has stated and has again repeated to-day. 
The charge made, not in so many words, is that after the 4th of No- 
vember, 1884, the Republican administration adopted a different plan 
in the description of its clerks from what it had before. I take posi- 
tive issue with that statement. I deny it and assert that there is not a 
thing that can be brought to prove that that is true. 

In the first place when, the Civil Service Commission got together 
they adopted certain rules, which, by the very terms of the statute, 
became binding on the heads of Departments. They classified the 
public service into three classes, departmental, customs, and postal, 
the departmental including all the employés of the various Depart- 
ments at Washington. Then they swept in under the influence of that 
law all persons employed in the 
not specially excepted by a provisiog that they prepared and pns in 

and I will read 


under official bond; but these ezorpiona shall not extend to any offi 
th er, 6. Persons employed exclusively inthe 
=. service of the Government, or as translators, or interpreters, or stenog- 
raphers, 


So strictly was that rule applied in the Interior Department that, 
although clerks were used as stenographers, no person was appointed 
without an examination, unless he had been designated in the act 
making the appropriation as a stenographer. 

7. Persons whose employment is exclusively professional. 8. Chief clerks, 
deputy collectors and superintendenta, or chiefs of division or bureaus.. Butno 
person so excepted shall be either transferred, appointed, or promoted, unless 
to some excepted place, without an examination under the commission. Pro- 
motions may be made without examination in offices where examinations for 
promotions are not now held, until rules on the subject shall be promu 

Every person who was appointed in the several Departments of the 
Government during that administration who did not come within the 
exceptions laid down in Rule XIX of the regulations, came through the 
Civil Service Commission. 


- 
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Soma time in July, 1884, the Interior Department made a second 
classification, which classification was made at the direct request of 
the commission and at their suggestion, which was more nominal than 
real, but included in terms one single class of clerks that had not been 
included in the terms of the previous classification, but were included 
within the provisions and rules laid down by the commission and had 
always been considered as within the classified service, to wit, those 
getting $2,000 and upwards and designated as clerks. : 

Whatever may be the propriety of putting under the influence of 
this commission five thousand railway postal clerks, the number that 
was included by the order, even if there had been no inclusion before 
in the Interior Department, was so small that the Interior Department 
since that day have only appointed three people to office who fell 
within the amendment, as was said, that was made by the order of the 
6th of December, 1884. Soitis inconsequential. I repeat again, that 
nobody came into the Interior Department, and I believe I may say 
it for every one of the Departments, nobody came in from the outside 
that did not come through a civil-service examination, unless he was 
excepted by the very words of section 19 of the regulations, 

If Senators will look at the list of appointments in the report of the 
Civil Service Commission they will discover that the Interior Depart- 
ment appointed no clerks practically for a long time after the civil-serv- 
ice law went into effect. In a letter that I addressed to the Presi- 
dent, which was published in the first Civil Service ission re- 
port, the reason will be seen. The Census Bureau was then about be- 
ing closed. Originally the Census Bureau contained eighteen hun- 
dred clerks. I need not say to Senators that those clerks were se- 
lected without the slightest reference to their political standing, that 
there never was aclerk who went into that office of the whole eighteen 
hundred where the question of his politcal affiliations was for a mo- 
ment considered. 

Mr. Walker, who was at the head of that bureau, attempted, and I 
think succeeded, in the attempt to ignore, so far as his bureau was con- 
cerned, not only politics, but favors to any classofmen. I believe he ap- 
pointed the whole eighteen hundred clerks for the express purpose of get- 
ting good clerks, and as the work of that bureau decreased clerks were 
either transferred to some other place in the Department, as they could 
be by theone hundred and sixty-sixth section of the Revised Statutes, or 
they were dismissed, and thus, as the bureau closed, there was left in the 
employ of the Government the most perfect and complete corps of pub- 
lie Clerks that ever were congregated in my opinion, and from that 
corps the Secretary of the Interior from time to time filled up the va- 
eancies as he could. Whenever there was a vacancy he drew upon a 
corps of clerks that le knew must soon be dismissed. Nobody could 
question his right to do that. So the Civil Service Commission were 
not called upon by the Secretary of the Interior because of the special 
and peculiar condition of things at that time. 

Mr. President, the head of the commission then was Mr. Dorman B. 
Eaton, than whom no man in the United States has given as much at- 
tention to this question, and no man brought to it more zeal and more 
earnestness than Mr. Eaton, and I guaranty that no member of that 
commission, including even the Democratic member, will ever question 
the good faith and the absolnte adherence to the law of every member 
of that administration up to the time that the administration closed its 
duties. 

So it will not do for the Senator from Missouri to come here and as- 
sert that before this time, before the election, there was a rule applied 
that was not applied afterwards, because there is nothing in the docu- 
ments that he has read, nothing in the history of the transactions of 
the Departments which will justify that statement. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. Presidenf, I can not permit the statement made 
by my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] to pass without some little no- 
tice. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say that the action on the 

of the President and the Civil Service Commission, or without a 
Civil Service Commission, bringing within the classified service the 
entire railway mail service, the clerks and officers employed in the 
S i Architect’s office of the Treasury Department, and others 
included under that general order, was made without the sanction of 
a full Civil Service Commission. Ithink in that the Senator from Iowa 
is entirely mistaken. Ihave not the document before me, but my rec- 
ollection is very clear that that matter had been considered by the full 
commission long before the appointment of Mr. Oberly as Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and had the approval of Mr. Oberly and the Repub- 
lican member of that commission, but not the full approval of the other 
Democratic member. 

Mr. ALLISON. The point I make, if the Senator will allow me, is 
that the President of the United States, on the 5th day of December 
last, directed the Civil Service Commission to provide rules and regu- 
lations whereby the railway mail service employés should be brought 
within the control of this law, and I merely stated that after that time 
there had not been within the contemplation of the law a Civil Service 
Commission to act, and therefore that no rules and regulations in con- 
templation of law had been made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator when heexam- 
ines the matter further will ascertain the fact that it was considered by 
the commission as a whole as it was constituted prior to the appoint- 
ment of Mr, Oberly as Indian Commissioner. 


I desire to say, sir, that while I have no doubt it was put under the 
civil service in the proper way and after i on by the commis- 
sion, there has not been an hour from the day the commission was 
created until now when every member of it, except one, so far as I 
have seen the published statements, that has not labored day and night 
to increase the force in their own office, to increase their own im; 
tance, tobring within the scope of this law every place that was ble 
under the Government, from a skilled mechanic to the highest clerk 
in any Department. 

Mr, CHACE. Will the Senator allow me a question right there? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. I understood the Senator to say that there had not 
been an hour since this commission was organized that every member 
of the commission had not been laboring to promote its efficiency. 
I should like to know if the Senator can tell me where Mr. Edgerton 
is and has been for the last three or four weeks. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I have no special knowledge of him, as 
I have not of hundreds of officers in the Departments, but I take it 
for granted that he is performing his duties either here or elsewhere, 
as he is required to do under the law. I do know this of Mr. Edger- 
ton—and I only know him slightly personally—that he is a man of as 
good repute as there is in the United States. He is an old-fashioned 
Democrat and an old-fashioned thinker, and he is the only man who 
has been connected with the commission who by a public expression 
ever showed that he thought the people of this country had any rights 
outside of the Civil Service Commission. He has my entire respect 
and confidence, 

As to the commission, standing as it is to-day, not complete and not 
full, whose fault is that, Mr. President? You have only to go to the 
public prints of the country, you have only to look around outside and 
ascertain what is said by intelligent people; it is not necessary to in- 
quire in the secret places why these positions are not filled. There 
seems to be an intention on the other side, and it is the first time 
probably in the history of this Government that the majority have 
considered when the election is over and a change of administration is 
to occur, that the wheels of government must be stopped and the 
offices not permitted to be filled. That ibility does not belong 
on this side of the Chamber; and if there is not a full commission, if 
the offices are not filled by men appointed and commissioned by the 
President of the United States, it is no fault of his or of the Demo- 
cratic party. While the time has not arrived yet for a full discussion 
of that question, if must come later on. 

So far as the Civil Service Commission is concerned, and holding the 
Democratic party up, as my friend from Iowa and other Senators on 
that side have done, let me remark that there never has been such a 
scramble for office and such a determination to prevent the usual and 
orderly filling of the offices from the very first Congress until now. 
Mr. President, I am no civil-service reformer. I do not believe in the 
system. Isay now that in this matter of the railway mail service the 
Senator from Iowa does the present incumbent of the Post-Office De- 
partment great injustice and he misstates the facts, as I think and be- 
lieve, when he says that system is demoralized. I do not believe it. 
I do not believe it was demoralized under the Republican administra- 
tion. 

The rule that obtained in the railway mail service was the one that 
is applied by every business man in the country, the one thatis applied 
by every corporation in the land for the ascertainment of the fitness of 
the men in its service, by a practical examination on the duties that 
they are to perform. The rule has been, and it was when you had pos- 
session of the Government, to appoint any man in that service who 
might be represented as a man of character and intelligence under thirty- 
five years of age. He had an appointment for six months; he was on 
probation for that time, and weekly he was examined as to the duties 
that he was to perform. His memory was tested as to the offices to 
which he had to distribute mail, his expertness in handling letters was 
tested by the handling of cards, upon which he was given a percentage 
of accuracy or inaccuracy, and that was as correct and as fair a test as 
ever was made in any business institution in the land, and under it you 
had a superb class of men in the railway mail service. There can be 
no question about it. 

When the Democrats came in you by your orders between the elec- 
tion of November, 1884, and the 4th day of March, 1885, placed nearly 
all the small offices of the country within the classified service, and you 
did itin pursuance of the provisions of the law and in accordancé with 
it, as you had the right to do, and as President Cleveland had the right 
to issue this order. But everybody knows that, while the claim was 
that it was for the purpose of improving the public service, you could 
not take the human nature out of your party, and you can not take it 
out of ours, and the only intention was to keep your men in place. 

Mr. President, the railway mail service was not included, and Dem- 
ocrats were recommended to take the places of Republicans who had 
gone in upon the examinations which I have stated. Every depart- 
ment of that service below the chief officer, every division superintend- 
ent, every chief clerk, every examiner of the qualifications of men 
who were appointed, was one of the old Republicans who had been in 
from five to ten years. So every Democrat who passed that examina- 
tion passed it at the hands of a political opponent, and I will not here 
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say how much Democrats were discriminated against, how severe the 
test was made by their Republican superiors, but those who passed 
because they were efficient. 

Mr. HOAR. Of what time is the Senator now speaking? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam speaking of the time from the advent of this 
administration to within a year. 

Mr. HOAR. Was not the Republican who examined his Democratic 
opponent doing it with an ax over his own neck? 

Mr. GORMAN. With an ax over his neck! Why, Mr. President, 
there is not a man of intelligence who has examined into the question 
of the removals and non-removals who is not aware that the ax was not 
held, as the Senator expresses it, over the neck of every man whether he 
be in or outside of the classified service. ButIsay, without the slight- 
est hesitation, that there has been discrimination, natural and inevit- 
able discrimination. It was simply human nature. But the fact is 
that these Democrats that you complain of had to pass the scrutiny of 
these old Republican officers. 

Now, sir, take the city of Washington and the departmental service. 
What I have complained of and what I think the country has a right 
to complain of, and what I am sure the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
he were at liberty to speak out, would complain of, is that under the 
operation of this law hundreds and thousands of men have been kept 
in office who. from their long service and who from their inefliciency 
ought to have been removed in the interest of good government. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform me how the law-operates to 
keep them in ? 

Mr.GORMAN. I will tell the Senator a fact that he ought to know. 
Of the ten or twelve thousand men who are employed in the classified 
service in the Government Departments in Washington not over twelve 
hundred of them have been removed and others put in their places. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me to ask hini a question, I 
should like to understand this matter. Do I understand the Senator 
correctly as saying that the Democratic administration has kept in 
men by the hundred and thousand that it ought to have turned out on 
account of their unfitness for the service, merely because their succes- 
sors were to be chosen by competitive examination and not chosensim- 
ply by selecting Democrats ? 

Mr. GORMAN, That is very easily answered. The fault comes 
from the system. It is un-American. It can not be enforced properly. 
I will take two or three illustrations to satisfy the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. My question was whether I had correctly understood the 
Senator as affirming certain facts, not now as to the extension. I asked 
the Senator if what he has just stated to the Senate was this in sub- 
stance: That there were hundreds and thousands of unfit and incom- 
petent officials in the service, known to the appointing and removing 
pre to be unfit, that the Democratic administration kept in office, 

use if they were removed their successors would have to be 
pointed by competitive examination instead of being appointed by 
Democratic selection ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say exactly that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there was a misunderstanding. 

Mr. GORMAN. But I say that with one party in power for twenty- 
five years, as you were, with your officers all appointed from the low- 
est to the highest without any examination or any test except the 
departmental test, there had grown up in that party hundreds and 
thousands of men who had become barnacles and who ought to have 
been removed, who were not eflicient men, and better men could have 
been put in their places; but they were not removed, and under the 
civil-service law they could not very well be removed and their places 


I will illustrate to my friend what I mean. Buta few days since 
the office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury was under ex- 
amination—every officer under it from the charwomen, as I under- 
stand, to the draughtsmen of the office. When he came to appoint 
draughtsmen, the Secretary of the Treasury or the Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, who is himself a believer in this system, was compelled 
to admit that it was.impossible under the vivil-service system to get 
proper men to discharge those duties, and the result was they put out 
work upon the contract system, and then followed an investigation 
ome beers by this civil-service association. 

Mr. MORRILL, If the Senator will permit me, I will say that we 
have had one of the commissioners of the civil service before the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and according to his testi- 
mony and other testimony we received, the failure to find men who 
could pass an examination was in consequence of a predetermination 
that the examination should be such a one as could not be 

Mr. GORMAN. A predetermination on the partof the Civil Service 
Commission ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir; not on the part of the Civil Service Com- 
mission, but on the part of the parties in office. 

Mr.GORMAN. Well. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee, is it not a matter of fact, and was it notin proof, 
that there are quite a number of dranghtsmen in the office who could 
bave passed that examination? 


Mr. MORRILL. I think if the Senator from Maryland will read the 
testimony when it is printed he will besatisfied that the questions which 
were asked were such as could not be answered in one day or a week 
or a fortnight. 

Mr. GORMAN. I heard the late Comptroller of the Currency—not 
Mr. Trenholm, but his immediate predecessor—describe a case to me 
in his office of a lady, the most expert accountant, as he said, in the 
United States, if not in the world, in handling mutilated currency, a 
lady whom they had sent abroad, and they found nobody abroad, in the 
case of the burning of some of our money, who could go over and count 
it and preserve it as conld she. She was the very best, as he said, in 
the United States, if not in the world, and he wanted to promote her 
in his office, and if she had been examined by anybody upon the du- 
ties that were to be performed, if the examination had had any relation 
in the world to what she was to do, nobody in the United States or in 
the world would have been able to compete with her; and yet under 
the technical examination upon subjects foreign to the duties that she 
was to perform she failed to pass the examination, and a young grad- 
uate of the Johns Hopkins University, who knew nothing whatever 
about the affairs of the Treasury Department, passed the examination 
and was appointed to the place. 

So it is with this list. You may take it from the beginning to the 

end and the examination does not show anything as to the qualifica- 
tions and the honesty or the integrity of the people who are appli- 
cants. 
` What is the result? It has been so under this Administration and 
it will be so under yours, if you observe the law as strictly as the pres- 
ent Administration has done, and you will not feel inclined to remove 
peoplealready in office who are performing their duties reasonably well, 
that you can get along with, and take the chances upon an unknown 
quantity, upon an unknown man. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Maryland, I should like to ask him whether he thinks it was a 
judicious, wise, or proper thing in the interest of the Government to 
extend the civil-service rules to the employés of the railway mail 
service? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have just answered thaf, and said no. - I think 
that the test formerly applied to those employés was the test that any 
sensible business man would apply, and I do not believe you have a 
better service to-day or can have under any system than you had un- 
der the one that obtained with regard to the railway mail service. It 
is one that the business men of the world would apply, and so I think 
as to the remainder of these officers, 

Why should the Civil Service Commission come to this body and ask 
for an increase of its force? What earthly necessity is there for it except 
to build up another huge department? Within the past two or three 
years they have examined for departmental service fifteen or sixteen 
thousand persons, two-thirds of whom have passed, and there have been 
during the entire four years not more than twelve hundred of them ap- 
pointed. It is an annoyance to the people of the country who come 
here and pass these examinations. ‘They come here supposing that 
when they are fresh from college and from the public schools they will 
pass the examinations and obtain places, and yet not one in twothousand 
of those whoapply and pass can ever enter the departmental service, and 
I think for these young men, just entering upon life and fresh from 
school, it is a God-send that they can not get these places. But you 
bring them here the moment they leave the school-room, and because 
of this apparent opening you teach them to look to the Government for 
= the result is bad and can not be good under any condition 

rs. 

I assert, after looking into their management to some extent, that 
they have now a larger force employed in this office than is necessary, 
and they can have from any other t of the Government when 
there is a special necessity for it a detail, a larger force, if necessary, 
to honestly conduct the duties with which they are charged. Therefore 
there is no earthly necessity for the increase which the Senator from 
Connecticut proposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to a statement made by him and to the statute on the sub- 
ject. The Senator stated that the examinations of the Civil Service 
Commission had no reference as a test of the qualifications of the party 
examined to discharge the duties of the office for which he was apply- 
ing, and he alluded to a pointed and very remarkable instance of that 
sort, the lady referred to by him. I want to call his attention now to 
the statute on that subject. I read from chapter 27 of the acts of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, page 403, part of the second section: 

Such examinations— ~ 

Civil-service examinations— 
shall be practical in their character, and so far as may be shall relate to those 
matters which will fairly test the relative capacity and fitness of the persons 
a erpin to discharge duties of the service into which they seek to be ap- 
po S 

Under that statute I submit to the honorable Senator that the case 
which he specified to the Senate could not have happened, except by 
a gross misinterpretation of the law and a gross misapplication of it. 
I know noting of the practical operations of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, but if they have prescribed a course of examination purely scho- 
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Jastic and have omitted to make examinaticn practical, so as to test 
the capacity of the person examined to discharge the duties of the 
particular office which he seeks to fill, then I say the Civil Service 
Commission act not only without authority of law, but expressly in 
Violation of its plain provisions. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President-—— 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I simply 
desire to say that, in point of fact, I believe applicants for positions 
are examined under the Civil Service Commission without reference to 
any particular place. They are simply general applicants for a place. 
They go before the commission to be examined, and they are appointed 
at the will of the commission afterwards to any place that may become 
vacant. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘Then that is a maladministration of the office. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that that 
has been so from the beginning. The Senator from Indiana whe sits 
next me [Mr, VOORHEES], I remember some years ago, during the last 
administration, brought to the attention of the Senate some most ex- 
traordinary questions that were propounded for the most humble places 
in the Government, and after the country’s attention was brought to 
it by the Senator from Indiana it was modified to some extent. 

But who is to determine what the examination shall be and whether 
it is within the letter of the law which the Senator has read but the 
commission itself? I wish I had here to read to the Senate a letter 
I received three years ago from a bright young man in the city of Bal- 
timore—I can repeat it now almost word for word—who was an appli- 
cant for the position of letter-carrier. He went before the board, as he 
wrote to me, with the recommendation of the or of his church, ot 
every reputable man of the neighborhood in which he resided in Bal- 
timore. He was the son of a mechanic in the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road shops and had attended school until he was seven or eight years 
of age, and then began to work with his father in the shop and attended 
night school. 

e had the certificate of everybody who knew him that he was a 
Sunday-school scholar and a yo man of excellent reputation; his 
integrity was beyond question, and his health was good, for physically 
he was a giant. He was above the ordinary intelligence. He said his 
rig as a pedestrian to walk the streets was equal to that of any man 
in Baltimore. There was not a lane or an alley or the number of a 
house in Baltimore that he could not go to. He had every qualifica- 
tion for the place; and yet when he went before the board he was ex- 
amined upon geography. 

They wanted him to tell them what was the most direct route from 
Baltimore to Japan, and, as he said, he never intended to go to Japan, 
he had never looked into that question, and he failed to make the 
proper answer. They then wanted to know the number of lines of 
steamers plying between the United States and Liverpool and London, 
and he said that he was not up on such questions as that. They then 
tried him in arithmetic, and, finally, branched him off into geometry, 
and would have taken him into astronomy, as he said, buthe thought 
the examiners did not understand that matter themselves; and, pass- 
ing over everything that looked to his qualifications, he was rejected. 

After I received that letter, I gave a copy of it to one of the most in- 
telligent and best men in the State of Maryland, and he examined the 

oung man, and fortunately for him his rejection by the civil-service 
Sars ee given him a position where he will become a man of markin 
this country, in his trade, for he bids fair, as I understand, to be the 
brightest machinist that was ever turned out of those great shops in 
Baltimore. The civil service in that case did a good thing, but it was 
an outrage upon the young man and it was an outrage upon all like 
him. It shows that the system is not right in itself, and can never 
take root upon American soil and with Americans unless it is modified. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter into the debate 
at this time of the general question which has been discussed so often; 
but I do not think what has been said ought to pass by without my 
putting on record my own opinion upon this question. 

Iam glad that the present Administration, whether late or early, 
has extended this system to another branch of the civil service. Pres- 
- ident Cleveland, or the Department officer on whose advice he acted, 
does not secure the retention in office of any unworthy or unfit Demo- 
‘erat by so doing, unless the appointing power is to be administered 
hereafter by some unworthy or some b ublican. He simply 
provides for taking de the political motive for turning these men 
out, If they are unfit either in character or attainments or special ca- 
pacity for the particular service, or if for any other reason that can be 
Persse of they should be removed, that power will remain as here- 
tofore. 

The only thing that is to happen is that when a successor is to be ap- 
pointed his fitness is to be ascertained by an examination which isopen 
to all mankind, and not to depend upon the question whether he is a 
man important to the political fortunes of some important politician; 
and that is all that has happened. 

The people very largely had come to the conclusion that the old fash- 
ion was a bad one, that the using the executive offices of the country 
as a reward for services to a political party, in the first place, held out 
a corrupt motive instead of the honorable ambition for useful service 


that ought to exist, and a man went into politics to get office for him- 
selfand not in consequence of any political principle in very many cases, 

In the next place, it degenerated, and instead of becoming a tempta- 
tion to the service of a political party it became a temptation to serve a 
political chieftain in the party, and its process of turning men out and 
putting them in and compelling the Departments of the Government 
to do the bidding of leading politicians here in the Senate became a 
scandal and ashame to republican administration in this country. 
Why, it was perfectly notorious that there were men who sat in these 
seats, there were men who sat in the seats of the other Heuse, whose 
assent was n: to the accession to office and to the retention in 
office of the humblest officer in the States where their influence ex- 
tended; and it became absolutely intolerable, It became intolerable to 
the Republican majority in my own State. It is not necessary to re- 
peat that history of shame and indignation which we had to go through. 

Now we hear the statement which the Senator from Maryland [ Mr, 
GORMAN] makes as toa particular case. Of course I know nothing 
about it. If it be true—the Senator undoubtedly has reason te believe 
it to be true when he states it—it shows a great unfitness on the part 
of the examining board for their functions, as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] has shown. 

I understand that theexamination in the particular work of the rail- 
way mail service will go on as now, and as heretofore, in spite of the 
civil-service examination. These examinations are intended, by in- 
quiring of the applicants in regard to what ordinarily decently edu- 
cated ms know, to test the quickness of their wits and the extent of 
their information, and I think the Senator from Maryland must be very 
much misled, even if the question about Japan was put to this appli- 
cant, if he has been led to believe that the answer, right or wrong, had 
much to do with seriously affecting the question of his selection. 

But I think that while neither of the two rules is tolerable, it would 
be as well for the public service that the applicant for such a position 
should be able to answer ordinary questions in geography as that he 
should be compelled to get, as is the case under the present admin- 
istration in the New England States, the certificate of the keeper of some 
unlicensed liquor shop who has afforded important service to the Dem- 
ocratic party in the campaign and made important contributions to its 


treasury. 

Mr. GEORGE. Or the Republican party. 

Mr. HOAR. Or the Republican party. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi will remember, if he has done me the honor to listen to me, that 
I have not failed to state the truth about the Republican conduct in 
my own State in the past under Republican administrations formerly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I heard the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. And I was told in this very connection by a high offi- 
cial, one of the officers whom the Senator from Maryland has alluded 
to, that for the past year or two when he has asked the persons who 
were sent to him to be inducted into the railway mail service what 
their occupation had been, in a very large proportion of cases they told 
him it had been that of a bar-tender. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, MANDERSON in thechair). Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Lodisiana? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if he will state to what officials he would apply this statutory civil- 
service reform and to what officials he would not apply it? 

Mr. HOAR. I would apply it, if I had my way, to every official in 
th country in an executive office whose duties were not of a political 
or a confidential nature and whom it was not expedient to have in 
sympathy with the administration when that administration was carry- 
ing out its political theories and policies in regard to which its oppo- 
nents would be expected not to insympathy, and I would have it 
then apply to all the class of offices to which men of ordinary and aver- 
age intelligence are competent, If there be a case like that of count- 
ing money, which the Senator from Maryland spoke of, or one which 
involves the detection of counterfeits, and a thousand casescan be sup- 

—there are somesuch casesin every large custom-house—of course 
there should be authority lodged in the President of the United States 
to make an exception in such taoen but in those cases all the appoint- 
ing power has to do is to wait unti somenoay Dax panad the examina- 
tion who possesses the particular qualities req . Itis very easy to 
make the rule flexible with to that matter. . 

But, as I said, Mr. President, I did not rise for the purpose of a gen- 
eral discussion or defense of the civil-service reform poliey. I roes 
simply to state that my opinion is unchanged. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam notasking these questions to try to embarrass at 
all the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR, I did not make my answers to embarrass the Senator 
from Louisiana. ; 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know the Senator is honestly in favor of civil-serv- 
ice reform, and it is beeause I am anxious to get some light on this 
subject that I ask him these questions, His answer is a little indefi- 
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‘nite, I think, in regard to political offices. I would ask him, for in- 
stance, whether he would think that the Presidential postmasters ought 
to come within the civil-service rules or not? ~ 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, I confess I am not prepared to 
answer that question at this moment. I have not reflected with re- 
gard to that particular office. I should be very glad to remove the 
office of Presidential master from the class of political offices if 
some way to do it could be devised. I think it would be for the in- 
terest of this country. 5 

Mr. EUSTIS. I mention that case because it occurs to me that the 
Presidential postmaster has not very much to do in shaping the policy 
of an administration. 

Mr. HOAR. But there are a great many considerations that come 
in. The postmaster is an officer of importancein the community. He 
is an officer who in the first place ordinarily has to furnish the place 
where he carries on his business, has to be convenient of access to the 
people, and that is always taken into consideration in the appointment. 

In the next place, he has got to be a man who has to deal with a 
large number of persons. The postmaster has to make explanations— 
the country postmaster especially—to business men, to people of feeble 
minds, to those who are confused, to women and children, and there 
are a thousand things which make that political officer a person who 
very likely should be selected under a more careful examination by 
somebody on whom the appointing power relies. His personal quali- 
ties, the element ef popularity with the people whom he serves, enter 
into his service. Sothat there are a great many considerations which 
have to be weighed before the Senator’s question can be answered. 

Mr. President, I do not think there is much to be gained by the 
two political parties taunting each other in regard to their perform- 
ances in this respect. Thisis areform. It is something in regard to 
which the opinions and practices of the whole American people are ex- 

to be changed -by those who advocate this reform. Talleyrand 
declared that the American people were a nation of drunkards when he 
was over here, and a temperance reform was instituted, and I have 
never heard that the gentlemen who went into it and led it made a 
great deal by each taunting the other as to how much liquor he drank 
fore he became a temperance man, 

This has gone on gradually. The first civil-service reformers were 
very much in the condition of the man described in the parable of the 
sower. I think the reform has, as all reforms have in this country, 
found its most congenial soil in the Republican party, and the Repub- 
lican party were undoubtedly the first converts, though there were some 
very eminent gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, notably the 
he Secretary of State, notably the present minister to Berlin, and, 

I am not mistaken, the successor in this Chamber of the present Sec- 
retary of State—I am not sure about it—at any rate very eminent per- 
sons on that side of the Chamber in that party have accepted this pol- 
icy as a wise one. But the Senator from Maryland can repeat with- 
out looking at the Book a little parable which Iam obliged to read, 
and that is this: 

Behold, there went outa sower to sow: 


And it came to as he sowed, some fell by the way side, and the fowls of 
the air came dnd devoured it up— $ 


Those were Democratic birds which did that. 

Andsomefell on stony ground, where it had not much earth; andimmediately 
it sprang up, because it had no depth of earth: 

But when the sun was up, it was scorched; and because it had no root, it 
withered away. 

Those were the Mugwumps. 

And other fell on good ground, and did yield fruit that sprang up and in- 
creased, and brought forth, some thirty, and some sixty, and some a hundred. 

Those were the Republicans in this reform. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
one question. I have no doubt that he is a complete civil-service re- 
former, that is to say, he believes in this system; and now that he has 
taken to reading his Bible I have no doubt he will be converted later 


on. 

Aside from that, I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, 
believing, as he does, that the system under which the appointments 
under this Government have been made from its foundation up to the 
time of the passage of this law was so corruptand so bad that the saloons 
and the saloon-keepers and the bad men made the appointments—— 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Practically, as I understood the Senator, it was, I 
think, as strong as that. He said that it was so bad under Republican 
rule that his own party revolted and overthrew it in Massachusetts 
and elsewhere. Now, I ask him under that system and under those 
influences, if it be true—and I do not subscribe to it—whether he is 
in favor of keeping in office the men who were so appointed and under 
such influences, or is he in favor of removing them all, and making 
the test uniform and complete under this civil-service act. 

Mr. HOAR. I should answer that I should be in favor of acting in 
regard to each particularcase. If the Senator means toask me whether 
I am in favor of turning out, root and branch, all the Democrats who 
are now in these non-political offices, who were not appointed after 
competitive examinations, and substituting men who were, I answer 


most emphatically in the negative.’ I do not think President Harri- 
son could do any greater public wrong, or anything more suicidal for 
himself, or anything more in conflict with his own record and avowed 
opinions, than to undertake to do such a thing. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, I should like to ask my friend from Massa- 
chusetts one other question. Why isit that he and his friends on that 
side of the Chamber who believe with him in this theory are denouncing 
the President and the present Administration for extending the civil- 
service system to the railway mail service? 

Mr. HOAR. I thought.when the Senator put his other question to 
me and when he made the statement of what he understood me to say - 
of the corruption of the service from the foundation of the Government 
he misunderstood me, for I had said nothing of the kind. If he had 
listened to me, I began my remarks by saying that I did not regret the 
Pran had done so, making such defense of theact as I was capable 
of making. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I misunderstood the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. Some of his friends on that side of the Chamber have given 
expression during the past two days, notably my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], to denunciationsof the President of the United States 
and those in authority for extending thig system, and I supposed the 
Senator was in harmony with his y. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether the President of the United States is a just 
subject of criticism for not having done it sooner, if he were to do it at 
all, I did not even say or suggest; he does it now for the first time. 
What I did say was that I did not regret that he bad done it, that I 
thought it was a step forward in theright direction, and that the Presi- 
dent by doing it only took away from his successors not the perfect 
right to remove all the incompetent men they found there, but simp 
the temptation to remove for the mere sake of putting Republican poli- 
ticians in their 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 

uestion recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut 
far. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Under the head of ‘‘Civil Service Commission,” 
on page 20, at the énd of line 19, strike out the word ‘‘two”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: 

Three clerks of class 2. 


Mr. GEORGE. I wish to understand what is the object of that 
amendment. Is it to give this Civil Service Commission three clerks 
instead of two? - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That seems to be the amendment, 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
[Putting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Several SENATORS. Let us have a division. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itrust Senators will allow it tostand. The Senate 
is rather thin, and I should like to have the bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willagain put the question 
on agreeing to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On pages 30 and 31 the Committee on Approprtia- 
tions recommended some amendments to those provisions, notably an 
amendment in line 12, confining the work of the examination of ac- 
counts of the Soldiers’ Home to a period subsequent to 1887, in antici- 
pation that the clerical service required under the provision as it origi- 
nally stood would not be needed, and reduced the number of clerks, 
On a further examination the committee find that these clerks will be 
needed. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that the amendment re- 
ducing the number of clerks and the corresponding amendment as to 
amount be reconsidered, so that the clerks may stand, leaving the im- 
portant part of the amendment in line 12 to remain. That is on page 
30, and the same on 31. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Iowa suggest 
again the action he desires? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 30, line 8, the committee recommended 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out ‘‘ five clerks’’ 
and inserted ‘‘one clerk.’ I ask that the “‘five clerks ” stand, and 
also that the figures may stand as originally reported in line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

F The SECRETARY. In line 8, it is proposed to strike out the word 
each. ” 

Mr. ALLISON. That may remain in. I desire the paragraph to 
stand as it is in the original text, with the exception of the insertion 
of ‘* 1887,” in line 12. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck 
out ‘five clerks at” and inserted ‘‘one clerk,” and in line 9 struck 
out ‘“‘ $3,300.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote by which the amendments were agreed to 
ne ee and the amendments rejected, except the amendment 

ine 12. 
Mr. GEORGE. On what page? 
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Mr. ALLISON. On page 30. It relates to clerks who are engaged 
in adjusting the accounts of the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request ot 
the Senator from Iowa? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask thesame thing on page 31, in line 21 and line 
23, in the clause making appropriations for additional force for con- 
tinuing the adjustment of the accounts of the Soldiers’ Home in the 
office of the Second Auditor. 

The SECRETARY. On page 31, line 21, before the word ‘‘clerks,”’ 
. the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out ‘‘seven’’ and in- 
serted ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

Two clerks, at $840 each, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that may be disagreed to, and also the 
amendment as to the amount. 

The SECRETARY. Also, in line 23, the Senate, as in Committee oi 
the Whole, struck out *‘$6,600*’ and inserted “‘$2,400.’? y 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that also be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote by which these amendments was adopted 
shall be reconsidered, and the paragraph stand as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the Senator’s views upon that 
subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that these clerks have 
been engaged in adjusting the accounts of the Soldiers’ Home. The 
Senator will recollect that last year when we had this question up I 
called the attention of the Military Committee to the necessity of some 
new legislation on that subject,so that instead of utilizing these clerks for 
the purposes of making examinations of the fines and forfeitures ranning 
back to 1851, there should be some different adjustment whereby this 
office should be maintained. 

Nothing was dene by the Military Committee, and this year the 
Committee on Appropriations recommend that these investigations and 
examinations shall be confined to the period since 1887, and then hav- 
ing settled that question it was supposed by the committee that a less 
number of clerks would be required; but on farther examination I am 
told by the officers having charge of this matter that these clerks will 
still be required, notwithstanding the amendments we proposed. That 
is all there is of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 4, and as the bill amended by the commit- 
tee stands, in line 11, after the word ‘‘Commerce,’’ I am directed by 
the Committee on Epidemic Diseases to offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 4, line 11, in the appropriations for 
clerks and messengers to committees of the Senate, after the word 
‘Commerce,’ it is to insert: 

Clerk to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to attract the attention of Senators and 
of the Committee on Appropriations to page 80, line 25, where I find 
that the House of Representatives has reduced the number of the mem- 
bers of the board of pension appeals from six to three, and the Senate 
committee has reported the bill to the Senate in that form. 

I find in the act passed on the 31st of July, 1886, it was provided 
that there should be— 


Three members of a Sete’ bt POIS Oppas, TU Se seers the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, at$2,000each; six ad rae od wpm oat DS appointed by the 
the Interior to aid him in determining a from the Commis- 


riaan? Sed 
sioner of Pensions, and from whom he a constitute two additional boards of 
peal. of service expire at the close of the fiscal year 


Three members of a Dons’ of panen a ppeals, to be appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, at $2,000 ; nine itional posone to be appointed by 
ng 


raning f the 1 him in determin 

ee te sonio sa ae ae ma constitute 
boards of pension appeals, whose opinion shall be filed in the ease, whose 
term ofservice shall expire at the close of the fiscal year 1888, 

Again, by the act of July 11, 1888, which was the last legislation 
upon the subject, the number of the board of pension appeals ‘‘per- 
manently’’ was fixed at six members at $2,000 a year each. That 
seems to be the law now, that six members should constitute this 
board. 


Here the proposition by the other House and by the Appropriations 
Committee of the Senate is to reduce the number to three—just one- 
half. I donot know whether the Secretary of the Interior has recom- 
mended this or how it is, but I should like to know as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON, I would say to the Senator from Oregon that this 
additional board is not for bringing up the arrears, as the 
Secretary of the Interior in his annual report states that the arrears 
are all brought up and that one board is sufficient to conduct the cur- 
rent business, In view of that, the committee of course did not feel 
that they could retain the two boards. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether he or his committee have inquired into the 
manner in which pension appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions 
have been considered in the office of the Secretary of the Interior in 
past years? The point is, whether the appeals which have come up 
from time to time—and there are a great many of them from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions—have been referred to this board of pension ap- 
peals, considered by the board, and then acted upon by the Secretary, 
or whether they have been considered by clerks drawn from time to 
time from the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, and then passed 
upon by the Secretary in innumerable cases which never went before 
the board of pension appeals at all ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee did not examine that question with 
any detail. Weheard some ions that in some cases perhaps the 
matter had been considered by the Secretary of the Interior outside of 
the board of pension appeals, but there was no information which led 
us to believe thatan additional board of appeals was required. There- 
fore we did not pro, it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that connection my information is that in 
many instances the cases which have been appealed from the decision 
of the Commissioner of Pensions have been reviewed in the office of the 
Secretary of the Interior by the very same men who passed upon the cases 
originally in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions and who have 
been called by the Secretary of the Interior from the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to pass upon these cases. 

I understand furthermore—I may bewrong abont it, and, of course, 
if I am I shall be glad to be corrected—that there are some four thou- 
sand cases that have been appealed from the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and there have been reversals in only about one hundred of them. 
That may all be right, and perhaps none of the other cases ought to 
have been reversed; but if it be true, as has been reported to me, that 
some of the clerks employed in giving decisions in these cases in the 
office of the Commissioner of Pensions have been called up into the 
office of the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of reviewing their 
own decisions, then it is a practice that ought not to be permitted. 
That may account, if true, for the fact that the docket has been cleared 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and it may also go very 
far to account for the fact that there haye been so few reversals in pro- 
portion to the great number of cases appealed. 

Mr. ALLISON. As faras I know the committee had no information 
to the effect stated by the Senator from Oregon. If what he states be 
true, it is very bad administration of the Interior Department, and we 
hope to correct any trouble that may arise on that account in a very 
few weeks. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations whether, perhaps, it would not be wise, in order 
to have this matter still an open question in conference, to amend this 
bill by striking out the word “‘ three,” in this line, and inserting the 
word “‘six,”’ and then when the committees get into conference, if it 
is deemed advisable under all the circumstances to reduce the board 
from six, as it is now under the law, to three, it can be done; but if it 
should seem to be advisable after looking into the matter to keep the 
board at the original number, six, then the committee would~be in a 
position to doit. As the matter stands now—uoless of course this 
amendment is made—the board is reduced from six to three members. 
I shall make no motion myself to amend. I simply desire to attract 
the attention of the chairman of the committee and the committee and 
the Senate to this matter. 

Mr, ALLISON. If it shall turn ont next year that there are arrears 
in these pension appeal cases it will be very easy to ask for additional 
force. If the current work of this board is now up, I see no difficulty 
Pee DORT eee ee ere ee ee ae ee 

‘ore it. 

Mr, TELLER. This board of appeals was established under my ad- 
ministration of the office of Secretary of the Interior. There had been 
no such thing before. I induced the Appropriations Committee to es- 
tablish it because there was a necessity in these appeals for the em- 
ployment of old examiners, ‘The work ran behind with three men, as 
stated by the Senator from Oregon. We have had some of the time 
nine men and sometimes six, and they have brought up the work. I 
am satisfied myself that no three men can keep up that work and do 
justice to the Government and do justice to the people who claim the 
attention of the Government in appealing to the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The Secretary of the Interior himself can not look at these 
cases, and the old practice of leaving them to one clerk is simply a de- 
nial of justice to the parties appealing. I think myself there should 
be at least five men on that board, if not six. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say to the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations that the incoming administration, 
which he pro; to use in rectifying certain things, will have a very 
laborious if they make any improvement upon that particular 
branch of the public service; and the reflection which that language 
casts upon the present administration I denounce. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri—if he 
will allow me a moment—had taken a little more pains to listen to 
what I said, he would have discovered that my remarks were knsed 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1611 


upon the allegations of the Senator from Oregon, of which I had no 
knowledge. I simply stated that if appeals were considered under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior by clerks who had made the 
original decision, I thought it was very bad administration and would 
undoubtedly be corrected. I have no knowledge whatever that the 

t Secretary of the Interior has done that thing, and I would not 
believe withont pretty full information that he would do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I haveno personal knowledge on that point, and 
I think I stated that substantially. At the same time it has been re- 

to me from a source that is worthy of consideration at least, 
that such has been the practice; that is to say, that clerks from the of- 
fice of the Commissioner of Pensions have been called to the aid of 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Assistant Secretary, because I be- 
lieve the Assistant Secretary generally attends to this—in reviewing 
cases that have come up on appeal from the decision of the Commis- 
sioner, and that very many cases, according to this report, have been 
poen upon by the Secretary and affirmed without those cases ever 

ving gone before this board of pension appeals at all. 

I do not know that that is so. It may be entirely misinformation, 
but that is my information, and I say, as the chairman of the commit- 
tee says, if that is so, then it is a very bad practice and it ought to be 
corrected; and if it isso, that may go very far, as I said before, to 
account for the clearing of the docket, and if any such suggestion has 
been made from the Interior Department, to the aos that a board 
composed of three members is sufficient to do this work, whereas here- 
tofore the board has been composed of six and sometimes of nine—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Oregon, in mak- 
ing such a reflection as that is, to state his authority. I do not think 
that Senators should come here on the floor of the Senate and make 
statements reflecting upon the character of officers of high standing 
and high official position, and then say they do not know whether the 
statements are true or not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know that it is any reflection upon the 
character of any one. I do not understand that any statement I 
have made reflects upon the character of the Secretary of the Interier 
or the character of anybody else, and I certainly mean to make no such 
reflection. The Secretary of the Interior in his judgment may feel that 
he is fully authorized in calling to his aid, in addition to this board of 
appeals, any clerk within his Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For what purpose? 

Mr. MITCHELL. For the purpose of aiding him in the examina- 
tion of appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How will he examine them? Did not your in- 
formant undertake to make the impression on your mind that these 
people practically decided the cases, and that the Secretary only fol- 
lowed after this pension clerk in his ruling? Was not that the object 
of his coming to you? ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. iPresident, I have not said that any- 
body came to me, as far as that s concerned, and I do not know that 
Iam bound to state what impression anything made upon my mind. 
I simply have stated, and I repeat it, that I have information to the 
effect that the Secretary of the Interior, or the Assistant Secretary, 
rather, whose province, I believe, it is under the practice of the De- 
partment to take up and pass upon these cases, had called in to his aid 
not alone and only this board of pension appeals provided by law, but 
that he had called to his aid clerks employed in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and that in many instances these appeal cases 
have been taken up, passed upon, and decided by the Secretary of the 
Interior, or the Assistant Secretary, if you please, without the cases 
ever having gone before the board of pension appeals. : 

The Secretary of the Interior may have felt that he had ample au- 
thority as Secretary of the Interior to do that thing. I am making no 
charges against the integrity of the Secretary of the Interior or the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Interior or against anybody else, as the Sena- 
tor from Missouri would seem to imply. Iam assuming, and have as- 
sumed in all that I have said, that the Secretary of the Interior per- 
haps felt that he had ample authority and full power to call to his aid 
anybody in connection with his Department to assist in this business. 
That is all I have said, and I repeat that square fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Secretary, or has he not, power to call th 
clerks to his assistance ? z 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ithink probably he has, Ithink, perhaps with- 
out any doubt, he has power to do that thing. But inasmuch as the 
legislature of the country has stepped inand provided a board of pen- 
sion appeals to aid him in this matter, it seems to me that all these 
cases ought to go before that board. 

That is all I meant tosay. The Senator from Missouri has misun- 
derstood me entirely if he supposes for one moment that I am making 
any charges against anybody. Isimply mean to say if that thing has 
been done, it is a bad practice and one that ought not to be allowed in 
the future, and if the Secretary of the interior is not able to get along 
with these cases with a board of pension appeals composed of six mem- 
bers, without calling in aid from other sources, then the board ought 
not to be retained. That is all I meant to say. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the information received by the 
Senator from Oregon in regard to the action in this matter is incorrect: 

For fifteen years prior to January 1, 1881, the average number of a: 
taken annually from the action of the Pension Office to the Secretary of the In- 
terior was 285. 

Mr. MITCHELL, How many? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two hundred and eighty-five annually on an 
average for fifteen years prior to January 1, 1881. 

Since January 1, 1881, the number of appeals taken from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to the Secretary of the Interior, is as follows: 


Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask the Senator a question there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can theSenator tell me what proportion of those 
were reversed and what proportion affirmed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have that statement somewhere, but I am not 
able to lay my hand on it now. I have not been able, since the Sena- 
tor raised the point, to get at it. 

Number of appeal cases— 
Disposed of in 1834...... wo» 1,446 
Pendi: lyre 1, : 


Pending January 1, 1886... 
Disposed fin 1886...... 
Pending Jan 
Dispo: 


1 
sed of in 1887.. 
Pending January 1, 1883. > 

Mr. MITCHELL. About five thousand cases, then, were disposed 
of in 1887. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five thousand four hundred and fifty-seven. 
Before that, if I am not mistaken, we instituted this board of pension 
appeals simply to assist the Secretary of the Interior in his decision. 
It is not the board that makes the decision. -We first made, I believe, 
the number three. Then we increased it to six. Then we increased 
it to nine, and, if I am not mistaken, in the appropriation act of 1886- 
187 we increased it still more, but I do not remember exactly the num- 
ber. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no further increase. Nine was the 
highest it ever reached, and then in the last appropriation bill it was 
reduced to six, and that is the law to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inregard tothe methods of business there, I will 
read a letter from the Assistant Secretary to the chairman of the Senate 
Select Committee to Investigate the Methods of Business in the Depart- 
ments: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 5, 1888. 


Dzar Str: Inclosed I transmit for your information report of the work of the 
board of pension appeals for the week ending December 31, 1887, showing ap- 


peals pending, 377. 

I desire to state in this connection that, while this number of cases ison our 
docket as pending, as a matter of fact we are now of current appeals, 
The practice in the Pension Bureau is that, when a case is appealed by reason 
of the rejection of the soldier’s claim for pension, before the papers are for- 
warded tothis Department by the Commissioner of Pensions they are submitted 


to a board, known as the board of re-review, who are required to re-examine 


the whole record in the case with a view to the correction of errors and mis- 
takes that may have been committed in the original examination ofeuch claim; 
and to-day the 377 cases that appear as pending upon the Department docket 
are now before the different boards for re-examination by the Pension Bureau 
for the pu: above stated. Afterthe board of re-review has acted, if the for- 
mer rej n is adhered to, or reversed, the Department is notified by the Pen- 
sion Bureau of its action in this behalf. So that there are to-day no accumula- 
tion of cases ready for final action by this son aadweeer 

As soon as I can havea few decisions in t Brockman case printed I will 


eine to s ee promptness in the disposition of these matters as well as & 
great saving in expense. È 
Very respectfully, yours, 
D. L. HAWKINS, 
Assistant 
Hon. F. M. 


COCKRELLy- 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask whether the Senator has any knowledge 
that all the cases that come up from the decision of the Commissioner 
of Pensions are submitted to this board or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam going on to state that. My understanding 
is, and I think I can not be mistaken in it, that the rule is in the De- 
partment when these cases come up by appeal from the Pension Office 
they go to the Assistant Secretary, and then go to the members of the 
pension appeal board. Now, they have clerks there making out briefs 
and abstracts for them to help them in doing theirwork. They could 
never have gotten up with the work if they had to do all the writing 
with theirown hands. They have their decisions written out and they 
are all subject to the review of the Assistant Secretary. 

As a matter of course, the Assistant Secretary acts under and for the 
Secretary, and if it were an important case that counsel demanded 
that the Secretary should pass upon he would have to do so, atone 
less of whether the Assistant Secretary had passed upon it or any 
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else. There might be a case in which the Secretary would give the 
formal decision and have the case briefed and the statement of facts in 
it presented to him. a 

They have had in the employ of this board persons detailed from dif- 
ferent offices. I presume they have had some from the Pension Office. 
I think they have had some from the Patent Office, and they have had 
other clerks doing mere clerical work; but that the cases are passed 
upon or practically decided by the clerks in the Pension Office who 
had the first adjudication of them is incorrect. That class of clerks 
has not been detailed there to assist the pension appeal board in their 
work, It has been a different class of clerks, X 

As this report shows, in the Pension Office the cases pass through a 
large number of hands. They are briefed and prepared. Then they 
go to the chief of division, then they go to the board of review, and 
they are sent occasionally to a medical board, if there is any reference 

uiring it. If there is any question of law, they aresent to the board 
of lawyers in the Interior Department. After a decision is made and 
the Secretary has confirmed it, if there is any dissatisfaction and that 
case is appealed, then the case goes to the board of re-review, and fre- 
uently errors that may have escaped observation before are corrected 
Sane and the case is not appealed any further. Sometimes before the 
case is decided there is additional evidence upon a weak point sub- 
mitted, so that in all cases the largest possible latitude is given to the 
applicant to present any and all kinds of evidence that he may have, 
and even after the case comes before the board of appeals you can send 
evidence to the Pension Office and it will be sent up to the board of 
appeals having the case, I have a case of that kind now pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume the Senator from Missouri will agree 
with me that, in view of this legislation from time to time, all the 
cases that are appealed from the decision of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions ought to pass through this board before being decided. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That depends on circumstances. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What circumstances? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I say, in an important case parties might 
want the Secretary to pass upon it himself, and they have a right to 
force him to pass upon it if necessary, because the board are only act- 
ing as and for him, and if you were prosecuting cases there might be a 
principle or a question involyed on which you would not be satisfied 
to take the opinion of the board. I have got cases now pending that I 
expect to take directly before the Secretary, and to take his decision 
and construction on legal points. That may occurin the great bulk 
of the cases going before these persons. Now I will go further and 

state—— 

’ Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the Senator to concede, then—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ido not know that there has ever been such a 
case, but I can readily see that there might be cases,and I have one or 
two that I have attempted to prepare that I expect to ask the Secretary 
of the Interior to upon himself, 

Mr. MITCHELL. And probably there are a number of cases that 
have gone up that the board of appeals never khew anything about. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt that very seriously. I doubt very seri- 
ously whether there has been a solitary such case; but I say there 
might be cases, in my judgment, that might occur, where a lawyer or 
a claimant would have a perfect right to ask the Secretary to pass upon 
it, and, as I said, I have a case in point where the decision has been 
given against the pensioning of soldiers of a certain class enlisted at 
a certain time under a certain law, and I do not believe that con- 
struction of the law is right, and it is the case referred to in the book 
before me. Ithink they have misinterpreted the law, and I expect 
to place that in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior himself to 
pass upon that question, as I have a right to do. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the Senator any information as to the nam- 
ber of cases that are now before the Secretary ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will come to that ina minute. My judgment 
is that the cases, if any have ever been taken directly to the à 
are very few. I have never heard of one pen so taken. They pub- 
lish all these decisions; they are all printed and they are being bound. 
After this board got this great bulk of cases before them and had these 
decisions prepared, and they have been reviewed by the Secretary, 
there is scarcely now a case coming before them that is not covered by 
some of the previously decided cases, so that they can dispose of twice 
as many cases as they could before. When the board was organized, 
while the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was Secretary of the 
ga they did not have the decisions in the pension cases published, 

id they? 

Mr. TELLER. I think they commenced publishing them when I 
was Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They had not been originally published. 

Mr. TELLER. Not originally. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. Sothat the Secretary did not have the benefit of 
the precedents; but now that they have been printed, and are being 
printed regularly, the Assistant Secretary told me only a day or two ago 
that there were very few cases that came up now which had not practi- 
cally been decided before. 

As to whether three members of the board of appeals can keep up the 


current business depends upon whether they are good workers or not. 
That is all there is about it. I say to the Senator frankly, knowing as 
Ido the amount of business and the character of the business, that three 
men on that board of appeals, if they keep the business up to date and 
dispose of the business currently, will have to work industriously. 
Whether the incoming administration will be able to secure three men 
who will work industrionsly and faithfully and keep the business up 
or not, is, in my judgment, doubtful. I say it very frankly, they will 
have to work very industriously. There are now on that pension ap- 
peal board some men who are yery expert in this business, because they 
have been there; they have gone all over these cases; they are familiar 
with them; they are lawyers; they have studied these decisions, and 
they may dispose of a great many cases just as the Senator could, famil- 
iar as heis with the law; and the more cases he decides the more he can 
decide, because he becomes more familiar with them. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think there are some very competent men on 
that board. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought I had the Senate select committee re- 

rt here, but it is so voluminous that I may have omitted to put it 
in; but I had during the investigation of the Senate select committee 
reports made monthly by this board as to the number of cases they 
disposed of, and my recollection is that they reversed a great many. 
I do not think they probably reversed as many as before, but they re- 
versed quite a considerable number of cases that were brought before 
them, and the Appropriations Committee, when they made that last 
increase—and I believe it was done at the instance of the Senator from 
Connecticut—did it temporarily for the express purpose of bringing 
the business up to date. That was the object of it. It was not to 
make the large number permanent. It was put on there expecting 
the business to be brought up within the time of that’ appropriation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘Two years were provided for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the object of it. They worked faith- 
fully; they worked hard. More men being added, as a matter of course 
they disposed of the business more rapidly. 

As to whether the number ought to be reduced to three or not, I say 
frankly I am in very grave doubts. My judgment, after all the facts 
I can uscertain, is that three active, competent lawyers can keep the 
businessup. If you put three men on, or if you retain three men who 
are slow and not diligent and not faithful, the chances are that there 
will be another accumulation of pension appeal cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator let me suggest to him that the 
number of appeals was nineteen hundred and forty last year, and there 
will be as many next year undoubtedly, and probably more. Each 
officer would have to decide twelve more a month, or one hundred and 
forty-four in a year more than the present board have been able to deal 
with, and I doubt whether they could do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I did not know this point was coming up and I 
have not the last Pension Office report before me, I do not know the 
number of appeals taken in 1888. Those are up to the Ist of January, 
1888. How many were taken during the year just passed I do not 
know, but my impression is that after these decisions had been printed, 
and I think that was one of the immediate benefits of it, and when 
they were accessible, the number of appealsdiminished, because pen- 
sion claimants and pension agents and attorneys could see that a par- 
ticular case had already been decided. Before that time they could 
not not tell whether it had ever been decided, and each claimant would 
take his case up by appeal. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish tosay to the Senator that 90 per cent. of them, 
and probably 95 per cent. go up, not on questions of law, buton ques- 
tions of fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know.that. 

Mr. TELLER. Each case stands by itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but frequently questions of law are in- 
volved as well as questions of fact. 

_Mr. TELLER. Of course, if a question of law is presented that has 
been already adjudicated they would dispose of the case promptly. I 
ge not believe myself that three men can do that work and do it prop- 
erly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can only be done in the way I have stated. I 
assure the Senator of that fact. ‘The number may either remain as fixed 
by the other House, at three, or you may put it at six; it depends on 
the fact whether they are active, quick working men, as to whether 
they will not fall behind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Imovetoamend bystriking outtheword ‘‘ three,’’ 
where it occurs in the twenty-fifth line on page 80, and inserting in lien 
thereof ‘‘six;’? so as to read: 

Six members of a board of pension appeals. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will not object to the amendment of the ator 
from Wisconsin for the reason that the Senator from Colorado, who has 
hadexpėrience with this pension business, and the Senator from Missouri 
say that probably three members of the board can not do the work. Itis 
important that the werk should be kept up currently, and therefore I 
shall not interpose, if I can interpose, a point of order on the amend- 
ment, but I should like to look into it further. If five are sufficient, 


1889. 


‘as suggested by the Senator from Colorado, I should be glad to have it 
modified so as to make the number five. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill say to the Senator from Iowa that Ilooked 
into this matter, and I am perfectly satisfied that if the same number 
of appeals are taken up it will require three active, faithful, diligent 
men to keep up, and they will have to work hard. I myself think that 

robably there would be no objection to having six and two boards. 
tive could not make two boards. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If this amendment has been disposed of 
Ishould like to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The amend- 
ment is not di d of. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Iowa or the 
Senator from Missouri, or any one who knows, whether there is any 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior in respect to the num- 
ber of members of this ap board. 

Mr. COCKRELL, He recommends three. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have already stated to the Senate that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior recommends but three. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not chance to hear the statement of the Sena- 
ter. I desired to know what his recommendation was. I shall follow 
it so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he knows, 
if not I ask the Senator from Colorado, whether these three clerks who 
are called appeal clerks act as a board, or do they act separately in the 
transaction of this business? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They act as a board. 

Mr. GRAY. How will the six act? 

Mr. ALLISON. The six make two boards. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘Two boards of three each. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the way they are doing; they are dividing. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I hope the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Wisconsin will carry; I want to get the matter into conference, 
and the conference can fix whatever number is proper, five, four, or 
three. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro} by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

è amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 25, on page 80, I move to amend by making 

the clause read: 


Six members, who shall constitute two boards of pension appeals. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 25, on page 80, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘of a board ” and insert the words ‘‘to constitute two 
boards;’’ so as to read: 


Six members to constitute two boards of pension appeals, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, ALLISON, Iask unanimous consent that the clerks may cor- 
rect the totals corresponding with this increase in lines 9 and 10, on 
82. ‘In all, $176,990 ” should be increased by $6,000. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. It is 
suggested that there are one or two other places where similar correc- 
tions in totals will have to be made. 
par ALLISON. I hope the clerks, by unanimous consent, will do 
that. 
Mr. HARRIS. I wish to call attention to the amendment inserted 
in line 11, on 4, where the total should also be corrected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that that will 
be done under the present order. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On page 105, in line 9, in the appropri- 
ations for the Department of Justice, I move to strike out “two” and 
insert ‘five’? before the word ‘‘ hundred;’’ so as to read: 


Chief clerk and ex oficio superintendent of the building $2,500. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 
is not an amendment from a committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is estimated for, and the Senate has 
passed a bill providing for this increase, both of which points bring the 
amendment within the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the point of order insisted upon 
by the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I insist upon it if I have any right to do so. It is 
not reported from any committee that I know of. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, being estimated for in the regular estimates 
offered more than one day before, presented in the Senate, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and now offered, I think it falls clearly 
within the rule. The amendment is, I think, in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware of that having been done. 


Mr. HARRIS. Oh, yes; it isa printed amendment; it was offered 
two or three days ago. 


Mr, ALLISON. Very well; let us take a vote on it. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope there will be no objection to the 
adoption of the amendment, The Attorney-General has in two or 
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three annual reports recommended this increase in the salary of the 
chief clerk. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair understands the point of 
order to be withdrawn. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to offer 
an amendment to which I am sure there will not be any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, line 2, in the appropriations for the 
office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, after the word 
‘t dollars,” it is proposed to insert: 

And $500 additional while the office of assistant doorkeeper is held by the 
present incumbent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not necessary to say more than that at this 
time, while we are talking of reform in the civil service, we have a case 
here in the Senate, the most remarkable probably in any department 
of the Government, of a gentleman who was appointed in 1831, fifty- 
eight years ago, appointed before many of us were born, who has been 
here to welcome every Senator from that day until now to his seat and 
to assist in no ordinary way in contributing to the comfort of all of us, 
who has grown old in the service, and who is as modest as he is faith- 
ful. Whilea point of order probably would reach the amendment, I 
trust it will not be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to put in the 
name, so as to read, ‘‘is held by Isaac Bassett, the present incumbent.” 
The honor which the Senator proposes is one which the whole Senate 
would desire to join in paying to this very excellent, faithful, and hon- 
ored public servant; and it is an embalming of his name in the public 
statutes of the country which I think he deserves, 

Mr. GORMAN, I thank the Senator from Massachusetts for the 
suggestion. 

Mr. HARRIS. The suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
eminently proper, and I hope the name will beinserted before the words 
“the presentincumbent.”? + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Maryland to accept the suggestion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, 

Mr. GORMAN. Idoso with great pleasure. Iam glad the Sen- 
ator made the suggestion. 

Ge PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as mod- 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, after the word “‘dollars,”’ in line 
2, it is proposed to insert: 

And $500 additional while the office of assistant doorkeeper is held by Isaac 
Bassett, the present incumbent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. SAWYER. In the items for the office of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, on page 98, line 19, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ I 
move to insert: 

Chief of division of correspondence, $2,000. 

And in line 22, on the same page, to strike out ‘‘twenty-two’”’ and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-one ;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-one clerks of class 3. 


Mr. ALLISON. I regret to be obliged to make the point of order on 
the amendment of my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr, SAWYER. I hope the Senator will not do that. This isa very 
faithfal officer and a good man. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no doubt he is a good man, 

Mr. SAWYER. He is a man for whom this increase was recom- 
mended, not at this session but at this Co by Postmaster-General 
Vilas. He has been put at the head of that division and detailed there 
at $1,600. I propose to make his salary $2,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the point of 
order to be insisted upon. 

Mr, ALLISON. [I insist on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is subject to the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Iowa. If there be no further 
amendments to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on ApEn Eaton if the amendment proposing to increase 
the number pt erks for the Civil Service Commission is a committee 
amendment ` 
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Mr. ALLISON, No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire ifthe amendmentis made 
to increase this force because the railway postal service has been brought 
within the jurisdiction of the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr, ALLISON. That is one of the reasons given. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is that the essential reason ? 

Mr. ALLISON. _ It may not be the essential reason, but it is one of 
the reasons. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask that that amendment may be reserved for 
a separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska desires a separate vote 
upon concurring in the last amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. As the Senate is somewhat thin, I ask 
that the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole be con- 
curred in with the exception of this amendment, unless some other 
Senator desires to reserve an amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Two amendments were offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition is to concur in all 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole except the one 
reserved by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] for a separate 
vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment reserved by the Senator from Ne- 
braska is the amendment increasing the number of clerks for the Civil 
Service Commission to three? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes; increasing the number of clerks to three. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is reserved. The 
question is on concurring in all the other amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and still 
open to amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to have the amendment acted upon 
to-night, but I desire to move to insert, in line 11, on page 4, after the 
word ‘*Commerce,’’ the words: 

Clerk to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


Mr. HARRIS. An amendment has been already inserted at that 


t. 
ame ALLISON. Imust make the point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. STEWART. Isay I give notice of the amendment. Iwill call 
it up to-morrow. 
Mr. ALLISON, I will make the point of order on it. 
Mr. STEWART. Ihave looked over the list of committees on page 
4 of the bill, and I am sure that the clerk of my committee has as much 
work to doas almost any of the clerks of the othercommittees. I know 
some’ about what the clerks do. Iam a pretty active man my- 
“self, and I am paying out a good deal for clerk-hire in addition to my 
regular clerk, I have paid more than his all the time for ad- 
ditional assistants, and I think I might be allowed this indulgence. 
We are down in the crypt, ina room where we work to great disad- 
vantage, and I hire additional clerks. Of those who are presentof my 
committee I may say that a majority of them are willing to author- 
ize me to report the amendment from that committee. I will submit 
the amendment and refer it to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
call it up to-morrow. 
Mr. SPOONER. It must be referred twenty-four hours in advance. 
Mr. STEWART. I give the Committee on Appropriations notice of 
it, and to-morrow morning if my committee do not to it so that 
I can report it of course it will not be pressed, but I hope the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will not make the point of order that it has not 
been referred to them regularly for twenty-four hours when I give them 


this notice. 
The question of twenty-four hours we will take 


Mr. ALLISON. 
into account. 

I shall be glad if we can have an understanding that to-morrow at 
2 o'clock, if that be the hour, at least after the morning business is 
disposed of, we shall have a vote upon the amendment reserved by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], and the question now raised 
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. HALE. Why not call up the bill directly after the routine 
morning business ? 1 

Mr. ALLISON. Because there is some other business to occupy the 
time in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote be taken upon the bill—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Without farther amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without further amendments, except 
the one of which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has given 
notice—— 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The Senator from Iowa will not make the point 
that the amendment has not been referred for twenty-four hours? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa reserve 


the point of order the amendment of the Senator from Nevada? 


Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to waive that right, because that 
will be less than twenty-four hours, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa reserve 
the point of order against the amendment? k 

. ALLISON. I will not raise any point about the number of 
hours. I will not waive any other question of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwish to make a suggestion to the Senator from Ne- 
vada, and I have been unable to get his attention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee appeals 
to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to say to the Senator from Nevada that 
if the pointof order is made upon his amendment, unless he can report 
it to-day, it does not matter at what hour to-day, and refer it to the 
committee, if the point of order is insisted upon to-morrow the 
are ten to one that it will be decided against him. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that the chairman of the committee 
says that he will not raise the point of order as to time. If it is re- 
ported to-morrow morning from the committee, that will be satisfactory 
as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to know whether I have unanimous consent 
that the bill is to be considered as only open for the amendment re- 
served by the Senator from Nebraska and the question, whatever it 
may be, of my friend from Nevada, and that the vote shall be taken at 
2 o'clock to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the proposition submitted to 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Put the question and let us decide it. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to know—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say to the Senator from Nevada that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is not the only man who 
can make the point of order. Let us dispose of that when the question 
comes up. There will be no promises made to-day, I assure the Sen- 
ator, that the point of order will not be made to-morrow, because there 
are two or three other Senators who have the same kind of amend- 
ments precisely, and if the point of order is made against one it will be 
made against all. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I object to any understanding for to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask for a vote on the amendment reserved 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], reserved for a separate vote by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Pappocx], will be read. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I call for the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 20, under the head of ‘‘Civil Service 
Commission,’’ at the end of line 19, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out ‘‘two’’ and inserted ‘* three;?’ so as to read: 

Three clerks of class 2, 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas necessarily absent from the Chamber. I should 
like to inquire whether that is the only amendment that was adopted 
under that head? 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is the only one reserved. 

Mr. DAWES. There was one adopted, and then a motion made to 
add another clerk, Did that fail? 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. GORMAN. It is the last one that is re- 


served. 2 

Mr. DAWES. Then there were two amendments made adding 
civil-service clerks? 

Mr. HARRIS. One has been agreed to already. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imovetoreconsider the vote by which that amend- 
ment was agreed to. [A pause.] No, that is not in order; it is open 
in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurringin the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which was reserved 
for a separate vote by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from Nebraska asked for a separate 
vote on that amendment. He does not ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator reserved for a separate vote the 
amendments providing for both of those clerks or only one? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I reserved the last amendment adding one. Had 
it occurred to me earlier I should have reserved the other amendment 
too. 


Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Nebraska. I 
hope the amendment will be voted down without a yea-and-nay vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the yeasand nays insisted upon? 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Iowa move to reconsider the 
vote by which the other amendment allowing an additional clerk to 
the Civil Service Commission was agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido notnow move toreconsiderit. I am quite in 
accord with the Senator from Nebraska, however. 

Mr. HARRIS. So am I; and I am quite in accord with a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the other clerk was allowed to the 
Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been already concurred in, 
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Mr. HARRIS. I know it has been concurred in in the Senate, and 
I was simply asking if the Senator moved to reconsider the vote by 
which it was concurred in. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to vote for a motion to reconsider, 
if it is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the call for the yeas and nays 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. HOAR. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa. I do not like to 
interfere with his conduct of the bill, but it is hardly fair to vote in the 
absence of the Senator who moved the amendment, unless the Senator 
had an understanding with him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no suggestions to make. If the yeas and 
nays are called I fear we shall have no quorum. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. I 
want to finish this bill to-night. Iam under an honorable obligation 
to other Senators, who have other business, to dispose of this bill. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDING GFFICER. Before submitting the motion to ad- 
journ, the Chair lays before the Senate a request from the House of 
Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ix Toe House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 7, 1889. 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senateto make outa dupli- 
cate copy of the Senate concurrent resolution directing the manner of the en- 
roliment of Senate bill 2305, to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments, the original being lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will be granted, if there 
is no objection. The Chair hears none, and the request is granted. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Several SENATORS. Do not let us adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] calls for the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the call for the yeas and nays sus- 
tained? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], and by 
inadvertence I voted. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. This is not a question about which the Senator need 
observe his pair unless he wants to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative), I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], but I assume that he 
would vote the same way Ivoted. Ithink, however, I oughtto withdraw 
my vote, and I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his vote.  _ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotqurrrt]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
generally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I did 
not think it was necessary to withhold my vote on this question, 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS 3. 
Hoar, Mitchell, Stewart. 
NAYS—13, 

Allison, Gorman, Pasco, Vest. 
Call, Gray. Platt, 
Chandler, Ransom, 

Paddock, Telier, 

ABSENT—60. 

Aldrich, Dani Hearst, 5 
= — e a 
Beck, Dawes, Ingalls, Sabin, 

Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Sh 

E McPherson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Standfu: 
Brown, Faulkner, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Frye, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, George, Palmer, Vance, 

Gibson, yne, Voorhees, 
= itt, gi «i Pun > Wal + 

qui ampton, Wilson o 

Cullom, Hawley, Quay, Wilson Ma.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The voteshows the absence of a quo- 
rum, and the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have endeavored to complete the appropriation 
bill to-night, in view of the condition of public business. It is mani- 
fest that it will be impossible at this hour to secure a quorum to pass 
the bill. Therefore I move that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
soe — adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 8, 1889, at 12 
o m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, February 7, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. sf od. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read approvi 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Regular order. 
ELECTORAL VYOTE—FLORIDA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of State of 
an appropriation to pay the expenses of a special messenger sent to 
Florida for the electoral returns of that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
DEFICIENCY PRINTING AND BINDING, AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Commissioner of 
Agriculture of a deficiency appropriation for printing and binding for 
the fiscal year 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

COAST SURVEY STEAMER GEDNEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplementary estimate of ap- 
propriation for expenses incurred in transferring the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey steamer Gedney from New York to San Francisco, and for re- 
pairs to said vessel; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

USELESS PAPERS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate concurrent resolution for the correc- 
tion of the enrollment of the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for 
the disposition of useless papers in the Executive Departments, has 
been mislaid, and if there be no objection an order will be made di- 
recting the Clerk to request the Senate to furnish a duplicate copy of 
the resolution. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

THOMAS LANNIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2714) for the 
relief of Thomas Lannigan. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that bill carries only $100, and asa 
similar bill has been reported from the House committee, and is on the 
Calendar, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. This 
is a balance standing on the books of the Treasury Department to the 
credit of Mr. Lannigan. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Regular order. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to proceed with the Army appropria- 
tion bill, and must object to anything that will lead to delay. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I ask to have the bill remain on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

The SPE. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3419) provid- 
ing an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Then I ask consent that it remain on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

_ There was no objection. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motionof Mr. LANDES, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies papers 
in the case of Mary Ann Egan. 

H. H. SIBLEY. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tuomas H. B. 
BROWNE] asks unanimous consent that the Senate report No. 1146, 
relating to the claim of H. H. Sibley, be printed in the RECORD, stating 
that the bill will come up for consideration to-morrow. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection, and if was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


_ The Committee on Claims, to whom was committed the bill (S. 518) for the ro- 
lief of the legal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, have considered 
the remy respectfully report: 
Henry Sibley was, before the rebellion, a major in the United States Army, 
He was born in the State of Louisiana, and graduated at West Point July 1, 
1838, He served with distinction from that time to the breaking out of the re- 
bellion, He was in several Indian wars; in many battles, including several im- 
portant battles in the Mexican war, and was hrevetted a major March 25, 1847, 
for gallant and meritorious conduct in the affair at Medilin, near Vera Cruz. 
He resigned his commission in the Army of the United States, being then major 
in the First Dragoons, May 13, 186]. He accepted a command in the rebel serv- 
ice, and continued in that service during the war of the rebeilion. His political 
disabilities were removed by an act of Congress; he was joned August 
per by President Johnson, upon certain conditions, all of which he comp! 
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His widow, Mrs. Charlotte K. Sibley, was born at Sackett’s Harbor, N. Y. 
Her maiden name was Charlotte Kendall. She was the daughter of William 
Kendall and Charlotte Howard, both of the city of Boston. Her grandfather 
was Josoph Howard, one of the selectmen of Boston. All her relatives, so far 
as known, were loyal to the United States, were born in States which remained 
true to the Union, and sympathized with the Union cause, Mrs, Sibley herself 
strongly sympathized with the cause of the Union, endeavored to prevail upon 
her husband to come North during the war, and was much distressed at his resig- 
nation from the Union eis and abandonment of the Union cause. She was 
in the city of Brooklyn, N, Y., when the war broke out, and remained there four 
or five months after the battle of Manassas. She then, in obedience to the com- 
mand of her husband, joined him in Louisiana, and remained there until some 
three or four weeks before the surrender of General Lee. She returned to the 
city of Brooklyn and remained there until after the war. Her only children 
were a daughter, who was fifteen years of age when the war , and a son, 
who was less than fifteen years of age when it ended. Her afidavit and other 
affidavits establishing these facts are annexed to this report. 

Before the war Henry H. Sibley invented a certain conical tent, for which let- 
ters patent were issued to him on the lith of April, 1856. It was known as the 
Sibley tent. On the 18th of February, 1858, the War Department made a con- 
tract with him by which the United States agreed to pay him a royalty of $5 

jece on allsuch tents which the Government should make. This was to con- 
me till January 1, 1859, and until notice was given of its termina- 
tion, t notice was never given. 

On the 16th of A he to W. W. Burns a one-half interest in his in- 
vention benefits, profits, and royalties” which should arise from it 
after February 22, 1858. 

The Government proceeded to use the Sibley tents, and used them beforeand 
during the war. The total amount of such tents so manufactured and used from 

March 1, 1853, to angues 1, 188) , was 3,588, upon 3,377 of which the entire royalty 
` has been paid. During the rebellion the number of tents used by the United 


States was 43,958. We annex a letter from the Quartermaster-General of the 
United States sta’ facts as to the use of these tents by the United States. 
Burns was loy; ut the war. He brought a suit aga the United 


by 
That judgment has been paid in full. 
There was never any fb pararse and, indeed, there was never any provision 
fora | ag renee which forfei' his rights under the contract or deprived Sib- 
oF oss remedy, except the provision of the statute of March 3, Toes, 

required as a condition of the right to sue in the Court of Claims an 

the claimant has at all times borne true allegiance to the Government of the 
United rans bape has not in any way voluntarily aided, abetted, 

ragement to rebellion against said Government.” 
The court held in Armstrong vs. The United States (13 Wall., 154) that a par- 


plicable to a person who had received a pardon. 
at the December term, 1871. The court had previously held, in ex 


Mr. Gar’ 
from the obligation to take a test oath on such ad- 


mission, 

Sibley, therefore, might, according to this decision, have brought suit in the 
Court of Claims at any time after n of the 16th of August, 1867. But 
the act of Con; requiring an oath he had at all times ¢ true alle- 
giance to the Government and had notin any way aided or abetted the rebellion 
age apparently in his way. It was not till the no groper of the decision 

n Armstro! ; 


ESAE SE vod teeny rag ang by t the public generally, or 
even the profession, understood the law to Sa oo Alark A DY Gat ext. i 


We suppose that in an ordin case Con, would remove without ques- 
tion the bar of the statute of Limitations in the case of a person who failed 
to bring a suit under such circumstances, but the committee seriously question 
whether they ought to waive the bar of the statute of limitations to enable a 
person to ye og an action —— the United States under a contract for a mili- 
tary invention the use of which invention by the Government was 1 n- 
creased and, indeed, almost wholly occasioned by a rebellion in which the claim- 


ant himself took gis If Mr. Sibley were himself the person relief this 
nee ey would, in the opinion of a portion of the committee, be fatal to his 
claim, 


But we think, on an appeal to the sense of equity and to the indulgence of 
Congress, the case of Mrs. Sibley and her children stands differently. e was 
unquestionably loyal to the Government, as were all her kindred, She endeav- 
ored to induce her husband to remain loyal. As he is dead, one-third of his 

perty would become hers, either by his will or by the ong f of most of the 
Btates in spite of his will, if the undertook to convert it from her. -Ifhe had a 
clear and unquestionable claim inst the Government, nothing in his own 
misconduct or in any other fact which has occurred ever impaired or extin- 
ished it, It isa mere question of consenting to waive the statute of limita- 


roperty like the present, but we think the upo indicated by the Constitu- 
i js s ed to e attention of 


lady of 
of the h 

We therefore recommend that she be permitted to bring suit in the Court of 
Claims notwithstanding the statute of limitations. The question whether any 
right accrued to Sibley under the contract by reason of the use of his invention 
for the period when he was in hostility to the United States will then be deter- 
mined iy the court, as it properly should be. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. € 


> APPENDIX. 
Afidavit of Charlotte K. Sibley. 

I. Charlotte K. Sibley, of the city of Fredericksb State of Virginis, do make 
oath that my DARA Charlotte Kendall; that I was born in Sackett’s 
Harbor, State of New York, Kendall and Charlotte 
Howard, both of the city of Boston, and that my grandfathar was Joseph How- 


ard, one of the selectmen of the city of Boston. That my father, William Ken- 
dall, was in the employment of the Government of the United States and re- 
mained so up to the time of his death, and that his children have always and 
(with the exception of myself) now reside in the North. That Iam now sixty- 
seven years of age. That I married the late Henry H. Sibley, formerly of the 
United States Army. 

That at the time of the breaking out of the war of the rebellion I was with 
my children in the city of goatee! he and my husband wasin New Mexico. That 
I was much opposed to his resigning his commission in the United States Army, 
as were all of my people, for I had been brought up in army circles and all of 
my sympathies were with the Union. That 1 sympathized with and was | 
to the Union all during the war of the rebellion. That I was much griev 
when I heard of my husband's resignation, and remained in the city of Brook- 
lyn until four or five months after the battle of Manassas, and then, in obedi- 
ence to the commands of my husband and sgrion my own inclination, I went 
to Louisiana, where I remained with my husband until some three or four 
weeks before the surrender of General Lee, when I returned to the city of Brook- 
l That my daughter, Mrs. Helen 8, Stokes, was only fifteen years of age at 

beginning of the war and eighteen or nineteen when it ended. That my 
son, Sidney J. Sibley, these being my only two children, was at the ending of 
the war a mere boy, not yet fifteen years of age, and that neither of said two 
children were guilty of hor = of being ty of disloyalty to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, That I and my chiidren are the legal heirs of my 
husband, Henry H. Sibley. 

Witness my d this 30th day of December, 1886. 

CHARLOTTE K. SIBLEY, 
STATE OF VIRGINIA, 
Oily of Fredericksburgh: 

Personally appeared before me Charlotte K, Sibley, whose name is signed to 
the above paper, and made oath that the statements therein contained are true. 

Witness my hand this 30th day of December, 1886. 

A. B. BOTTS, Notary Public, 


Affidavit of Abner Bartlett. 
I, Abner eau Ca the city of New York and State of New York, do make 
oath that durin © year 1861 I knew Mrs. Charlotte K.Sibley; that she was 


then in New York City, and that my memory is quite clear that, in Pegg ee in- 
terviews with me ee parh at that time and when General Sibley, her hus- 
band, transferred to New Orleans, into the Confederate service, Mrs. 
amr g did what she could to prevail upon him to come to the North, and if ho 
could not join the Union cause to at least resign and stand neutral. I had op- 
portunities of knowing and do know that Mrs. Sibley in her sentiments was 
aaa to the Union cause. 
itness my hand this 5th day of January, 1885. 
ABNER BARTLETT. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of January, 1887, s notary 

public in and for the city and State of New York, 


CHARLES H. CLASS, 
Notary Public (224), New York County, 
STATE OF New JERSEY, Warren County, ss: 
Be it known that, on this Ist day of January, A. D.1887, before me, a notary 
porie personally printed Miss Theresa Kendall, and on her oath says that 
r sister, Mrs, Char K. pA was thoroughly loyal to the United States 


Government at the breaking out of the late rebellion, and was very much dis- 
tressed at the resignation of her husband, Maj. Henry H. Sibley, from the 


Union Army. 
THERESA KENDALL. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 1st day of aay, 1857. 
ROBER’ 


T A. COLE, 
Notary Public, 


Hacketistown, N. J, 
Affidavit of William H, Selden. 

I, William H. Selden, of the city of Washington, do make oath that I was 
born in the State of Vi: per ee, ae ears old, and am the etor of 
the Metropolitan H the city of ngton, D.C. Thati was during the 
fhe trans Bloated ippl Depart ees he Te to 1865, That T all 
the en m . was personally ac- 

uainted with Mrs. C. K. Sibley, wife of the late H, H. Sibley, and was where 
formed an impression of her general reputation as to loyalty. That she had 
the general reputation among those who knew her of being loyal tothe Union 
cause, and that it was a matter of common rumor that she sympathized with 
ra Bede en — I ve ge pe the — Eaa tng K. Sibley and believe it 
to bea e statement of her pathies an 

Witness my hand this 2d of March, 1883. 


Ciry or WASHINGTON, District of Columbia: 


Personally ap: before me William H. Selden, whose name is signed to 
the above paper, and made oath that the statements therein contained are true, 
‘Witness my hand this 2d of March, 1883. A 
[s@av.] JOHN CRITCHER, Jn., Notary Public. 


W. H. SELDEN. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’'S a 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1888. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the communication from the Hon, 
J.C. SPOONER, chairman of the Senate Committee, dated the Sth instant, 
calling for certain information regarding the use of the patented Sibley tent by 
i ges? 4 the several creas peng I beg to state— 

n re eseve o 

1. Phat the total number of Sibley tents manufactured by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department from March 1, 1858, to August 31, 1861, inclusive, was 3,583, upon 
3,377 of which royalty has been paid to both owners of the patent (Burns and 
Sibley) at the rate of $5 for each tent. Royalty upon 206 tents, at $2.50 each, 
has been made to Mr. Burns ng & 

2. No Sibley tents were used the United States since the termination of 
the rebellion and prior to the expiration of the patent, in 1873. Since 1873 the 
total number pu: and manufactured was 935, 

3. The number of Sibley tents used by theUnited States during the rebellion 
was 43,958. 

4. As stated in answer 1, the total number of Sibley tents manufactured prior 
to the war of the rebellion was 3,583, as follows: : 


UA a. t o SA LA rra A A S aces danse espsnebinsesteniaseatsesacenoseneebeann' Oy OOD 
or an average of about 896 tents per year. 
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It is fair to presume that if the rebellion had not existed the annual use of The amendment was again reported. 


this tent (considering the gradual increase in the number of officers and 
men of the Army) would not have exceeded 1,000 per annum, 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quarlermaster-General United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


Nore.—The number of tents manufactured from September 1 to 3, both dates 
inclusive, can not be given owing to the fact that returns of articles manufact- 
ured were rendered only at the end of each month. 

The total number of tents manufactured during the month of September, 1861, 
can not be ascertained. The number manufactured at the Schuylkill arsenal, 
Philadelphia, Pa., during{the month of September, 1861, was 24. 


AMENDMENT OF THE PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

Mr: HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana submits a privileged 
report, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am directed by the Committee on -the Public 
Lands to report back the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of 
certain public lands in the United States under the provisions of the 
homestead laws only. It is a measure of great public importance, and 
I hope it will be acted upon without delay. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman if this will lead to 
any debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 


regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before proceeding with that bill, or before rais- 
ing the question of consideration, I desire to obtain an assurance from 
the gentleman from Indiana that if debate springs up he will with- 
draw it for the time being in order to permit us to proceed with the 
Army bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If debate springs up—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I desire to submit a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That according to the ruling of the Chair upon 
the tariff bill the other day this bill has lost its privilege—— 

The SPEAKER. But this bill is privileged under another rule of 
the House. It is a report from the Committee on the Public Lands as 
to the reservation of certain public lands under the homestead Section. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it been referred by the House to the commit- 

? 


tee? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill state to the gentleman from Illinois that if 
it ap there is to be a debate upon the bill I will then ask leave to 
withdraw it until the Army appropriation bill is passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is subject to the pension bill now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I give notice that I will demand the 


act shall not 
nor with the 
authority of the Com. General Land Office to isolated and 
disconnected tracts of land of less than 160 acres in extent, nor to prevent the 
perfection of titles to claims already initiated. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in the fourth and fifth lines, the words “ except those in the State of 
Missouri” and insert "adapted to or chiefly valuable for agriculture.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to modify this amend- 
ment by inserting, after the word ‘‘ entry,” the word ‘'or;” so that it 
will read: 

Now subject to private entry, or adapted to or chiefly valuable for agriculture, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

after e w “ ” “ 
Picrorssier oe eee yore og thet rapa 7, “but section 2301 of the Revised 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the commutation clause. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to inquire what thatis. I notice 
that the amendment simply provides for the repeal of a certain section 
of the Revised Statutes, and I would like to know what that is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is the commutation clause of the homestead law, 
which we have been trying to repeal for years. 

The amendment was to. 
` The Clerk read the nextamendment, as follows: 


It is proposed, after the word " States,” in lin tay 
purposes and for the reclamation of swamp > A ea ee 


a HOLMAN. That applies to allowing the State to make these- 
on. 

Mr. OATES. There is so much confusion that I could not hear 
what the amendment was. 


XX—102 


oner of t 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Src, 2. That any person who has not heretofore pores title toa tract of land 
of which he has made entry under the homestead law, may make a homestead 
entry of not exceeding one quarter-section of public land subject to such y, 
such previous filing or entry to the contrary notwithstanding; but this rig! t 
shall not apply to persons V hoperfeot title to lands under the pre-emption or 
homestead laws already initiated. 

SEC. 3. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the register and receiver 
of any public land office, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe, that any settler upon the public domain under existing law is un- 
able, by reason of a total or partial destruction of crops, sickness, or other una- 
voidable casualty, to secure a support for himself, herself, or those dependent 
upon him or her upon the lands settled upon, then, such register and receiver 
may grant to such settler a leave of absence from the claim upon which he or 
she has filed, for a period not exceding one year at any one time, and such set- 
tler so granted leave of absence shall forfeit no rights by reason of such absence : 
Provided, That the time of such actual absence 1 not be deducted from the 
actual residence required by law. 

Sec. 4. That the price of all sections and parts of sections of the public lands 
within the limits of the portions of the several grants of land to aid in thecon- 
struction of railroads which have been heretofore and which may hereafter be 


forfeited, which were by the act making such grants or have since been in- 
creased to the double minimum price and, also, of all lands within the limits of 
any such railroad 


nt, but not embraced in such grant lying adjacent to and 
coterminous with the portions of the line of any such patina which shall not 
be completed at the date of this act, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre. 
Sec. 5. That any homestead settler who has re entered less than one 
uarter-section of land may enter other and additional land lying contiguous to 
e SA ge entry, which shall not, with the Jand first entered and occupied, 
exceed in the aggregate 160 acres without proof of residence upon and cultiva- 
tion of the additional entry; and if final proof of settlement and cultivation has 
been made for the original entry, when the additional entry is made, then the 
patent shall issue without further proof: Provided, That this section shall not 
apply to or for the benefit of any person who at the date of making application 
for entry hereunder does not own and occupy the lands covered by his original 


entry. 

Sec. 6. That every person entitled, under the provisions of the homestead 
laws, to enter a homestead, who has heretofore complied with or who sball 
hereafter comply with the conditions of said laws, and who shall have made 
his final proof thereunder for a quantity of land less than 160 acres and received 
the receiver's final receipt therefor, shall be entitled under said laws to enter, 
by legal subdivisions of the public lands of the United States subject to home- 
stead entry,so much additional land as added to the quantity previously so 
entered by him shall not exceed 160 acres: Provided, That in no case 
patent issue for the land covered y Boge additional entry until the n 
making such additional entry shall have actually and in conformity with the 
homestead laws resided upon and cultivated the land so entered and otherwise 
fully complied with such laws. 


Mr. MCRAE. Iam strongly in favor of this bill as amended by the 
House committee, and hope it will neither be withdrawn nor further 
delayed. It is a just measure and is demanded by the country. 

In explanation of the fourth amendment I ask leave to have read the 
report submitted by me December 19, 1888, on the bill H. It. 11620, 
This is substantially the same as the one passed during the last session 
and referred to in the report on the pone bill. The amendment is 
an exact copy of it, and was moved by me in the committee. 

I ask leave to print the reportas a partof myremarks. It willshow 
the reason and necessity for such legislation. If there is no objection 
to the amendment I will not delay to have it read, but will insert the 
report in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
11620) to allow persons who have abandoned or neglected their homestead en- 
tries to make another entry, and for other purposes, have had the same under 
consideration, and now report the same bac favorably with the amendments, 

The purpose and intention of the first section of this is to afford an oppor- 
tunity to all who have failed to acquire a title to public lands if qualified to 
make a homestead entry, The committee believe that it was the intention of 
Con: by the original homestead law to allow this, but Department construc- 
tion deprived many settlers of it. This intention is evident from what was 
said and done at the time of the passage of that bill. On May 2, 1862, we find 


notice to the settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the land office that 
pomon having filed such affidavit shall have actually changed his or her resi- 

or shall have ceased to occupy said land for more than six monthsat any 
coe Senes and in that event the land so entered shall revert to the Govern- 
ment 

‘This was agreed to. 

We also find the following: 

“The next amendment of the ease ry Za E? line 2 of section 6, to strike 
out the words ‘make more than one /entry’ ‘insert ‘acquire title to more 
than one quarter-section;’ so that it will read: * Thatno individual shall be per- 
mitted to acquire title to more than one quarter-section under the provisions of 
this act,’ ete.” 

Itis ectly clear from this that it was not contemplated that the making of 
the en! Paya aio title was acquired should debar the settler from again 
upon public land. 

- In many cases when popora seking bomes haveby misfortune failed to com- 
ply with the law Congress has relieved them. 

The committee will cite the act of June 8, 1872 (Stat. at Large 16, page 337): 

“* Whereas fires in extent unparalleled in the history of the country burned 
thro: the newly-settled parts of the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Mich- 
igan during the autumn of the year of 1871, whereby many homestead settlers 
lost their dwellings and all of their personal property, and man: 
to death, and many others were so much burned as to disable labor 
for the present winter, and are unable to rebuild and occupy their lands within 
a period of six months after said fires have driven them from their homestead : 


Re i enced Be. Tees Bt aie Dennen aoe rine BOA Sane eer 


* Be it 
the laws of the nited States, on lands of the U: States, who were burned 
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out, and the heirs of such persons who were burned to death in the year 1871, in 
the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan shall have until the Ist day of 
January, 1573, to rebuild and reoccupy said hom lands; and that when 
said homestead claimants shall prove upon their claims, such period of time un- 
til the Ist day of January, 1873, shall be included in the five years’ time which 
they are required by law to reside on said lands, in the same manner as if such 
homestead claimant had actually resided thereon during said period of time.” 

And also the act of June 18, 1874 (Stat. at Large 18, page 81): 

“ Be it enacted, eto., That it shall be lawful for homestead and pre-emption set- 
tlers on the public lands in the counties of Cottonwood, Noble, Martin, Jackson, 
Woutonwan, Murray, Rock, Lyon, Redwood, Brown, Chippewa, and Renville, 
in the State of Minnesota, and the counties of lowa which compose the Sioux 
City land district, and counties contiguous to either of the above exempted sec- 
tions, where the crops of such settlers were destroyed or seriously injured by 
grasshoppers in the year 1873, and where such grasshoppers shall reappear in 

‘4 to the like destruction of the crops of such settlers, to leave and be absent 
from said lands until May 1, 1875, u r such regulations as to proof of the same 
as the Commissioner of the General Land Office may prescribe, 

“Spec. 2, That during such absence no adverse rights shal) attach to said lands, 
such settlers being allowed to resume and perfect their settlements as though 
no such absence had been enjoyed or allowed, 


4, 1880, 
The best lands of the country have been acquired the railroads while the 
are being pushed to outskirts of civilization. The committee be- 
lieve that trom the stand-point of public policy every citizen of the United States 
who has not acquired title to a quarter-section of public land and has no home, 
should have the right to enter under the homestead law a second homestead. 

The second section only allows esp! do the Interior to do substan- 
tially what is now done without authority to relieve against hardships by grant- 
ing leave of absence not exceeding a gy The third section is intended to re- 
duce the price of public land within the limits of railroad nts where the road 
has not been constructed at the time of ath mete i of this act, as well as in the 
limits of forfeited grants. As faras the lands put in market prior to January 
18, 1861, are concerned this is unnecessary, because reduction in such cases was 
made by the act of June 15, 1880 (21 Stat, L., 237). 

There is no good reason why this distinction should be made. 

The fourth section is intended to allow any settler who has entered less than 
one quarter-section upon which he or she sti! resides to take other contiguous 
lands to make out a quarter-section in quantity. 

The fifth section allows all who have taken less than one er-section and 
acquired title thereto, and who can not find contiguous to make another 
entry, upon the condition that he or she shall reside upon and cultivate the land 
so entered as if it were an original entry. 

80 as not to allow anything like scrip nor any right that 
may be assi. or sold. In su rtof the two last ns the committee will 
refer to the report on House bill 9111, in the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
which bill involved the same principle: 

“The evident theory of the homestead act of May 20, 1862, and subsequent 
amendatory acts, was to secure to every person who is the head of a family, or 
who has arrived at the age of twenty-one years, and is a citizen of the United 
States, or has declared his intention to become such, one q jon of land 
for a homestead, This intention appears very mesa d from that part of the act 
which allows adjoining farm homesteads to persons who own in their own right 
homesteads of less than 160 acres, which may be found in the last clause of sec- 
tion 2289, Underthis law personsowning and residing on land of a less quantity 
than 160 acres have been allowed to enter other lands which have not, with the 
land so already owned and occupied, exceeded in the aggregate 160 acres, So 
if a person qualified to make an entry should by purchase or otherwise become 
the owner of a less quantity than a quarter-section, he can, under the law as it 
now exists, enter other and additional land which shall not, with the lands 
already owned, exceed 160 acres, Butif the same person has become the owner 
of the land embraced in his original entry under the homestead laws, he is not 
allowed to make an additio: entry except in certain cases where the right 
has been given by special act. 

“The committee can see no reason for this discrimination, and believe 
that all entries should be equalized as far as possible without opening the door 
to fraudulent entries. Many settlers, acting under the feeling and belief that 
they did not need as much as a quarter-section, took less. As their families and 
necessities increased they have found that in this belief they were mistaken, 
andare now insisting that they should be allowed to make an additional entry. 

“ In addition to those who have taken less than the law allowed them, there 
are a great many settlers who were, by the act of June 21, 1866 (14 Stat., 66), re- 
stricted to 8) acres, and thus only allowed one-half of the quantity allowed other 
settlers, This class of settlers received no benefit from the acts of March 3, 1879, 
and July 1, 1879, because these acts do not extend to cases where entries were 

cted by law to 80 acres for any other reason than that of railroad grants.” 

The following table will show the number of entries made under the restric- 
tions imposed by the act of June 21, 1866: 


Statement of the number and area of entries made in the following States 


homestead 
from July 1, 1866, to June 30, 1868. 


Average area of each homestead, 67.69, or about 67.70 acres. This average is 
for the total number of homesteads made in the five States for the two years, 

No entries were made in Louisiana in 1868, because there were no receivers 
“ithe Sunmivens hve EROAK tinal tn soa the bill of general application, and 

m 

as far na Doniba to pden up the quantity of land to Sheaatthonses 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendments; but will yield for a question by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. lwant to ask the tleman from Indiana if he 


will not consent to have this bill printed in the RECORD and let it lie 


over until to-morrow morning, so that we can examine it and see what 
it is. It is a very important bill, and affects all the arable land be- 
longing to the Government. I can not see that it would lose any of 
its privileges by going over for another day, and certainly it would be 
in the interest of good legislation. It is too important to have it go 
through the House without understanding all its provisions and its 
purposes, and therefore I ask that it shall go over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish for a moment to say to the gentleman from 
Iowa that he misapprehends the facts. The bill and amendments 
have long been printed. 

Mr. WEAVER. Ido not misunderstand it. It has not been be- 
fore the House, and I do not think that we should pass the bill with- 
out full consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me state what itis. We passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress an act withdrawing all public lands irom entry in the 
public-land States of the South except under the homestead law. That 
act was to continue in force until the general land bill, which passed the 
House and is now pending in the Senate, should pass, or the present 
Congress should terminate. 

It is not probable that that general Jand bill will pass the Senate this 
Congress, and the act applicable to the five land States of the South will 
expire on the 4th day of March and the public lands of those States 
be thrown open to speculation, The object of this bill as it came from 
the Senate makes the principle of that act as amended apply to the 
whole public domain as to all Jands that are subject to private entry or 
adapted to agriculture or chiefly valuable for agriculture. That is the 
main feature. The next feature is this: During the latter part of the 
last session of Congress we passed a bill conferring certain rights on set- 
tlers under the homestead law who had not been able to remainen 
their lands on account of drought or locusts, or other causes which com- 
pelled them to leave them for a brief period; also as to those who had 
only obtained in part the benefit of the homestead Jaw. That was in 
substance the bill of last session. 

That bill passed both Houses and went to the President, but did not 
reach him in time for approval; so that the House will perceive the 
state of these measures: One had already passed Congress and become 
a law applicable to the public-land States of the South, and the other 
applicable to the whole country, which failed to become a law; the first, 
now expiring by limitation, is now sought to be extended to all public 
lands with some additional provisions and with the sections added 
which were in the bill that failed. 

Tae pene bill is also amended so as to repeal section 2301 of the 
Re Statutes, known as the *‘ commutation clause.” 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not knowthat I have any desire to oppose 
this bill, but this House passed a bill in the last session of Congress, 
or if not then it was certainly in the Forty-ninth Congress, repealing 
the desert-land and timber-culture acts; but does this? 

Mr. MCRAE. It does in effect. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no; it does not, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, it does. 

Mr. WEAVER. It only applies to land which is chiefly adapted to 
agriculture, and not as to the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WEAVER. Wedo not know what it applies to by that language. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks there is any ambiguity in 
the language of the bill, that ambiguity will be removed by the time 
we get through a conference committee. It will be relieved of any am- 
biguity then; but it isnot ambiguous when applied to the land system. 
A committee which worked so hard last se*sion to get the general land 
bill through Congress is not apt to let an opportunity escape to secure 
all lands to actual settlers under the homestead law. 

As to the disposal of the public lands thatare adapted toagriculture, 
or that are mainly valuable for agriculture, or that are subject to pri- 
vate entry—each of the three classes the bill provides shall be dis- 

of under the homestead law only. 

Mr. WEAVER. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana I will say 
that I have consulted with other gentlemen who also feel a deep inter- 
est in this question and it is their opinion that this bill does not repeal 
the desert-land act or the timber-culture act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate have sent us this bill and we have 
amended it in such parts as will admit of any additional amendments 
that may be found necessary or that can be secured. We have put in 
these amendments with the view thatif the language is not sufficiently 
specific to repeal the timber-culture act and the pre-emption law it can 
be made so. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the gentleman will say that he will do all he 
can in conference to take away any ambiguity that may be found in 
the bill; if he will say that right here before the House, I will with- 
draw all objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wanttoask the gentleman from Indiana in charge 
of this bill how far it affects the joint resolution which was passed at 
the last session of this Congress withdrawing certain lands in some of 
the Southern States. Does it restore the timber lands to entry? 

Mr, HOLMAN. It extends those provisions referred to which are 


Mr. Speaker, I now call the previous question on 
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row applicable only to the Southern publie-land States and makes them 
the permanent law, applicable to all the public-land States and Terri- 
tories, It provides that lands adapted to cultivation or chiefly valu- 
able for agriculture or subject to private entry shall be disposed of 
under the homestead Jaw only, and it is satisfactory, I think, to the gen- 
tleman’s colleagues in the Senate, Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, is it in order toofferan 
amendment to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The previous question has just been 
ordered by the House, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eer ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr, HOLMAN, Task unanimous consent that the House request a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint the conferees on the part 
of the House later. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
House to resume the consideration of Senate bill.2547, to increase the 
pension of Mrs. General Emory, which was under consideration when 
the Honse took a recess yesterday, and which is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], after which it 
will be in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania Etr. O'NEILL] 
to call up his bill. 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that members having reports to present may have leave to file them 
with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
Peay following reports were filed by being handéd in at the Clerk’s 
: ROBERT W. ANDERS. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Anders; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate ate and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

BENNETT COOPER. 

Mr, BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate ners and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER M. BOATRIGHT. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. 
Boatright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

- JOHN MANN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCY, WIDOW OF MUCK-A-PEC-WAH-KEN-ZOH, OR “JOHN.” 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of 
Muack-a-pec-wah-ken-zoh, or ‘‘ John,’? an Indian who served the Uni- 
ted States and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian ont- 
break or war of 1862, and died from the effects of wounds received 
therein; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES SCHULER. 

Mr.. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles 
Schuler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CORNELIUS O'LEARY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R, 7554) granting a pension to Cornelius 


O'Leary; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BETSY COLE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10943) granting a pension to Betsy 
Cole; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered. to 
be printed. 

MARY GRAY. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary 
Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
WIDOW OF G. K. WARREN. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension 
to the widow of G. K. Warren; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ©. PHILLIPS, 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of John C. Phillips; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Oal- . 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

STEPHEN CASEY. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5451) forthe relief of Stephen Casey; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a substi- 
tute for bill H. R. 12124, a bill (H. R. 12515) to amend§an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the Femme 

Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the 
county of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The bill H. R. 12124 was reported back with arecommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

NEWTON ©. RIDENOUR. ; 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ride- 
nour; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MISS FRANCES THATCHER. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 12421) granting a pension to Miss 
Frances Thatcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WALTER P, HARRISON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 10477) increasing the pension 
of Walter P. Harrison; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 550) for the relief of William R. Blakeslee; 

A bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of 
Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn on European dock-yards, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for one week on acconnt of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing which I desire to present, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. O’NEILL] 
e House took 


calls up the bill which was under consideration when 
a recess yesterday afternoon. 
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Mr, RICHARDSON. Is that a matter of higher privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that when this matter is actually 
before the House no other matter can come in and displace it. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill called up by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (5. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I move to strike out the word ‘‘fifty.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of considera- 
tion against that bill for the purpose of making a privileged motion. 
My purpose is to move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Army 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, is it not too late to 
raise the question of consideration? ‘The Chair had directed the bill 
to be read and the reading had commenced. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk had read the title of the bill, but the 
question of consideration can be raised after the entire bill has been 
read; in fact, that is the proper time to raise it. The question is, Will 
the House proceed to consider the bill? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 50. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bill into the House; 
I am much in favor of it; and if there had been no obstruction—I say 
it with entire respect—this bill would have been passed before now. 
I did not, however, vote on yesterday, nor do I intend to vote to- 
day to delay an appropriation bill, and now I want to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman who has called up this bill, and also to those 
who seem to oppose it. I suggest to my colleague [Mr. O'NEILL] that 
he allow the House to proceed now with the Army bill, and in the 
mean time secure, if he can, an agreement that his bill shall not be 
obstructed after the general appropriation bills are di of. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I shall be perfectly content if this 
bill gets in such a position that it shall be positively called up and con- 
sidered. If after the Army bill has been passed this bill can come up 
with an understanding that no question of a quorum shall be raised, I am 
peti willing to accept the suggestion of my colleague [Mr. Ran- 
DALL]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] 
can call this bill up at any time. 

A MEMBER, But now is the time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, this is the time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to say that it will be necessary to have 
a quorum here in order to this bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Thereis just the trouble. There- 
foreI mustinsist on having this bill considered now. [Cries of “‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’} I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays upon 
the question of consideration. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 41 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays have"been ordered. I make this motion with the view of 
submitting a suggestion. Iam assured by a gentleman on my right 
that this is the only one of these pension bills which is likely to be 
brought up this morning, and therefore we shall save time by allow- 
ing the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] to go forward 
with its consideration now. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ido not wish to occupy any time 
by debate in favor of the bill; the opposition can occupy their fifteen 
minutes in debate. 

Mr, STRUBLE. I wish to say that I have another bill of this char- 
acter which I desire to call up. I do not say that I shall ask its con- 
sideration this morning, but I want it understood that I desire that 
bill to have a hearing ata very early day. [Criesof ‘Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If no other pension bill is to follow this bill 
this morning—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular ord 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have made a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to make that 
motion merely for the purpose of submitting a suggestion to the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] 
announced that he proposed to follow this bill with another bill there 
was a good deal of confusion. I would like to know whether the gentle- 
man proposes to insist on taking up his bill to-day. 

A MEMBER. He said that he would ask its consideration ‘‘at an 
early day.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE] will not call up his bill to-day. 

Mr. re Ifit can be understood—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by a number of 


gentlemen. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on ordering the yeas and 
nays. Is the demand for the yeas and nays withdrawn ? 

_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it is understood that no other pension bill 
is to be brought up to-day to interfere with the Army appropriation 
bill, I have no objection to the final disposition of this bill now. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iso understand. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I thought I made it plain that while I do not feel 
disposed to urge this morning the bill to which I have referred, yet I 
desire to have it considered at a very early day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that I understand from gentlemen on 
the other side that various other pension bills will be called up after 
this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is certainly under 
a misapprehension. 

Several MEMBERS, We will vote down the question of consideration. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The bill called up by me should 
not take a half hour to dispose of. 

Mr. PERKINS. We only want the consideration of this one bill 
this morning. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well; I will rely on the good faith of 
that side of the House, 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] withdraw the question of consideration ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the question of consideration 
against this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the bill by striking out “fifty,” 
in line 8, and inserting ‘‘ thirty,’’ preceding the word “dollars.” 

Mr. RANDALL, The previous question is operating. 

The SPEAKER. But under the order of the House this bill is sub- 
ject to amendment. There was an order made at a Friday evening 
session, by unanimous consent, directing that the previous question 
be considered as ordered, subject to the right to amend the bill and to 
have debate for thirty minutes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] a question. Is it not the fact that the beneficiary of this 
bill is already receiving a pension at the rate of $30 a month? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I reply to the gentleman from Kentucky that Ido 
not know, but I presume that is so. I make this amendment——~ 
[Cries of “Vote!” “‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. RANDALL. Oneword. The geritleman proposes by his amend- 
ment in effect to kill the bill, because the lady, I believe, is now re- 
ceiving the amount of pension proposed in his amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘Thatis true. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe she is the only widow of a general officer 
on either the Army or the Navy roll that is not now receiving a pen- 
sion of $50 a month. $ 

Mr. CHEADLE. I offer this amendment in good faith, and for this 
distinct purpose: My amendment proposes to give this widow the largest 
amount of pension granted to any widow by the general laws of this 
country. I want to emphasize the fact that the general laws in refer- 
ence to pensions are the only tenable ground upon which we can pred- 
icate the granting of pensions at all. 

I grant the right of any member on the floor to increase the ion 
of any widow they may think proper; but, sir, standing here as the 
representative of all the people, I want to know whether my colleagues 
on either side of this Chamber are willing to give to the widow of one 
soldier of the Union Army a greater sum than is allowed by the gen- 
eral law of the country so long as there are thousands of widows of 
their comrades in absolute penury and want all.over the land. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. ‘Will the gentleman allow me to answer? 
[Cries of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!’?] 

Mr. CHEADLE, I wish to know whether this House proposes to 
grant large pensions to a favored class, or whether it proposes to stand 
upon the fundamental principles of our Government and enact equal 
laws for the benefit of all the people. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. CHEADLE. In order toshorten this debate I trust gentlemen 
who favor these large pensions will agree there may be a yea-and-nay 
vote on this amendment, so they may go upon record either in favor of 
abiding by the general law of the land or in favor of special pension 
class legislation. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEA- 
DLE] mean to charge that the members on this side of the House have 
not always been ready and are not now ready to amend the laws so as 
to cover all meritorious cases whatever? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I say, sir—— [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to ask a further question, and it 
is this: Because without any fault on our part we are unable toamend 
the laws so as to cover all meritorious cases, does the gentleman pro- 
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pose to obstruct every meritorious bill which comes up because it takes 
it out of the number not provided for under the general law? 

Mr, CHEADLE. I have been unable to find, and I challenge any 
member upon this floor to find, where there has been submitted to the 
American Congress a bill to grant to a widow of a soldier of the line 
a pension for a larger amount than is authorized by the general pen- 
sion laws. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. They do it by special act. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from New Hampshire says we do 
it by special act, If gentlemen can name any acts which haye been 

granting a pension for alarger sum than the amount authorized 
y the general law, $12 per month, I wi)l pause and give them time to 
name the bill. I claim, Mr. Speaker, that no such cases can be found 
in favor of the widows of the men of the rank and file. I say, sir— 
and I utter the words advisedly, after a most careful study of the ques- 
tion—I say the general law in reference to pensions is the only tenable 
ground we can stand upon. It is theonly just ground upon which we 
can stand. Itis the only American policy. I trust, sir, that I have 
as much interest in the pension laws as any other man in the House, 
I also trust I have as correct an idea of what is right and just and equi- 
table as any member upon the floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. We who sit on this side of the House desire to hear 
what is being said on the other side by the gentleman from Indiana, 
but there is so much confusion and so many interruptions and so many 


members calling for a vote that we can not hear a word of what is said._ 


The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I thank my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania for saying they are not losing anything because they do not hear 
me. I wish that gentleman to understand that my position is tenable 
in law, it is tenable in equity, it is tenable in morals, it is tenable ina 
wise and impartial administration of the Government, and it is tena- 
ble only when it does equal and exact justice toallthe people. Istand 
here for absolute justice for all, and I shall go as far as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania or any other gentleman on this floor in favor of just 
and proper pension legislation. I shall strive to secure it by general 
laws, hence I shall vote in favor of the enactment of general laws for 
the benefit of all the pensioners. I shall at the same time oppose and 
vote against pernicious class legislation, of which the pending bill isa 
striking sam 


le. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a | P% 


question? i 
Mr. CHEADLE. Inamoment. Let me say only the other night 
there was submitted to the House, by the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee, a proposition to increase the pension of a widow from $25 to 
$50 a month; and it was stated in that report that the $25 pension was 
the only support that widow had, when as a matter of fact she had been 
romotion in one of the Departments from a $900 clerkship to a thousand- 
iolar position, and at that very moment was receiving $1,300 a year 
from the Government. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania there- 
fore say, or would any other member pretend, that I should stand here 
and vote to increase the ions of widows who are now receiving the 
highest rate of pension authorized by the poner pension laws now in 
force when in the little village where I live there are a dozen war 
widows in abject poverty and want, whose husbands died that this 
Government might not perish, and who do not receive a single dollar 
of pension at all? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I would like the gentleman to answer how, by 
increasing this widow’s pension from $30 to $50 a month, that will de- 
crease the ion of any other widow? = 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House, that is 
begging the question. I say, as an American citizen and as a member 
of this Co: I stand here the earnest advocate of pension legisla- 
tion which shall give for like disabilities like pensions to all pensioners. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Answer my question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I have always, Mr. Speaker, been opposed to the 
creation of class legislation or granting pensions to any one which will 
permit them to live in luxury here in the capital of the Union so long 
as there are scores of thousands of my comrades and their widows and 
children living in abject want, living in almshouses, and who do not 
receive a single dollar of pension from the Government. I demand the 
enactment of pension laws liberal in their provisions which shall do 
equal and exact justice to all by granting like pensions for like disa- 
src and this is the only legal ground upon which we can demand 
pensions. - 

Mr. DUNHAM. How much luxury does the gentleman think yo 
can get out of the increase proposed here, or out of the whole amount 
of the pension ? = 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let me tell my distinguished friend [Mr. Dun- 
HAM] that the earnings of theaverage worker in Americaare not over 
one-half of $50 a mon This increased pension means the average 
earnings of two laboring men in this Government of ours each year. 

Mr. BELDEN. Are you willing to work yourself for the salaries 
of these poor men in your district? [Laughter.] 

Mr, C LE. Do you suppose that I would ask the Government 


of the United States to give me $10,000 a year compensation as a mem- 
ber of Congress, and then demand that it give to my distinguished 
friend here upon my left [Mr. MOKINLEY] but $5,000? I receive 
for my salary the amount which the general law of the United States 
provides shall be paid assalary to all members of this and of the other 
branch of Congress. I do not ask more than the amount paid to all, 
and I think the rule in reference to pensions should be the same, be 
governed by a general law. 

ur BELDEN. But your coachman does not get the same that 
you do. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I have no coachman, never had, and never will 
have, yet that fact can not have any relation to, nor is it necessary to the 
proposition I lay down. I challenge any man on this floor, however 
much he may laugh and sneer at the views I take—I challenge him in 
law or in equity or in morals to lay down a single fundamental propo- 
sition which justifies Congress in giving to the pensioners laboring 
under similar disabilities one amount in one case and another and a 
larger amount in another case. Do we enact laws for the control and 
government of all the people, or are we here to enact laws for the spe- 
cial benefit of the select few ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the House but a mo- 
ment. There is, I think, hardly a widow of a general officer on the 
pension-roll of the United States to-day, either of the Army or the 
same rank in the Navy, but isnow receiving $50 a month, and some are 
receiving $75 and $100a month. We do not want that this widow 
shall be discriminated against; and repeating the thought of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAN], as suggested by his question to the 

tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], we will not in the granting 
of this additional $20 pension to the widow in this case take anything 
from any other pensioner or from the widow of any other officer in the 
country. It simply raises her pension up to the level of what pen- 
sioners under similar cases are receiving from the Government. 

I ask a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before the vote is taken I will 
merely state that General Emory was a most gallant officer of the reg- 
ular Army, having served in the Mexican war with great distinction, 
and having distinguished himselfin the war for the Union. I ask mem- 
bers to read the report at their leisure, and they will find that this of- 
ficer in his long and active service was ever prompt and foremost in the 
rformance of duty. Let us now pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty.’’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Being anxious for a vote so as to 
get at the appropriation bill, I will not consume any more time, but 
will urge the House to vote down the amendment reducing the pension 
to $40, and to pass the bill which makes the pension $50, thus increas- 
ing it from $30 to $50. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 30, noes 


Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Oh, take the vote by yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I trust that gentlemen will be willing to allow a 
yea-and-nay vote on this amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Take it on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the pointthat 
no quorum has voted. 

T. CHEADLE, and Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania, were appointed 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 39, noes 
133. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, there being 20 in support of the de- 
mand and 95 in opposition to it, the affirmative being less than one- 
fifth of the whole number. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 31. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. CHEADLE, and Mr. O'NEILL of Penn- 
sylvania, as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, noes 34. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. - 

The latter motion was agrced to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. er, I desire now to submit a privileged 
motion. I ask to consider the bill S. 2626—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Illinois privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman says it is. The Chair will cause 
the title of the bill to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (5. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How is that privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘This bill at an evening session was reported to the 
House with the previous question ordered upon it on its third reading 
and passage, with the right of amendment and thirty minutes for de- 
ba 


te. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iraise the question of consideration against 
the bill. It is not in accordance with the agreement. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, in view of the agreement which Iun- 
derstand was made as to the other bill, I withdraw this. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider general appropriation 
bills. 


‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first general appro- 
priation bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. R. aking a ations for the of 
PI Ny ag ge ge em a A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the first read- 

ie S the bill be dispensed with. 
ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. Chairman, as perhaps no item in the bill 
will excite any controversy until we reach the latter part of it, I ask, 
not that general debate be limited, but that it may be postponed until 
we reach the controverted portions of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MISCELLANEOUS, 


For and travelin, sa pr 
ex ing one bund: an + Ara matrons, and not exceeding fourteen 


clerks contract surgeons when traveling on duty shall be 4 r mile, 
and in addition thereto, when transportation can not be furnished by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, the cost of same actually paid by them, exclusive of 
or parior-car fare and transfers. 
For compensation of citizen clerks and witnesses attending upon courts-mar- 
tial, most ih commissions, and courts of inquiry, $7,595.73. 
kc A or, onal pay to officer in charge of publie buildings, ete., in Washing- 
n, D. C., $500. 
For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection and classification of mili- 


For allowances for travel, retained pay, clothing not drawn, and for interest 
on deposits, payable to enlisted men on di 
vi 


ized by law, not to exceed $150,000; 
the maximum sum to be allowed and paidto an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, 


All the money hereinbefore appropriated shall be d 
pi A ver pe as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shali consti- 
one 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after line 


16. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 16 insert “'for a riding and training master for the more thorough 
instruction of officers and cadets, a sum not exceeding $1,500,” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That will be subject to a point of order; and I 
make the point of order that it changes existing Ge 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee make the 
point of order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not think the point of order is good, but 
Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman from Tennessee may reserve 
it until the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] may have an 


ms taneent to make explanation of the amendment he has offered, 
and until I shall have made an explanation. 

Mr. LODGE. This appropriation has already the House in 
two bills—in the Army bill of last year and in the West Point bill of 
this year—and was stricken out in the Senate in both cases. It was 
put in in deference to a report of a military commission appointed by 
the Secretary of War. They made the suggestion with a view to im- 
proving the cavalry by breaking and training horses at the Academy or 
at posts, It had the approval of General Sheridan. It was laid before 
the Military Committee of the House last session. It passed this House 
then without objection, but was lost in the Senate. It was put in on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War inthe Military Academy 
bill and passed the House again this session, but was again stricken out 
by the Senate. 

The object is to make an experiment simply in improving the meth- 
ods of training and breaking horses. The amount of money is very 
small, If the experiment is not a success it can be ended at the close 
of a year; but the experiment has had the support of the best officers 
and those best posted in cavalry affairs in the Army. It is a matter 
to which I have given some little attention myself, which ex} lains the 
personal interest I feel in it; and I was in hope that if the Hoi se would 
again allow it to pass, that the Senate would not strike it out. It was 
for that reason that I offered the amendment, with the assent of the 
chairman of the committee, and, I believe, all of the rest of the com- 
mittee, I think it is an appropriation which will be of benefit to the 
service, and it is with that view solely that I offer it now. As it passed 
before, I had not supposed it was subject to a point of order. 
~ Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe the gentleman has correctly stated the 
facts so far as the Military Committee are concerned. I would now in- 
quire of him whether he has any reason to believe that the Senate will 
permit this amendment to remain in the Army bill when it did not per- 
mit it to remain in the Academy bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I will say, in reply to the gentleman from Michigan, 
thit if 1 had thought otherwise I would not have offered the amend- 
ment. I believe they will permit it to remain. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The statement of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE] shows clearly that the point of order is well taken. 
My objectin making itis to prevent, so faras may be, burdening appro- 
priation bills with extraneous legislation as provided by the rules of the 
House. If it is meritorious it can come up on a separate measure, I 
make the point of order for the reason that there is no law authorizing 
it, and the gentleman’s own statement shows that there is not only 
no law, but that the co-ordinate branch of the Government has refused. 
to make one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in refer- 
ence ġo the rules on the point of order. The item that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts seeks to have incorporated in the bill was estimated 
for by the Department and has been regularly referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs in the estimates for the Military Academy. It 
is as much a partof the Military Academy as any other officer employed 
there. Itisa of the institution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend allow me a question there? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does he hold that the making of an estimate by 
the Department prevents it being subject to the point of order? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; but I will only say that this appropria- 
tion is for a part of the support of the military establishment, and it 
is within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, and it 
is in order to incorporate it in this bill, When the estimates for this 
appropriation was forwarded to this House by the Secretary of War 
it was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and they reported 
iton the Military Academy bill; it is now proposed to put it on the 
Army appropriation bill. It passed this House as an amendment to the 
Military Academy bill, which shows that the House has acquiesced in 
the jurisdiction of the Conimittee on Military Affairs on this question. 

The Honse also held that it was in order upon the Army appropria- 
tion bill reported by the Military Committee at the last session, and 
it has held that it is in order this session upon the Military Academy 
bill, which also emanates from that committee. Therefore I can see 
no reason why it should not be in order on this bill, which provides 
the means for the support of the military establishment. Any appro- 
priation for the support of that establishment is in order upon a bill 
making appropriations for its support. This is a part of the Military 
Academy at West Point, and as much a part of it as the employment 
of any professor or other employé there. 

Now, I do not know that it is necessary for me to say anything fur- 
ther about it. The amendment has been most urgently recommended 
by the Secretary of War, and we would have insisted upon it when the 
Senate struck it from the Military Academy bill at this session but 
for the fact that it was the only point in dispute between the two 
Houses on that bill, and as we did not desire to have a conference upon 


such an unimportant matter it was considered best to waive it for the - 


time being. But it is as much in order on the Army appropriation 
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Dill as it was on the Military Academy bill, for both those bills are en- 
tirely within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs. . 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Cnairman, there can be no doubt but that 
this amendment is in order upon this bill. As stated by the chairman 
_of the committee, it was upon this bill at the last session of Congress. 
It is designed to enable the Secretary of War to e the services of 
a horse-trainer, not only for the benefit of the cadets at West Point, but 
also for the benefit of the officersand soldiers of the cavalry of the Army. 
General Sheridan during his lifetime secured the establishment at Fort 
Riley of a cavalry school, and, in furtherance of that project, he ap- 
peared before our committee and very urgently recommended the em- 
ployment of this horse-trainer or riding-master, and the present Secre- 
tary of War has made a like recommendation. This riding-master 
would become a part of the military establishment; he would be con- 
nected not alone with the Military Academy but with the cavalry train- 
ing school; and I think there can be do doubt about the propriety of 
the amendment or abont its being in order. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point ef order and will 
submit the amendment to the committee. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 47, moes 35. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the Depart- 
ment, consisting ge J oS and heatin apaina td and repair and patches 
of the same, for aca. Spank ree and quarters; of ranges and stoves for cook- 
ing; of fuel and lights enlisted men, guards, h: itals, store-houses, and of- 
fices, and for sa es to officers; of forage in kind for horses, mules, and oxen 
of the Quartermaster’s Department at the several posts and stations, and with 
the armies in the field, including its care and protection; for the horses of the 
several regiments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies of 
infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for the authorized number of offi- 
cers’ horses, including pading tor the animals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding; 
and of stationery, including blank-books for the Quartermaster’s Department, 
certificates for diseharged soldiers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermas- 
ter’s Departments, and for printing division and de t orders and reports, 

000: That no partof this appropriation shall be expended on 
printing unless the same shall be done by contract, after due notice and com 
tition, except in case as the emergency will not admit of the giving not 
for competition: Provided further, That after advertisement all the supplies for 

i epartments and posts of the Army skall be purchased 
where the same can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transporta- 
tion considered. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last pro- 
viso in that paragraph, included in lines 7. 8, 9,10, and 11. The pro- 
viso as it stands gives the impression that its object and effect will be 
to secure supplies at the lowest cost possible. The practical operation 
of it, however, is not so, especially in reference to the procurement of 
supplies for the posts on the Pacific coast. It is well known that the 
supplies for the Army are furnished to general depots in the East, and 
that there is no general depot for army supplies on the Pacific coast. 
The result is that under this provision advertisements are made for 
large quantities of supplies which are furnished to the depots in the 
East, and then whatever supplies are required on the Pacific coast 
have to be transported there. 

The practical consequence is that supplies are received there and dis- 
tributed to the various posts, when as to the Pacific posts they could 
be purchased cheaper atSan Francisco. I will give an instance in con- 
nection with the Navy Department which will serve to illustrate the 
point with reference to the Army. The Navy Department advertised 
for a supply of flannel. A firm in San Francisco submitted a bid for 
that flannel and their bid was accepted as the lowest. The contract 
required that the flannel should be delivered at the general depot in 
Brooklyn, N. Y. The contractors asked the privilege of delivering in 
San Francisco whatever amount of it was required on the Pacific coast, 
but it was found impossible to do that. 

The result was that this flannel was sent to Brooklyn and delivered 
thereat the general depot, and thena large portion of it was transported to 
San Francisco in order to be delivered to the Mare Island navy-yard and 
to the Asiatic and South Pacific squadrons; so that a large portion of this 
flannel made the trip twice across the continent before it was finally 
distributed for use. Now, if this provision is struck ont of the bill it 
will be perfectly competent for the Department to exercise its discretion 
in the purchase of supplies for the different divisions, and undoubtedly 
such supplies for Pacific coast posts can be bought in San Francisco at 
the lowest possible cost. I hold in my hand a letter from a merchant 
of San Francisco, in which he says, among other things: 

The general depots are all east of the Missouri River, have large appropria- 
tions, and purchase, of course, everything in the East, and use up the entire ap- 
propriation. When they have purchased more than they can consume East, 
ae send their surplus here to supply this post, and often when we could fur- 
nish the supplies at the same price or less. They are shipped from their gen- 
eral depots because they are on hand and not required there, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that we can supply at San Francisco 
a great many of the requirements of the Army for that division, and if 
this provision is struck out it will enable the Department to procure 
tae arpoia there cheaper than they can be had with this provision in 

e bill. g 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, this provision was placed in 
the bill by the House at the last session. It was not recommended by 
the Committee on Military Affairs when it originally reported the 
Army appropriation bill, but was inserted on the motion, I believe, of 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE]. I did not advocate 


the provision at that time. The committee this session, however, in 
preparing this bill simply took the law agit was enacted last year, and 
as there was no objection from the Department against this provision, 
no suggestion that it should be struck out or that it had occasioned in- 
convenience or extravagance, we concluded to retain it. 

I will say, however, to my friend from California, that while we did 
not originate the amendment, I can not see any harm whatever in the 
provision, for it declares explicitly that ‘‘after advertisement all the 
supplies for the use of the various departments and posts of the Army 


quality and cost of transportati Now, under that lan- 
guage the Department is fully authorized to use its discretion in this 
matter, and if the method suggested by the gentleman from California 
will enable the Government to obtain these supplies at less cost than 
the method which has been pursued, the Department is at perfect lib- 
erty to resort to it. 

Mr. MORROW. But they do not resort to it. 

Mr. FELTON. They have not done so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Department has the matter within its own 
discretion. I will say to my friend that if the Department does not 
exercise a wise discretion in procuring these supplies where they can 
be obtained most cheaply, it violates the very letter of the law. And 
his complaint should be mace against the administration of the law, 
and not the law, 

Mr. MORROW. I chink I ean explain to the gentleman how this 
occurs. Take, for instance, the item of pork in barrels, An adver- 
tisement is published inviting proposals for furnishing supplies sufii- 
cient, as is supposed, for all the different posts or departments in the 
United States; and these supplies are to be delivered at some one of 
the depots, for instance, Chicago. Under the contract entered into the 
supplies are delivered there. 

‘The Department determines that, all things considered—cost of trans- 
portation, etc.—it is best to have the whole amount supplied and de- 
livered at Chicago, distribution being made from that point to the va- 
rious posts or departments in the United States. The contract is made 
for supplies sufficient for the whole Army at all the different places; and 
pork delivered in the first instance at Chicago is 
Francisco, though pork in barrels could be bought on the Pacific coast 
and delivered ata much lower price. Of course we on the Pacific coast 
could not undertake to deliver at Chicago, on terms economical to the 
Government, the supplies needed for the Army of the United States at 
New York, at various points in the South, etc.; but we can supply what 
is required on the Pacific coast at a much less price than is paid for it 
when delivered at Chicago. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Under the provision of this bill the Depart- 
ment is permitted to purchase these supplies upon the Pacific coast if 
it can obtain them more cheaply there. 

Mr. MORROW. But the t does not do it. We have no 

depot on the Pacific coast; and therefore —— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The provision in the bill does not require the 
Department to purchase where there is a general depot; it is at liberty 
to purchase these supplies anywhere—at San Francisco or atany other 
point—wherever they can be obtained at the least cost. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, It seems to me that the fault is not with the law. 
The law is all right. The fault that the gentleman from California 
points out is in the execution of the law on the part of the purchasing 
agents of the Government. The gentleman’s remedy is not to change 
the law, which now allows the officers of the department to purchase in 
the cheapest market, price and cost of transportation considered. His 
remedy is to go to the purchasing department and secure a reform inthe 
application of the law. The law does not need any change; itis right; 
there is no doubt about that; and this provision ought not to go out. 
But the gentleman should bring bis influence and eloquence to bear 
upon the purchasing department of the Government so that the law 
may be correctly applied and supplies obtained in the method cheapest 
for the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this provision were struck out the depart- 
ment would be left without any restraint whatever. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The provision ought not to go ont. 

Mr. MORROW. Thechairmanof the committee [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
has informed us that this provision is of only a year’s standing; thatit 
was inserted in the law only a year ago; that prior to that time the 
purchases were made satisfactorily in different parts of the country. 
Now we find that under the operation of this provision supplies pur- 
chased elsewhere are being delivered at San Francisco at a cost greater 
than that at which they could be delivered if they were purchased on 
the Pacific coast. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] that 
we have tried our ‘‘eloquence’’ on the Department with reference to 
this matter, and we are informed that the officers are controlled by this 
provision under which they invite proposals for the supply of provis- 
ions for the whole Army at different places where they may be re- 

nired. 
3 Mr. CUTCHEON. I beg to say tothe gentleman that they are not 
required to have these supplies delivered at any regular depot; they 
can regulate that matter completely in their advertisements for pro- 
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posals and in their contracts. I say again, that the provision ought 
not to go out; it is right. © 

Mr. RANDALL. If there is any ground for complaintin this regard 
it is a complaint with reference to a matter of administration, not a com- 
plaint in reference tothe law. The law is right. The Army officer 
who buys in Chicago must take into calculation in reference to pork 
which is needed at San Francisco the freight to San Francisco in esti- 
mating the cost as compared with pork purchased at that place. 

This provision was not inserted without full consideration. It was 
intended, if I remember aright, to meet an abuse which was growing 
up. I should myself hesitate to vote in favor of striking out this pro- 
vision until we have had a longer period of experience in connection 
with its operation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe gentleman from California can demonstrate 
to the Department that, transportation considered, it can buy these 
goods cheaper on the Pacific coast, it is obliged by this very provision 
of law to buy them there. 

Mr. MORROW. Such goods as we supply and as the Department 
requires. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, such goods as you supply and as the De- 
partment requires. 

Mr. MORROW. Now, Mr. Chairman, if it be necessary I move a 
pro forma amendment, to be heard for a few moments. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as well as to the 
gentleman from Michigan, that we on the Pacific coast are in favor of 
the adoption of any provision which would secure the cheapest and the 
hest goods to bedelivered tothe Army. Wedonotobjecttothat. But 
what we ask and what we want is that the Government shall be able 
tosecure these goods, if practicable, at the most accessible points. That 
insures cheapness to a certain extent. 

If it be determined in this discussion that the evil of which we com- 
plain lies with the administration of the law, and thatall that is neces- 
sary to remedy itis an appeal to the Administration to have it corrected, 
we propose to use this very discussion and present it to the Depart- 
ment, and require that the supplies needed in California shall, so far as 
we are able to supply them, be advertised and called for on that coast. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 30, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For Seon work of constructing buildings for the new post at Denver, 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to reserve the point of order against that 
paragraph, Mr. Chairman; but I think perhaps that a statement will 
induce the gentleman from Illinois having charge of the bill to let it 
go out of the bill, since it is already in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was not embodied in the sundry civil bill 
as it passed the House, as I recollect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was a gross sum given in the sundry civil 
pill for military ; and I have a letter here, which is accessible to 
the gentleman, from General Holabird, stating that in the sum em 
bodied in the sundry civil bill, and estimated for expenditures on that 
ground, the Denver post was included to the extent of $100,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Included in the same appropriation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwas not aware that there had been any ap- 
propriation made for this post in any other bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We thought in committee when considering the 
subject that $50,000 was enough, but General Holabird has fixed it at 
$100,000. Certainly it ought not to be appropriated twice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Undoubtedly it should not be; and I am per- 
fectly willing so far as the $100,000 is concerned that it shall go out of 
the bill upon the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, al- 
though under the rules the appropriation should have been made in 
this bill and not in the bill mentioned. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want the gentleman to base his action 
upon my statement, but I refer him to the communication from Gen- 
eral Holabird, and here is his signature to the letter, which embodies 
the statement I have made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to say, however, Mr. Chairman, that I 
do not think the point of order is well taken; but if the appropriation 
is already made, of course I have no desire to incorporate it again in this 

ill 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
to strike out this provision. 

Mr. SYMES. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if a 
special estimate was not made by the War Department and sent to the 
committee which asked an appropriation of $290,000, which sum was 
stated to be necessary for the completion of these barracks at Denver, 
Colo., in accordance with the act in the Forty-ninth 
and that it was stated it would be economy to appropriate the whole 
of that amount immediately to complete the work? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think a hundred thousand dollars is what Gen- 


eral Holabird, Quartermaster-General, stated he could expend at this 
point during the coming year; and the gentleman from Colorado him- 
self, I believe, appeared before the committee in that connection. 

Mr. SYMES. No; I was not before the committee, I intended to 
press the matter in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, perhaps I had a private conversation with 
the gentleman. I remember we talked over the matter. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Colorado will permit 
me a moment. 

Mr. SYMES. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to state that I happened to be in Den- 
ver, Colo., myself during last November and visited this post. Itis a 
new post, its location having been selected by General Sheridan. Itis 
located in a very eligible position. They have commenced the work 
of constructing the buildings, and I think something like a hundred 
thousand dollars has been expended. 

Mr. SYMES. That amount was appropriated by the Military Com- 
mittee when the act establishing the post was passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, that amount was expended there under 
that appropriation. But I was going to say that I have been told by 
the quartermaster in charge of the construction of the buildings that it 
would be great economy to the Government if the entire amount of the 
estimate was appropriated. From what he said I am convinced it 
would be true. He said that in letting these contracts for small an- 
nual appropriations the Government had been required to pay much 
more for materials than if the contract could have been let altogether. 
In other words, take, for instance, where a small quantity of brick is 
ordered by contract. They must pay more for the brick than they 
would in proportion if they could let a contract for the whole quantity 
of brick required for the post at one time. Therefore, so far as econ- 
omy is concerned, I am convinced that the gentleman from Colorado is 
right, and that it would be better to have the entire appropriation. 
But as there was no larger estimate made by the Department than 
$100,000 we fixed the amount at that. But I will say again that lam 
convinced of the justice of what Major Campbell, the quartermaster in 
charge of the work, said, that it would be better in the long run and 
would promote economy to appropriate the entire amount required, 
which was something over $200,000, or perhaps a hundred thousand 
dollars still needed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am now able to state with certainty that the 
original estimate was what the gentleman from Colorado has said, $290, - 
000. That wasmadesome years ago when the work was entered upon, 
and it has been progressing since. Butin the estimate of this year the 
gentleman from Colorado and the gentleman from Illinois will find that 
it is either $100,000 or $117,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. One hundred and seventeen thousand five hun- 
dred, as shown by the Book of Estimates, page 176. 

Mr. RANDALL. Hence itis not necessary to have it duplicated. 
I have no feeling about the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let mesay that I am not seeking to duplicate 
the amount. Iam not asking that it shall remain in the bill after the 
statement of the gentleman, but was showing that the estimate for the 
work was more than a hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iam not stating the exact amount already ex- 
pended there. 

Mr. SYMES. The original bill appropriated, in the language of the 
statute, $100,000 for the purpose of commencing the erection of the 
buildings after the Government shall have ceded to it or conveyed to it 
by a good title such a site as the Lientenant-General might select. 
The Lieutenant-General selected a site—a very valuable site—a sec: 
tion of land; the citizens of Denver subscribed $30,000 to pay for the 
land, and it was conveyed to the Government in accordance with the 
act. In the sundry civil bill of the last session of this Congress $50,- 
000 only was appropriated; so that $150,000 bas been appropriated in 
all. 

This would make $250,000. A special estimate was made by the 
Secretary of War, and was sent either to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee of the House or of the Senate, estimating that it would cost two 
hundred and ninety-odd thousand dollars, in addition to the $150,000 
that had already been appropriated, which would make a total cost of 
$440,000 to complete the work. As stated by the chairman of the 
Military Committee, it would be good economy for the Government to 
now appropriate the $290,000 at this time to complete the post accord- 
ing to the plans and specifications approved by the Secretary of War. 
I hope this $100,000 in addition to the $100,000 in the sundry civil bill 
will be appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will say it was 
only $100,000. The gentleman from Michigan has confounded it with 
Fort Snelling. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, why should we give more than the Depart- 
ment asks ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The fall estimate is that it will cost $390,000. 
I stated before, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not hear m 
that it happens that I was in Denver in November last, when I visi 
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this post and had a conference with the officers in charge, and especially 
with Major Campbell, who is the quartermaster in charge of the works. 
He stated to me that it would be more economical for the Government 
to make an appropriation for the entire amount that is needed to com- 
plete the building, as they could then make more advantageous con- 
tracts for the bricks and other material if they could let the contracts 
for the entire amount needed at one letting. 

He held that by letting contracts for a large amount of material—the 
entire amount required to complete the building—the Government 
could obtain the brick and other material at much less cost than by mak- 
ing the contract by piecemeal. It requires a large amount proportion- 
ally to purchase a small than a large amount. y one engaged in let- 
ting contracts for buildings can appreciate this, 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know what he thinks. We have neces- 
sarily to go by the estimates, and the sundry civil bill contains an ap- 

ropriation for the sum which General Holabird in this letter, which 
f have shown, has said will meet their requirements at this time, which 
is $100,000. Itis nota matter with the committee at all. Theonl 
point that I desire to call attention to is, that there should not be a dupli- 
cation of the appropriation. 

Mr. CUITCHEON. Just one word. This confusion arises in part, 
I think, out of the change of the rules in the last Congress, and in part 
from the fact that the Appropriation Committee in the sundry civil 
bill, underthe head of ‘‘ Military posts,’’ made an appropriation of the 
lump sum of $332,000. Of course the Military Committee would not 
know exactly what was covered by that. ` 

.Mr. RANDALL. I can understand that. Itis an inadvertence, I 
understand, but we ought not to duplicate it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This post at Denver was reported to the Forty- 
ninth Congress from the Committee on Military Affairs. It was, I 
may say, the child of that committee, and we took an interest in it 
because we had reported it at the request of the Lieutenant-General, 
and were looking after it. We found no specific appropriation for it 
in the sundry civil bill. The confusion in the jurisdiction of commit- 
tees in the last Congress has, of course, led to a little of the confusion, 
and the sooner that confusion can be prevented the better. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Of course the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
admit at once that the matter of the establishment of a post or the lo- 
cation of a post is a matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
(Military Affairs. Ido not say that after the post has been located the 
‘appropriation for the building would be properly a military affair; but 
there could be no question in regard to the jurisdiction of committees, 
‘and Iam not going to raise any argument in respect to the jurisdiction 
of committees as to that. The confusion has occurred out of the fact 
that this post originated with the Military Committee, and the appro- 
ie for military posts was made in a lump sum in the sundry civil 
‘bill. 
| Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want to open up a discussion of the ju- 
Pam of committees in this connection unless we shall be com- 

to. 
m CUTCHEON. The suggestion I would make is that if the sun- 
dry civil bill were still here that the Appropriation Committee should 
drop it out of that bill and let the Committee on Military Affairs in- 
sert it in this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think anybody wants to insist on dupli- 
eating the amount. I think the gentleman from Colorado himself is 
content. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I offer an amendment here, and send a letter 
to the Clerks desk on the subject. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

After line 10, on page 16, insert “for officers’ quarters at the post at Columbus, 
Ohio, $20,000.” 3 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will not insist upon 
that amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. In the first place, I desire to raise the point of order 
upon the amendment, and in the second place, I will say to the gen- 
tleman that the Committee on Appropriations have provided for the 
very thing he asks. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, the gentleman is mistaken in his last state- 
ment. The Committee on Appropriations, as I understand, are pro- 
viding for the erection of additional barracks, but this is for the eree- 
tion of officers’ quarters. The letter which I send to the desk is from 
the Quartermaster-General, and it shows that there has been in con- 
templation for several years past this improvement at Columbus, Ohio, 
and the estimate, as stated in the letter, is nearly $120,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has that estimate come from the War De ent? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not in the Book of Estimates; but the 
letter which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk explains the situation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask to have it read, subject to the point of order. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFI 
Washington, February 4, 1889. 


Sır: Referring to our interview of this morning regarding the desirabili if 
an ent of the capacity for quartering troops 2 Colombes Barracks 
Ohio, and to your request to be advised as to what proceedings have been 


by this office in the matter, I have the honor to inform you that by War De- 
partment letter of April 8, 1880, and January 27,1882, plans and estimates were 
submitted to Congress for the construction of permanent buildings at Colum- 
bus Barracks (see Senate Executive Documents Nos. 49 and 146, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, and House of Representatives Executive Docu- 
ment No. 55, Forty-seventh Congress, first session), but no legislative action 
appears to have been had on those papers. Sul ently, in October, 1883, 
the commanding officer at Columbus Barracks was irected to prepare plans 
and estimates for four sets of enlisted men’s quarters and s corresponding num- 
ber of officers’ quarters; in accordance with which plans and estimates were 
prepared for two brick buildings for company quarters for four hundred men, 
at an estimated cost of $95,552.82, and two brick houses for officers’ quarters, at 
$22,380.24. These papers were referred to the Quartermaster-General, but so far 
as I can learn nosubsequent action was had in the matter. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan 
R. ©; DRU M, Adjutant-General, 


Hon, JosEPH H. OUTAWAITE, 
House of Representatives, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will not suppose for an instant that I 
am trying to obtain from his committee, in the bill of which he has 
charge, a concession and also trying to obtain the same thing, or some- 
thing additional, here. The proposition as it is presented in the letter 
which has just been read shows that there has been in contemplation 
for a long time an enlargement of the post at Columbus, Ohio. It 
shows that the plans and specifications were made three or four years 
ago for additional quarters there for men and also for officers. 

The present necessity for an appropriation for additional quarters for 
men is caused by the great overcrowding of the post. It is a postwhich 
was prepared for an average of about four hundred men, and ithas had 
nearly five hundred during the past year, and quite recently there has been 
a great deal of illness in the quarters, attributable to the overcrowded 
condition of the post. This is one of the three recruiting depots of the 
United States. The sites have been selected for the two buildings, and 
this amendment which I offer now proposes $20,000 for two buildings 
for officers’ quarters, while the estimate for the same buildings, as shown 
by the letter which has been read, was $22,380.24. These are not single 
buildings, but double buildings, so that the cost of each of the quarters 
for officers will be about $5,000. The quarters now occupied by the 
officers at that barrack are simply frame which are uncomforta- 
ble in summer on account of the heat and uncomfortable in winter on 
account of the cold. They are entirely unfit to be occupied by the of- 
ficers of the Army, and out of consideration for the officers there I have 
offered this amendment in good faith. 

Mr. SAYERS. Recurring to the point of order which I have sug- 

on this amendment, it seems to me that the statement of the 
gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] clearly shows that the amend- 
ment, if it should go upon any bill, belongs upon the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Under what rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the decision of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall be glad if the gentleman will refer me 
toany rule or any decision to justify that statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will do so immediately, - 

Mr. SAYERS. I send the decision to the desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before that is read the Chair desires to under- 
stand specifically and definitely the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. I put the point of order on two grounds: First, that 
this amendment is not germane to the bill, and, second, that if the 
amendment should be entertained at all it could be entertained only 
upon the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Under what rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order is upon ‘the question of juris- 

diction. The military posts, prior to the change of rule in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, were always dealt with in the sundry civil bill. The 
decision of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] as chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole the other day bears directly upon this 
point, and, as I have stated, these appropriations have never been taken 
away from the Committee on Appropriations, but have always been in- 
cluded in the sundry civil bill. When the question of the necessity 
for this appropriation comes up that will be an entirely different 
matter. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. In what bill was provision made for 
the officers’ quarters, or for the establishment of the post at Columbus, 
Ohio, prior to the distribution of the appropriation bills among the 
several committees ? 

Mr, RANDALL. In the sundry civil bill, of course. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was the inquiry of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know what bill carried the 
provision authorizing the establishment of this post or similar posts 
prior to the distribution of the appropriation bills? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg leave to differ with my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. My recollection is that this post was established by an in- 
dependent bill which was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. RANDALL. Thatis not the point. I say that prior to the dis- 
tribution of the appropriation bills among the several committees in 
this House all matters relating to military posts were included in the 
sundry civil bill, 


1626 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 7, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think my friend is mistaken about that. 
The sundry civil bill never contained a provision originating the ap- 
ropriations to establish any military posts or for any public buildings. 
i is only where the appropriations for public buildings are found to be 
inadequate that the sundry civil bill has attempted to take jurisdic- 
tion. As to this particular post, speaking from recollection, I think it 
originated in a bill which emanated from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The sundry civil appropriation bill never did, according to my 
recollection, contain an appropriation criginating a post or a public 
Mr. RANDALL. I never said so. I said that all military posts— 
their establishment and maintenance—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend does not answer the inquiry of the 
Chair. The Chair inguired on what bill this post was first established. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say on the sundry civil bill, because these an- 
nual appropriations, prior to the distribution of the appropriation bills, 
have all been on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But here is the question, and the gentleman 
does not answer it. The question is, was this post first established or 
authorized in the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. RANDALL, I did not understand that that was the question 
of the Chair at all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the question of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. This post might have been authorized by an 
independent bill; but that was not the point to which the inquiry of 
the Chair was directed. The Chair desired to know what had been 
the practice heretofore—at least prior to the distribution of the appro- 
priation bills—with reference to appropriations originating or contin- 
uing these posts or providing for additionul quarters—whether such 
appropriations had been in the military bill or in the sundry civil bill. 
The question is one of fact, and’ the Chair would be glad to have in- 
formation in to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have taken occasion to investigate the record 

to the practice of the Committee on Appropriations and the House 

to the adoption of the present rule in the last Congress. I have 
that upon the A appropriation bill there were appropria- 
tions for the continuance of work upon buildings at posts—— 
- Mr. RANDALL. What year? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihavealist with dates, but it is not in my 
desk. It isin my committee-room. 

Mr. RANDA What year? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have said I have not the list at my desk; 
but it was during several years. That was under the old rule prior to 
the of rules in the last Congress. I found that it was the prac- 
tice of the Committee on Appropriations, when it had charge of both 
bills, at times to place these appropriations in the sundry civil bill, 
and at other times to place the same kind of appropriations for the 
continuance or completion of these buildings in the Army appropria- 
tion bill. The sundry civil bill carries an appropriation to-day against 
which I did not make a:point of order, but on which a point would, in 
my judgment, have been sustained under the uniform practice of the 
House—an item which never appeared in the sundry civil bill, but 
always appeared in the Army appropriation bill until the last Congress; 
and that is the appropriation for the iron-testing machine. Uniformly 
that appropriation appeared in the Army appropriation bill, I did not 
make the point the other day-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Just there let me state that I think the gentle- 
man is mistaken. A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can prove my statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think that matter has been provided for 
in the Army appropriation bill since the Forty-fifth Congress. ‘That 
appropriation for the testing-machine has appeared in the sundry civil 
bil to my knowledge for several years, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, my recollection is that it has appeared 
in the Army appropriation bill since the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For at least three Congresses it has appeared in 
the Army bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; at least three Congresses, if not more. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, it appeared there when all the bills were 
under the control of one committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. So far as the practice is concerned, these ap- 

iations have been madein the past in both these bills. 

But we still come back to the original question, upon what grounds 
does the gentleman from Texas base the point of order? The gentle- 
man says he bases his point on the ground in the first place that this 
poren is not germane to the bill. Now what is the character of the 

before the House? It is a bill making appropriations for the mili- 
tary establishment. What is embraced in the military establishment ? 
Every appropriation for objects of a warlike character that is not em- 
braced in the naval establishment. [A laugh.] If T am incorrect in 
that definition, I hope the gentleman will show it; this is not a subject 
for levity; it is a question of fact—a question arising under the rules. 
The rules provide as plainly as language can be written, that subjects 
relating ‘‘to the military establishment and the public defense, includ- 
ing the appropriations for its support and for that of the Military Acad- 


emy,” belong ‘‘ to the Committee on Military Affairs.” The next clause 
of the rule is—— 


To the naval establishmen! uding priatio support; 
the Committee on Naval amine Sa pone ae hae Le 

Find me now a single clause in any of these rules conferring upon 
any other committee than the Committee on Military Affairs jurisdic- 
tion over anything pertaining to the military establishment, save and 
except forts or, strictly speaking, fortifications. You ean not do it, 

If this amendment is not germane to this bill, no bill can be con- 
ceived of to which it would be germane. It is germane to this bill, 
and only to this bill. I would like some gentleman to cite a clause in 
the rules anywhere conferring upon the Committee on Appropriations, 
or upon any other committee of this House except the Committee on 
Military Affairs, jurisdiction upon this or any other feature of the 
military establishment, except, strictly speaking, forts and fortifica- 
tions. 

Now, do you propose to obey the rule? It is mandatory. It does 
not bear a doubtful construction. It emphatically declares that all 
subjects pertaining to the military establishment shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, except in the case of forts and fortifications, 
a subject which was reserved to the Committee on Appropriations. 

What was the other point the gentleman made? That there is no 
law authorizing thisappropriation. As the Chair virtually decided that 
point in the first point of order made to-day on this bill, it is unneces- 
sary to discuss it farther. 

The post at Columbus has been established by law. We are simply 
making an appropriation in pursuance of law already made. 

So far as the merits of the proposition are concerned, I do not think 
I shall vote for it; but when the gentleman attacks the jurisdiction of 
e remain ts on Military Affairs, it is my duty to s here and de- 
end i 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair asked for the practice in reference to this, 
and I sent for the Statutes at Large, volume 21, and turned to the first 
bill, and in it I find: 


For the completion of the necessary buildings for uarters of the De- 
partment of Dakota, at the military post of Fort Snelling, Minn., $100,000 

For the construction of a new military ator near the Musselshell River, 
cae of Montana, ata site to approved by the Secretary of War, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. What does the gentleman read from? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I read from the Statutes at Large, page 269, from 
the sundry civil appropriation bill of that year. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. What year? 

Mr, BLOUNT. Eighteen hundred and eighty. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I have the bill of 1886. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I sent for this bill to see the provisions it contained. 
I am inclined to think I had charge of the bill that year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman from Georgia did not hear my 


statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam trying to make one of my own. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wall agree with the gentleman, perhaps, in 
conceding all that he has so far claimed. 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam addressing myself to the Chair. I know the 
ppuan wili not concede what I am claiming, but I am speaking to 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We will not concede all that you may claim, 

Mr. BLOUNT, My friend will concede a good deal, no doubt, but 
he will allow me to proceed in my statement in the time given to me 
under the rule, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since the service in that year there was never a 
doubt in that committee where this class of appropriations belonged; 
that it belonged with the sundry civil bill. If you will find an ex- 
ception here and there it will appear, I think, it was neter there on 
any question of order. Sometimes it may have come in the shape of 
an amendment, but I speak from my experience of the practice of that 
committee during that whole period that these appropriations went to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. Any gentleman, I think, who has 
had experience in that committee recognizes also that it belongs there. 

I think if the Chair will take the several statutes for a series of years 
he will find it is in accord with what is in this bill from which I have 
read. That being true, I think the inquiry of the Chair is suggestive 
there is but little difference as to what is the true method, and that is 
to rule out what is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The appropriation proposed in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. OurHWArrx] is not in the Book of 
Estimates, and therefore was not embraced in this bill. I do not care, 
however, to speak so much as to the merits of the amendment as I do 
to speak to the point of order which has been raised. The point of 
order is made, in the first place, that the amendment is not germane to 
the Army appropriation bill. This isa bill entitled ‘‘A bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes.” 

The gentleman from Ohio moves as an amendment to this bill a 
clause appropriating $20,000 for officers’ quarters at the city of Colum- 
bus, one of the three recruiting depots of the United States. Those 
recruiting depots are emphatically for the support of the military es- 
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tablishment. That is what they are for. They are for that and noth- 
ing else. They are military and purely military. A recruiting depot 
is for the support of the military establishment. 

It seems to me utterly preposterous, begging the pardon of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and everybody else, to make a point 
of order thatan amendment providing an appropriation for the erection 
of necessary quarters for a recruiting depot is not germane toa bill 
making appropriations for the support of the military establishment of 
the country. You may as well say an appropriation for the support of 
the Army is not necessary in such a bill. Nothing could be more ger- 
mane. 

In regard to this matter, while I never had the honor to serve on the 
Committee on Appropriations, like the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, yet, sir, I have read the rules of the House, and I think I un- 
derstand the English language well enough to know what they are. I 
understand when the Committee on Appropriations had jurisdiction of 
the entire field of appropriations except for rivers and harbors and the 
Agricultural Department they were not particularly nice in dividing 
it amongst themselves; but by the change of the rules in the Forty- 
ninth Congress jurisdiction has been conferred upon another committee 
to make appropriations for the military establishment and for the pub- 
lic defense. 

What have we here? I find, Mr. Chairman, that an a riation 
is recommended for a military post at San Antonio, Tex. ithin my 
own recollection that appropriation originated in the Military Commit- 
tee, and since I have been a member of it. Again, I find for Fort Ri- 
ley, Kansas. It is within my knowledge that that came from the Mil- 
itary Committee on the recommendation of General Sheridan, who 
appeared before the committee and recommended the establishment of 
the and I had something to do with reporting the bill in that con- 
nection. 

Mr. RANDALL. But both of these were under special acts. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam aware of that, but they both came from 
the Military Committee. Again I find for the post at Denver, Colo., 
which also came from the Military Committee, and another for the con- 
struction of barracks at Newport, Ky., and that came from the Military 
Committee during the last Congress under the chairmanship of General 
Bragg. In fact, about one-half of all the posts that have been estab- 
lished on estimates from the Department have come from the Military 
Committee, and are as much germane to the bill as is the appropria- 
tion for the pay of the Army, or for any other purpose which is not 
questioned in the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. That this matter was in the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Appropriations prior to the modification of the rules in 
the Forty-ninth Congress can not be questioned. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is that statement? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state it in a different way. That prior to 
the change of the rules in the Forty-ninth Congress the Appropria- 
tions Committee held unquestioned jurisdiction in this connection. I 
never have denied that the Military Committee had power to originate 
a special act authorizing the establishment of a military But 
uniformly the Committee on Appropriations in the sundry civil bill 
for ten years past have provided for the appropriations for such pur- 


Now, the question is, was this power taken from that committee? I 
want to show you, Mr. Chairman, that it never was taken from them, 
and that the facts to which I shall refer establish a precedent to regu- 
late you and the committee. For ten years I find that no appropria- 
tions for the continuation of such works as I have spoken of have come 
from the Military Committee. On the contrary, I think for the first 
time in the last year there was an appropriation by the Military Com- 
mittee, on a special estimate which came in after the regular estimate, 
as to a new post at Chicago, and that got into the Military Committee; 
but if there is to be any appropriation in that connection to increase 
that post or to maintain it, it never has been taken from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in any way; and I would like to have read the 
decision the gentleman from Texas has sent up to the Chair, which 
bears directly upon the point, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have not concluded my remarks, Mr. Chair- 


man, 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I thought he had 
concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman had 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I supposed the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
rose to interrnpt for a question, 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought the gentleman had concluded. 

my, CUTCHEON. Of course Iam perfectly willing to yield to the 

ntleman—— 
oer. TOWNSHEND. If my colleague on the committee will allow 


me a moment right on the point suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. Certainly, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. While the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
addressing the House I obtained the laws passed by the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress. The gentleman seems to have forgotten what has been the history 
of the appropriations made by his own committee upon these bills, 
although he has been presiding over that committee so many years. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not preside over it in the Forty-fifth Con- 


gress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, but the gentleman occupied a seat in the 
chair then as Speaker of the House, and under his administration of af- 
fairs the practice was sanctioned and indorsed of making these identical 
appropriations in the Army appropriation bill; and I am surprised that 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who was a member, as I recol- 
lect, of the Committee on Appropriations in the Forty-fifth Congress and 
participated in the preparation of the bill, does not remember that then 
the practice was to insert these appropriations in the Army bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have tbat bill as it became a law before me, 
the bills of the Forty-fifth Congress that the gentlemen have both for- 
gotten. In the first session of that Congress, on page 3 of the Statutes, 
there will be found under the head of ‘‘Appropriations for quarters’? 
in the Army bill the following: 

For the 
ean re of temporary huts and stables, and for repairing public 

Just what is sought to be done here; and the amount appropriated 
is $1,100,000 for that purpose in that bill. 

What further? > 

For the construction and repairof hospitals, $50,000, 

That was the first session, in 1877. 

Mr. RANDALL. And they have been there ever since, the repairs, 
but this is not a repair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, what hasthe gentleman to say to this lan- 
guage? 

For the construction— 

Mark you— 
and repair. 

Mr. RANDALL. Construction of what—hospitals ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Construction and repair of hospitals. 

Mr. RANDALL. But this is not a hospital. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Butlet me give the gentleman more. Where 
is the distinction between hospital and other buildings? In thesecond 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress—I will give the gentleman language 
which the honorable gentleman from Georgia can not misunderstand 
or controvert. What isit? On page 148, second session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress, in 1878: 

For the construction of temporary huts and stables and for repair of public 
buildings at established posts, $380,000. 

Further in the bill 1 find— 

For the necessary construction of suitable buildings for store-houses and offices 
at Omaha, Nebr. 

What answer can my friend from Pennsylvania make to that? 

Again appears the former appropriation— 

For construction and repair of hospitals, etc. 

Now, I have not time to examine the other statutes, but so far asthe 
practice of the House is concerned, it was evidently the practice of the 
committee to place these appropriations in the sundry civil bill or in 
the Army appropriation bill at discretion. 

I will now refer to the bill of the last session of this Congress mak- 
ing appropriation for the Army. In it the same language is incorpo- 
rated as that just read by me: 


For the construction of temporary buildings and stables, and for the repair 
of public buildings at established posts, $620,000. j 


This is as late a precedent as can be desired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwould like to have the decision of the former 
Chairman read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON and Mr. TOWNSHEND. We concede that de- 
cision. 

Mr. RANDALL. Neither of you appealed from it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It appears from what the former Chairman said 
to-day that he did not remember what was done on this bill in the 
Forty-fifth Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with the decision. Does 
the gentleman from P lvania desire to have it read? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not if the Chair is familiar with it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I had not concluded the remarks 
I was making. I want to find this line of division between these two 
committees. It is admitted by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that 
the Committee on Military Affairs properly originates avd initiates 
bills for establishing military posts. Am I stating that too broadly? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is true. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because that is purely a military affair. 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not go to that committee under the power 
to appropriate, but it goes to it under the power which your committee 
possesses to report bills that legislate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We will not dispute about the power. The Mili- 
tary Committee unquestionably has the power. 
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Mr. RANDALL, Pardon me. I concede that you have had that 
power always, and you have it yet. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, we have it yet. And as a matter of prac- 
tice when we establish a military post we always make an appropria- 
tion for the commencement of the work. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not necessarily. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We did in the case of Denver. We appropriated 
$100,000 for Fort Riley. We Spproptisten for San Antonio, Tex., and for 
Newport Barracks $100,000. e also appropriated $300,000 for High- 
wood, now Fort Sheridan, near Chicago. It always been the prac- 
tice with that committee, when a post was established in a particular 
locality, therewith to furnish the Government with the means of com- 
mencing the construction of that post. Now, if the Military Com- 
mittee has the power under the rules to originate these posts, when 
does it lose the power to continue construction and why does it lose it? 

If it is a military matter and belongs to the Military Committee to 
initiate a post, why is it not equally a military matter for that com- 
mittee to determine how extensive the post shall be—whether it shall 
be a two-company post, a four-company post, an eight-company post, 

or a battalion post, and how rapidly the accommodation shall be con- 
structed for the troops? Now, Mr. Chairman, to come back to the point 
of the Military Committee originally establishing this post at Colum- 
bus, as I am advised (and I do not speak of the matter from my own 
knowledge), the question now is, whether we should goon with it and 
whether there is a military demand for the continuance of that post 
and an enlargement of the accommodations. I will not detain the 
committee further, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the amendment is 
germane to the bill and in order. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I think the letter which I have sent up to the 
desk shows its necessity. 

Mr. RANDALL, The letter which the gentlemansent upis a letter 
from the Adjutant-General in which he speaks of this matter, and states 

_that it was referred to the Quartermaster-General, and the latter clause 
of the letter states distinctly that the Quartermaster-General has made 
no recommendation to that effect. I only say that it is usual before we 
make an appropriation to require that there should be an estimate for 
it, or at least a su uent letter from the Quartermaster-General be- 
fore providing it, which does not appear to have been done in this case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Appropriations have a let- 
ter from the Quartermaster-General showing the necessity for the troops, 
and they have alluded to this same matter in a letter which preceded it. 
Now, I have stated the necessity for these officers’ quarters. In fact, 
the officers stationed at the city of Columbus have to live in houses that 
are unfit for them to live in, because they are uncomfortable and not 
sufficient. They have had to live there while this matter has been in 
contemplation for five years, and it is time the improvement was begun. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are the houses in which they live rented ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are Government buildings upon Govern- 
ment land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For shelter, shooting-galleries, ranges, repairs, and expenses incident thereto, 


0,000. \ 
is es the purchase of about 101 acres of land adjo or near the post, at Madi- 
son Barracks, New York, for rifle-range and drill and camping purposes, $7,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that paragraph for 
the purpose of making an inquiry. Is there any law authorizing the 
purchase of this land? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itis simply in furtherance of the post at Sack- 
ett’s Harbor. 

Mr. PARKER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of 
order until he has heard the report. The letters furnishing the esti- 
mates recommend this item, and Iask the Clerk to read the correspond- 
ence which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith a bill H. R. 9070, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, providing for the purchase of ground near Madison Barracks, New 
York, for a rifle-range and for other purposes, referred by you for my report, with 
the remark that upon a frog eeoror made last December, to sell this ground to 
the Government for $6, recommended favorable action. Iam still of the 
be pkg that it would be of advantage to the service to have this ground as part 
of the reservation of Madison Barracks, but believe that the price mentioned in 
this bill, $8,000, is too high, and that not more than $6,000should be paid. Ifthe 
an should be amended to specify that latter amount, I would then recommend 
ts 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Liew 


P. H. SHERIDAN 
eral, Commanding, 
The SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, May 2,1888. 
: In reply to your request of the 24th ultimo, for information upon House 
bill 9070, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to vide for the of lands to 
a rifle-range in connection with Madison New York, I 
have the honor to inclose a report of the 30th ultimo, from the Lieutenant-Gen- 
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eral of the Army, and to say that the vi therein 
a tile De y, an y ews expressed are concurred in 
ery respectfully, your obedient servan 
3 y . V. BENET, 


S. 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. R. W. TOWSSHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 29, 1888, 

Sır: Referring to annual estimate of this Department for the next fiscal year 
for $6,000 for the purchase of about 101 acres of land adjoining or near to the 
post of Madison acks, New York, to be used for a rifle-range and drill and 
senpe papos Ihave the honor to inform you that from information lately 
received it appears that the $6,000 will be insufficient. It is therefore recom- 
mended that the amount be increased to $7,000, ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be 
nec 


From a recent personal inspection, the Quartermaster-General was conyinced 
of the necessity for the immediate purchase of the land. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
8. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 
Hon. Levi D. MAISH, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. PARKER. I do not wish to occupy the time of the committee 
with this amendment. It is recommended in the Book of Estimates; 
itis recommended by the late Lieutenant-General Sheridan; itis recom- 
mended by the Ordnance Department; it is recommended by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department. The statement is thatit is immediately neces- 
sary. The amendment simply provides for purchasing, at a rate at 
which the interest will more than pay the former rent, lands to be used 
in the place of rented lands in connection with this old post which has 
been occupied for some three-quarters of a century. It is continually 
occupied now by soldiers, and, the War Department in its several sub- 
departments agreeing, I ask that gentlemen will let this pass without 
criticism or objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it is true that this item isin the 
Book of Estimates, and it is also true that it was considered in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and asthe committee had no right to report 
appropriations except in pursuance of existing law, this item was ruled 


out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
proposition is obnoxious to the rule because it is new legislation. 

Mr. PARKER. But, Mr. Chairman, the renting has been continued, 
and this is simply putting purchase in place of the renting—— 

The CHAIRMAN, But there is no existing law authorizing the 


purchase. 

Mr. RANDALL. T have no earthly objection to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PARKER] having a bill passed here authorizing this 
purchase, but the rules of the House not only prevent the committee 
from reporting such an item, but they also prevent the Committee of 
the Whole from adopting it. ; 

Mr. PARKER. I regret very much that this measure should be 
crucified between two committees, but I can not help it. [Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of about 101 acres of land adjoining or near the post, at 
Madison , New York, for rifle-range and drill and camping purposes, 
$7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “ necessary,” in line 17, insert “For the purchase of the site of 
Fort Elliott, Texas, $17,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary,” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Insupport of that amendment I desire to have 
read a letter from the eral, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on the amendment, 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

‘ War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, January 2, 1889. 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith of a letter addressed by me 
yesterday to the honorable the Secretary of War, inclosing the estimate of 
amount required for the purchase of site for Fort Elliott, Texas. From thecopy 
of the lease, also araa herewith, it will be seen that unless action is had Es 
the present Congress and the land purchased before the Ist day of January next, 
all the buildings and improvements remain and become the property of the 
lessor. Yours being the only committee which I understand may report appro- 
priations for the purchase of sites for military posts, I most respectfully request 
your Sos consi: sanon = Jeg Ree part í 

idiin me 5 S. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army, 
Hon. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is impossible for me to conceive what may 
be the point of order in the gentleman’s mind, as he has not given us 
an opportunity of knowing. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] 
stated that he reserved the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will finish my statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that proposition is clearly 
subject to the point of order. As I understand it the Government has 
heretofore leased the ground on which these buildings stand. 
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Mr. LANHAM. It has leased the ground, and more than $80,000 
has been expended there in the erection of buildings. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And probably that will all be lost unless this 
amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a military postexisting there already. If 
the object of the amendment was to increase the number of military 
posts I should object, because a very little travel over the country 
where these posts are located will satisfy any one of the propriety of 
consolidating existing posts rather than increasing the number; but in 
view of the fact that there is already an established post at this point, 
and that the Quartermaster-General, a very well-informed gentleman, 
rps mig a purchase instead of leasing, I do not insist on the point 
of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe gentleman can conceive of a point of or- 
der that will apply to this amendment I should be glad to have him 
state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, new legislation is required for the purchase 
of this ground. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is in pursuance of work already done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no law authorizing this purchase. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have reserved the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 
his point of order, 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing this appropriation. 
If the gentleman will ask unanimous consent, however, to have the 
amendment go into the bill, I will not object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will object. This will go regularly 
into this bill or not at all. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania wants 
to make a point of order, let him state it and discuss it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be heard for a moment. 
The appropriation contemplated by this amendment is based upon an 
estimate from the Secretary of War, transmitted to this House on the 
25th day of January by the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. The 
estimate is shown in Executive Document No. 106, House of Representa- 
tives. In 1877 certain lands were leased in Wheeler County, Texas, 
upon which was erected what is known as Fort Elliott. By the terms 
of that lease, which was for the period of thirteen years, it was ex- 
pressly stipulated that if the Government should not purchase the 
property all the buildings on the property should revert to the owner 
or the lessor. 

Now, in pursuance of that lease the Government established a mili- 
tary post, Fort Elliott, near the western border of the Indian Territory, 
at which post there are now two troops of cavalry and two companies 
of infantry. There has been expended on that post $84,346, as shown 
by a letter which I have received from the Quartermaster-General. 
The lease will expire on the Ist of next January. There may be no 
session of Congress in time to re for this porum if we do not 
adopt this amendment now. If the lease should expire without the 
Government purchasing the property, it is, as I have said, expressly 
stipulated in the lease that all these buildings on the site of Fort 
Elliott shall revert to the owner of the land. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Isit not a fact that in this lease there is reserved to the 
Government a right to purchase, and that this lease was made in pur- 
suance of law? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes. This is a lease with authority to purchase. 
It will expire on the Ist of next January. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then I will inquire of the gentleman further 
whether the law authorizing the War Department to lease this property 
with the privilege of purchase does not confer jurisdiction upon this 
committee to make this appropriation? 

Mr. LANHAM. It would seem to me that it does; but I am not 
sufficiently advised to answer that question authoritatively. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation is sought to be made in 

ursuance of law already existing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will with pleasure answer any question. This 
is a subject with which I am somewhat familiar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the reason I seek information from the 
gentleman rather than from others. How many acres are there in this 
reservation ? 

Mr. LANHAM. There are four sections of land leased by the Texas 
Land Company to the United States Government—about 2,500 acres 
for the site and lands adjoining the site. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is the proposed price? 

Mr. LANHAM. Seventeen thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. The purchase will take nearly all that amount. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is that the price named in the lease ? 

Mr. LANHAM. The price named in the lease was $3 per acre, pro- 
vided the Government should buy the property by the Ist of January, 
1878. It was stipulated that if the Government should fail to buy the 
property by that time there should be added 10 per cent. interest on 
the amount named from January, 1878, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Then under this arrangement the Government 
will have paid 10 per cent. interest for these years? 

Mr. LANHAM. That was the lease made; that was the agreement 
entered into. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 understand. 

Mr. LANHAM. And the Government is now in this attitude, that 
it may lose the property for which this amount of money has been ex- 
pended there unless the purchase be made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand the gentleman’s statement. 
simply trying to elicit the facts. 

Mr. RANDALL. In view of the statement made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] I withdraw the point of order. But I de- 
sire also to withdraw the point in regard to the provision in which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] was interested, because if 
one provision is to go in both should go in. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is there any town or village of any considerable 
size near this land? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir; it is at the town of Mobeetie, the connty 
seat of Wheeler County. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How large a place is that? 

Mr. LANHAM. Not very large; it isa town of, I suppose, 600 or 
800 people. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How near is it to railroad communication? 

Mr. LANHAM. I suppose the nearest point is 25 or 30 miles; it 
may be somewhat nearer. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This would appear to be rather a stiff price. 

Mr. LANHAM. Well, the Government isin such a position that it 
must either purchase the property or sacrifice the money which has 
already been expended. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It may be proper for me to say that when the 
Quartermaster-General and the Secretary of War were before the com- 
mittee recently in regard to this matter, I asked the question whether 
if this property should revert to the owners it would be necessary to 
establish another post in that general vicinity, to which they replied 
that it would be. 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes; it is the purpose of the War Department, I 
understand, to keep up the 

Mr. RANDALL, think the ruling made on the point of order 
against the proposition of the gentleman from New York is equally in 
force against this. I have not a doubt about that, and I do not think 
the Chair has. If he has I would like him to say so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. TheChair has not decided the question. The 
gentleman has no right to assume how the Chair would decide. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to make my statement without in- 
terruption. The gentleman can controvert it afterward in a gentle- 
manly way if he pleases. 1 desire to withdraw my objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from New York because—— 

The CHAIRMAN. This proposition should be first disposed of. 
The point of order being withdrawn, the question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws 
his point of order made against that part of the bill included on page 
16, lines 13 to 17, inclusive. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to reserve the point of order until a state- 
ment is made as to the necessity for that purchase. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A letter from the Secretary of War has been 
read.. It was quite lengthy. I hope the gentleman will not ask that 
it be read again. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. That letter will be found on page 3 of the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. PARKER. General Sheridan recommended this purchase; the 
Chief of the Ordnance Department has recommended it; and Decem- 
peniaet ane Quartermaster-General recommended that it be made im- 
mediately. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand, this land has heretofore been 
occupied by the Government as a military post under a lease. 

Mr. PARKER. For three-quarters of a century this post has been 
occupied as an Army post, and I am advised that for several years land 
for the use of the troops stationed there has been hired annually at a 
rental which would be more than the interest on the money proposed 
to be paid for this, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does your proposition indicate any sum to be paid? 

Mr. PARKER. It does; the amount proposed is $7,000. 


I was 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the provision will be 
restored to its place in the bill, The Chair hears .no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


Mr. CAREY. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the amendment just adopted: 

“To enable the Secretary of War to complete the water-supply system of Fort 
D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory, $24,500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clothing, camp and garrison equipage: For cloth, woolens, material, and fog 
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the manufacture of clothing forthe Army; for issue and for sale at .cost price, 
Preece to the Army Regulations; for altering and fitting clothing, and wash- 
ing and cleaning when necessary; for es and for expenses of packing 
and handling, and similar necessaries, $1,150,000: Provided, That out of the 
money hereby appropriated for clothing and equipage of the Army there shall 
not be expended at the military prison at Fort Leavenworth a sum tu excess of 
$125,000: vided, also, That hereafter the regimental price fixed for altering 
and fitting soldiers’ clothing shall not exceed the cost ef making the same at 
the clothing depots: Provided, That the several sums appropriated for the 
bs ge nye Department by this act, including their wedi shall be avail- 
able for three months after the expiration of the year, 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the reason for adding that proviso? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willsend to the Clerk’s desk to be read a let- 
ter from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, which will give the rea- 
son why. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1889, 
Sim: Referring to my request for insertion inthe Army bill of the words ‘‘Pro- 
vided, That the several sums appropriated for the Quartermaster’s Department 
by this act shall be available for three months after the expiration of the fiscal 
year,” Ihave the honor to state that the request was made for the following 


First. It has been found even with the greatest care the exact conditions of 
po eg raticinhea tir can not be known for at least three months afler the close 
e year, : 
S Barona, Existing law requires thatadvertisement for proposals shall be made 
thirty days in advance of purchase. The exact condition of the appropriations 
being unknown until afler the close of the fiscal year, and advertisement 
having to be made at least thirty days before the close, it is impracticable to nr- 
range for expenditure within the year of what may prove to be available, and 
get ar ana a portion (considerable at times) of the appropriations are lost to 

Tt has occurred to me that in Neu of the words referred to above the objeet 
would be better aceomplished by the following: 

“Provided, That obligations may be incurred, and expenditures from the sev- 
eral sums appropriated for the Quartermaster’s Department by this act may be 
Siro pa to be made, for three Li ceavgp vac end of the fiscal year.” 

aS HIE TPAC ART RISE S. B, HOLABIRD, 
Quarlermaster-General, United States Army. 
Hon. Ricranp W. To 
Chairman Committee on ‘airs, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. RANDALL. -All indebtedness under contracts made during 
the year is payable within two years out of appropria.. jas for that 
year. Now, I can understand how this might) be vicious legislation, 
and especially as to the Army. Those who framed our Constitution 
declared we should never appropriate for the support of the Army for 
a longer period than two years. This provision has the effect to make 
an appropriation available for fifteen months, or for three months after 
the year has expired. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. It was with considerable hesitation the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs were willing to incorporate this in the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill say in answer to the statement contained 
in the letter which has been read, that the law forbids the paying ont 
of the appropriation for the support of the Army after two years. It 
goes back into the Treasury after two years, but during that time in- 
debtedness incurred within that period ean be paid out of the appropri- 
ation within two years. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The law prohibits the making of contracts in 
the last thirty days, as well as at any other time, without advertise- 
ment. This law is impracticable for contracts during the last thirty 
days. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be in effect, that is to say they have to 
make advertisement, and as that is required to be thirty days before, it 
would be too Jatetoact. Ifthey have no power to make contract with- 
out advertisement, they can not, of course, advertise within the last 
thirty days. If the committee felt doubt about that they should have 
omitted it from the bill; and for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
Committee of the Whole I move to strike out that provision which 
makes the fiscal year fitteen instead of twelve months. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why should it not go out on the point of order ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is something new and the Department has 
lived for three years without it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is desired by the Department, and I do 
not see any good reason why they should be deprived of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 do not think any Department of War should be 
allowed to use appropriations except under the general provisions of 
the law now prevailing. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not wish to discuss it further. The let- 
ter read sufficiently explains the reasons for its adoption, 

Mr. RANDALL. iI move to strike ont the following proviso: 

Provided, That the several sums appropriated for the *s Depart- 
ment by this act, including their credits, shall be available for three months 
after the expiration of the l year, 

The committee proceeded to divide on the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not ask for any further count, 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Medical and hospital department: For the purchase of medical and hospital 
supplies, including disinfectants for gen sanitation, expenses of medical 
purveying depots, pay of employés, medica! care and treatment of 


and 
enlisted men of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which no anen pea 
vision is made, for the proper care and treatment of cases in the Army suffer- 


ing from eontagious or epidemic diseases, and the supply of the Army and Na 
Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., advertising, and other 9) ditt et lamadin 
the medical Serereenens in all, 000; and not over $45,000 of the money ap- 


propriated by paragraph shall to the ment of civilian em- 
Bors of the medical department. sepen shih in 
edical Museum and Library: For Army Medical Museum, preservation of 


i at ; 
Hrary of the Bargen General's offen, BIOO, in mii DOD a for Mha 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move tostrike out the last word. The appro- 
priation for the Medical Museum, $5,000, seems to be a moderate pro- 
vision. Then comes the appropriation for the library of the Surgeon- 
General’s Office, $10,000. Now, that item has been in this appropri- 
ation for a number of years, $10,0U0 each year, and I would be glad to 
inquire of my friend from Illinois having charge of this bill how long 
that appropriation has been running at the rate of $10,000 a year? 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman from Illinois is not present, and I 
can not tell how many years this has been going on, bfit I think for 
four or five years the same amount has been appropriated for this pur- 
pose. The books, as the gentleman from Indiana is no doubt aware, 
are costly, and the sum in my judgment is not extravagant. It was 
found necessary heretofore, and we have no reason to sup that it 
is not necessary now. I trust, therefore, the gentleman will make no 
objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was any inquiry made as to the amount actually 
required ? 

Mr. MAISH. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Do they pay $10,000 a year for books? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; and it has been going on for many years. 

Mr. MAISH. For the information of the gentleman from Indiana 
I will state that last year some inquiries were made, and the Surgeon- 
General informed the committee that the amount was absolutely nec- 


essary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to state the experience of the Committee on 
Appropriations in regard to the other Departments in this respect, for 
the purchase of books for the libraries, as to the propriety of looking 
into this particular item. The appropriations for the libraries of the 
seyeral Departments were some years ago excessive, ranging from five 
to ten or fifteen thousand dollars per year for each, . Upon an investi- 
gation of the subject each of these sums was reduced several thousand, 
as will be seon in the successive legislative, exeuntive, and judicial laws, 
and it seems to me that an item like this, which has been going on for 
many years at the rate of $10,000 a year, ought to besubject to inquiry; 
and while I will not move to reduce it I hope the Committee on Militasy 
Affairs will examine the subject more closely in the future. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
progress which we have been making in the direction of increasing these 
appropriations from year to year. We have the same Army, thesame 
number of men, substantially thesame number of oflicers, but the cost of 
transportation would benaturally largely reduced by reason of the exten- 
sion of ourrailroad system in the West and the concentration of the In- 
dian tribes, all of which naturally should aid to reduce largely the ap- 
propriations, and yet we are still confronted witha bill carrying an ap- 
propriation of over $24,000,000, fully up toand in excess of appropriation 
bills of years ago. ‘The vast expenditures on railroads in the West, on 
the argument that it would greatly reduce the cost of supplies and 
tra tation, produces no such result, The estimates here are $25,- 
000,000 in round numbers for the coming year, and the appropriations 
for the present year are $24,600,000 in round numbers, and yet the ap- 
propriations now made by this bill for the next fiscal year are $24,466,- 
615.73. The additions already put upon it in the House will swell the 
appropriation nearly or quite up to the appropriations for the present 
year, and the additions which will be made in the Senate, according to 
ordinary experience, will make it the largest bill of the kind that has 
been before Congress. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was the gentleman from Indiama analyzed the 
bill to decide in his own mind where the increase comes in; whether 
it be for additional buildings or posts? 

Mr. HOLMAN, There are some additional buildings and enlarge- 
ment of military posts; some not necessary at all, I think. We have, 
for instance, Camp Robinson upon one sideand Camp Niobrara on the 
other of the great Sioux reservation, both maintained upon the theory, 
I think, of watching the Indians at the Pine Ridge and Rosebud agen- 
cies, while, as a matter of fact, either is in striking distance of those 
agencies, and at the same time we have aconsiderable military foree— 
an armed police—upon the ground. ‘The same condition of affairs is 
true, I may say, all along the Missouri River, commencing at Bis- 
marek and coming down. Yon constantly pass military posts as you 
descend the river as well as inland—long transportation, involvin 
heavy expense year after year—while a concentration of the posts coul 
be made with great reduction of expense, entire safety, great benefit 
to officers and men, and no public interests jeopardized. The small 
concentration of troops which has been made up to this time and since 
the concentration of the Indian tribes has done but little to reduce 
the aggregate of the bill; in fact, on the contrary, it seems to have in- 
creased it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, ifnecessary Trenew the amend- 
ment to strike out the last word for the purpose of answering the gen- 
tleman. ‘The gentleman from Indiana has certainly forgotten the 
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amount of the appropriations when.he himself was a member of that 
conmiittee, and, if my recollection serves me right, at a time when he, 
as 4 memberof the subcommittee, participated with mein the prepara- 
tion of the Army bill. 

Mr, HOLMAN. 
Army bilt. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think my friend will find himself mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Never; at least that is my recollection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course I must assume that the gentleman 
is correct, but I am inclined to think that he will find on looking into 
the matter that he is mistaken. However, in the first session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress the appropriation rendered by the Appropria- 
tions Committee for this service was $26,687,000, while the appropria- 
tions reported by this bill arą only $24,466,000, in reund numbers. I 
think the gentleman was then a member of that committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What Congress? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, The Forty-seventh. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will take a Congress in which he was 
amember, He wasa member of the Committee on Appropriations in 
the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; in the. Forty-eight and: in the Forty-ninth, 
and also in the Forty-fourth Co: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will turn to the appropriations made 
inthe Forty-eighth Congress at the first session to show the gentleman 
what was then accomplished by his committee as a set-off against his 
criticism made here of this appropriation. In the first session of that 
Congress, when the gentleman was on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the aggregate appropriations recommended for the military es- 
tablishment for the ensuing year were, $24,244,000, or within a small 
amount of the sum recommended in this bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. About $250,000 less, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND.. In thesecond session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress he likewise joined with the Committee en Appropriations in de- 

ing from this. House an appropriation of $24,429,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Pretty nearly up to your figures. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Yes, the gentleman will find that there is a 
difference of only a few thousand dollars. 

Now, the gentleman in the Forty-ninth Congress. was a member ot 
the Committee on Appropriations, That committee did not have this 
bill in the Forty-ninth Congress, but I want to express my surprise that 
the gentleman should show such an economic spasm at this time when 
on the Army bill of 1886-and 1887 he seemed willing that the House 
should make an appropriation within a few thousand dollars of the 
amount appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘My friend has said that I was so anxious for it, 
but he does not know. whether I was or not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think I will be able to convince him that 
he and I assisted our good friend, General Forney, as members of the 
subcommittee having charge of the preparation of the bill in the sec- 
ond session of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

a) HOLMAN. I am not making any point upon that question 
at all, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I can not see what point the gentleman wants 
to make, when we have increased the appropriation only a few thou- 
sands since four years ago. We ate making an appropriation for 1890, 
and you were making an appropriation for 1886. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend entirely misunderstands me in this mat- 
ter. Ib occurred over a very unimportant item, that of $10,000 for the 
library of the Surgeon-General. There is no question between the 
gentleman and myself. We are but small factors in the legislative 
current; and when we shall both have passed away from this Hall the 
current of legislation will go on in the same order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I wish toshow, however, that he was mistaken 
in respect to whether he was nota member of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in the Forty-eighth Gongress. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Whether I was on the committee that prepared the 
bill or nes is entirely an unimportant matter. The publie interest in 
the question is as to the appropriation. It is too big, and the question 
Was as to a partienlar item and as to whether that should remain. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the appropriation is within $10,000 ef the 
appropriation in 1884, I do notsee how he ean now complain of this bill 
on thescore of economy after the country has greatly increased in its 
public necessities. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI think it was too large then. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Regular order, then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was too large. That is all there is about it. 
And instead of this bill growing it should be decreasing year by year, 
as the facilities for transportation have certainly increased. As these 
fortifications are not required all over the country, but are being con- 
eentrated, there ought to be a heavy reduction in this bill instead of 
an enormous increase in the period of thirteen years, for I think I will 
be able, as E have sent for the documents, to show that the appropria- 
tion made in the first session of the Forty-fifth was inside of 
$17,000,000; and I know such was the casein the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. : 


No, E never was on the subcommittee on the 


The CHAIRMAN, | The pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Engineer Department: 
Engineer depot at Willets Point, New York: Incidental 
depot, including fuel, chemicals, stationery, extra-duty 
ployed as artificers on work in addition to any not strictly 


of the 

y to soldiers em- 
ts Hine of their mili- 
tary duties, such as carpenters, blacksmiths,draughtsmen, printers, are. singe 
ers, photographers, engine-drivers, teamsters, repairs of and for materiais to 
repair public buildings, machinery, clerk-hire, and unforeseen expenses, $5,000, 

For ape a of materials for the instruction of engineer troops at Willets 
Point im their special duties of sappers, miners, for land and submarine mines, 
and pontoniers, torpedo drill and signaling, $1,500. 

For the purchase, under direction and at the option of the orari of Wàr, 
of movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controiled at will power 
transmitted from shore stations, such torpedoes to have a speed of not than 
15 miles an hour on a 1}-mile test, to carry 11,000 feet of cable, to steer to the 
right or left within a radius of 300 feet before or after diving under a spar or 
log, to carry not tess than 400 pounds of dynamite or other high explosive, and 
before acceptance to meet the EA Pa of the Board of Engineers, and the ap- 
propriation thereof shail be available until exhausted, $500,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order against that item, that 
it is not in order upon this bill. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I shall raise the additional point of order as to 
whether or not it may be construed as an appropriation extending be- 
yond the limits prescribed by the Constitution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the appropria- 
tions for this object, as in contemplation by this paragraph, originally 
belonged to the Committee on Appropriations. They were not taken 
from that committee by the change of the rules which distributed cer- 
tain appropriation bills; further, that during the Forty-ninth Congress 
the appropriations, after the change of the rules by which these bills 
were buted, were contained in the fortifications bill, and no ap- 
propriation of this nature appears in the Army bill foreither session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The question was raised touching this matter in the first session of 
this Congress, and I will ask the attention of the Chair to it, as per- 
haps he may be familiar with it, as he was here at the time and I was 
not. I will ask attention to the decision of the gentleman who then 
occupied the position of Chairman of the Committee of the Whole [Mr. 
SPRINGER], and I also desire to direct the attention of the Chair to the 
decision made in this connection as to jurisdiction on this very subject 
by BLOUNT, who occupied the chair, and which decision is at the 
desk. 
ie CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would like to have both decisions 
Mr. RANDALL. I want to say before the decisions are read that I 
feel more justified in making this point of order because there is no esti- 
mate, if I remember aright. Wedid hearin the Committee on Ap- 
pro ions parties in this connection, and in harmony with the rec- 
ommendation of the engineer officer, but we omitted any appropriation 
in that connection; and yet we find it under the Engineer’s Depart- 
ment in this bill. And further, I would like to have read a letter from 
the head of the Engineer Department. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman desires to discuss the merits 
of the proposition, I trust he will do so when the point of order is dis- 
posed of. If he proposes to open the discussion on the merits, I shall 
claim the right to answer him, and I advise him now that if he opens 
the question of the merits—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, it has not any merit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willshowthatithassome merit. Ican prove 
by the gentleman himself that there is merit in it. I will prove by the 
gentleman’s own action tliat there is merit in it, and I want to say to 
him now, before he opens the discussion upon the merits, that I have 
pee enough here to occupy the attention of the committee for an 

our. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to show that the engineer officer-—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You have made an assertion that oneof the en- _ 
gineer officers does not recommend this, and I take your word for it; 
but if you are going to open up the question of the merits—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I say further that the engineers—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If you are going to read anything from Gen- 
eral Casey I will put against it the best engineer authorities in our own 
service and in the world. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permita ` 
question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. One ata time, please. The point I had in mind 
in asking for the reading of this letter about which the gentleman seems 
to have so much apprehension—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at all. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We earenothing about it. We will brush itaway 
like so much cobweb before we get through with it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say to the Chair, then, that in this 
communication General Casey states that this is part of the fortifica- 
tions of the country. 

zante TOWNSHEND. Let the communication be read. Ihave no 
objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought you wanted to stop me from having it 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; I only want fair dealing. I want to 
quote from better authority on this point. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to have the letter read merely as bearing 
upon the point of order, to show that the General of the Army says 
that this is one of the fortifications of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appeals to gentlemen to confine the 
discussion to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw the letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if one gentleman in- 
sists on addressing himself to the merits of this question, the Chair 
must permit gentlemen on the other side to reply. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,! desire to present my point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairunderstands the gentleman from Penn- 
tylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to withdraw this letter. 

Mr. RANDALL, The letter itself bears on the point of order and 
that is the only reason I wanted to have it read. So far as the merits 
of the matter are concerned, of course it meets with general condem- 


nation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We will confine the time to two years. That will 
meet the point of orderof the gentleman from Indiana. I will move an 
amendment to that effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN, General Casey himself says that this belongs to the 
fortifications bill. 

Nhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that if this letter is read and 
the merits of the proposition are gone into, the Chair must certainly 
indulge gentlemen on the other side of the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes, therefore, that gentlemen will 
address themselves to the point of order, which is the only question 
now before the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has already gone too far into a discussion of the merits. 

Mr. RANDALL. . Well, you go just as far as I did, and then we will 
be exactly even. [Laughter.] 
` Mr. TOWNS D. Thegentleman has already discussed the merits 
of the question, and certainly I have a right to be heard on the merits 
in reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman after the gen- 
tleman from Indiana states his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The pointof order I make is that which comes under 
the constitutional provision. The bill contains this provision: ‘‘And 
the appropriation thereof shall be available until exhausted, $500,000.” 

Mr. SPINOLA. We can meet that point by simply adding at the 
end of the words ‘‘not exceeding two years.” 

_Mr. HOLMAN. The constitutional provision is, of course, familiar 
to the Chair: 

T. reise and support armies; but no appropriation to that use shall be for a 
lover term than two years. 

Of course this is an appropriation for the use of the Army. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under our statutes the appropristions are for only 
one year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision is in conflict with the Constitution, 
because it is indefinite in terms as to itsduration. If such a provision 
were a‘lowable we could make an appropriation for all time to come. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLwan] that at the proper time a motion will be made to add the 
words ‘‘not exceeding two years,” which will obviate his objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is made against the proposition 
as it is now. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have that letter read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1889, 


Srn: Lhave received your Jetter of the 30th instant, as follows: 

. “lteferring to provision in Army bill of $500,000 for movable torpedoes, please 
inform me whether you regard such an appropriation as entirely advisable at 
this time and whether the same was recommended by your department. 

“| presumed that the provision in the fortification bill as reported from the 
Appropriations Committee this session substantially complied with your views 
as to the torpedo service.” 

I do not regar.t the expenditure at this time of $500,000 for movable torpedoes 
as advisable, because— 

First. Lt ix not understood that the movable torpedo has been perfected. 

Seco d. We have ten of such torpedoes on hand in an imperfect condition. 

Tlird, Allour means should be devoted to accumulating whatever may be 
neces ovy for the obstruction of our channels by submarine mines, 

None of the estimates contained on 170, Book of Estimates for 1889-90, 
were submitted by this Department for movable torpedoes. Two estimates 
were sibmitied, one for “submarine mines and necessary appliances, $300,000.” 
These sub:nsrine mines are entirely different from “movable to: oes.” 
‘They are spherical cases loaded with dynamite, anchored in the channels be- 
neath ihe siicoce of the water, and are exploded by the contact of a vessel pass- 
ing “cr thea, They are a part of the fortification, are obstructions to the 
ehi.ncl, and delay the enemy's vessels under the fire of the forts. They are as 
eiicleat in a fog or in the darkness as they are in the daylight. The "movable 
torpedo fonts near the surface of the water, and must be seen in order to be 
sierred and directed upon an enemy. They have ran from one to two miles, 
and wren perfected may be of service in certain localities in limited numbers, 


aud wheu they can be seen. 
The second item submitted was for “ cable gal ete., $1,560,- 
03.” “These arc parts of the fortification, the casemates being wi the scarp 


of the work, or they may be located outside the work, and they contain the 


electrical machines, the batteries, ete., with which to fire the mines. The cable 
gall are passages leading from the channel ways, under the shores, and 
into the casemates, and through them the wires leading from the submarine 
mines are carried into the casemates. Of these casemates and cable 

ies the estimate covers five at New York City, five at San Francisco, five at 
Boston, two at Hampton Roads, two at Philadelphia, one at Washington, one 
at Baltimore, three at Portiand, two at Narragansett Bay ; in all, twenty-six, at 
$60,000 each, $1,560 000. (Report of Chief of Engineers, 1887, pages 9and ll. Re- 
newed in report of 1888, page 5.) 

The provisions in the fortification bill,as reported from the bk aap 
Committee this session, included in one item the two above, and fixed the sum 
at $330,000, and upon this I was not consulted by the committee. IfI had been, 
has par most certainly have suggested a larger sum for casemates and cable 

eries, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
irman Committee on Appropriations, Huse of Representatives, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, RAN- 
DALL] has elected to discuss both questions at this time—first, whether 
the amendment is in order; and second, whether the proposition should 
be adopted if it is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, Ihave no objection to the gentleman doing the 
same thing. ’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ishall avail myself of this opportunity, as 
indicated by the Chair and by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to 
make answer on both points. 

First, as to the question of order, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has not given us the ground on which he bases his point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I referred you to the decisions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman has failed to give the Chair 
any reference to any rule of this House which renders this amendment 
out of order. Ifhe mentioned a single rule I should be happy to be 
reminded of it. He has utterly failed todo so. He has asked the 
Chair to remember something that was decided by a former Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole at the last session of Congress; and he 
has also cited a decision that has been made during this session, bear- 
ingupon an entirely different question, resting upon entirely different 
grounds, m 

The point of order made then was as to whether the Committee on 
Military Affairs had jurisdiction over the question of coast defenses. 
The question raised now is whether the Committee on Military Affairs 
has jurisdiction over anything pertaining to the military establish- 
ment. This appropriation is not necessarily a part of the system ot 
seacoast defenses, This is for a torpedo which may be used in the de- 
fense of a fort, or may be used a thousand miles away from a fort for 
other defensive or offensive purposes having no relation whatever to a 
fort. It might be used in the Potomac River at any point from its 
mouth to obstruct navigation if a foreign fleet should attempt to assail 
the city of Washington. ‘There are no forts between the mouth of the 
Potomac and this city, except the old dismantled Fort Washington, 
just below the city. Sir, it may be used on the water anywhere, even 
where no fort ever was or is ever intended to be built. 

The jurisdiction of the committee over this weapon is as complete as 
it is over the other provisions which we shall soon reach, which have 
always been authorized by this bill—such as an appropriation to man- 
ufacture small-arms at the national armory, etc. ; our jurisdiction is 
as complete as it is over anything pertaining to the Ordnance Depart 
ment. This o is not necessarily required to be a part of a fort. 
Under the rules to which the gentleman has referred, it may be that 
if this were intended solely as part of a fort it would be held as be- 
longing to the fortification bill. But the rulings which have been 
made do not go, and no one, in my judgment, capable of passing upon 
a question of this kind would go, so far as to hold that everything 
which may be used in a fort when not necessarily intended for a fort, 
is outside the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

In order to properly guard a fort it is necessary to have small-arms 
as well as heavy ordnance. Now, forsooth, because small-arms are used 
in a fort, shall the Committee on Military Affairs in reporting the Army 
bill be deprived of the jurisdiction conferred upon it by the express 
terms of the rule and by the practice of the House in making appro- 
priations for small-arms for the infantry or cavalry service? It is true 
these movable torpedoes may be a necessary appliance, as has been 
held by the highest authority, in constituting the proper defense of a 
fort; but, sir, it is clear that they may be needful where no forts exist 
and where there may be no need for any fort. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has appealed to a letter addressed 
to him by one of the officers of the Engineer Corps, General Casey. 
General Casey is not an expert spa the use of high explosives and of 
torpedoes. He is an accomplished, well-informed engineer officer, 
against whom I have nothing to say; but in point of weight of author- 
ity he bears no comparison with General Abbot, who is the commander 
and superintendent of the school of instruction of engineers at Willets 
Point, and to whom have been referred for a past all questions per- 
taining to torpedoes and to the use of high explosives as a method of 
warfare. I undertake to say, what will be co: in by every stu- 
dent of this subject anywhere in the civilized world, that General Ab- 
bot stands at the head of the list as the best-informed, the ablest, 
and most accomplished authority on the use of torpedoes and high exr, 
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plosives. I have in my hand a series of lectures delivered by him the 
year before last at the United States Naval College, where he discussed, 
in a manner showing more knowledge and more study than have ever 
been shown by any expert in Europe or America, the power and use- 
fulness of high explosives and of torpedoes in offensive and defensive 
warfare. 

I put against the word of General Casey or that of any other engi- 
neer officer of our own or any other army the distinct and emphatic 
utterance of General Abbot, in which he highly commends such tor- 
pedoes and declares that they are of essential importance in protecting 
the submarine mines which General Casey in season and out of season 
has been advocating. General Abbot declares these submarine mines 
are useless and worthless without such protection as will be afforded 
by long-range, ook ais guns, movable torpedoes, dynamite guns, 
ete. General Casey himself must admit that submarine mines with- 
out some protection are utterly worthless. All intelligent engineer of- 
ficers admit, in the absence of long-range and high-power ordnance, 
torpedoes, or other effective means, the sabmarine mines are useless to 
stay the advance of a hostile fleet in any harbor. 

We have to-day an entirely defenseless coast. There is not acityon 
our long, exposed seacoast that is not absolutely defenseless and atthe 
mercy of the navies of any of the great powers of the world. We have in 
the Army no long-range, high-power guns to defend them, nor can we 
have them inside of three years. General Abbot, as I am informed, was 
among the first to suggest the use of submarine mines, He has for 
years had charge of the instruction of officers in the construction and 
manipulation of submarine mines and high explosives. Icanreadyou 
from utterances of his to prove that in order to make those minesof any 
use whatever they will have to be protected by some such weapons as 
long range, high-power guns, or of movable torpedoes, dynamite guns, 

te. 


e 

As the gentleman has thrown in the words of General Casey to pre- 
judice this proposition, it is perfectly proper I should call attention to 
the superior authority of General Abbot. It ison his recommenda- 
tion that this House appropriated nearly $1,200,000 during the last 
fifteen years to construct submarine mines, and he knows whereof he 
speaks when he tells us that the country needs and must have weapons 
of the character included in this bill to render those mines of any 
value, 

What does General Abbot say? In his lecture in November, 1887, 
before the Naval College, in speaking of a necessary system of coast 
defense, he said: 

‘The elements of a firet-class system for coast defense, as already stated, are: 
(1) high-power gopa and mortars for keeping the armored ships of the enemy 
ata distance; (2) land fortifications to hold the position; (3) obstructions in the 
channels of approach; S flanking guns, movable to oes, and the electric 
light to cover the obstructions; (5) vidette and torpedo boats to watch theenemy 
and make offensive returns. These elements are of primary importance, and 
they are the only elements which can be so regarded; their relative importance 
at different sites will vary, but according to modern engineering principles no 
site is thoroughly defended unless all of them are represen 

These elements ener J it of intercomparison as to relative importance. 
Each must be sufficiently elaborate to fulfill its special function at the locality. 
Thus obstructions can not replace high-power guns; neither can high-power 
guns replace flanking guns; nor can any or allof them replace fortifications or 
vidette and torpedo Fonte, which are essential to guard against surprise and to 
make the offensive returns which are so necessary to any defence in war. 
When these five elements are judiciously combined and sufficiently developed 
Say neay Serye to do their work without further assistance, provided the 
site vo. è. 


Again he says, in describing the submarine mines: 


Second. Mines which can be ap eer only by judgment, at the will of an 
operator on shore frees being the characteristics of these submarine mines) have 
a very limited application. In the night, or a fog, or the smoke of a bombard- 
ment, or when several vessels are approaching abreast, or when the water is 
deep or the channel is wide, the chances of failure are very great. Indeed, the 
destructive range of practicable charges is so limited that if the ship be con- 
structed with double cellular bottom and water-proof compartments, judgment- 
firing has become nearly obsolete for any but very narrow channels. In gen- 
cral, therefore, the yaga must be automatic, the explosion occurring in con- 
sequence of the touch of the enemy; but it should also admit of judgment-firing 
by groups when desired. 


And he says still further: 


In the absence of an effective fire of artillery and particularly where special 
vessels shall have been constructed for counter-mining (such as the dynamite 
vessel recently constructed by our Navy) movable to: oes controlled from 
the shore can be made to play an important part. Unless the currents are 


strong there is no urgent need of very high speed, say above 10 miles per hour. 
Again General Abbot says: 


The most valuable poe from an engines: send poink are: (1) Invulnerabil- 
ity to fire, whether of machine-guns, of rapid-firing guns, or of cannon throw- 
ing grape and canister; (2) capacity to carry three or four hundred pounds of 
the explosive; (3) a range of at least 2 miles; (4) the power of diving under any 
simple boom protection, such as a ship could easily improvise from her spare 
stores. The ordinary service conditions, such as being under poreo control, 
presenting @ small target, etc., of course are essential. All these conditions 
can be fulfilled in practice, and I entertain no doubt that such boats will form 
an important but subordinate element in every perfect system of coast defense. 


I have here before me copies of letters written by General Abbot, 
answering every feature of objection that General Casey has urged 
against the availability of the Sims-Edison movable, controllable tor- 
pedoes. I will ask that some of his letters and those of other eminent 
engineers of the Army may be inserted in my remarks. 


New YORK; November 22,1882, 
Drax Sim: In reply to your inquiry, I take great pleasure in stating that Ire- 
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ey General H. L. Abbot, United States engineer, as the highest authority in 
country on the subject of torpedoes. high ability, scientific acquire- 
ments, and long experience in charge of the Army torpedo station p 
nently qualify him to decide upon the merits of any preferred system. Hisper- 
fect integrity of character precludes the possibility of his giving any other t 

a thoroughly honest opinion. 

Let me add that, without pretending to be thoroughly conversant with the 
subject, I am strongly Sopeomne te the conyiction that the Sims is the best of 
the movable torpedoes yet invented. 

Very truly, yours, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN, 
General United States Army. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SIMS ELECTRIC (FISH) TORPEDO Company. 


x [Extracts from letter of December 15, 1882.] 

The dan us range of your torpedo. A charge of 250 pounds of dynamite, 
submerged at the depth requisite to develop its maximum intensity, would dis- 
rupt a modern double cellular iron war-ship, at a range of 25 feet, a 400-pound 
charge would do the same at 31 feet, and the effect on the machinery, mas tpreee 
ifin action, would be dangerous in the extreme. The explosion ata distance 
of 50 to 75 feet would not isrupt the hull. The effect on the machinery, if in 
nga not so a I know of no data which would decide it, 

respectfully, yours, 
poe 7 HENRY L. ABBOT, 


Lieut, Col. of Engineers, Bet. Brig. Gen. U. 8. A., 
Commanding School of Application, 


HEADQUARTERS, BATTALION OF ENGINBERS, 
Willets Point, New York, December 10, 1882. 

DEAR Str: On September 19, 1882, the float of your torpedo, made in 1881, was 
anchored in front of a 32-pounder howitzer. Itwas fired at five timesata pegs 
of 370 yards, and eight times at a re of 186 yards, with double-shotted can 
ter charges, each containing 96 balls. The accompanying photograph illustrates 
the severity of the test. (See page 22.) 

Five large holes were made by this firing. The float was then towed about a 
mile by a steam-launch at a rate of 5 miles per hour. On its return it had lost 
only 150 pounds of its 400 pounds of buoyancy, and was perfectly serviceable for 
use in an attack. 

On October 26, 1882, experiments were made to test its power of resisting con- 
cussion, ._The mast of a schooner, 56 feet long, and 17 inches in diameter at the 
foot and 13 inches at the head, was anchored by two 500-pound anchors—one at 
each end. Your torpedo was driven against this obstruction twice, once mov- 
ing at the rate of 7.5 miles per hour, and once at 9.1 miles per hour. Neither 
shock did any damage. The torpedo in both cases dived under the log and 
continued its course uninjured. 

I regard these tests as sufficient to prove that the torpedo is quite safe against 
any artillery fire which it would encounter in actual service, and that no tem- 
apres protection, in the shape of oe or logs moored around a vessel, would 

of any value against an attack. bably deep iron necting might check its 
course, but the explosion of its charge—250 nds of explosive gelatine, or of 


dynamite—would be sure to open a route fora second torpedo following in 
es er perti ufficiently sh by plate 49 of rt to 
DE proj jes are § entiy Own by pia! of my rej our 
Board i Engineers. Array 
ery respectfully, yours. 
ef 5 4 HENRY L. ABBOT, 
Lieut, Col, of , Bot, Brig. Gen. U.S. A. 


manding School of Application, 
Mr. W. S. Sms, New York City. "e ae 
(Seeletter to General Wright, Chief of Engineers.) 


[Extracts.] 
BOARD or ENGINEERS, New York, December 14, 1882. 


+ * * The results of this investigation have been to convince the board that 
this torpedo should form a part of our system of harbor defense. * * * The 
board recommends that this proposition of Mr. Sims be accepted. * + * 

Respectfully submitted. 


Colonel of Engineers and Brevet Major-General, 
(Pamphlet, page 24.) 


Z. B. TOWER, 
President of Board. 


BOARD OF ENGINEERS, New York, January 29, 1883. 


* è $ Third. Uponsuch controllable fish to oes as shall be able to cope, 
not only with war-vessels of the first class, but also with special-armored boats 
designed to open a passage through the obstructed channel by countermining, 
etc. 

Fish torpedoes, therefore, form a recognized part of our system of defense. 
and in the present incomplete condition of our batteries, and a total lack of 
heavy rifled ordnance, their importance for us is greatly enhanced. * * * 

Respectfully submitted on f of the board. 

HN NEWTON, 


Colonel of Engineers, Brevet Major-Generos, President of Board, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the provision in this bill does not authorize the purchase 
of such a weapon as General Casey described—the description of weapon 
which was bought by the Government before it attained its present 
perfection. It does nothing of the kind. He is describing a weapon 
with an imperfect cable or motive power. He is describing a boat with 
less than 10 miles an hour speed. The proposition of the bill, how- 
ever, is that unless an improved controllable torpedois presented which 
has a speed of at least 15 miles an hour, and which is perfect in all of its 
details, the Secretary of War is not required to spend one dollar upon it. 
The weapon described in the bill, therefore, is unlike that described by 
General Casey; it is not the same weapon, and therefore his letter is 
notapplicable to the weapon described in this bill. Listen to the read- 
ing of the item as it is in the bill: 

For the purchase— 

Absolutely? No, not at all; but— 


For the purchase, under direction and at the o; m of the Secretary of War, 
of movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controlled at will by power 
transmitted from shore stations, such torpedoes to hayea speed of not less than 
15 miles an hour— 

Or else we do not purchase it— 


on a 1j-mile test, to carry 11,000 feet of cable, to steer to the right or left within 
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a radius of 300 feet before or after diving under a spar or log, to carry not less 
poo a be Fog aioe gap oer ge eter oe perro 
shall be available until exhausted $500,000. neers 

The provision in the bill, therefore, it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, 
simply gives to the Secretary of War the option, the discretion, of pur- 
chasing this weapon, provided it comes up to all the requirements that 
are specified in the bill. And before acceptance it must meet the ap- 
proval of the Board of Engineers. But even if they should present a 
weapon of that kind, a weapon complete in all of its parts, a weapon 
meeting all of the requirements which we have embodied in the bill, 
the Secretary of War has it as his option still to decline to use a dollar 
of the appropriation for that purpose. s 

The committee felt this way in regard to this matter, that while they 
had no fears of war resulting from our difficulties in Samoa, while we 
saw no immediate danger of war from any quarter, yet we felt that as 
it would take two or three years to procure the heavy ordnance which 
has been already authorized by law, it was a mere act of prudence thus 
to put under the control of the Secretary of War means which would 
enable him quickly—within a few months—to furnish some defense for 
the harbors on the seacoasts of the United States. We felt that we 
were doing nothing more than what common prudence demanded of 
those charged with the duties intrusted to us. 

We have lessons to guide us in this connection. It will be remem- 
bered, sir, that shortly before the Franco-Prussian war, the Emperor 
of France and his advisers sneered at the danger of war, and scorned 
the idea that the capital of Francecould ever be successfully assailed bya 
foreign invader. l'rance went into that war, or was forced into it unpre- 
pared, but not so much so as weare to-day;Germany went into it fully 

pared, devastated France and dictated terms of surrender to the 

French people from their own capital. To-day one of the smallest 

wers of Europe can send their heavy-armed ship across the waterand 
Ge every city upon our Atlantic coast under tribute; and gentlemen 
sit here willing to leave us at the mercy of a power as insignificant 
as that of Chili, which can enter the harbor of San Francisco with the 
Esmeralda and lay that city under tribute. 

This weapon is not only useful and needed for defensive warfare, but 
is useful, as I have said, for offensive as well, and for the defense of the 
coast where there are no forts to defend. I insist if the House intends 
to put into the possession of the incoming administration power to 
make ourselves respected abroad, power to present any defense what- 
ever from the gunboats of an enemy, the time has come when we should 
avail ourselves of the only means open to us for providing some means 
of defense obtainable within a short time. 

I have been unwillingly led into this diseussion of the merits of this 
weapon at this time. e have had proof of its effectiveness. Con- 
gress for years has given proof of its efficiency. It has been appropri- 
ated for as a part of the fortifications bill since 1883. It has been ap- 
proved of by the Committee on Appropriations time and again. That 
committee put it into the fortifications bill of last year, and my friend 
from Texas was the champion of it; his committee recommended it. 
Appropriations were made for them last year by the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, over which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
presides, and yet he comes here to-day with a letter from an engineer 
officer, who ean see no virtue in any explosive weapon except sub- 
marine mines, to condemn the action of his committee nearly every 
year since 1883. 

But, sir, as I have already said, these torpedoes are not simply to de- 
fend the submarine mines and forts. They can be used to defend points 
where no forts exist; and therefore we wish it for the use of the mili- 
tary establishment aside from the branch of it known as the fortifica- 
tions. Now, in conclusion, I can not see one single point upon which 
the gentleman could raise the point of order that is not applicable to 
every item in this bill, especially every item in the Engineer Depart- 
ment and in the Ordnance Department. I insist that until he points 
to a rule which will warrant the Chair in striking this provision from 

.the bill the Chair will hesitate to sustain his point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would ask the attention of the Chair for just 
a moment to the point of order. The first question for the Chair to 
consider in deciding the point of order is, what is a movable torpedo? 
I find two points of order made; one by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] in regard to the expenditure of the appropriation—and 
that will be easily obviated with very slight amendment. The other 
point of order, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], goes to the jurisdiction of the bill. Now, in deciding that 
point of order the first thing to determine is, what is a movable tor- 
pedo? Is ita fortification? Isitanarm? Is itaprojectile? Towhat 
arm or branch of the service does it pertain? Who are to operate these 
torpedoes in case they are. provided? That proposition will assist us 
in determining the question. 

There are two kinds or varieties of torpedo—the fixed torpedo or sub- 
marine mine, which is stationary and anchored to the bottom of the 
channel, and the fish torpedo or movable torpedo, controllable from the 
shore. The priation is for the latter variety—the fish or movable 
torpedo, Whatis it? These torpedoes are cigar-shaped cases of copper 
in three parts: the float which carries it near the surface, the storage 
for the cable which pays out as it progresses, and the charge of high 
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explosive. This movable torpedo is anchored near the shore in some 
slip that is provided for that purpose, When the enemy’s ship ap- 
proaches the movable torpedo the first of these parts, the float, floats 
on the surface, and the torpedo itself, which is suspended beneath the 
surface, beyond the range ‘of machine guns and ordinary artillery, is 
set in motion by means of the motive power communicated through 
the cable, usually, of course, by electricity, This torpedo is usually 
28 feet in length, 18 inches in diameter, and is thus projected by the 
force applied from the storage batteries or through a dynamo on shore 
into the stream or into the harbor as the case may be, and by the force 
communicated through the cable is directed hither and thither, straight 
forward, to the right, or to the le!t, is made to dive, to rise, and to be 
controlled almost absolutely by means of the electrical current. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what sort of a thing is that? It is not a fort; 
it is not a fortification. General Abbot, in his communication, which 
has already been read, says that itisa weapon. It is a weapon; it is 
an arm, To what branch does this weapon or arm pertain? Why, 
Mr. Chairman, we have decided that over and over again for the last 
twenty years. It is the arm of the Engineer Corps. We have estab- 
lished at Willets Point, New York, a torpedo station. There a portion 
of the Engineer Corps of the United States is stationed, I think four 
companies, and they are drilled and practiced in the use of this weapon. 
It is exactly as the artillery are drilled in the use of a field battery, or 
the infantry in the use of a muzzie-loading or a breech-loading gun, 
or the cavalry in the use of the saber or the carbine. The Engineer 
Corps is drilled in the use of the torpedo. 

Now, a torpedo is an arm. It is a weapon. Itis a weapon anda 
projectile combined. It is a weapon which carries its projectile with 
it in the form of a charge of three or four hundred pounds of the high- 
est explosive. Now, the question arises underthe point of order made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether or not it is germane in 
this bill, and whether it falls within the jurisdiction of this committee. 
It absolutely does, and absolutely it must unless it is a fort ora forti- 
fication. What is a fortification? A fortification is a strong place, an 
inclosure, an earthwork, a work of masonry, or something of that kind, 
and usually armed with guns. 

Now, let us see what jurisdiction the present committee has in ref- 
erence to this sort of thing. Under the rules we find that everything 
that pertains to the military establishment, including the Engineer 
Corps, is committed to the Committee on Military Affairs; we find that 
everything pertaining to the public defense, including appropriation 
for its support, except the one item, the fortifications, is also com- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. We also find by a reso- 
lution of this House, reported from the Committee on Ways and Mea 
that so munch of the annual message of the President of the Uni 
States to Congress at the present session as relates to the Army of the 
United States, including appropriations therefor, and to provide for 
the armament for the defense of the seacoast, is committed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, I submit to yon, Mr. Chairman, that under these three heads, 
providing for the military establishment and the support of the Army, 
the public defense, and the defense of the seacoast, under these three 
heads incontestably the matter of movable torpedoes controllable from 
the shore is embraced. It is embraced under the military establish- 
ment as appurtenent to the Engineer Corps, who are the proper branch 
of the service for the operation of this weapon or arm. It is embraced 
in the defense of the seacoast. It must come under the one or the 
other of these heads, and both of these heads are proper to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and are germane to this bill, But it issaid 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
[Mr RANDALL] that during this present session of Congress when the 
fortifications bill was under consideration there was reported a provis- 
ion for torpedoes and the then presiding officer held that the commit- 
tee had jurisdiction and refused to strike the appropriation out. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the gentleman from Ilinois himself [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] made the point of order, I believe. > 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itis undoubtedly true that there wassuch a pro- 
vision in that bill; but, Mr. Chairman, it is possible that upon a review 
of the authorities and a better understanding of the question the pres- 
ent Chairman might hold differently. I reason in that way for this 
reason: I find that the provision in that fortification bill was as fol- 
lows: 

For torpedoes for harbor defense; For the purchase of submarine mines and 
m appliances to operate them, for closing the channets leading to our 
princi seaports, for naval casements [meaning casemates], and cable galleries 
to render it possible to operate submarine mines, ete., $330,000. 

Thatevidently relates to fixed mines, because it provides for casemates 
on the shore, for cable galleries, and for everything that is appurtenant 
to fixed mines; but there is nothing in the bill about movable torpe- 
does controllable from the shore. 

Now, whatever may be the case in regard to fixed mines, whether 
they may constitute a variety of fortification or not, it is impossible, 
within the limits of common sense, to contend that a mere weapon, a 
projectile that is controllable and moved at will for a distance of 2 miles, 
is a fortification. It is a weapon, I reiterate, then, first, that this 
belongs to this bill because it is appurtenant to military establishment 
and to the Engineer Corps of the Army; and second, it belongs to the 
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Military Committee because it pertains to the publie defense, and is 
not a fortification. In the third place, it belongs to the Military Com- 


mittee because it has been ly committed to that committee by 
the judgment and order of the House in the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Ways and Means; and in the fourth place, it belongs 
to that committee because it is simply a weapon and does come within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I simply want to say that the decision in the first 
session of this Congress was exactly upon this question of torpedoes. 
The point of order was raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], and after discussion he withdrew the point, the effect 
of the withdrawal being to avoid a decision; but the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. TURNER] renewed the point of order, whereupon the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from Ilindis 
[Mr. SPRINGER], made the decision. Then, in the present Congress, 
when the fortification bill was up, the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] made the point of order against that bill as to the tor- 
pedo service, and he was overruled and a decision was made in har- 
mony with the former decisions, and the gentleman did not appeal. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend does not want to do me injustice? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, I do not. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. In the question which was before the gentle- 
man from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT} as Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole there was nothing at all pertaining to an a) iation for 
movable torpedoes, It was not in the fortifications bill at all. And 
therefore he did not pass on the point now raised. 

Mr. RANDALL, It was. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The movable torpedo was not in that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to tell my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] and my friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] that the way to 
reach their object is to change the rule, and I hope it will be made 
more explicit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no need to change the rule. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not for this point. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to correct the gentleman as to what 
he says about the decision at this session of Congress. At this session 
the question has not been passed upon, because the provision was not 
in the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. RANDALL. The provision was identical with this. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I say that it was not. I have here a copy of 

. the bill. If the gentleman will ask the clerk of his committee he will 
tell him that there was no appropriation in that bill for this purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was no appropriation this year, because the 
officers of the Engineer Corps told us it was not.advisable to make any. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But you said awhile ago that upon my mak- 
ing the point of order it was ruled out by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT], who was then presiding. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think yet that you did make the point of order, 
oo TOWNSHEND. I made it upon another item, but not upon 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois may of course place 
himself in whatever position he chooses as to his object in making the 
point, but I think I do not do him injustice when I say that his point 
of order related to the to service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I do not want the gentleman to put me 
in a false position. I state again most emphatically that when the gen- 
tleman from Georgia passed upon the pointof order I raised, there was 
no such item in the bill as the gentleman from Pennsylvania now sug- 
gests, and no such item was upon. In the last session my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] passed upon an entirely different 
question from this. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the Chair decides the question of order-—— 

eae ee. How long a time does the gentleman desire to 
occupy 

Mr. SPINOLA. Nota very great while. This is a subject of the 
utmost im to my constituents, and therefore I ask the indul- 
gence of the Chair as well as of the House. < 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the 
again expresses regret, as he did at the beginning, 
was not confined to the real point at issue. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Of course not, because the letter of General Casey 
was sent up and read, on which the whole debate has taken place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the gentleman fora rea- 
sonable time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I called upon General Casey personally in regard 
to this very question; I submitted to him the very provision contained 
in the bill; and here is his own proposition in his own handwriting. 
He modified the measure submitted; and here is the modified proposi- 
tion as he wrote it out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. From whom is that proposition? 

Mr. SPINOLA. From General Casey, Chief of Engineers; and act- 
ing upon his suggestion, acting upon his statement, I moved in the 
omaes that this proposition, as submitted by him, be inserted in 

e 


tleman, but he 
$b this disenssion 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam authorized by General Casey to state that - 


a enone did say what the gentleman is now trying to construe him to 
ve : 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania familiar with 
the hagdwriting of General Casey? 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes, I have been familiar with it for ten years, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then read this letter. I do not care how General 
Casey undertakes to dodge the issue, He shall not dodge it with me; 
he may with some gentlemen; but I will not permit him to make a 
atement tome, and put.it in black and white, and then undertake to 
flee away from it under any pretext whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman knew General Casey as well as 
Ido, he would know that the general isa man who never does any- 
thing except in a straightforward way. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have said nothing that will reflect upon General 
Casey, except as I have stated it. [Laughter.] The fact, Mr. Chair- 
man, m :t speak for itself. Iam not speaking for General Casey; ho 
has spoken in his own handwriting; there it is [exhibiting a letter]. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the date of that? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I submitted this proposition to him, and he made 
those alterations, which have been embodied in the bill so as to con- 
form to what he wrote. Here is what he stated; and it is embodied 
exactly in the bill before us, embracing some erasures and some inser- 
tions, as compared with the original proposition. 

Now, I do not know by what authority General Casey has the right 
to send the letter here which has been read to-day. Has the Secretary 
of War spoken on this subject? Why did not my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania, tor whom I entertain so high a respect, write to the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. RANDALL. I wanted to get what I thought the best informa- 
tion. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes, the gentleman goes to a subordinate; he 
does not go to the highest officer; he goesto aclerk. When! have busi- 
ness with the colonel I am not going to undertake to transact it with 
@ corporal. 

Mr. RANDALL. Our Secretary of War is a lawyer, while General 
Casey has been educated specially in reference to these matters. 


Mr. SPINOLA. The Secretary of War is the head and front of that , 


Department. General Casey is one of the subordinates, As I said a 
moment ago, I am not going to consult a corporal when my business is 
with the colonel. 

Now, sir, this scheme of fixed mines has been a pet of our friends who 
have reached public life through West Point. They have spent hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars in trying to perfect it. It isa scheme of 
theirs that they do not want to surrender, and they never will surren- 
der it so long as we keep on giving them- money to continue their ex- 
periments.. They have been upon this scheme—how long? 
In the Forty-first Congress $145,000. was appropri the purpose 


for 
of testing these fixed mines; and this matter has been under the juris- 
diction of the Chief Engineer and his subordinates, including General 
Casey, from that day until this. So they went on, as will appear by 
the following statement: 


Appropriation for fixed mines. 


Law 
of— 


1369-71 


BNZBSSSSZBEEBEAN SE 
228828388333335 58885 


200, 000 
English electric cables, now useless ....iss..ssmsrssssse sesers 


E E OTELI I E N N R A 1, 157, 000 


The Government has spent $300,000 for English cables which are now 
on hand and utterly useless, in fact it amounts to just so much money 
thrown away. From the Forty-first Congress to the present time the 


Treasury has been called upon to pay for experimenting on fixed mines 
as a public defense. 

An aggregate of $1,157,000 of the public money has been expended to 
gratify the whims of some scientifie men, I do not care whether they 
are engineers from West Point or where they come from. Iknow they 
have an idea they are better than anybody else. There may betwenty- 
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five hundred of these men in this country who think they have all the 

inventive ius of the United States. Is it reasonable now to sup- 

that these twenty-five hundred men can compete successfully with 

the twenty million of freemen, every one of whom is a man of genius ? 
I will read some extracts from reports to the Secretary of War: 


[Report of Chief Engineer, 1880, General H. G. Wright, to Secretary of War, 
volume 2, part 1, page 58.] 5 


During the year an elaborate set of experiments bas been undertaken with 
nn electrical fish torpedo, designed to be started by electricity from shore; it is 
the invention of Mr, W, 8. Sims, and was offered for trial by Mr. W. F. Bridge, 
both of New York. Preliminary trials at the dock and in motion were made 
with an experimental torpedo, which has been gradually developed and im- 
proved by the owners. 

The results showed the device to merits of so high an order thata con- 
tract was entered into with Mr. Bridge tosupply the Government with a new 
one, including all the improvements which have been suggested by his long 
beries of ents. 

[Report of Chief Engineer, 1883 and 1884, volume 2, part 1, page 54.] 

The subject for most elaborate investigation, however, has been the perfect- 
ing of Sims’s movable fish to: o, for use in connection with our stationary 
tae Jr During the past year attention has been chiefly devoted to the 
modification in model epaemet by trials of 1881; to testing the strength of the 
to! o to resist con on against floating obstructions; and to determining 

al aane the provisions to neutralize the fire of artillery and machine 
are effective. 
= satisfactory results have been reached in each of these respects, 


In respect to Sims's aoe goon only the electrical problem demands further 
study. * © Thes thus far attained with the l-mile boat is about 10 
miles per bour; and when the motoris perfected a marked increase is expected. 

ote by W. 8. Sims.) The motor and electric cable have been improved by Mr. 

(with the assistance of Professor T. A. Edison) at his own expense of some 

to fifteen thousand dollars, and at this date show an increase in horse-power 

of 600 to 800 per cent, ; that is, from former 6 horse-power to 86 horse-power, 

ap weight and size; from 10 horse-power (2-mile boat) to 80 horse-power, same 
and weight, and cables to correspond. 

The invention supplies a useful auxiliary to our stationary mines, and should 

a part of the material provided for the defense of all our more important 


bors. 
1 December 14: “ Recommending the construction of a war model of Sims’s 
to lo-boat.”” 


el 
1 January 29: “Recommending an appropriation for purchase of control- 
lable fish torpedoes.” P 4 

NoTE.—At the time the above report was made to Secretary of War, Board of 
Col. Z. B. Tores president; Col. John Newton, 


` ; msi ; Chief of Engineers, Gen- 
eral H. G. Wright. (See letter to General Wright, Chief of Engineers.) 
[Extracts.] 


Boarp or ENGINEERS, New York, December 14, 1882, 
+ © * The results of this investigation have been to convince the board that 
this torpedo should form a part of our system of harbor defense. * * * The 
board recommends that this proposition of Mr. Sims be accepted. * * + 
Respectfully submitted. 


3 í Z. B. TOWER, 
Colonel of Engineers and Bvt. Maj. Gen., President of Board. 


BOARD OF ENGINEERS, New York, January 29, 1883. 


* + + Third. Upon such controllable fish torpedoes as shall be able to cope 
hot only with war vessels of the first class, but also with special armored boats 
Uesigned to open a passage through the obstructed channel by countermining, 
ete, 


Fish torpedoes, therefore, form a recognized part of our system of defense. 
and in the present incomplete condition of our batteries and a total lack of 
heavy rifled ordnance their importance for us is greatly enhanced. * * * 

Respectfully submitted on behalf of the board. 

JOHN NEWTON, 


Colonel of Engineers, But, Maj. Gen., President of Board. = 


(Pamphlet, page 25.) 
THE PRESENT CONDITION OF FIX MINES, 

[Report of Board ot Engineers to the Secretary of War, volume 2, part 1, page 57.] 

Fix mines, unless the electric cables connecting the mines with the casemates 
containing the batteries, etc., are so introduced as to be secure against bombard- 
ment, a single fortunate shot may open the wholechannelto the enemy. * * è 
It is useless to provide mines without also eonstructing the shafts, galleries, and 
bomb-proofs necessary for their efficient service. * * + 

Page 11: Heavy mortars must be placed in large numbers to command all 
those positions where an tapes A is likely to anchor within range, either for the 
purpose of tampering with or destroying our to’ o lines. 

Norr.—This report admits that the fix mines are useless unless they are de- 
fended by shore batteries or movable fish torpedoes. 


[Report of Chief of Engineers, General John Newton, 1886, page 5.] 


FIX MINES—ARE THEY PERFECT? 

Attention is invited to the estimates fortorpedoes. For the present our prin- 
cipal reliance for harbor defense in case of war must rest upon fix mines. It 
is very necessary that there should be a full supply of those on hand at the 
princip seaports of the nation, * * * These experiments (with ñx mines 
ve nin for some years [Since 1870, at least ; $1,000,000 expense}, an: 


a system of mines has been developed and gradual! proved until it 
a fair before long, if funds are available, to reach the Rint point of ex- 
cellence. 
Money appropriated and ded: 
F ‘ears 1883 and 1884......... $75, 000 
Movable torpedoes purchased .. 17,500 
Second. Appropriated years 1885 75, 000 
For movable to: oes and motors 
ap jioa TUNA OR CONN So ss basta nanei noncvaaunas dn hevenvansaoude birita rapapa aaas 43,500 
|. Appropriation for years 1886 and 1887 for movable torpedves 
(of this nothing has been expended)... 00.0... seses sesssnrerrnssnerrerrssre 75,000 


In all $225,000 appropriated, of which only $85,000 has been used for the pur- 
chase of movable torpedoes, 

Why, sir, it is a farce I have to talk in this way about fix mines for 
the protection of our seacoast cities and harbors, Our great chieftain 
from my own city, for whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


RANDALL] entertained such a high regard, and who reciprocated it so 
fally, Samuel J. Tilden, has spoken to this House on this subject. 

I am sorry the gentleman from Pennsylvania has raised this point 
of order on this item of the bill which makes an appropriation for th 
protection of our seacoast cities which we desire, I hope it will no 
go out on a technicality. 

I shall occupy the attention of the committee but a few minutes 
‘longer and will then yield the floor, because, although I would like to! 
have a half hour on this subject, I presume Í must content myself with! 
four or five minutes. i 
irr engineer states further, Mr. Chairman, speaking of the fish 

0: ! 
The invention supplies a useful auxiliary to ourstationary mines, and should 
— ® part of the material provided for the defense of our more important har-' 


What becomes of General Casey’s position in the face of all this’ 
cumulative evidence of the Army engineers? All of the other engi 
neers disagree with him, and take opposite views from those which 
advances. He stands alone and unsupported in his position. He 4 
wedded to fixed mines, and, Mr. Chairman, if he is to keep se ec 
the p of the times he must cut himself loose from his moorings 
and drift out intodeeper water ifhe desires longer to receive the admira» 
tion of this Honse. $ 

But the Board of Engineers further state: i 

The results of this investigati board 
torpedo should form a part of rn Emirii Be Aon fone Prag The Sood og 
ommends that the proposition of Mr, Sims be accepted. I 

Now let us see what General Newton says. His name, Mr. Chair-| 
man, is familiar here, I presume; it certainly is familiar throughou 
this country as an officer of experience and ability. He says: 

The fish to o should forma recognized our system 
fense, and in the present Joeom pis pos yrrir jini batteries, an Poms pho 
of heavy rifled ordnance, their importance for,us is greatly enhanced. * * * 
In fixed mines, unless the electric cables connecting the mines with the casemates’ 
containing the batteries are so introduced as to be secure against bombardment, | 
æ single fortunate shot may open up the whole channel to the enemy. 

Remember that; a single shot may remove the whole of the fixed 
torpedoes and open up your submarine mines so as to let the enemy’s 
vessel pass through without harm. In addition to that, in @ fog or at 
night, all their communications with the shore can be easily cut so as 
to render them entirely harmless or useless. The same thing has been’ 
urged against the dynamite gun, exactly, that has been urged against’ 
this class of torpedoes. That gun, though, Mr. Chairman, in the face’ 
of the objections against it, has become a fixture in this coun- 
try. It is here to stay, from all accounts, and from the trials and ex- 
tee that have taken place it will not depart by anybody’s bid-| 

ing. Nor will the fish torpedo go away in my judgment. e drove 
the Gatling gun from this country, which is now wholly and abso- 
lutely the property of the British Government; and yet it is one of 
the best guns ever made. The Hotchkiss gun shared the same fate,| 
fae nee too late, too dilatory. We had the chance and dallied with’ 
t too long. i 

We did not avail ourselves of the chance that was offered. We! 
waited until other governments took it from us, and by our dilatori-| 
ness we sacrificed that great weapon and turned it over for the safety 
and protection of foreign governments. Now, if we stand still and per-| 
mit this torpedo to go abroad, the time will come when the whole 
American people will rise up and regret it. | 

In addition, sir, to show conclusively that this can not belong to the 
fortifications bill, let me suggest a case: Suppose that we should estab-! 
lish a floating station 15, 50, or 100 miles from shore and arm it with fish-' 
torpedoes. Would anybody claim that would come under the head! 
of fortifications? Suppose we knew that there was a hostile fleet ap-' 
proaching our shores, and we prepared a fleet of our own gunboats, | 
armed them with this weapon, and sent them out one or two hundred 
miles to seato engage the enemy; would that bring it under the head 
of fortifications, and give the jurisdiction of the subject to the Ap- 
propriations Committee? I think that position would hardly be main- 
tained. I think the intelligent answer would be that it would leave 
it right where it is now, under the jurisdiction of the Military Com- 
mittee. Such floating stations as these would be able to keep off an 
enemy’s fleet from our shores and sink or render their ironclads pow- 
erless to do us harm. 

I hold, therefore, sir, that the point of order can not be eee 
and that the jurisdiction of this subject is unquestionably in the Mili- 
tary Committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that several 
other gentlemen desire to discuss the point of order, I move that the 
committee now rise. a 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Chair decide it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Other members of the committee desire to be; 
heard; but if the gentleman wishes to remain here for two or three! 
hours longer, I have no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not pro to enter into further discussion, 
but suggested that, as I presumed the Chair was ready to decide the 
question, a ruling be > $a ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair expressed his desire at the beginning 
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of the discussion that it should be confined to the point of order. The 
merits of the question have been trenched upon, and the Chair has not 
felt like closing the discussion in view of the fact that the merits were 
first discussed by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I spoke for that about five minutes against at 
least an hour and a half on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair states, however, that he is ready to 
pass upon the question of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, ‘Thegentleman from Pennsylvania was warned 
not to open the question of the merits until the point of order was dis- 
posed of, and disregarded it. He brought on the discussion and had 
read a lengthy communication which opened up the merits. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. TI occupied but five minutes in the discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis not a question as to the length of time. 
The gentleman opened the discussion and the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs desire to be heard, and I beg that they may 
have that privilege. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In the remarks which I had the honor to sub- 
mit I confined myself strictly to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair so understood, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And if the merits are to be gone ifto, I would 
like to be heard further on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will annonnce that in view of the fact 
that much more time has bten consumed by the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs on the merits of the question than was con- 
sumed by the Committee on Appropriations he can not therefore hear 
any further discussion upon the merits of the question; but if there are 
gentlemen who insist upon presenting further arguments upon the point 
of order the Chair will hear them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12383) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army, and for other pur- 
pome; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and had come to no reso- 

ution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was 

uested: 

A bill (S. 902) for the relief of Warren Hall; 

A bill (5, maar for the relief of Frederick Kress; and 

A bill (S. 3865) to provide for writs of error on appeals to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in all cases involving the question of the 
jurisdiction of the courts below. 

It further announced the passage without amendment of the bill (H. 
R. 4496) to authorize and empower the Mount Carmel Development 
Company to draw water from the Wabash River or its tributaries in 
the county of Wabash and State of Illinois. 

It further announced the e of the bill (H. R. 6106) for the re- 
lief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the 
war with Mexico with amendment, and requested a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, 
Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. CocKRELL as conferees on its part. 

It also announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer cer- 
tain counties from the southern judicial district to the northern dis- 
trict in the State of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said 
State into two, to be known as the western and eastern divisions of 
said district, and for other purposes, with an amendment, and re- 
quested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed Mr. Witson of Iowa, Mr. Brown, and Mr. FRYE as 
conferees on its part. : 

It farther announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the 
conference committees on the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua, and on the bill (H. R. 331) for the 
relief of David Meriwether. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, 
with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11651) 
making oA ahr to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District o Jumbia for the year ending June 39, 1590, and for other purposes, 
together with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the 
same, beg leave to report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 
1, 34, 35, 40, 46, 57, 58, 73, 74, 76, 77, 78, 82, 83, 94, 96, 103, 1C4, 118, and 122. 

hey recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 
8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13,14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32,33, 36, 37, 
38, BO, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 59, 60, G1, 62, 63, 65, 66,67, 68. 69,70. 71. 
72, 75. 81, $4, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 97, 98.99, 101, 102, 105, 105, 107, 108, 109, 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 119, 120, 121, 123 and 124, 

They recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 49 with an amend- 


ment as follows: On 10 of the bill, after the word “ ayenue,” in line 4, in- 
sert the words “ Mount Pleasant." 

They recommend concurrence in theasiendment numbered 64, with an amend- 
a od follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the 
following : 

“The EE made in this act for the erection of school buildings and 


for additions to school buildings shall be immediately available. 


They recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 79, with an amend- 
ment as follows: 
T ga page 13 of the bill, after the word “training,” in line 25, insert the word 
rawing. - 
They recommend concurrence in theamendment numbered 80, with an amend- 


ment as follows: 
In the matter pro; to be inserted by said amendment after the word 


“ training” insert the word *“ drawing.’ 

Toy Meow oma ave concurrence in the amendment numbered 100, with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

“That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not hereafter per- 
mit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, electric-lighting, or other 
wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of the streets or avenues of 
the cities of Li carp WEA and Georgetown, and all laws or parts of laws which 
may be in conflict with this provision are hereby repealed: Provided, That the 
commissioners of the District may her: er, under such reasonable conditions 
as they may prescribe, authorize the wires of any existing tel ph, telephone, 
or electric-light company now operating in the District of Columbia, or any 
electric-light company with whom contract may be made for the public light- 
ing, to be laid under any street, alley, highway, footway, or sidewalk in the 
District whenever in their jud; nt the public interest may require the exer- 
cise of such authority, such privileges as may be granted hereunder to be re- 
vocable at the will of Congress without compensation, and this authority to con- 
tinue until the termination of the Fifty-first Congress.” 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There does not seem to be any statement ac 
companying this report. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will state to the gentleman from New Jersey 
that this is not a conference report. 

Mr. RANDALL (to Mr. BUCHANAN). 
rules. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the Senate amendments, con- 
currence in which was recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iask that the House consent to the request of 
the Senate for a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce as conferees 
on the part of the House on the bill (S. 2511) providing for the dis- 
posal of certain public lands, etc., the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. 
HoLMAN], the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Payson], and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 


DIVISION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. BARNES. Thereisa bill which has just come from the Senate 
in which there is an amendment that is of a mere formal character, 
and to which I do not think there can be any objection, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain counties from the southern judicial 
district to the northern district in the State of Georgia, and to divide the north- 
ern district of said State into two, to be known as the western and eastern 
divisions of said district, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BURROWS. I would prefer that that bill should be laid aside 
until the morning. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
AN ADDITIONAL JUSTICE IN IDAHO. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 3419) 
providing for an additional associate justice in the supreme court of 
Idaho, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho requests 
unanimous consent to take up this bill, and pending that the gentle- 
man from Texas moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will hear the title of the bill read. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill ison 
the Speaker’s table, and has not been referred to a committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I think that that bill ought to go over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects 
and moves that the House adjourn. Pending that, the Chair will lay 
before the House the following personal request: 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. OATES asks leave of the House for Charles C. Smith, late cap- 
tain Company B, Thirteenth United States Infantry, to withdraw from 
the files, without leaving copies, all the papers relating to his claim for 
restoration to the Army. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

And then on motion of Mr, TOWNSHEND (at 5 0’clock and 3 minutes 
p- m.) the House adjourned. 


It is not required under the 


i 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: - 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12516) for the relief of William B. 
Mo to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12517) for the relief of Bonaventura 
Heinz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 12518) granting a pension to Henry 
Temple—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12519) granting a pension to Eliza 
Baker, dependent mother of W. A. Baker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT:; A bill (H. R. 12520) granting a ion to 
Leah Morrow, widow of Albion Morrow, Company A, second battalion, 
Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12521) for the relief of Henry M. 
Rector—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 12522) for the relief of George 
G. Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12523) for the relief of J. G. Fellers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 

under the rule, and referred as follows: 
` By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Henry Sharp, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 3678, for the re- 
lief of D. C. Buford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of the New York Mercantile Exchange, 
asking for an appropriation for the enforcement of the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, action of the Vermont Dairymen’s Association, asking for the 
branding of skim cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the New York Mercan- 
tile Exchange, favoring more liberal appropriations for enforcing the 
oleomargarine act—to the Committee on Bl anan 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, 
asking that all internal-revenue taxes be abolished—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Mercantile Exchange of New York, urging 
a suflicient appropriation to enforce the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of John H. Hebner, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri; Petition of E. M. Huffinsand others, citi- 
zens of Vernon County, Missouri, for the enactment of a law granting 
n bounty for certain farm products—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of J. F. Webster and others, citizens of Vernon County, 
Missouri, for bounty for a certain farm product—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of ex-prisoners of war of Lewis 
County, Kentucky, in relation to pensioning ex-prisoners of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 702 citizens of Walla Walla, of 532 
citizens of Spokane Falls, of 309 citizens of Seattle, of 171 citizens of 
Colfax, of 160 citizens of Ritzville, of 137 citizens of Pasco, of 113 citi- 
zens of Asotin, of 113 citizens of Lynden, of 84 citizens of Ellensburgh, 
of 82 citizens of Rosalia, of 81 citizens of Mount Vernon, of 81 citizens of 
Napavine, of 75 citizens of Washougal, of 62 citizens of Che-we-lah, of 
60 citizens of Sterling, of 56 citizens of Crab Creek, of 56 citizens of 
Fairview, of 49 citizens of Vancouver, of 48 citizens of Skye, of 48 citi- 
zens of Port Ludlow, of 46 citizens of Union Ridge, of 45 citizens of 
Waitsburgh, of 42 citizens of Olympia, of 42 citizens of Lummi, of 42 
citizens of Vashon, of 42 citizens of La Camas, of 42 citizens of Lyman, 
of 41 citizens of Lowell, of 41 citizens of Eadonia, of 37 citizens of Enum- 
claw, of 34 citizens of Riparia, of 32 citizens of Earl, of 32 citizens of 
Cherry Valley, of 28 citizens of Colby, of 27 citizens of Mitchell, of 26 
citizens of Centerville, of 24 citizens of Grand Mound, of 23 citizens of 
Beach, of 20 citizens of Waterford, of 20 eitizens of Birch Bay, of 19 
citizens of Samish, of 18 citizens of Mount Coffin, of 17 citizens of Kone= 
wock, of 16 citizens of Rankin, and of 10 citizens of Columbus, Wash., 
praying for the immediate admission of Washington Territory into the 

nion under the name of Washington—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, 

Also, memorial of the city council of Seattle, Wash., praying for the 
admission of the Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Memorial of the Mercantile Exchange, for 
increased appropriations for detection of oleomargarine frauds—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 32 citizens of Dakota. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of 68 citizens of Fayette County, Iowa. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of 361 citizens of Minnesota, 

By Mr. RICE: Of 1,945 citizens of Minnesota. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of 91 citizens of Ohio. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of Rev. A. A, Hough and other citizens of Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Of 159 citizens of New York. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

med Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of J. E. Curry and 123 others, of Xenia, 

0. 
By Mr. CASWELL: Of |L, E. Parker and 84 others, of Walworth, 


is. 
By Mr. CROUSE: Of J. T. Graves and 31 others, of Medina, and of 
C. D. Patterson and 67 others, of Seville, Ohio. 
By Mr. DORSEY: Of J. E. Davis and 78 others, of Imperial, Nebr. 
By Mr. GEAR: Of G. M. Tuttle and 31 others, of Danville, Iowa. 
By Mr. HAYDEN: Of W. H. Clark and 77 others, of Woburn, Mass. 
By Mr. HOGG: Of 1,287 citizens of West Virginia. 
By Mr. KENNEDY: Of S. O. Royal and 741 others, of Urbana, Ohio. 
By Mr. MACDONALD: Of B. F. Woodman and 163 others, of North- 
field; of Newell S. Austin and 71 others, of Cedar Mills, and of Charles 
C. Carver and 28 others, of Etter, Minn. 
ra Mr. PERKINS: Of D. A. Payne and 50 others, of Cherokee, 
ans, 
By Mr. SCULL: Of Reuben Kolb and 17 others, of Hyndman, Pa. 
A Mr. VANCE: Of Charles E. Root and 6 others, of West Suffield, 
mn. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 8, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
jatesteg within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation in Min- 
neso 

The bill (H. R. 12292) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 861, and 862, 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave compared that bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with a bill upon the same subject that the Senate passed 
some ten daye or two weeks ago, and they are precisely the same in 
every respect, except two amendments that were made in the Senate 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The 
clerks have those amendments, and as I do not see the Senator in his 
seat, and they are questions which the Senate has already decided, I 
believe I shall ask the Senate to adopt the amendments the Senate 
made to the Senate bill and dispose of the House bill this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the bill ought to be printed, and we 
should see what the amendments are. A bill so important should take 
the usual course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, if there be no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to take this bill up for 
immediate consideration. Taere was reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs the identical bill that now comes from the other House, 
with the exception of two or three words, which I will ask the Senate 
to change in the House bill to conform to the Senate bill on its passage. 
A similar bill has been reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and I ask the Senate to consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I must object, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill ought to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be printed and have the amendment 
put in in the regular way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will state to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr, SHERMAN], who I understood to object to the present considera- 
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tion of the bill, that it has been reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with a variation of three words only. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The shortest way is to let the bill go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and on being back it can be passed 
as well, and a conference can be obtained between the two Houses if 


necessary. 

Mr. JONFS, of Arkansas. If there is any objection, of course I can 
not insist upon the bill being considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Dakota, favoring the passage of the pending bill for 
the opening to settlement of a portion of the Sioux Indian reservation, 
in Dakota; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the General Assembly of 
Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made to establish a fish hatchery 
on Lake Erie. I move that the petition, together with the estimate, 
etc., accompanying it, be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. r 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of J. W. Lostettee and 24 
others (9 voters and 16 women), citizens of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, and 
the petition of W. S. Keese and 70 others (40 voters and 31 women), 

_ citizens of Cardington, Ohio, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, signed by 98 citizens of Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of the Armour Packing Company 
and a number of other packing-houses and manufacturers, of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying that such provisions of our customs Jaws as apply 
to a drawback on tin-plate used in the manufacture of cans which are 
exported to foreign countries may be made to apply equally to tin- 
plate of foreign manufacture upon which duty has been paid which 
may be used in the manufacture of hermetically-sealed cans used as 
packages for food, which are destroyed when opened, the food being 
sold for consumption within the United States. 

I move that the petition, which, as I stated, is signed by all the 
principal packing-houses in Kansas City, be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presenta memorial of the Republican State cen- 
tral committee of Louisiana, authenticated by the signature of William 
Viger, corresponding secretary, in which, after a preamble, they say 
that, representing and speaking for the Republican party of that State, 
they earnestly recommend and memorialize the Senate of the United 
States to adopt a resolution pending before the Senate for the investi- 
gation of the election in Louisiana in April last. The committee also 
state that it is confident that the facts which will be adduced by the 
investigation will show that the State election held on April 17, 1888, 
which included the election of a General Assembly for the State of 
Louisiana, was not conducted according to the letter or spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States or of the constitution and Jaws of the 
State of Louisiana, and that a government republican in form does not 
exist in Louisiana to-day, and did not exist at the time of the alleged 
election of two United States Senators in June last. 

I move that the memorial be printed and lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. C. Dorris and 78 others 
(51 voters and 28 women), citizens of Imperial, Nebr., and the peti- 
tion of E. H. Stine and 72 others (38 voters and 35 women), praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Norman Beckley, of Elkhart, 
Ind., general manager of the Cincinnati, Wabash and Michigan Rail- 
way Company, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Jonesand other actual home- 
stead settlers on the Fort Ellis abandoned military reservation, in Mon- 
tana Territory, praying for legislation for the preservation of their 
Sia as such settlers; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

nds, ` 

Mr. TURPIE. -I present a petition very numerously signed by man- 
ufacturers, wholesale dealers, and commercial travelers of the State of 
Indiana, praying for the adoption of the following amendment to the 
interstate-commerce law: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common 
carrier from giving reduced rates to commercial travelers, whether employer 
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or employé, who travels to sell merchandise for a wholesale business, taking 
orders from dealers for goods for subsequent delivery. 


I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and I trust that committee will give it early and favorable 
consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN presented the petition of Rev. J. M. Smith and 25 others 
(12 voters and 14 women), citizens of Hancock, Minn., and the petition 
of W. S. Martin and 42 others (34 voters and 9 women), citizens of 
Wood Lake, Minn., praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutienal prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Duluth (Minn.) Board 
of Trade, urging the opening to settlement of the Sioux Indian reserva- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperince Union, department of Sabbath observance, praying 
for legislation prohibiting the running of interstate Sunday trains and 
mail trains, and forbidding military drills on the Sabbath, signed by 
33 citizens of Dakota; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 164 citizens of the State of Il- 
linois, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Julia Sherwin and 138 other 
citizens of Blue Earth County and other localities in the State of Min- 
nesota, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Minneapolis, Waseka, Lake 
City, Red Lake Falls, and Le Sueur Centre, in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of James Blaine and 9 others (6 
men and 4 women), citizensof Killisnoo, Alaska, praying for the proposal 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a 
beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I report back, by direction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 12329) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes. I ask that the bill be printed as proposed to be 
amended by the committee, and I give notice that very early next week 
I shall ask the Senate to take it up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed and placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 11917) making ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other worksof defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, forthe procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. I give notice that immediately after 2 
o’clock to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be printed 
and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ff R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; and 

A bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8309) to secure for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a compilation of the Jaws of said District, reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; and 

A bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd; 

A bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler; and 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to James Metcalf. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
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ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 
A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Koch; and 
A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy. 
DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom were referred the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in 
the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, to 
report back the bill and amendments with the recommendation that 
the Senate non-concur in the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. y 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAULKNER, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL were appointed. 

TRUSTEES OF DISTRICT CORPORATIONS, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11693) to amend sec- 
tion 555, Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, to re- 
port it without amendment. 

The bill is a single paragraph and makes but a slight change in the 
existing law, authorizing corporators to appoint any number of trus- 
tees from three to fifteen. The existing law limits the number to from 
three tonine. I ask that the Senate consider the bill at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 555 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia by striking 
out the word ‘‘nine’’ and inserting the word “‘ fifteen ” in lieu thereof; 
soas to read: 

The stock, property, and concerns of such company shall be managed by 
not less than or more than fifteen trustees, who shall respectively be stock- 
holders, and a majority citizens of the District, and shall, except the first year, 
be annually elected by the stockholders, at such time and place as shall be de- 
termined by the by-laws of the company. 

Mr. PLATT. What company does the bill refer to? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an amendment of the general incorporation law 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. It refers to all companies? 

Mr. HARRIS. To all companies. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill (8.34) to extend the time for filing 
certain claims for compensation for horses and other property lost in 
the military service of the United States, to report the same back to the 
Senate, and to recommend the passage of a substitute for the bill. I 
ask that the substitute may be read. It is to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert what I have written. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. The 
amendment will be read, subject to objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert: 


‘That no statute of limitation heretofore enacted shall be held or construed as 
a bar to or to prohibit the adjudication of any claim of any officer, soldier, or 
citizen of the United States for money due or for property lost in the military 
or naval service of the United States in any case in which the proper official 
records in the War and Treasury Departments, or in either of such Depart- 
ments, show the amount of money due and unpaid or the facts from which the 
amount of money due and unpaid can be ascertained and determined, or the 
kind and amount of pro y lost; and it shall be the duty of the accounting 
officers of the rang arp Arango yan a in every such case, when brought to their 
notice either by the t or his legal representative or by an examination 
of such official records, to judicate such claim or claims under 
the laws governing the adjustment and allowance of such claim or claims and 
ascertain the amount and report the same to the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
be by him reported to Congress at the beginning of each regular session, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri if the bill includes soldiers who served in the volunteer service 
in the Indian wars and whose service has been recognized by the United 
States? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is simply to establish the principle that the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, whenever our records, kept by our- 
selves, show that a sum of money is due to any claimant, soldier, civil- 
ian, or any one else, shall proceed to adjudicate that claim and report 
it to Congress for payment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without any reference to time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without any reference to time. 

bare AMENS, Then I am opposed toit. I should like to see 
that bill. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam in favor of the bill, I think, but I should 
like to have the privilege of looking atit. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, I have no objection to that. 


Mr. MITCHELL Let it be printed and go over. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Certainly. Iwant to state thatthe principle of it 
is that where we keep the records, where we keep the accounts with 
officers, soldiers, sailors, marines, or civilians, and our records show that 
we owe a man a certain sum of money, instead of concealing that fact, 
instead of suppressing it, instead of making it almost a mislemeanor 
for a clerk, an employé of the Government, to tell the claimant thata 
sum of money is due him, the accounting officers of the Treasury shall 
be required to take it up, adjudicate if, and report it to Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the principle of the bill is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I object to its present consideration. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. EVARTS. Perhaps I may properly give notice now that on 
Monday next, during the morning hour, I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the resolution directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
to revise the existing law regulating the election of members of Con- 
gress, etc., following a report made concerning what are known as the 
Texas outrages. 

Mr. SPOONER. I gave notice a day or two ago that I would at the 
proper time move the reference of the resolution——. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear, I did not hear one word that 
the Senator from New York said. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appeals to the Senate to 
be in order. Senators will please be seated and abstain from audible 
conversation. 

KE COKE. Ishould like to hear what the Senator from New York 
said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York gave 
notice that upon Monday next he would call up the resolution relating 
to the Texas outrages reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. COKE. Before that resolution is called up I hope that the tes- 
scat in the case will be placed upon the desks of members of the 


nate. 
Mr. SPOONER. I gave notice some days ago that I would at the 
roper time call up the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
uisiana [Mr. GIBSON] to investigate the condition of the suffrage for 
the purpose of moving its reference to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, I ask that the resolution may be taken up at this time, to- 
gether with the amendment to that resolution offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr.CHANDLER],to enable me to make the mo- 
tion that the matter be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PLUMB, Has the order of morning business progressed until 
it has reached resolutions ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been concluded. The 
motion can be entertained at this time only by unanimous consent. 

Mr, PLUMB. I think we had better conclude the formal morning 
business, 

Mr. SPOONER. The motion involves no debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. But why should we not introduce bills and go on 
with the regular routine business of the morning hour? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Kansas objects—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido object, but I want to say that I would be glad 
to have the Senator come in before prayers if he would like to antici- 
pate the entire morning business. 

Mr. SPOONER, If I had made the application before prayers the 
Senator from Kansas would not have been here to object. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Wisconsin would not be here to 
make pe) ication. 

Mr. G N. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Bills and joint resolutions are next 
in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3933) to create a port of entry 
at Blaine, in Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3934) pensioning soldiers who served in 
Indian wars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3935) for the relief of George Hunter, 
late captain of Company A, Columbia County, Washington Territory 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3936) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to introduce a bill which is very short, and 
I should like to have it read for the information of the Senate and lie 
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on the table. I shall ask at nodistant day to make some observations 
upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska introduces a bill, which will be read at length for 
information. 

The bill (S. 3937) in relation to the officers and employés of the rail- 
way mail service was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of January 16, 1853, entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” shall 
not be construed as embracing within the scope of its operations the officers and 
employés of the railway mail service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 136) to enable 
the United States to accept a present of the springs of spa water at 
Bladensburgh, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

SPECIAL ELECTORAL MESSENGER TO FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3932) to provide for the expenses, 
compensation, or mil of a special messenger sent by the Secretary 
of State to the State of Florida for the certificate of the electoral vote 
of that State of A. D. 1888, for President and Vice-President of the 
United States, in pursuance with the provisions of section 141 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by the act approved 
October 19, 1888; which was read twice by title. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ask for its reading? 

Mr. HOAR. I thought that probably it wasa bill which would be of 
two or three lines and the Senate could pass it at once without refer- 
ence, but if the Chair thinks it had better go to the committee I have 
no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was merely ordering the 
bill referred in acco ce with the rules of the Senate. The Chair 
will entertain the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit en elc., That the sum of $225, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same is crate E appropriated out of any moneys in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise appropria to pay the compensation, expenses, or mileage, 
as the case may be, ofa messenger to the State of Florida to receive from the 


United States district judge the certificate of the electoral vote of that State of | case 


January 14, A.D, 1889, for President and Vice-President of the United States de- 
posited with such judge under the provisions of section 140 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as amended by the act approved October 19, 1888. The 
sum hereby appropriated shall be immediately available and shall be disbursed 
under the direction of the Secretary of State, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ask unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered? 

Mr. HOAR. It occurred to me that the bill would probably go to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections and it might require a spe- 
cial meeting, which would be inconvenient to Senators, and as it was 
clearly a bill that ought to pass, the Senate would pass it without a 
reference. I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that in preparing the bill I followed 
the precedents in the case of the electoral votes of Iowa and Oregon 
four years ago. I have no objection to the immediate consideration of 
the bill if it is so recommended by the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. f 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.” 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, to be known as ‘the Select Committee on Irrigation and 


Is there objection to the present 


ion of Arid Lands,” whose duty it shall be to consider the subject of 
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irrigation and the best mode of reclaiming the arid lands of the United States; 

and that said committee have leave to sit during recesses of the Senate, and shall 

report to the Senate at the meeting of Congress in December next what legisla- 

tion is necessary for such irrigation and reclamation. And the committce may 

anony, a clerk, who shall be paid $6 per diem out of the contingent fund of the 
nate, 


FORT OMAHA, NEBR, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate all 
coi ndence and reports pertaining to the relocation of Fort Omaha, Nebr., 
and give his opinion concerning any recommendations made by the generals 
commanding the Department of the Platte, the Division of the Missouri, and the 
general commanding the Army. 


NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 'TheChair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] in relation to naval officers’ claims, coming over from yesterday. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
January 25, 1889, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to make in- 
quiry and ascertain the amount of the claims of officers of the Nayy which have 
been already presented and paid and the amount which will probably hereafter 
be presented for payment for arrears of pay for allowances due such Eppen | 
known as longevity, mi „and training-ship and receiving-ship ; 
to report said amounts to the Senate with the opinion of the committee whether 
any legislation is advisable in order to prevent any further allowance of such 
claims; and also to inquire and report whether or not unusual and improper 
facilities have recently n allowed in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the 
Treasury to attorneys or claim agents engaged in presenting training-ship and 
receiving-ship claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHANGES IN DISTRICT OFFICERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] in relation to the removal of officers and employés under the con- 
trol of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, coming over from 
a former day. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
February 5, 1889, as follows: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
furnish to the Senate a list embracing those officers and employés (not workmen 
or laborers) under the control of said commissioners in any branch of the 
trict government who have been changed since March 4, 1885, giving in each 
e name, office, date of change, name of new appointee, and the reasons 
for the change so far as they appear of record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], 
coming over from yesterday. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the Senate, at 
his earliest practicable convenience, with a statement showing the number of 
changes of railway postal clerks, by quarterly periods, occurring from January 
1, 1885, to December 31, 1888, with the reasons for such changes; the said state- 
ment to be in tabular form, similarto that hereto annexed. 


WALTER SNIFFENS. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, on the 8th of March last I introduced 
a bill, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Walter Snif- 
fens. A bill has now been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and passed, which is a general bill on that subject. As I de- 
sire to withdraw the papers which are filed in the case, in order that 
the soldier may present them under the general law if it should pass, 
I ask that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill referred to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 2251) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Walter Sniffens, It will be so ordered if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, I move that Walter Sniffens be permitted to 
withdraw his papers filed with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I see the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is now 
in his seat. If he is ready to offer the amendment he suggested to the 
pension appropriation bill, I should be glad to have the matter dis- 
posed of this morning. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the matter, and let us dispose of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask the Senator from Tennessee to allow 
that to go over until 2 o’clock, as there is a special matter to come up 
meanwhile. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Until after 2 o'clock? 

Mr. ALLISON. Until after 2 o’clock, as there is a special matter to 
come up and be disposed of this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; but I hope the Senator from Kansas will 
be here at that time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave my amendment ready. 


STATE OF THE SUFFRAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that orderis closed. Pursuant to the order of yester- 
day the Senate resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1368) to 
quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of 
Towa, and for other purposes. 

Mr, SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] for the purpose of enabling me to move its 
reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent was given yes- 
terday that at the close of the formal morning business to-day the Sen- 
ate would proceed with the consideration of the bill the title of which 
has just been stated. The Senator from Wisconsin asks that this bill 
be laid aside. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is not to be any debate I shall not object. 
I reserve the right, if any debate springs up, to object, 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is any debate, I shall not press the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside 
for the purpos» of considering a resolution the title of which will be 
reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. GIBSON, ‘‘for the appoint- 
ment of a select committee to inquire into the state of the suffrage 
throughout the United States.” 

Also, a resolution, by Mr. GIBSON, ‘‘ providing for the appointment of 
a committee to inquire into the state of the suffrage throughout the 
United States.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the two resolutions and the amend- 
ment to one of them offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 


tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire on July 9 last, 
for the purpose of reference; it will cause no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. CHANDLER, in the nature 
of a substitute for a resolution of investigation of the recent election in 
the State of Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, if there be no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to haye that resolution read. I wish 
to make some remarks on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That would be in the nature of de- 
bate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam informed by gentlemen around me that there 
was an understanding that the resolution should not be debated on the 
motion to refer. Of course I will not violate that understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution mentioned by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say to the Senator from Virginia, if I may 
be permitted, that there is another resolution upon the same subject 
which is to be called up Monday, upon which he can submit the re- 
marks he desires to make. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLAnk, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the 
disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the provis- 
ions of the homestead Jaws only, with amendments in which it re- 
quested the coneurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to some and 
disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Rt. 11651) 
making appropriations to provide for the. expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, and agreed to other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill with amendments; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on tho bill and »mendments, and had appointed Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. 
FELIX CVMPBELL, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the Honse. _ 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain 


counties from the southern judicial district to the northern district in 
the State of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said State 
into two, to be known as the western and eastern divisions of said dis- 
trict, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 331) for the 
relief of David Meriwether. 

The message further announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1860) 
to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4496) to authorize and ompower the Mount Carmel 
Development Company to draw water from the Wabash River or its 
tributaries in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois; 

A bill (S. 3869) to secure the maintenance of public order during the 
inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1405) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 


ragua. 
DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether this is the same bill 
which was passed at a former session of the Senate and vetoed by the 
President, and if notin what respect this bill differs from the bill which 
was formerly by the Senate? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill is the same except that it is a rather more 
limited bill. It does not provide for the rights of persons to whom as- 
signments of claims for these lands were made. With that exception 
it is the same bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill is narrower in its scope. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I do not rise to propose an amend- 
ment, but to the discussion of the bill itself, if it be now in order; and 
I would first ask that Senate bill 1469, which is Calendar No. 148, a 
bill introduced by me and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and reported adversely, may be read for information, omitting the pre- 
amble, which is not necessary for the intelligence of the Senate on the 
subject. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read if there be no 
objection, omitting the preamble. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the United States will indemnify and pay to the set- 
tlers or their heirs and legal representatives, who in good faith entered upon, 
for the purpose of purchasing, pre-empting, or securing homesteads upon an 
Jands lying sag the river Des Moines, in the State ry eg above and nort 
of the ‘orks, which were listed and certified to the State of Iowa un- 
der an act approved August 8, 1846, entitled “An act granting certain lands to 
the Territory of Iowa in aid of the improvement of the pga Haein of the Des 
Moines River in said territory,” and which said lands were afterwards, namely, 
on the 18th of May, 1858, sold and conveyed to the Des Moines Navigation an 
Railroad Company by an indenture of that signed by Ralph P, Low, gov- 
ernor, and attested Elijah Sells, secre of state, by John Davis, his dep- 
uty; and that the indemnity and compensation shall embrace: 

First. Any and all moneys paid by said settlers to the Government for certifi- 
cates of entry or patents, or both, including fees paid to the officers of the land 
offices in relation to the same. 

Second. All reasonable sums paid by said settlers to the Des Moines Navi; 
tion and Railroad Company, or to its grantees, to purchase in the outstanding 
=~ and secure lands upon which they had settled or located, or which they 

entered, ‘ 

Third. Any direct and immediate damages or losses sustained by any of said 
settlers who have been unable to buy in said outstanding title, and have in con- 

uence been dispossessed and lost their ion and improvements, 
‘ourth. Any other damages, losses, or injury sustained by said settlers, which, 
upon just and equitable consideration, ought to be the subject of indemnity. 

Sec, 2. That this actshall not extend to any settlement upon or entry of any 
of said lands made after January 1, 1880. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of enabling the Government to extend such in- 
demnity and make compensation, the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to appoint three commissioners, who shall ascertain the number of 
acres and, by appraisement or ot se, the value thereof, exclusive of im- 

rovements; the separate value and character of the improvements of all such 
Goas lying north of Raccoon Forks, on the Des Moines River, in the State of 
Iowa, and embraced inthe aforesaid deed of ap Sones 1858, from the State of 
Iowa to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad mpany; also what person 
or persons, as enterers or homestead pre-emptors of any of said lands, have 
been evicted or dispossessed thereof, and have been compelled to purchase in 
the outstanding title, and the amount so paid; also who have been unable or 
unwilling to purchase in said title, and the extent and nature of the improve- 
ments lost, and any other data touching the rights of said parties which in the 
judgment of the commissioners should be considered in determining the meas- 
ure and extent of indemnity. Said commissioners shall have to a re- 
port of a commission appointed under an act approved March 3, 1873, chap- 
ter 306, Statutes at Large, volume 17; and they shall report all the facts at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress. 

Sec. 4. That said commissioners shall receive each $8 per day during the time 
they shall be actually engaged in said service. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the bill which I have had read is a 
proposition for the disposition of this somewhat involved litigation and 
controversy, and in substance is the assumption by this Governmext 
of proper indemnity of all the claimants and settlers who have sup- 
posed that they have been injured by the judicial interpretation and ex- 
ecution of the laws of the United States governing these disputed lands. 

It will be perceived, then, that I do not lack at all in sympathy for 
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the settlers who are involved in this litigation which concerns land 
titles, and that I recognize the propriety of this Government, if by its 
officers in the administration of their duty Se mnes lands there 
have been injuries inflicted in disappointment of the expectations of 
settlers, making indemnity. With that premise I will now to 
discuss very briefly the measure itself, which passed the Senate at the 
last session, and now comes back in the shape of a House bill repro- 
ducing the Senate bill with the exception, as I understand it, of a sin- 
gle amendment, 

All the objections to this form of legislation and its substance that 
have been urged in previous debates in this body and that brought out 
from the Executive a message vetoing the bill—all these objections, it 
is admitted, whatever may be their strength and soundness, apply to 
this bill. There is nothing whatever in any modification of this bill, 
as I understand it, that exempts it from the objections to the previous 
bills which have passed the Senate and that which received from the 
President a veto of its enactment, and therefore I shall not feel justi- 
fied in protracting this discussion, but shall to insist with as 
mueh firmness as is in my power that this bill contravenes the most 
fundamental principle of the security of title, is an innovation upon our 
system of legislation, and undertakes a dictation to the judiciary which 
is intolerable in the proper co-ordination of the departments of this 
Government. 

The general nature of the transaction out of which discrepancies of 
interest have arisen in this disputed territory is this: By a law passed 
in 1846 the disposition of lands on the Des Moines River below or 
above and below Raccoon Fork on that river was treated by the admin- 
istrative officers in the way of recognizing that bill as covering the 
lands above this fork. The disposition of the land itself was in favor 
of Iowa toward its internal improvements. Under that bill improve- 
ments were made; compensation was made to the improvement com- 
pany; and the title to this property passed, as was supposed. In 1861 
Congress passed a resolution or law confirming that title. In 1873 
Congress authorized a commission to inquire into the situation, the 
number, and the grievances of those who had suffered under this dis- 
tribution of the land, and reports were made and certain settlements 
and indemnities were given, 

Now, after a series of decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in litigation between claimants and tenants, fixing the title of 
all this property and uniformly settling that title in conformity with 
the acts of Congress to which I have referred and to the tenants who 
held under or through the grantees who took from the State of Iowa 
this property, an attempt now is made to reintroduce into litigation 
this which ought to have been treated as a settled matter of land titles 
between the competing claimants. 

The first clause shows not only the purpose but shows what must be 
the judicial effect for the new litigations in court if this enactment can 
be made and can stand the test of constitutionality. Itstarts by de- 
scribing the territory covered by the bill, and di of, so far as 
enactment can dispose of it, the question of title by act of Congress. 
It provides— 

‘That all the lands improperly certified to Iowa by the Department of the In- 
terior under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 
March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were sel and received by the 
State of Towa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, and are hereby deciared to be, 
public lands of the United States. 

Mr. President, that is a disposition of the present title to the lands 
in whosesoever right and claim they may now rightly rest, and a trans- 
fer of it to the United States Government. ‘ On this statement and on 
the reason of this statement there is no more foundation for this trans- 
action by the United States than there would be to expropriate the land 
of any private citizen in possession of the same. If there be qualifying 
circumstances that may induce the act of Congress which is proposed, 
it does not change the nature of the transaction. The title is now 
somewhere. It is among the disputants under competing claims of 
settlers, homesteaders who were expecting to complete that title under 
the general laws of the United States governing that mode of acquiring 
title, and the grantee of the State of Iowa under the title conferred by 
the United States upon that State. Theorigin datesas far back as 1846, 
now forty-two years ago. The confirmations of 1861 and 1862 by the 
acts of Congress are now nearly thirty years old. There has been an 
unbroken series of determinations by the Supreme Courtof the United 
States affirming the title that is deduced under these acts of Congress 
and under the action of the State of Iowa. 

Either those who are to seek benefits under the law of the land be- 
fore the tribunals of the country have some right of footing now or they 
have not, and the method by which their footing is to be improved 
and their attitude for impugning and reversing a series of decisions of 
the Supreme Court given to them, if it be possible, is under the notion 
that by act of Congress and by mere force of its legislative power the 
United States assumes the ownership of these disputed lands. If the 
bill went no farther, then it would be a question of the increase of the 
public domain, but the United States does not claim nor does it pro- 
pose to insist upon any right or claim on its part to one foot of all this 
land, and the object of this procedure is to give to the United States 
by its expropriation of title now held a different disposition of all thus 
acquired, to private and different owners. 


As I understand it, there is not a foot of this land that is to remain 
in the public domain. It is a mere question of a legislative form by 
which the United States take this property to themselves from those 
that under the decisions of the Supreme Court are the owners of it, 
and deliver it to other disputants =r 8 have had their litigations there 
determined adversely. 

Mr. PLATT. Do you admit that the United States by this asser- 
tion of title can change it? y 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will state what I was proposing to 
insist upon after showing what the actual nature of this transaction 
more fully was. I will repeat here what I have said heretofore, that 
in my humble judgment there is not the least efficacy judicially, or 
under the law of the land, or under the control of the Constitution, 
which prohibits the taking of private property for public uses—there 
is not the least virtue that can maintain a suit for a moment in any 
court of justice upon this assumption of a right to take this property. 
What is it proposed to do with the property? Of course if the United 
States does not get this title its subsequent disposition of it comes to 
nothing in the confirmation of anybody. 

Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 


not come in conflict with prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead claimants, 
are hereby ratified and confirmed and made valid. 


So far that seems to look towards confirming the titles made by the 
Des Moines Improvement Company; but— 

Provided further, That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in good faith, 
to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 
States, entered and remained upon any tractof said land prior to January, 1880, 
not exceeding 160 acres, are hereby confirmed and made valid in them, or their 
heirs, and upon due proof thereof, and payment of the usual price or fees, where 
the same has not been paid, shall be carried to patent. 

These persons under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States now have no title, and they can have no title except by what 
they take by this confirmation, which confirmation must rest entirely 
upon the proposition that the United States has the jus disponendi, and 
the jus disponendi rests only upon this act of Congress expropriating 
property that by the law of the land now belongs to others. And then: 

Provided further, That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title 
from the State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, 
which do not come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good faith, to 
obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 


States, settled upon the said lands prior to January, 1880, are confirmed and 
made valid, 


These three provisos are but a circuitous form of legislation for tak- 
ing the property that under the law of the land as it now stands, and 
as it has been expounded authoritatively by the most searching inves- 
tigation and most patient inquiry in a series of decisions by the 
Supreme Court, which has exhausted the competing rights of the home- 
stead settlers and are the end of that litigation unless this act is to 
revive it. That is the whole question in dispute. It isa circuitous 
mode of interposing an interruption between the legal rights under 
judicial ascertainment as they now stand and giving a footing for liti- 
gation that is to transfer the title now assured by the decision of the 
United States to others against whom that right has been decided. 

It is of course obvious that this circuitous form can not obscure 
nor can at all corroborate the process of the first enactment which i3 
to annex to the public domain land that the United States makes no 
claim to, hagno right to, and does not propose to retain forthe public 
benefit one foot of this land. 

This bill has been through the two Houses of Congress repeatedly. 
It has never come to be a law; but in the instance of the last Congress 
it received the veto of the President and thereby, the Houses not pos- 
sessing the necessary constitutional majority in its favor, itagain failed 
to become a law. 

The Judiciary Committee of this body when it had under its consid- 
eration this measure on former occasions of the introduction of thë bill 
pronounced against it; and the reasoning of the President, brief and 
terse, which was read and considered, presents precisely these legal and 
constitutional questions and none other. There has not entered into 
this debate at any stage of it any disparagement of the natural disap- 
pointment and the natural desire of some indemnity on the part of 
these disappointed settlers; but no government, no action, no person 
is chargeable with any of these incongruities or entanglements about 
the title except the action either of the State of Iowa or of the United 
States Government through its administrative officers, Ever since this 
matter was brought to my notice—for I had never heard of the subject- 
matter in debate here until after the debate arose—there has never been 
any disposition on my part, nor have I favored any other disposition 
of it than that the United States should assume a proper indemnity if 
an investigation properly conducted should result in presenting to us 
an equitable, an honest, and a straightforward right under these in- 
choate or these expectant claims, and I have had read the bill which I 
introduced and which was reported adversely by the Committeegn Pub- 
lic Lands, naturally if they reported this bill, for there is no consistency 
between them, in order that it might be seen what were remedies that 
were consistent with law and with the dignity and supremacy of judi- 
cial action within its province. 
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My own judgment, Mr. President, is that the settlers who are sought 
to be kenefited by this act are ill-advised or misconceive their resort. 
Perhaps indemnity would answer their wishes or their purposes as well 
as the maintenance of their footingon the land. Nor A I wish to dis- 

that sentiment and that adherence to what they may suppose 
their rights; but, in my judgment, this act will only introduce a new 
series of litigation, which must terminate in an utter disappointment of 
the plans and hopes of these settlers, and must finally bring us back, 
after a much protracted litigation and after their hopes are still longer 
deferred and still more bitterly disappointed, to the only proper remedy 
which, I submit with great respect to the Senate, is the remedy which is 
included in the bill I have proposed and haye had read for information. 

As I have said, this bill from the House of Representatives is sub- 
stantially that which the Senate passed upon, and I only wish that 
Senators understand that there is no change, that this is a subversion, 
as we contend, on our part of the right, the legal right, and is an in- 
terference with the freedom of litigation under the Jaw of the land as 
it now stands, by introducing by mere force of legislation a disturb- 
ance or rearrangement of their claims, at least so far as the footing in 
court may go, to give them an opportunity to have, as I think, nothing 
buta rejection of their demands. I shall therefore desire that the 
Senate shall not concur in this House bill, and that it shall not become 
a law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I will not weary the Senate 
with prolonged remarks touching this bill. The question involved has 
been discussed for years in this body, and whenever it has been brought 
here to a definite vote the result has been uniformly in favor of the 
claim of the settlers upon these Des Moines River lands. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Evanrts] referred in his remarks 
to the grantees of the State of Iowa. To whom did he refer? To the 
Des Moines Navigation Company and those who may have received 
alleged titles from thatcompany. How did that company acquire this 
pretended claim.of title? It is said by a contract with the State of 
Towa, subsequently strengthened by the joint resolution of Congress of 
1861, whereby Congress released to the State of Iowa all of its title to 
the lands embraced within this dispute. 

But as I demonstrated when this measure was before the Senate in 
June, 1888, the State of Iowa could not receive title to these disputed 
lands from the United States by act of Congress or otherwise, and the 
ground upon which I based that assertion, as I stated at that time, 
was that in the original constitution of the State of Iowa may be found 
this section: 

Sec. 7. The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which 
have been or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of 
which may be given to fhe General Assembly, npon lands actually settled, with- 
out the consent of the occupant. The extent of the claim of such occupant so 
exempted shall not exceed 320 acres, 

When the original grant was made that provision of the constitution 
of Iowa was in existence; it was carried into the revised constitution 
of 1857; and I declare here to-day that in view of that provision of the 
State constitution it was not competent for the United States to confer 
upon the State of Iowa, upon the Des Moines Navigation Company, 
upon any person claiming under them, any lands within the boundaries 
of this grant upon which a settler was located. 

Where, then, must be this title? The settlers say it is in the United 

States. I agree with them in that position. It can not have passed 
out of the United States, because Congress, when it attempted to con- 
fer title upon the State of Iowa, was obstructed by that*provision of 
the constitution of the State of Iowa. Where, then, if the title did 
not pass, must it rest from that time until this? In the United States. 
Why? Because it was there originally. It could not pass te theState 
of Iowa under the provision of her constitution. Therefore it must 
rest in the United States to-day. That is the position of the settlers 
on this subject. 
. Now what do they ask? They ask that the United States will, by 
the passage of this bill, allow this question of long contention to be, 
taken into the courts of the United States and determined judicially. 
If the courts shall hold that this title is in the United States, then the 
bill provides that the settlers who went upon the lands at the instance 
and by the invitation of the United States shall have their title from 
the Government. That is all there is in the case. 

The judicial involvement to which the Senator from New York has 
referred, has grown out of the first case which was taken into court 
and upon which a judicial decision was rendered, and that was a case 
in which both plaintiff and defendant desired the same result, and of 
course they got it. It was a made-up case, organized for the purpose 
of inducing but one result, and the position taken by the court in that 
case has been followed along the line of cases that have been tried since 
that time. 

Now, we ask the Government of the United States to so far protect 
the men it invited to go upon these lands as thatit will ask its own 
court through its own Attorney-General to say whether the title to the 
land does not yet vest in the United States, and if so, then, and only 
then, it shall give the settlers their rights. 

As I have said, Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate 
with prolonged discussion of this question. Every Senator here under- 
stands the case, and being willing to risk it even upon that single point 


whicnt have stated, I am quite content to take the judgment of the 
nate. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Iowa must 
admit that this question under the constitution of Iowa or its laws is 
a legal question, and is a question to which private parties have a right 
to a decision by the courts of justice upon the law as it stands upon 
the transaction up to the time that litigation occurred. 

We have heard all through the debates about the first suit that was 
argued and determined in the Supreme Court of the United States, be- 
ing a mere question of land title between competing claimants was— 
I do not know that it is stated that it was a collusive suit—but that it 
was a suitin which the parties both desired aconclusive judgment; that 
the opinion may have been on both sides that a conclusive legal de- 
termination of their rights must necessarily end as it did. 

Mr. WILSON, ofIowa. No, Mr. President, I desire to state definitely 
that in that case both the plaintiff and defendant desired the precise 
result which was reached. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The plaintiff, although insisting upon rights 
against the defendant, and the defendant combating these alleged rights, 
so framed their case, so kept from the consideration of the court ques- 
tions vital to the determination of the questions properly, that through 
that instrumentality they obtained precisely the result which both of 
them intended when the case was commenced. 

Mr. EVARTS. That has been the way in which it has been put, 
but no attempt was ever made to have the case thrown out of the ju- 
risdiction and countenance of the Supreme Court by a charge of collu- 
sion, or any effort at a rehearing, or any of the methods which are to 
review a collusivejudgment. And if it stood upon this alone now, 
some twenty years old, it would be difficult to hold that a mere ques- 
tion of title could not properly be passed upon by that great court 
without resting upon any inadequate presentation by counsel. The 
elements are of the simplest kind. The constitutien of Iowa, the laws 
of Iowa, the laws of the United States, ad hoc, and the general Jaws ot 
the United States as tosettlers and titles thus to be acquired are within 
the familiar and every-day jurisprudence and disposition of that court. 
But a series of decisions in regard to which there has been no such im- 
putation has come on term after term in that court until the last, I be- 
lieve, is in the year 1883, or 1886 perhaps, and therefore we can not 
indulge in any illusion of that kind that the law as it is has not been 
explored and has not been understood by frequent representations or 
able counsel where there was no disposition to have any concurrencein 
judgment whatever. 

I must therefore discard the notion that this title of the United 
States, notwithstanding all its legislation, is to be revested as of its 
original title by the operation of the constitution of the State. There 
is no disguising the fact that this bill is desired because there may be 
under it either a collusion or a rehabilitation of merely legal rights to 
land that at present have been put an end to by the decisionsof the 
Supreme Court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), Shall the 
bill pass ? 

The bill was passed. 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Secretary will state the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of, 
Order of Business 203, being Senate bill 270. I want to make a state- 
ment in regard to the bill, if the Senate will permit me, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 270) to establish a United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert an amendment which I have heretofore 
submitted to the Senate as an amendment to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That a United States court is hereby established whose jurisdiction shall ex- 
tend over the Indian Territory, bounded as follows, to wit: North by the State 
of Kansas, east by the States of Missouri and Arkansas, south by the State 
of Texas, and west by the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; 
and a judge shall be appointed for said court by the President of the United 

tes, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall hold his 
office for a term of four years, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, 


and receive a salary of $3,500 per annum, to be paid from the Treasury of the 
United States in: like manner as the salaries of judges of United States district 


courts. 
SEC. 2. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
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and consent of the Senate, an attorney and marshal for said court, who shall 
contfnue in office forfour years, and until their suecessors be duly appointed and 
qualified, and they shall discharge the like duties and receive the same fees and 
as now received by the United States attorney and marshal for the west- 
ern district of Arkansas. The said marshal may appoint one or more deputies, 
who shall have the same powers, perform the like duties, and be removable in 
like manner as other deputy United States marshals; and said marshal shall 
ive bond, with two or more sureties, to be approved by the judge of said co 
in the sum of $10,000, conditioned as by law required in regard to the bonds o 
other United States marshals. 

Src. 3. That a clerk of said court shall be appointed by the judge thereof, who 
shall reside and keep his office at the place of holding said court, Said clerk 
shall perform the same duties, be subject to the same liabilities, and shall re- 
ceive the same fees and compensation as the clerk of the United States court of 
the western district of Arkansas; and before entering upon his duties he shall 

ive bond in the sum of $10,000, with two or more sureties, to be approved by 
the indse of said court, conditioned that he will discharge his duties as required 

y law. 

Sec. 4. That the jage appointed under the provisions of this act shall take 
the same oath required by law to be taken by the judges of the district courts 
of the United States; and the oath, when taken as in such cases provided, shall 
be duly certified by the officer before whom the same shall have been taken to 
the clerk of the court herein established, to be by him recorded in the records 
of said court, The clerk, marshal, and deputy marshals shall take before the 
judge of said court the oath required by law of the clerk, marsha], and deputy 
marshals of United States district courts, the same to be entered of record in 
said court as provided by law in like cases. 

Src, 5. That the court hereby established shall have exclusive criminal juris- 
diction of all offenses against the laws of the United States committed within 
the Indian Territory, except cases of rape, murder, mansiaughter, assault with 
intent to kill, arson, robbery, burglary and horse or mule stealing, and other 
crimes punishable by imprisonment at hard labor. g 5 

Sec, 6. That the court hereby established shall have jurisdiction in all civil 
cases between citizens of the United States who are residents of the Indian Ter- 


dies by attachmentor other the property of the defendant, and 
for like causes as now mins by the laws of said State. i 


Sec. 7. That two terms of said court shall be held each year at Fort Gibson, 
in said Territory, on the first Monday in May and November, and such special 
sessions as may be necessary for the d of the business in said court at 
such times as udge may deem expedient; and he may adjourn such special 
sessions to any other time previous to a regular term; and the marshal shall 
procure suitable rooms for the use and occupation of the court hereby created. 

Src. 8. Thatall proceedings in said courtshall be had in the English A 
and bona-fide e residents of the Indian Territory over twenty-one years of 
age, and understanding the English language sufficiently to comprehend the 
proceedings of the court, shall be competent to serve as jurors in said court, but 
shall be subject to exemptions and challen; as provided by law in regard to 
jurors in the district court for the western ict of Arkansas. 

Sec, 9. That the jurors shall be selected as follows: The court at its regular 
terms shall select three jury commissioners, possessing the qualifications pre- 
scribed for jurymen, and who have no suits in court requiring the intervention 
ofa jury ; and the same persons shall not act as jury commissioners more than 
Sae in the ne year. The judge shall administer to each commissioner the 

following oath : 

“You do swear te discharge faithfully the duties required of you as jury com- 
missioner; that you will not knowingly select any one as juryman whom you 
believe unfit and not qualified; that you will not make known to any one the 
name of any juryman selec by you and reported on your list to the court 
until after the commencement of the next term of this court; that you will not, 
directly or indirectly, converse with any one selected by you as a juryman con- 
cerning the merits of any cause or procedure to be tried at the next term of this 
court; so help you God.” 

Src. 10. That the jury commissioners, after they have been appointed and 
sworn, shall retire to a paces, or some other apartment desi ted by the 
judge, and be kept free from the intrusion of any person, and not separate 
without leave of the court until they have completed the duties required of 
them; that they shall select from the bona fide male residents of the Territory 
such numberof qualified ns as the court shall designate, not less than fifty. 
free from all } exception, of fair character and approved integrity, of soun: 
judgment and reasonable information, to serve as grand jurors at the nextterm 
of court; shall write the names of such persons on separate pieces of paper, of 
as near the same size and appearance as may be, and fold the same so that the 
names thereon may not be seen. The names so written and folded shall be then 
deposited in a box, and after they shall be shaken and well mixed, the commis- 
sioners shall draw from said box the namesof idog Erem persons, one by one, 
and record the same as drawn, which record shall certified on UEA IS by 
the commissioners, and indorsed “ List of petit jurors.” The clerk l make 
fair list of the petitjurors, and give the same to the marshal, who shall, under in- 
structions of the court, summon the persons named as petit jurors to attend on 
the first day of said term as petit jurors, by giving personal notice to each, or 
by leaving a written notice at the juror’s place of residence with some person 
over ten years of age and there residing. 

Sec, 11. That the marshal shall return said lists with a statement in writing 
of the date and manner in which each juror was summoned; and if any juror 
or alternate legally summoned shall fail to attend he may be attached and fined 
or committed as for contempt. 

_ Sec. 12. That if there shall not be a sufficient number of competent petit 
jurors present, and not excused, to form a petit jury, the court may compel the 
so oe i of such absentees or order bystanders to be summoned to complete 

e es. 

SEC. 13. That the fees of the grand and petit jurors and witnesses before said 


court herein created shall be the same as are ided in the district court of 
the United States for the western district of Arkansas. _ 

Seo. 14. That in all criminal trials had in said court, in which a jury shall be 
demanded, and in which the defendant or defendants shall be citizens of the 
United States, none but citizens of the United States sball be competent jurors; 
and if a jury so composed can not for any reason be had within the jurisdiction 
of said court, a writ of venire facias may issue to the marshal of an adjo’ 
district, to be designated by the judge of said court, commanding said mai 
tosummon forty persons in his district competent to serve as jurors in the district 
of which he is marshal, who, upon failure to obey such summons, may be com- 
pelled by attachment to attend as jurors for the trial of said cause. The persons 
so attending shall be examined as other jurors touching their competency to 
serve as jurors in said cause, and, if foun or EEEN all be sworn and im- 
paneled to try the same, the right of challenge being the same as provided in 
criminal proceedings of like character in the courts of the United States. 

Sec. 15. That the counties ef Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta, in the 
State of Texas, be, and they are hereby, detached from the northern judiciab 
district of the said State, and that the same be, and are hereby, attached to the 
eastern judicial district of said State. 

Sec, 16, That the portion of the Choctaw Nation within the following bound- 
aries, to wit: Beginning on Red River at the northeast corner of the Choctaw 
Nation, thence north with the boundary line between the said Choctaw Nation 
and the State of Arkansas to a point where on, Ane a tributary of the Black 
Fork of the Kimishi River, crosses the said boundary line; thence westerl 
with Big Creek and the said Black Fork to the junction of the said Black For! 
with Buffalo Creek; thence northwesterly with said Buffalo Creek to a point 
where the same is crossed by the old military road from Fort Smith, Ark. 
to Boggy Depot, in the Choctaw Nation; thence southwesterly with the said 
road to where the same crosses Perryville Creeki; thence northwesterly up said 
creek to where the same is crossed by the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway 
track; thence with the center of the main line of the said railway in a south- 
erly direction to where the said road crosses North or Muddy Boggy; thence 
down said stream to its junction with Middle Boggy; thence down Middle 

to where it crosses the western boundary line of Kimishi County, Choc- 
taw Nation; thence southerly with the western boun line of said coun’ 
to Red River; thence down said Red River to the place o beginning; and 
that territory in the said Choctaw Nation included within the boundaries here- 
inbefore set out, be, and the same is hereby, attached to the eastern judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Texas for judicial purposes. 5 

Sec. 17. That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta, of the 
State of Texas, and all that part of the Choctaw Nation attached to the eastern 
judicial district by the provisions of this act, shall constitute a division of the 
eastern judicial district of Texas; and terms Of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the said eastern district of the State of Texas shall be held 


twice in each year at the city of Paris, on the first Mondays in June and Decem- + 


ber; and the United States courts herein provided to be held at Paris shall have 
exclusive o jurisdiction of all offenses, of which jurisdiction is not given 
by this act to the court established in the Indian Territory, committed within 
the limits of that portion of the Choctaw Nation attached to the eastern judicial 
district of the State of Texas by the provisions of this act against the laws of the 
United States now or that may hereafter be operative theroin. 

Sec. 18, That all process, civil and criminal, issued against citizens of the said 
counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta, cognizable before the United 
— eourts, be made returnable to the courta, respectively, to be held at the 

of Paris, Tex. 
SEC. 19. That the territory of the Indian Territory Se a by the Chickasaw 
Indians, and that part of the territory of the Choctaw Nation embraced in the 
following limits, to wit: nning on Red River at the point where the weste 
ern boundary line of Kimishi County, Choctaw Nation, reaches said river; 
thence north along the western boun line of the said ogre} to the point 
where the same crosses Middle ver; thence up the said stream to its 
junction with the North or Muddy ; thence up said last-mentioned stream 
to the Missouri, Kansas and Texas i red track; thence northerly up the 
center of the main track of the said road to the South Canadian River; thence 


place of Posioamg and all that territory of the Chickasaw and Choctaw Na- 
thin the boundaries set forth in this section be, and the same 
peek attached to the northern judicial district of the State of Texas for ju- 


purposes. 

Sec, 20. That the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas, and all of the 
Chickasaw Nation, and that portion of the territory of the Choctaw Nation em- 
braced within the limits of the boundaries set out in section 5 of this act, shall 
hereafter constitute a division of the northern judicial district of the State of 
Texas; and that a term of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for said northern district shall be held twice in each year at the city of Denison, 
State of Texas, on the first Mondays of March and ; and the United 
States courts herein provided to be held at the city of Denison shall have ex- 
clusive original j ction of all offenses, of which jurisdiction is not given to 
the court he: established in the Indian Territory, committed within the 
limits of the ickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, an in that part of the terri- 
tory of the Choctaw Nation embraced within the limits of the boundaries set 
out in section 19 of this act, against the laws of the United States that are now 
or that may hereafter be operative therein. 

Sxc. 21. That all process, civil and criminal, issued st citizens of the 
e before the courts of the 


county of Grayson, in the State of Texas, cognizabl 
le returnable to the said courts at the said city of Den- 


peer States, shall be mad 
n, Tex. 

Sec. 22. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent or in conflict with this 
act be. and the same are hereby, repealed. That nothing in this act shall be so 
construed as to confer jurisdiction on the court created by this act for the Indian 
Territory for the trial of any crime or misdemeanor committed before the pas- 

of thisact. The jurisdiction of said court shall apply only to offenses com- 

mitted after the passage of this act; and the trial of all offenses committed be- 
fore the of this act shall be by the courts of the United States having 
jurisdiction at the time of the of this act, or by the United States courts 
n Texas, which are given jurisdiction over certain parte of the Indian country 


by this act. 

Sec. 23. That hereafter murder shall be divided into two degrees, namely, 
murder in the first degree and murder in the second degree. 

SEC, 24. That all murder which shall be pe trated by means of poison, orb 
laying in wait, or by any other kind of willful, deliberate, malicious, and premed- 
itated killing, or which shall be committed in the perpetration of or in the at- 
tempt to pe: te rape, arson, robbery, ee larceny, shall bs deemed 
murder in the first degree; all other murder Il be deemed murder in the 
second degree; and the j before whom any person indicted for murdershall 
be tried, ll, if they find a person guilty thereof, ascertain in their verdict 
whether it be murder in the first or second degree. ut if such person shall be 
convicted by confession, the court shall proceed, by examination of witnesses, 

e 


to determine the degree of the crime, i y give sentence accordingly. 
Sec, 25, That every person conyicted of murder in the first degree under this 
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as accessory before the fact to such murder, shall suffer death by 
Br ihe neck, Every pae convicted of murder in the second degree 
sentenced to undergo imprisonment at hard labor for a period of not less than 


Sun. 27. That if any person ee ee eee 


apprentice, 
p (except clerks, ap- 


possesssion 
rede or ment or ic he shall be deemed. his sore of 


rte on conviction, eases of larceny, 


e See ee 
Meera pg aaa AE ENT er to commit crimes 
i punished aocor Kal or larceny shall be deemed as principe), and. opos 
conrition, pu nished although the principal oPender m saree 
Reader oat ve 

otherwise discharged, 


away & man, woman, or is or her own country, and sending or tak- 
or her into who shall unlawfully and forcibly 
steal, take, or arrest an. or child in the Indian Territory, and 
carry him or her into any other part of the Indian Territory, or into any other 
. State, or country, shall be deemed of kidnapping. per- 
tome a mS pi under this act 1 he ranas eS pests Aes 
for a period of not less than two nor years. 


ly poisenous substance withthe thatthe same 
be taken by any of the aft i and maliciously, 


any means whatsoever, kill, maim, or wound any of the 
be deemed guilty of malicious mischief, and, 
to 


That any Gaetani pa [adian Territory, willgelly 


personaforesaid w! 
destroy, injure, bstru telegraph 
or pamir ep eaa h ae Sater 


guilty 
pore Shall by dented guy oc pomp aia S E he ig he yale pie 
prisoned for any time not more than one 


Sec. 33. That every person who in the Indian Territory, willfully 
and maliciously place any ý , logs, or any other thing, om 
the track of an: or shall tear up or or destroy any part 
of any such + or works , with intent to obstruet the 


two years, 
konn aenennid ako Shaik tn, Hep Laden, TEN, will- 


or contemptuo’ disturber mi 

in any church or other aag amara Soara persons 

bled f ‘for the transaction of church by profanely swearing or eaan J 
decent gestures, threatening violence of any d 


27,28, and 30 of this act shall not be so con- 
United States district or circuit court lo- 


either of the 
main 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bour of 2 o'clock 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. 3401) in relation to the Pacific railroads. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the matter the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest} has in hand, but I ask now thatthe 
-| take but a appropriation bill may be laid before the Senate. It will 
take but a moment to of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill may be laid before the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. Will the bill which has been under consideration come 
up after that? 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be a question to be determined by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FEREYE] somewhat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is the Pacific 
railroad funding bill. 

Mr. VEST. I want to state to the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
whe has charge of the railroad bill, and to the Senator from Iowa [Mr, 
ALLISON] that there are three of these Indian court bills now pdi: 
One comes here from the House of Representatives, another is th 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. The 
bill which has been taken up and read is the bill reported by the Sen- 
ate Committee on the Judiciary. I do not want any debate myself 
My only object is to get these bills in a committee of conference, so as 
to dispose of them at this session. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It will tuke but a short time to dispose 
of this matter, I apprehend. 

Mr. VEST. Unless the subject gets before a committee of confer- 
ence at this time it can not be disposed of at this session, and itis a 
matterof great importance that some sort of eourt should be established 


in that Tegitory. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 3401, in relation to the 
Pacific railroads, being the unfinished business before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] asks 
unanimous consent that it be laid aside for the of proceeding 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. ‘The bilt is before the Senate, and 
the question is on concurring in the Senate with the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole which was reserved at the instance of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa consent that 
the riation bill may be laid aside temporarily until the Indian 
court bill can be di of? 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsumply say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
the legislative appropriation bill is practically coneluded. It will take 
but two minutes to complete it, and I ask that it may be disposed of 
now in order that it may go to the arene Oats. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The reserved amendment will be 
read. 

Mr. VEST. If there can bean understanding that we shall then take 
up the Indian court bill and dispose of it, as it will lead to ne debate, 
and put it into conference, I shall be content. 

S When this is disposed of we shall see what can be 
e. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; I will trust the Senator about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendment will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, under the head of ‘‘Civil Service 
Commission,” at the end of line 19, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
waoe; struck out the word “‘two’’ and inserted ‘‘three;’’ so as to 

peace AS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in 
the Senate in this amendment made as in of the Whole. 
Mr. GORMAN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
that the and nays may be entered on the Journal, 
Mr. N. Let us try it by the sound. 
Big GORMAN. Very well. I withdraw the call for the yeas and 
for the present. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment. 
The amendment was not concurred if. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to beread 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE and Mr. HARRIS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maine to allow me to call up 
the pension appropriation bill which is pending here upon an amend- 
-ment that I offered and an amendment the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
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PLUMB] intends to offer, which ean be disposed of in less than two 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of 


the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 


read. 
The SECRETARY. In line 3, on page 2, after the word “separately,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 


And provided further, That a check or checks drawn by a pension agent in 
payment of pension due peg NAN by him to the address of the pensioner shall 
constitute payment within the meaning of section 4765 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend that amendment by adding to it 


what I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by add- 
ing: 


And the amount which may have accrued on the pension of any pensioner 
subsequent to the last quarterly payment on account soap and prior to the 
death of such pensioner shall, in the case of a re es his widow, or 
if there be no widow, to his surviving minor children ae guardian thereof, 
and in the case of a widow to her minor children, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Kansas if that only applies 
to the pension for the quarter? 

Mr. PLUMB. It applies to so much of the pension as may have ac- 
crued after the quarterly payment up to the death of the pensioner, 
which now goes into the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions is satisfied that the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iinguire whether that would not justly belong to 
the estate. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment provides that it shall go to the 
widow or minor children. 

Mr. DOLPH. Why should it go to the widow or minor children? 

Mr. PLUMB, That is the general rale of the pension law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pensions have never been considered property. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not intended that the pension shall inure to the 
benefit of the estate of the pensioner, but goes to those who are related 
to him and dependent upon him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not quite comprehend the first part of this 
amendment. I suppose I am not to understand, however, that if a 
check be sent and the pensioner never gets it, it is treated as a final 
payment and he can not get a review or a payment in any other way. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no. The effect is just the opposite. Under the 
construction of the law now made by the Treasury Department, if a 
eheck is issued after the death of the pensioner, or if he dies before the 
check is cashed, though it is in his hands, the check is not paid, and 
this is to provide that acheck once issued shall be paid, and my subse- 
quent amendment is that whatever pension money accrues before the 
date of his death shall go to the persons dependent upon him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 

The amendments were ordered to be ys a and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 3401, in relation to the indebtedness of Pacifie 
railroads, on which the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELL] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I yield to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
up to that point where there is no debate, that is to say, to complete 
the reading of the court bill and action upon it, but I do not yield for 
age og ya of debate. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Sena- 
tor nome Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is entitled to the floor on the pend- 
ing 

Mr. MITCHELL, I yield, of course, with the consent of the chair- 
man of the committee, for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is due to me that I should say to the 
Senate that I can not agree to have this bill considered and 
withont a word of explanation. There are reasons which I have ex- 
plained to the Senator from Missouri whieh make it absolutely neces- 
sary that there shall be an explanation made as to the circumstances 
that surround this bill, It will not take long. My colleague and L 


beth will be compelled to have something to say before this bill ean 
pass, and I for ene will not agree to any unanimous consent that the 
bill shall be taken up and passed without a word of explanation. It 
would be unjust to me and to my colleague. 

Mr, VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent, 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to state that I shall not engage in any 
debate. Ifthe Senator from Arkansas wants to make an explanation, 
as a matter of course I have not the slightest objection. I will keep 
the promise I made to the Senator from Maine that I will not say a 
word even in explanation of the bill that I have reported from the 
Judiciary Committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to agree that the pending business may be in- 
formally laid aside for the consideration of the Indian Territory court 
bill, provided there is no debate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I can not agree to that proposition in 
that way. The bill as reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
is very objectionable in many ways and I am not vie that the vote 
shall be taken without a chance in a very short way—lI shall occupy 
but a very brief time—to state the reasons why the bill as reported 
from the Judiciary Committee ought not to pass and why the amend- 
ment of my colleague should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. FRYE. That will inevitably lead to discussion according to the 
suggestions which have been made. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishall occupy the floor but a very short time. Ido 
not wish to delay the bill or defeat the consideration of it, but I am 
not willing to consent that it shall pass without debace and without 
explanation. I have no disposition to defeat the consideration of the 
bill, but I do not think it ought to be passed by the Senate, and I do 
not think it ought to pass unless Senators know the situation, in any 
event. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall have to ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

; NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS. 

Mr. PUGH. Before the Senate took up the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill I was ealled from my seat by a member 
of the other House in reference to some matters of importance % him, 
and I did not have the opportunity of making a statement that I was 
requested to make in reference te the circular which had been pub- 
lished by Tallmadge & Tallmadge, in which they referred to the Fourth 
Auditor, General Shelley, in relation to the prosecution of claims in 
that bureau, I deem it due to General Shelley, and I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to make that statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. PUGH. During the debate day before yesterday the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] read the circular of Tallmadge & Tall- 
madge, and made a reflection that I consider was gratuitous and wholly 
unn: , in which he did great injustice to the Fourth Auditor. 
I have no idea that the Senator from Illinois would do wrong inten- 
tionally to any man, but the remark that he made, predicting that 
in the course of a month or so the Fourth Auditor would go out of his 
office and become a partner of the Tallmadges in the prosecution of 


fact that the Fourth Auditor had permitted the Tallmadges to refer to 
him in their circular. 

Here are the faets given to me this morning by the Fourth Auditor 
in relation to that matter: 

InJ bei inted with Messrs. Tallmadge & Tallmadge, th 
E pan agaa lee ee karagod a ber nee ts fie raana aa a ee maces Rote 
the Interior ent, known as Indian depredation claims; and nowt 
that they were trustworthy and reliable, I unhesitatingly gave them permission 
to use my name, 

* * é * 

Theirclaims were RE A T laia taken up in their order'and settled, 
Papi pine dle aly gent ether gy ee that were using my name with 
reference to business in my bureau reached me by receipt of a from a 
claimant inclosing their card. 

Ld . . 
The whole amount of claims represen ted by that firm docs not exceed 8 per 
cent. of the claims adjusted Fona aenea reported by this office 

In reference to the permission that General Shelley gave these claims 
lawyers to use his name, he has furnished me with several cards pub- 
lished by claims attorneys in which that practice has been permitted 
for a long time and never considered reprehensible, Here is the ‘‘of- 
fice of Henry M. Gitt, for the collection of Treasury, quartermaster, pen- 
sion, and other claims :” 

on. F. M. Cockrell, United States Senator; Dr. ©. D. 


References: H 
Medical Director United States Navy : General T. T. Crittenden, 
Missouri; General aera ors Ewert? Hon. W. F. Switzler. er 


1648 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


Jom, United States Senator, Illinois; Hon. L, E. Payson, Member of Congress, 

Dilinois; Hon. Burton C. Cook; Hon. W. B. Allison, United States Senator; 

‘on. Philetus Sawyer, United States Senator; Hon. D. M. Sabin, United States 

r; Hon. A.G, Curtin; Hon. J. D. Cameron, United States Senator; Hon. 

J. I. Mitchell; Col. C. C. Matson, Member of Indiana; Hon. J. N. 

Dolph, United States Senator; Hon. J. H. Mitchell, United States Senator; 
Hon. H. H. Markham.) 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator, in connection 
with that, if there is any accounting officer of the Treasury who had to 
pass upon the claims in the hands of claim agents who gave permission 
to refer to him? 

Mr. PUGH. This man advertises himself as a lawyer ‘‘ for the col- 
lection of Treasury, quartermaster, pension, and other claims.” Of 
course they did not have to pass upon them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did he refer to any accounting officer of the 
Treasury who had to pass upon those claims and before whom they 
would come for consideration ? 

Mr. PUGH. General Shelley had just said, and that is a part of the 
statement.that I made by his authority, that he never gave any per- 
mission to the Tallmadges to refer to him in reference to the prosecu- 
tion of claims in his bureau, and that the only permission he ever gave 
them was in regard to the collection of Indian depredation claims, and 
not the claims he had to consider as Fourth Auditor. That is the state- 
ment he has made, and it is no doubt true. I know General Shelley. 
He is a citizen of my State. I have known him for many years, and I 
know that he is incapable of wrong-doing in his office. 

As to this practice of allowing reference to be made, it has been done 
for years, and I think without any impropriety. Here is the card of 
“R. M. Thompson, specialty for rebate on tobacco claims before the 
‘Treasury Department,” who refers to ‘‘ Hon. John C. New, Assistant 
Secretary of the , Hon. A. U. Wyman, Treasurer, and R. F. Pat- 
terson, Collector of Internal Revenue.’’ Here is the card of ‘‘ Charles 
and William B. King, claims attorneys, act of June 3, 1884. Horse 
claims, bounty, widows’ pensions, property taken by the Army, and 
Indian depredations.’’ This refersto ‘‘ Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, Hon. J. 
N. DoLPH, Hon. JoHN H. MITCHELL, Hon. Joun H. REAGAN, and 
Hon. D. M. SABIN.” 

Here is the card of Allan Rutherford: 

Allan Rutherford (late Third Auditor United States Treasury), attorney and 
at law, Corcoran Buil „ etc., will ce before the Supreme Court 
Pune Gaited Siates, Court of Pinion e different 


ce, ury, War, Interior, and other 


partim Rosecra; f the 
an John C. New, Assistant Secretary United States oor A 

Who had to pass upon claims that he had prepared himself to prose- 

cute in the Treasury Department— 
Hon. James Gilfillan, Treasurer of the United States; Hon. Henry O. John- 
son, Commissioner of Customs; Hon. O. Ferriss, Second Anditor United States 
Treasury; Hon, E. W. Keightley, Third Auditor United States Treasury; Hon. 
Jacob H, Ela, Sixth Auditor United States Treasury; Hon. Samuel F, Phillips, 
Solicitor-General United States; General 0.0. Howard, United States Army. 

And so on. All these officers had to pass upon the claims submitted 
by these lawyers. IDRE 

I simply make this statement in justification of what General Shelley 
has done in respect to this ma’ In but one single instance has he 
allowed any reference to him, and that was in regard to the claims par- 
ties might have for Indian depredations. He never authorized the 
Tallimadges to refer to him in regard to any matter that he had to pass 
upon as Fourth Auditor. 

Here is a letter I neglected to read, that General Shelley wrote to a 
claimant in his bureau in reference to her claim, stating that it was not 
worth while for her to go to the expense of employing any attorney: 

In reply to your letter of the 25th ultimo, you are informed that there is no 
hecessity whatever for the employment of an attorney to prosecute a claim be- 
fore this office, but as r: have given Mr. Stryker the power of attorney, and 
he has filed the claim, I can not interfere in the matter, 

General Shelley said that in every instance he notified claimants 
that there was no necessity for them to employ an attorney to pros- 
ecute claims before him, 


DISPOSAL OF THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the 
disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the provis- 
ions of the homestead laws only; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. O. Barron and 64 others 
(26 voters and 39 women), citizens of Newington, Conn. ; the petition 
of J. H. Morris and 85 others (39 voters and 47 women), citizens of 
East Haven, Conn., and the tion of A. M. Bidwell and 23 others 
(13 voters and 11 women), citizens of Middletown, Conn., praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which were ordered to lie on the table’ 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Wigwam Lodge, No. 64, In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars, of West Brookfield, Mass., praying 


for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of L. P. Frost and 61 others (23 voters 
and 39 women), citizens of Medway, Mass., and the petition of T. J. 

and 53 others (23 voters and 31 women), citizens of Needham, 
Mass., praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional pro- 
hibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of R. S. Goodman and 42 others 
(23 voters and 20 women), citizens of Kendallville, Ind., praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of Sugar Creek, Wis., 
and a petition of citizens of Viroqua, Wis., praying for anamendment to 
the Constitution prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have here and present one of the stereotyped 
petitions, sent to me by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Mrs. J. C. Bateham, Painesville, Ohio, national superintendent, Sab- 
bath observance department, printed, and three names signed to it, 
Mr. A. F. Slawson, a merchant, Mr, Valentine Metz, a carpenter, and 
Mr. John L. Downer, a civil engineer, residing in the county of Jeffer- 
son, and town of De Soto, in the State of Missouri, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest bill. I move that the petition be referred tothe 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

_Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the St. Louis Gymnas- 
tic Society, ‘‘a corporation organized under the laws of Missouri,” 
and which ‘‘during the darkest days of the rebellion of 1861 to 1865 
stood true to the Union,” remonstrating ‘‘against the passage of the 
two measures introduced by Mr. BLAIR in the United States Senate, to 
wit: First, the so-called national Sunday bill; and second, the joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the Federal Constitution, the 
object of which seems to be the establishment of the Christian religion 
as a national religion.” The memorialists state that they consider 
these propositions as an infringement of the liberty of conscience and 
a violation of the spirit of our Constitution, and state their reasons 
very cogently against the passage of these two measures. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3938) granting the 
use of certain lands in the Hot Spring reservation, in the State of Ar- 
foie ty En aN Bprioga: Denevolens Association; which was read 

wice by i e, and, wit e accom; i rs, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ee SE ' 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3939) granting a pension to Robert W, 
Anders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-_ 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3940) granting a on to Bennett 
Cooper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


CARD-INDEX-RECORD OF VOLUNTEER REGIMENT. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to forward to the Sen- 
ate the card-index-record Lof one of the regiments of volunteers recently card: 


ied 
the same to be arran form similar to the examples printed on page 191 of 
Senate Report No. 507, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 


FISH AND FISHERIES REPORT. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and is hereby, instructed to print three additional volumes of Senate 
See apn pa err gg meaner ae Mopac ones pegaga — 
prising sections 6, 7, 8, and 9, being necessary for the completion of a report 

uarto form by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries upon the 
food-fish and ries of the United States, work upon which is now in progress 
under concurrent resolution of the Senate passed July 15-21, 1882. ihe en- 
paving ares for the additional volumes to be in relief, and to be contracted 

‘or by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing, and to receive the approval of the Commissioner before being accepted; 
the'work to be stereotyped, and 10,000 extra copies printed, of which 2.500 shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 for the use of the House, and 1,500 for the use of 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. There shall also be printed 1,000 extra 
copies for sale by the Public Printer, under such regulations as the Joint Com- 
mi on ting may ata price equal to the cost of publication and 
10 per cent. thereon added, 


Mr. COCKRELL. This publication has been in progress for some 
time. In my judgment the Public Printer already has ample authority 
to goon and complete these valuable publications, but there is some doubt 
in his mind in regard toit. I therefore present the resolution with the 
accompanying papers stating the case and ask that they be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and that the committee may take very 
early action upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


1889. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr, HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western 
Maryland Railroad Company; which were ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe naval appropriation bill; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
iis Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether; and 

A bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes, 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA, 
Mr. PLATT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bili (S. 185) to provide for the on of 
the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of North Dakota, ly report that having met, after full and free 
conference they have failed to agree. 


Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House of Representatives and ask for 
another conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLATT, Mr. 
CULLOM, and Mr. BUTLER were appointed. 


INAUGURATION ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to the very proper resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday, about taking order in 
relation to the inauguration of the President in the Senate Chamber, 
ete., I think it very proper, and therefore move that the President of 
the Senate be one of that committee. As it relates to the admissions 
and arrangements here in this wing of the Capitol, I think it is very 
desirable, and I hope it will be ble to my friend from Ohio that 
the President of the Senate be added to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair), The Sen- 
ate has heard the motion of the Senator from Vermont to add the Presi- 
dent of the Senate to the committee on the inaugural ceremonies. The 
question is on that motion. 

' The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that motion will not be pressed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Delaware. We have only a little over twenty days left 
of this session—Sundays and the Presidential count day come out—and 
I know that there are gentlemen who have important business in charge 
who think it very Lan ergo to use all the time, including Saturdays, 
and it seems to me that, while of course it is in order to submit the 
motion, it is not quite fair when so many Senators are absent, in a mo- 
ment’s pause, to bring on that motion. I ask the Senator, therefore, 
to withhold the motion. 

Mr. GRAY. I will defer to the wishes of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and as several Senators seem to desire that the Senate should 
not act upon the motion now, I withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has charge 
of the bill now under discussion what his wishes are in regard to the 


matter. 

Mr. FRYE. There can be no question aboutmy wishes. This rail- 
road funding bill has been in the Senate now for two or three weeks, 
and has given place from time to time to appropriation bills. I have 

ielded to other bills just so far as it was possible for me to do so and 
reasonably consistent in the performance of my duty. This isa 
very important bill, which, in my judgment, secures the United States 
absolutely in its debt, as absolutely as human payment can be made 
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secure; and it seems to me it is the duty of the United States Senate 
to stay here and consider this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether, 
if he and his committee had until Monday, they could report the Cen- 
tral Pacific bill so as to get it out of the way? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know whether the committee can or not. The 
committee meets to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock to consider the Cen- 
tral Pacific bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it would be well to give the committee 
to-morrow to consider it, and probably it would be as well to adjourn 
until Monday to facilitate that important business. 

Mr. FRYE. We can determine to-morrow morning before the meet- 
ing of the Senate whether or not we can offer a Central Pacific bill in 
connection with the pending bill. 

Mr. HOAR. With a Calendar of twenty-eight pages, with people 
who have a great many rights, important to them, undetermined, it 
seems to me not only unfair but I was going to say criminal for the 
Senate to abandon its duties. 

Mr. STEWART. If we can have the Calendar considered to-mor- 
row I shall be willing to have a session. 

Mr. HOAR. We shall have whatever is the most important busi- 


ness, 

Mr. STEWART. By unanimous consent the Senate can order that 
now. 

Mr. FRYE. You can not have unanimous consent, 

Mr. STEWART. Then let us adjourn over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations is not present, and I understood him to say to-day that he de- 
sired a session to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For what appropriation bill ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not know. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if it could be understood that the Senate 
would consider the Pacific railroad funding bill or the Calendar to- 
morrow, there would be no disposition to press the motion to adjourn 
over. Ifit be, therefore, understood that we shall go on with the con- 
sideration of this bill or the Calendar generally, we can make progress 
with the public business. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will understand—— ` 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. _I gave notice that I would call up immediately after 
2 o’clock to-morrow an appropriation bill, and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE] gave a similar notice. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
insist on his motion? 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask the Senate to consider the fortification 
a priation bill to-morrow. 

r. GRAY. Ifitis the wish of the chairman of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to finish the discussion of this bill to-morrow and 
continue the debate, if there can be anunderstanding of that kind-—— 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. It is impossible to finish the consideration of the 
Pacific railroad bill by an understanding, to-morrow. 

Mr, GRAY. I do not know whether it can be finished or not. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no expectation of finishing the consideration of 
the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. It will be continued, I suppose. 

Mr. FRYE. The difficulty about finishing the consideration of the 
bill is entirely apparent to Senators. I want to go on with its consid- 
eration. It is not a conflict touching the rights of the bill, or the pro- 
priety or justice of it. I shall insist to-morrow at 2 o’clock on going 
on with the regular order, unless there is an appropriation bill which 
demands the attention of the Senate at thattime. I shall permit noth- 
ing else to intervene to-morrow, except an appropriation bill, if I can 
help myself, unless the majority of the Senate overrules me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware in- 
sist on his motion? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to inquire of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations whether his committee can profitably 
employ the time to-morrow ? 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall certainly take up to-morrow the appro- 

riation bill which the Senator’s colleague [Mr. DAWEs] hasin 

here is no telling how long it will take. There are a number of con- 
ference reports that must be taken up, even to the exclusion of appro- 
priation bills, and I think some of them will be ready to-morrow. It 
does not seem to me that we can properly adjourn over until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is now on the motion 
of the Senator from Delaware, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 
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INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. FRYE. I insist on the regular order, which is Senate bill 
3401. j 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7,1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide 
for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the United 
States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned. 

Mr. MITCHELL,. I ask that the pending question be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to recommit the bill with 
instructions, submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


an act ap- 
1878, both in amendment 
of said first-mentioned act; and to provid» for a settlement of claims growing 
out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, 
and to secure to the United States pone ap ara of all indebtedness of certain of 

com es therein mentioned, accompanying report, No. 1950, first 
session Fifticth Congress, be, and the same is hereby, recommitted to the Se- 
lect Committee on the President's Mı transmitting the Re: of the Pacific 
Railway Commission, with instructions to include in said bill such proposed 
legislation as in the judgment of such committee is proper, providing for the 
ascertainment of the amount of tl.e indebtedness to the Government justly pay- 
able, due and to become due. ig res Central Pacific ailroad Company as the 
successor to the Central Pacific lroad Company of California and the West- 
ern Pacific Railroad ! ompany, in respect of the bonds of the United States here- 
tofore issued to aid in t' e construction of the Central Pacific and the Western 
Pacific Railroads, and for the proper security and funding of the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] is entitled to the floor on the pending question, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, as I was saying when I yielded 
to a motion to adjourn when this subject was last before the Senate (on 
Monday last), the legislation heretofore hadin regard to the general sub- 
ject of the Pacific railroad indebtedness has always dealt with the two 
companies, Union Pacific and Central Pacific, as one general subject. 
I had further suggested in that connection that all efforts heretofore 
made by Congress to provide means for the creation of a sinking fund 
that would eventually and in the end secure to the Government of the 
United States the payment of the debts due the Government by the 
Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies had been failures. In 
that connection I had rehearsed toa certain extent the history of legis- 
lation, and the pro) legislation heretofore enacted and pro: at 
different times in the Senate in regard to this matter. When I yielded 
to a motion to adjourn, I had placed in juxtaposition so far as [ could 
the funding act of 1878 known as the Thurman act and the bill known 
as the Matthews bill reported from the Committee on Railroads of the 
Senate at about the same time thatthe Thurman bill was reported from 
the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. 

My purpose in doing that was to show, as I think I can very clearly, 
that the Congress of the United States when it incorporated the Thur- 
man bill into law instead of the Matthews bill made a very great mis- 
take in so far as the interests of the Government are concerned. 

Now, Mr. President, I propose to examine the Thurman act and the 
Matthews bill. I propose to show, as I think every one now concedes, 
that the Thurman act, now in operation something over ten years, has 
been in every essential particular an absolute failure. 

Now, Mr. President, let us examine briefly what has been accom- 
plished under the Thurman act; what p has been made towards 
the liquidation of the great debt; how much of a sinking fund has been 
accumulated under its provisions; and I will first inquire as to the 
situation at the expiration of eight years and five months from the date 
of its passage or down to October 1, 1886. 

According to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of January 


22, 1887, in answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives of | of the bond. 


January 20, 1887, there was in the Treasury of the United States asum 
total in cash and bonds to the credit of the sinking fund of the Pacific 
railroads on October 1, 1886, of only $10,173,962.88. Of this amount 
but $5, 467,370.51 were invested in bonds and accumulating interest, 
while nearly one-half of the whole amount, or the balance of $4,706,- 
592.37, was uninvested, and just so mueh dead capital in the vaults 
of the Treasury credited to the sinking fund, earning nothing, either 
for the companies or the Treasury of the United States. The aceount 
between the two companies, Union and Central Pacific, respectively, 
aceording to this letter, is stated as follows: 

There was to the credit of the Union Pacific October 1, 1836, bonds, 


the market value of which on that date was. .....- 36, 701, 812. 72 
And cash uninvested -. 153,699.33 


Total to the credit of the Union Paciffic,..sssscrerseceseserereeseseree 6, 855, 512. 05 


The account of the Central Pacific Company stood as follows: 
Bonds, the market value of which on that date, October 1, 1886, was..$1, 042, 004.81 
Total to the credit of the Central Pacific........ccseesssereeeeeees 3,318, 450, 83 


In other words, the sum total of cash and then present market value 
of bonds of both companies in the Treasury of the United States to 
the credit of the sinking fund on October 1, 1886, was but $10,173, 962,88, 
and of this amount but $5,467,370.51 were invested in bonds and ac- 
cumulating interest; while the balance of $4,706,592.37 was lying idle 
in the vaults of the Treasury as unproductive capital, bringing in 
nothing either to the Government or the railroad companies. 

But of the amount then (October 1, 1886) in this sinking fund but 
a very small proportion had been paid in cash by either the Union Pa- 
cific Railway Company or the Central Pacific Railroad Company. Con- 
siderably over two-thirds of the whole amount had arisen from trans- 
portation service, while considerably less than one-third of the amount 
was cash payments arising from the 25 per cent. on net earnings, 

On January 20, 1886, a little over three years ago, according to the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of that date, the sum total in 
the sinking fund was $9,229,906.39, made up as follows: 


Union Pacific: 
Transportation S€rvice...cssssssssssaserserssnsencnecsnsscesssessrsersssesncesee SE, 207, 304, S3 
Cash payments ...,......0006 BAN . 1,421,714. 46 
Interest on investMeontS...essessscssssossossssovsesosossossssserossessosoeesossess 868, 261. 44 
A EEE AO E O O SA e 6, 052, 340, 23 
Central Pacific ade a 
‘Transportation service... oo weenessen: x 933, 10 
Cash payments............. on 992, 48 
Interest on investments... 259, 640. 58 
NEEDY I Reread rd Bree RPC Te Hee E LE 8,177, 506,16 


The exact proportion of each item of transportation service, cash pay- 
ments, and interest on investments, whichin October, 1886, constituted 
the sum of $10,173,962.88 then in the sinking fund, I am not able to 
state, but the probability is the proportion is about the same as in the 

receding January, which I have just given. 

That was the condition of affairs three years ago, or rather two years 
and four months ago. How do the accounts stand to-day? A correct 
statement demonstrates conclusively that asthe roll on the situa- 
tion of the Government in respect of the probability of its ever realiz- 
ing under the operation of the Thurman act any considerable portion 
of the immense debt owing from these railroad companies to the United 
States becomes more and more desperate; and the facts so patent to 
all, so pregnant witha meaning which can not be misunderstood, appeal 
to the Congress for such speedy and reasonable action as may result in 
securing the co-operation of these companies in the establishment and 
carrying out of such monetary arrangements as may be just and honor- 
able, alike to the Government and the companies, and which will 
ultimately reimburse the United States for every dollar, principal and 
interest, justly due her. 

How, then, do the accounts stand to-day? What has been the result 
of the operation of the Thurman sinking-fund act down to the present 
hour? But I will first attract attention to the situation on November 
1, 1887, fifteen monthsago. From the report of the United States Pa- 
cific Railway Commission of December 1, 1887 (Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 51, first session Fiftieth Congress), pages 16 and 17, the con- 
dition of the sinking fund of the bond-aided Pacific railroad companies 
on November 1, 1887, will be seen. I send to the Secretary’s desk and 
ask that the portions I bave marked may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 1, 1837. 

Sır: In reply to the ons Royer questions in behalf of the Pacific Railway 
Commission, proposed by its statistician November 23, to wit: 

1, What was the market value as of November 1, 1887, of the securities and 
eash in the sinking funds of each of the bond-aided Pacific railroads; that is, 
ofthe Union Pa: and the Central Pacific? 

e Par value of securities and cash in said sinking funds as of November 1, 
de 

3. Total of amounts paid by each company into said sinking funds, ineluding 
all credits to them. 

4. What will be the present worth, as of July 1, 1989, of the debt due by each 
-aided Pacific railroads? 

I would say that my answers to the questions 1, 2, and 3 are expressed in the 
accompanying Table A. 

In answer to fourth question, I would say that the tworth of indebted- 
ness, as of July 1, 1888, not tak: into aecount the n of the sinking 
fund, in which the Government a contingent interest, is shown in the ac- 
companying Table B, where the data were arrived ‘at, respectively, by the fol- 
lowing process: To the principal to be paid at maturity is added the interest at 
the rate of 6 per cent. per annum from the dates of deliv: of the bonds to 
the several companies to maturity. From this are deducted the payments 
the bond and interest account to November 1, 1887, increased by estimated 
ditions to July 1, 1888, The remainder is then discounted from maturity to J 
1, 1888, at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum. 

In my letter of the 19th ultimo the par value of the securities in the sinking 
Scrat 8 the several roads was employed. 

ours, respectfully, 
E, D, ELLIOTT, 
Government Actuary. 
Hon., Huse S. THOMPSON, 
Assistant Secretary of ihe Treasury. 
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Railroads. 


Central Pacific...... 
Kansas Pacific.. 
Union Pacilic..... 


E. B. ELLIOTT, Government Actuary. 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
December 1, 1887. 


TABLE B.—Slatement of the present values of the debis of the bond-aided roads dis- 
cate ona tage ti at simple interest and at interest compounded semi- 
ann i 


Principal to 
bo paid at ma- 
turity. 


Railroads, 


Central Pacific .........s010 seer ses 


Kansas Pacific, .....ucecreevssccese 
Union Pacific, .,......ccrsesersrrses 
Central Branch Union Pacific. 
Western Pacific . dove cutie 


Sioux City and Pacific akcepenen 
ÅRTAL ....ceccesscceceseree 


Faseen ae x$ Han to 
e accoun! ion 
Railroads, November July 1, 
1, 1887. 1888. 
Central Pacific.... $6, 194, 012. 35 $6, 612.35 | $65, 962, 32 
Kansas Pacific... 3,539, 249.31 3, 815. 749. 31| 13, me 193.78 
Union Pacific...... 11, 901, 642. 63 12, 160, 542. 63 63, 191, 805, 22 
Central Branch 
Union Pacific... 316, 124.12 323, 024. 12 4,108, 534, 14 
Western Pacific... 9, 367. 00 9, 567.00 5, 423, 462.74 
Sioux City and 
Pacific ....0022 000006 181, 923, 62 134, 823. 62 4, 374, 432.17 
Aggregate....| 22,002, 319. 03 430,000 | 22,572,319.03 | 156,312, 440.47 
Worth as of July 1, 1838, dis- 
counted from said remainder 
Ja Period f at 3 per cent, per annum. 
Railroads, Caan ror ma- o pepe an 
arity. o m: y. 
Simple äis. | Compound ale 
count. annual), 
Central Pacific......) Nov. 18, 1897 $50, 320. 80 419, 042, 29 
Kansas Pacific......| Nov. 21, 1898 iT 086° 731 90 sr 436,53 
Union Pacific........ Sept. 3, 1897 49, 557, 235. 20 ), 764. 07 
Central Branch 
Union Pacific.....| Oct. 19, 1896 3, 285, 495. 65 8, 204, $92, 83 
Western Pacific....| Sept. 5, 1898 155, 095, 92 4, 005, 805. 95 
Sioux City ard| . 
<esesevereeene| JOD. 1, 1898 8, 404, 226. 85 8, 296, 604. 50 
fren A el [Re ay Anal teat |S Soe nae 122, 482, 106.32 |. 118, 826, 696. 17 


B. B. ELLIOTT, Government Actuary, 


The United States sinking fund above referred tois the result of the opera- 
tion of the Thurman act, passed in May, 1878. Its framers ex; that this 
fund would reach much larger proportions, but these anticipations have not 
been realized. This failure has been due to two prominent causes: 

First. The very large decrease in the net earnings of the company, on which 
the 25 per cent. reserved by the act was to be computed; which decrease has, in 
the main, been caused by the very large reductions in freight and passenger 
rates which have occurred during the past four years. 

Second. The failure of the fund to earn compound interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent., asbad been expected. 

Other causes may have contributed, but the two named are the controlling 
causes to which the failure of the Thurman act is due. It is universally con- 
rig b baht ie A eee Taon ren ns rpg eyed study, that 

and w al utely impossible for the Union Pacific Railway or system 
to pay the indebtedness to the United States at its maturity. z. z 
approaching an examination of the subject of remedial legislation, we 


have endeavored to be guided by the directions of the act, and to submit a 
scheme which shall secure to the United States full Ly fewer of all debts due it 
from said company, with a reasonable rate of interest, having due regard tothe 
financial abilit; said company, and the proper conduct of its business, in such 
manner as shall afford efficient service to the public. 

The principal considerations which have moved us are the following: 

First. e system requiring annual paymentsof a percentage of net earnings 
is undesirable, and should be radically altered. The method of of 
net earnings leads to endless disputes and difficulties. The distribution net 
earnings as between the system and theaided road isa complicated and difficult 
problem, requiring a vast amount of Pre sear pars. N and leading, at all points, to 
differences of opinion as to the propriety of including alleged earnings or de- 
ducting alleged expenses. These differences of opinion have develo) into an 
incessant course of litigation, recrimination, complaints of unjust dealing on one 
side, and complaints of unjust avoidance of obligation on the other. 

In the bills which are herewith submitted the payments to be made by the re- 
spective companies are fixed by the semi-annual amount of the interest accru- 
ing on their bonds, and by a fixed percentage of the outstandin: konaa alr geo 
is directed to be paid annually into a sinking fund, In the event ofa re on 
the part of the companies to accept the terms offered to them by these bills, the 
commission has found it impossible to substitute for the present system a 
method of fixed payments, however carnestly desiring to do so. 

g s s * * * * 

The method of fixed payments avoids all the difficulties above referred to, 
avoids the uncertainties arising from fluctuating business, can be so adjus 
as to give a much better assurance of a successful result, and is therefore more 
just to the Government of the United States. 

s s * e s e s 

The reservations in the original enactments of 5 per cent. of net earnings and 
one-half the United States transportation earned had but little effect in reduc- 
ing the amount of the debt. The Thurman act, as we haye seen, has not proved 
much more efficient. 

* + è $ s e 

The same consideratigns which have influenced the action of the commission 
in regard to the Union c are equally applicable to the Central Pacific Rail- 
road. It is extremely desirable to terminate the system of percen payment 
of net earnings and to substitute therefor annual payments of fixed sums. It 
is equally desirable to terminate the incessant controversies and litigations 
arising between this company and the Government in relation to their mutual 
duties and obligations, 

$ s * * $ s 

It does not seem to the commission thatthe companies have any rightto com- 

pen of the percentages proposed. It is true that neither the principal nor the 

nterest due to the United States will mature until 1897; but it is equally true 
that it is the duty of these companies to make adequate provision for the pay- 
ment of their obligations at maturity. The percentages called for in nocase ex- 
ceed the amount required to attain the proposed object. Under the decisions of 
the courts, all sums required to keep the roadsin full and efficient operation 
and in complete repair, and such payments for the construction and betterment 
as are pupeny chargeable to income, are to be allowed before the net earnings 
areascertained, ‘Theonly burden, therefore, is placed on the stockholders; and, 
as is clearly stated in the, sinking fund case (99 U. S., 700), it is the duty of the 
corporation to make provision for the discharge of its obligations before making 
any division whatever among its iders, 


Mr. MITCHELL. That the condition of this fund and the effect of 
its operation may be presented in consecutive order I ask the 
to read a short extract from the report of the directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad made September 13, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


CONDITION OF SINKING FUND. 


The sinking funds of the Union and Central Pacific companies held by the 
Treasurer of the United States December 31, 1886, amounted to $1 756.68, the 
Union Pacific having to its credit $6,921,808.74, and the Central $3,402,- 


947.94, 
The premium paid on bonds for the sinking fund of the Union Pacific to De- 
cember 31, 1886, amounted to $1,322, 1 and interest received to $572,891.61. 
we =R San Pacific the premium amounted to $218,963.73 and the interest to 
„553,97, 
Since the creation of these funds the Secretary of the Treasury has made the 
following investments to December 31, 1886 : 


Character of bonds. 


Funded loan of 1881,5 per cent. ex- 
tended at 3 per cent... 
Funded loan of July 
Funded loan of 1907, 4 per cent......... 
Currency sixes, subsidy bonds... 


PRINCI DO csi coieesepiaiiesseanss tipassa 
Less 3 per cent. bonds redeemed......... 
Present principal 
Premium paid ....secscecsccereeeeees 


Total cost........ seeeeeevereecseoseersereesee| 6, 848, 153. 81 | 1,056, 963.73 


Included in the above investments for the Union Pacific are $260,000, invested 
August 30, 1886, in the 4 per cent. funded loan of 1907 at a premium of $68,575, and 
$430,000 invested December 11, 1886, in United Siutes currency sixes (subsidy 
bonds) at a premium of $133,858.75. 

There remained in the Treasury of the United States uninvested December 
31, 1885, the following amounts: 


Credit of the Union Pacific........ssscsssvssssceseoese tessee vonseee sse $78, 654. 93 
Credit of the Central Pacific... 0... .csies.sccsorescescesscosens wee 2,345, 984. 21 
TORRE. io evesreseensv caves aa SAE EELIST EN 2, 419, 639 14 


Mr. MITCHELL. In order that the exact status of this fand might 
be brought down to the very latest possible date, I on the 30th of 


g 
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month presented to the Senate a resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury for certain information, That resolution was adopted 
and is incorporated in the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury respond- 
ing to the same, which was transmitted to the Senate on the 6th of the 
present month. The document was ordered printed in document form 
and is Senate Executive Document No. 100, second session Fiftieth Con- 
gress. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
accompanying statement as to the status of the sinking fund on the Ist 
day of the present month be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 5, 1889. 

~ Sm: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of January 30, 1889— 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate as to the amounts, respectively, in the sinking fund to the credit of 
the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad Com nies, respectively, on the 
lst day of February, 1889, under the operation of what is commonly known as 
the ‘Thurman sinking-fund act;’ stating the amounts of each invested in bonds, 
the character of bonds, and the amounts in cash to the credit of each company 
on said date, together with a statement of the market value in cash of the bonds 
to the credit of each of such companies on said date, and the difference in amount, 
if any, between such present cash value, including the cash on hand, and the 
amount of cash that would have been in such fund to the credit of each of such 
companies on stat 1, 1889, provided no investments whatever in bonds had 
been made of any portion of such funds” — 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement showing the information 
called for by said resolution. 

Respectfully, yours, 


0. 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore United Slates Senate. 


Character of bonds, ete, 


Market value 
February 1, 


UNION PACIFIC, 


Government tra: tion with- 
held under act of Y Ty ISTE... con ess feee soi 
Cash payments by the company un- 
der section 4,,.,...00-recseeserssseersseesensens| sesenreeesesseresesnens|esecenssastenvecs seoses 


Total...soossasossosssessscessesoe 


Funded loan of 1907. ....sese s+ 
Se ia Gata 
n e, KERA 
Central Pacific, first mortgage........... 
Cash uninvested...,...0..csveeeer 


Total; cnscccsccccccccssnctocegpavecesecences 


seers serene | ser eeeees ceseseeeeseees tee: 


nena eee eeereneners 


Aes eeewe ten eecees scores 


CENTRAL PACIFICO, 


rtation with- 
VT, UBB .ncacseartovnnccococssesecececose|ovecbesectovense veces 


Government trans: 
held under act of 


Cash payments by the company 
under section 4..,,......00-seoseesssererressne| ons 
TOCA D  oivcccntcs scones ontpesen 


United States currency sixes... 
Central Pacific, first mortgage 

Union Pacific, first mortgage... 
Cash uninvested o.s sses 


eA OeREH AERA PAEED! ea pennnnererene ancnnere 


ane feessesseessesereseesses|essesersssesesess soree 


Mr. MITCHELL. While that statement presents in a certain form 
the present condition of the sinking fund, it is in a sense misleading; 
that is to say, there does nob appear from this statement very clearly 
the amount paid by the Government in the way of premiums on the 
securities in which these investments have been made. It gives sim- 
ply the face value of the securities in which the funds have been in- 
vested, and the market value of those same securities on the 1st day of 
February, 1889; and it gives in another column the receipts from Gov- 
ernment transportation withheld under the act of May 7, 1878, and the 
eash payments by the companies under section 4; but, as I say, if does 
not appear very plainly, to say the least, from this statement what 
amount was paid out in premiums. 

I have that statement here unofficially, and I propose to call atten- 
tion to it for the purpose of showing how absolutely absurd and inef- 
ficient has been the operation of this sinking fand, and how unjust it 
has been both to the Government and the railroad companies. Ina 
word, it may be stated in this wise: These funds were invested in se- 
eurities at a very high premium. Of course they do not bear interest 
upon the amount of the face value and the premium, but only upon 
their nominal value; and not only that, but as the time between the 
date of purchase of these securities and the date when they mature be- 
comes lessened, as a matter of course the premium on the securities 
becomes gradually lessened from day to day and from year to year, so 
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that the Secretary of the Treasury, conforming of course to the pro- 
visions of this funding act, has been from time to time paying immense 
premiums on securities in order to get an investment for these funds, 
and then when the bonds are called of course there is an immense loss 
upon the premium, and the result is that neither the Government nor 
the railroad companies get any benefit from the investment, but on the 
contrary suffer an absolute loss. 

For instance, it will be seen from the statement which has just been 
read at the desk stating the situation on the Ist day. f this month that 
$2,584,000 of Central Pacific funds were invested in United States cur- 
rency sixes. It does not appear from this statement what premium 
was paid on that investment, but I have it here in an unofiicial state- 
ment from the Department, which shows the exact amount paid by 
way of premium on each invesiment made. 

That $2,584,000 was invested at eight different times. July 1, 1887, 
$119,000 were inyested in United States currency sixes, and on that 
amount a premium of $35,105 was paid. Again, April 12, 1887, $325,- 
000 were invested in thesame securities, on which a premium of $111,- 
330 was paid. July 21, 1887, $600,000 were invested in the same se- 
curities, and a premium of $204,255.61 was paid; and soon. Without 
stopping to go through the whole list, the matter may be summed up 
with the statement that on those investments, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to $2,584,000, premiums were paid to the extent of $873,129.92. 

Those premiums of course were constantly falling off, becoming less, 
and will continue to become less from year to year. When they are 
called in they will perhaps be worth par, and no more. The result is, 
unless the interest on the securities amounts to more than the loss by 
way of premiums, there is an absolute loss both to the Government 
and the railroad companies. In fact there was a loss, as appears from 
one of the reports made recently, I think it is the report of the Pa- 
cifie Railway Commission; and I think the same thing is incorporated 
in the ig made by the chairman of the select committee, the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. FRIR; that on certain securities called at a cer- 
tain time there was an absolute loss of some $48,000; that is to say, the 
amount for which the securities sold was less by $48,000 than the in- 
terest that accrued on them while they were held in the sinking fund. 

But we go a step further and we find that $593,090 of this Central 
Pacific sinking fund were invested in Central Pacific first-mortgage and 
Union Pacific first-mortgage bonds, and on those investments premiums 
were paid to the extent of $94,491.25. What is the result? As the 
time of maturity approaches the premium constantly goes down, and 
the result will be when redeemed there will be a loss by way of reduc- 
tion in premium perhaps nearly or quite to the extent of the interest 
the securities brought in while held in the sinking fund. 

Recapitulating, we find the face value of these securities $3,141,000, 
whereas the actual cost of which was $4,108,621.17, while the present 
value is but $3,820,902.50, or a loss to-day, if thematter were closed 
ont, on those investments alone of $287,729.17, while if the matter is 
not closed out, if these bonds are not taken up until maturity, the loss 
to the companies and the Government would be $967,621.17, or the 
total premium. Of course the interest, whatever it amounted to, 
would have to be deducted from that in estimating the actual loss. 

So the effect of the Thurman act of 1878 has been to cause milliont 
of this fund, in the first place, for several years to lie idle in the Treas- 
ury, bringing in nothing; and secondly, when by a change in the law 
the Secretary of the Treasury was permitted to invest in the bonds ot 
the companies instead of United States securities, he was compelled to 
to pay these immense premiums, all of which, if the securities are not 
redeemed until they mature, will be lost to the Government. 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. Under the Thurman act, owing 
to the great number of important questions of fact and law left open 
to determination under its provisions, ever since that act went into op- 
eration there has been a continual and aggravating controversy, legis- 
lative, judicial, departmental, and otherwise, going on between the 
Government and these railroad companies as to what constituted the 
net earnings of the roads, and as to the proper construction of the act 
in determining what are net earnings and other important matters. 

Asrailroads havesprung into existence throughout the Western coun- 
try, paralleling in many instances, to a great extent, the aided roads, 
some of these owned and controlled by persons largely interested in the 
aided roads, innumerable questions as to good faith upon the part of 
the companies—questions as to whether the aided roads are being dis- 
criminated against and freights diverted to non-aided roads, thus de- 
priving the aided roads of their legitimate business and consequently 
reducing the amount of net earnings upon which the 25 per cent. is, 
under the provisions of the Thurman act, to be paid into the Treasury; 
and all manner and kinds of controversies have arisen, and the result 
is, and has been, a hand-to-hand conflict between creditor and debtor, 
no concert of action toward a common, desirable and honorable end— 
that is, the payment of an honorable, just debt on the one hand, and 
its collection in a reasonable, just, and proper manner on the other. 

Crimination, recrimination, accusation, and resentment have been 
the order, of the day, and as a result, after ten years and over of pro- 
longed contention, nothing being permanently settled nor any good re- 
sults achieved, the Government finds itself, under the operation of the 
Thurman funding act, not only failing to reduce the aggregate of the 
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indebtedness, but actually permitting its increase annually for several 
years to the tune of over fifteen hundred thousand dollars; and hence 
after nearly ten years’ experience Congress was forced, actually driven, 
to the necessity, it would seem, in order to ascertain the exact rela- 
tions between these companies and the Government, which the Gov- 
ernment, it seems, has failed to ascertain under the provisions of the 
Thurman act, to inaugurate an investigation at an expense of $100,000 
and over and a delay of over two years. Such has been some of the 
effects in the interest of the Treasury of the United States, or more 
properly speaking in direct opposition to such interest, of the origi- 
nally much-lauded Thurman act. 

How that great lawyer and universally conceded honest man, Hon.. 

Allen G. Thurman, and the equally great jurist and conscientious Sen- 
ator, the present distinguished chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the Senate, and through whose great efforts it became a law, 
could have been so fearfully mistaken as to the probable effects of 
the bill is one of those mysteries not easy of solution. Ten years ago 
he who dared express an opinion here or elsewhere in opposition to the 
Thurman bill or the Thurman act was branded inferentially if not 
directly as a traitor to the best interests of the Government, as being 
an ally of corporations, as false to his official trust, while to-day not a 
solitary officer of the Government either high or low in official station, 
not a statesman in all the realm, can be found to acknowledge it a suc- 
cess, while some of the very men, the able and distinguished Senators 
who were the authors of that piece of legislation, are, in the light of 
its practical operations, reluctantly compelled to admit its total inef- 
ficiency and absolute worthlessness. 
* Icome now, for the purpose of not only summarizing the salient 
points in the legislative history of this great controversy, but of illus- 
trating the theory which in my judgment should be adopted in dealing 
with the railroads, as well also for the purpose of enforcing my conten- 
tion that the whole subject of Pacific railroad indebtedness should be 
dealt with at one and the same time, to compare with this Thurman 
act the bill reported from the railroad committee by Senator Matthews 
eleven years ago, and then I should be glad to have an intelligent re- 
sponse from any member of any committee of this Senate as to which 
of the two—the Matthews billor the Thurman act—would, in the light 
of the history of the past ten years, have been most to the interest of 
the Treasury of the United States. Of course I could hardly amet 
the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Committee even at this late 
date to admit the claim made by me for the Matthews bill. 

And here let it be observed that the principle of the Matthews bill 
was based upon the theory of co-operation and mutual agreement be- 
tween creditor and debtor concerning the adjustment and payment by 
the one and the collection by the other of one of the largest debts 
everincurred by private individuals in the business transactions of the 
world. It sought a final solution of this gigantic question by an ami- 
eable arrangement whereby upon reasonable terms, alike honorable 
and fair both to the Government and the companies, in view of all the 
surrounding circumstances, a fund could be created and an arrange- 
ment perfected that;would secure to the Government a reimbursement 
of every dollar of this immense indebtedness. 

It sought to take this controversy over the collection ofa debt border- 
ing on $150,000, 000 from the halls of legislation and the political arena, 
where for years it had been the foot-ball of political and nal con- 
flict and the chess-board of stock-jobbing; from thejudicial courts and 
Executive Departments, where successive contests had been carried for- 
ward month after month and year after year, estranging and embitter- 
ing those whose mutual interests on the contrary imperatively de- 
manded a disposition of mutual concession and friendly co-operation, 
to the great end that a just and generous Government should receive in 
due season and on proper and reasonable terms its honest and just dues; 
and also that those who had been the recipients of the nation’s bounty 
in the construction of the Pacific railroads might honorably and in 
proper spirit discharge a just and binding obligation of immense mag- 
nitude. 

And now to a comparison of the provisions and requirements of the 
Matthews with the Thurman bill; and I know of no better way in 
which I can illustrate the propriety of my present claim that the Con- 

should not attempt to deal piece-meal with this important sub- 
ject, but should grapple the whole controversy at once. The Matthews 
bill was based on a theory that left it free from all manner of difficulty. 
It was a plain and direct proposition to the aided companies that they 
‘should pay into the United States Treasury so much—a certain speci- 
fied, fixed sum—on March 31, 1878, to wit, the sum of $2,000,000 to- 
ward the commencement of a sinking fund, a nucleus, and then so 
much more—a certain, definite, specified sum—irrespective of their 
gross or net earnings, every six months thereafter, on the 1st days of 
October and April of each succeeding year, commencing October 1, 1878, 
and ending October 1, 1900; and this I have said irrespective of the 
amountof either net orgross earnings of either company. Thatis tosay, 
a sum equal to $2,000,000 was to be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States March 31, 1878, and placed to the credit of a sink- 
ing fund, and then each company was required to pay on the 1st days 
of October and April of each succeeding year until the bonds were 
fully matured in 1900 the sum of $500,000; that is, each company— 
the Union Pacific and Central Pacific—were to pay into the sinking 


fund annually the sum of $1,000,000, the aggregate to be paid by 
the two companies semi-annually was to be $1,000,000, and annu- 
ally $2,000,000 from October 1, 1878, to October 1, 1900—this irre- 

tive of any question as to the cost of operating the roads, as to 

e@ amount of business transacted, the cost of maintaining the road, 
as to the amount of gross or net earnings, or as to what constituted net 
earnings, as to business connections or rivalries with other roads, or 
any other matter whatsoever connected with the operation or business 
of the companies. 

These payments of $2,000,000 annually—$1,000,000 semi-annually— 
were to continue for a period of twenty-two years, and at the expira- 
tion of that time, the principal of the bonded indebtedness being then 
due, any balance remaining due from either of said companies on ac- 
count of principal and interest, that is to say, on October 1, 1900, was, 
after deducting the amount standing to the credit of the sinking fund, 
to be divided into fifty equal semi-annual installments, to be paid by 
said companies respectively, one of which was to be paid on the Ist day 
of April and one on the Ist day of October in each year, with all ac- 
crued interest from October 1, 1900, on any balance remaining unpaid 
atthe date of maturity of each installment, and at the same rate of in- 
terest per annum paid by the United States on the larger part of its pub- 
lic debt on the ist day of January preceding the date of payment of 
the several installments. 

This bill, as I have stated, was intended as a fall and final adjust- 
ment between the United States and these railroad companies in refer- 
ence to this great controversy. It was then generally understood— 
most certainly was it so understood by the members of the Committee 
on Railroads in the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress, when this 
bill was reported from that committee by Senator Matthews with the 
approval of its every member—that while the representatives of the 
companies affected by it insisted strenuously, as they didin arguments 
before the committee, that the terms were more rigorous than they 
shguld be; that for the sake of securing a final settlement of the con- 
troversy, and of withdrawing it forever from the halls of legislation 
and the forum of courts, they would, if nothing better could be tendered, 
accept its terms should it become a law, and take the necessary steps 
on their own account to invest the required $2,000,000 at once, and to 
provide a fund from which the sum of $1,000,000 each six months and 
$2,000,000 every year could be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the sinking fund proposed by the provisions of 
the Matthews bill. And hence it was that in the fifth section of that 
bill it was provided as follows: 

That this act shall take effect upon its acceptance by said railroad companies, 
or if accepted by any one of said companies, then as to the companies so accept- 
ing the same, which acceptance shall be filed with the Scretary of the Treasury 
within four months the passage of this act and shall show that said com- 
pany or said companies have agreed to the same at a meeting of stockholders. 

Suppose, therefore, Mr. President, that this bill, instead of the Thur- 
man bill had become a law, and had been accepted by the companies 
and its provisions complied with, what manifestly and unquestionably 
would have been theresult as compared with the results actually experi- 
enced under the Thurman act? Can any one doubt in the light of the 
history of the past ten years as to the great advantage the Government 
would have realized under this bill as compared with that it has real- 
ized under the Thurman act; to say nothing of the great importance to 
all concerned of securing at that time a complete and final settlement 
of this disturbing and perplexing problem. 

Under the latter we had, as we have seen, in this sinking fund in the 
Treasury of the United States October 1, 1886, including accumulations 
of interest on the 25 per cent. of ascertained net earnings paid in, the 
sum total of but $10,173,962.88, whereas under the Matthews bill we 
would have had on that date, under acompliance of its provisions upon 
the part of the companies, exclusive of interest on any part of the dif- 
ferent semi-annual payments, the sum of $18,000,000, or nearly double, 
saying nothing whatever of interest’ on semi-annual payments, the 
amount accumulated under the Thurman act, including accumulated ` 
interest to that date, while to-day we would under the Matthews bill 
have had, exclusive of interest on any part of the fund, over $23,000,- 
000 in the sinking fund to the credit of these companies, as against the 
sum of $11,243,271.14, or less than one-half the amount in that fund 
on the first day of the present month, exclusive of interest on invest- 
ments, 

But when we come to add the accumulations in the shape of interest, 
even at 5 per cent., as stipulated in the Thurman act, there would, 
had the Matthews bill instead of the Thurman act become the law, 
been a sum total in the sinking fund in October, 1886, of over $26,000,- 
000 instead of the $10,173,962.88 we then had under the Thurman act; 
while to-day we would have had nearly $32,000,000 in such fund as 
against $12,852,226.74, or but little in excess of one-third this amount, 
including principal and interest, on investments now in such fund un- 
der the operation of the Thurman act; while at interest computed ac- 
cording to the rule prescribed in the Matthews bill—that is to say, 
interest on all sums placed to the credit of the sinking fund, to be 
credited and added thereto semi-annually, at the rate of 6 per cent. 


r annum—the amount in the sinking fund to-day would be over 
$35 000,000 as against less than $13,000,000, by nearly $150,000 real- 
ized under the Thurman act. 


But let us inquire as to how the accounts would stand with the indi- 
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vidual companies in respect of amount in sinking fund had the Mat- 
thews bill become a law as compared with its present condition under 
operation of the Thurman Act, Take the Central Pacific Company, for 
instance. Under the operation of the Thurman Act on October 1, 
1886, in the sinking fund to the credit of that company, including eash 
payments and transportation service and not including interest on in- 
vestment, the sum was only $2,917,925.58, and including the sum of 
$259,640.58 interest on investments, a sum total of but $3,177,566.16, 
while only $1,042,004.31 of this amount was then invested in bonds 
and bearing interest. 

Now, then, under the provisions of the Matthews bill, so roundly de- 
nounced at the time it was being urged, had it instead of the Thurman 
bill been enacted, and its provisions complied with, there would have 
been on October 1, 1886, in the Treasury of the United States in the 
Pacific Railroad sinking fund to the credit of the Central Pacific com- 
pany, a sum exclusive of all interest on investments, of $9,000,000, as 
against the sum of $2,917,925.58 then found there under the Thurman 
act, while with interest accumulations, as in the Matthews bill pro- 
vided, the amount would then have been about $10,500,000, as com- 
pared with the then sum total including accumulations of interest un- 
der the Thurman act. 

But not only so. Under the Matthews bill, had it become a law 
instead of the Thurman bill, there would, to say nothing whatever of 
interest on semi-annual payments paid in during the forty-four periodic 
terms of twenty-two years until the principal of the bonds matured, 
have been paid to the credit of the sinking fund in the Treasury of the 
|United States the sum of $47,000,000 in cash toward the liquidation of 
ithe indebtedness; and this, too, irrespective of the question as to whether 
jeither of said companies had realized 5 per cent. or 200 per cent. net 
earnings; but when we come to consider the proper and reasonable 
‘accumulations of interest.on that fund, even on the principle of deter- 
mining as to the rule of interest as prescribed in the Thurman act, 
which suggested as preferable investments in 5 per cent. interest-bear- 
iing bonds of the United States, the amount that would have been in 
‘the sinking fund in the Treasury of the United States October 1, 
1900, to be applied in liquidation of the indebtedness in connection with 
former repayments of interest by the companies, would have canceled 
nearly $100,000, 000 of the debt; while under the provisions of the Mat- 
_thews bill, which provided that each semi-annual payment should bear 
interest at 6 per cent., the then Government rate of interest, the amount 
in the sinking fand October 1, 1900, would, under the provisions of the 
Matthews bill, have been, including all repayments of interest by the 
companies, considerably over $100,000,000, leaving only about $52,- 
000,000 of the debt remaining unpaid. And it must be remembered 
that ten years ago 6 per cent. was deemed a reasonable Government rate 
of interest. And we could then, ten yearsago, have secured an arrange- 
ment with these companies whereby the Government would have real- 
ized 4 or 5 per cent. interest on all deferred payments, whereas now we 
will be fortunate if we get 3, or even 2. 

Indeed, so fully and conclusively have the practical workings of the 
Thurman funding act demonstrated its inefficiency and absolute fail- 
ure, and at the same time vindicated the policy and plan proposed by 
the Matthews bill of eleven years ago, and which principle has now 
‚been adopted, not only by an important committee of another body, 
but also by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate in a bill reported 
from that committee, as I believe, unanimously, during the last Con- 
gress for the repeal of the Thurman act and the creation of a sinking 
fund by fixed semi-annual payments upon the part of each company, 
instead of a certain per cent. on net earnings, and also by the select 
committee which reported the pending bill—I ams ing of the prin- 
ciple simply, not of the merits of any particular bill—that all Govern- 
ment officials and others who by authority have recently spoken on the 
subject unite in recommending new legislation in which shall be in- 
corporated the principle of the Matthews bill, and in which the prin- 
ciple of the Thurman act and the act itself shall be repudiated. In 
fact, as I understand it, the per-cent.-on-net-earnings idea, which is the 
fundamental theory of the Thurman act, is regarded as having been tried 
and found wanting. The honorable Commissioner of Railroads, in his 
report for 1884, page 18, said: 

I 
ae Fee a ce o a rr hr 
est in obligations of fixed amounts and maturity. Such extensions should be 
coupled with a provision which shall require the companies to pledge for the 
payment of each maturing installment all earnings for Government service 
over all lines, aided and non-aided, owned, leased, or operated by such compa- 
nies, respectively. 

While the present Commissioner of Railroads, in his report for 1886, 


suggested that it might be alike advantageous to the Govern- 
ment and to the Pacific railroad companies to substitute for the present law 
one fixing an annual or semi-annual payment by the companies concerned, 
which should extinguish their debts to the Government in a reasonable time. 
Congress had timely warning from a source entitled to great weight 
upon thisimportant subject, and timely and sensible suggestionsas to the 
proper manner to deal with this important subject; and had the Forty- 
fifth Congress given heed to these sugzestions—I refer to the reports 
of the Government directors of the Union Pacific Railroad of 1876 and 
1877—its legislation would not have been stranded on the visionary 
theories and absurd policies upon which the act of 1878 was based. 


_Again, I call attention to the of the Union Pacific Railroad 
directors of October 12, 1877, as found in Senate Executive Document 
No, 69, first session Forty-ninth Congress, in reference to this matter. 
I ask the Secretary to read the portions marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The plan suggested by the Government directors in their report for the year 
1876 is believed to be a practicable one, which, if adopted, DGRA absolutely a 
full return to the Government of every dollar of its investment in the road. That 
plan differs from all others that have been pro; by the company in two im- 
portant respects: It proposes to retain the one-half and 5 per cent. 
modes of payment now provided for, and a termination of the sinking fund at 
the maturity of the bonds, and security for the remainder due and unpaid at 
that time, the same to be discharged at the rate of not less than one-tenth per 
annum. A further consideration of the subject has led the Government directors 
to the conclusion that the said plan can be modified to some extent without being 
unduly burdensome to the company in the conduct of its affairs, and shorten the 
time for the full reimbursement of the Government. 


The amount of bonds issued to the company by the United States 
r Rr ARTA hctenh ince E A E ER E EE FAE E SS AEE, 
Interest on the same at 6 per cent, for thirty years... 


Total at maturity of bonds. 

Presuming that the United States will receive ajudg- 
ment on the basis of its claim in the pending 5 per 
cent, suit, and estimating upon like basis 5 per 
cent. of net earnings from commencement of suit 
to June 30, 1s77, the Government will receive from 
that source to said date about............ce0escsesmsseeenene 

And will have paid to said date by one-half trans- 
porintion adok... c. ci csecnecscsnenssan tnncidbetscapenens enopes 


6, 523, 705. 30 
69, 738, 806. 70 


Leaving a total remainder of..... sha detbiaapbesiccsuesteslgsaeneeion 
Estimating the annual average arising from half transportation 
and 5 per cent., on the basis claimed by the Government in 
the pending suit for the remainder of the term, at $1,000,000, 
we have a total from these sources Of ......:+ coorsser sesssesereeenereess 20, 000,000.00 


Leaving a balance due the Government at the maturity of the 
bonds of. cones 


Se eeenne ree eeenneeeeeee: sannemnereee serens -memen sree t teeeereecensenersesenene 


49, 738, 806,70 
How can the payment of this large amount be provided for? It will not be 


due, under the law as construed by the Supreme Court, until the maturity of 
doa hoad shuts Seay. Sellen bee dion, tha Seas ESENG Ronde: CAAS oo 
$27,232,000, or a total of $77,070,805.70. À 


This is a sum beyond possibility of payment in money without refunding at 
date of maturity. And the additional practical fact exists that the first-mort- 
gage bonds have precedence of the Government lien, The holders of the first- 
mortgage bonds are amply secured. The Government alone is in danger of 
loss. Can this danger be avoided? The Government directors think it can be. 
Sonar eax rage A of a sinking fund is a practical scheme and opens a way out 

culty. 

A sinking fund, established on the basis of REE pmo! of $500,000 
each, commencing on the Ist of January, 1878, compounded at the rate of 6 per 
rosea pe annum for the term of twenty years, or until the maturity of the bonds, 
wo! give a total result, to be applied to the payment of the Government 
claim, of a and leave oo = the pronao E $9 Sraten 
balance cou discharged either by suggested report of last 
year or by the simple arp of the transportation and5 per cent. of net 
earnings, as now w. 

The adoption of such a plan of adjustment as is here outlined, the Gov- 
ernmentand the company with ennio specie of Congress, would render the pay- 
ment of the principal and interest of the bonds advanced by the Government 
absol certain. It would be useless to exact more than the com y can 
perform; and it is not unjust to require so Spernia nipar Sean geer anr 
embarrassing its affairs and depriving the owners of the property of a fair re- 
turn in form of dividends on the capital invested. It is believed that the com- 
pany can accept and perform the plan hefe presented. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire now to attract attention to the report 
of the directors in 1883, page 218 of the same document. I ask the 
Secretary to read the marked portions, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The relation between the company and the Government iar of the 
bonded indebtedness of the consolidated roads to the Government have never 
been entirely harmonious or satisfactory. Dife pinion have arisen 
concerning the amounts due the company for Government service, mail car- 
riage, Army transportation, etc., the terms of payment, construction of charter 
provis SKO ere OE OR AO A S DEO 
seemed to be a constant ng of interests between the two. 

The so-called Thurman act, which was intended to be a conclusive settlement 
of the questions at issue between the Government and the company, has failed 
grian aalge Sree ts eg understanding as to its meaning and sco; 
has not yet been reached, That portion of the act which provided for the in- 


vestment of a fixed koto g of the earnings of the road in certain United 
States bonds as a sin fund for the grad extinction of the debt has been 
rendered inoperative null by the action of the Government in taking up the 


bonds of the class named in the act, so that there are none now to be purchased 

Ceemeneen hme egy nyt yee id into the United States 
Rape large sums of money which lie idle and uninvested, to the company’s 
loss, with no gain tothe Government. The value of the company’s securi- 
ties is impaired by this condition of things. It seems plain that, for the sake 
of the Government as well as of the company, there should be some additional 
legislation on this subject at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I desire to have read a short ex- 
tract from the report of the directors of the Union Pacific Railroad for 
the year 1884, page 234 of the same document, and also a small portion 
on page 235. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

NET EARNINGS. 


nion of the Government directors, that 
be deducted such sums as are pro) 


in market. Hence it ha 


this view; it : 
“We think true interest of the Government is the same as that of the 
stockholders, and will be subserved by encouraging a liberal application of the, 
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to the improvement of the works. It is better for the ultimate secu- 
rity of the Government.” 

If the view of the Government directors is correct, however, the argument 
and decisions of courts that whatever, without some defined limit, may be ex- 

nded in betterments is an addition pre tanto to the security of the Government 

fallacious. The original excessive eost of the road is an element that can not 
be eliminated by this process. In Ë piney resteorn as the amounts devoted or di- 
verted to this purpose are permitted or increased, the ts to the Govern- 
ment, which in the premises are the only real security the Government has, are 
reduced. That the bounds of whatis proper in this regard may not be exceeded, 
the inte ition of some tribunal other than that simply of the law-making 
power is imperatively demanded, if the past policy is to be continued. 

A commission or a Government directory, in its personnel professionally 
competent, plenary authority being delegated to it to command the facilities for 
intelligent information and action, and with power to conclude n ions, 
suggests itself as a necessary requisite in the premises. There is no person or 
department representing the Government that has this needful authority now, 
The office of Commissioner of Railroads, as at present constituted, has not the 
time, the clerical or professional force, nor ehe niary ability at its com- 
mand to intelligently deal with all theissuesinvolved. Noris it provided with 
the legal authority necessary. 

SINKING FUND. 
The company rightfully protests that the investment of such a sinking fund 
for the benefit of the Government (or creditors) as has been accumu is un- 
ust to it. The fund is not so invested as to earn the full measure of its ability, 
roperly invested. It tends, therefore, in no practical degree to relieve the 
debt of the staggering proportions it will have assumed when the time arrives 
for its payment. If the present policy of percentage upon net earnings, and 
the investment of the same in a sinking fund, is to be pursued, experience hav- 
ing dictated that some vital essential is lacking to the successful working of the 
icy, some additional measures must be adopted. The successful working of 
The policy presupposes two things—the Government securing the full and en- 
tire amount of its proportion of the net earnings, and investment of that amount 
so as to accumulate with reasonable rapidity. 

Butif the Government is to be reimbursed out of net earnings, the Govern- 
ment directors venture the s ion that in fact no nt of the Gov- 
ernment will ever know, for it is practically impossible to definitely arrive at, 
what those earnings really are or may be until some competent commission or 
Government directory is empowered by law to supervise continually and con- 
stantly the actual concerns and operations of the company. Aside from this 


and enable the poms age! 
to ee with certain demands next year might render such con: on a 
ty. 

But the Government d ors are by no means assured that this is the view 
to be taken of this matter. The principal concern of the Government, in its 
present financial condition, a matter which should be considered, if anything, 
of more importance than the imm recovery of its debt, is that the control, 
management, and operation of this road should be in honest as well as compe- 
Sa Man It should of all railways in the country be operated in the interest 
of the publio. 

The aewantian that agin age a careful and as intelligent as survey 
of this matter, the most feasible plan is one that settles, or would settle the most 

ily and permanently, this whole question and obviate all the difficulties 
which surround it, It is that instead of the present requirement of the Govern- 


ment of a certain tage of net earnings, a fixed sum beagreed upon, which 


the company would be com ed to pay at stated intervals toward the interest 
and principal of its debt to Government. It is true the Supreme ce bey 
deci: or inter- 


ed the company may not be compelled to Fey, either the princi 
est before the maturity of the bonds. But it does not seem possible that the 
company can conceive it to be to its interest to longer contest this issue if rea- 
sonable terms are imposed upon it. 

In fixing such stated sum the law-making È yatga! can resolve upon a just and 
intelligent figure, with or without consultation with the company, keeping in 
view the financial condition and abilities of the company, and haying due 
to the interests of the communities and of commerce that will be affected. This 
plan would necessarily effect the immediate and complete suppression of all 

resent controversies and pending litigation, as well as remove any and all cause 

rthe same, The reasons which have existed for complaint and irritation, 
growing out of these controversies, would fall to the ground. The company 
would w exactly what it must do, and the Government would have certaint 
for uncertainty and insecurity—consummations most devoutly to be Sad. 
The Government would still retain the power to alter and amend legislation 


romanian 3 the company. and would thus hold the means of protecting the in- 
terests of the public in its hands, And as regards this, the Government ors 
would lly again call attention to such remarks as have been made 


touching creation of a commission in which the intelligent consideration 
and control of the matters referred to may be vested. 


HOW SHALL THE RIGHTS OF THE GOVERNMENT BE SECURED? 


. The Government directors are reluctant to offer suggestions in this regard. 
Yet the purpose of their office would seem almost to exact and enjoin the per- 
formance of that function. 

The Government is now face to face with the proposition that it shall deal 
justly with this corporation as it now finds it, and at the same time justly with 
the public and commercial interests. The Government directors have endeay- 
o to present conditions as they exist. The time to deal vigorously with the 
corporation and to speedily accomplish the purposes now sought, and which 
the public interest in the as now, demanded, was permitted to by. 
This is not offered as a critici as the comparative ability required & speak 
po ee the light of past events as contrasted with those of the future is very 


this fact, anomalous as it now seems, presents itself, that the Government 
can not afford to cripple the road by commanding any acts which present con- 
ditions render it probably impossible for the company to perform or which 
would render its securities of uncertain and merely speculative value. Justice 
to itself, to the public interest, and to the company dictate this much. 

But until some practical and intelligent measures, other than those now pre- 
vailing, looking to a solution of the complications referred to, are adopted, the 
controversies een the company and the Government will continue. The 
hope that “the managers of these large railway enterprises should be allowed 
to address themselves to the thorough management of their trust, and to that 
end they should be dismissed from attendance in Washington to defend them- 
selves in never-ceasing Congressional controversies ” (Roscoe Conkling in the 
United States Senate, February 6, 1377), will never be realized. 


Mr. MITCHELL. It will be seen, Mr. President, that the Govern- 
ment directors of the Union Pacific Railroad in theirannual report for 
1886, as well as in several other reports repudiated, not only the prin- 
ciple of the Thurman act, but the act itself, and acting for the Govern- 
ment, and as its officers, and in its interest, recommended the passage of 
a bill by Congress providing for the payment of that company’s debt 


in fixed semi-annual installments. And again this board of high officials 
in their report of November 22, 1886, in condemning the Thurman act, 
as not only comparatively worthless, but strangely and ridiculously un- 
just, in some respects to both the Government and the companies, and 
in proposing new legislation based on the theory of fixed semi-annual 
payments into a sinking fund irrespective of the amount of net earn- 
ings, recommend an extension of time of payment, and used this forci- 
ble and significant language: 


Tn its last annual report this board earnestly recommended the early passage 
by Congress of some act which would change and settle the present very un- 
satisfactory relations between the Goverument and the railway company. 

Itis admitted upon all sides that existing legislation is insufficient and has 
utterly failed in several respects. 

First. 1t does not provide an annual sum large enough even to prevent an 
annual increase of the debt. 

The average amount of increase for some years past has been overa half mill- 
ion per annum, 

Second. Existing legislation makes no yere whatever for the large 
amount of principal and acerued interest which will become due, at the matu- 
rity of the debt, in about ten years. 

ird. Existing legislation locks up even the annual amounts which it does 
provide in such manner that they do not earn 2 per cent, per annum, benefiting 
no one by this low rate, but delaying the Government in the receipt of its dues, 
and causing serious and permanent joss to the railway company. The present 
amount thus locked up is about $6,500,000, and the annual! loss to the company 
from the low rate of interest which it earns is over $200,000. 


While this relates, of course, only to the Union Pacific, as the juris- 
diction of the directors did not extend any further, all that is said here 
applies in a general way to the condition of affairs connected with the 
Central Pacific. 


Fourth. The method of determining the annual amount to bereserved by the 
company for meeting ite debt is vague and uncertain. Differences of opinion 
constantly arise between the resentatives of the Government and those of 
the company, which create friction and can only be authoritatively settled in 
the courts protracied and expensive litigation. New officers of the Gov- 
ernment possess and exercise the right of reviewing the methods and rulings 
of their predecessors in office and reopening the accounts and settlements of 
former years, The Government in short is made a quasi partner of the com- 
pany, with an interest in every detail of its business, an unnecessary relation- 
ship, and vexatious to both. 

Legislation has been suggested,and is now before Co which seems 
well adapted to correct all of these defects in existing laws and to restore the 
Government to its true tion, that of a creditor. 

Its debt is not yet due and is too large for its debtor to pay immediately, if it 
were due. Meanwhile its present security is insufficient, But the debtor has 
additional securities which may be pled anda solvent business capable of 
paying the entire interest and a part of the principal each year if he can only 

Penne to eonduct and manage it in accordance with business principles 

with the same freedom enjoyed by hisrivals. At present the debtor is ham- 

both by the partnership and by the cloud upon his credit caused by the 
attitude of the Government. Surely itis to the great advantage of both parties 
that this state of affairs should cease, that a permanent adjustment should be 
made which will give the Government ample security for its debt and pay the 
interest in fall and a part of the principal each year, and give to the company 
seas m of action in the management of its business and good credit in finan- 
cial centers. 

And of the two the Government will be the gainer by the adjustment, 
It not only receives additional and ample security for its debt in place of what 
is entirely insufficient, but it will share indirectly in the benefits to result from 
the building of new lines and the development of new territory in the West, 


But not only so, Mr. President, we find the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, of which the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] is now, as he was eleven years ago, when he and his able col- 
league and coadjutor on that committee, the then distinguished Sen- 
ator from Ohio, secured by their able efforts the passage of the Thur- 
man bill, the chairman, submitting a report to the second session of 
the Forty-eighth Congress (Senate Report No, 1097) in which the fol- 
lowing statement is made in reference to the worthlessness and failure 
of the Thurman act. That report says: Ñ 

It is further shown by the Commissioner’s report, as all who have examined 
the matter now fully understand, that the act of May 7, 1878 (the Thurman sink- 
ing-fand act), has failed to accomplish its ends and purposes, and it is manifest 
the payment of these debts can not be secured ie Song under this measure, and 
this from causes that could not be anticipated w the act was passed, 

But, Mr. President, they were not only anticipated when the Thurman 
bill was under discussion in this body, but were distinctly and plainly 
brought to the attention of the Senate at that time by more than one 
Senator, and as valid reasons why it should not become a law. 

I myself on that occasion, among other things, said this—I quote 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 20, 1878: 


While, therefore, Mr. President, I favor the creation of a sinking fund that 
will fully indemnify the Government dollar for doilar for the $150,000,000 and 
over that will be due from these companies about the ; Bae} 1900, I i ten the 
measure reported from the Judiciary Committee; first, because I believe it to 
be a measure clearly beyond our constitutional power to enact. 


It is true the Supreme Court subsequently, by a bare majority, de- 
cided otherwise, but a full minority, including Justices Field, Bradley, 
and one other justice, which one Ido not remember, dissented and 
held to the view suggested here: 

And, second, because I believe it to be one, even had we the power rod parm’ it 
and compel its enforcement against these companies through the judicial tribu- 
nals, that is unjust, oppressive, and contrary to the true spirit of our institu- 
tions, and above all one that is not in the true interests of the Government; a 
measure that the companies could, if disposed, by a manipulation of their vari- 


ous accounts of operating expenses, construction accounts, accounts with branch 
roads, ete., evade and render inoperative to a very great extent in so far as any 
good results to the Government are concerned. 

That was my prediction as to the effect of the Thurman act when 
the bill was under discussion here eleven years ago. 


= 


I now desire to read from the report submitted by the chairman of 
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the select committee of the Senate [Mr. FRYE] on the same subject. 
On page 2 he says: 

The Thurman act took effect June 30, 1878. Its framers based their calcula- 
tions upon the assumption that the fund would increase at the rate of 6 per 
cent. annually through the compounding of interest, but the reduction in the 
rate of interest which followed the refunding measures of 1879 and the rise in 
the price of United States bonds, in which alone the sinking fund could be in- 
vested, defeated these expectations,and the result is that the sinking fund to- 
day would bs almost as rgo if the money paid in by the companies had re- 
mained uninyested and earning no interest, : 

The premium on bon and bonds remaining in the sinking fund De- 
cember 31, 1857, exceeded the interest received from such bonds by the sum of 
$715,282.09, as appears by the following statement— 


This is the Union Pacific— 


Bonds in sinking fund, ab par.....ccsscecsovesserssserrsnsessevsersrsessnaseoesesees 
Cost to the sinking fund 


POMS iii secsescencicetesée os 
Total interest collected on bonds .. 


FESOORE DORI soo 050s ose concvnssonevsgnevesse oven saecesonemheness vepeeceereay “o 


715, 282, 09 
The excess of premiums on this transactionamounted to $715, 282.09; 
that is to say, the premiums paid on these investments exceeded the 
interest collected on the investments by $715,282.09, and, as remarked 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes], on my left, if this 


thing is itted to go on a few years under the operation of the pres- 
ent funding bill there will not be a cent left; it will be all absorbed. 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask the Senator if he can tell how long it will 
take that frog to get out of the well? 

Mr, MITCHELL. I do not think he will ever get outif he slips 
back farther every day than he gets up each night. 

While, Mr. President, Iam earnestly desirous, and always have been, 
that the Union and Central Pacific companies should be compelled to 
reimburse the Government for every dollar ofaid, principal and inter- 
est, which they or either of them received from the United States, and 
which by any fair and reasonable interpretation of the laws under and 
by virtue of which such aid in bonds or interest payments was granted 
they or either of them are legally or equitably bound to pay or reim- 
burse, I have always held to the opinion, and it is my opinion still, 
that the true policy to be pursued by Congress, in view of the preca- 
rious, subordinate, and flimsy character of the liens held by the Gov- 
ernment, and the policy better calculated than any and all others to 

rotect and certainly secure the interests of the Government, and 
fnally the fall payment of the debt, principal and interest, is one not 
of violent antagonism, but rather one looking to co-operation, mutual 
concessions, and an amicable arrangement. 

Sometimes a creditor, especially if he hold a first-mortgage lien on 
property of ample value to secure a present indebtedness already due, 
principal and interest, is in position to resort to the most radical and 
violent means imaginable for the purpose of collecting his debt, with- 
out caring to consult his debtor or without running any risk of losing 
his claim or any part of it; but if, on the contrary, the debt is not due 
for eight, ten, or fifteen years, if his mo lien is on a property con- 
stantly depreciating in value, and if, still further, his lien is subordi- 
nate to a prior lien covering the same property to the full value of it, 
what course would a prudent creditor, with ordinary business capacity 
or judgment, be most likely to pursue ? 

Would he probably resort to violent meansin the first instance, wholly 
ignoring the debtor, refusing to consult or confer with him, either as to 
his disposition or ability to make some honorable and justarrangement 
looking to the creation or security ofa fund to meet the debt at maturity; 
or would he not rather deem it for his best interest—would he rather 
not regard it as the exercise of true wisdom looking solely to his own 
interests, before resorting to such vigorous means as would most likely 
encounter the violent antagonism of the debtor, and thus reduce the 
chances of finalsuccess, to exhaust every reasonable, proper, and honor- 
able effort to secure some amicable arrangement whereby | hrough the 
mutual co-operation and joint efforts of creditor and debtor finally there 
might be a discharge of all the obligations on terms alike honorable to 
both. The failure to adopt such a policy ten years or more ago, when 
opportunity presented, has, as subsequent history has fully demon- 
strated, seriously jeopardized the power of this Government to compel 
the collection of many millions of dollars justly due it. Congress then 
to avery great extent sacrificed the interests of the United States for the 
sake of a sentiment. 

This thing, Mr. President, of the Government taking great debtor 
railroad companies by the throat, which was said to have been the case 
when the passage of the Thurman act was secured, although it must 
be confessed the sequel has demonstrated that that act was not much 
of a corporation throat-grappler, and forcing things, in order to secure 
a debt of over $150,000,000, with a most precarious security, is all very 
fine in theory, and the very idea, I admit, is palatable to most men, 
especially those who are unfamiliar with the real state of the case as 
respects the amount of the debt, the character of the obligation in- 
volved, and the flimsy, unreal, and unsubstantial nature of the security 
held by the United States. 

But when we pause to consider that this immense debt is not yet due 
the United States, and will not be for some nine or ten years to come; 
that it will then, principal and interest (less the amount that will in all 


probability then be paid), amount to more than $125,000,000, and when 
it is further remem that the property on which this amount is 
secured to the Government is subject to a prior mo lien, the prin- 
cipal of which alone, assuming that the interest will be paid by the 
companies as it falls due, will at maturity amount to $64,613,000, and 
all of which enormous amount has priority, and must be first paid be- 
fore the Government can expect a dollar, we can then realize the im- 
portance of prudence in whatever step may now be taken looking to 
the creation of a separate fand and obtaining additional security to 
meet the obligations of these companies to the Government. Contin- 
ued, persistent, and malignant controversy, legislative, judicial, de- 
partmental, and political, may expedite the collection of this enormous 
claim; but on the contrary such a policy may, and in my judgment in 
all probability will, result in its ultimate loss, either in whole or in 
greater part. 

The sum total of the two debts at maturity, that is, the firstand sec- 
ond mortgages, granting that all interest on the first mortgages will be 
paid to maturity by the company, will, as matters are now running, be, 
exclusive of all certain and all probable payments, about $193,000,000, 
a sum doubtless more than double, as stated by the Commissioner of 
Railroads, what it would now cost to build these roads. If, therefore, 
as stated by him, this controv s, or if the Congress fails to 
create a fund by providing for the repeal of the Thurman act and the 
enactment of a law requiring payment of certain fixed semi-annual 
amounts by eachcompany, and the property should be sold on a fore- 
closure of either the first or second mortgage, what would be the result? 
If any other than the Government became the purchaser, and the prop- 
erty sold for less than this enormous amount of: $193,000,000, the Gov- 
ernment would lose the full amount of the deficit, whatever it might 
prove to be. 

But if, on the other hand, the Government were to become the pur- 
chaser, as it would undoubtedly be compelled to do in self-defense and 
self-preservation, then in order to have a clear and unincumbered prop- 
erty it would be compelled to go down into its Treasury for the sum 
of at least $64,613,000 with which to eancel the prior mortgage. And 
this estimate of the total indebtedness at maturity of $193,000,000 is 
on the assumption that the companies will in the future be entitled to 
the average of past annual credits; also, that the companies shall keep 
down all interest to maturing of principal of first-mortgage bonds, and 
assuming, also, that the increase in the debt in the future would aver- 
age about the same as in the past, which for several years a few years 
ago amounted annually to about $1,600,000; perhaps not so much now. 
But suppose no further payments should be made before the maturity 
of the bonds, what then? How would the account then stand? 

According to the letter of the PERMA, of the Treasury of January 
18, 1887 (Senate Executive Document No. 34, second session Forty- 
ninth Congress)—and this was the claim of the Treasury Department 
at that time as to the then state of the accounts—there was due from 
the several Pacific railroad companies for interest paid by the United 
States to January 1, 1887, the sum of $70,854,325.62, of which amount 
there had been repaid by the companies at that date the sum of $21,- 
552,144.14, leaving due on account of interest the sum of $49,302,- 
181.48; and farther, that there will be due on the same account at ma- 
turity on the subsidy bonds September 11, 1897, the average date of 
maturity, the farther sum of $43,406,921.88, making a total of $92,- 
709,103.36 due and to become due on account of interest alone, which, 
with the principal of the bonds added of $64,623,513, would reach the 
enormous aggregate of $157,332,615.36, to which we must add the prin- 
cipal of the first-mortgage bonds of $64,613,000, which must first be 
paid before the Government can come in, and we have in that view an 
aggregate indebtedness on this basis of calculation, all falling due nine 
ire ence, according to the Secretary of the Treasury, of $221,945,- 
614,36. 

Is the Government of the United States, I inquire, in the presence of 
these appalling figures and in view of the unreal and inadequate char- 
acter of the security it holds, in a position either to postpone considera- 
tion of the entire controversy or to inaugurate such measures as will re- 
sult in throwing these roads, or either of them, into the hands of a re- 
ceiver? Once in that condition what becomes of the enormous debt 
owing and in eight or nine’years hence to become due from these ¢ompa- 
nies to the United States? With the paymentof all those extravagant 
charges incident to court management of railroad properties the depre- 
ciation in condition and value of assets which invariably follow in the 
train of proceedings of that character, and finally the payment of a 
prior lien of $64,613,000 to preferred creditors, what could we hope or 
expect would remain to apply in discharge of the companies’ indebt- 
edness to the Government? 

In conclusion, Mr. President, whatever may be said in just criticism 
on the management of the Pacific roads that received aid in bonds from 
the United States, and whatever may be said to-day as to the liberal 
character of the legislation through whose beneficence it was made pos- 
sible to connect with bands of steel the two grand civilizations of the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts some twenty years ago, I have never been 
among the number, and am not now, who believe, and never expect to 
believe, that any very great mistake was made upon the part of the Con- 
gress which extended this gracious bounty in behalf of one of the grand» 
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est and most herculean of business enterprises ever conceived by the 
genius or consummated by the energy, perseverance, and skill of man 
or government. 

And even were the United States so unfortunate, either through its 
own mistakes, delays, and mismanagement, or the failure or refusal of 
these companies to do their duty, as to lose every dollar of the gigantic 
debt which is its just due and now under consideration, atill this 
great Government, this mighty age in which we live, this grand citi- 
zenship of America, humanity in its every aspect, science, art, religion, 
comnierce, national and international; internal and foreign trade, trans- 
continental and trans-oceanic, and civilization itself in this and other 
hemispheres, all would be promoted and their best and most sacred 
interests advanced in a measure and to an extent beyond all compre- 
hension or computation in value by the construction across the Ameri- 
can continent, over rugged, ‘‘rock-ribbed’’ mountains and sterile plains, 
of the pioneer trans-continental roads of this country. 3 

The saving to the Government in the cost of transportation of mails 
and of Government supplies, and for military protection on the over- 
land, to say nothing of the infinite number of other important consid- 
erations, would of itself justify the expenditure of every dollar the 
Government has ever invested in these roads. But when we come to 
consider all the various other benefits accruing to the Government, to 
say nothing of those inuring to its individual citizens, to commerce, 
trade, material development, and the general welfare, we find they are 
almost beyond conception. 

The cost of transporting United States through mails alone, for the 
year ending eighteen months prior to the opening of the Pacific roads, 
Union and Central Pacifice between the Missouri River and Placerville, 
in California, reached the enormous sum of $2,129,550. From June 
30, 1861, to June 30, 1864, a period of three years, this through mail 
service overland cost the United States the sum of $3,210,000, or an 
average of $),070,000 annually, not including the sum of $200,000 per 
annum paid by the Government during this time for steam-ship mail 
service via the Isthmus, and the further sum of $50,000 per annum from 
Placerville to San Francisco. So that the average cost of mail service 
for the four years previous to June 30, 1864, between the Missouri River 
and the Pacific coast, was $1,296,213 per annum. And in like propor- 
tion was the cost of this service during the whole period between the 
time when the mail service was first established between the two ex- 
tremes of this continent, East and West, up to the opening of the Pa- 
cific roads in 1869, 

But what was the result on the completion of the railroad? The 
whole cost of this same mail service, or rather a very largely increased 
service, for the year ending June 30, 1870, the first year after the com- 
pletion of the road, was, including the sum of $100,000 paid the steam- 
ships for twenty-four trips by the Isthmus, only $566,250, or a saving 
of $1,563,300 in a single year over that paid the same service for the 
year ending June 30, 1868. But thissaving in actual cash to the Gov- 
ernment is a mere bagatelle compared with the untold advantages that 
result, not alone to the Government, but all the people interested and 
every department of business life by reason of the expedition in time 
and manner of service as now performed on these and other Pacific 
roads, compared with the service by the old stage-coach. Who can 
estimate the vast superiority in the value of the mail service performed 
in four days in splendid railroad coaches with promptness and dispatch 
and without the delays, with that of a service by wagons occupy- 
ing from three to four weeks in a single trip, and subjected to all the 
datas and obstacles and inconveniences and dangers incident to travel 
across a wilderness inhabited by a hostile foe of savages ? 

But, Mr. President, not only so. While it is true the price charged 
by these roads for Government transportation may seem extravagantly 
high, averaging, perhaps, on the whole time since these roads were 
opened, as much as from 15 to 25 cents per 100 pounds for each 100 
miles—and up to the year 1872 it averaged fully 25 cents per 100 
pounds for that distance; yet the rate paid by the Government before 
the rouds were built, before the war, was over five times this latter 
amount, averaging on all Government transportation in the West $1.30 
per 100 pounds for each 100 miles. 

The amount charged by these Pacific roads for Government transpor- 
tation at the average rate of 25 cents for 100 miles from the beginning 
up to October 1, 1870, less than two years after the roads were opened, 
was, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of that 
date, and not including mail service, $4,178, 967.90, as I find from a re- 
port on this subject heretofore made to this Senate. What, let me in- 
quire, would have been the cost of this service at rates of transporta- 
tion ruling before the war, by means of wagons? Simply over five 
times that amount, or reaching the enormous sum of $22,000,000 on 
the amount of transportation during thatshort period; and thus a sav- 
ing to the Government up to that date alone is shown by the actual fig- 
ures of nearly $18,000,000, while the saving in the eighteen years that 
have elapsed since then is still in much greater proportion over the 
amounts paid for transportation prior to the completion of the roads,- 
from the fact that the Government rates of transportation on the roads 


have gradually decreased, especially since these roads have been brought 


into etapatan with other trans-continental lines. 
But is not all. In 1871 this Senate adopted a resolution calling 


on the Secretary of War for his estimate of the cost to the United States 
of the military service through the War Department in guarding and 
protecting the overland route west of the Missouri River, from the date 
of the acquisition of California to 1864, a period of sixteen years, and 
in his letter in response to such resolution the Secretary, on February 
15, 1871, estimates such cost for such service during that period at about 
$100,000,000, accompanying his report with the remark that this sam 
‘čis rather below than above the true cost of the service.” 

To this add the further annual sum paid during the same period for 
transportation of Indian supplies of over $500, 000, including an average, 
as I have shown, of considerably over $1,000,000 per annum for this 
period for the mail service, and we have an average annual expense to 
the United States on these items for transportation alone, including the 
cost of this military service from 1848 to the opening of the Pacific 
roads, of over $8,000,000. And we find by reference to the Senate de- 
bates when the Pacific railroad bill was under discussion here in 1862, 
that the chairman of the Senate Committee on the Pacific Railroads 
asserted that the cost of this service, as estimated by him, was at that 
time $7,500,000 per annum. 

The amount of interest being paid by the Government on the $64,- 
618,832 of bonds issued in aid of the Pacific roads is $3,877,129.92, less 
than one-half the amount it cost the Government annually for Gov- 
ernment transportation and military service on the overland route 
prior to the opening of the Pacific roads, while the effect of the open- 
ing of these roads has been to reduce the total annual cost of the same, 
with largely increased transportation and all necessary military serv- 
ice, to less than one-fifth of that paid before the roads were open. 

Now, it may occur to some that these considerations are foreign to 
the subject-matter under discussion. I insist not. Congress did not 
seem to think so two years ago when it passed a bill authorizing 
the investigation and when it incorporated into that very actan amend- 
ment reciting matters bearing upon this question and directed the com- 
mission to look into them. . 

I contend that in dealing with these companies all the circumstan: 
connected with the construction and management of these roads and 
surrounding the incorporation of the companies by which they were built, 
the controlling motives as we may gather them from their acts which 
operated on the public mind, and the mind of Congress in inducing the 
legislation of 1862 and the amendatory act of 1864, the intention of 
those Congresses in reference to the duty or lack of obligation of the 
companies under the law to refund to the United States interest pay- 
ments until the maturity of the principal of the bonds, the difficulties 
with which the companies were, at a time when the nation was in the 
throes of civil war, compelled to contend in launching and carrying for- 
ward this great enterprise to successful completion, and in completing 
it several years before the time designated by Congress for its consum- 
mation, the marvelous benefits that have accrued to the Government 
and all its people, the reclamation of an empire from the solitudes of a 
wilderness and its conversion into vast and fertile fields of grain, peo- 
pled with myriad hosts of industrious, enterprising, energetic men 
and women; studded with unnumbered happy homes, humble hamlets, 
growing towns, rising cities and budding Rates, and uniting in one 
grand result by adding strength, vitality, intelligence, wealth, inde- 
pendence, dignity, grandeur, and power to our common country and 
our glorious nationality. Thecompletion of the first line of trang-conti- 
nental railroad was a mighty instrumentality in the beginning of a 
grand work in the extension of our empire, the consummation of which 
is rapidly approaching and will soon be hastened onward, when all 
the Territories of the mighty West shall be swallowed up in as many 
or more American States. All of these considerations, I insist, includ- 
ing also those relating to the magnitude of the debt involved, the frail 
character of the security held by the Government, the failure of the 
companies, if any such there be, to conform to the demands of the 
legislation that gave them corporate existence and conferred on them 
a princely bounty, their violations of law, if any, their indisposition, if 
such is the fact, to voluntarily take the necessary and proper action 
looking to the creation of a fund to meet their just obligations to the 
Government—all these, Mr. President, I assert and confidently insist 
are considerations not only proper but necessary to be considered in 
legislating upon this, one of the most important subjects of a quasi 
public nature that ever engaged the attention of this or any other Con- 
gress of this or any other Government on the face of the earth. 

And in conclusion. Inasmuch as the Congressional aid to these roads 
was originally given by one act for the purpose of securing one great 
trans-continental railroad from the Missouri River to the waters of the 
Pacific, and in view of all the subsequent legislation to which I have 
attracted attention, by all of which this great question has been treated 
as one subject, and inasmuch as the pending bill includes in its pro- 
visions but one portion of the subject-matter involved, I insist my 
motion to refer with instructions to include the whole controversy in 
one bill should be received with favor by the Senate, and should be 
moreover accepted by the select committee having this business in 
charge. 

SAMOAN AFFAIRS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


i 
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with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House af 


State, with accom- 


Representatives: 
` I transmit herewith a further report of the Spate ot 
d the joint protocols of the con- 


ying Epoa, relating to Samoa, an 


ferences held in this city in the summer of 1587, to the publication of which the 
Governments of Germany and Great Britain have consented, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSI 
Washingion, Takaa 8, 1889. 


SEIZURE OF SHIP BRIDGEWATER, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate : 
In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 23d ultimo, directing the Seo- 
pep of State to transmit to that. body copies of all re le a onan on the files 
his Department relative to the case of the ship Bridgewater, I transmit here- 
with, being of the pinten that it is not inaeripanine with the public interest to 
do so, report jfrom the of State, accompanying whieh is the corre- 
spondence referred to, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1889. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will `e on the sable 
and be printed. 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose it belongs to the Committee on Foreign Re- 


lations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know by whom 
the resolution was introduced. 

Mr. HOAR. I introduced the resolution myself. It was a resolu- 
tion asking the President, if in his judgment not incompatible with 
the public service, to communicate the information in the possession 
ORD Rpa yey ot ght Ye to certain wrongs inflicted upon 
an American vessel in Canada and the action in the matter of obtain- 
ing restitution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us pass the pension bills. 

Mr. STEWART. Are there pension bills ready ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw the motion. _ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
ee eer pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that is done it displaces the un- 

finished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the te now proceed to the consideration 


of private n bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 
Mr. FR The Pacific railroad funding bill being informally laid 
aside. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

No notice of this request having been given, the clerks have not had 
time to select the bills. Will the Senator from Minnesota move the 
bills that he desires to have acted upon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us commence where we left oft before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
indicate the first bill he desires to have considered ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I was looking at the Calendar for that purpose. Or- 
der of Business 2572, House bill 10260, is the first. 

CHARLES A. STOCKMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Charles A. S 
of Dundee, Mich., late a private of Company B, Twenty-eighth Michi- 
gan Infantry Volunteers, o soue 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY THOMPSON. 

The bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson, wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the It proposes to place the name of 
Mary Thompson, widow of Cornelius Thompson, late a private in Com- 
pens D, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 

on the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
ahia reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ENOCH B. VICE. 

The bill (H. R. 9946) @ pension to Enoch B. Vice was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pas roll the name of Enoch B. Vice, late private in Company C, 

Kentucky Cavalry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL. 

The bill (H. R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph Van Arzdel, as dependent father of 
William €. Van Arsdel, late Twenty-second Battery, Indiana Artillery 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BARNES. 


The bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Barnes, Company D, Third Ken- 
tucky Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY THORN. 

The bill (H. R. 2861) granting æ pension to Mary Thorn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Thorn, dependent mother of James S. 
Thorn, deceased, late assistant surgeon of volunteers, and to 
grant her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE MAY PIPER. 

The bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Annie May Pifer, invalid daughter of Cornelius 
Pifer, late of Company F, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay to her legally constituted guardian, for her use and benefit, 
a oo of $18 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS DAVEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey was nieret as 
in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Thomas Davey, late of Company D, Sixteenth Michigan 
Volunteers, in the late war for the Union, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. MICHAEL PIGGOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott 
was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Michael Piggott, of Quincy, 1l., late cap- 
tain of Company F, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at $36 
a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. TEEPLE. 


The bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
es see James T. Teeple, late of Company A, Seventh gan 

olunteers, at the rate of $40 per month. 

The bill was to the Se Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JENNIE HARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 7858) granting æ pension to Jennie Hafris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll of the United States the name of Jennie Harris, daughter 
of John B. Harris, late private eof Company D, Eightieth i Dli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861, now deceased, at the rate of $18 

month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NONA J. TILLERY. 

The bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Nona J. 
Tillery, minor child of Wyatte L. Tillery, late a member of Capt. J. 
W. Younger’s company of Clay County Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN SANDEES. 

The bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Christian Sanders, Jate a private of Company 
D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. MARIA C. M’PHERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs, Maria C. McPher- 
son was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Maria C. MePherson, widow of 
Daniel McPherson, late a corporal of Company C, Twenty-fourth Michi- 

gan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE AYRES, 


The bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Char lotte Ayres was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
eg pepan -roll the name of Charlotte Ayres, the dependent mother 
of Benjamin Ayres, a private soldier of Company I, Fifth Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry. 

The bill was Oih to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA BEISER. 


The bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Maria Beiser, widow of John Beiser, late a pri- 
cee in Company C, One hundred and eighth Regiment of Ohio Volun- 


rs, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD. 

The bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of Fannie A. rates widow 
of Capt. O. B. Boyd, Eighth United States Cavalry, to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SQUIRE WALTER. 


The bill (H. R. 10448) TAERA DNS pension to Squire Walter was con- 
Bidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Squire Walter, father of George W. Walter, 
deceased, late of Company H, Second Regiment of West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS EMILY BROMINE, 


The bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-rolls the name of Miss Emily Romine, helpless 
daughter of William Romine, of Company C, Thirteenth ienttcky 
Volunteer Infantry, who died in the service of the United States, an 
to pay her a pension of $18 per month during life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. NANCY SMITH. 


The bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith was eon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Army,’’ to strike out the words 
“subject to the limitations and restrictions of the ion laws > and 
to insert “and pay her at the rate of $12 per month;’’ go as.to make 
the bill read: 

Be itenacted, cto., fdr be Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ee 
sherieed and di of the eg Maj Ohaio Tener peg cone of Mrs: Nancy 
ment, ‘United States Army, and pay her at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time and passed. 

LOUISA ROGERS. 

The bill (E. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, to strike ont ‘‘seventy-six’’ and insert ‘one 
hundred and thirty-four,’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is oo 
ized and directed to to place the name of Louisa Rovers on the pension-roll an: 
pay her a pension of $12 per month, she being the housekeeper and priar 
ughter of Charles T. Bell, who was late eaptain in Company D, One hundred 
and thirty-fourth Regiment Indians Volunteers, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


WILLIAM HARPER. 

The bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Harper, dependent father of Joseph 
T. Harper, late assistant surgeon of the Seventeenth Regiment of Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELISHA C. PASCHAL, 

The bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to Elisha C. Paschal was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elisha C. Paschal, who served in Captain 
Gunn’scompany, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 1836, and to 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIAS J. KENADAY. 

The bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias J. Kenaday was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elias J. Kenaday, in Capt. James H. Mor- 
gan’s company of Iowa Mounted Volunteers in the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension. to John J. Brown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of John J. Brown, who was a private in 
Capt. Peter Vance’s company of Colonel Leib’s regiment of Illinois 
Mounted. Riflemen in the Black Hawk war, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CARA CURTIS. 

The bill (H. R. 8406) to anthorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll was announced as the 
next pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is General Curtis living? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe I would rather have the bill passed over 
until I ean look at the report. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. General Curtis has been dead for many 


years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is to pension a child, and unless there 
is some good reason for it it should not be done. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 


ELIZABETH L. NOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth L. Nott, widow of Dawes S. Nott, 
deceased, late of Company K, Twelfth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DOROTHEA RUOFFP. 

The bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 3, before the word “‘be,’’ to strike out “Treasury ’? and 
insert “Interior; »? so as to make the bill read: 


: Si begun. pra ADANIE preo ryof the “oll, subjeci to the is hereby, an 
zed and instruc to s ai the no ponai To to the provisions an 
oat nie t Com F, Thiet anit a bee Infan Bala yos Sgae 
eo mpa raa n a try un an 
Rout badd iio TS of this act during widowhood. 


The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. TOLLY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 11861) te place the name of James H. Folly on the pension- 
roll. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of James H. 
Tolly, late private Company L, Twelfth Tennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYMAN D., GREEN. 
The bill (H. R. 6314) increasing the pension to Lyman D. Green 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Lyman D. Green, late of Company F, One hundred and 
forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA D. VEDDER. 


The bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Rebecca D. Vedder, step-mother of Edwin 
H. Vedder, late of Company A, Third Regiment New York Cavalry, 
at the rate of $12 per month. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


J. W. PORTER. 


Mr. MITCHELL. There is a case on the Calendar, Order of Busi- 
ness No. 2400, that has been over several times. Iask that it 
be taken up, if there is no objection. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Idid not hear what the Senator from Oregon said. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis the bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Por- 
ter. It has been passed over several times, and I desire to have it con- 
sidered now and to submit an amendment to it. 

The bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of John W. Porter, late private of Company E, Battalion of Mis- 
souri Mounted Volunteers, for services in the Army of the United States 
in the establishment of military posts, and for services on the frontier 
during the war with Mexico, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the bill by adding: 


Such pension to date from January 29, 1887. 


The object of the amendment, I will state to the Senator from Mis- 

, souri and the Senate, is simply to enable Mr. Porter to draw a pension 

the same as any of the other soldiers of the Mexican war—that is, from 
the date of the passage of the Mexican pension act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not put anamendment on the bill directing 
that all the soldiers of that battalion shall be pensioned in the same 
way? Such a bill has passed the Senate and gone to the other House, 
but it has not been acted on there. 

Mr. DAVIS. It has not been acted on in the other House. I will 
state to the Senator from Missouri that the bill to putall the members 
of Powell’s Battalion on the Mexican war pension-list is one with which 
he is familiar and concerning which we had some conference. Wecon- 
cluded after eA into this case carefully that we would give this 
pensioner the relief by special legislation in view of the uncertainty of 
the bill for the general relief of the battalion passing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘That is the difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. I concurred with the Senator from Oregon and agreed 
in the propriety of the amendment offered by him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope this bill will pass, and then we can at- 
tend to the other matter later on. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The other bill was passed, and it would cover 
this case. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill was held over to allow the Senator from 
Oregon to prepare his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT ahs tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, Davis, Mr. 

HELL, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


MARY VAN OLNHAUSEN. 


Mr. DAVIS. The next pension bill in order on the Calendar is House 
bill 10951, Order of Business 2620. 

The bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary Van Olnhausen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mary Van Olnhausen, of Lexington, Mass., 
late a nurse in the Mansion House aa ye at Alexandria, Va., and at 
other hospitals during the late war of the rebellion, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN EDWARDS, 


The bill (H, R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Ellen Edwards, widow of Robert Edwards, 
late a SaaS in Company D, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OTHO G, HENDRIX. 


The bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix was - 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Otho G. Hendrix, late an artificer in Com- 
pany A, United States Veteran Volunteer Engineers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IRVING W. COMBS. 


The bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Irving W. Combs, late of Company K, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, a resident of 
Des Moines, Iowa, and to pay to his legally constituted guardian a pen- 
sion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. B. GREEN. 

The bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Ph oll en etn Let that be passed over, retaining its place on the 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

WILLIAM L. WILSON. 

The bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of William L. Wilson, who was a private in 
Capt. Samnel Hollingsworth’s company of mounted volunteers in Col- 
onel Thompson’s regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the Black Hawk war, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M’COOL. 

The bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the” 
pension-roll the name of John McCool, late sergeant Company B, Sec- 
ond Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


MRS. ELVIRA PARISH. 


The bill (H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elvira Parish, mother of Cyrus O. Parish, 
late of Company H, Second United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY L. JEWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
L. Jewell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Jewell, widow of Marcus Jew- 
ell, a soldier of the war of 1812, from twelve to twenty-five dollars per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY Y. BASS. 

The bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass was eon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of H V. Bass, Company I, One hundred and 
thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY K. ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of art f K. Allen, dependent mother of Second 
Lieut. Jesse K. Allen, late of the Fifth Infantry of the United States 
Army, and who was killed in action by the Indians August 15, 1858. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ta 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES WATERS. 

‘The bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James 
Waters, formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of TA 
Militia, war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro) to increase the pension of James Waters, formerly a member 
of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, and whe 
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was in the military service in the war of 1812, to $40 per month, in 
lien of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reafling, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. BEDEL. 

The bill (H. R. 10691) to increase the pension of Mary A. Bedel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Mary A. Bedel, widow of the late Brig. Gen. John Bedel, 
from $30 to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. WARREN. 

The bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension to Martha J. Warren was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha J. Warren, widow of the late Col. D. 
Warren, of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Infantry, and 
to pay her at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORRIN F. WALLER. 


The bill (S. 3749) granting a pension to Orrin F. Waller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Orrin F. Waller, late captain of Company H, 
Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISHAM T. HOWZE. 


The bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to Isham T. Howze was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roil the name of Isham T. Howze, who served in Captain 
Gunn’s company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 1836, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LYDIA E. QUAW. 


The bill (S. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia E. Quaw was 
_considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Lydia E. Quaw, widowof David L. 
Quaw, late captain of Company K, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. DICKINSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George W. Dickinson, late a private of 
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN B. FARR. 


The bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ellen B. Farr, widow of Evarts W. Farr, late 
major of the Eleventh New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of $25 
per month. J 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. LOCKREY. 


The bill (H. R. 220) grantinga pension to John J. Lockrey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John J. Lockrey, late a private in Company C, 
Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and also asailor on board 
the United States ship Ino. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY REYNOLDS. 

The bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Reynolds, 
widow of Lewis Reynolds, late of Company D, Seventh Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Pee tips The bill just passed is the last pension case upon the 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
op Pranie adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 9, 1839, at 

o m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, February 8, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D, D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows. 

To Mr. BAKER, of Ilinois, for four days, on account of important 
business. 
DEFICIENCY FOR PRINTING AND BINDING FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Navy 
of a deficiency appropriation-for printing and binding for the Navy 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DIVISION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICL IN GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3312) 
transferring certain counties from the southern judicial district to the 
northern judicial district in the State of Georgia, and dividing the 
northern district in said State into two, to be known as the western 
and eastern divisions of said district, and for other purposes, with 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. BARNES. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. The 
Senate has offered a substitute which is formal in its character. This 
bill is merely a local bill, and it is satisfactory. 

TheSPEAKER. Is the reading of the amendment demanded? 

Mr. REED. What is this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It isa bill transferring certain counties from one 
judicial district to another, and also dividing that district. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senate amendment will be considered as concurred . 
in. 


RELIEF OF SOLDIERS OF LATE WAR AND WAR WITH MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6106) for 
the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, with Senate amendment; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BIG HORN AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 3798) granting 
to the Big Horn and Southern Railroad Company the right of way across 
the Fort Custer military reservation, Montana. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of that bill. It is very short, and asimilar bill has been reported in the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry, but I must ask for 
the regular order. . 

Mr. TOOLE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill lie upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GUANO ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3516) to further 

d the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the 

United States, Title LXXII, in relation to Guano Islands; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE FOR IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3419) providin; 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, an 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask unanimous consent that that bill lie upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, ST. GEORGE RIVER, MAINE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3897) to estab- 
lish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast at or near the mouth of 
St. George River, Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent that that bill lie upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WARREN HALL. 


‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 902) for the re- 
lief of Warren Hall; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

FREDERICK N. KRESS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3779) for the 
relief of Frederick N. Kress; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ,. 
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THOMAS LANNIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2714) for the 
relief of Thomas Lannigan. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that that bill lie upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WRITS OF ERROR ON APPEALS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3865) to provide 
for writs of error on appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States 
in all cases involving the question of jurisdiction of the court below. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill also lie upon the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House upon the ng votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, 
and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined end found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the § er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4496) to authorize and empower the Mount Carmel 
Development Company to draw water from the Wabash River, or its 
tributaries, in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois; and 

A bill (S. 3869) to secure the maintenance of public order during the 
inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Irise to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thaton Wednesday, February 13, the whole of the east gallery 
such porono of the souh llery as lies cast of the reporters’ gallery shall pi- 
reserved for the use of lies of Senators, Members of the House of Re 
resentatives, and Dole nees; and their visitors, The Doorkeeper shall strictly 
enforce this order, The shall issue to each Senatorand Member of the 
House of Re mtatives two cards of admission, and only persons holding 
these cards shall be admitted. è 


The resolution was agreed to. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers, returned 
from the Senate with amendments, lie upon the Speaker’s table until 
to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend will withhold that demand for 
two minutes. I desire to offer a resolution to fix Thursday evening 
next for the consideration of business from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ae move that the private 
business for to-day be dispensed with in order that we may proceed 
with the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Pending that I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether itis his purpose to go on to-day with the consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill. This being Friday, in the regular 
course it would be devoted to the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and if that business is to be dis: with, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that the next day not devoted to the consideration 
of appropriation bills may be substituted for to-day. 


DAVID MERIWETHER, 


Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to submit a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 
amendments of the agreed Bh bill ( ri 3s for the relief of David Meri- 
Babe re Darne ONITE ED agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to ir respective aes as follows: 
That the House raat orn es diengrsomons to theamendments of the Senate, 
and agres io to a same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike all after the ” in line 3 down to and including 
the word ~'a Toa Row Pua ped bi aa OCO TOSS Dorm follo’ pate s chs 
“Three thousand undred and thirty-two dollars vara cen 
being the amount due him as disbursing agent of public moneys seo $025 for 


votes of the two Houses on 


loss of public sustained without fault on his amou: in all to 
the sum of $4,157.38" ‘ag aera 
And the Senate agree to the same, 


FRANK T. 

WILDIAM E. PASON, 
Managers on the part of ihe House. 

JOHN O. SPOONER, 

GEORGE F. HOAR, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 


Statement of conferees on part of House of Representatives 
ference report on disagreeing votes of the two Houses on toir (H. iit (L R 3a 341) fon for 
the relief of David Meriwether. 


The effect of the conference is to agree to the Senate amendment striking 
out that portion of the bill allowing caim for salary as Commissioner of Indian 


W, P. TAULBEE, 
WM. E. MASON. 
FRANK T. SHAW, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
3 Senado; to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. CASWELL. Irise to submit a privileged report from a ċom- 
mittee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to withdraw my demand for the regu- 
lar order, and allow the House to recognize as many gentlemen as it 
may desire for unanimous gonsent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
has demanded the regular order. The Clerk will proceed to read the 
report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d i ae votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1860)to amend section 683 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to the distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their Percy ne eg aaus as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the samo, i 
ToN S. S HENDERSON, 

8. W. T. LANHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


JOBEPH R. HAWLEY, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The accompanying statement, under the rule, was read: 
The conferees on the part of the House submit the following statement to ac- 
company their report: 
As the bill passed the House it appropriated only $20,000 to pay for the reports 


required to supply the courts, 
Su ently the bill was referred to the Attorney-General for nth renin mr 
ted by the Sen- 


He submitted, for the House bill, a substitute, which was adop! 
ate and is the amendment referred ena It increases the appropriation from 
$20,000 to $28,000, which seems to be ne “cing ea out tho objects of the bill. 

The amendment also provides that hiereafierall United States Supreme Court 
reports shall be distributed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

L. B. CASWELL 
JOHN 8, HENDERSON, 
. T. LANHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I presume no separate action is nec- 

in regard to the amendment to the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, That is covered by the 

Mr. LANHAM. I understand that the report covers all the Senate 
amendments, including the title. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS, GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a privileged question, and call up the mo- 
tion to reconsider in relation to Senate bill No. 681. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] as a 
matter of privilege calls up the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to order to a third reading the bill the title of which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B. Bur- 
nett, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. lI raise the question of consideration on that 
bill, in order that we may take up the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It will not take long to determine this matter. I 
would like very much to have it disposed of now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now consider the 
motion to reconsider? 
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The question being taken; there were—ayes 55, noes 56. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 47 voting in frvor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
80, nays 115, not voting 127; as follows: 


YEAS—80. 
Allen, Mass. - Kelley, 
Allen, Mich. Finley, ' Laidlaw, Sherman, 
Anderson, Ilowa Fitch, er, 
A 2 Menus Pe 
cAdoo, ruble, 
Paechasn, Gest, ý McKenna, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
hman, Grosvenor, McKi A omas, 7 
Brewer, Grout, Moffitt, Thomas, Il 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, Morrill, ‘Thomas, Wis, 
y ‘orrow, Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows, Hayden, O’ Donnell, Turner, 
Butler, Hayes, Osborne, arner, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Henderson, Iowa Patton, est, 
Caswell, Hermann, Payson, White, Ind. 
Conger, Hiestand, Perkins, White, N. Y. 
Crouse, Hi Peters, Wickham, 
Darlington, Hop! m. Plumb, iMiams, 
Dingley, Hunter, X Woodburn, 
A Jackson, Yardley, 
Sawyer, Yost. 
NAYS—1L, 
Abbott, Crain, Hı N 
Anderson, Miss. Orisp, Holman, Norwood, 
Anderson, Ill. Culberson, Hooker, Oates, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Hopkins, Va. o this 
Bie” ea Ep Hadd, Kongis 
Beethard, Davidson, Ala, Hutton, Randall, 
Bland, Davidson, Fla, ones, ce, 
ee a 2 re 
Brecki gore, w s 
Browne, T. „Va. Dockery, Laffoon, Russell, Mass, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Dougherty, Lagan, Sayers, 
Dunn, Landes, Simmons, 
Burnett, Elliott, Lane, Smith, 
Bynum, Enloe, Lanham, Springer, 
“Campbell, F., N. Y. Ermentrout, Latham, Stewart, Ga, 
Campbell, Ohio Felton, Lind, Stockdale, 
Candler, Foran, Long, Stone, Ky. 
Cannon, Ford, Taulbee, 
Carlton, Forney, Maish, Tillman, 
th, French Mansur, Tracey, 
Catebings, Glass, Martin, Townshend, 
Granger, McClammy, Turner,Ga, 
< Grimes, McCreary, Walker, 
Clements, Hall, McRae, Weaver, 
Merriman, Whiting, Mass, 
ntgomery, Wilson, Minn, 
Cowles, Heard Moore, Yoder, 
Com Hemphill, Morgan, 
NOT VOTING—1277. 
A Flood, McCormic Ryan, 
Aie Miss. " McCullogh, Scott, 
Anderson, Kans, Gaines, McKinney, Seney, 
Arnold, Gay, Milin, Seymour, 
Atkinson, 4 Shaw, 
Bacon, Gibson Milliken, Shively, 
Baker, Ol, Glover, Mills, Snyder, 
A e E 
Beld: ; 
it wed Harmer, elson, Stahinecker, 
Henderson, N.O. Nichols, le, 
Bou Henderson, Hil, Nutting, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Hires, O'N Ind, Su Vt. 
Bowen, H ~; O'Neill, Pa. Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky, Halen O'Neill, Mo. Symes, 
Brower, Hopkins, N. Y. Outhwaite, y, 
Browne, Houk, wen, Taylor, İ.D., Ohio 
Brumm, Johnston, N.O. - Parker, Cal. 
Backalew, Kean, erry, Vance, 
Bunnell, Kennedy, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Phel W: 
Chipman, La Fi di x Washi 4 
Lawler, Y, eeler, 
Cogswell Lee, r Rayner, bid tr Mich. 
ins, 
Compton, Lyman, Richardson, Wilber, 
Cooper, y Eyak i Robertson, Wilkins, 
; Matrett, Rockwell, Wilkinson, 
Davenport, Mahoney, Rowell, Wilson, W. Va. 
0, Matson, x ise. 
McComas, 


So the House refused to consider the motion, 

On motion of Mr. BOOTHMAN, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. MCCORMICK. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr. STEELE. 
Mr. WASHISGTON with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr, WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. BUNNELL, 


- 


Mr. Procock with Mr. BOWDEN, 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIRD, 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. WIsE with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. De LANo, 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. WILBER. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Post. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. HOPKINS, of New 
York, on this vote, 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. RYAN, on this vote. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. THOMPSON, 
on all political questions, but not regarding this as such a question I 
have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

MRS. LOUISA D. V. KILPATRICK. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Irise to submit a privileged report from a confer- 
ence committee, move its adoption, and ask the previous question upon 


it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise toa pointoforder. The issue having 
been decided between the question of consideration I raised and the 
pension bill, does not that give the right of way to the committee over 
any other business? 

The SPEAKER. What committee? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs, In other 
words, does not the motion I have made to consider the Army bill 
take precedence? 

The Beer But the gentleman withdrew his demand for the 
re; order. 

. TOWNSHEND. I did; but when the gentleman from Iowa 
brought up the pension bill I raised the question of consideration., 

The § ER. And the House determined not to consider that 
bill. Now the gentleman from Michigan presents a privileged report. 

E TOWNSHEND. And against that I raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Its consideration will not take a minute. 
ant TOWNSHEND. We are now in the consideration of the Army 

The SPEAKER. The conference report will be read. 

The report of the conference committee was read at length. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Will the House proceed to con- 
sider the conference report? 

: oe was taken, and the House proceeded to divide; pend- 
ing which, 

Mr. CHIPMAN said: I withdraw the report, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move to dispense with private business 
for this day. 

Shy sore ae was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 86, 


noes 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. O’FERRALL and Mr. Towns- 
HEND, 

The House again proceeded to divide, but before the announcement 
of the result, 

Mr. O’FERRALL said: I withdraw the Figen of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to dispense with 
private business was agreed to. 

Macaca aac I move now to dispense with the morning 
our, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that members hay- 
ing reports to make from committees may hand them in to the Clerk. 

Mr. TAULBEE. On what is that based? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Any reports. 

Mr. TAULBEE, ButI want to know why it is that the committees 
can not be called. = 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iamnotdebatingit, Iwassimply asking aques- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House has already adopted my motion to 
dispense with the call of committees, and I have simply asked consent 
that members having reports to make from committees may file them 
with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? : 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, unanimous consent was granted to file re- 
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FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


LIFE-SAVING STATION ON COAST OF MAINE. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12434) to establish a life-saving 
station on the Atlantic coast at or near the mouth of St. George River, 
Maine; which wasreferred to the Committee ofthe Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. RAYNER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3516) to further suspend the operation of section 
5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, Title LXXII, in re- 
lation to Guano Islands; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS GREEN RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported as a sub- 
stitute for bill H. R. 11996, a bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges over Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, 
by the Henderson State Line Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ruie Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

The bill H. R. 11996 was reported back with a recommendation that 
it be laid on the table. 


SUSAN P. MURDOCK. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably. the bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Mur- 
dock; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted, 
: SPECIAL-ASSESSMENT LIEN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 

rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of the 
folders of District of Columbia special-assessment lien certificates, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whoie for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have but afew words to sub- 
mit in support of the position I have taken in opposition to the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
to which I will ask the attention of the Chair. I have carefully ex- 
amined the decisions that were rendered at the last session of this Con- 
gress bearing upon the proposition of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. The most 
that can besaid of the decisions in these cases is that they have taken the 
view that the Committee on Appropriations had not been altogether de- 
prived of jurisdiction over the appropriations contained in the fortifica- 
tions bill which they reported tothe House and against which the point 
of order was made. It may be conceded, for the sakeof the discussion, 
that thedecisions were correct. Idiffered then, as I now differ, with the 
gentlemen who were then in the chair as to the conclusions reached. 

But suppose, sir, that we concede to the fullest extent what has been 
claimed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in those decisions. How 
far do they go? Simply to the effect that the Committee on Appropri- 
tions has not altozether parted with its jurisdiction over the appropria- 
tions they report in that bill. Take, for instance, the decision upon 
the fortifications bill in the last session. The point of order was made 
against the appropriations for torpedoes therein provided that were to 
be used in defense of harbors or fortifications. It has been held by the 
Chair under the practice of the House, not under the rules of the House, 
but the common practice, that the Committee on Appropriations still 
had power to report appropriations in the fortifications bill looking to 
the armament of forts or defense of harbors. 

Now, I insist that the most that can be said in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is that it may have concurrent jurisdiction 
with the Committee on Military Affairs of such appropriations. The 
Chair did not go so faras to hold that the Committee on Military Affairs 
was denied jurisdiction on this question. If the question had arisen on 
the Army bill, or auy bill reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
I doubt whether the gentleman from Georgia would have contended, 


and I doubt whether he would contend now, whilst upon the floor, 
that the Committee on Military Affairs did not have equal and concur- 
rent jurisdiction with the Committee on Appropriations over such sub- 
jects. Now, sir, I do not see how he or any one can hold that this 
Committee on Milii Affairs does not at least have concurrent juris- 
diction. Why do Ihold, sir, that the Committee on Military Affairs, if 
it has not exclusive jurisdiction, has concurrent jurisdiction with the 
Committee on Appropriations over appropriations of this character? 
Clause 12 of Rule 11 says in explicit terms: 

All subjects which relate to the military establishment and the ublic defense, 
including the appropriations for its support and for that of the tary Acad- 
emy, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Clause 3 of the same rule in defining the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, among other things, Qeclares that all subjects 
relating to ‘‘ fortifications” may be referred to that committee. Now, 
sir, the rule that I have read in relation to the Committee on Military 
Affairs goes further than the rule as laid down in clause 3, Rule 11. 

Now, the most that can in my judgment be said by gentlemen is that 
both of these committees have concurrent jurisdiction over this subject; 
but if any doubt could be left on the mind of any one as to the juris- 
diction, or at least the concurrent jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, he would certainly yield to the resolution adopted by 
this House by unanimous consent disectly and ifically referring all 
subjects of that character to the Committee on Mi Affairs. 

I again ask the Chair to give his attention to the resolution which 
was reported by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] as 
a member of the Committee on Ways and Means in the distribution ot 
the various subjects included in the President’s message passed on the 
6th of December last. It reads as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the United 
States to Con: at the present session as relates to the Army of the United 
States, including approp ons therefor, and to provide an armament— 

This includes any proposition making appropriations for guns, tor- 
pedoes, or any arms intended for coast defense and armament. The 
language is: 

Providing for the defense of the seacoast be referred to the Committee on 


Military 
I do not believe, sir, that there can be any doubts upon the point 
that I have made, and the most that can be said in be of the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations is that it has concurrent jurisdiction with 
the Committee on Military Affairs in appropriations for fortifications 
for the seacoast and for the public defense. 

Now, in order to show that I am correct in this assumption I will 
call attention to the decisions that were rendered—the two decisions 
to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania referred. First to the one 
rendered by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. The decis- 
ion is this: 

The attention of the Chair has also been called to the decision of the gentle- 
man who occupied the chair when the naval appropriation bill was under con- 
sideration at the last session of Congress. At that time the chairman of the 
committee held that a proposition for the purchase of guns for the use of the 
Navy was an object previously provided for by law, and that the approp-ict!on 
was & continuation of such work. : 

The same point is raised here—that this appropriation has not been 
authorized by law, and therefore is not in order upon this bill. 

The present occupant of the chai>, had he presided at that time, would doubt- 
less have made a similar decision; but if it were now proposed to appropriate 
asum of money for the armament of ships it ees 9 would not be contended 
that that was in order upon this bill, although it might be held to be necessary 
for the public defense. The words “the public defense,” in clause 11 of Rule 
XI, refer to such defense as is commi to the Army of the United States, and 
as clause 3 of this rule has committed the subject of fortifications to the Appro- 
priations Committee, all provisions for public defense to be made by fortifica- 
tion, should go to that committee, just ‘as all provisions for the public defenso 
relating to the Navy should go to the Committee on Naval irs. 

The r Arreo of War has transmitted to the committee certain letters, among 
them one from the Chief of Ordnance, to tho effect that this appropriation is 
desired for the armament of fortifications. The Chair will take cognizance of 
the fact that the proper officials of the Government who have communicated 
this matter to Congress have stated that the appropriation is for the purpose of 
providing armament for fortifications, and such being its object, it should be re- 
ported in the fortifications bill, as provided in clause 3 of Rule XI. 

Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill does not anywhere upon its 
face show that it has any connection with the fortifications system. 
This weapon may be used to defend fortifications, but it is not neces- 
sarily so used. It may be used many miles away from any fortification 
or fort; it may be used in the river atany point, As I illustrated yes- 
terday, it might be used anywhere from the mouth of the [Potomac 
River to the city of Washington, a distance exceeding 100miles. There 
is not a single fort between this city and the mouth of the Potamac, 
except the old dismantled Fort Washington where no troops are main- 
tained. As I have said, these weapons could be used at any point be- 
tween this city and the mouth of the riverto defend the river approach 
to the capital. 

One point which I made yesterday I wish the Chair to keep distinctly 
before it, and that is that this is a part of the armament that is desired 
for the Army and not necessarily to be used in connection with the de- 
fense of forts, for, as I have said, the weapon may be used at an entirely 
different and distinct point from any fort. I desire to call the particu- 
lar attention of the Chair also to this point, that the military establish- 
ment having been authorized by law, it is in order for the Committee 
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on Military Affairs to report any amendment in support of the military 
establishment. That principle was laid down by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] when he was in the chair some week or ten days 
ago. 

I do not know what opinion other gentlemen may entertain of the 
learning and knowledge of the rules possessed by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York, but so far as I am concerned I regard him 
as one of theablest parliamentarians, and as having as accurate knowl- 
edge of parliamentary principles and as thorough an understanding of 
the rules of this House as any gentleman whooccupies a position upon 
this floor. With one exception I believe he has served longer than 
any member of this House. I feel that great weight ought to be given 
to his opinion. I ask now that the Clerk read from his decision on the 
occasion to which I refer, a decision which, in my judgment, fully 
answers the point of order made in this case. In the caseupon which 
the gentleman from New York ruled there was an amendment in the 
Military Academy bill providing for the construction of an entirely 
new building at West Point, and in that instance the point of order 
would really have had more force than it has in relation to the matter 
now before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CuarmMan. Without entering apon the gossa of the jurisdiction of one 
committee as related to that of any , the holds that under clause 12 
of Rule XI, "to the military establishment and public defense, including the 
appropriation for its support and for that of the Mititary Academy,” the Com- 
mittee on Lecter a! carta jurisdiction of this matter; and therefore they 
have properly jurisdiction of this subject-matter as to the ere¢tion of buildings. 

The Chair cause to be read the third clause of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of approp! ions for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law 
be in order in any era appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without regard to the precedent cited by the gentleman from 
Tilinois, the Chair decides that, within the meaning of the provision just read, 
the di pro) to be erected—“‘fire-proof building on site of public 
groundsat West Point’’—is within the purview of the rule, The construction 
of a building is an incident to the maintenance of the Academy itself, the object 
being already in progress—the object contemplated not only by the bill 
but by the very institution of the Academy itself. 

Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair either in Commit- 
tee of the Whole or otherwise, the present occupant of the is informed that 
the Speaker of the House on a former appropriation bill held that an appropri- 
ation for the construction of a new vessel was in continuation of the general ob- 
ject of maintaining a navy; and that decision of the Speaker “runs on all 
Toursi P shart the decision which the Chair now makes when he oyerrules the 
pointof order. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, what do we learn from that 
decision? First, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] when 
occupying the chair followed directly in the footsteps of the Speaker 
of the House, who had held that the construction of a new vessel was 
properly to be considered as in support of the naval establishment, and 
was in order and might be reported in a general appropriation bill for 
the support of the Navy. As the gentleman rendering the decision 
states, his decision runs on all fours with that decision of the Speaker. 
He holds that the construction of an entirely new building, being in 
the nature of a support of the military establishment, it being author- 
ized by law, is in order, and that the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in furnishing means to that extent for the support of the Military 
Academy, could reporta ph providing for an entirely new build- 
ing. Now as to the decision of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT]. I will not take time to read his decision in full, but the 
gentleman from Georgia had an entirely different question before him. 
The question before him arose upon the fortifications bill reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The provision in the fortifications bill expressly declared that the 
torpedoes proposed in that bill were to be purchased for use as a part 
of the fortifications. The appropriation was confined by its language 
specifically to to oes for use on fortifications. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. It was for fixed mines only. 
. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; it was for fixed mines, which were a part 

of the fortifications. The provision in this bill, on the contrary, is for 
the purpose of purchasing a weapon; is for the purpose of purchasing 
material for the use of the Army—not necessarily in connection with 
a fort, Ifit is in order for the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
a provision for an entirely new building, and if that can be conceded 
to be a part of the military establishment, who can deny that a gun, 
that a torpedo, is not also essentially and properly a part of the military 
establishment? Can any one conceive of anything which can be more 
essentially considered as a part of the military establishment than tor- 
pedoes and guns, projectiles and arms ? 

I do not wish to occupy any further time. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, Dockery). The Chair isready to rule upon 
this question. The point of order submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] raises the question of jurisdiction and 
is directed to the clause of this bill which provides— 


For the purchase, under the direction and at the option of the Secretary of 
War, of movable submarine torpedoes propelled and controlled at will by power 
transmitted from shore stations, such torpedoes to have a speed of not less than 
15 miles an hour on a lł-mile test, to carry 11,000 feet of cable, to steer to the 
right or left within a radius of 300 feet before or after diving under a spar orlog, 
to carry not less than 400 pounds of dynamite or other high explosive, and be- 
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fore acceptance to meet the approval of the Board of Engineers, and the appro- 
priation thereof shall be a’ until exhausted, $500,000. 

Since the close of the session yesterday the Chair has made a some- 
what careful investigation of this question; and as a result of that in- 
vestigation will say that even if he entertained a doubt as to the cor- 
rectness of former rulings in respect to this controversy he would be 
inclined to follow those rulings, for the reason that the contrary course 
would involve the appropriation bills in much confusion and lead to a 
duplication of items. The Chair, however, entertains no doubt what- 
ever as to the question of jurisdiction raised by the pointof order. The 
distribution of the appropriation bills at the beginning of the first ses- 
sion of the last Congress made no change in the phraseology of the rule. 
The only effect of the change was to provide that certain appropria- 
tion bills which prior to that time had been under the control of the 
Appropriations Committee should be given to other committees. . In 
this connection the Chair desires tosubmit an extract from a recent de- 
cision of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] as Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole on the fortification bill, which decision 
in the opinion of the Chair reflects some light on this question and 
aids us in the endeavor to see our way to a proper conclusion. 

In that decision it is stated that— 


An examination of the statutes and of the practice of the House for a long se- 
ries of years shows that ope to the adoption of the present rules the rules sim- 

ly assigned the work of appropriations to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

hat committee subdivided their work into various general appropriation bills, 
not by virtus of any rule of the House, but for their own convenience. They 
were designated asthe legislative, executive, and judicial bill, the uay civil 
bill, the fortification bill, the District of Columbia bill, the pension bill, the de- 
ficiency bill, the military bill, the naval bill, and the bill in relation to post- 


offices and post- ete. 
The subject-matter of these several bills was desi; ted by the Committee on 
ie only way of ascertaining 


Appropriations iteelf, and the Chair thinks that 
the nature of these bills is by an examination of the substance of them. Under 
a ace ery cep guna 
r a In the lightof. this DASAR the subjects contained in the paragraph— 
ae the paragraph of the bill then under consideration—House bill 

917— 
have almost from the beginning been assigned to the fortification bill. 

The question at issue here is a question as to the jurisdiction over 
what is knownas the ‘‘torpedoitem’’ of thisappropriation bill. Where 
does it belong, and what appropriation bill should carry it? In en- 
deavoring to reach a just conclusion it occurs to the Chair that it is well 
to go back to the practice of the House in respect to this item before the 
change of rules distributed the appropriation bills; for that change of , 
rules made no change in their phraseology, but simply assigned certain 
appropriation bills tocommittees which prior to that time had-not been 
given the consideration of them. We find that beginning with 1874, 
without a single exception, the item providing for torpedoes has been 
carried in the fortification bill. Not only this, but since the adoption 
of the change of rules this item, as the Chair understands, though he 
is not quite positive as to this, has been carried in the fortification bill. 
The Chair thinks this is the fact, though it is not material to the ques- 
tion at issue. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There was no fortification billin the Forty-ninth 


ngress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not certain as to that, but made 
the statement simply— 

Mr. RANDALL. There was. { 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There was none that became a law. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the Forty-ninth Congress there was a bill 
nevertheless. z 

The CHAIRMAN, The statement was made on the floor yesterday 
without contradiction to the effect that the ‘‘torpedo item” had been 
carried in the fortification billof the Forty-ninth Congress. The Chair 
has not, however, investigated that question. 

The Chair therefore thinks that the intent of the House in distrib- 
uting these appropriation bills was to give to the fortification bill that 
which it carried prior to the distribution, to the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill that which it carried prior to the distribution, and so with 
respect to the bills assigned to the other committees. 

The Chair does not think it necessary to pass upon the question of 
order raised by the gentleman from Indiana. For these reasons the 
Chair sustains the point of order submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iofřer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
para the place of that portion of the bill ruled ont on the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the paons, under direction and at the option of the Secretary of War, 
of movable jsubmarine toi oes propelled and controlled at will by power 
transmitted from shore ons, such torpedoes to have a speed of not less than 
15 miles an hour on a 1}-mile test, to carry 11,000 feet of cable, to steer to the 
right or left within a radius of 300 feet before or after diving under a spar or 
log, to carry not less than 400 pounds of dynamite or other high explosive, and 
before acceptance to meet the approval of the Board of Engineers, the same to 
be used and operated by the Engineer ed of the Army at points upon navi- 
gable waters. and at entrances of harbors where permanent fortifications do not 
exist, $500,000, : 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the same point of order which has 
just been decided. ; 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the point 
of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 


proceed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
difference between the amendment and the paragraph which has gone 
out on the point of order. In the first place, it leaves out that part 
embraced by the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] in regard to the expenditure of the money; the next 
difference is, it requires this arm to be used and operated by the En- 
gineer Corps of the United States Army; and in the next place it re- 
quires it to be operated by the Engineer Corps of the Army “‘ at points 
upon. navigable waters and at entrances of harbors where permanent 
fortifications do not exist.” 

This amendment, therefore, excludes the points raised and decided 
in the ruling of the Chair. It is absolutely certain it refers to a part 
of the military establishment. It is to be used and operated by the 
Engineer Corps of the regular Army. It excludes the possibility of 
this being claimed to be a fortification or to be used in connection with 
a fortification, because itexpressly provides it shall be *‘ at points upon 
navigable waters and at entrances of harbors where permanent fortifi- 
cations do not exist.” 

This, then, Mr. Chairman, brings us down to the question, isa fish 
movable torpedo a fortification, and therefore to be appropriated for 
in the regular fortification bil), or is it merely an arm or weapon of the 
military establishment to be provided in the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army? 

Mr. Chairman, let us take forillustration a difficulty which may oc- 
cur at the present moment. Suppose we were to get into difficulty 
with a foreign nation and it should attempt to send a fleet up the Po- 
tomac River in order to attack this capital. Now we have no fortifi- 
cation either on Chesapeake Bay or on the Potomac River to stay the 
progress of that fleet, We have no means of defense for this city ex- 
cept by the Engineer Corps of the Army, which has been drilled in the 
use of the fish movable torpedoes. At any point on the river and 
operating for a distance of 2 miles, if a hostile fleet approaches they 
can propel these torpedoes against the enemy and destroy his vessels. 
This makes it apparent therefore, Mr. Chairman, to my mind that this 
is simply a weapon; that it is not a fortification nor anything that is 
to-day called a fortification. 

To illustrate further: We have a treaty with Great Britain whereby 
we are excluded from maintaining upon the Great Lakes upon our 
northern border to exceed three revenue-eutters, carrying, I believe, 
one gun apiece. Suppose we should get into difficulty and the British 
should attempt to send a fleet intothe Lakes. We have no vessel there 
to reach them or contend them. Wehave no fort which could 
stay them; but we could ship a cargo of these movable torpedoes upon 
a freight-car, and with the Engineer Corps of the Army to operate them 
tat points npon navigable waters, and at entrances of harbors where 
permanent fortifications do not exist,” in the language of the amend- 
ment, we could destroy that fleet or prevent it doing us any serious 
damage. Wecould plant these torpedoes on the Detroit River, where 
there is now no fortification, or upon the coast of St. Clair, where there 
is no fortification, or the Sault Ste. Marie, or the straits of Mackinaw,, 
where there is no fortification. With these movable torpedoes planted. 
at the entrance of harbors, and along the shores of navigable waters, 
making 15 miles, capable of rising, diving, and being deflected, we could, 
by merely digging a cellar in which the operator could be protected 
and command the situation, with twenty or thirty of these movable 
cig are destroy the enemy’s fleet. 

tis not an armament or fortification. It is simply a weapon of the 
Engineer Corps of the United States Army, and belongs in this bill. - 

Mr. RANDALL. Gentlemen should not confuse thequestion. The 
decision of the Chair was asto where this appropriation belonged. All 
he decided was that it belonged in the fortification bill. He has not 
decided who shall make the contract for these torpedoes, or how they 
shall be used. The naked question ruled upon by the Chairman is that 
this appropriation belongs on the fortification bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word. I may misunderstand what was 
the ruling of the Chair a few moments ago, bnt if I understood the 
Chair he does not base his ruling on the rules, but upon what was the 
practice, and that the practice. was to put into the fortification bill ap- 
propriations for torpedves to be used for harbor defense. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Illinois allow an in- 
terruption just there? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the language used in every fortification 
bill except two. The Chair would not hold it material to the main 
question of jurisdiction, but that is the phraseology in respect to tor- 
pedoes of every appropriation bill except that for the fiscal year 1885 
and the fiscal year 1886, in which bills the language, in substance, is 
the language of the “‘ torpedo section ’’ of the bill now under considera- 


tion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, ifit may please the Chair, the language, 
with the exception of the acts of 1885 and 1886, has continuously been 
as stated, and the practice, with exceptions mentioned, has been un- 
broken, that no appropriations for torpedoes have been made in the ap- 


propriation bill except for harbor defense. The unbroken practice has 
7 to confine the appropriations for torpedoes in this bill for harbor 
ense. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] now presents a prop- 
osition for an appropriation not to be used in harbor defense or in con- 
nection with fortifications, It is for a very different branch of the 
service. As I have said, the unbroken practice has been to confine the 
appropriation in the fortifications bill to those torpedoes used only and 
solely in harbor defense. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Permit me to call the attention of the Chair to 
a single point that has not been adverted to, I think, in the discussion 
so far, that the first appropriation for $100,000 for movable torpedoes was 
carried in the naval appropriation bill, in the act of 1883, by the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and fora very good reason, Mr. Chairman, as will 
be seen by considering the fact that a vessel of the Navy may take out 
a supply of naval torpedoes to sen and launch ions tem the vessel 
against the opposing fleet. It was carried then in the naval bill, which 
demonstrates the fact that it was not necessarily a matter for the forti- 
fications bill. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sayin response to that sugges- 
tion that he intended, when delivering the opinion on the point of order 
submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], to 
state that should the Appropriations Committee be deprived of its juris- 
evens over this qoon 4 would seem that the entire proviso as to 
submarine torpedoes would more pro a in the naval a; 
priation bill rather than the Army id aca oe. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are torpedoes and there are torpedoes. 
There are naval torpedoes to be in connection with vessels, and 
there are land torpedoes to be used by the engineer forces operating 
from the land. This is not what may be called a land torpedo, but it 
is projected from the land against the opposing vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the lan- 
guage of the last fortifications appropriation bill, which used these 
words: 

For practical instructi 
Mp eng oh ane a 
shore stations, ete. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. SAYERS. I am reading from the fortifications appropriation 
act of the last Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman be kind enough to read 
from the beginning of that paragraph? 

Mr. SAYERS. These words are of general signification —— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The beginning of the paragraph is this? 

For torpedoes for harbor defense. 

The — did not read that. 

Mr. DALL. Oh, you can not do indirectly what by the decis- 
ion of the Chair you are not permitted under the rules of the House 
to do directly. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has endeavored, in deciding the ques- 
tion of order, to make clear his opinion that the jurisdiction of the tor- 
pedo service under the practice of the Honse properly belongs to the 
fortifications bill. That was intended to be the decision of the Chair; 
but if the Chair did not so express himself in unmistakable 
he was unfortunate in the use of the terms employed. That was the 
idea in the mind of the Chair at the time the decision was rendered. 
The Chair sees no reason to depart from the opinion then entertained, 
and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Tofferafurther amendment to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offer the following amendment. In 
lieu of the paragraph stricken out on the point of pa pager decided by 
the Chair insert these words: 

For purchase, under the direction and at the option of the Secretary of War, 
of torpedoes, $500,000, 
Pons SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the same point of order against 
t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, Itis trifling with the question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It does not seem like trifling with the question —— 

Mr. SAYERS, I raise the pointof order that there is nothing before 
the committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

Mr. SAYERS. I made the point of order that the gentleman from 
New York was proceeding to address the committee when there was 
nothing pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman bad just risen, and of course the 
Chair had no means of determining for what purpose the gentleman 
had risen. The Chair understands the gentleman from New York now 
to move a pro forma amendment. P 

Mr. SPINOLA, I was about to state, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
suggestion made a moment ago, that there is trifling with the decision 
under the decision of the Chair here, that openi sng to be a disposi- 
tion on the part of one or two of our friends to e out all of the ap- 
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propriation for torpedoes, and to strike it out upon the technical ground 
that it has not been recommended by a proper committee, looking at it 
from their standpoint. Now, mustthe country and its safety be jeap- 
ardized and placed in peril; must the seaboard cities be undefended 
simply to cater to a technicality on the part of a few of our friends; or 
should we do that, sir, in a statesmanlike way which the people of the 
whole country are looking for us to do—that is, to give ample protec- 
tion to the dozen or fifteen of our great seaboard cities now so entirely un- 
protected? 

You can commence, sir, away in the State of Maine and follow the 
coast all the way down as far as it extends, and there is no seaportcity 
along that long line but what is left in such a position thatin the event 
of a difficulty with any other country the city may be taken and held 
for ransom at an enormous sum. 

We know that there is trouble of a great and serious character by 
which we might be brought intoconflict with Germany, and under ex- 
isting circumstances, let me say to my friends here, the great city 
of New York is unprotected, with its billions of money, and if once 
captured the ransom would be so high that it would almost the 
whole Government of thecountry. But my friend'says he does not live 
there. They live along way fromhere. How doesit affect my friends, 
the gentleman from Texas, or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
lives away up at the head of a small river that is continually asking 
for appropriations to remove obstructions and remove islands? 

Mr. RANDALL. But we have never asked to remove the garbage 
out of the harbor. . 

Sr TOWNSHEND. You asked for an appropriation to remove an 
an 

Mr. SPINOLA. You asked for money to remove an island ata cost 
of two or three hundred thousand dollars last year. Now, I can only 
ask this of this House in the interest of the great commercial interests 
of the country, for the protection of all who live upon the seaboard, and 
for the Pacific coast as well as the Atlantic coast. The Chair has ad- 
mitted in the decision that he has made that he was in some doubt, 
that he is not absolutely clear in his judgment; and when we have 
shaped the proposition in a new form. so as to overcome the objection 
that he entertained, again objection is raised upon the same ground. I 
therefore thinkitis a fit subject to appeal to the judgment of this House 
upon, with all respect to the Chair, who has decided that it is not in 
order, as to whether we shall leave the people in this imperiled con- 
dition in case of difficulty with any nation or whether we shall do that 
which the whole country is looking for us to do and give such protec- 
tion to our seaboard cities as will be warranted by our duty to them. 
I regret exceedingly to differ with my friend from Philadelphia [Mr. 
RANDALL], as well as with my friend from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS]. 

This isa great public ion, and it should not be treated upon a 
technical point. It is stricken out om a mere point of technicality as it 
stands before us to-day, and both my friends have placed it in that shape, 
and not upon its merits. I believe that it should be settled upon its 
merits, and I have no fear of the representatives of the American people 
deciding whether they shall place the country in such position, in case 
that we should have a difficulty with another country, as will fully 
guaranty the protection of our seacoast on both seas. I will say to my 
friends that if they do not let it rest upon this bill it will come in in 
some form. It may come in from the Senate, or it may come back 
in this very bill, and if it does you will have a great deal of trouble in 
getting it off. 

Mr. SAYERS. You will have trouble in passing it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. My friend from Texas says that we will have 
trouble in passing it; but I am speaking to-day to this House, and I 
appeal to both the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to let us take the question upon its merits in the House and 
let it decide it. Ifit decides that itis not of sufficient merit to be pro- 
vided for, I will say amen to their judgment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase and repairs of instruments to be issued to officers of the Corps 
of Engineers, for use on public works and surveys, $5,000. 

Library of the Engineer School of Application: rehase and binding of 
ge ee works of recent date treating of military and civil engineering, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the point of order against the para- 
ph just read. The appropriation is for a library for the Engineer 
hool of Application, stationed at Willets Point, New York. Iwasabout 
to remark that I am surprised that thatitem escaped the vigilant at- 
tention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS]... That item is to make an appro- 
priation for the School of Application at Willets Point, New York. Itis 
known as the Torpedo School. The object of that school is to experi- 
ment with and to prepare the submerged mines, and to instruct the 
Army officers in the use of these torpedoes which it has been decided 
are exclusively to be provided for in the fortification bill. Now, if ap- 
propriation can not be made in the Army appropriation bill for the pur- 
chase of a single one of these torpedoes or the material out of which 
they are made, I certainly hold that the Committee on Military Affairs 
should pot be burdened with an appropriation for the torpedo system. 
This is a part of the torpedo system, and a necessary part of that sys- 
tem; and the responsibility for the appropriation should rest where the 


Chair and the gentleman from Pennsylvania decided it belongs. Iin- 
sist on the point of order under the ruling which has just been made 
by the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand that, I concur in the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois, It. is new legislation, and it is subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist upon the point ot order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can I be heard for a moment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say, however, in this connection that 
it has been the practice of the House to insert this matter in this bill. 
It has always been put there ever since it was started. Butif the rul- 
ing is correct upon the last item ruled upon, this should go out upon 
the point of order that I have raised. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that the point of 
order is rather argumentative than otherwise. This library and Engi- 
neer School of Application is for the instruction of one branch of the 
military establishment, the Engineer Corps, who are posted at Willets 
Point. There can be no doubt at all but that this is for the support 
of a part of the military establishment, and althoagh I do not like to 
differ with my chairman, yet I think the provision is rightly in this 
bill, both in theory and in practice, and I should stultify myself not 
to say so. I differ entirely with the Chairman’s ruling on the last 
point of order; I think that item belongs in this bill, too, but I do not 
think that two wrongs make one right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I simply said that if this changed existing law it 
was subject to the pointof order. The gentleman from Michigan now 


states that this same ph is in the existing law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has been customary to make this appropria- 
tion on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, if it does not change existing law the point 
of order does not apply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For a building to contain engineer models, $8,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. . 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the point of order upon that item. 
There is no existing law authorizing it. Itis part of the torpedo sys- 
tem, and it belongs to the Committee on Fortifications, who it is claimed 
have exclusive charge of appropriations for torpedoes. ‘That runs on 
all fours with the views of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will express our own views without having 
them filtered through the mind of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, talking about ‘all fours,” this 
is on all fours with the Military Academy item involved in the decision 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. At the present 
time there is an old tumble-down building at. this place which is en- 


‘tirely unfit for the purpose, and we propose to give them a better one, 


a new brick building, in which to carry on their school and store their 
models. Iam inclined to think that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] are 
getting some light on the scope of previous points of order, but at the 
same time I want to see this provision kept in this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to add, Mr. Chairman, that there is no 
question as to the merits of this appropriation or as to the necessity for 
it. Upon those points I have not theslightest doubt in my mind, but, 
as I desire that this bill may be confined to appropriations that are 
strictly in order, and as the Committee on Appropriations has consti- 
tuted itself a guardian of this bill—a thing that the Committee on 
Military Affairs has never done with any billemanating from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations—this shows that my committee has more 
confidence in their judgment than they seem to havein the judgment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs [laughter]—I feel bound to make 
the point of order. 

£ i , while I am on my feet I beg leave to congratulate my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. He has robbed the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the very essence of its jurisdiction and 
had it transferred to his own committee. He did not do it upon his 
own motion, but it was the spirit that animated him which induced 
others to rob that committee of its jurisdiction and transfer it to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I am not surprised, therefore, that he 
has become envious of the remnant of jurisdiction left with the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and seeks to take away all that is left with 
us. I warn my friend who will soon bring in the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill that he may find himself in the same predicament with the 
restof us. It is not so very long since an effort was made here to 
emasculate the committee over which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania presides and deprive it of its most important jurisdiction. He 
was then powerless to save his committee. 

I stood with him hand in hand, shoulder to shoulder, and sought to 
prevent it from being emasculated ofits power, but I find to-day that, 
Phoenix-like, he has risen up here with more power than he ever before 

in this House. He has triumphed over the leading and 
what we all regarded, during the last summer at least, as the most 
potent committee in this House, the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Ido not therefore wonder that he is poe to go on and make 
new conquests, nor am I ashamed to acknowledge that the Committee 
on Military Affairs is forced to submit to the conqueror’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to leave you to your own reflections 
after the meanness of such a speech. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, the gentleman entirely misapprehends 
my speech. There was no meannessin it. There was simply a pur- 
pose on my part to express my admiration for the gentleman's power 
and influence, which dominate this House and override the established 
rules and practices of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam afraid you make that last remark at the ex- 
pense of your sincerity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend is again very much mistaken. He 
knows I am always sincere. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. A single suggestion as to the point of order. Of 
course the point is not made seriously, because it can not be possible 
that the chairman of the committee which frames this bill would raise 
this point of order against the provisions of his own bill. But if it be 
true that it is made in sincerity, it-certainly can not be possible that 
because for the time being a gentleman who happens to be chairman of 
the committee is temporarily dispossessed, asit were, of his ordinary 
stock of patience, the interests of the country should suffer. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would suggest, in response to the ob- 
servations of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON], that the 
clause here is not only ‘‘on all fours” with the decision of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox], but it is ‘‘on all fours” with the de- 
cision of the present occupant of the chair rendered on yesterday when 
he admitted the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


OUTHWAITE] to provide for ‘officers’ quarters ’’ for the post at Colum- | P 


bus, Ohio. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 
‘The Olerk read as follows: 


For repairing and preserving ordnance and ordnance stores in the hands of 
troops and for issue at the arsenals and depots, 95,000. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs have in- 
structed me to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting the following after the word “dollars,” in line 10, page 


For. the purchase of machine-guns, musket caliber, American manufacture, 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois what is to be the size of these guns. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that a communication from the War De- 

ent and a telegram be read which show the caliber of the guns. 

Mr. SAYERS. My object in the inquiry was to determine whether 

I would raise a point of order. I will reserve the point. 
` Mr, TOWNSHEND. If the point of order is to be made, we had 
better have it disposed of before going into the merits of this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I simply made the inquiry in order to determine 
whether the amendment was subject to a point of order. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas raise a point of 
order? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to know the character of these proposed 
guns; when I have ascertained that I may not press the point. I re- 
serve the point of order. If, as a gentleman suggests to me, these guns 
are to be musket caliber, then of course I do not raise the point of or- 


der. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the amendment so 
vides. 
rg Iask thatit may be again read; I think the Clerk 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
omitted one word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not wish to be understood as acquiescing 
in the assumption that we do not have jurisdiction over all calibers of 
Gatling guns, if such an assumption is made; that we cannot authorize 
the purchase of these guns of any caliber for field service. I desire to 
contest that assumption before reaching the merits of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again reported. 

The Clerk egain read the amendment, 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not raise any point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For manufacture of arms at the national armories, $400,000: Provided, Thatno 
more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ordnance Department in 
all its branches shall be applied to the He haga of civilian clerks in said depart- 
ment: Provided further, t hereafter the cost to the Ordnance Department of 
all ordnance stores issued to the States, Territories, and District of Columbia 
under the act of February 12, 1887, shall be credited to the appropriation for 
“manufacture of arms at national armories,” and that said appropriation shall 
be available until exhausted: And provided further, That section of the Re- 
vised Statutes shall not apply to the pure! of supplies in the War Depart- 
ment, if the Secretary of War shall eo order, when the amount actually needed 
shall not exceed in value the sum of $200. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve a point of order on this paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word ‘‘armories,” in line 20, the words "and used to procure 
like ordnance stores.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to have read a letter from the War 
Department on this subject. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from In- 
ape [Mr. HoLmAN] to state that he desired to submit a point of or- 
er. 
Mr, HOLMAN. I object to unlimited appropriations of money for 
the War Department. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the letter be read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1889, 


Sır: I have the honor to invite your attention to the proviso in the Army ap- 
propriation bill of the past and present sessions of Congas which requires 
that the value of all the ordnance stores issued to the militia be refunded tothe 
appropriation ‘' Manufacture of arms,” 

The Department, of course, intended that the money value of thestores taken 
from the Army supplies for issue to the militia ahould | be used to replace to the 
Army those supplies, otherwise the appropriations for the Arm 
stores other than small arms would annually have to be incre: about $200,000 
or more. In order to remove a certain ambiguity in the proviso I request that 
you will have the proviso amended by inserting, after line 20, on page 12, the 
words “and used to procure like ordnance stores,” This will remove all am- 
biguity and doubt asto the intent of the law. 

A copy of H. R. 12383 showing the desired amendment is inclosed. 

pectfully, your obedient servant, 


for ordnance 


S. V. BENÉT, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
Hon. R. W., TOWNSHEND, 


Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The War Department does not wish to increase’ 
this fund appropriated for manufacture of arms at national armories, 
but desires authority to use it for like purposes as proposed in this 

roviso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire tostate my pointof order. Line 21 reads: 
And that said appropriation shall be available until exhausted, 

Although this does not involve a very large sum of money, the 
amount being $400,000, yet the provision is subject to the objection 
that it is in conflict with theConstitution. As to the next proposition, 
that embraced in the proviso ‘‘that section 3709 of the Revised Stat- 
utes shall not apply to the purchase of supplies in the War Depart- 
ment,” it is clearly a new provision of law, That section of the Re- 
vised Statutes was adopted after long and very careful consideration. 
The language of the bill proposes to declare that this provision of the 
Revised Statutes shall not apply to a given case, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave no desire to say anything more. I do 
not care to discuss it further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon 
his point of order ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I certainly do. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With regard to the availability of the appropri- 
ation it would be easy to avoid that objection, butin fact it is entirely 
unnecessary, as the general law covers that point. 

' Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why, it is in the law of the present year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My attention was not called to it at the time, but 
I certainly do object most strenuously to the inauguration of any sys- 
tem of continuing, in opposition to the provision of the Constitution, ap- 
propriations for the Army beyond two years. Continuing indefinitely 
appropriations for the Army can not be done in this way, unless it is 
done in violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman say that is not in the 
present law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not care where it is; it is in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, which provides that no appropria- 
tion for the Army shall be for a longer period than two years, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it is against the Constitution then it will 
not be available after two years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is against the Constitution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But it is the present law, and if unconstitu- 
tional, as the gentleman alleges, it can not continue for longer than two 

ears. 

Mr HOLMAN. The attention of the House was not called to it at 

e time. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I believe the point of order to be 
well taken, This second proviso virtually repeals the militia law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not hear what the gentleman 
from New Jersey is saying. 

Mr. McADOO. I say thatthe second proviso virtually repeals the 
militia law enacted by the Forty-ninth Congress. I have that law be- 
fore me at this time and will read it if the Chair desires me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear what the 
law is. 


e Mr. McADOO. Itis as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That section 1661 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same ifs 
hereby, amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

“ SECTION 1. That the sum of $400,000 is hereby annually appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropr ated, for the 
pur of providing arms, ordnance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp 
equipage for issue to the militia.” 


Now, the gentleman from Illinois, who has been complaining of 
usurpations by other committees, on the Committee on Military Affairs, 
has undertaken by this second proviso to turn over this appropriation 
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of $400,000 for the militia to the regular Army. In that act of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1887, itis provided expressly that it shall be for the purpose 
of providing arms, ordnance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and camp 
equipage for issuance to the militia. If the Chair has any doubt upon 
the subject, I will send up the act. 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The provision in the present law is the same, 
with this exception, that the words perpetuating the statute appear in 
a different part of the proviso. Now the proviso of the present law is 
this: 

For manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at the national armories, $400,000 : 
Provided, That not more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ord- 
nance Department in all its branches shall be applied tothe payment of civilian 
clerks in said department: Provided further, That the cost to the Ordnance De- 
partment of all ordnance and ordnance stores issued to the States, Territo: 
and District of Columbia, under the act of February 12, 1887, shall be credi 
to the appropriation for “ manufacture of arms at national armories,” which 
appropriation for 1889 and thereafter shall be available until exhausted. 

That is the law to-day. The militia law was repealed at the last 
session. If you strike out the proviso under the law of to-day the ap- 
propriation is made available as proposed in the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please send up the provision 
to which he refers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is the present law, and I call attention to 
the fact that the militia law has, to the extent mentioned in the bill, 
been repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the fact that the word ‘‘hereafter’’ does not ap- 

in the law of last year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itsays ‘‘and thereafter.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It includes the word ‘‘thereafter,’’ as I have 
said, and makes the appropriation available as stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is possible, and I take it for granted, that the 
statement is correct, though I have not examined the matter, that the 
appropriation bill for the current year contains just such a provision. 
But if it does, Mr. Chairman, it shows more clearly the necessity of 
the Chair interposing when a point of order is raised, and the House 
interposing if the point of order is sustained, to prevent the adoption 
of any provision which is manifestly in violation of the Constitution. 
I concede as to the other departments of the Government that this prac- 
tice has been in existence for many years. We appropriate in this form 
for the other departments, but the constitutional provision gs to the 
limitation of appropriations for the military department of the Govern- 
ment can not be overlooked. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to have this constitutional provision read, 
which is higher than any rule of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to submit 
that provision of the Constitution is in support of the point of order; 
but in view of the fact that the proviso is in the Jast bill the Chair 
would prefer to let the House decide the question for itself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is palpably in contravention of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr, McADOO, Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, the further point that it 
is new legislation. . 

Mr. RANDALL. If this is to remain in the bill there certainly 
ought to be some language put in limiting the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit an amendment that no expenditure of 
said sum of money shall extend beyond two years. 

Mr. RANDALL, “From the date of the act? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course, from the date of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am perfectly willing that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana may be accepted, though I see no ne- 
cessity for it whatever. If it is unconstitutional to make the provis- 
ion the expenditure could not be made after two years. But to avoid 
controversy and further discussion, and to enable us to get through 
with the bill, I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “exhausted,” in line 21, insert “ not exceeding two years;” so 
that it will read: 

“And that said appropriation shall be available until exhausted, not exceed- 
ing two years.” 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana, with 
the consent of the chairman of the Military Committee, has submitted 
an amendment to this proviso which it seems is designed to limit its 
operation to two years. As I understand it, this proviso in itself is a 
change of the whole statute relating tothe militia. The statute makes 
an appropriation of $400,000 a year for the militia, and is a permanent 
one; butif this proviso against which the point of order was made is 
to remain in the bill, and the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
‘ana is accepted, you repeal or limit the operation of the statute to two 
years, and instead of its being a permanent statute you make it depend 
altogether upon the embodied in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman is unnecessarily alarmed 
about the appropriation for the militia. It is a merequestion of book- 
keeping. They get an ne a ean of $400,000 every year anyhow; 
and while I am heartily in favor of the appropriation for the militia 
system, which the gentleman has advocated so strenuously here, I do 


not see that there is anything in this provision which can affect it in 
any way. 

Mr. McADOO. The proviso limits it to two years; and if the bill 
is adopted with that proviso in it, it manifestly takes the place of the 
existing statutes. Now,if I had known that this provision was in the 
last bill I should have opposed it with all the ability which I may pos- 
sess. It is in this bill; the Chair has ruled upon it as being admissible 
under the rule, because of the fact that it is based upon a proviso em- 
bodied in the last appropriation bill. But if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana is accepted, that, I take it, repeals the perpe- 
tuity of the present law and limits its operation to two years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair has ruled 
upon the proviso to this ph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first proviso on page 21, or the second one? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I refer to the proviso commencing with line 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled upon that, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order extends to that as well as to the 
other, that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I madeit, or intended to make it, when I made the 
other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will pass upon that question after the 
pending amendment is disposed of. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, as to the third proviso. There has been no 
decision given on that. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please state 
his point of order against that proviso again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. i submit that the gentleman from Indiana has 
waived his point of order by submitting an amendment to that pro- 
viso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
offered his point of order against the third proviso of the paragraph; 
but I have an amendment which I offer to the paragraph that has been 
read—the second proviso—which has not been di of. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report that amendment; and 
the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Pegs after line 20, page 21, the words “and used to procure like ordnance 
stores.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please state 
the point of order again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I stated the point of order, if the Chair please, at 
the beginning, and will state it again. This is a proviso that section 
3709 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the purchase of sup- 
plies, etc. It is clearly a new law, because it poovides that this proviso 
of the Revised Statutesshall not have the application it now has. The 
proviso of the Revised Statutes referred to refers to supplies purchased 
by the War Department, while this proviso declares that the Revised 
Statutes shall not apply to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before the Chair rules upon the point of order 
I desire that he may allow me to have read the reason for this amend- 
ment. It is in the interest of economy, and I will ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is songh best by the committee to make permanent the provision thatthe 
rdnance Department of ordnance stores issued to the States, ete. 


ure for arms at the national armories. The committee, after a xey 
careful investigation and with considerable hesitation, have reported an amend- 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 12, 1888, 


Sır: The Chief of Ordnance has recommended thatsection 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes shall not apply to purchases of supplies of less value than $200, and he 
requests that you wi 


He requests that you will give your experience in the matter and generally 
submit any evidence you possess or arguments you may have to offer as to wh: 
the open-market purchase of small quantities of muppar would be more 
vantageous to — United States than by purchasing them under advertisement! 
as now pi 5 

Where it is practicable to give facts and figures, please do so. 

He requests that you will please forward your reports on this subject with 
ne er maton Stentt ih Congress in asking thi ption of 

pro) submit these reports to Con n e exemption 
smali purchases from the operation of existing laws. = ; 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CROZIER, 


WILLIAM 
à Tiewlenant Ordnance Depariment, United States Army, 
The COMMANDING OFFICER, 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. [have bad the communication ai Ae that 
the gentleman from Indiana would listen to it, in order that he might 
fully understand the motive of the De + and of the committee 
magr iy Sa apee gee pa tis in the interest of economy. 
When the Department desires to purchase a small amount of supplies 
they are required to advertise and go through all the expense they 
would have to go t h if they were to purchase a large amount. 
Now, the ent feels that it would be great economy to dis- 
pense with the advertising for supplies when the amount needed does 
not exceed $200. 

It is unquestionably in the interest of economy. Sometimes it will 
cost nearly as much, and in some instances more, to pay for the adver- 
tisement than the articles purchased. If $50 worth or less is required 
they have to advertise thirty days; and the Department may be re- 
quired to pay more than $50 for theadvertisement. Ido not know ex- 
actly how much the advertisements cost, Now, we have confined this 
to expenditures of $200 or less; and we felt that we ought to have suf- 
ficient confidence in the integrity and the discretion of the officers of 
the War Department to at least permit them to buy $200 worth with- 
out advertising for the lowest bidder. 

I have no doubt that the point of order is good. The Committee on 
Military whey oy the item upon this bill with t hesitation; and 
it was solely in the interest of economy we placeditthere. Ifthe gen- 
tleman from Indiana insists upon the point of order, and inflicts upon 
the Government such an enormous expenditure as would be required 
to advertise when the De nt wants to buy $10, $20, $30, or $40 
worth of supplies, he will have to take the responsibility of insisting 
upon his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the section proposed in effect to be modi- 
fied shall be read, and that will show who is in favor of economy in 
that matter. It was put upon the statute-book to prevent abuse in the 

of supplies in connection with the Army, and has remained 
on the statute-book for twenty-four years. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


and contracts for supplies or services in any of the 
of the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by 
advertising a sufficient time previously for respecting the same when 
the public exigencies do not uire the imm delivery of the articles or 
performance of the service. en delivery or performance is re- 
quired by the public exigency the articles or service required may be 

by open purchase or contract at the places and in the manner in which such 
articles are usually bought and sold or such services between individ- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to the fact that this amendment is proposed on the 
recommendation of the War Department, and that its operation is 
made entirely contingent upon the order of the Secretary of War. 
Unless he so orders this will not be done, and it is to be presumed 
Pak ho miN nakoo nalon iA ee dP aT, 

Mr. HOLMAN. But ought the Secretary of War, or any executive 
officer of the Government, to be permitted to make purchases in open 
market in this loose way, unless there is an emergency, and if there is 
an emergency, can not he do it under the law which I have just had 
read? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. If $200 is too wide a range of discretion, let the 
amount be reduced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, when once you begin to break down a statute 
it soon disap; irely. 

` The C MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order presented 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN }. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For manufacture of armsat the national armories, $400,000: Provided, That not 
for the Ordnance 


more tuan $60,000 of the mone: Department in 
ape meee eye a po plied to payment of civilian clerks in said Depart- 
ment: Provided further, r the cost to the of 


Ordnance Department 
all stores and District of Columbia 
under the act of February 12, 1887, be credi to the for 
4 manufacture of arms at national armories,”’ and that said appropriation shall 
until exhausted: And further, That section 3709 of the Re- 

to purchase of supplies in fhe War Depart- 
ment, if the Secretary of War shall so order, when the amount actually needed 
shall not exceed in value the sum of $200. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 


come in at that point. 
The Clerk fead the amendment, as follows: 
line 2, on page 22, insert : 
“For the Secretary of War of four pneumatic dynamite guns 
risen te ete een in on dik cot Moma tha DOA. 


ad ynna Apaan ton ths coum: 30 be delivered free of cost to the Gov- 
ernment at such point or points in the harbor of San Franciscoas may be desig- 
nated by the Secretary of War, $250,000, or 40 much thereof as he may deem 
proper. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of orderon that. The commit- 
tee has no such jurisdiction. 

rene aati Mr. Chairman, upon the point of order I wish 
AOT acta The point has been decided two or three times to- 
y- 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
to be heard or else that the Chair will preserve order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will be glad if the gentleman from 


I hope the gentleman will speak lond enough To 


Pennsylvania will indicate the billin which he thinks this item should 


Air, RANDALL. The fortifications bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the only 
point the gentleman makes is that this ought to be on the fortifica- 
tions bill. I will not now discuss the merits of the amendment. The 
Committee on Military Affairs have not reported it; the amendinent 
has been offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] on 
his own responsibility. 

But I wish to call the attention of the Chair to this fact. During 
the last session the Army appropriation bill was fought with the same 
stubbornness and ability by the members of the Committee on Ap: 
priations that they now display in fighting this bill, yet the Army bill 
at that time contained just such a provision as the one now offered by 
the gentleman from California, and they did not succeed in striking it 
from the bill. The members of the Committee on Appropriations con- 
tested every feature which was in the nature of an appropriation that 
belonged, in their judgment, to the fortifications bill, and they suc- 
ceeded in striking from the bill of last session everything that either 
they, or the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, regarded as prop- 
erly belonging to the fortifications bill. This provision, however, stood 
that testat the last session of the House and remainedinthe bill. It re- 
mained in the bill; it became a law upon that bill; a contract has been 
made under that law; and now the gentleman from California seeks only 
to do here what was done upon the bill of last session. 

Can a provision like this be held to be in order at one session of a 
Congress and be held to be out of order at the next session? This 
weapon is as much in order on the Army appropriation bill as a pro- 
vision for the purchase of small-arms at the armories, or for the pur- 
chase of any field-piece that might be needed for the operations of the 
Army in the interior, It is not necessarily a weapon to be used in de- 
fense of a fort, It is an offensive as well as a defensive weapon. It has 
been purchased by the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy recommends 
that a vessel be built and that her armament shall consist of these guns. 
The dynamite cruiser Vesuvius was constructed at a cost of nearly 
$400,000 to carry an armament of these guns. These guns may be 
used out on the sea, a thousand miles away from our own coast; the 
may be used out on the plains; they may be used anywhere that field- 
pieces can be used. 

I am ew discussing simply the point of order. I feel, sir, that it is 
my duty to stand here and defend as much of the jurisdiction of our 
committee asI can. I know that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has been very successful in making inroads upon that committee in in- 
stances that every member of the Committee on Military Affairs re- 
gards as clearly belonging to that committee. If he is able to prevent 
us from reporting upon this bill appropriations for guns, then he onght 
to be permitted to strike from this bill every item coming under the 
head of ‘*Ordaance”’ or “‘ Engineer’s Department.” I repeat, Mr. 
Chairman, if this provision was regarded as in order last session, wh 
is it not in order this session? It was the gentleman from Pennsy 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] himself who made the point of order against 
this item in the Army bill last session. It carried the same amend- 
ment. He objected then, claiming that it belonged to the fortifica- 
tions bill. He sat in his seat when the Army appropriation bill was 
then under consideration, and when this very item was under consid- 
eration he suggested an amendment to it which was adopted, 

Now, sir, if it was considered by him and by the Chair and by the 
House to be in order then, how can he stultify himself to-day by mak- 
ing an assault upon it? Does he feel that it is easier at this session to 
deprive the Committee on Military Affairs of its rightful jurisdiction 
than at the last session? Why did he not bring up his point of order 
when he sought to amend this provision last session? My memory 
being refreshed, I will go further and will remind the Chair that the 
gentleman himself [Mr. RANDALL] did raise the point of order against 
this provision and his point of order was overruled. 

I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that a point of order was 
raised against that item of the bill by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and his point of order was overruled. 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to suggest that the objection raised at that 
time by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was based upon the fact that 
the provision contained the word ‘‘plants,’’ and upon that word being 
stricken out the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdrew his objection. 
I ask the Clerk to read from the RecorD the p: ings in reference 
to that matter, showing the objection which was made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania at that time, and showing that on the pro- 
vision being modified in accordance with his suggestion it was adopted 
as a part of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

menani 
different bers, and tho necessary p. 
same, for armaments military use, $400,000, or so much 


of War of pneumatic dynamite guns of 
ta, ammunition, and carriages for the 


as may 


From time immemorial, or at least as far back as I remember, s priations for 

na pe alee ar gp SAC “= fo A psn ey make 
the point of order against this paragraph, an especial words 
“and the necessary plants.” It will not be that there is any law pro- 
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viding for a plant in this connection, and I ean not view this provision in any 
cher light shan ae.am GIRADE te edge in the Deginaing of plant for the manu- 
facture of these guns by the Government. I need not go now into the merits 
of such an undertaking. I make the t of order against the paragraph, and 
more particularly against the words “and the necessary plants,” onthe ground 
that there is no law authorizing a necessary plant for any such purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, There is no question, in my judgment, but that it isin order 


on this bill to appropriate for the of arms, small or large; but under 


the construction which the tleman from Pennsylvania puts upon the pro- 
visi n in the bill, namely, that it contemplates eae plant to manu- 
facture guns, itis ble that his point of order may good, and to ob- 
viate that ion I to strike out the word ts.” It was not 
soeren int pane on : for the aoggersamy eae nig pele nang gen- 

eman hasin mind, ‘4 only purpose was to provide the neces- 
my ‘or handling and the guns. 

r. Then why not say so? 

Mr, TownsHEND. I am willing to strikeout “plants” and insert instead “ ma- 

chinery to fire and h. the same.” 


Wien se so That will obviate the objection I have made to the language 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman from Illinois has argued that this 
amendment is designed to purchase weapons to be used anywhere on 
land, Now, the amendment in its very language states that these 
weapons are to be used in the harbor of San Francisco. 

Mr. MORROW. To be delivered at the harbor of San Francisco. 

Mr. RANDALL. To be delivered there? 

Mr. MORROW. To be delivered there. I may say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that the investigation I have made leads me 
to suppose that these guns will not be placed upon any fortification 
or in the immediate vicinity of any fortification. 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are to be used at San Francisco, as the 
gentleman seems now to hesitate to say, then they belong, of course, 
to the coast defenses. Either they are intended for coast defense or, 
in my judgment, they will be useless; and, if intended for coast defense, 
they belong to the subject of fortifications. 

Mr. MORROW, ‘The object of the amendment is to do precisely 
what is proposed in the original act, namely, to provide pneumatic 
dynamite guns for the defense of the country. It is a matter belong- 
ing to the military establishment and the defense of the country, of 
which, as provided in the rule, the Committee on Military Affairs hag 
jurisdiction. The jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs in 
this matter was conceded last year when this provision was incorporated 
in the Army bill. It then went through with asimple sug.estion from 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that under the word *‘pjants,’’ as 
first embraced in this provision, it was possibly the purpose of the War 
Department to establish a plant for the manufacture of these guns, 
and on that ground he made objection. That particular objection has 
been obviated in this amendment. 

It is uot proposed to establish any plant for the manufacture of these 
guns; but it is proposed to procure four of these guns—not necessarily 
for the purpose of being used in connection with the fortification of San 
Franciseo. On the contrary, it is more than likely, it is almost certain, 
so far as I understand the matter from those who have charge of it and 
who understand what will be done with these guns, that it is not in- 
tended to use them in connection with forts, but that they are intended 
to defend the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. MORROW. Very well. ` 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not intend by what he has said 
a convey the idea that these guns will be used for field purposes, does 


o? 
Mr. MORROW. I do not know that. they will be used for field pur- 


poses, 
Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman prepared to say that they will not 
be used for field pur ? 

Mr. MORROW. am not an engineer of the Army—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not understand the bearing of this con- 
troversy as to the use which may be made of these guns. The princi- 
ple for which I contend is that these are a part of the military estab- 
lishment, a weapon which the Army is entitled to have if Congress 
deems it proper to make an ap ion for the purchase of them, 
as much so as any other kind of gun proper for the use of the Army. 
I can not understand why the Chair should inquire into the motives of 
the gentleman from California or what may be his views as to the use 
which the Army will make of these guns. The only question to be 
considered is, is the provision germane; is it in order on this bill? 
That has been answered by the ruling made at the last session, over- 
ruling the point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is there any estimate for this? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There was no estimate for it; and for thatrea- 
son it was not embraced in the bill as reported. But I understand 
from the gentleman from California that he has a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War recommending the appropriation. 

Mr. MORROW. The matter has been submitted to the Secretary 
of War and an estimate has been made of some $250,000 for the pur- 
chase of additional guns. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where is the estimate? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It did not come to the committee in time for 
them to take action upon it before the bill was reported. 

Mr. MORROW. There is an estimate in this respect: The Secretary 
of War has furnished a letter in which he states the necessity for these 
guns and indorses the propriety of an appropriation for the purpose. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Estimates are not necessary to lay the founda- 
tion for jurisdiction. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Iaskthe gentleman from California [ Mr. Morrow], 
eg a a possession, tosend it up and have it read by 

e Clerk. 

Mr. MORROW. It has been mislaid, but I will try to find it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say in regard 
to the merits of the amendment of the gentleman from California, It 
has not been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. I con- 
cede an appropriation fora dynamite gun would be in order on the 
Navy appropriation bill, provided it was to be used on one of our naval 
vessels, as in the case of the Vesuvius. 

I concede that it would be in order as a provision on the fortification 
bill provided it was a n part of our fortifications, unless the 
House had given that subject to another committee, as at the present, 
session it has done. I concede that it would be strictly in order on an 
Army appropriation bill if it was to be operated by the military estab- 
lishment. As nothing appears to the contrary I think it is in order 
and that it is to be taken for granted it will be operated by the mili- 
tary establishment. The appropriation made for the present year is as 
follows: 


For the purchase by the Secretary of War of pneumaticdynamite guns of dif- 


ferent calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the same, am- 
munition, and carriages for the same, all complete and mounted in place ready 
for military use, $490,000, or so much thereof as he may deem proper. 

The only point of difference in that law from the ing amend- 

ment is that it should be for military use; not for naval, but for mili- 
tary use. 
There should be some of these pneumatic dynamite guns on the Pa- 
cific coast. We have a great city there. We havea magnificent com- 
merce and it is inadequately defended. We have no high-power guns. 
We did own one there, but on the first fire it broke the carriage and 
was dumped into the ditch. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; when they fired it it broke the gun-carriage 
and rolled down the hill, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The first time it was fired it broke the rig 
and is still left in the ditch.. We ought to have some of these high- 
power guns for use on that coast, and we will have them if we can sat- 
isfy the scruples of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, we certainly ought to be under obligations to the 
members of that committee for the care with which they scrutinized 
the work of the Committee on Military Affairs. I do not know really 
how the Committee on Military Affairs would get along if we did not 
have these gentlemen interested in our work and ready to scrutinize. 
If we can satisfy their scruples I am willing to let in the amendment 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow} provided it shall be 
limited to military use. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam sorry the members of the Military Commit- 
tee show so much temper about this matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; they are the best-tempered men in the world. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say there was an appropriation last year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Last session. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is last year. Under that act there was ad- 
vertisement made for pneumatic dynamite guns. There was but one 
bidder. There was nocompetition. Thisamendment comes here with- 
ont an estimate. It does not come with the approval of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The question did not come before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. RANDALL. You acknowledge you did not have jurisdiction 
over it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not admit that. It was not presented to 
the committee by the gentleman from California until after the Army 
appropriation bill had been reported to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. It could not have been reported in the bill, be- 
cause there was no estimate for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Estimates are not necessary to give jurisdic- 
tion according to the statement made the other day by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from Illinois say his commit- 
tee ean take jurisdiction without receiving any estimates? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; at the last session of Congress the esti- 
mates were sent to the committee. 

Mr. MORROW. -Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reference 
to the origin of this amendment. An appropriation of $100,000 was 
contained in the act of last year, and was intended to include the 
placing of guns on the Pacific coast. 

When this contract was let, or rather when the bids were invited 
some time ago, it was ascertained that they could only place guns at 
New York, Boston, and another point, and thatthe placing of guns on 
the Pacifie coast under that appropriation could not be done. Upon 
consultation with the Secretary of War in regard to the matter he 
stated to me the facts; and in the letter to which I have referred, but 
which has been mislaid, although I will find it and have it inserted 
in the RECORD in connection with my remarks, the Secretary of War 
states distinctly and strongly that this gun is required on the Pacific 
coast, and that under the appropriation of last year it was impossible 
to provide such a gun, 
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Furthermore; permit me to say, and perhaps it may be intrenching 
s little on the merits of the case, but it at least shows the good faith 
in the origin of this amendment, that San Francisco is perhaps the 
best place within the limits of the United States to-day for testing the 
value of this gun. It has been found from experiment that this gun 
is effective, as admitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania two years 
ago last July, when the discussion of the fortifications bill took place, 
and when he called attention to the fact that the proposed gun would 
probably be one of the best defenses the country could have. 

Now, at San Francisco you can place this gun at a reasonable eleva- 
tion upon the hills surrounding that harbor where the shell can be 
dropped upon an incoming vessel, and it has been found that the effect- 
iveness of the gun depends upon its elevation. If, therefore, the gun 
is to be effective it must be on the hills overlooking the bay or harbor 
of San Francisco, and there it will be of greater service as a defense 
than anything else that can be devised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman from 
California—— 

Mr. MORROW. . If the Chair will permit me, I am not addressing 
myself to the merits except to show that the point of order should not 
be allowed to prevail against the amendment, because it is a fact that 
the Secretary of War has sent the communication to which I have re- 
ferred, and which bears directly upon the necessity of the appropria- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is important in its relation to the point of 
orver, and the Chair thinks that, in the absence of an estimate, it 
would not be improper to inquire into the character of the gun pro- 
posed by the amendment, and to ask the gentleman from California to 
state frankly to the Chair whether this gun is to be used as a field gun 
or for fortifications. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I could claim 
sufficient experience in military affairs or in military engineering to 
say what the Secretary of War will do or ought to do with the gun 
after it has been provided; but I want to answer the question as far as 
I can. 

Mr. RANDALL. Common sense would be a good guide. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California repeat his 
answer to the question of the Chair? The attention of the Chair was 
momentarily directed to a remark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORROW. No doubt, Mr. Chairman, as a military maneuver 
common sense is a very good institution, and I think that common 
sense would suggést to the House now, as it did to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania two years ago, that this gun will-be a most admirable 
thing for the defenses of this country. 

Now, whether we are to take this gun up and handle it with horses 
in the field, I do not pretend todetermine. That would bea question 
for the Army engineers, I take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state that the fact as to 
whether or not the gun is to be used in a fortification or in the field 
will, in the absence of an estimate, have some influence in determining 
the bill in which this item should appear., If the estimate was here 
it would of course be a guide for the Chair, and therefore the Chair 
has requested the gentleman from California, who is doubtless familiar 
with the details of the proposition, to state the purpose of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Obviously the only place it can be used is asa 
part of the fortifications of the harbor. 

Mr. MORROW. It is impossible for me to state to the Chair what 
use will be made of this gun after it has been provided, except simply 
that it will be used as an arm of defense. My own judgment would 
be, and from the best information I can gather, that it would not be 
advisable to place this gun in the present fortifications of San Francisco 
if you mean to connect it with the fortifications already erected there. 
It will not be and could not be advantageously apartof them. It will, 
however, be a part of our harbor defenses. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORROW. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. All of this trouble could be obviated by the gentleman 
withdrawing the point of order. 

Mr. CU’ ON. The question of jurisdiction, Mr. Chairman, 
does not come in here at all, because this appropriation does not come 
from the committee. It is simply for the Committee of the Whole to 
say whether it will place the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
California as an independent provision upon the billornot. The House 
may say it will put it here or anywhere else. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs does not, therefore, assume any jurisdiction of the matter, 
but it will be an assumption of jurisdiction by the House itself acting 
in Committee of the Whole if it should be held that the proposition 
does not legitimately belong to this bill. The Committee on Military 
Affairs having no estimate, leave this to the Committee of the Whole 
to say, under the ruling of the Chair and in all deference to the Chair, 
whether or not it will place the appropriation on this bill as the only 
available vehicle for carrying it at the present time. 

Mr. REED. If it depends ona question of fact, ought the Chair to 
decide that question? If it depends on a question of fact, I suggest that 
the committee should decide it, and not the Chair, 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair was endeavoring to get at the facts in 
so far only as they relate to the point of order. ‘ihe Chair, with some 
hesitation, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MORROW. _Is that ruling on the character of the gun? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a field gun. 

Mr. MORROW. As I understood, the Chair stated that the point of 
order was sustained with reluctance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reluctance arises only from the fact that 
this provision is substantially the same as that which appears in the 
Army appropriation bill of last year. 

Mr. MORROW. I think that this matter is in that sort of condition 
that the House, with no disrespect to the Chair, might pass upon this 
subject; and I therefore appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would call the attention of the Chair for a 
moment to the fact that as this is for armament for the coast defenses, 
which has been conferred upon the Committee on Military Affairs, it 
would come in on this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the submission of the question on the appeal, 
I would like to ask what is to be suabmitted—whether the ruling shall 
stand or whether it is upon the merits of the question? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has sustained the point of order pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. This belongs to fortifications, and the Chair could 
not decide in any other way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania decided, 
himself, last session that it belonged to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman from California to ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, and that it is now asked before the 
matter be put that the merits be discussed before the House. 

Mr. MORROW. The Chair intimated that he was in doubt as to the 


facts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wanted to know whetherit was in a position that 
the committee could reach it in accordance with parliamentary law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 

d as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was put, and the Chair announced that he was in doubt 
as to the result. 3 

Mr. MORROW. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 19. 

So the decision of the Chair stands as the judgment of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance stores on hand at 
op hey Seong eet and evening gun at milita ts, prescribed by Ge: 
eral Orders No. 70, Headquatters of i Army, ‘dated 3 July 231 1867, $20,000. or 20 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

For targets for artillery practice, $5,000. 

Mr. MAISH. By direction of the Committee on Military Affairs I 
offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be, and 
the same is hereby, approptiatao; out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appro: , toenable the Secretary of War to cause examinations and 
tests to be made in converting the existing ordnance of the War Department 
into steel-lined torpedo howitzers for throwing high explosives according to 
the plans of Stephen H. Emmons as stated in memorial of February 2, 1889, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman make? 

Mr. RANDALL. That it belongs to the fortification bill? 

Mr. MAISH. This does not state what the caliber of these guns 
shall be. 

Mr. RANDALL. This matter of conversions has always been pro- 
vided for in the fortification bills. 

Mr. MAISH. ‘These examinations and tests may be made of field- 
pieces as well as guns for fortifications, and if it is in order to make an 
appropriation to make such examinations for the larger ordnance of the 
Government, it certainly will not be out of order in making examina- 
tion and making a test of one field-piece of the Army ; I suppose that 
would be a question for the Secretary of War. How the gentleman can 
raise a question of order upon a mere proposition to make a test of the, 
ordnance where the caliber and size of the gun arenot stated, I do not 
understand. Of course it is only contemplated that the test shall be 
made in accordance with the rules of the House. Thatisall. The 
Committee on Military Affairs ask that at least $15,000 may be appro- 
priated to determine whether the scheme of Professor Emmons will con- 
vert these useless and obsolete guns to very effective weapons, which I 
believe it will do. 

The committee informally rose to receive a message from the Presi- 
dent, Mr. HoLMAN in the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, was received. i 

The message also announced approval of a bill and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 181) accepting the invitation of the Impe- 
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rial German Government to the United States to become a party to the 

International Geodetic Association; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretaries of Warand 

the Navy to loan the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committce on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had cxamined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will submit this amendment to the 
committee. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 36, 
Mr. RANDALL. No quorum, 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Marsa] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is going 
to filibuster on this bill perhaps the committee had better rise. 
Mr. RANDALL. What does the gentleman mean by talking about 
filibustering? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that there is 
no quorum here, and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
r. RANDALL. I want to count those that are here, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have been counted already. 
The committec divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, noes 62. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MAISH. I ask permission to have printed in the RECORD, asa 
pa of my remarks, the memorial of Professor Emmons upon this sub- 
ect. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The memorial is as follows: 
Harrison, N. Y., February 2, 1889, 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States in Congress assembled : 

GENTLEMEN: In view of the attention now baina pord to tha subject of the 
national defenses I beg leave to submit for your consideration tne accompany- 
ing paper and drawings; and in the hope that the information an 
therein contained may prove of some service, petition 
propriate committee and have due consideration. 

Iam, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 


d suggestions 
that it be referred to ap- 


STEPHEN H. EMMONS, 


THE UTILIZATION OF EXISTING ARMAMENTS. 


It is often assumed that unless a nation possesses a store of ordnance of th 
most modern type it is necessarily in a defenseless condition ; and, inasmuch as 
such guns can not be made or procured at short notice, the inference is deduced 
that the coast line of the United States and many other countries must, for at 
least some years to come, remain at the mercy of the great European powers. 

There is, of course, much truth in this view. To manufacture a large built-up 
steel gun is a work of many months under the most favorable circumstances, 
and of some years in countries where no first-class gun factories exist, and 
where, consequently, the heavy parts of ordnance have to be supplied from 
abroad, This point is clear! oberon out in the following 
eral 8. V. Benét’s report as Chief of Ordnance for the United States for the year 


1884: 

“The difficulties above recounted in procuring steel from abroad, even for ex- 
oo guns, makes manifest, without lengthy comment, the necessity for 

ome production. Itis hoped that the very pressing need of the Department 
and the difficulties under which it now labors in attempting to secure suitable 
material for gun-construction may b- relieved through the prompt and ener- 
getic action of Congress at its next session. The steel-makers of this country 
will not undertake the production of steel on a scale adequate to our wants with- 
out the inducement of being fairly remunerated for their outlays, and the im- 
med action on the part of Congress for holding out such inducements by 
liberal appropriations can not be overestimated. The trutn of this statement 
is apparent when it is considered that, even after ample encouragement has 
been afforded, considerable time must elapse, say two years or more, before the 
requisite plant can be designed, constructed, and set up, and the production of 
steel in masses of sufficient size and of suitable quality for gun-construction can 
become a practical success, Then the manufacture and test of the experimental 
or typical guns will require at least two years more, even for the more moder- 
ate-sized z cali , before the manufacture of guns in quantity can be proceeded 
with, 


In General Benét's report for 1887 the subject was again alluded to in termsso 
luminous and pregnant that I feel it incumbent upon me to make the following 
further quotation; 

“It is believed to be to the vital interest of the whole country that such liberal 
appropriations be made by Congress from.year to year, until our present utter 
destitution as to modern guns be relieved, as shall furnish the substantial en- 
courazement and aid that our steel industry demands. Asa step in this direc- 
tion I have asked in my annual estimate for an appropriation of $1,500,000 for 
the procurement of forgings for 8-inch and 10-inch breech-loading steel guns. 
This sum should procure the steel for about fifty 8-inch guns and about forty 
10-inch guns, and to allow the necessary time to erect additional plant this ap- 
Prope ion should be made available until expended. 

“Tt is not necessary to enter into a discussion of the necessity for seacoast 
armament, nor of the possibility of future disbandment of armies and tke set- 
tlement of international controversies with the peninstead of the sword. What 
may be in the near or distant future in this rd the most astute siatesman 
can notdivine. Our dealings, however, are with the immediate present, and 
if the recurrence of war is likely to follow ample preparation, Europe in arm~ 
would seem to indicate that the days of ul arbitration have not yet been 

. Itean hardly be recommended that while waiting for this future pos- 
sibility our shores should continue unguarded and at the mercy of the most in- 
significant belligerent. 

“ Rams and torpedoes and dynamite guns are 
defense, but the war conditions yet obtainin; 
bammering of heavy shot moving with a 


m Gen- 


werful auxiliaries in harbor 
1 not dispense with the hard 
velocity, because these 


auxilia- 


ries themselves need protection and of the most perfect character. The dyna- 
mite guns with a limited range can not be left to the mercy of the much longer- 
reaching fons ofthe enemy’s ships, The attackingships must be kept at a dis- 
tance by heavy guns and long-range mortars—the comparatively low cost of 
mortars enabling us to compensate by numbers any lack of accuracy of fire, As 
a projectile force gunpowder yet stands supreme, It strikes a terrific blow at 
ong distances; itsarm reaches many miles; it plants its blow with unerring 
certainty. We can not dispense with such a force, so readily handled, so thor- 
oughly understood. ~ 
“ Heavy cannon are therefore a necessity, and must be provided, and our un- 
protected coasts demand that they be provided ily. These necessities also 
demand that they be of the most approved quality; cannon of steel which have 
been adopted by the world after most thorough and crepe 4 experiment 
and trial; cannon that will place this nation on an equality with the most pow- 
erful. It will cost money, but not more than the loss to the cities of New York 
and Brooklyn from one day's bombardment. All this and more is known to 
Congress and the country. Reports of board and committee, reports of official 
experts, the writings in the public press, individual views, all have kept this 
important matter before the people, and the responsibility for weal or woe, for 
success or disaster, must remain with the people. At this time no half meas- 
ures will do. Congress should decide, and decide at once. Another year ought 
pe to pass without a settled and well-defined policy in regard to the national 
efense, 
If Congress have hitherto hesitated to adopt this policy in its entirety the 
hesi ation bas not arisen from Say cicerene of opinion as to the mt 
necessity of arming the national rd. All political parties and all author- 
ities, whether military or civil, whether in offices of state, in the chambers of 
Legi .atures, or in hails of commerce, are alike agreed on'so vital a question, 
But it may well be that from the height of the Capitol a broader and more far-. 
reaching view is taken than in circles of more limited observation. Todeliber- 
ately compete in armaments with the leading European nations would be to 
enter upon a policy of vast and uncontrollable expenditure with the certainty 
that by far the greater portion would produce results of but ephemeral value; 
and eyen to enter upon the purchase or manufacture of any considerable num- 
ber of the huge guns now being made in Europe would not only involve an 
enormous cost per £e, but would entail the provision of still more costly acces- 
sories in the shape of elaborate carriages, fortifications, ranges, and the like, 
To leave a coast defenscless may be unwise, but it may be still more unwise to_ 
unduly deplete the national resources. 
If, however, it were ible by means of a very moderate expenditure and 
in a very short space of time to bring about some vast augmentation of the na- 


tional defenses, Con; would probably at once adopt such a policy, while at 
the same time continuing a cautious caren in the Gtrection indicated by the 
European advances in ordnance and fortification. 


I propose to consider in the 
kind be practicable. - 


SEC, 1.— The distinguishing feature of modern ordnance, 


Among the earliest guns of which we have any account, or of which speci- 
mens are still to be found in military museums, we find breech-loading built- 
up rifles of great length, and we know that these weapons were used in combi- 
In other words, modern ordnance 


present paper whether any middle course of this 


nation with very slow-burning gunpowder. 
is but a reversion to ancient types. 
Probably the only sbsolataly new features to be met with in the cra A artil- 
lery of the present day are, first, the projection of shells charged with high ex- 
plosives; and, secondly, the rs ednina of carriages that cause the 
tomatically disappear from sight after delivering their fire. But there is also 
much that is relatively new in the details and methods now adopted in connec- 
ing, breech-loading, length of chase, 
and slow-burning powder; and it will ound on examination that these 
novelties are all more or less founded on a better understanding and concep- 
tion of puns in general considered as machines for deyeloping and utilizing 
mechan energy. This is indeed the main distinction between the artillery 
of the present day and that of either ancient or recent times. 
The ideal gun indicated by theory is a tube of equal thickness from breech to 
muzzle, and the ideal spnporde: is a substance capable of generating gas ata 
rate corresponding to the increasing space opened up by the passage of the shot 
along the chase of the gun. 
Suppose, for example, that it is desired to impress an energy of 5,000 foot-tons 
upon a shot having a cross-sectional area of 50 square inches and a travel of 10 
feet in the gun. It is evident that a uniform pressure of 10 tons per square inch 
operating during the whole travel of the shot will give the energy in question; 
assuming, of course, that no allowance is to be made for friction, atmospheric 
resistance, and the like. 
But thesame result may equally well be attained by employing a volume of gas 
giving an initial pressure of 16.76 tons per square inch and a final pressure of 
4.19 tons. Or we may use an initial pressure of 21.49 tons and a final pressure of 
3.58 tons; or an initial pressure of 11.81 tons anda final pressure of 5.90 tons; or, 
in fact, any combination of initial and final pressure that according to the laws 
of gaseous expansion will Fixe an average pressure of 10 tons per square inch 
during the whole travel of the shot in the bore of the guns, Accordingly, we 
may construct a table of various charges, thus: 


ns to au- 


tior. with the old devices of rifling, hoo 


Maximum|| Minimum | Average 


pressure. | pressure, | pressure. 
10 10 10 
16.76 4.19 10 
21.49 3.58 10 
11.81 5.90 


All of these charges produce an equal effect upon the shot and will give us 
the desired 5,000 foot-tons of energy; and if this were the only point to be con- 
sidered it would not matter which of the four charges we used. Butwhen we 
consider the question of the strength of our gun the case is very different. The 
ower of the gun is limited by the maximum strain it will bear without burst- 
ng; anda gunin which Charge A could be safely fired might not suftice for 
Charge ©. Our choice must therefore be guided solely by the column of maxi- 
mum pressures, and as the lowest possible figure in this column must always 
be equal to the average pressure, we find the ideal condition of working to be, 
as above stated, the employment of uniform pressure, which in its turn calis 
for uniform strength throughout the whole length of the gun. 

The recognition of this principle of maximum ones eons oe minimum 
Strain must be regarded as the distinguishing feature par excellence of modern 
ordnance, Its translation into practice has necessarily been attended Dy pro 
ual approximation to the uniform-tube type, recent guns tapering towards the 
muzzle much less than was formerly the case. There is, indeed, one example 
of the ideat being actually attained. The pneumatic dynamite gun is a tube of 
equal thickness from breech to muzzle; and the avowed principle of its opera- 
pee from the commencementtothe end 


tion is the maintenance of an equal 
true that this uniformity of pressure has 


of the shot’s travel in the gun, It 
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attained and may never be found entirely practicable 
nak the Skt SACAS tied fom eae LAIITA of TARRI 
attained when such pressure is kept up 


to nations 


the 


sions and powers, 


CALDE a... cercosacecnreteconees ovsnosnnvecanseees 


ssrescsreceasecenee 45 COntimeters (=17.7 inches). 
i: „ 99.9 tons. 


sessse 


e 


and let us consider what kind ofan “ideal ™ gun would suffice to compete with 
this formidable weapon. 


on pressure of 5,786 tons per square inch, or say 12,96) poun 
m energy 


emer ny ustadd, 40 t. to 
pe oy bag , Say, Oper cen 


metal will show how many inches in 
made of such metal. Cast-steel, forex- 
strength of 30,000 pounds per 


strength uare inch of an 
thickness the wall of gun must be 
ample, may be taken as representing an a 
square inch. Hence 


18,144X8.85_ 5 a0 
30,000 
Aceordi a cast-steel gun having walls of, say, 5} inches in thickness for its 
whole nal oc henner Om same caliber ‘and length as the Italian 100-ton 
gun should be g weapon of equal power. Such a gun would weigh about 25 
tons and would cost say $25,000, 
Ifthe estimate be made for a cast-iron gun lined and banded with steel the 


nary taken at Sinches, and the weight of the 
gun would be about 40 tons and probable cost about $12,000, 


figures 
and eficient development of the national ordnance, 
tetheiraccuracy. The objection urged will be raised not 
ut against the assumption on which they are based. It will be admi that 
go ap yelp ony > irenew ions above stated would be a match for 
it were possible to so burn its charge as to keep up a 
uniform presoure of 144 pounds per square inch; but that this can be done 

will be a matter of dou 


is assumption macseqeat cor- 
reet with which is on the laws of molecular bey wee ch in 
another statement, drawn up at the request of the Board of nance and For- 
tification, I bave termed the * ie theory of ex ;” but as the 
present case is concerned with the action of slow-burning temper ees, and not 
with thesudden disruption of high explosives, the ordinary view may be adopted 
without involving any inaccuracy, and the conclusions to which it leads 

will be W controversy. 
A gas must expand in order to do work. So Ly Fen it is confined in any 
pane rede apne upon the walls around it and sets upa certain con- 
of strain on walls, and it isnot until all or part of the wall gives way 
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that it work—i, e., the impressing of motion upon mass, Inagun the 
projectile may be as one of the cham ber-walls, and it is caused to move 
the expansion the gases generated by the gunpowder. If the gun were 
long soph say Leak Taaie of gas would go e oy poy mys and pushing 
forward projectile uni had fallen to of the atmosphere in 
front of the projectile, Aarts ee 
Now, as the work done—that is to say, the amount of motion imparted to the 
mass of the projectile—is measured by time and space as Well as by pressure, it 
follows that the longer the projectile is acted on by the impelling gases the 
greater will be the energy imparted. Hence same amount of gas will do 
Jorge roi ney Pan s lonnan or taf wep aa tae wee ise hoaria Serge underany 
particular degree of expansion once known, the power of the same amount 
of gas may be calculated for all other degrees. This calculation has been made 
for the gases generated by the firing of gunpowder.. In a memoir entitled 
“Researches in Explosives,” by Captain Noble (late R. A.) and Sir F. Abel, 
published in the procoeshiey of the Royal Society, in 1879, a table was given 
showing the wor capable of being performed in the bore of a gun by dry 
gunpowder of the Waltham Abbey standard. The accompany diagram 
(Drawing No. 1) is in part based upon the data contained in such e. 
It will seen from the disgram in question that the amount of work to be 


obtained from one pound of gunpowder depends not only upon the space al- 
lowed for expansion of the gases while propelling the shot, but also upon the 
o. iginal space occupied by the gunpowder. This arises from the ration 


that at any given temperature and pressure the gases generated by a given 
quantity menpoweee occupy a given space, 27.73 cubie inches per pound 
powder being standard unity adopted by Noble and Abel. If, then, the 
pouder be packed in a cartridge so as to occupy a greater space than 27.73cubie 
nches per pound, the excess represents so much room for the to expand 
in before they begin to doany work; and the room thus em ed to no dy- 
namic p leaves so much the less room in the gun for useful expansion, 

It must not, however, be posed that this loose packing is of no utility, 
The pressure exerted by a at equal temperatures, inversely proportional 
toits volume. Accordingly, by giving gunpowder more than unit its 
gases, when fired, will exert less than unit pressure, so that by “air-spacing,” 
as it is termed, we may reduce the initial pressure to any desired point, 

Suppose, now, we have a cartridge 24 inches long and of 50 square inches in 
cross-section; and suppose were ope is uniformly of the same iber as the ear- 
tridge. Suppose, further, that is 


ure of the uare inch, an 


rior will 
When the 
fallen to 5tons. When the shot has gone 6 feet the space will be’ quadrupled 
and the pressure will have fallen to 3.75 tons, and so on. This condition ot- 
things roughly approžinsj to wbakotdinariii takes piaca wien agui charged 
iaig Caoa s ow is b posing that the cartridge odes 
t us now alter reumstances sup) g e 
in two successive halves instead of Sinvatsecncesle: When the first mae ex- 
lodes it will have a double “‘air-space”’ to with, and consequently the 
itial pressure will be greatly reduced—say to 12 tons. ‘if the second haif ex- 
plodes when the shot has moved forward ane Pere wan renee 
to 6 tons and then will be immediately brought up to 7.5 tons, after which the 
a ms aor that'th perbera feck i pirana ocessive portio: 
nally, let us suppose the ex n four su ive ns 
The Mitt een will be reduced by the 
to, 


exam 
at the four stages before indicated, 
operation of a quadrupled sir-space to, say, A fons, and when the shos is at 24 
inches from the ee point the pressure will be 4} tons. By poy gece of 
© ca 


the second quarter of t rtridge then explodin; e pressure will be brought 
up to 6 tons and will fall to 4 tons at the gi evening 4 feet. The third quarter 
Soe teins the ili 


Se shar beoi eig ee ng powder is fired; 
and for purpose of comparison I have, in the necompanying drawing, 
No. 2, regen omrigh om the pressure indicated in the foregoing calculations. 
It will be seen that greatest power, weight weight, is exerted by the 
quick-burn powder, just as in steam-engines the greatest nomy is ob- 
tained by pressure strain used expansively. But it will also be seen that if 
we are content to mere economy of we may vasti 
lower the anaxianmen atucion oon the gam seat bine gag Gouna spgmonah, of a 
re eee 
The following table shows results attained in of various calibers under 
caretagageditinened air-spacing and quick or burning powders: 
- 
2 . 
EE è 
; Ee -a E 
ss 3 3 Kind of powder 
s s |8 ya EE dll a 
5 
3 $ R G p |28|% 
s 
s$ a |i 
È a È 3 j = 
Pounds.| Pounds. Foot-tons. 
10.50 190 068 | 1,056 -734 | 16.55 | .915 | R. L. @* 
5 100 5 488 „819 | 20,51 | .78 Do. 
6 65 090} 570 100 |19.355 |.679 Do. 
Pa 180 089 | 633 490 | 24.83 | .93 Do, 
8 65 -123| 715 1.00 {13.62 | .70 Do. 
100 820 .122 | 8,882 -867 | 9.15 | .87 | P? 
3 100 . 030 266 .499 | 32.52 | .83 | R. L. Gs 
4.50 180 „025 | 386 .320 | 38.63 | 94 Do. 
55 521 . 105 | 4,693 -808 | 10.75 | 885 | P. 
253.5 1,157 219 121,580 
5 615 136 | 7,016 1.00 6.96 | .80 | P.? 
85 546 .155 | 7,003 1.00 5.5 |. |P. 
2 100 020 161 326 | 48.79 | .8t R.L.G.* 
99.2 463 „214 | 7,966 1.00 5.84 |. 
130 820 .158 {10,390 i| 6.74 |.85 | P.* 
1.5 11.25 133 120 630} 10.56 |. |R.L.G.* 
3.5 180 019 279. a240 | 49.67 | .95 Do, 
85 629 135 | 6,746 «767 | 7.8 -32 | P? 
oO MMT 109 | 4,714 7245 8 282| .93 |P. 
12.3 560 217 | 9,423 1.00 5.88 |.82 
5 40 125 | 336 537 | 13.72 | .92 | R.L, G9 
70 410 «170 | 5,404 1.00 | 5,89 | .79 Š 
123.5 558 „221 | 9,513 1.00 | 5.78 1.83 
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ce) 3 
oo 3 
f + 214 | ca 
sis 3 
Description of gun, E i g 3 2 3 Z i E pai Lok ga 
3 3 335 3 E ð | 
3 2 22S > > z 
3| 3 |B ria li : 
È È & A TR Š | 
Foot- 
tons. Po 
4-inch R. B, L. cn TEN 74. 24 8.25 25 130 714) 8.54 | .88 | RUG? 
12.5-Inch R. M. L, (38 toms) .....scccessessrarernee sensnestsesncesees fusese A Osesoss .| 73.90 | 160 820 195 924) 5.48 | .845 2 
9-inch R. M. L. (Krupp) ‘| 73.83] 50 257 -194 | 3, 604 100. | 5.74 | .76 |P: 
17.72-inch R.M. L neee.. 73.83 | 450 2,000 2% 222 -735 | 7.36 | .91 | Prismatie black, 
12-inch R, B. L, (Krupp) . ate 72.68 | 202.8 725.8 -273 | 1,740 1.00 | 4.75 | .82 
Sinch 13- der R. LES OW bs 71.53 8.125 13.25 -236 | 224 79 | 6.96 | .84 | R.L.G@G.2 
-ineh R. 9 ow 71.52 | 17 160 -106 | 1,216 .90 | 9.06 |.63 | SP, 
70.45 | 282.2 758. -372 |19, 880 OSEAN ANESIESA COLS 
a 70.19 | 16 50 -320 | 1,123 .870 | 5.92 |.82 f S.P. 

y -pounder R. B. L., Hotch iss uick-Ðring..|. wa] “Loo | 76 38 | 137.5 veo | 644 |Loss peg ee 
2.236-ingh 6- er R. B. otchkiss q r . š ` K . k . + 
3.6-inch 16-pounder R. M. I., 12 owt. 68.94) 3 16.25 :184 | 207 1.00 | 837 |.62 | R. L. G3 
6.3-inch R. M. L. howitzer = “68.42 4 70 = 274 -686 | 12.82 | .71 | R. L, Q? 
10-ineh R, M, 5 Pa 68.36 | 44 410 -107 | 3,003 | 3.00 9.37 | .69 |P.. 
12-inch R. M, L., 35 tons. 68.30 } 140 714 - 196 | 9,563 926) 4.73 | .77 | P3 
Sinch R. M. Lu... cesses sensar ase -68.29 | 35 180 .194 | 2,390 .990 | 6.1L | .695} P. 
6.3-inch 80-pounder, R. M. 67.3L | 20 80 -250 | 1,346 1.085. | 6.37 |.67 | P. 
12.5-inch R, M, L., 38 tons... 67.14 | 210 820 „256 |14, 100 -972 | 4.34 |.SL | Prismatic P,? 
2.5-inch R, ML, (jointed 400 67.08) 1.5 7 -214| 10} T10 | 7.84 |.78 | R. L. @2 
5-inch R. B. L. (mark II) 67.07 | 16 50 .320 | 1,098 -870| 5.86 | .72 |S. P. 
linch R. M. L.. 80 ton 66.20 | 450 1,700 . 265 {29,798 .856 | 4.85 | .875 | Prismatic black, 
Sinch 9-pounder, R. M, 64, 88 1.5 9.75 „154 97 - 856} 9.00 | .649 |) BLL. G,? 

-inch R. M. L.,T tons... 64,75 | 30 115 261 | 1, H2 -900} 5.83 | .665 | P. 
7inch R. M. L., 64 Toi 64.75 | 17 15 .147 | 1,108 -990| 9.06 |.57 |P. 
=e 64.26 | 21 180 116 | 1,349 1.00 | 10.18 | .54 |P. 

64.01 | 337.5 1,700 «198 [L1, 825 -924) 6.47 | .68 | P? 

63. 34 4 12.5 «820 253 «0 | 5.77 | .693 | SP. 

63.04 | 33.8 50 485 | 2, 446 1.00 4.33 | .74 
12.5-inch R. M. L.(mark I 62.41 | 157.5 820 .192 | 9,829 .728 | 5.88 | .865 | Prismatic P,? 
B-inch R. B. RSE y A R E dO, ..000 62,39 8 50 .160 499 . 435 | 11.682 | .925 | S. P. 
6.3-inch R. M, L, howitzer , Ax 62.37 | 2 70 028 | 125 .3835. | 25.20 | .73 | R. L. @.? 
T-inch R, M, L., 6} tons... 6t.80 | 30 ns .26Ł | 1,854 .990 | 5.14 |.675 |P. 
4-inch R. B. iNi 13 owt... 60. 48 2.5 21. 8125 .115 151 „5il | 11.08 |.79 |R, L.G? 
Sinch 7- 60. 47 -7% T. .108 45.4 543 | 12.23 | .755 Do, X 
A n Fis Oe A E E A 60.06 | 295 714 413 [17,721 „8388 | 471 85 | Prismatic 
Sinch R. B. L. (marks IT and mo 59,99 | 100 210 - 476 | 5,999 .907 | 4.86 | .75 | Prismatic Bok. 
9-pounder R. B. L., keane Mae ae 58, 29 1.125 8. .132 R o feeisa seses fsanrcesennipasassaea 
12inch R, B. A Saqraranaassans penaapanasancaenaanascansasaonoursaseenl uosess! 58,20 | 221,25 TL 309 „628 | 6,28 

57.27 | 54 1,180 - 463 A RRS 

56.49 | 42 100 420 854] 4.24 

56, 49 | $99.5 1,799 +500 LA N O A AEEA 

56.18 | 34 100 340 -683 | 4.97 

55.52 | 100 210 476 -902 | 4.23 

55.44 | 160 380 421 .960 | 4.81 

53.06 | 50 210. 238 454) 9.63 

52.40 | 21 100 .210 «425 | 8.48 

52.14 | 12 25 .480 .800 | 4.63 

49.19 | 50 210 . 238 454 | 8.47 

46.27 | 12 5 .480 .722 | 4.35 

24.23 | 120 110 1.09 1.00 3.82 

67.70 .0121 068 ITT . .T8L | 15.92 


experience here set forth a much closer ap: pragai Bfe be made toan “ ideal’’ 
gun; and im confirmation of this view I ce Ry an accomplished fact. I its enh be noted that in this partienlar gun the oo mer was extremel 
refer to the *“multicharge’’ gun tried at Sandy Hook in 1883 and 1834, With re- | low; but there is nothing in Wen nature ofthe case in general to prevent a reese | 
ae to this gun I find the spars emphatic report by the Ordnance Board, higher result being attained. 
printed on page 232 of the report of fof O. nee for 1884: “There seems of powder may arn aaa ag SE metar anton a snare ies exploded to seathons 
A hc un SA KAE canoe han bao ed with this gun with its | or burnt with comparati 
successive charges and with moderate and safer pressures than can result from a enon ae which such a charge is fired 
any guu of the same caliber using only one nitude or weig! 

It is true that in other respects the Bo fa of the board was adverse to the 


to be of any exceptional mag- 


gun; but seg features were quite apart ee Sr that which alone is here being 
considered. purpose is accomplished by the citation of so eminent an au- 
thority as the gdb of Ordnance of the United States in testimony of the fact 
that it is possible in practice to lower the maximum pressure in guns and main- 
tain a relatively uniform propulsion without necessarily falling below the mod-. 
ern standards of muzzle energy. 

As the firing records of the pag recs be gun are hy toy? practical interest, I 
have, in drawing No. 2, added a di m prepared from the data in question, 
Idoubt, though, if the effeetive working re were sate those ows by 
the gauges; and my reasons for so doubting are as follows: 

First. Taking the nine shots with the 110-pound projectile recorded on page 143 
of the the Chief of Ordnanee for 1885, I find the average muzzle energy 
to be 2,908 foot-tons; and as the charge of t Pe geek was ee tie it follows 
that the duty per pound of — was only 24,23 foot-tons. ow, if charge 
were of unit density of } nip awa total expansion would have been about 3.3 
volumes, and the theoretical duty of the oo severe would therefore have been 
about 74 foot-tons per pound; so that the factor of effeet can only have been 
.327, which is inadmissible on the eres that anything like the pressures 
indicated were at work on the projectile. 

Second. On the assumption that the ures in Speen existed, the force 
exerted in the gun must have been as shown in the diagram in drawing No, 2. 
The average pressure developed of 23,422 pounds would have given a muzzle 
anergy of 7,210 deg a which again is fartoo high when contrasted with the 
actual ene: 

Third. Trl be be borne in mind that each successive section of the charge had an 
augmented ERAS o pansion 


, and that therefore s large portion of the ex 
took place without 


work on the projectile, we shall arrive at very differ- 
ent figures. The thecees muzzle energy calculated in this way is 3,110 foot- 
tons, and the actual energy of 2,908 foot-tons re nts a ceca i of effect of 
= .935, whieh is in itself not only moO utlikely eno 
‘ourth, The much lower pressures recorded Cheng e loading h R simultane- 
ously with those noted at the pockets, seem to 
were by y no means a guide to what actually took place inside the gun. 
the true theoretical duty above mentioned corresponds to an average pressure 


Sec. 2.—High explosives. 

No armament is worthy of the name in these days unless it provide for the 
utilization of the prodigious forces placed by modern science at the d: tion 
of the soldier and sailor and CARET RS mgineer, Every student of the art of war 
must coneur with General H. L. Abbot’s recently expressed opinion that ** high 
explosives will bayer be used with armies in the field, in 
naval battles upon the and in contests between ships an d forts.” Ana 
ifany doubt could DADAS remain I think it would disa; ppear from the mind 
of any one considering the facts cited in General ‘Abbot's bare core a 
tember, 1888); as an example of which I may perhaps be pain beed to 
following passage: 

* Much larger calibers are used in siege operations, and the defense will have 

The Freneh have 


to face a vastly more formidable fire than ever before. 


6ineh Salt 6 calibers long, carries 
throws out% cubic yards of sand from its crater, 13 feet in diameter and 4 feet 
deep. An 8inch mortar shell 6 ealibers lom . carries gun-eotton from 
42 to 57 pounds in weight, and throws out 20 "eubic of sand. The ll-inch 
mortar shell is with HO of this high explosive, and its use has 
been proved to be entirely pract 
Missijes like this will entail SANS modifications even in the most recent 
types of perm -nent fortifications erected for land defense; and the subject is 
~~ discussed among European engineersin what appears to bealmost a spirit 
panic. = * * he recently a series of experiments has been conducted at 
A aoon rt modeled after the pattern used by Franee upon her 
German eniin ae oa itis claimed, with results whieh proved that the 
best covered, even the magazines, can be ed with overwhelming effect. 
When earth ever, even the 16 teet which General Brialmont has considered 
sane’. is trusted, the first shells blow out such enormous craters that the 
soon reached and penetrated; but in the case of the 
Inrgeat"sheta (‘inch even 16 feet of earth cover is deemed hardly 


It will surely be admitted that by following the lines indicated in the practical | of Baar 10,266 pounds, whereas the gauges represent the average as 23,422 


1676 


Such shells are, indeed, aerial torpedoes; and compared with the slow move- 
ment of even the swiftest submarine torpedo doy invented, or with the neces- 
sarily restricted utility of stationary mines, their employment must greatly 
simplify the problem of coast defense and can not be dispensed with in any 
adequate system of fortification. It becomes a matter of urgent practical im- 
portance, therefore, to determine the conditions under which the use of aerial 
projectiles charged with high explosives is practicable. 

The first point for consideration is the question of whether the choice of the 
artillerist and military engineer is Jimited to any particular class or classes of 
ERRORE, or whether all high explosives are alike applicable, 

We can at once eliminate the fulminates, the dynamites, and the chlorate mix- 
tures from the list. Their sensibility to shock is too great to allow of their be- 
ing hurled from any apparatus with a velocity sufficient for reasonable range 
and accuracy; and the dynamites and chlorate mixtures are moreover subject 
to rapid deterioration or dangerous changes of molecular structure when kept 
for any length oftime. It is true that dynamite prepared with nitro-glycerine 
of absolute purity has been preserved apparently unchanged for years; but 
under practical conditions it is generally found thata period of from three to six 
months is suficient to produce a marked unfavorable change. The same ob- 
servations apply with almost equal force to explosive gelatine, and in fact to all 
explosives in which nitro-glycerine is the active ingredient. 

he remaining high explosives at present known may be divided into two 
classe, the gun-cotton and the nitro-hydrocarbons. Both kinds are adopted in 
ractice, but some doubt still attaches to the former. The experience of the 
ritish Government was distinctly unfavorable to the employment of gun-cot- 
ton as a bursting charge for shells, and though the Germans have now tenta- 
tively adopted the Walsrode gun-cotton for this purpose, it must be remembered 
aftera like attempt the Austrian Government found reason to relinquish 
it; and it should also be borne in mind that the special variety of the French 
melinite, in which gun-cotton was understood to be incorporated, gave rise to 
serious accidents. 

Of the nitro-hydrocarbon class two explosives have been practically tested, 
namely, melinite and roburite; and according tothe meager accounts yet made 

ublic the results have been of a satisfactory c! ter—so much so, in fact that 

th the British and Italian authorities are understood to be seriously contem- 

a the adoption of some form of melinite as the standard high explosive 

for the charging of shells and similar uses. Roburiteis probably regarded with 
some distrust, owing to its containing chlorine. 

The exact com tion of melinite as at present manufactured is not known, 
but the original specification of its inventor described it as consisting sunpiy of 
fused picric acid, and it seems to be generally understood that the main ingre- 
dient is still picric acid or some closely allied body. On the whole, therefore, 
it is correct to assert that of all the igh explosives hitherto introduced the 
phenol group bs gece acid being trinitropheno]) has alone been found fully equal 
to the practical requirements of the military and naval services, I say the 
“ phenol” rather than the “picric acid ” up use melinite at present em- 
ployed does not consist only of picric acid. It contains at least one other allied 
nitro-hydrocarbon (cresylite), and as I have been informed that the “ picric 
acid” of commerce former! meag gry tna the French Government has been 
within the last year replaced by a ‘specially purified” variety, I think it prob- 
able that the new substance is not picric acid at all, but is “‘eacid.” 

‘This is a new acid which I discovered in 1885, which is pomaret from picric 
acid. and concerning which I in 1887 gave information (witha sample) to an ofi- 
cer dispatched by the French Government to this country. If, then, the United 
States authorities shoald think fit to adopt a high explosive of the phenol class 
there will be no difficulty in procuring the same, as the emmensite now made in 
this country is the practical equivalent of (if, indeed, it be not identical with) the 
French melinite. 

The second point for consideration is the question of the velocity that may 
safely be imparted toa abe rap with ahigh explosive so as not to induce 
premature explosion by shock of the propelling . French and Ger- 
man experience combined with the result of all the experiments hitherto tried 
by the Bureau of Ordnance in this country would seem to show that while the 
employment of dynamite and explosive gelatine as the bursting charge for 
shells in gunpowder-fired guns has always been attended sooner or later with 
disastrous results, the safer class of high explosives before referred to may be 
used with comparative saty: But a much more extended experience is obvi- 
ously required in order to place this conclusion beyond doubt; and no person 
accustomed to the handling of the peculiar bodies in question will be surprised 
to hear of iag a gun being destroyed if attempts be made to subject melinite 
or gun-cotton ch. shells to the full impact, heat, and friction that gunpowder 
will withstand with safety. 

It may, however, be taken as already fully demonstrated that shell charged 
with a high explosive of the phenol group may be safely fired from an ordinary 

iece of ordnance if the shock and initial pressure be kept within moderate 

imits. Every artillerist will, I think, agree that if the pressure do not exceed 
10 tons per square inch at any time from the instantof firing to that of the pro- 
jectile leaving the muzzle of the gun the limit of safety will be well maintained, 
and any velocity is possible may be imparted. Hence if the velocity is to 
equal that attained when the maximum firing pressure is more than 10 tons per 
square inch, it follows that a kreater uniformity of pressure than usual is neces- 


sary. 

Aecrtiigly we are here again brought face to face with what I have in the 
preceding section of this paper denominated the “ distinguishing feature of 
modern ordnance.” Whether we regard rapidity and economy of construction 
combined with maximum power for a given weight of material, or whether we 
regard the conditions essential for employing ordnance in the projection of 
aerial to oes, We are alike led to the conclusion that our guns should be so 
fashioned and operated as to work with low and continue PNS rather 
than with those that are high at first and then rapidly diminish, 


SEC. 3.—The conversion of existing ordnance, 


It by no means follows from what has preceded that a nation desirous of 
rapidly proviniog itself with a formidable armament need at once construct a 
large quantity of guns of the new type referred to. Every nation of any im- 
portance has a considerable store of smooth-bore cast-iron ordnance; and the 
conversion of these guns into vastly more powerful weapons is a simple, speedy, 
and economical operation, 

As à practical illustration I will take the case of the United States, and will 
show how all the important parts of the coast may,in a few months and ata 
most moderate cost, be put into a state of com) ratively good defense; so far, 
that is to say, as a provision of powerful to .o-howitzers is concerned. 

‘The material already exists. I allude to the 308 15-inch Rodman guns which 
not many years ago stood in the very forefront of the world’s artillery. They 
are admittedly magnificent specimens of their type. They cost some millions 
of dollars; they are in excellent condition; and it will be a reproach to the 
good sense and ingenuity of the nation if they be simply discarded as old iron, 
and not made todo the yeoman’s service of which they are yet abundantly 


capable. 

The accompanying drawing, No. 3, shows how a Rodman 15-inch muzzle- 
loading gun may be converted into a breech-loading torpedo-howitzer of tre- 
mendous power. All that is necessary is to bore through the existing breech 
and insert a comparatively short lining tube of steel screwed into the metal of 
the gun as is customary in such cases, This lining-tube is fitted internally with 
an interrupted screw for the reception of a movable breech-plug, the con- 
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struction of which constitutes the main feature of the converted gun. A : 

tral cylindrical hole extends through the plug and other cylindrical chambers 

of larger diameter extend from the front of the plug rearwardly into its su 

stance, These chambers contain the gunpowder forming the propelling charge; 

and a starting chargo is placed in the central cavity, which is closed in the rear 

ys . subsidiary breech-block carrying a firing-pin or other suitable ignition 
evice, 

‘The torpedo to be fired from the gun is an elongated shell char, with high 
explosive and having its base extended backward in the form of a stud which 
fits in the central cavity of the main breech-plug. Hence, when the starting 
charge is exploded, a relatively weak impulse is communicated to the torpedo, 
which commences to move forward at a moderate rate of speed, and then,imme- 
diately the stud leaves the central tube, the heated gas inflames the main portions 
of the charge in the surrounding chambers, and these burn from the front back- 
ward, keeping up an evolution of gas which urges the projectile forward 
throughout the whole length of the gun. 

By this device the shock of firing is reduced to a minimum and a compara- 
tively uniform pressure is maintained until the shot leaves the gun. I! will 
also be obvious that by suitably adjusting the air-spacing of the several sections 
of the charge and by properly selecting the character of the powder employed 
the pressure may be fixed at 10 tons per square inch or at any other possible 
amount; while, owing to the front ignition of the main sections, the whole of 
the powder may be utilized instead of being blown out in a partially consumed 
state, as is almost invariably the case in guns of ordinary types. 

If a still further nicety of adjustment be at any time desirable the same may 
be attained by providing studs of oeenn to fit in the frontend of all the 
cavities so that the ons may all be successively discharged, or by carryin 

asubsid- 


the main chambers through the breech plug and fitting each one wit 
iary breech-block they may be loaded and fired as heed pepe cha 

It is not necessary for the stud or studs to be attached directly to tho base ot 
the projectile, A wad, thus provided, may be interposed between the breech- 
plug and the projectile. 

If the dimensions and details shown by the drawing be adopted the following 
would be the main features of a converted 15-inch Rodman: 


Muzzle velocity of large shell... 
Muzzle velocity of small shell.. 
Total muzzle energy.....,. ..... 
Muzzle energy per ton of gun..... 
Muzzle energy per pound of powder .......... 


It will probably be considered by artillerists that with these muzzle veloci- 
ties the effective range of the gun may be considered as extending to 3 miles. 

I have purposely worked out the design on the basis of employing projectiles 
of maximim size; but much smaller shells may be used as desired, either by 
adopting a sub-caliber form, as originally proposed and employed by Stafford 
during the late war, or by reducing the caliber of the gun by carrying the lining 
siae Foy Deira through the whole bore, asin the case of the conversions hitherto 
effected. 

I have also purposely retained the gun as a smooth-bore ; first, because for a 
Lied gph maximum size it is essential to employ the full caliber of 15 inches; 
and, secondly, because it has been admitted both by the action of Congress an 
by the reports of the Chief of Ordnance and other authorities thatasmooth-bore 
torpedo gun may be accepted in practice as a valuable adjunct toany system of 
seacoast defense, But ifa reduction of caliber from 15 to. say, 12 inches be per- 
missible, the converted gun may be rifled and thus made available for long- 
range shooting. 7 

It will be understood that, owing to the Rodman guns having been originally 
constructed for firing spherical shot, they were made much shorter than modern 
guns of the same caliber which fire elongated projectiles. Hence the converted 
weapons must be regarded as howitzers'or mortars rather than as guns Be nad 
and if shells of maximum size are to be fired they will, of course, nearly fill the 
bore of the piece, as shown in vd drawing. This, however, is a circumstance 
of no practical moment except in so far as the employment of so huge and 
heavy a projectile may limit the velocity attainable with the moderate pressure 
pro) . Btill the velocity even of the largest torpedo will be considerable 
enough for practical requirements, and in the event of higher velocities being 
desired, they can always be attained by diminishing the size of the torpedo, 


SEC, 4.—New guns, 


Should the converted Rodmans be found to work well, an important step for- 
ward will have been taken towards the solution of the problem of the construc- 
tion of the new ordnance so urgently required, The success of the torpedo- 
howitzer will place beyond a doubt the possibility of constructing and efficiently 
operating long-range rifled-guns upon the same principle of moderate and con- 
tinued powder-pressure. It will be seen that with a very moderate expenditure, 
and in a relatively short period, the country may be supplied with breech- 
loading rifled ordnance, capable of exerting even greater power, and having 
much greater endurance than the costly guns now being fabricated by European 


nations, 
SEC. 5.—Gun-carriages and fortifications. 


The mere construction of a is but one-half of the task to be accomplished 
before a shot can be fired. The gun must be mounted, and the combined gun 
and mount must be so placed as to be in some measure protected from hostile 


e. 
It nay be said broadly that the United Statesat present haveno gun-carriages 
or fortifications available for use in the event of any part of the coast being at- 
tacked by an enemy armed with modern Wo poyi guns and high-explosive 
shells, And the vast expense attendant upon the carriages and defenses now 
deemed necessary by most of the European military engineers is caleulated to 
induce great caution in adopting any such plans, hat is needed is some sys- 
tem of asimple and economical character which can be at once adopted, and 
which will provide for the principal he, Sar peo of the case and will consti- 
tute a safe resting stage at which to await the future developments of the mili- 
tary art. 

The requirements in question are as follows; 

First. The gun must be so mounted as not to remain exposed to hostile fire 
for more than the time required for its discharge. It must be loaded and trained 
under cover. In other words, its carriage must be of what is known as the 
“disappearing” type. 

Second. The gunners while firing must be protected from rifle bullets and the 
fire of machine guns and light ordnance, which otherwise may inflict great dam- 

even during the short periods during which alone the gun is visible. 
hird, The mechanism for the “disappearance,” raising, and running out of 
the gun must all be self-contained and automatic. It must be free from all ac- 
cessaries such as steam-engines, hydraulic pumps, aircompressors, and the like, 
On this condition alone can a gun be mounted at a moderate expense and in 


any situation. 
Fourth. The whole of the working arrangements, whether for loading, trav- 
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ersing, paraa , disappearing, raising or running out, must be so devised as 


to bet ey le of carried out by the gunners alone without the aid of extra 
machinery. 

Fifth. The fortification must not present any part exposed to horizontal or 
slightly curved hostile fire. 

study of these requirements must compel the conclusion that the only thor- 
oughly efficient method of gun-mounting and fortification is to adopt a “ disap- 
penons: carri in a sunken emplacement. In accordance with this view I 
ave ‘prepared the accompanying drawings, Nos. 4 and 5, which show in side 
elevation and plan respectively a gun-carriage and fortification complying with 
the aforesaid conditions, while drawing No. 3, previously referred to, shows the 
a for 0 the gun and protecting the gunner when the weapon is in 

e firing position. 

The fort, it will be observed, is simply a circular pit in the ground, having a 
tunnel shelter for the gunners and their munitions, ete. It can not be struck 
except by high-angle fire of extreme pears i and may, therefor, be deemed 
invulnerable against a seacoast attack; whilethe all-round fire of its gun should 
protect it from sce Ep prin or rear assault attempted by a landing party. 


The power required for depressing and raising the gun-platform is obtained 
by utilizing the recoil flat-wire ropes being attached to a brace behind the 
mount and carried over rollers forward, downward, backward, and upward to 


a fastening affixed to the underside of the platform. Hence, when the gun re- 

coils, it pulls the platform downwards, and in so doing it lifts the counterpoises, 

which somewhat more than balance the gun, mount, and platform. A self-act- 

ing check, not shown in the drawing, prevents the counterpoises from descend- 

ing until it is released, when the loading and training are finished. The plat- 

ty ta F and, while ascending the gun is automatically run out into the 
n tion. 

The joading devices will be clearly understood by an inspection of drawing 
No. 3. The breech-plug is drawn out by the windlass-tackle, and successively 
assumes the position shown by the dotted lines. 

When it is thus Sa below the table-rest a fair way is left for the pro- 
jectile, which can be lifted by the tackle and pushed into the gun. The breech- 
plug, which has meantime been loaded, is then replaced, tightened, and locked, 
and the gun is ready for firing. 

The elevation of the gun is effected by side wedges, which bear against a 
cross-bar underneath the breech of the gun, and are actuated backward and 
forward by racks and pinions, while the traversing is carried eut by a worm- 
wheel on the supporting frame of the platform ring into a circular rack on 
the bed-plate, a massive pintle in the center of both frame and bed-plate, serv- 
ing as the pivot around which the whole apparatus revolves. 

Phe drawings are submitted merely by way of explanation and illustration; 
and it will be understood that the dimensions and constructive details may be 
modified to meet particular cases. It will also be seen that the particular di- 
mensions shown are such as to render the carriage still available even if the 
25-ton converted Rodman be replaced by some much heavier gun. * 

Src, 6.—Estimates of cost, 
The cost of guns, projectiles, carriages, and fort constructed in accordance 
with the foregoing proposals may be estimated as follows: 
First. A single 15-inch Rodman gun converted into a torpedo howitzer 
2 mount and loading devices complete, 
By a T EE E AC AERE PANCIT REA ‘ 


and provided with an armo. 
as shown in drawin; 


site and complete for firing. ............... +++ 
r the sa 


with bed-plate, pintle, and counterpoises .......c.cccssscesess ons snereneeeees 
Seventh. 


plete, 


OTE E ARE E ch Seah wos N ke 4] SE E gh oa sbaeas bias E AS ~ 60,000 
Eighth. A single 15-inch Rodman gun converted intoa torpedo-howitzer 

without mount or 12,000 

The above estimates do not include any provision for freight or erection, the 
cost of which will, of course, vary for each locality 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
lesk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, on page 22, insert: 

“For the purchase, under the direction of the Serpe A of War, of land con- 
ean, e Watervliet arsenal suitable for proof and firing of seacoast guns, 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint a board of 
not exceeding five officers of the Army to examine and report upon a site foran 
ordnance testing and proving ground, to be used in the testing and proving of 
heavy ordnance, having in view in the selection of said site its accessibility by 
land and water, means of transportation, and suitability for the purpose in- 
tended, and also the actual and reasonable cost and value of the land and the 
least sum for which the same can be procured. And said board shall report there- 
on to the Secretary of War, to be submitted to Congress atits next session. And 
in case the said board shall select a siteand recommend its purchase, the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized to secure written pro s for the sale of the 
tract so recommended, until such time as Congress may act upon the recom- 
mendation of said board and of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to make the point of order against that 
amendment, that it proposes new legislation. There is no law author- 
izing the purchase of such grounds and that provision has no place 
upon an appropriation bill. If it is desired to make such a purchase 
it will be necessary for the committee to report a bill and let it become 
a law before the appropriation can be made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have been unable to hear what the gentle- 
man says as to the ground of his point of order, 

Mr. SAYERS. The point of order is that there is no Jaw which 
authoriz.s the purchase of such grounds. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This amendment does not authorize the pur- 
chase, either. 


Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Texas has wholly miscon- 
ceived the nature of this amendment. The amendment does not in- 
volye the expenditure of one single dollar. The reasons for bringing it 
in here are these: A bill was introduced by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. HIRES] providing for the purchase of a particular tract of 
land some 10 miles in length and 2 miles wide, and designating the 
boundaries of the tract. The War Department has declared that it is 
necessary for the Government to own a new proving-ground in order to 
test the long-range guns which were ordered last session, The only 
proving-ground that the Government now has is at Sandy Hook. Its 
range is only a few miles on land, and in endeavoring to test long-range 
guns they are very much interfered with by passing vessels, because the 
ocean there is a thoroughfare for many vessels. The Secretary of War 
has been anxious, therefore, to secure a proving-ground of sufficient ex- 
tent in the interior to test properly long-range, nine and ten mile guns, 

That proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HIRES] 
came before the committee designating the particular tract and specify- 
ing the amount which should be paid for it. The committee was 
unwilling to bring in a bill limiting the choice of the De; ent to 
any particular locality. It was also unwilling, with such light as it 
had, to recommend any appropriation; but in order that some steps 
might be taken to guard the Government against extravagance in this 
matter, and at the same time to enable the War Department to make 
proper inquiry as to where a suitable proving-ground might be obtained 


at the cheapest price, we have proposed thisamendment. It is the de- 
sire of the Department that this provision shall become a part of the 
Army bill. Under the ruling made by the gentleman from New York 


[Mr. Cox], when the Military Academy bill was before the House, this 
amendment is in order. 

A similar proposition has just been adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole for the purchase of ground near Watervliet arsenal, to be used 
for a like purpose. What was the amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. TRACEY. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This proposition does not contemplate the 
expenditure of one dollar; and I can not understand why gentlemen 
who were willing to allow an appropriation of $15,000 for the purchase 
of ground for a similar purpose near the Watervliet arsenal should raise 
a point of order upon a proposition which does not provide for any ap- 
propriation whatever, butsimply seeks to guard the Government against 
extravagant expenditure. I did not know what lovers of economy 
these gentlemen are, I would imagine that they were willing that this 
ground, which the gentleman’s amendment specifically designated, 
should be purchased; but I believe that they desire to accomplish as 
much economy as possible. The point of order, in my judgment, has 
no foundation whatever. The amendment is in the interest of economy, 
it is designed for the benefit of the public service, and it makes no ap- 
propriation whatever, 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tllinois whether 
there is any law authorizing the purchase of this ground? 

Mr. TOWNS . As much so asin the case embraced in the 
amendment to which I have just referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an entering wedge for the purchase of a 
new testing-ground; otherwise it has no object. 

MR. TOWNSHEND. UNLESS A PROVING-GROUND OF 
PROPER LENGTH IS OBTAINED ON LAND THE LONG- 
RANGE GUNS FOR WHICH YOU APPROPRIATED MILLIONS 
AT THE LAST SESSION CAN NOT BE PROPERLY TESTED. 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman now acknowledges what I have 
just stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is for the purpose of enabling the War 
Department to detail its officers to go and find the cheapest and most 
eligible proving-ground, instead of providing in the bill for the pur- 
chase of what might afterwards be found to be a high-priced proving- 
ground, such as we believe to be contemplated in the proposition of 
my friend from New Jersey. I am satisfied that a better proving- 
ground than he proposes can be found at far less cost. This a - 
tion is in the interest of tho Government. The Committee on Military 
Affairs proposes it as a substitute for that of the gentleman from New 
Jersey. If gentlemen want to guard the Treasury let them show their 
patriotism by helping the Committee on Military Affairs in this en- 
deavor. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irise for the purpose of asking that a letter of the 
Secretary of War on this subject be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. What has become of the point of order? 

Mr. HOOKER. The point of order will be decided after this letter 
has been read; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will no doubt 
accept the decision with his usual placidity and amiability. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 23, 1889, 
Sre: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th in- 
stant, requesting the views of this Departmext upon House resolution %8, Fif- 
tieth Congress, second session, to authorize the Secretary of War to purchase & 
certain tract of land in Atlantic and Cumberland Counties, New Jersey, asa site 
for testing heavy ordnance and making experiments in gunnery. 


In reply I beg to transmit a report of the 17th instant, on the subject, with its 
inclosures, from the Chief of Ordnance, from which it appears that thé Govern- 


ment reservationa Sandy Hook. now used as a proving-ground, is entirely too 
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contracted in its dimensions, and that while it serves its purpose admirably for 
experiments over and into deep water to try the power and efficacy of dynamite 
and other high explosives, yet in view of the fact that the first step has been 
taken to manufacture h: wer guns, a suitable range over which to test the 
powerful guns of the near future ought to be provided. 

A board of ordnance officers having been ordered last summer to select a favor- 
able site for the ng A iti a number of sites, but was most favorably 
impressed with the tract of land mentioned in the resolution, it appearing to fur- 
nish a good and sufficient firing line from 8} to 9milesin length, and being suf- 
ficiently remote from settlements to avoid probable danger of accident or dam- 
age to private property, while facilities for rail communication are such that 
guns weighing 120 tons may be transported without transshipment from Water- 
vliet arsenal to Richland, 2} miles distant from the northern boundary of the 


tract. 

It appears that this site and the one at the east end of Long Island are the 
ones now available for a proving-ground, and the o) unity of securing 
ground within a reasonable distance of New York City should not be lost. 

I therefore recommend the purchase of the tract in question. 

Ialso inclose a report of the 7th instant on the subject, from the -general 


cominsnding the Army, together with two mapsof the proposed proving-ground 
and a thant 
ery tfull 
pra citi. WM. 0. ENDICOTT. 
Secretary 


of War, 

Hon, R. W. TOWNSHEND, 

Chairman Committee on Mililary Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now call for the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to the fact that this provision is 
obnoxious to the rule in that it proposes new legislation. Itcarries no 
pla roe ps nevertheless the proposition is new legislation, and if 

point of order is insisted upon—— : 

Mr. SAYERS, [insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain it. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam authorized by the committee to send vp 
another amendment, but will refrain from doing so. I know it wil 
meet with opposition from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and there- 
fore, in order to save the time of the House, I will not present it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That isa violent presumption on the part of the 

tleman from Ilinois, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman has opposed every amendment 
submitted from the Committee on Military Affairs, I move the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 5; having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
POORA dy gst PON 1890, and for other purposes, and had 
directed to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move thatthe amendments of the committee 
be agreed to in gross. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
uae pases and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 1683 of the Revised Statutes; 


A bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether. 
SAMOA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a farther rt of the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
ing correspondence, relating to and the joint protocols of a conference 
held in this city in the summer of 1887, to the publication of which the Govern- 
ments of Germany and Great Britain have consented 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Exercurrve Mansion, February 8, 1889, 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the message just read, together with the 
accompanying documents, be printed in the RECORD. This is a mat- 
ter of importance and of great interest to the whole country. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

To the President: 


In further supplement to the information heretofore laid by you before the 
Congress in relation to affairs in Samoa, your last message being under date of 
February 1, the undersigned now has the honor to submit, with a view of their 
ae to Congress, certain documents and correspondence on the subject 
refer to. 


minister, in relation to, 
Prince Bismarck for a resum) 


of native independence and the equality of rights among the treaty powers, 


and my respo: under your instructions, thereto, 
I have also the honor to report that the Governments of Germany and Great 
Britain have their consent to the publication of the joint protocols of 


the conference held in this city in the summer of 1847, and wh 
at my for reasons stated, op sais. 1887. 

The subjeet of our relations to Samoa our rights and duties under treaty 
stipulations with that country and with the other treaty powers of Great Brit- 
ain and Germany, under the comity of international law, having been placed 
by you before the Congress, it seems proper that the fullest information in the 
hands of the Executive should be furnished, and the agreement to consider the 
discussions of the conference of 1887 as confidential has alone caused the papers 
now sent to have been up to this time withheld from publication. 

Respectfully submitted. 

T. F. BAYARD, 


DEPARTMENT OF STA’ 
Weshington, February 7, 1889. 


No.1, 
Mr. Pendleton to Mr. Bayard, 
[Telegram.] 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Berlin, February 1, 1889, 

A telegram from Mr. Pendleton on February 1, 1889, informed the Department 
that the reported action of the German at Apia, who, it appeared, against 
the protest of the British consul, had declared foreigners under martial law 
was contrary to instructions, was regretted, and had been rebuked; and that 
the German Government would adhere strictly to treaty status. - Mr. Pendleton 
added that this statement from the German cageneng Serbanna td foreign affairs 
anticipated the representations Mr, Pendleton was to make, and he 
would therefore withhold them for the present. 


No, 2. 

Mr. Bayard to Count Arco. 
DEPARTMENT or Stare, Washington, February 1, 1889. 
My Dear Count Arco: Referring to my note of yesterday, I have now the 
pare to inform you thata telegram any received from Mr. Pendleton, at Rer- 
in, states that the object of my instruction to him in reference tothe declaration 
of martial law by the German consul at Apia had been anticipated, and at the 
foreign office he had been informed that the assumptions of the German consul 
and that such action, if it had been taken, was re- 
gretted and rebuked by the German Government. 
_ This was wholly in the line of the note verbale you read me this morning. 


was suspended 


Believe very tru ‘ours, ~ 
ra nE T. F, BAYARD. 
No. 3. 
Prince Bismarck to Count Arco, 
{Memorandum of ctions of Prince Bismarck to the minister of Germany, 


instru 
read by the latter to the Secretary of State February 4, 1889.] 

The present situation in Samoa regarding the interests of the three treaty 
powers renders it necessary to renew the attempt to bring the future of those 

nds to an understanding. 

The position of the three treaty powers in the civilized world makes it their 
duty to stop the bloody combat accompanied by rous customs of those 
not numerous tribes, for whose welfare, according to the iudgment of the civil- 
ized world, it is a duty of the treaty powers to ie. 

Prince Bi k, in consequence, considers it a duty of the participating 
Governments to put an end, by the agreement of the treaty powers, to the 
troubles which have originated in Samoa, and by restitution cod one among the 
Samoans themselves, and so make an end of future bloodshed and the horrors 
of a civil warconducted with barbarous cruelty among the natives. 

‘The best remedy seems to be a resumption of the consultation which took 
a between the representative of Germany, England, and the United States 

the year 1887, at Washington, and at that time adjourned without any pos- 
sibility of their representatives coming to any agreement, ; 

In consequence, I have been ad Prince Bismarck to propose to you 
to resume with Germany and the British Government the consultation regard- 
ing the Samoan question. 

e last conference took placeat Washington. According tothe equal rights 
of the three treaty powers, it seems proper that the place for the negotiations 
should change in regular turn. Based upon this opinion, I am directed to in- 
vite the Government of the United States to a conference regarding Samoa, to 
take place at Berlin, and a similar invitation has been sent to the British Gov- 
ernment. 

Iam also directed to declare that any supposition that Germany would not 
feel satisfied with a neutral position in the aoan Islands is unfounded, as we 
have already declared in the last conference (uf 1887) it is neither our intention 
to put in question the independence of the island group nor the equal rights of 
thetreaty powers. We simply desire to create a condition which offers perma- 
nent security for bringing to an end bloodshed and decapitation, and which 

re permanent safety to the commercial interests of the three treaty powers 
n on. 


No, 4. 
Mr. Bayard to Count Arco, 
DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, February 5, 1889, 

Sm: The President having been made acquainted fully with the tenor of the 
instructions received by you from Prince Bismarck and read by you yester- 
day for my transcription, he reques!s me to sxy that he fully shares in the 
desire expressed by the Prince Chancellor to bring the blessings of pam and 
order to the remote and feeble community of semi-civilized people inhabiting 
the islands of Samoa; and that he clearly recognizes the duty of tbe powerful 
nations of Christendom to deal with these people in a spirit of maguanimity 
and benevolence. 2 

On behalf of the United States Government the President instructs me to ex- 
press his acceptance of the ganar of the Government af Germany to resume 
the consultation held in this city between the representatives of the United 
States, Germany, and Great Britain, which was suspended on the 26th day of 
July, 1887, such consultation to be renewed, as it was uuderiaken, for the pur- 
pose of establishing peace and an orderly stable government in the Samoan Isl- 
ands on the basis of their recognized independence and the sjos rights of the 
three treaty powers, The resumption of such conference as it is now proposed 
by Prince Bismarck, upon the general lites advanced by each of the three pow- 
ers, as set forth in the potoos of the conference as far as it has progressed: and 
embracing certain pe nts of agreement, appears to present eta e ul prospect 
for securing the welfare of the Samoan people and such a neutralization of ter- 
ritorial jur n as will prevent preponderant control by any nation and se- 


cure equal rights of commerce and navigation to all, 
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The sooner this conference can be resumed the better, And in view of the late 
deplorable scenes of bloodshed which have been exhibited upon Samoan soil, 
entailing deeply regrettable lossto Germany, it appears to be essential that a 
truce should be forthwith proclaimed and further armed action should be ar- 
rested. A contention of arms by such a scanty band as the Samoans against the 
vast armaments of Germany has, of course, but one result assured in advance, 
and set be manifestly futile, There is no feature of equality in such a 
struggle. 

As the assurance of Prince Bismarck that the pacification of the Samoan group 
and the occupation of a neutral n are his only obj is as frankly ac- 
cepted by the United States as it is tendered by Germany, it 1s suggested, in 
furtherance of the desired result of the conference, that instructions tosuspend 
belligerent action, and await the action of such conference, should at once be 
telegraphed to their respective officers in Samoa by the three treaty powers, | 

To continue to prosecute a war of destruction and reprisal, even upon admit- 
ted provocation, would surely not consist with the objects of any of the three 
powers. It is hoped, therefore, that orders of the nature indicated will be for- 
warded to Samoa without delay. : 

The announcement of the conference between the treaty powers, it is confi- 
Saug expected, will at once cause a cessation of hostility among the natives; 
and their speedy election of a king would certainly be a long step to - 
mony. Except as the tion may be changed by a free election of a king by 
the natives, it is deemed essential that affairs in Samoa should remain én statu 
Oo, wn man indian ton ane whic: hie AATA oil eee ions promises 

we may indu e wh oj ns 
for a successful issue of A ipak ranas the Government of the United States 
will at once take steps to be properly represented at the meetings of such con- 
ference in Berlin. 

‘The statements you read to me as emanating from the German consul at 
Samoa, in which he finds fault with the conduct of Captain Leary of the Nip- 
sie, and of Mr. Blacklock, the United States consul, as violative of the instruc- 
tions of this Government to maintain an impartial attitude in the conflicts in 
Samoa, do not appear to be substantiated by an averment ofany personal knowl- 
edge of the facts, but must have been based upon information and belief only, 
OE OTA TOPPENE A SERIE: BORD, HS See Ne aA AES hearsay evi- 


nce. 

These conflicting statements of the German consul will be brought to the at- 
tention of Captain Leary and Mr, Blacklock, and their reply will be communi- 
cated. Much allowance must be made for the excitement prevailing in Samoa, 


which is not favorable to accuracy or m of statement, especially of 


concerned as actors, 
Accept, sir, a renewed assurance of my highest consideration. 
T. F, BAYARD, 
No. 5. 
Protocol of first Samoan conference, 
[Confidential] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 25, 1897. 

The conference was 3 nag Bp carer by Mr. Bayard inquiring whether the 
Rritish and German ministers recei his note inclosing a draught of a plan 
for the settlement of Samoan affairs, and whether they had prepared any com- 
menis upon it. Both had received it, 

Mr von Alvensieben then stated that he had made a memorandum, which he 
would read, but could not give out of his hand, His Government sent him 
general instructions before knowing Mr. Bayard’s suggestions, and those in- 
structions therefore did not cover al! the different points suggested. He was, 
however, willing that the views of his Government should be put down in the 
protocol of the conference as he read them. 

Mr. Bayard said the conference was suggested a year ; that the three 
Governments had sent out commissioners to make inv tion and report; 
that reports had been made and exchanged ; that an expression of the views! 
the United States had been desired; thatan informal conference had been held, 
which ended in the request by the ministers of Great Britainand Germany that 
those views should be reduced to writing; thattbis had been doneand the plan 

laced in their hands, and that it seemed proper thatthe views of the other two 
jovernments should be handed him in the same way. 

This however, Mr, von Alvensleben declined to do,and for this reason Sir 
Lionel West also decided not to give a copy of the memorandum which he had 
prepared; but they agreed that their statements, as read by them, should be 
taken down by a stenographer and embodied in the protocol of the conference. 

The plan previously submitted by Mr. Bayard on the part of the United States, 
and which is to be taken as if read at the conference, is as follows: 


PLAN FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF PEACE AND CIVILIZATION IN SAMOA UNDER 
THE CO-OPERATIVE SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENTS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
GERMANY, AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


1. The independenceand autonomy of the kingdom composed of these islands 
are to be preserved frec from the control or preponderating influence of any 
foreign government, and it was in pursuance of this understanding that com- 
missioners were recently sent by the three powers tively to soene 
and report upon the condition of the islands, and that respective consuls of 
the three powers at the islands were changed. 

2. it is the desire of the United States, and equally of Germany and Great 
ae E to assist the natives of Samoa to form and administer govern- 
ment. 

3. The due and orderly commencement of the new government will be the 
recognition of a native king; and a respect for native customs and traditions, 
which the three powers have recognized by their several existing treati 
would seem to require the continuance of Malietoa Laupepa as king SE 
Tamasese as vice-king, The orn) bet the islands has for many years been 
filled by the election of the head of Malietoa family, of Malietoa Talavoa, 
until bis death in 1839, and of Malietoa Laupepa in March, 1881, in which same 
year was elected vice-king. These voluntary native elections and the 

vernments so established were severally recognized by the United States, 

ermany, and Great Britain, and the treaties now existing between these pow- 

TEN soa Samoa should have all the binding force attendant upon such formal ob- 
ons. a 

4. A written constitution of government shôuld be adopted, and on the fol- 
lowing lines: An election by the native inhabitants should be held at once for 
chiefs from the several districts of Samoa who are to be the council of the king. 
The number of these chiefs may be as follows: From Aana, 2; from Atua, 2; 
from Apolima and Manono, |; from Savaii,6; from 2; from Tu- 
tuila.. Olosega, Ofa, and Aunau.2. By the king and these chiefs the 
constitution should be adopted and S paana This constitution should pro- 
vide for a legislature which should, as heretofore, consist of a king’s council 
or limua, and a legislative assembly or faipule. The former should consist 
of the king, the vice-king, three ministers to be nominated by the three treaty 
pe and chiefs from the several districts of Samoa, the latter to be elected 

fox life. The faipule should be elected by the people in the ratioof one repre- 
sentative for every 2,000 of the population and for the term of three years. Those 
atthe first election should be divided into three classes, so that one-third 

should thereafter be elected in each year. 

6, The chief secretary and minister for foreign affairs, the treasurer, and the 


minister of the interior, should be appointed by the king upon the nomination 
of the three treaty powers, and should serve for aterm o! years, unless re- 
moved by the king upon the application of the treaty powers. These min- 
isters should have seats on the floor of the Faipule and take part in the debates, 

6, A municipal government shall be formed for Apia without interference by 
the foreign consuls, The government of the municipality shall consist of a 
council with local legislative powers, and a mayor or chief executive officer, to 
be Sarna by the king and council. 

7. Foreign consuls shal! retain criminal jurisdiction over their own country- 
men, respectively, as heretofore. 

8. A court for the administration of justice among the natives shall be consti- 
tuted, the judges to be appointed by the king and council without regard to 
their nationality, and the police officers and minor officials of the court shall 
be selected from the natives. 

9. The constitution shou!d prohibit the imposition of pecuniary fines upon 
natives, and sentences for criminal offenses should be terms of imprisonment 
with iabor on the public roads, buildings, and grounds, 

10. The sale of deadly weapons or ammunitior therefor should be prohibited, 
as well as the sale of intoxicating liquors. : 

11, A land commission should forthwith be organized before whom all claims 
at aoe to land by foreigners shall be submitted and whose judgment shall be 

al, 

This eommission shal] consist of five members appointed by the king, of whom 
three shall be nominated by the three treaty powers, ¢. ¢., one by each of the 
said powers, and the remaining two selected by the king. They shall obtain 
the services of a competent engineer and assistants, who shall make correct 
survey and plots of land respectively claimed, the cost of which parts. Cre 
plots shall be paid by the claumants respectively. The said land comm n 
shail inquire into the nature and extent of cach and every Jand claim by for- 
eigners, snd whether good or valuable consideration was paid therefor, and 
no land shall be awarded to any claimant unless it be prov d that at least value 
to the extent of —— per acre had been paid therefor, and in all cases where an 
illegal or immoral consideration has been given, where liquor, or fire-arms or 
weapons of any deseription form the consideration such claims shall be declared 
invalid and the land shall forthwith be restored to the control of the Govern- 
ment of Samoa. 

12. The judges of the land commission shall each receive a salary of per 
annum, to be paid out of the revenues of the Siem, and shall appointa clerk 
who shall duly keep the records of their proceedings. 

13. It shall be the duty of the said land commission to survey and set of 
the unclaimed or unoceupied land one-tenth part thereof to be rented for the 
use and support of the public schools. 

14. Toassist in raising revenue for the support of the government, customs and 
tonnage dues sball be jevied at the several ports of entry, and to this end each 
of the treaty powers will negotiate identic treaties with Samoa in which the 
rates of duties shall be established. 

15. Each of the treaty powers will alternately keep four months in each year 
a man-of-war in Samoan waters to assist in maintaining the government so to 
be established and to preserve and order, 

Mr. von Alvensleben then read bis memorandum, which was as follows: 

The unsettled condition of affairs on the Samoan Islands ving Lerak be- 
come more and more injurious to the foreign residents and to the commercial 
interests of the three treaty powers, the latter had to take into serious consider- 
ation the means by which the g peace and order could be restored there. 
With this view and the understanding that the independence of Samoa undera 
native government was to be maintained, and that no monopolies should be 
created there by any foreign power, the three treaty A pms have agreed to the 
proposition of the Government of the United States of America to hold a confer- 
ence ofplenipotentiaries. It wasfurther agreed that, in order to getcompleteand 
reliable information on which the conference would have to base its delibera- 
tions, special commissioners should be sent and instracted by the ve 
governments toreport on the condition of those islands. These aving 
shown thatthe weakness and incapacity of the actual governmentare the pri - 
cip \1 causes of the present untenable sta e of affairs in the Samonn Islands, the 
Imperial German Government is of the opinion that an agreement upon the fol- 
lowing points would be apt to lead to the intended result : 

1. King Malietoa having notoronsly viola ed his treaty obligations towards 
Germany,and having even among the natives comparatively but few 
while a completely organized -ounter-governmenthas been form d under Tam- 
asese, a new election of king will have to take piace according to the customs 
of the country. This election is to be Desig canto by the chiefs and the people of 
Samoa. This would meet the suggestion made by the honorable Secretary of 
State to the two other powers when this conference was proposed. it wassaid 
in those instructions “tho three powers to uphold a competent and acceptable 
chief, to be chosen by the natives.” The same proceeding has been observed 
previously when several chiefs arose as pretenders, and the treaty rete then 
recognized as king the one who had been elected by a majority of the popula- 
tion. As to the actual number of Malietoa's partisans, a statement drawn u 
by Mr. Travers shows that the ep ee Tamasese is four times as large as 
ietos’s. The whole population of the Samoan Islands, except Manua, numbers 
38.450, of which 5,800 comprise the party of Malietoa, 7,400 are indifferent, and 
20,250 stand by Tamasese. 

2. As far as merely Samoan affairs are concerned, the administration of the 
country to be carried on, as was hitherto the case, by the king assisted by the 
native council, composed of the most prominentchiefs, The competence of the 
king and the co-operation of the native council will have to be defined by special 


ment, 

. Experience having shown the incapability of the Samoans to maintain or- 
der and peace in thei country, a foreign representative to be appointed as ad- 
viser to the king in order to strengthen the latter's authority. 

This adviser, who is to act as the mandatary of the three treaty powers, will 
have to disch , under the nominal responsibility of the king, the govern- 
ment affairs. He will have to controlall n measures with regard tothe 
maintenance ofpublic order in general, and especially to the security of any 
kind of property of foreign residents. is adviser, whose position would be 
virtually that ofa prime minister, to be nominated by the treaty power having for 
the time being the preponderating interests in Samoa. The nomination needs 
the approval of the two other powers. The first appointment to be made forthe 
term of five years in the first instance, and at the expiration of that period a fresh 
appointment to be made on the same terms and conditions, In theeventofthe 
appointment becoming vacant during the said term of five years, through the 
death, resignation, or removal of the adviser, another person shall be similarly 
appointed to hold the office for the remainder of the said term, 

4. in order to avoid every misapprehension of the situation by the placing of 
the representative of one of the tresty powers in the most prominent position of 
the Samoan admini-tration, it will be expedient to formally acknowledge anew 
the principle, already contained in the existing treaties with Samoa, of absolute 

uality of treatment in respect of commerce, navigation, jurisdiction, and all 
other matters whatsoever to be secured to the three powers and to theirsubjectg 
and citizens, 

5. The irregularities which are known to have occurred in regard to the ac- 
quisition of land, and the disputes to which they have led between foreigners 
and natives make, it appear expedient to consider the establishment of a special 


international court for the decision of claims and disputes relating to land, For 


1680 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


the composition of this court due consideration will have to be given to the na- 
tionality of the parties, 

6. It will have to be one of the princi tasks of the new administration to 
regulate the finances and to draw up a budget in accordance with the needs of 
foreigners and natives. For this purpose, and in order to raise the requisite 
funds for the proper administration of the islands, as well as for oann A 
foreign trade and commerce, the question of levying taxes on foreigners wit 
the consent of the three treaty powers will have to be considered. 

7. As the German interests in Samoa outweigh actually those of the twoother 
powers, Germany is entitled to nominate the first adviser, in accordance with 
the provisions established above under No. 3. 

8. The existing treaties with Samoa to be maintained, and the declarations 
made previously by Germany, the United States, and Great Britain with regard 
to the independence of Samoa to be confirmed, in order to avoid the appear- 
ance as if the present interference in the Samoan administration implied an in- 
tention of the annexation of Samoa by a foreign p wer. 

Sir Lionel West then read his memorandum, which was as follows: 

Mr. West: These are the views of Her Majesty’s Government: 

It is understood that the three powers haye no desire to found colonies in 
Samoa or to obtain commercial monopolies. Their sole wish is to establish the 
right and equality of commerce and navigation for their respective subjectsand 
citizens. Assuming, then, that the three powers have no desire to destroy the 
independence of Samoa, butonly seek to establish the right and equality of their 
commerce and navigation, a declaration to this effect might be made by them 
asa preliminary step. It was, however, deemed expedient to ascertain the ex- 
act state of affairs in the islands by sonning special commissioners who should 
report thereupon. The reports are now before the plenipotentiaries of the three 
powers assembled in conference, and their general tenorleadsto the conclusion 
that the Samoan natives are incapable of forming independently a stable and effi- 
cient administration for preserving their own independence and for securing to 
each power full freedom of commerce, navigation, and jurisdiction of all mat- 
ters affecting their respective subjects and citizens, 

Under these circumstances Her Majesty's Government are prepared to adyo- 
cate an agreement between the three powers on the principle that one of them 
should, as the mandatary of the other two, exercise as adviser of the Samoan 
Government supervision and control over the native affairs for a limited time, 
and should be charged with the duty of controlling the measures necessary for 
the better maintenance of publicorder in general, and especially for the security 
of the property of foreign subjects and citizens. Such a course seems indicated 
in Mr, Bates’s report when he says: “ The real function of the intervenin:; wW- 
ers in Samoa will of necessity be actual administration of government. Noth- 
ing short of this, at least for a time, will remedy the existing condition of 

ngs. 

Such seems to be also the opinion of Mr. Travers and Mr, Thurston. 

All three commissioners seem to nongeains also the gimealiy. of tripartite 
control, such as more or less has been hitherto exercised; while at the same 
time they deprecate the establishment of the exclusive control of either one of 
the three powers. Assuming that the establishment of a native government, 
tobe on by the king, who may be elected, assisted by a native council, is 
necessary to preserve the autonomy and independence of the islands, and which 
can only be established under fore control, and assuming that tripartite con- 
trol is impracticable, the solution of the difficulty would seem to be an alternate 
contro! for a limited period of either one of the three powers, In the event of 
coming to this agreement the question naturally arises as to which powershould 
be chosen the man ry of the other two in the first instance, and Her Majesty’s 
Government consider that ponani commercial interests should be taken 
into consideration in deciding it. 

Since Mr. Thurston, Mr. Travers, and Mr. Bates all seem to concur that this 

reponderance is by Germany to a greater or less extent, Her Majesty’s 

vernment are therefore prepared to consent to the mandatary power being 
exercised by the German representative for the first term of five years, absolute 

uality of treatment in respect of commerce, navigation, and jurisdiction, and 
all other matters whatsoever be secured to the three powers and to their sub- 
jects and citizens. 

In view of conflicting statements and disputes relating to land and land claims 
Her Majesty’s Government advocate the establishment of an international land 
court to e sg See thereof, and they also pro that the question of 
levying taxes on foreigners for revenue purposes shall be taken into considera- 
tion, In order to facilitate the working of the international land court they pro- 
pose that the existing land claims o ers should be disposed of by a 
commission previous to its establishment. The reports of Mr. Travers and Mr. 
Bates point to some such arrangementas necessary for the adjustment of pend- 
ing disputes. Mr. Bates recommends a specially constituted court to take cog- 
nizance of land claims. 

As far as consular jurisdiction is concerned, it seems to be expedient that it 
should remain unaltered, and only, therefore, requires the reassertion in any 


final convention yon amy conclud 

The conflicting ms to the sovereignty of the islands seem to render it nec- 
essary that a fresh appeal should be made to the native population for the elec- 
tion ofa king. Since 1879-’80 King Malietoa has been recognized by Germany, 
Great Britain, and the United States as Eiig of Samoa. Tamasese was ap- 
pointed vice-king, and is now in opon rebellion against Malietoa. War has 
only been averted by urging upon King Malietoa to await the decision of the 
three treaty powers; and a proclamation was Biag Mire issued by the three 
consuls, denying recognition to Tamasese as king; butas it appears that he is 
not disposed to submit to Malietoa, a new election seems therefore imperatively 
called for before the governmentcan nopic pony, constituted, and Her Majesty’s 
fhe te express no opinion, favorably or adversely, to the election of Ma- 

On, 

Under any cireumstances, in the opinion of Her Majesty's Government, exist- 
ing treaties should be maintained. ese treaties, it may be remarked, are not 
signed by Malietoa, but are in the name of the Government of Samoa, 

ir Lionel West said he was ready to discuss the various points suggested in 
ihe memorandums, 

Mr. Bayard said he would not be ready to discuss them until an opportunity 
had been given him of reading the British and German views as taken down 
by the stenographer. 

The conference then adjourned to meet at a time subsequently to be agreed 


upon, 
T, F. BAYARD. 
ALVENSLEBEN. 
L.S. SACKVILLE WEST. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 2, 1887, 

* Mr, Bayard said he understood that all agreed upon the following points: 
That there should be no annexation of the islands by any of the treaty powers; 
that the independence and antonomy of the islands were to be preserved, with 
equality of rights of commerce and navigation for the citizens or subjects of the 
treaty powers; thata native government was to be established and assisted to 
maintain itself; that the present jurisdiction of consuls over their own coun- 
trymen should be preserved; that the present treaties be maintained so far ag 


the rights of the three powers under them are concerned ; that means of raising 
revenne for the support of the government should be devised, and that the 
guesson of taxing foreigners should be considered; that im 

uties should be established by identic treaties between the three powers and 
the Samoan Government; that a land court should be formed to settle titles 
aud holdings of lands in the group. It had been admitted that the claims of 
foreigners to lands exceeded the entire area of the islands, and this was the 
best proof that the claims required overhauling by a court whose decision 
should be final, 

Mr. Bayard further said that while it had been agreed that a native govern- 
ment should be established and assisted to maintain itself, the powers were not 
agreed as to its details. Great Britain and Germany proposed that there should 
be only a king and a council of chiefs, The United States suggested a king, a 
council of chiefs, and a legislative assembly, composed of representatives 
elected by the people of theislands, He was, however, inclined to believe that 
the greater the simplicity of the framework of the government the better,Jand 
he was disposed to place among the points of agreement that the native gov- 
ernment should consist of the king and his council of chiefs, 

Mr. von Alvensleben said if there was such a legislative assembly as Mr, Bay- 
ard had proposed it should have a consultative and not a decidin vote, and 
tbat with this understanding he was not opposed to such an eseonitly, 

Mr. Bayard replied that Germany had proposed its omission, and that it was 
in order not to stand upon form, but to get a substantial agreement, that he had 
deferred to that proposal. He desired to facilitate agreement, arid at the same 
ase thought it not unadvisable to simplify the government as much as pos- 
sible. 

Sir Lionel West said he did not think his memorandum referred to the sub- 
iect of identic treaties respecting impost and tonnage duties. He saw, however, 
no objection to the idea of identic treaties. After some further discussion i 
was decided that this should be taken as agreed upon in conference. 

Mr. Bayard said there were some other points on which the propositions of 
the powers did not run so closely together. The first was as to the kingship. 
The United States, in view of existing treaties, and of the declarations contin 
ously made, until within a very few months, by the consuls of the three treaty 
powers. had proposed the continued nition of Malietoa Laupepa as king, 
and of Tamasese as vice-king. The British and German Governments pro- 
posed a new election. In this, for the sake of coming to an agreement, he was 
dis d to concur. The United States would not object to a new election, but 
it should be a native election, free and unawed. The customs of the Samoans 
should prevail in it, and the result of the elcction should be announced to and 
se : by the three consuls, who should not otherwise participate in the pro- 


ngs. 

Mr. von Alvensleben inquired whether that could be prevented. 

Mr. ag ay replied that that comment would apply to the whole of the trans- 
action. Theislands were very remote from the countries whose representatives 
were now considering their government, and unless the agents of the three 
ee ite rnern gen vs Langer o! Hyeengpens anea ao oran oier anda 

esire to out there wou. ttle hope, and he pro e agent 
of the United | States should do nothing inconsistent with its action in the toate 


r. 

Sir Lionel West said he could assent to that proposition. The natives must 
elect the king, and the election must be free. 

Mr. von Alvensleben inquired whether they should not take into considera- 
tion the probability of the natives not arriving at an election. Malietoa’s party 
might say they had elected their man; Tamasese’s party might say :|* We have 
our man; we won't proceed to an election.” It was not unlikely, according to 
report, that the natives would proceed to an election. Should not a certain 
time be fixed within which the election should take place? If it should not 
take place within that time, then the three poves should agree on a king. 

Mr. Bayard said he did not anticipate the failure of the election; but it wasin 
order to avoid any difficulty that he had pro to let Malietoa remain as 
king, to which Germany and Great Britain objected. 

Sir Lionel West said his Government had expressed no opinion hostile or ad- 
verse to Malietoa. 

Mr. Bayard said he had not the slightest objection to the election of Malieton 
if the people of Samoa should choose him. At present, however, there seemed 
to be nochance for him, if the statement made by Mr. von Alvensleben, that he 
a rake small minority, was just, But there was a difference ot opinion on that 
subject. ` 

r. von Alvensleben asked whether the newly-clected kingshould not be ap- 
proved by the powers. 
one Bayard answered, no; that, on the contrary, there was to be a free elec- 
tion. 

Mr. yon Alvensleben inquired whether he would not have to be recognized 
by the powers. 

a Bayard said, yes; but that the election should be free and not interfered 
with. 

Mr. von Alvensieben said the people might nominate the king and the powers 
confirm him. 

Mr. Bayard said that would virtually give the powers the control of the choice 
of aking. It would not bea native selection if it had to be made subject to the 
pet rja of somebody else. The object of the present arrangement was not to 
obliterate the rights of the islanders, but to assist them in forming a civilized 
government; that avirtual neutralization of this group of is'ands was desirable, 
and this was to be secured by the abstention of the three powers from seeking 
any special control. This principle should underlie all that they were propos- 
ing. There had been a proposition from Germany which had met with a certain 
degree of recognition from Great Britain, that the power having a preponder- 
ance of present commercial interest should exercise a preponderating influ- 
ence. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said, not commercial altogether, because the Germans 
had also the greatest land interest. 

Mr. Bayard said that wastheclaim, It would bethis: That because Germany 
has a preponderance of numbers, of land, and of commerce she should, there- 
fore, havea preponderance of weight in the counsels. It seemed to him that 
that proposition was in conflict with the principle upon which they propose to 
proceed, and that it was one that would increase as they progress. That is to 
say, that the ultimate result of admitting such a principle as that and proceed- 
ing upon such a basis would be to reduce the islands into a Germanic posses- 
sion. Now, that is certainly in conflict with the idea of virtual neutraliza- 
tion of the islands with which they set out, and not in accordance with the 
agreed plan, even upon the agreed points of the plan, and he referred to it 
now because they were approaching the question of the appointment of the 
chief executive officers who would have more actual or apoa wer in con- 
trolling affairs there than others. He could illustrate it better by saying that 
Germany gorand to have one prime minister. The United States proposeđ 
three ministers—a minister of foreign affairs, a minister of finance and treasury, 
and a minister of the interior—who should manage questionsof lands and the 
like, and that they should be associated with the king and one native, making 
a council in that way of odd numbers, in which the three powers should have a 
majority, but that those officers should be separate and be appointed by the 
king, the idea being native appointment on foreign nomination. The German 
idea was that they should have a prime minister who should be the great exec- 
utive,and control all, a box exp ynac ts of executive power,and that heeanse Ger- 
many had more rent we ie, and commerce than the other two, 

Sir Lionel West only for a time, 


t and tonnage” 


= 
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Mr. Bayard said for five years as a basis, and a renewel again on the same 
terms. The ion was inconsistent with the principle with which they 
propose to conduct this arrangement, because it was at once starting upon a 

A that can lead but into one direction, and that is the complete domination 
of one power. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said the imperial government wanted to nominate and 
haye the appointment subject to the approval of the other two powers, and 
therefore they gave every guaranty that was possible. 

Mr. Bayard said he wished to draw attention to the fact that the importance 
of these islands is mainly because of their phical position. They lie in 
the pathway of a commerce that is just being developed. The opening of the 
west coast of North America to civilization and commerce by means of the 
trans-continental railways had given to this up of islands an interest which 
they never had before, and, moreover, we all hope for the penetration of the 
Isthmus in some way or other. If that occurs,a new feature of interest will be 
added to them. Great Britain, and Germany, and Spain,and France at this 
time hold theisland oars in Polynesia, and something more than mere islands. 
Great Britain owns Fijiand New Zealand and other islands. He said nothing 
of the continent of Australia. Great Britain has hersettlement on New Guinea. 
Germany has the Marshal group and the Solomon Islands. She also has a set- 
tlement, and a very importantone, on New Guinea. Spain has the Carolines; 
France makes claim to the New Hebrides. With agreat ocean fronton the Pa- 
cific, the United States have not acquired a foot of land in that region, but 
theywere the first as a power to make a treaty with the Samoans. Our treat 
antedates the rest, and there was in it no special privilege of any kind. 
There was a cession to the United States for their use for a naval and coaling 
station of the harbor of Pango-Pango, which remains now as it was at the time 
it was . Itseemed to him that it was equally important to Germany and 
to all the other commercial nations, and to the United States, that there should 
be a general line of action tending to secure the neutralization of that group of 
islands, There is something beyond the mere material present value of the 
Jand or the products, and it was for that reason the United States desired to 
see that group of islands maintained for the common use of nations, and the 
United States should receive the ready support of Great Britain and Germany in 
endeavoring to impress upon Samoa its counselsin favor of the proposed govern- 
ment. He would not go into a comparison of the relative importance of the Pa- 
cifie commerce to the United States or to others. The interest of the United 
States was very great and quite equal to any other, and perhaps in some aspects 

ater, because less remote from the United States than from Great Britain or 

rmany,and because anything that is needed there as out these two 
countries have already acquired. The political policies of the United States are 
not such as to give the slightest alarm to the commercial interest of any other 
country. The policy of this Government in respect to acquisition of remote 
points has been pretty well defined, and it was for that reason that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was more disinterested by reason of its policies and 
by reason of its position in this matter than perhaps any other government 
goal in ory Ay we and having thesame prospective interests in the commerce 
of the Pacific. Germany had proposed to take the nomination because at the 
time they hada spose) amount of land, people, and money. He did not know 
what would be the result of the land commission upon German claims to title. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said that if there was any change it would be a very 
slight change, because all the German land titles had been surveyed by survey- 
ors sent out from Germany. The whole amount of German property in culti- 
vated land exceeded six times the land owned by other nations. 

Mr. Bayard said he had an impression from all accounts that the cultivation 
of the land had been done la y by the Germans, What their title was to it 
he did not mean to say, because he had no knowledge. He meant to say that 
the reason of the principle they started upon was logically in favor of the na- 
tion not disposed, and which could not be disposed by its politics, to gain a pre» 
ponderating influence in the islands. 

Referring to the land question, Mr. Bayard further said that, out of 
for native customs, he had proposed that the land court should consist of three 
pn monger one to be nominated by each of the powers, and two natives; but 
the plan submitted by Mr. von Alvensleben popon only three foreigners. 

Mr. von Aivensleben said that was only a land commission to prepare for the 


court, 

Mr. Bayard did not preceive the utility of this. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said the object of the commission would be to investigate. 

Mr. Bayard said he did not see the necessity of that. The land court proposed 
by him could send for papers, examine witnesses, and give judgment. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said the commission was intended to examine all the 
deeds, and, so far as possible, settle questions of title, leaving only such titles as 
ooy were not satisfied with to the court. 

r. Bayard thought both functions germane to the same object, and that a 
le body would be more simple, and could with equal certainty and justice 
with the business, as if there were a commission to examine and a court 
moggan to decide. 

Sir Lionel West said it was intended to facilitate the action of the court by 
the creation of the commission, 

Mr, Bayard said it was not an intricate matter, and if there was theright kind 
of court, with fair-minded men who would deal with each other with justness 
between themselves and the people, they would move with more celerity and 
with more stability than if there were two bodies, There would be two rules 
of commen OF having two different bodies. 

Mr. von Alvensleben thought that general principles should be established, 
and that there should be an Leppeal from the land commission to the land court, 
whose decision should be . He also asked how investigations could be 


e. 

Mr. Bayard said the area to be gone over was not extensive, and that there 
va no ATERA & board of commissioners could perform that the court could 
not equally orm, 

Mr. von Alvensleven inquired what Mr. Bayard proposed in place of the Ger- 
man proposition of an adviser to the king, and read, in support of the proposi- 
tion of his government, the following ks: 

“The opinion of the Imperial German Government Gar a aang teers: 
ie of condition of the Samoan Islands can not be from the ac- 

existi D; 


sin; 
d 


way tothe 
natives, it is commendable that the appointment should not be left to 


XX—106 


moa should be given the right to nommmate the official whose duty it shall be to 
control the native government. That Germany is the power having the la: 
interests is questioned by nobody. Taking into consideration the dimensions 
and the value of the German interests represented in Samoa, and the great 
credit which Germany essentially deserves for having brought the Samoan 
Islands to their actual importance, it can not be fairly contested that Germany 
must be recognized by the othér powers as being entitled to receive this man- 
date. Germany, or better, her subjects, pay alone half of all the taxes. The 
value of the German commerce with Samoa, without including the South Pa- 
cific, doubles the English and American commerce ther. rman subjects 
own in Samoa nearly double as much uncultivated land and nearly six timesas 
much cultivated land. It can not therefore be expected that she should consent 
to remain more orless excluded from the efficient control of the country and have 
it to one of the two powers who have less interests,” 

r. Bayard thought there was a papprena on Mr. von Alyensleben’s 
part as to any design of exclusion. On the contrary, perfect equality as to all 
was proposed. That would not affect in the least the question of the rights of 
German subjects or their property. The idea of the United States was that 
there should be one law for all, and that no one power should be more than 
another in the control of those questions. 

Mr. von Alvensleben thought it more natural that the power that had the 
largest interests should also, after giving all the guaranties to the other powers, 
be nearest to control and the most responsible for it. 

Mr. Bayard said it seemed to him that that Perens) 4 forgot entirely the prin- 
ciple upon which the whole movement proceeded; that is, the native govern- 
ment to preserve its own existence, while the contrary is that contended for by 
Germany. The idca of the United States was that there should be an equality 
of rights between the powers. 

ags Ee aeea said that was intended. The powers ought to havo 

u o le 
or. yard said another feature in the | ot snd submitted by him was that 
there was no suggestion of continuance of interference by the consuls in the goy- 
ernment of that country, except with regard to the persons or interests of their 
individual citizens. P 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he introduced the three consuls for the purpose of 
showing that Mr. Bayard’s pro l of three ministers would be equivalent to 
the three party government; that the three representatives would almost come 
to the same bois A 

Mr. Bayard said that up to the present time the three consuls had been rec 
ognized as three equals co-operating for an end, and under that Germany cer- 
tainly could not find fault with the result, because her preponderance had been 
continually increasing, and the interference of the German consul with affairs 
in Samoa had. been very marked, if he could take the accounts of the dispatches 
of the American vice-consul. There had, however, been no suggestion in his 
plan that there should beanything moreof aconsulargovernment. Hedesired 
something to do away with the injustice which, it is said, has been done these 
people. It is not becoming that the three powers should bein agroup of islands 
where the land claims of their citizens exceed the whole territory of those islands, 
Mr. Thurston, the British commissioner, had put that with complete force when 
he said they were absolutely punishing these people for acts which were the 
necessary result and co’ uence of the kind of government they had endured, 

Sir. Lionel West said his vernment seemed toincline toa foreign control, 
because they thought without it there could be no stable government. Mr, 
Bates distinctly states it in his report; Mr. Thurston states it, that without this 
intervention it is impossible to establish a stable government, and his Govern- 
ment were willing that this control should be exercised by a person appointed 
by one of the powers, as the mandatary of the other two. 

Mr. Bayard inquired what were his views about the native courts and the 
abolition of niary fines? 

Sir Lionel West said he thought they should agree as to those points. 

Mr. Bayard inquired the views of the representatives of Germany and Great 
Britain Pah his proposition as to titles to lands founded on the sales of fire- 
arms, etc. 

a Sir Lionel West said his Government were inclined to support that proposi- 
on. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he did not think the p ition should have been 
stated so widely. The words * oral” and * 1” consideration had 
been used. It was difficult to define what was immoral. 

Mr. Bayard said he had no objection to poan it, 

Mr. von Alvensleben said if it meant the sale of fire-arms it did not touch the 
Germans al ther, 

It might, however, have happened that those people really would not take 
any money if they could get fire-arms. If it was shown that they really gave 
the land away, they ought to get an additional sum, He suggested that what 
had been d should be taken into consideration, and if it was too small an 
additional sum could be fixed by the land commission or the land court. 

Mr. Bayard inquired as to his pro tion to intrust minor offices, those that 
touch the natives themselves, to ives instead of foreigners. 

Sir Lionel West said it was a difficult matter, but the principle ought to be 
that they should be natives. 

Mr. Ba: said it would be a t means of native education, and that the 
natives should be educated in self-government. 

Sir Lionel West asked whether he did not think that a very good reason for 
establishing foreign control? 

Mr. Ba: said foreign assistance and native government should be com- 
bined. Hence he had proposed that in the council of the king there should be 
three fore’ rs, a minister of foreign affairs, of the interior, and a treasurer. 
These ministers would doubtless have a paramount voice, but they would be 
associated with two natives. One might beaGerman, another an Englishman, 
and another an American, Their functions would, in a great measure, be inde- 
pendent, and ought to be. 

Mr. von Alvensleben asked whether they would be chosen by the foreign 
powers.! 

Mr. Bayard said yes. 

Mr. von Alvensieben said it would be difficult to find three such persons in 
Samos not identified with what had been going on there, and that if they were 
so chosen he was afraid they would not be able to withdraw from the influence 
of their nationality. 

Mr. Bayard said if there was only one man he would not be able to overcome 
the influence of his nationality, but if there were three men with distinct, dif- 
ferent functions, they would act asa check upon each other. But if the nom- 
inee of one of the powers merely asa partisan, his Government should re- 
move him, There should be the readiest disposition ia this regard, and the 
United States had already shown its disposition to act promptly. 

Mr. von Alvensieben said he had been instructed to lay before the conference, 
in order to facilitate its work, a draught ofa convention between the three treaty 
powers, a memorandum on the land disputes, and a memorandum on the finan- 
cial question. These were, respectively, as follows: 


[Translation.] 


“ DRAUGHT AGREEMENT BETWEEN GERMANY, ENGLAND, AND THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA CONCERNING THE OAN ISLANDS, 


“The Governments of His the aa 


Majesty rof Germany, Her ‘ 
the Queen of the United Kirigdom of Grea’ À 


ritain"and Ireland; and ‘of the 
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FEBRUARY 8, 


United States of America, aarin by the desire of 


ment of affairs on the Samoan Islands, have agreed upon the Lara aitie- 


sitions 

“ART. I. A new election of a king shall take nes in Samoa, with which ob- 
Loc stage en of the chiefs of all the districts entitled thereto in the Samoan 
< — shall eae within two months from the day of the conclusion 

Y 

“The y iie can to nominated either for life or for a certain number of years; 
his nomination must be confirmed by the three treaty powers, 

“ART. IL The administration of the common affairs of the Samoan a 
shall be conducted by the king assisted by a council composed of represen 
tives of the different districts; the convocation and Spa of the latter latter on 


detail shali be reserved for a subsequent arrangement. 

* Arr. III. The treaty power which for the time-being has the preponderating 
interests in Samion shale with the concurrence of the two other powers, appoint 
aes representatives to be invested with the functions of adviser to the Government 

“He will be first appointed for a term of five years,and after the expiration 
of this period a new nomination shall take place for the same time and under 
wa peut eeccsarks intment of the tative falling t duri 

‘In iba o fey my ent o representative — 
the five years peri od by death resignation, or any other cause, another o: 
shall be similarly appointed, to hold office for the remainder of the said tN 
Poran par resentative, as the mandatary of the three treaty powers, will be 
th the duty of controlling ppt EAA y necessary =f Pag efficacious 
per eet of and order in g ‘and iang fo the security of 
tations, dwellings, and thet T Perino her foreign in Samoa, 
nt. IV. The agreement as to the Seta a of a municipality in Apia 
A DA terme , England, and the United States on the 2d Sep- 
tem ber, 1879, and prolonged Sor an indelinite period on the 29th September, 1883, 
hal osi T. T A prap ft ion t in respect of vigation. 

s ute eq y of trea! we commerce, na 
{reir subjec and other matters shall be secured to the three treaty powers ena 
ir ng and citizens in Samoa. 


period. There shall 
cision of the commission to a special court of land p asirans 
exceeding three months. The composition and jurisdiction of the commission 


“ART. In order to raise the necessary funds for the administration 
of the and for the nt commerce, 
and navigation, the Government of Samoa shall have the to levy the dues 


adam E- Tho existing treaties of friendship, commerce, and vigation 
nel tae na 

between the three powers and Samoa shall be maintained, and no alteration 
with xagabd $e fines aball inka placa erithouk the qounnens of the srenty power 


there! 

SARE IX. Tho Governments of the-three treaty renew and confirm 
on this occasion their former declarations in to the maintenance of the 
independence and neutrality of the Samoan Islands.” 


[Translation.] 
“LAND DISPUTES. 
anda special treatments ene etna, {a0 


mand 

“nls wort of —- to be withdrawn from the ee eens, the consuls 
and from the ction of the English high co , respectively. Itis 
consonant tothe general ee auias hat dopat dispates s relati to real estate 
should be courts of the country in which the object of 
the dispute is sii In the presentcase, however, itmust into 


consideration that in the absence of any sort of provision as tothe condi- 
os requirements, and formalities necessary for the valid isere ar jand, = 


ugh h examination nof 

Mem to unifa Šach di pies to be se to be pae mairr down by 4 etre DOF accord 
ng to uniform wa y powers 

S tof the € SEREY apeciaity created., For 


the agreemen Samoan 

stituted, and in tho last instance 

this p it would seem ad 
the decision 


eo pea ee 

ic. commission ach of the three treaty 

Signera with to land in the Samoan Islands must be filed within a certain 

paida, must be ty tue than ons ater AOADA or 
ly e atat copies relating thereto. 

“The members of the commission are by the Samoan Government 
on the of the treaty powers and receive their salaries, the amount of 
which EO bS MARA Dalaran nAi froma tiie OLUE, a Apes ot ee caused 
th pina any mek oe gitar int fag commission for their work 
according to a fixed tariff; the be defrayed out of the general 
cost of the administration, since it would not be fair that real estate should haye 

inconsiderable cost, 


to bear alone the whole of the not g probably at 
least to a sum of more than $30,000. 

“The nat prag aian eaea commission would, accord ta soar apaa n 
atone Ap representative of the power which most extensive 


coun! 
Seca thee title nia more inn epee aig e enag to the 


cunt 
tions, alllands which, evithhin tt ‘the last two or three years, have 
cultivation by the new owner, shall be mpasi as validly mired without 
udice to the claims of pE ee On the other 
mead ae be regarded as legal, 


Peat baie Rin medene paer pre iaaa neghi a praa E 
of the sale, or where the deed of sale contains no precise descri of the 
boundaries of the land sold, or where at the time of the conclusion of the contract 
not been in pe dpe Pang) prejudice, 


sion ‘hail be invested with Se pe 4 ee ange aTa, „through the local au- 
thorities, for examination, and of ring, as witnesses, the sellers and any other 
persons, whom they may think ft, to supply . 

question, especially to: land disputes 

termination of theright of ownership and disposition of the lan ‘sold, on the part 
of native sellers. Numerous cases alg presen ae Aeaaeai oe which one and 
the same piece of land has beensold sar g ee og) laper p the 
owners, to different partes, orin wi re hy phar gees A ge 
ppt ger id pasha ry ae ip and isposition of that Jand is disputed on 
the eee the commission shall be empowered, 
n Ss eal Aaaa the district in which the disputed land lies, to 


to lay the eae of such rast iorisny motives, 
before the fo commission; this gp me nga pO ng on 
the latter. native would have also to be the 
examination, and, if required, with the decision, of land disputes existing be- 


Apia, 
* The final settlement of the land disputes takes place by the — oe 
latter is ps po he ac 


Samoan Government, 
men of the litigant. 
“There is no appeal from the decisions of this court.” 
FINANCE—ESTIMATE OF YEARLY BUDGET—REVENUE, 
L Capitation tax on Samoans...... 7 aoeeseecocesssas 
a Property tax on boats (250 at AL - < 
euch, Gams on fire-arms aaa eens AREA 
uses and on land used for commercial purposes, 1 per 
ofa) Present yield of the nicipalit 
resen muni 
= ) TAADA be expected at z3 
e, 


5. Controlling dues on all sorsat of pentstion 
Aaa aaeei darted e, one-half per cent. of the sell- 


ing p ecbesberyons eoneorestouepscwesneoconeten 
8. Stamp-tax on documents relating ‘fo transfers of pert: 
cent. of the selling eerie: oceres: eee ROE oh ae 
9. Trade tax— 
I. Comme 


unt 


a 
$ 
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ni: 
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3 3 83383 885 


r 


pat 


BESE; 

IRE 
eal 
Hall 

È 

E 

ha 

3 
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a Present yield of the mum. 
aren ae Porcher’ of existing duties.. 
and liberal 


Presen yield af the i SRY E 
oie ased yield a ONT tion.. 


Domestic servants and aa 100 at sssessecesso 
a Independent etie servants and factory . eer 
10. Taxes for tavern licenses— 
(3) Present ier mas municipality 
11. Statistical commercial ducs— 
(a) General dues on im; of merchandise, 1 per cent. ad 
valorem in 1885, $4,696, 13 Cemts.......0._..-seresweeeeseree rsss 
(b) From the increased imports to be expected, about 20 per 
cen 


as taeeeeeecereesteeewsenenan 
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13. Pilot duc 
{5} Enen ted increase of the SPAS SOS EENEN rasista 


i Q Expos sesasosesess: asseessosccsesososes vo esseesssessesoseecereoeree 


Bp irg Present Jia of the ev eviebstnisessnnssote sescuesnaroosete 
a. (a) it yield municipality. 


250 
peasant saofeernbis «ibventedivhiasapndutadbeecasted exvesvestoen 2,000 

16. Fines— 
(a) Present yield of the municipality.............. socceeees sesse 800 
p ine the munic within the por ge ee RES 4 

tside municipality, Samoa 

17. AES oravaa 000 
463 


p 
25 3 5888 


sessrreeeereeeecessesereseeseeeerereeeerreserereeerens tase eneeeeenens 


and in the whole of PA z 


Potah: vnscacssciarscccinstecsaaitesdabnavtbsnevss coar vase cospeescosebencsenboueseent 89, 
FINANCE, 
“In drawing mane ip IREEE A EE EE DA iA E the principle has been followed 
cioriny nanoa the character of a free-trade country. Quite from the 
fact that in Article HI of the treaty of commerce between ae ited States of 


cent. ad valorem on imported into the islands, as well as a duty at 
about the same rate on oa—at present only copra, 
cotton, and to a small extent coffee are in question. Only ea yiee liquors, 
arms, and ammunition = duties have been introd into the 

The ee of ly on the of the Pil also b shall be 


Toned Cane ah naan ane onatig wan a ae not 

very high tax. import of arms shall be ted duties im- 

Biates would aE granted that the Government of the United 
their consent to the proposed 


the taxes hitherto levied by the municipal administration i care 
has been taken with regard to the caleulation of an increase to be e to 
result from a more developed commerce, and it may be said in thatthe 
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tax, itistrue, without success, The fault, gape 
poe nett nor with the rate of the tax, but exel 
and ae of the governmentand the want of the rae 
sig" taxation of the natives seemed the less ————— as the na- 
van 
consi ble part of the 
remuneration of Samoan ofli 
rst re regard to the several items of the receipts the following remarks may 
made: 

Ad. 1. itation on Samoans, $37,500. The population of the Samoan Isl- 

ands, with the garage on the Ni cage ee Bh rg may now Des taken as between 


33,000 and 35,000 souls, sum total of the tax represents, there- 
fore, about $1.10 per read of the: whole poten on,and about $3 per head of 
aces adult male portion thereof. The Samoansare perfectly conscious of their 


obligation to contribute to the public revenue in the way of a capitation tax. It 
has practically been introduced for many years, even though, as already ob- 
served, it has not been regularly levied. In 1872 a capitation tax of $L for adul- 
males, 50 cents for young people, and 25 cents for male children, without dist 
tinction of age, was imposed in — to defray the expenses of f buyi ying arms. 
The fixing of the rate per head served sayen a measure for the calculation of 
the tax. The government in Leulumoega twice during last rimposed a 
tax of $1 per head on the male population, The tax was levied by districts and 
handed over to the pater aaah a PThe ambition of the several districts to con- 
tribute as sums as ible led to the result that the total sum of the taxes 
pe oo pay pore conside Sey in excess of ca paren calculated for according to 


“Ifthe government 


more than $20. a year bya ee ae, oe Cen ee area eee 
for the whole py ran or ea y be regarded as excessive, all 
so, a8 the p not peerhnart omar the yield of the Ge: plantations, pro- 
etaciytoveas the benno pay to tee Tay wel eet 
w o n may we! the neeessary 
p aneng considerabil nd a enja the proceeds of which the popula- 


a Tonge, rly for is susien on sustenance ulation of 20,000 souls, a capitation tax of 
“In ‘or iğ a pop & Ca) on o! 
$60,000 a year is raised. 

“In practice it would be advisable to ap; 
eral districts according to er ofl male population and to the 
governors with the task of levying it. 

“The taxes are to be paid in cash. Payments in kind would necessitate a 
complicated organization, which would z rasatas avoided at the first establish- 
ment of eg adm: ion, The system of ments which exists in 

while in] w i the Sweden dor of payment 
oreover, the are accustomed 


From n na thee pee pore par pice 
pol i ae eres by 


rtion the whole tax among the sev- 


on A 
The rates porong seaprae eegee rrine pe figure. may well be as- 
aA shot skate ate over two ousand ana in the coun A ‘At first, wW- 
ever, payment of the taxes will be frequently eluded, 


“LAND TAX, 


“The land taxes on houses and other real estate, serving for commercial pur- 
poses, which aro already in force in Apia, can be maintained at the same rale of 
r cent, ad yalorem; T ETTO O S Tea 
enues wili bo considerably valuation 


is put, after acareful examination, at $200,000. A directtaxa- 
ons isnot in’ as they are already affected indirectly by 
other taxes, such as the dues for en of laborers (A 

laborers, ex: 


or those levied on the im: of and the xportation of products, 
and as, ides, it would seem ses in the interests of government to en- 

ea ee pee ne eee 
“Ad. 5 and 6.—Controlling dues (Kontrollsteuern) on all sorts of plantation la- 
borers and import dues on It seems ap that a tax should be 
‘or the control exercised th the over the laborers; in 


SP pene nea er ‘oreign laborer is justified. 

. 7 and 8.—A valuation of the revenue to be derived from the dues levied 
for the registration of contracts of sale, as well as from a stamp-tax levied at the 
EL EE OOA aA SALE on een eae 16 to the transfer of 
is almost impossible ; but in any case the figares ost down exe elima od ot 


“TAXES ON TRADES (GEWERBESTEUER). 


“The PA g apn igh onda a trade-tax on all commercial businesses, 
a trade there, a a alee tlle 
tain these taxes. A more 


Sree the taxation of all trad cali A Aa D yar ter 
igners, an: m o es 
result in a greater increase of revenue than than thatestimated in the i 
cial mention must be made of the vessels They have at the Sue oF: ATi Ie o 
mercial have notapproximately the same ex- 
ts have ET D over their cap- 


eni dagpen teed 


as great. 
Srey: rarae od aps ain ee IAPR Y white laborers. 


possible be 

pro perisa lucis wil be rece Oa toa percent: ta tee beter amee 
o reen American, 
a was mado cent, hakika hayde of 1 poe 


the government 
cers. The collection of the’! of the tax can be left to the harbor-master. 
awd a aage should bo declaret the only porbof entez, én arrangement 
found burdensome by anybod: hich will also prove 
“dd Stott With nee > ERAY 
S — wg etn waco larg cn 
a small increase, This has in fast been already effected seh cheba rear 


, and va Sa more the case in consequ: 
which is to be panes The judicial fees and fines can 
y calculated, The figures set down pee veer. low. The 
the postal service has been on the statis- 
See ROE eee ee Se in Apia.” 
Al quired what length of time the king should be chosen 
ted that that might be left for the natives. 
said he thought so; he prefaced to follow the Samoan customs 
and traditions. 
Mr. von Alvensleben said he thought his government might not object to a 
viee-king, but he wished for the present to reserve his opinion on that subject. 
Sir Lionel West said his government might object. 
Mr. Bayard said he had suggested it in his ori proposition in order to en- 
able the Samoans to gratify their tion of their leading people, as well as 
to provide fora Mp aeege in case of the death of the king. 


‘Lhe conference then adjourned to mect again at such time as should beagreed 
=— T. F. BAYARD. 
ALVENSLEBEN, 
L. S. SACKVILLE WEST, 
No. 7. 
Protocol of third Samoan conference. 
[Confidential].] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washinglon, July 9, 1837. 
Mr, Bayard said that at the last meeting Mr, von Alvensleben seemed to with- 
draw or qualify his objection to the Faipule, With a view to simplicity in the 
Fortes th ae camer vs hod mob ms gach “that point, an wig toe | 
r an agreemen’ s u; mig 
to know what ideas Mr. von Alvensleben would approve in relation to the 


pule. 
Mr. von Alvensleben said it had been agreed that there should be a king and 
SPa OCRA: It might be w: pt OR prion ray 
ch or such as may be a ted, from 
and thus do away with the mua as such. 


their Faipules, —- some member into the king’s council from the Fai- 
, these also oT be done away with. Butthe Faipules might as well be 
pt, with only a consultative vote on 


Samoan matters, 
Sir Lionel A yr Rileapa NO Ite ee GE 
Mr. von Alvensleben said they might be a 7,» but would only 
have aconsultative vote. Their powers should be limited. y oughtto have 


the right of accepting or the ions made to them by the 
and council, cee feces No ny seco 


ly the more easily it be man- 
ence pacer cu ee ae ee 
said he had no objection, but he thought i ts preservation 
mies bet bring the Samoans more readily to accept this ea tos it gu 
t better to do away with it, he had no objection, And perha) 

muas Sr he also be called together ever reer yos one to select a ce: eae 

out of thei a siint E time—for a year, or two, or three— 
belong to the s council. This would still reduce the number. 

he understood that Mr. von Alvensicben's s ion was 

that thet dui duties should simply be consultative, and that he did propose to 


give legislative power. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said: To the king and cou yes; but not tothe Faipule. 
A Mr. Bayard said anes, was the only — a under St bok the alte 
sense mash pres he proposed, but which was rejected by both other 
members of the conference. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said that if Mr. Bayard thought it better to do away 
= the johny sae he had no objection. 

‘est said he also had none. 

on von said if it was thought to be in the interests of the prita 

settlement, and of pone of the matter favorably, he had no objection to 


Koap iag ee 
d his idea of the whole matter was that the simpler theirscheme 
for the government o of this ple the better; but he would be strongly dis- 
porto e a ons and customs as far as may be and iet them 
these governmental bodies that they have been been accustomed to, and if the 


t thero was no difficulty. There would be no 


to k iatt t would per Me pE nat sienna aye 

ber and to limit VESET Doe d only be allowed to ac- 

orpo to heed te thas Niwa coma They could then 
o no harm. 

ae ayarda red whether he meant that their consent should be essential 


of measures, 
toe von Alvensleben replied yes, in native affairs. He should like to repeat 
that yd was quite aiat Beh to doaway with it, if that was ssn 
Mr, to the land question. on was that a 
land court should be formed before whom all claims ‘or 
should be be brought and whose decisions should be final 
that a land ty ere seon precede the es 


required b; 
the What was substantial justice, of which the first 
element was KO dagiing heswaen Sua DONES who hart meant fired these lands 
ear teaser WIO ATO NEPRO PRIE SO EE Hecould not 


ceive any necessity whatever, Pretange the contrary, a good deal that was at pe 
ae oars patience oooh toad neriak eae cna upon these questions. Inter- 
frequent, before whom been ht ques- -~ 
S aea T cow and questions of losses growing 
peared preempt Pana age bowie ep or Gores y doen pae indan 
that it was necessary © tribunal of arbitration and settlement b; 
another commission to a fe: A ad han thonghs T DOAA tee dition 
tofinda og pet cad it. 
Sir Lionel eat then read to the confereuce the followin observations: 
Svin romned to the d land commission Her esty’s Government 
are strongly of the opinion that it will be found necessary to tacilitate the labors 
of land court w. . Land in Samoa are of a very com- 


ecm: ight be thereby impaired. Te appears to ires bpa n 
a) me 

commission whlch fa proposed be directed collection 

and classification of all be by compro- 


claims which can not 
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mise for submission to the land Graa SB pes been pronouncing upon them, 
would for the future be free to deal with all land questions arising upon their 
own merits. It must be borne in mind that not even a basis of a land system 
revyails in Samoa uk hayes and itis this basis which it is sought to establish 
y the preliminary rs of the commission. If this principle is admitted, the 
compos tion of the commission and the nature of its rs will haye to be de- 


Sir Lionel West said that was the opinion of his Government, which they 
strongly recommend. 
Mr. Bayard said he did not precisely understand what the question of compli- 
cation of title was when it is admitted that there was no system under which 
the titles had come. It was agreed upon as a fact that more land was claimed 


by foreigners in this up than the islands themselves contain. That alone 
“ — Jeg e necessity of examining the base ofclaim by foreigners to any land at 
moa. 


Sir Lionel West said: But not by a judicial court in the first instance. 

Mr. Bayard said it was merely a question whether the means was appropriate 
tothe end. His experience in the United States in dealing with land questions 
led him to believe that they could remedy the scandal of crowding these people 
out‘of existence on their own soil, 

Sir Lionel West: In the future, yes. 

Mr. Bayard said it was done already, according to these claims. These peo- 
pe are asked to give eA all their land absolutely, and yet to live honestly. ‘The 

t {hing they could do was to rectify so grossa condition of things as that im- 
plied, and they all agreed as tothat. The question was merely o ap ropriate 
means to that end. In his judgment, if a competent court was estab. ed un- 
der the influence of the treaty powers, such court to consist of three foreigners 
and two natives, and it was that upon the fact being made known that 
they are duly commissioned and sworn to do justice in these land cases, that all 
of the land claims, without exception, should be brought before them—what 
use and what parta commission could play in that he could notsee. The court 
could cause to be filed before them within a stated period the claims of every 
foreigner to land in Samoa, accompanied by his muniments of title, whatever 
they may be. There was no necessity for a commission to summon people to 
file their claims. If notice was given of the appointment of a land court, and 
roclamation is made that beforethem were to be filed all the claims for land in 

oa, those who did not make the claim toland would be supposed not to have 
any and those paving claims would come forward and support them with proper 
testimony. It would not be a question of the commission hunting up claims. 

Sir Lionel West said there were a good many cases which might be settled by 
a commission and not go to the court at all. 

Mr. Ba: said a court was just as simple in its operation as a commission 
could be, and all the results of substantial justice would be reached by single 
adjudication, which with a single body could be speedily had. Many of the 

were no doubt honest and would be readily established. In other cases 


of having Sot amounts of land improperly obtained for improper con- 
siderations under fictitious or constructive gran 


the land court could pass upon 
them instantly and decide upon them justly without the interposition of a land 
commission, T) 


commission, in other words could do nothing the courts could 
not. 

~~ Lionel West: In your opinion the commission will not facilitate the 
court? 

Mr. Bayard: On the contrary it would embarrass it, and would increase our 
difficulty in finding the number ofcompetent persons for these tribunals. 

Sir Lionel West said his Government was strongly in favor of the commission 
and Mr. von Alvensleben'’s Government was also. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said the intention of his Government is also to ane ae | 
and the commission should be o) ized ey, for the reason that it woul 
make the settlements easier. Ho had m told that there were yery many 
claims and that there was not one f Samoa that was not claimed either 
by foreigners or by Samoans or by both, and there were many lands which have 
been sold two or three times to different people, and he knew from very good 
authority that such cases would be presented where one Samoan sold it to one 
foreigner, another Samoan came and sold the same to another fi er, and 
thus the claim stood. It had, perhaps, been surveyed by the one and not by the 
other; so that the claimants’ cases would be easily settled as soon as they saw 
that the commission only wanted to act with fairness. 

Mr. Bayard said he was still unable to perceive what function the commission 
could perform that the court could not equally and more efficiently perform ; 
nor could he see any use sivas’ these p: through two tribunals. 
The court should be inv with power to call on every man who claims to 
own and hold land in Samoa, to lay before them the groundwork of his titie, 
and he must come and uphold it, otherwise he would be without that validation 
of his title which is essential in Samoa. International commissions had been 
many, arbitrations had been many, and such a thing as preceding the judgment 

f arbitration by the finding of a commission was unheard of. 

jaa aes West said: Not the finding of the commission, but the collection 
of evidence, 

Mr. Bayard said the object of the commission appeared to be only to make 
business for the court, which could, however, call ali the cases into its cogni- 
zance and settle them, 

Another matter he desired to mention was the question of the creation of a 
single mandatary, orthe placing of powers in the hands of three chief executive 
officers, who should represent the three treaty powers, the king being the fourth, 
and a native to be the fifth. The effect of such a tribunal would be to give the 
three powers combined a majority and the decision. Hecould not see how the 

inciple upon which we have agreed for the establishment of government in 
oa could be accomplished under the German plan, 

Sir Lionel West: Which is approved bef my Government. 

Mr. Bayard said he did not understand thatit was approved. He did notun- 
derstand that Sir Lionel had any definite propostion on that point. It seemed 
to him very plain that if the German plan was followed it would necessarily re- 
sult in creating those islands, whatever might be their nominal government, 
into a German possession, and that was not in accord with the plan on which 
they had all pangs in the beginning ôf this conference. 

Sir Lionel West then read the following paper in regard to the mandatary 


scheme: 

* It is admitted by the three powers that fo intervention can alone insure 
the stability of the native government which it is sought to establish in Samoa, 
and that the tripartite control which has heretofore been exercised bas proved 
abortive. The mandatary scheme does not involve the recognition of any pre- 
ponderatirg interests which, as the of State has justly remarked, ought 
not to be taken into account in dealing with the matters before the conference, 
The German er Majesty’s Government, moreover, do 


ernineos do moh aes ths any exclusive control is involved in this t 
as under any circumstances the man power can only be exercised with 
seems, fore, a matter of small 


first to exercise it, The argumentin fa- 
it will prevent the control from 


into the hands of those connected with local interests and do away with the 
tripartite control which has been the cause of so many disputes eit Batic has, 
in fact, led to the present conference. It is to this end, therefore, that Her 
Majesty’s Government favor it as the only measure of establishing a salutary 
foreign control. I would submit that the scheme, proposed under No. 5, of the 
Secretary of State seems to fall short of this obj mt inasmuch as it leaves the 
door open to the same local influences that have hitherto prevailed owing to the 
difficulty of insuring impartial nominations in the king's council,” 

Mr. Bayard said be observed Sir Lionel spoke of the government that was 
nia to nes pih peera mA — ee he a that =e was to be an alter- 
nation, an e power first, after a term ears, 
ceeded by another? ii : 5 2 ver eben 
A Sir Lionel West said it would be alternative, with the consent of the other 

wo. 

ae rere inquired what was the object of saying first? Why not say per- 
petua. 

Sir Lionel West said it must be alternative if it came once to each. 

T, F. BAYARD. 
ALVENSLEBEN. 
L. 8. SACKVILLE WEST. 
No, 8. 
Protoeol of fourth Samoan conference, 
[Confidential.] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 16,1887. 

Mr. West said that as there was some misapprehension about the phrase 
“alternate control’ in the memorandum which he submitted at the first con- 
ference, he desired to present the following paper : 

“There seems to be some misapprehension as to the meaning of the phrase 
which occurs in the memorandum which I submitted to the first conference and 
of the remarks thereupon in the last conference. The phrase ‘alternate con- 
trol for a limited time’ does not imply that the representative of each power 
shall be elected the mandatary in rotation, but merely indicates that the man- 
datary scheme bears an alternate character; for should German preponderance 
cease at the end of the first five years the next power possessing it in succession 
would according to the German plan exercise the mandatary power. It is dis- 
tinctly understood that under the German plan preponderating interests for the 
time-being should be taken into consideration in deciding the question as to 
wma power should designate the representative under the approval of the other 

WO powers. 

Mr. von Alvensleben then read the following paper: 

“Concerning the nomination of the adviser to the king as the mandatary ot 
the three treaty powers to be appointed with the concurrence of the two other 

wers by fe power whose interests are preponderating there for the time-be- 
re 


ng, Mr. Bay: at the last meeting an intimation he had already made 
at the former m , that whatever may be the nominal government of the 
Samoan ds it seemed to him very plain that if the German plan was fol- 


lowed it would necessarily result in creating them intoa German possession. I 
presume that by referring to Germany in this association Mr. Bayard intended 
a, to exemplify his objection to the mandatary scheme in general, and 
thatif, for instance, under the proposed conditions and terms the United States 
were called upon to make the nomination, Mr. Bayard would raise the same ob- 
jections, for the reason that these islands could not be prevented from becoming 
an American possession. I am, however, satisfied that the Imperial Govern- 
ment would rien 6 concur in such pectoinest. not entertaining any appre- 
hension of the kind alluded to by Mr. Bayard, asimilar result being beyond an 
doubt excluded ifthe A hector contained in the German proposition be Seven f 
Id at the same time to express my regrets that the sudden end put to our 
last meeting prevented my making these remarks already then.” 

Mr, Bayard ssid the papers read by Sir Lionel West and also by Mr. von Al- 
vensleben in some degree ee the very matters he wished to bring be- 
fore them. The proposition, as understood it, of Germany was that a pre- 
ponderating interest in land and commerce should determine the selection of 
the chief executive officer of the proposed new government, who should hold 
that power for aterm of years; and then came the question, at the end of that 
term what was to become of the office and powers so exercised? Perhaps the 
best answer he could give to his yarn was that the exercise of this power 
should alternate. There was in his mind what he pes to be the admitted 
basis of this entire discussion, that is, the equality of the three powers; and it 
mattered not whether the manda‘ was an American, or a German, or an 
Englishman; the result of perpetua! ng power in the hands of either would 
have the same result. There was not the slightest meaning in the illustration 
made by him of the deposit of this bowa in the hands of the German which 
would not have been equally applicable tothe vesting of the power in an Ameri- 
can on the same principle. He understood Sir Lionel West’s former state- 
ments to propose that the exercise of the man: power should be alternate, 
but that owing to Germany’s great interests she should have the appointment 
for the pore vera are years.” That, however, seemed to be q' ed by the 
paper y him. 

Sir Lionel West said that the power might be exercised in alternation; but 
there was Sarees difference between alternation and rotation, 

Mr. Bay: said he had not the slightest desire to see the American influ- 
ence preponderating over the German or En ; but he did desire to see 
the native influence upheld by all three equally and for a common purpose, 
The effect of exercising mandatary power in alternation would be to impose a 
wholesome check upon a disposition to abuse it. If an American should be 
chosen as the man (he would not say German, because it seemed to have 
led to criticism), the reflection that at the end of his term he would have to hand 
the power over to an officer of another government would greatly lessen the 
inducement to be toward his own countrymen and their comm: 
interests. The selection of any ged because it had the preponderating in- 
terest seemed necessarily to tend to make that which was strong still stronger, 
and that which was not so strong still weaker. effect of the mandatary 
power in the islands would not be confined to the interests of the three pow- 
ers. This is not the case of the unopposed occupation of an empty country. It 
is the case of a community, a primitive people, whose existence and rights the 
three treaty powers have separately and voluntarily AEA asare by solemn 
treaty. He did not think any arrangement permissible would allow the 
Samoans to be crowded out of their natural and native homes, 

He desired also to advert to the importance of the practical neutralization of 
the islands, both to the safety of the islanders and their commerce. The recog- 
nition of a preponderating commercial interest, and the power of political con- 
trol in any one foreign Pedal would certainly endanger that neutrality, ifthat 
power should become involved in war. 

Mr. von Alvensleben inquired whether Mr. Bayard still maintained No. 5 of 

tion, or whether he made a new proposition that the manda- 


hiso: 
h ternatel. 
tary should be chosen by the powersallarnaiei#? osoo. a nas dt then 


ere only two ministers, one of affairs and commerce, and the other of 
the int rand treasury, there wo still be a check upon the disposition to 
misuse power. A ` 5 ; 

Mr, von Alvenslehen then road. fa relation to Mr. Bayard’s proposition No 
5, the following paper: > 
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“ By adopting Mr. Bayard’s plan to put the executive power into the hands of 
five, the powers would follow proce the same course of which has 
lead, as is generally acknowledged, to the most unsatisfactory results in Samoa, 
A co-operative assistance of the three powers in the sense of Mr. Bayard’ssugges- 
tion has hitherto taken place only in the municipal board at Apia, but it has been 
proved that such a threefold co-operation is not only ineffectual but iniurious 
to the utmost degree to all foreign interests as well as to those of the natives. 
After such an experience, fully confirmed by the Sopris of the special commis- 
sioners, especially those of Mr. Travers and Mr. Bates, who, in plain terms, as- 
sert that the three-party control would be inappropriate means to arrive at the 
solution of the task of this conference, it ought, under all circumstances, to be 
avoided to take a similar scheme into consideration with a view of assisting 
the Samoans in their management of government affairs. According to Mr. 
Bayard’s plan, the tripartition existing, as stated, at present only in the mu- 
nicipality of Apia shall be extended to the executive power of the new gov- 
ernment, with the only difference that not the three consuls, but the same 
number of foreigners, one of them to be nominated by the three treaty powers, 
shall be invested with the respective functions of the three highest officials. 
Without dwelling upon the obviously very considerable difficulties of finding 
among so small a foreign population persons fit to hold so important offices, 
I think it necessary Crt out another serious objection to which Mr. Bay- 
ard’s plan gives rise. The latter, as I understand it, can aim only at such per- 
sons who have not been involved or compromised in any way in the events of 
the last years. On the other hand, it may well be assumed that all promi- 
nent foreigners, and the very pean who would alone have the qualifications 
for such officers, have been obliged, in the course of events, to support one party 
or the other in the disputes of political strifes, and it would seem to be demand- 
ing a superhuman self-denial that those persons should suddenly break with 
their entire political past. In my opinion it would be in direct i tenors with 
the object of this conference that a rivalry of the influence of the three powers. 
which, as they themselves acknowledge, is the principal cause of the unsoun 
condition of the state of aftairs in Samoa, and which consequently ought to dis- 
appear, should again be solmenly sanctioned and revived in the new organiza- 
tion of the government, although in a somewhat different shape from what it is 
in the munici board. The purpose of this conference is to secure lasting 
peace and order, and in this respect the interests of the natives and the foreign- 
ers are identical. However, by adopting Mr. Bayard’s plan the conference 
would Jay the germ of death at the very bottom of its reformatory work an4 incer 
the grave responsibility of having done so deliberately; that is to say, without 
paying due attention to the experiences made in Samoa, nor to the warnin: 
which sre contained in the reports of the 1 commissioners, forming the 
basis of our negotiations, It being acknowledged that the natives in Samoa 
are unable to create or maintain any fovea without the support of the 
powers, assistance must be lent them in the most efficient manner. The first 
step in this direction must be that the powers keep a united ition towards 
the Samoans, and that this united position finds expression in ir common or- 
n, the recognized adviser of the Samoan Government. Only in such a way 
t will be possible to elude all party intrigues from the very beginning, as the 
natives would then be aware that no political rty whatever cou d count 
upon any assistance from one single power. may be allowed to quote 
from Mr. Thurston's report giving a characteristic of the Samoan people. 
Under 109, it is said: ‘ The great object of a Samoan when seeking to gain 
an ascendency is to intrigue for foreign support, and hence much of the trouble 


that has arisen.’ 

“The po ition of the Imperial Government, according to which the power 
having for the time being the preponderating interest in oa shall have the 
right of nominating the adviser, is now before the conference. The co-opera- 
tion provided for by the two other powers with regard to the nomination, the 
limitation of the term of office to five years, the proposed express declaration to 
secure to the three treaty powers and their subjects in Samoa entire equality of 
treatment with to commerce, navigation, and jurisdiction, and other mat- 
ters are sufficient guaranties to remove from the very beginning the danger that 
by transferring that mandate to one powera political monopoly would be estab- 
lished in favorofthe latter. A further very efficient guaranty of the same kind is 
tobe found in Article IX of the draught convention, which I had the honor to lay 
before you, su ing that an express and re declaration should be made 
of the independence and BOUERY of the Samoan Islands. I therefore con- 
clude that it is not the German but the American plan which isinconsistent with 
the principles of this conference.” 

Mr. Bayard said he would like to say another word about the question of 
having both a land commission and a land court. The Samoans were the nat- 
ural owners of the soil, but suddenly, in the course of ten years, alot of claimants 
had sprung upfrom foreign lands who actually demanded more than the soil itself 
contained. For that reason he thought it the right of the Samoans as a people 
to have citation made by the land court to all the foreign holders of land on the 
islandsin order that their titles might be brought before that court for examina- 
tion. He did not understand what compromises the land commission could make 
or approve thatthe court could notequally approve. But it would be very little 
sat ion to the Samoan natives to have a compromise adjusted by this land 
commission between two foreigners, neither of whom had any right to the land 
they were disputing about. court, upon its organization, could issue its 
proclamation calling for all claimants of title in Samoa to file in that court by a 
given day a statement of their claim to title, whence derived, with plats and 
surveys, if any, so that the court could pass upon them. If there should bea 

uestion of conflict of title between the two mants involving questions of 
thet, it would be in the power of the court to appoint commissioners to ascertain 
facts; but that was not the thing meant by the word commission in the propo- 
sition of either of the other member of the conference. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said it was a board which isa nning, and which is 
entirely temporary, intended to cease after the general have been looked 
into and those settled which could be settled by the land commission. Then it 
will cease and there will be left a land court. 

Mr. Bayard said he should not stand in the way of this piece of machinery if 
it was considered upon reflection desirable to the end, it was peoga at 
the commissioners should have some duty in connection with the settlement of 
land questions, which wasnot final, but that in the end there was to be final con- 
trol in the land court, his object would be reached, because it would be provided 
that aer land title in Samoa should be subjected to the examination of that 
court and that claimants of title should be capable of being summoned in the 
public interest and not in that of the rival claimants, Claimants should notrest 
undisturbed in the possession of land that polored to Samoan people and for 
which the present occupants had never given a valuableconsideration. If these 
aie. primitive people have no other means of support than agriculture, and 
their lands are taken from them, no matter how, there is nothing left for them 
but to be subjected to the most wretched servitude or else todie. He thought 
against that the most substantial provision should be made by electing a tribu- 
nal who could call before them everybody holding land in Samoa, and compel 
them to show their titles, 

Sir Lionel West said the idea of the commission was simply to facilitate this, 
and he thought it would. 

Mr. Bayard said it was a question of judgment, and he had submitted his rea- 
pona De samin differently. It would be difficult to get men in Samos for the 

wo = 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he thought these gentlemen ought to be sent out 
from abroad, because every foreigner and every Samoan is engaged and jnter- 


ested in the land question; that Mr. Bayard had said that if there was a single 

court, com of three foreigners and two natives, foreign interests would 

protected, but this would not follow, because the foreigners had never kept to- 
er. 

Mr. Bayard observed that pavers that was right. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said his Government, at any rate, felt the greatest sym- 
pathy for the Samoans, and meant to help them in a sincere way. 

Mr. Bayard said he felt that he could not perform a more benevolent service 
u ae people of Samoa than by having the land titles in the kingdom oyer- 

uled. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said his Government was of the same opinion, and he 
read in illustration from the memorandum on land disputes, submitted at the 
second conference, the following: 

“This sort of dispute is to be withdrawn from the cognizance of the consuls, 
and from the jurisdiction of the English high commissioner, respectively ; itis 
consonant to the peen rinciples of justice that disputes relating to real estate 
should be decided by the laws and courts of the country in which the object of 
the dispute is situated. In the present case, however, it must be further taken 
into consideration that in the absence of any sort of legal provision as to the 
conditions, requirements, and formalities necessary for the valid transfer ofland, 
and in consequence of the utter complication existing in the ownership, irregu- 
larities, and, it may be, acts of injustice have occurred which absolutely demand 
aa impartial decision based upon a thorough examination and investigation of 

e matter, 

“Such disputes are to be settled in a uniform procedure, and according to 
uniform principles to be previously laid down by the treaty powers with the 
agreement of the Samoan Government, by an authority to be specially insti- 
tuted, and, in the last instance, by a land court to be specially created. For 

is pu: it would seem advisable, after establishing the general principles 
on which the decisions as to the validity of land transfers are to be $ first, 
to appoint a commission, composed of three members, each of the three treaty 

wers naming one. Before this commission all claims which are raised by 

foreigners with regard to land in the Samoan Islands must be filed within a cer- 

tain period; the claims must be accompanied by the titles and other documents 
or duly authenticated copies relating thereto.” 

Mr. Ba: said that proceeding in his mind upon a theory of what he might 
call the ts of the State of Samoa in these cases, which were very distin 
and oftentimes adverse to the rights of these foreign claimants, it was the righi 
of Samoa to call all these claims into court and compel a submission of the 
claim of title to the land commission or Sours ber gs there was a great deal of 
public land occupied by people having no rig! tto it. Such persons would de- 
sire no contest, for they were content with their pr agoqect but he proj 
that they should be called into court, and their right to occupy should es- 
tablished by them or else ferion it. : 

Ivensleben said that as soon as any political adventurer got to the 
islands the first t he did was to tell the Samoans, * You must trust me; I 
will get all the land k for you. I will take it away from the foreigners and 
you will get it.” As soon as they learn that it is intended to regulate the land 
claims, they will come forward with no end of claims; but as soon as they see 
there are certain rules established, and that the foreigners do not mean to deal 
with claims not justified, they will be willing to come to an amicable settlement. 

Mr. Bayard inquired whether he agreed that all land titles in Samoa ought 
to be overhauled, 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he thought there ought to be some limit how far to 

back. He thought they ought not to go further back than the time of the 
lish and German treaties, 

r. Bayard said that as the American treaty was the first, he was willing to 
go back to that. Asit was that there shouid be an overhauling of land 
titles, the question is, who is to doit? How could the commission proposed 
by the other mem! 
concerned? 

Mr. von Alvensleben said his proponon was that the members of the com- 
mission were to be appointed by the Samoan Government on the proposal of 
thetreaty powers. It was further said in his memorandum: “As far asthe title 
deeds do not in themselves offer room for doubt as to the legality of the a |- 
sition, all lands acquired before the conclusion of the German-Samoan and 

ish-Samoan treaties, respectively, that is, before the 24th of January and 28th 
of August, 1879, respectively, and also, under the same conditions, all lands 
which within the last two or three years haye been put under cultivation by the 
new owner, shall be registered as validly acquired, without prejudice to the 

of persons. On the other hand, the uisition shall not be re- 
ed nelegal, ane oE Raon snag be provisional reno in 

e claimant is only in a position to uce as a proof of his legal 
of the land a so-called promise of a poa well asin cases where the 
not been surveyed within two or three years following the conclusion of the 
sale, or where the deed of sale contains no precise p paS ion of the boundaries 
of the land sold, or where at the time of the conclusion of the contract the price 
of the land has not been paid in full to the seller, without prejudice, however, 
to the claimant’s right to demand a judicial decision. The commission shall be 
invested with the ight of citing before them, through the local authorities, for 
examination and of hearing, as witnesses, the sellers and any other persons 
whom they may think fitto supply information. A very important question, es- 

y touching land disputes between foreigners, concerns the determination 
of the right of ownership and disposition of the land sold,on the ofnativesell- 
ers, Numerous cases will present themselves in which one and thesame piece of 
land has been sold by different parsoni styling themselves the owners, to dif- 
ferent parties, or in which pieces of land have been sold by persons whose ight 
to the ownership and d ition of that land is disputed on the part of 
Samoans. In this case the commission shall be empowered, through the local 
government of the district in which the disputed land lies, to institute a native 
commission to determine the seller's right of ownership, and to lay the resultof 
such investigations, together with the underlying motives, before the foreign 
commission; this decision, however, shall not be binding on the latter. Su 
native commissions would have also to be charged with the examination, an: 
if required, with the decision of land disputus existing between the Samoans 
themselves. Pieces of land which for ten years or more have, without dispute, 
been cultivated, or at least made use of by foreigners, shall, without further in- 
quiry, be ed as property legally owncd or acquired by prescription.” 

Mr. yon Alyensleben said they needed a native commission to help in these 


cases. 
Sir Lionel West said that was his idea; that the commission should facilitate. 
T. F. BAYARD. 


of the conference settle the question where a Samoan was 
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Mr. Bayard said that in the protocol of the second conference a number of 
agreed points were stated, one of which was that there should be a free and uñ- 
awed native election of a king, without the interference of ——— The 
proposition submitted by him at the first conference was for the on of a 
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einen) von kist: His object was to recognize the Nay BET pS pihage ors 
Samoans, and to provide for a succession in case of the death of a Py any gn a 
there would be no interregnum, He was still to include in plan 


of government the election of a vice-king; and he desired to submit whether it 
would not be well, if the king ai and vice-king should be elected for a term of 
years, to provide that the term should last until a successor was chosen, in 
order to prevent an interregnum. 

Sir Lionel West inquired whether he meant that the king should be elected 
for a term of years? 

Mr. Bayard said he was disposed to follow the customs of the country. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he also thought the customs of the country should 
the electi eure bees am sere da laced ao aaran points. 

e election of a vice-king was then p. among t! 
Bayard then eres to the question of a Faipule, and inquired whether 


Prom was o that. 
Sir Lionel West pA whether he would arrea it a legislative body. 
Mr. Bayard said it should retain whatever its function was before. 


Mr. von Alvensleben said they sy a not sanirana although n no matter of 
"Bie Lionel We gen res without e thelr being consulted about bly. 
r Lionel West su might led a legislative assem 
poe ren the faipule in the commissioners’ re 
y, and for that reason he 
tained it as such in his plan. The — uestion was whether it would tend jeg ine 
is popular assembly to which an could 


send representati 
Mr. von A Anoan a Tr wane ani grog tne 
wer ara an tabi SA ee would be iakon i This won. naia pe 
er understanding. 


er. 
mPa: von Alvensleben said that mena Faipule should be elected by districts ona 
of lation—say, 


not understand it. 

Mr. Bayard said he understood that there would be required the aggregate 
wate ct ihe stuns COPAAN oo sod vinoking. but that each district would 
elect its own rej the Faipul 

Sir Lionel Ten eth kn teed tone eterna tha bei iadi of an elect- 
ive assembly. 


Mr. Bayard: Yi 

Mr. Bayard then referred to the land qu to which there were 

three propositions before the On 3 oh ser igen 

conference, it would be found that he had a prone pom oy 

court of original and final jurisdiction, w. iaka the PADES onal 

extent of each and every claim eee go that 

comm: Si Gaanlah of eve D NOOA ay X 

oa ape a and the remain two to be se- 

lected by the king in order to customs in 

i oore lerna tted the minister at the first conference it was 
posed that there should be an “ court,” and that in order 


to ask whether plan of Great Bri contemplated 
anything more than a commission in of the court and w that was 
the British Government to test the 


lsa Lionel W 

* Sir Lionel West said it was. 
Mr. Bayard said that in the 

first conference, it was said that 


rah gs veges mea tain Ange k popan nasavi hg dad 

* the irregulari ie alg oo are vegies oa 
disputes to which the 
Pelayane 
of claims and 


establishment international court for the 
relating to land; ” and it was furthersaid that in “the com tion of 
this court due will ity of the 


tion of his Go’ dispu! taining a 
atac oe poetus mge memorandum it is er epg vend Tesneonens 
to t principles justice that disputes relating estate shoul 
be decided by the laws and courts of the country-in which the of 
dispute is situated;” and gusset first to appoint a commission 
composed of three taser Kiva actin eg reife oaa 


He 
two bodies—the com: form which the court could 
not efficiently perform with and less complication. Still, if 
Great Britain and Germany agreed that it was he would, in order to 

an agreement, recommend establishment of a also of 

a land commission, who may o; i aiei functions of a; busi- 
ness, the jerstanding the finaldecision rests with the court. Hein- 
quired whether the theory of tho Br went beyond 

Sir Lionel West: No; notatall. You have descri 

Mr, Bayard: Then statement I made last will be satisfactory to your 


Sir Lionel West: I think so, thoro y. 
Mr. Bayard said he hoped it it would be so to the Government of Germany, al- 
h he foundin the more elaborate plan of the Ge: Go 
suit of the idea of commissions that was nove definite. In this plan, sub- 


principles of justice that disputes relating to real estate sh 
the laws and courts of the country in which the object of the dispute is situ- 
ated;" that owing, however, to the condition of Samoa, it is necessary that 
the disputes there should be “settled in a uniform procedure and poomeding 
to uniform principles to be previously laid down oy the treaty powers wi! 

the agreement of the Samoan Government, by an authority to especialy 
instituted, and in the last instance by a land courtto be specially 

the first body or commission should consist of three members, each of the pow- 
ers naming one, to be appointed by the Samoan Government on the 

of the powers; that before this commission all claims which are by for- 
eigners with regard to land in the Samoan Islands must be filed within a certain 
period, the claims must be accompanied by the titlesand other documents or duly 


relating 


authenticated copies gema aye 12, 13); suak the 
“eommission shall be vonua iR 


former, The foreign commission is 
gare Seba) decision as to disputes cones possession and own- 
Whenever Samoans are 


**composed of a judge nominated by 
sul or of one of the prominent countrymen of the liti.ant.’ 

Such was the plan submitted by tho Sonnes —— in detail. It be ten in 
two material points from the p the first 


conference. 
court,” ed by a commission. international court” 
by the er at the fat oro meant the land commis- 


sion. The ‘land court" described in the plan submitted by him at a ae 
ond conference is not international in the sense in which it is supposed that 

term was intended to be understood when used by the British minister at the 
first conference to designate the tribunalof final decision. Thesecond point of 
difference was that the German plan contains a provision for a third commis- 
sion or numerous a to be set up at the option of the principal or for- 
eign commission. Thus, Mr. plans before the con- 


that submitted by the 
bers, to be assisted in certain cases 


r the prominent 
He that the term “ litigant” wasemployed in this relation as mean- 


ing the foreign Spon nave Wee SCEA er seat as pas 

of the litigant.” that was the uniform signification of the term 

tundis me "x it made no provision for an a) by a native from 
on 


a A litigant have the right of 
or of demanding a j desibhec! 


from the decisions of 

y the land court.” (Second protocol, page cid) Did this give a native claim- 
ant a right of appeal? 
Another feature to be noticed in the plan submitted by the German minister 
D ASA RS Ta nad teak nak be eee Phar en ee ithad no 
settled constitution and could not be y settled rules. With such a 


body, or diversity or multiplicity of edie, vas tn final judgment, it ot 
the result. ofa uniforan lax: me stem could be j rtaek. 


seen 
Moreover, the plan for pena eer berm oy ‘ition of a native 


recogn' 
element, and instead of containin thing like simplicity (h ht the En- 
aa 6 g zany ng plicity (he thong! 


glish plan ty) it would lead to the continual employ- 
ment of inconvenient native without any uniformity of 5 
which, after all, is the great basis of safety as to land title, 

Mr. von Alvensleben 


said he wished to rch ang woo allay yong 


disputes by the law and custom of the place is 
in the instance, be an lication of 

ple, and his government wished the Samoans 
to be heard in Gosling mis mae heso land claims. Hedid not think it possible that 


the natives should belong to the court, as are too much interested, just 
as much as — who is there; therefore he thought such a 
commission of le who went to Samoa free from 


take into n interests of the natives An o enn soya ry on 
missions as soon as native interests were involved, and the settlement would be 
made according to the customs of the country. 

Mr. Bayard said 


that a tribunal of three foreigners might reach a disinterested 
decision, but that was not what was pro: The memorandum 


hae: von Alvensleben said, rents iF. would 
nationality of the parties. There will always be a Samoan 
the Samoan Government, and he would be assisted by 


they would bot! represen’ man and 
th consuls ofthe two countries, and they would assist the udge. 

pose a German an Englishman take an appeal 
Gee head cocomniontont A yi 


was some of decision there would be hopeless injustice. 
If, in each case, after composed of representatives of the 
three had acted, there was an appeal in the manner suggested by the 


powers, 
German minister, each tribunal would have a law for 

Another thing he would notice was the proposition to introduce the consul 
of the litigant in into the tribunal, although the interference of the consuls in other 
to inquire a je ler sonal 


to inquire also whether the of the conference would not 
by infusing into the court of è resort a native element which would, as a 
matter of n: be wasntelofthevepresent the three 

to tha plan of five proposed , there would be native 
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opima and uniformity of decision, and the court would not ask what 
the nationality of the claimant, but what was the basis of his claim? Be- 
sides, in all courts of last resort, there ought to be uneven numbers to prevent 
a deadlock. According to the German minister's plan, if there were three 
claimants the court would consist of four members. 

Mr. von Alvensleben inquired who ought to preside in the tribunal proposed 
by Mr. Bayard? 

Mr. Bayard said he would Iect the five men selecthim. This, however, was 
yery important. He a5 e be a German. Hewould have no more pona thən 
pe rest. The object of having a presiding judge was to direct the business of 

court, and the majority of the court would make the decision. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said experience had taught that the foreigners never kept 


ther, 
togat Bayard said that the foreign officials in Samoa heretofore had not been 
there as judges under the Samoan Government, but as the official representa- 
tives of foreign powers. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said that if the five judges were taken from Samoa there 
would be divisionsfrom the beginning; because cverybody there was interested 
in some way or another. 

Mr. Buyard said that if a judge was interested he could notsit. He supposed, 
however, that men could be found who did not own Tand, 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he thought not. As to the Samoans, they were all 
related to each other, and the characteristic given of them by Mr. Thurston is 
that Mote Moet rather untruthful; so that they would be quite ready if they could 
get the favor of any natio in a land dispute to favor that nationality for 

t purpose. He wasop to such a composition of the court as that. 

Mr. Ba: asked w. er he would exclude the Samoans from all voice in 
the decision of the titles of land? 

Mr. yon Alvensleben said he thought the proportion of two Samoans and three 
forcigners was not according to the plan of his government. Besides. the for- 
eigners in Samoa were certainly not less interested in the land —— than 
the Samoans; so that if one can not find disinterested foreigners there, one will 
Dars to Sas enn toms eliminate, for th f discussion, th 

T, : Suppose you nate, for the purpose o! . the 
Samoan element entirely,and you create three judges as a court of final resort ; 


pal point of all wasthat.an 
the formation of the government, because 
Tand disputes to him at present but preliminary. 
Bs Bayard akeg whether the land commission was not an essential part 
governamen! 
Mr. von Alvensleben said that the salary of the judges had to be “pda == 
n its wor 


He ħad proj that the judge 
should be appointed by the Samoan Government. As there Tprincipa t to 
they sħould agree on kop fikin and he asked whether . Bayard 


is. to place the executive power in the king and advisor. 
Mr. Bayard said he did not leave the composition of the land court as a sepa- 
rate body to depend upon the composition of the exeeutive branch of the gov- 


already been named, There was also a suggesti 
mandatary, having all the powers of the king’s office, butnot having the name. 
That has not been agreed to, but it has been suggested. 
Mr. von Alvensleben said the mandatary or adviser would have to appoint 
ge an and the king would have to confirm him. 
. Bayard said it seemed to him that that reduced the matter to anabsolut- 
ism. They embarked upon the conference with a on of the absolute 
equality of the three powers, and that they were acting in an oko! nae § 
towards the Samoan Bee and that they desired to preserve the indepen 
the ds and absolute equality of treatment in respect 


an equality in the action of the three governments towards them. The first 
intimation he found that there legree 

cised by any one of the three powers was in the remarks of Mr. von Alvyensle- 
ben at the second conference tocol, page 7), in which he says: 

“There is only one course left for asserting foreign influence with the Samoan 
Government, which is so necessary for the Larsen interest, and this is to place 
one foreign officer at the head of the administration, and to invest him with 
sufficient rights and powers to take the measures required for the maintenance 
of peace order as well as for the p rous development of commerce and 
intercourse. As theauthority of this oi is to be noticeable in an uneqnivo- 
cal way to the troigan as well as to the natives, it is commendable that the 
appointment should not be left to the Samoan Government, but bo made by 
—— between the treaty powers. At the same time it would appear that 

e power having to protect the largest interests in Samoa should be given the 
right i a pe the official whose duty it shall be to control the native gov- 
ernmen’ 


Mr. Bayard said the executive power should not be given to protect the 
interests in Samoa at all; it was to protect all the interests in Samoa, 
a German agent or governor or mandatary was appointed, he should be ap- 
pointed just as much in the interest of the American le as the German. 
Mr, yon colby gen = that was understood b bis Government: 

r. sa en it ought to appear as the principle the powers were act- 
ingon. It had been said that the power to protect ria interests in Sa- 
poa should be given the right to nominate the official whose duty itshall be to 

mtrol the native government,” If this was to be a government for all, there 
was no reason why a right should be given to protect certain The 
German minister had further said: "It can not therefore be expected that she 
(Germany) should consent to remain more or less excluded from the efficient 
trol of the country and have it pass to one of the two powers who have less 
rests.” That was owed mye ane tbe wn ca a its very face. If Ger- 

be expected to remain more or less excluded, how 


could she expect another power to remain so? There was upon the very prop- 
osition of exclusion the mark of inequality, which. sin contradiction to the 
idea with which the conference began. 

In Sin Lionel West’s memorandum on page 7 ef the protocol of the first con- 
ference, he states thus: ‘‘Assumi: g that tripartite control is impracticable, the 
solution of the difficulty would seem to be an alternate control for a limited 
period of either one of the three powers. In the event of coming to this agree- 
ment, the question naturally as to which power should be chosen the 
mandatary of the other two in the first instance, and her esty’s Government 
consider that preponderating commercial interests should be taken into con- 
sideration in deciding it.” In the poe which he read at the third conference 
Sir Lionel West said: *' It is admit by the three powers that foreign inter- 
vention can alone insure the stability of the native government which it is 
sought to establish in Samoa, and that the tripartite control which has hereto- 
fore been exercised has proved abortive. The mandatary scheme does not 
involye the recognition of any preponderating interests which, as the Sec- 
retary of State has justly remarked, ought not to be taken into account in 
dealing with the matters before the conference, The German Government,as 
wellas Her Majesty's Government, moreover, do not assert mderance of 
interests as an argument in favor of the scheme. Indeed, they have asserted 
that there shall be absolute La ew ty of treatment in respect to commerce, navy- 
igation, and jurisdiction,should it be adopted ; but Her Majesty’s Government 
are willing, seeing the great interest Germany has in Samoa, to accord to the 
German representative the first term of five years as mandatary of the other 
two powers. Her Majesty’s Government do not see that any exciusive control 
is involved in this arrangement, as under any cirenmstances the a 
power ean only be exercised with the consent of the other two arog fey 
seems, therefore, a matter of small importance which power should be the first 
to exercise it.” Mr. Bayard said these two statements seemed to him to conflict, 

Sir Lionel West said he Soag they were in accord. 

Mr. Bayard then asked whether he could read, as expressive of Sir Lionel's 
views, that “the mandatary scheme does not involve the recognition of any 
preponderating interests, which ought not to be taken into account in dealing 
with the matters before the conference.” 

Sir Lionel West: Certainly. 

Mr. Bayard asked Mr. von Alvensleben whether he agreed to that. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said he thonght that the preponderating interests had 
to be taken into consideration for the purpose of finding who wasto be intrusted 
with the mandate. 

Mr. Bayard asked whether in the statement that it “can not be expected that 
Germany should consent to remain more or less excluded from the official con- 
trol of the country and have it pass to one of the two countries who have less 
interests,” Mr. von Alvensleben would be willing to strike out Germany and 
insert the United States or Great Britain. 

Mr. von Alvensleben said as soon as the United States or Great Britain had 


in! 
Mr. Bayard said tħat was not the question. How could Germany 
either Great Britain or tbe United States to to a scheme which would 
more or less “exclude” them from the efficient control of the country? That 
placed the matter ina n in which he was unwilling to see it p s 

Sir Lionel West said he did not understand that the German plan involved 
exclusive control. 

Mr. von Alvensieben said it did pg all | argise had been stated which 
were thought necessary mandate. 

Mr. Bayard said he had adverted to the matter to save time, and he thought 
that if they could have settled the question of the land commission they would 
have madea great headway. He looked upon that as being the corner-stone of 
the whole arrangement, to find some harmonious rule for the regulation of land 
ownership in the group,and of making consistent decisionsin an established 

The German ey however, had in this relation brought up the 
question what wasto be the Samoan Government which was to appoint the 
land court,and this had led him to notice what seemed to him to be the econ- 
flicting statements of the British minister; but as he had nag sense them pre- 
ponderating interests ought not to be taken into aceount in ing with mat- 
ters before the conference. 

Sir Lionel West: Certainly not; then we. would be unequal. 

Mr. Bayard said the tion in the pete geet mati nats ae weg Gol de 
Paio brar? haet interests the ning, end, snd middle of the whole scheme of 
government, 

Sir Lionel West said he did not see it. 

Mr. Bayard said he thought he could show it, and would endeavor to do it at 
the next meeting in writing. Under the acknowledgment of the equality of 
the three powers suggestions had been made which would Stieress M create 
an inequality which would grow ; and the land scheme had been brought within 

same 


principle. 
Sir Lionel West said his Government had made no specific position as to 
the constitution of the land court. = 
T. F. BAYARD. 
ALVENSLEB: 
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Mr von Alvensleben read the following ay wed 

“I fail to perceive how Mr. Bayard could draw the inference he did at our 
last meeting from the statement which closed the memorandum I at the 
second conference. This sentence was merely intended to illustrate the man- 
datary scheme SJORS by the Imperial Government, and can not fairly be 
taken alone, asit may lead to misapprehensions such as I find Mr, Bayard 
to be under. The meaning of that sentence is that Germany having the largest 
interest in Samoa she claims to be intrusted by the two other powers to exer- 
cise there, as well for her own interests as for those of Great Britain and the 
United States, the efficient control. If this would seem to create any appear- 
ance of inequality of rights, this would, however, be merely an appearance, as 
naturally tho establishment of the whole government can only be made in this 
conference by the co-operation of the three treaty powers on 4 thoroughly g teras 
footing, and therefore the mandatary scheme can only be carried out with ir 
consent. Ihardly need repeat, as the three special commissioners din 
their reports, no native government would offer any guaranties of stab ity un- 
less it is assisted and controlled by one common organ of the three powers. 
This is the menton which the mandatary scheme has been based, and not 
on the mere of the preponderating interests of either one power.” 

Mr. Bayard said he would not at the moment make any comment on that 
statement, because upon hearing it read he did not recognize any substantial 
change in the result. The plan submitted by the German minister remained 
Sennen aaa its principle, and necessarily in its results, by the paper which he 

Mr. Bayard then read, in accordance with the purpose expressed by him at 
the last conference, the following paper: 

“In the ‘Plan for the establishment of peace and civilization in Samoa under 
the co-operative support of the Governments of the United States, Germany, 
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and Great Britain,’ submitted by me on behalf of the United States (Protocol 
first conference, page 2) I expressed my conception of the purpose of the present 
conference in the following language: 

“11, The independence and autonomy of the kingdom com of these 
islands are to be preserved free from the control or preponderating influence of 
any foreign government, and it was in pursuance of this understanding that 
commissioners were recently sent by the three powers respectively to investigate 
and report upon the condition of the islands, and that the respective consuls of 
the three powers at the islands were changed.’ Immediately after this declara- 
tion, and as a necessary inference therefrom, I stated the following proposition: 

"2. It is the desire of the United States, and equally of Germany and Great 
Britain, to assist the natives of Samoa to form and administer their govern- 
ment, 

“Tn respect to the principal object of the conference—the maintenance of the 
independence and autonomy of the Samoan Islands and the co-operative sup- 
port of a native government—I am pleased to notice that my understanding is 
confirmed by the respective declarations of the German and British ministers, 
The e ne aaka read by the former at the first meeting of the conference be- 

n as follows: 
on “The unsettled condition of affairs on the Samoan Islands having gradually 
become more and more injurious to the foreign residents and to the commercial 
interests of the three treaty powers, the latter had to take into serious consid- 
eration the means by which the lasting peace and order could be restored there. 
With this view and the understanding that the independence of Samoa under 
a native government was to be maintained, and that no monopolies should be 
created there by any foreign power, the three treaty powers have to the 

position of the Government of the United States of America to hold a con- 
rence of plenipotentiaries. It was further agreed that, in order to get com- 
lete and reliable informaation on which the conference would have to base 
ts deliberations, special commissioners should be sent and instructed by the 
respective governments to report on the condition of those islands.” 
i han memorandum read by the British minister at the same mecting was as 
‘ollows: 

“*Tt is understood that the three powers have no desire to found colonies in 
Samoa or to obtain commercial monopolies. 

**“'Theirsole wish isto establish the right and equality of commerce and naviga- 
tion for their res ive subjects and citizens. Assuming, then, that the three 
powers have no desire to destroy the independence of Samoa, but only seek to 
establish the right and equality of their commerce and navigation, a declara- 
tion to this effect might be made by them as a preliminary step. It was, how- 
ever, deemed expedient to ascertain the exact state of affairs in the islands by 
sending special commissioners who should report thereupon.’ 

“It may therefore be regarded as fully recognized and established that the 
object of the United States in proposing the present conference, and of all three 
ian in sending commissioners to the Samoan Islands to report on the con- 

ition of aftairs, was to maintain the autonomy and independence of the islands 
under a native government, 

“Such being the declared object of the conference, I have listened with regret 
to plans and suggestions that appeared to me to depend upon the recognition 
of an inequality of interest of the three powers in the political, moral, and com- 
mercial welfare of the islands, and to look unequivocally to the virtual suppres- 
siun of their native government. And in this relation I shall refer first to the 

nian suggested by the German minister, and approved by the British minister, 

‘or the appointment of an adviser to the king. In the memorandum by 
the German minister at the first meeting of the conference the functions of the 
proposed foreign adviser are described as follows: 

“This adviser, who is to act as the mandatary of the three treaty powers, 
will have to discharge, under the nominal responsibility of the king, the govern- 
ment affairs. He will haveto control all necessary measures with to the 
maintenace of public order in general, aud especially tothe security of any kind 
of property of foreign residents. This adviser, whose position would be vir- 
drd that of a prime minister, to be nominated by the treaty power having for 
the time being the preponderating interests in Samoa. The nomination needs 
the approval of the two other powers. The first appointment to be made for 
the term of five years in the first instance, and at the expiration of that period 
a fresh appointmentto be made on the sametermsand conditions. Intheevent 
of the appointment becoming vacant during the said term of five years, through 
the death, resignation, or removal of the adviser, another person shall be simi- 
larly appointed to hold the office for the remainder of the said term,’ 

“Thet leading features of this plan are: (1) That the ‘responsibility’ ofthe 
king in the affairs of the governmentis to be merely ‘nominal ;’ 2) thattheadviser 
is to'coutrolall necessary measures’ to an undefined extent; (3) he is to be ap- 
pointed by the power having the ‘ preponderating interests’ in Samoa, and that, 
at the expiration of five years, a ih appointment is to be made ‘ on the same 
_terms and conditions,’ It is true, it is stated, the nomination is to receive 
‘the approval of the two other powers, But this merely affects the nominee, 
and not the power that makes the Sepomeneen for ‘preponderance of inter- 
ests’ is merely a question of fact. And the preponderance of material interests 
of any one power in the islands being acknowledged, that power would, if the 
plan submitted by the German minister be accepted, have the right to appoint 
and reappoint as long as such preponderance continued, whether another power 
objected. or not. Thus, while the actualappointment by hare inary! having pre- 
ponderating material interests would have to be approved by the other two 
powers, its right to make the appointment could not be questioned as long as 
the preponderance lasted. 

“That this ge eye (however consonant it was supposed to be with the 
declared object of the conference) might suggest a doubt seems not to have been 
ia, praned: for, immediately after the statement of the plan, the German 
m er said: 

“*In order to avoid every misapprehension of the situation by the placing of 
the representative of one of the treaty pomene in the most prominent position 
of the Samoan administration, it will expedient to formally acknowledge 
anew the principle—already contained in the existing treaties with Samoa—of 
absolute equality of treatment in of commerce, navigation, jurisdiction, 
and all other matters whatsoever to be secured tothe three powers and to their 
subjects and citizens.’ 

* How far the proposition of the German minister in respect to the adviser is 
supported by the British minister, Iam unable precisely to ascertain. In the 
ees read by the latter at the first meeting of the conference I find the 
following: 


Hen Seeistee the solution of the difficulty would seem to be 
trol for a limited period of either one of the three powers. Inthe event of com- 


being exercised by the German representative for first term of five 

lute equality of treatment in respect of commerce, navigation, and urisdlctio 
and all other matters whatsoever to besecured to the three powers and to th 
iced awhile the British inis! posi 

“Thus, while the minister concurred in the pro; tion for a single 
adviser, he said that, in the event of an agreement on that point the question 
would arise as to which power should be chosen asthe ‘mandatary of the other 
two in the first instance ;’ that Her Majesty's Government considered that pre- 
ponderating commercial interests should be ‘ taken into consideration in decid- 
ing it;’ and that as Germany had the preponderating interests Her Majesty's 
Government were prepared to consent to the man: ry power ‘being exer- 
cised by the German representative for the first term of five years.’ 

“In a paper read by him at the third session of the coutereass the British 
minister said (Protocol, page 6) thatthe mandatary scheme did not involve ‘the 
recognition of any preponderating interests which, as the Secretary of State has 
justly remarked, ought not to be taken into account in dealing with the mat- 
ters before the conference;' that Her Majesty’s Government fia not see that 
any ‘exclusive control’ was involved in the arrangement, as the ewer i 

wer ‘could only be exercised with the consent of the other two powers,’ an 

t Reemi; therefore, & matter of smallimportance which should be the first to 
exercise it, 

“When I observed that the British minister spoke of the government that 
was to be the ‘first’ to take the man office, and inquired whether he 
meant that there was to be an alternation, and that the power taking the office 
‘first’ was, after five * yreiaghs be sueceeded by another, he replied that it would 
poten mantel f a Le rosea of a other two; * and when I further in- 
qu what was the o of saying ‘first,’ and why not say‘ perpetual,’ he 
replied that it must be alternative ‘if it came once to cach, = y! 

“At the fourth session of the conference the British minister, in explanation of 
the phrase, ‘alternate control for a limited time,’ previously employed by him, 
said that it did ‘not imply that the representative of each power’ should be 
elected in ‘rotation,’ but merely that the mandatary scheme bore an ‘alternate 
character; for, should German preponderance cease at the end of the first five 
years the next power possessing it in succession would, according to the Ger- 
man plan, exercise the mandatary power. It is distinctly understood that un- 
der the German plan prepondarasg interests for the time being should be 
taken into consideration in deciding the question as to which power should 
desi te the representative under the approval of the other two powers.’ 

* This statement, I observe, while it adverts to a preponderance of interests, 
goes no further than tosay that ‘preponderating interests for the time being 
should be taken into eonsideration’ in deciding the question as to which power 
should ‘ designate the representative under the approval of the other two pow- 
ers;’ and, as the British minister stated, at our last meeting, that his prior 
declaration that ‘the mandatary scheme does not involve the recognition of 
any preponderating interests which ought not to be taken into account in deal- 
ing with the matters before the conference,’ could be read as expressive of his 
views, Lam unable to find an ex adherence on his part to what I under- 
stand to be the proposition of the German minister, namely, that while the 
first and subsequentappointments of a mandatary are to be made by one power 
subject to the Spprove of the other two, yet the power having the preponder- 
ance of interests is to have the unquestioned right of appointment, subject only 
to the approval by the other powers of the person a inted, 

“Between this proposition and the proposition the power having the 
preponderance of interest shall appoint, if the other two powers consent, there 

to my mind a vast and essential difference. The latter proposition, while not 
without objectionable features, would not place the right of appointment solely 
on the ground of preponderance of interests. It could not be exercised on that 
ground alone, because the consent of the other powers would be required to the 
exercise of the appointing power each time an appointment had to be made. 

“ But if it be admitted that the power having the preponderance of material 
interests shall for that reason make the appointment, subject only to the ap- 
proval of the appointee by the other powers, then, in my opinion, preponder- 
ance of interests and consequent inequality of influence are made the actual 
basis and controlling principle of the whole scheme of government. 

“Of this view of the mandatary scheme, as presented by the German minister, 
I can find no stronger confirmation than his own argument in its favor, in 
which, after stating the preponderance of German interests, he says: ‘It can not, 
therefore, be expected that she [Germany] should consent to remain more or 
less excluded from the efficient contro! of the country and have it pass to one 
of the two powers who have less interests.’ (Protocol, second conference, page 7.) 

“ If placing the powers of the adviser in the hands of a representative of one 
of the other powers would mean the exclusion of Germany, then lam unable to 
see why placing those powers in the hands ofa representative of Germany would 
noteq es the exclusion of the other powers from influence in the manage- 
ment of affairs. 

“But this is not all. Not only is the idea of exclusive control thus pointedly 
deduced frum the mandatary scheme and made an objection to the exercise of 
the mandatary powers for the ‘efficient control of the country’ by any other 

wer than that having preponderance of interests, but the scheme as set forth 

nvolyes, in my opinion, the virtual displacement of native government, and 
instead of native government with foreign assistance, means the absolute and 
undefinedcontrol of the affairs of the islands by a single foreigner. On this point 
I quote from the German minister's exposition of the mandatary scheme at the 
second session of the conference (Proctocol, page 7), as follows:; 

“ ‘There is only one course left for asserting foreign influence with the Sa- 
moan Government, which is so necessary for the general interest, and this is 
to place one foreign officer at the head of the administration and to invest him 
with sufficient rights and powers to take the measures required for the mainte- 
nance of peace and order, as well as for the Fp development of com- 
merce and intercourse. As the authority of this official is to be noticeable in 
an unequivocal way tothe foreigners as well as to the natives, it is commendable 
that the appointment should not be left to the Samoan Government, but be made 
by agreement between the treaty powers. At the same time it would appear 
that the power having to protect the la t interests in Samoa should be given 
the right to nominate the official whose duty it shall be tọ control the native gov- 
ernment, 

“In my opinion, ere a single adviser ‘sufficient rights and powers totake 
the measures required,’ not only for the ‘maintenance of peace and order,’ but 
as well for the * prosperous development of commerce and intercourse,’ is tę 
invest that foreign official with the absolute power (legislative as well as exec 
utive) of government; and to say furt that his appointment (not nomina- 
tion) ‘should not be left to the Samoan Government, but be made by agree- 
ment between the treaty powers,’ and that it shall be his ‘duty’ ‘to control 
the native government,’ only em the virtual destruction of the native 
independence and autonomy. The result would be the same whether the ad- 
viser exe his powers with inapariaity or whether he was influenced in 
his official conduct by the fact, of which his appointment would bethe evidence 
that the most extensive foreign interests with which he had to deal were those o 
his own country men4 

“To these o ions to the advisory plan as presented, which have been sub- 
stantially by me heretofore. the only answer I have as yetseen isthat the 
power which is to appoint the adviser gives, under the pian; every reasonablė 
* guaranty’ for the fair exercise of the functions with which he is to be invested, 

is argument, as itseems to me, ins of meeting the objections, admits their 
yalidity. The United States did not enter upon the present proceeding with the 
idea that it was either to give toor receive from any foreign power any guaranty 
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r the good government of the Samoan ds, and, indeed, sucha step would 
ve been inconsistent with its general and well-understood policy. It had 
treated with the Samoan Gorernmentasan in dentand cat ge Hap 
ment, and to that government alone has looked for the performance of its çon- 
ventional ene and protection of American interests thereunder, it 
has been with other governments represented in this conference. guaranty, 
however, necessarily su, the idea of actual and responsible control And 
for one power to give, and the other powers to accept from it, a guaranty for the 
good government of the islands, far from being in the direction of the mainte- 
nance of the native See, and independence, which the powers have hereto- 
fore always recognized, would be a step backwarda and in the direction of the 
effectual enfeeblement and ultimate obliteration of the native angry He 
“When we consider the outline of the plan for the settlement of land ti- 
tles submitted by the German minister, the sweeping and pervasive author- 
ity of the ‘adviser’ is disclosed with equal clearness. In the plan proposed by 
ame for the md q pisya the native government the land question occupied an es- 
sentially protninent place. The same may be said of the plans submitted by 
the other members of the conference; for, as it was admitted that the land 
claims of foreigners far exceeded the area of the islands, the necessity of pro- 
viding for the natives some means of escape from demands so clearly unwar- 
ran was recognized on all hands, These plans are now before the confer- 
ence. Thatsubmitted by me was for a single judicial body, of original and final 
jurisdiction, to consist of five members who should be appointed by the king, 
three on the several nomination of the three y powers, and two of his own 
selection. The British minister proposed a land co: on, to be 5 
by an ‘Internationational Land court.’ The German minister, in his plan, has 
proposed a land commission of three foreigners, with power to create subcom- 
missions of natives, whose decisions, however, are not to be conclnsive on the 
orga’ age i to them, and this foreign commission to be followed by a 
nd court, 
“ This Jand court is to be composed of a judge appointed by the ‘Samoan 
Government,’ and the consul or consuls, or a prominent countryman or coun- 


trymen, of the litigant or litigants, Iadverted at our last to the fact 
that I had discovered no provision in this plan for an ap by a native from 
the commission to the land court, and also to the unce! and shifting consti- 


tution of this tribunal, which would preclude uniformity and certainty of deci- 
sion, and might, in certain cases, lead to a deadlock. 

“Bat the point to which I desire now to advert is that the ‘Samoan Govern- 
ment,’ which is thus to appoint the ‘judge’ of this land court of last resort, is 
the foreign adviser, who,as the German minister stated, would make the ap- 
eames ted king simply confirming it. As the appeals to the land court 
would, perhaps, generally rest between two contestants or claimants, this would 
give the adviser the Spent the person to cast the deciding vote. There 
a) moreover, nothing in the plan to prevent the adviser from acting asthe judge 

mself (as, indeed, I understood the German minister to intimate might 
done), thus combining the functions of supreme executive and lative con- 
trol with those of supreme land judge. And it can hardly be su thatthe 
i A aeons to executive and legislative fanctions would detract from 

authority. í 

“The plan submitted by me provided, in my judgment, for the full recognition 
of native rights, as well as for the complete protection of foreign interests. The 
suggestion heretofore made that, by reason of not voting together, the forei 
judges would not secure foreign claimants against the interested views and in- 
clinations of the two native judges, is not, to my mind, by any means conclu- 
sive inst the plan, I should not think it desirable to see the forei; fhe ee 
assuming a tion su; ive of opposition to native claimants, an dica- 
tive of an opinion that their claims were generally not well founded. 

“As to the places from which the foreign judges pro by me, as well 
asg the foreign members of the executive council ould come, I make no 
suggestion or proposition as to whether they should be Samoan ‘residents or 
sent out from the territory of the power making the nomination. Should the 
latter alternative be thought desirable, I can see no objection to its adoption. 

“In reply to the argument made b; the German ministeragainst the plan pro- 
posed by me for an executive council, that it would involve and perpetuate the 
calamities of tripartite control, as heretofore attempted in the municipality of 
Apia, I desire to pointout, in the first ae, that the council pro me was 
toconsist of five persons and not of three, and that two of the five, the king and 

vice- , were to be native Samoans. In the second place, it is to be ob- 
served that, following out the idea that the government was to be native, inde- 
ndent, and Autonomous, the three foreign nominees ecpceee by me were not, 
ke the consuls, to be the official representatives of the powers, but were 
to be appointed by the King of Samoa, and to be officers of the Samoan Govern- 
ment in the fullest sense, receiving their salaries from that Government and in 
no way dependent upon, or under or subject to the contro! of, any foreign power. 
The principle of my proposition was not new. It has been acted upon in the 
mixed tribunals in Egypt. and has been adopted by the three powers repre- 
sented in this conferenee in the constitution of judicial tribunals elsewhere, 
and, far from having been found to contain the ‘germ of death,’ has operated 
for the promotion of justice and to the; great and jacknowledged satisfaction of 
all concerned. ? 

“It will thus be seen that the further this conference has progressed, and the 
views and objects of the pias presented by the German minister are developed 
i him, the further we find ourselves departing from a Ap presan oE 
_ Ye S native autonomy for Samoa and the consequent independence of that 

and group. 

“The pian as proposed and explained by Mr.von Alvensleben is substantially 
a foreign autocratic government, based on mercantile interests, and all ex: 
rience shown what must necessarily result from such an attempt; and that 
under it the defeat of the objects we have all distinctly proposed is certain. 

‘Ido not see why we should not recognize at the outset and encourage in 
Samon a spirit of self-governing freedom and self-respect. Germany dnd the 
United States have heretofore given strong indicationsof their desire for this by 
their prompt disavowals of the arbitrary and unauthorized acts of their respect- 
ive consuls (Steubel and Greenbaum). And it is noticeable that the conduct of 
foreigners has been the cause of more disorder and discontent in Samoa than 
any spontaneous action of the natives, who, whenever they have acted improp- 
— piven would appear to have done so upon the instigation of some 

foreign agen 

ae We can not, therefore, condemn native self-government in advance, for it 
has not been tried, and a plan containing such elements is entitled to favor- 
able consideration and to be fairly tested. 

“Would it not, therefore, be well for us to adjourn this conference until the 
autumn, and thus give time to the ministers of Germany and Great Britain to 
submit these protocols to their respective Governments in order that instruc- 
tions may be received by them of amore definite character, by aid of which we 
may be enabled to come to an agreement?” 

In reference to the paper read by the German minister, Mr. Bayard desires to 
add that he considered his original proposition for an executive council of five— 
three foreigners and two natives—to be in close pursuance of the recommenda- 
pons of the American and British commissioners, and that he had not found 

the report of either of those gentlemen any concurrence in the opinion that 
the native government should be “assisted 


r. y of the three powers.” 
ir Lionel West: You propose then to postpone the conference for the rea- 
sons you have stated? 

Mr. Bayard: Yes. 


and controlled by one common 


Sir L. West: Under the circumstances I do not see that there is any other 
“rin to be taken. You propose that the conference is to adjourn, and not be 

roken up. 

Mr. Bayard said As ny rece was to soun until the autumn, for the rea- 
sons he had stated. ought it essential that the government of the islands 
should rest upon sound principles, and he had endeavored to show what he 
thought would be the FPA mi results of the measures laid down by the German 


ter, and as they had been discussed in the conference. 


Sir L. West: We will simply inform our Governments that you propose ad- 
journment for reasons stated in writing. 

Mr. von Alvensleben: Principally because of the mandatary scheme, which 
Mr. Bayard did not think acceptable. 

Mr. Bayard: And for which I have submitted reasons. I consider that it 
more lead to results destructive to the express purpose and objects of this con- 

erence. 

The following memorandum in reference to certain observations in Mr. Bay- 
ard’s paper is added at the request of the German minister: 

“Mr, Bayard made in his memorandum a remark which would, if correct, 
reflect unfavorably upon the conduct of the former German representative in 
Samoa, As the proposition of the adjournment of the conference put an un- 
expected end to our present deliberations I was prevented from saying, in re- 
ply to that intimation, what I am much interested tosee added to the protocol; 
this is, that I am thoroughly unaware of the facts on which Mr, Bayard may 
base his criticisms of Dr. Stuebel’s conduct, 

“If Mr. Bayard thinks. it seems, that Dr. Stuebel’s departure from Apia 


as 
soon after the arrival of the German special commissioner there gave expres- 


sion toa supposed disapproval the Imperial Government, I desire to state 
that it was merely to prove the re: ess of my Government forcomplying with 
Mr. Bayard's proposition to change the consular representatives of the three 
treaty powers, that a leave of absence was granted to Dr. Stuebel, and that there 
was no other reason whatever for his departure Sey Apia.”’ 


. F. BAY k 
ALVENSLEBEN. 
L. 8. SACKVILLE WEST. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, with amendments; 
in which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced the passage without amendment of bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 565 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

It also announced non-concurrence in the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, requested a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. 
FARWELL, 

It also announced the Passage of the bill (S. 3932) to provide for 
the expenses, compensation, and mileage of a special messenger sent 
by the Secretary of State to the State of Florida for the certificate of 
the electoral vote of that State of A. D. 1888 for President and Vice- 
President of the United States, in pursuance of the provisions of section 
141 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act approved October 
19, 1888; in which concurrence was asked! 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 3858) in relation todead and fallen timber on Indian lands; 
and 


A bill (S. 3800) directing a survey of a road from the Aqueduct 
Bridge to Mount Vernon, and making an appropriation therefor. 

It also announced that the Secretary of the Senate had been directed 
to furnish the House of Representatives, in compliance with its request, 
a duplicate copy of the concurrent resolution directing the manner of 
the enrollment of the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the 
disposition of useless papers in the Executive Departments, 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER AND REGULAR SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask by unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the 
late war and the war with Mexico, returned from the Senate with 
amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendments be reported. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the amendments be non-concurred in 
and the conference asked on the part of the Senate be granted. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, with the amendments of the Senate, re- 
mains upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will notthe gentleman from Arkansas allow the 
gentleman from New York to make a brief statement in regard to this 
bill? 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave no objection to that, but I think it had better 
goover, especially as the gentleman from Missouri wants to take up 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not allow it to go to conference ? 

Mr. DUNN. I think it had better be considered by the House. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 603 of the Revised Statutes; and 

& bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether. 

MAJ. GEN. HENRY J.. HUNT. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the Porn ftom Missouri yields 
to me to-ask a favor of the House, which I will state in a moment's 
time. I ask unanimous consent to the committee from the 
consideration of the bill for the retirement of Maj. Gen. Henry J. 
Hunt, and put it now upon its passage. I ask it for the reason that 
he isat the point of death, and in all before the bill can 
become a law he will have been called to his final account. I there- 
fore ask to take the bill up and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

Mr McMILLIN. Let the report be read also. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this officer is on the retired-list 
now with the rank of colonel. Is that so? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is true. 

Mr.. KILGORE. Then I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is-also-true thatin the Forty-eighth Congress: 
the House passed this bill bya three-fourth vote, and the Senate passed 
the bill by a unanimous vote. 

Mr: KILGORE: Regular order. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. I renew the motion that the House:resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the agricultural appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole: 
on the state-of the Union, Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


for the pu of consideri ‘appropriation bills, and the Clerk 
will report the title of the first: bill.. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
. R. 12485 ki forthe Departmentof. culture 
Sap Pe tiation heroes Jane 30. ond Sa aian purposes, Aari 


Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with: the first 
reading of the bill, and also that general debate it may be con- 
sidered as closed, and that the bill be now read by sections: for debate 
and amendment under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. MORGAN. Before that is done I desire to reserve all points of 
orderu the bill 
Mr. TCH. Points of order have been already reserved. 


The CHAIRMAN. Withont objection the first reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with, and. the gentleman from Missouri asks waani- 


mous consent that general debate be considered as closed.. Is there ob- 
jection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read. as follows: 
di ; e purchase, ion, and distribution, as required 
byl = poche olin see pe bag ag and plants, and 
of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal-cards, and all nec- 


essary material and repairs for putting up and 
be distributed in localities adapted to their 


Mr. ENLOE. I offer an amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. HATCH. What is it? 

Mr. ENLOE. Imove tostrike ont all afterline 21, on page 10, down 
to the end of line3, on page 11, the paragraph which has just been read. 


g, 
distributing the same, and’ to 
$100,000: 


Mr: BUCHANAN. Thewhole of this paragraph hasnotyet been read. | 


Mr. HOLMAN. OB, yes; this is one independent paragraph. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman desires to have the entire paragraph 
read I have no objection. But I offer thisamendment, Mr. Chairman, 
with the object in view of trying to retire the United States Govern- 
ment from the wholesale seed business, and to try to retire the mem- 
bers of Congress from the retail seed business. I offered a similar 
amendment to the same paragraph of a similar bill in the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress, proposing to cut this abuse down then one- 
half. 

This amendment nowproposes to cut it up by the roots, andif I could 
succeed in getting the amendment adopted I should propose also to 
strike out that part of the bill which provides an appropriation of $8,400 
for the pay of the superintendent and clerks in the seed division. In 
addition to that, I should also propose to go further and strike out the 
sum of $4,200 appropriated for printing seed-pockets, labels, postal- 
cards, circulars, etc. So that ifthe proposition shall be adopted the 
reqs the aggregate that would be saved would reach the sum of 

, 800. 

F know that this is a proposition that will not meet with the favor of 
many gentlemen on this floor, because it proposes to deprive them of 
the privilege of distributing seeds to their constituents. I understand 

~ that the object of the Government in establishing this bureau, or the 
object of Congress in making the first a tion for the purehase of 
seeds, rather, was a very proper one. It contemplated the buying of 
new and valuable varieties of seeds and letting the Government take 


the msk and expense of making the experiments and tests to see whether 
they were adapted to our soil and elimate, and thus save the farmers. of 
the country that risk, in which way the appropriations for this: purpose 
were designed to promote agriculture. 

But, sir, we have departed very far from the original object in mak- 
ing the first appropriation. That appropriation was made in 1839, and 
the amount provided for the purchase of seeds and plants was the sma. 
sum. of-$1,000. Congress in 1851 increased the appropriation to $5, 
per annum, In 1862 the Bureaw of Agriculture was established and 
the sum: of $62,000 was appropriated for this purpose.. It has thuscon- 
tinued steadily to grow in popularity with the members of Congress 
until to-day we are appropriating $100,000 annually for the purchase 
of seeds.and for distributing them amongstour constituents. Congress, 
when ib created the Bureau of Agriculture, declared the general đe- 
signs. and duties of the bureau to be— 

To acquire and to diffuse among the people of the United States useful in- 
formation on subjects connected with agriculture in the most comprehensive 
sense of that and to ure and propagate and distribute among the peo- 
ple new and valuable and plants. 

So. it will be seen that the original idea was that the bureau should 
te and distribute new and valuable seeds and plants, but it was 
not within the contemplation of Congress.at that time to go to the seed- 
growers:and buy the same seeds that are sold everywhere by merchants 
omens them poe fe the farmers. 

ile this system is ps a boon to some people in this country, 
and has the approval and support of a great many men who have be- 
come: attached to it, especially members of Congress who send these 
seeds to their constituents for campaign purposes, yet it does seem to 
me that it has grown into such an abuse, and a moss-covered abuse at 
that, that we can not permit it to pass the House: in an appro- 
priation bill without at least: an effort to abolish it. The time has 
come when the object which was originally sought in purchasing seeds 
for distribution no longer farnishes a reason for such legis m. 

Tt was an evil principle in the beginning, however much we may ap- 
prove the purpose in view. Insignificant as the sum expended may 
appear, and small as the benefit received by the individual citizen who 
receives the seed is, still it is part and parcel of the legislation of a 
political school in this country which is steadily seeking to destroy 
self-reliance and to teach: people: to look to: the: Federal Treasury for 


I can remember the good old days when the good women in the 
country homes carefully saved their own garden seeds every year and 
always: had not only enough for their own use but some to give away 
to their neighbors. It is not. generally so.any more. Some look to the 
Government ners. eA and some look to the seed stores. A few of 
the more provident pursue the wise plan of caring for small things 
and saving garden. seeds at. home. 

Of the thousands of papers of seeds sent out by members witl the 
request from the Bureau of Agriculture for reports of results, how many 
are ever heard from? Instead of sending back reports: to the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture of the failure or success of the experiments with 
the — as the Iaw intends, the majority think nothing about it and 
care Tess, 

Some persons who receive the seeds do: not ever save seed from them 
when they are satisfactory, and often the very next season the member 
who sent them will receive: postal-cards and letters asking for the same 
seeds, and frequently the order of one constituent is of such propor- 
tions that even the Bureau of Agriculture can not supply all the va- 
rieties. embraced in the order. 

Mr. HATCH. I understand the gentleman from: Tennessee desires: 
to speak not only to this paragraph, but also to that which follows if. 
I am perfectly ing to yield the gentloman five minutes more. 

Mr. ENLOE. As I understood the chairman of the committee, I 
was to be allowed, if I did not make any objection to the request to 
dispense with general debate, some twenty-five minutes. 


Mr. HATCH. AsTI the gentleman was to. make 
a proposition on the point of order that was to be rai on the next 
paragraph 


Mr. ENLOE. Ido not propose todiscuss the pointof order: Ipro- _ 
pose to discuss the question on its merits. As to the point of order, I 
do. not care. 

Mr. HATCH. Fask unanimous consent that the gentleman may be 
allowed to proceed fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the same privilege will 
be extended to others. 

Mr. HATCH. If there is any disposition to speak against it, that 
would be all right; but I do not think when the gentleman gets 
through it will be found necessary to occupy more than five minutes, 
'fEaughter.] If the gentleman from Michigan wants time, I will see 

that he is allowed the privilege of speaking. 
| Mr. BREWER. TI do not think it-will be necessary to speak at all, 
| but still. I desire to bave the right to do so. - 
Mr. BUCHANAN. As I understand the proceedings. on this para- 
i graph, it is not-to prevent the point. of order being made on the next, 
| Mr. HATCH. The point of orderis against the next paragraph, 
| which has not been read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But the amendment the gentleman proposes 
reaches to that paragraph also, 
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Mr. HATCH. The gentleman does not desire to repeat his speech. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That paragraph has not been read. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman has an amendment to make, not as 
to the administration of the seed division, nor as to how it shall be 
donducted, but he proposes to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the gentleman from Tennessee may be allowep 
to proceed for fifteen minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am very much obliged to the gentlemen who feel 
so much personal concern about their supply of garden seed, for the 
co they have extended me in allowing me to proceed in accord- 
ance with what I conceived to be my right under the agreement. 

When I was interrupted I was proceeding to discuss the present 
method of distributing the seeds through members of Congress. In 
1880 the politician laid his relentless grasp upon the seed division, and 
took for his own perquisite, to be distributed as he might elect, two- 
thirds of all the seeds purchased by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

The number of papers received this year by each member is seven 
thousand, and such great agricultural centers as New York and Chicago, 
where they raise no other agricultural product but “‘bulls’’ and “‘ bears”? 
to toss the prices up.and to ride the prices down, receive the same 
quantity that goes to the great agricultural empire in the ‘‘ wild and 
woolly West” represented by my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM}. 

Now, let us work out the scheme for distribution. Seven thousand 
papers of seeds to be distributed among 150,000 inhabitants would give 
each inhabitant of a Congressional district one paper of seeds about 
every twenty-one years if equitably distributed, and if you were to count 
the seeds perhaps each inhabitant would receive about one seed every 
year, = every one knows that a farmer can not do much good with 
one see 

Mr. MORGAN. Do you think a farmer can be seduced into giving 
his vote by a single seed? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I am not talking about seduction. But, Mr. 
Chairman, if you are going to continue this business and the Govern- 
jnent is going to run a wholesale seed house, I am in favor of putting 
it right down on a business basis and making the appropriation large 
enough so that everybody who pays taxes shall get seeds. Let the 
postmaster make the distribution. Let every man make his requisi- 
tion upon the postmaster for the quantity of he wants, and let the 
postmaster draw upon the Department thus give everybody an 
equal chance. 

As it is, the distribution is unequal, unjust, and unfair, and I am 
opposed to taking money out of the pockets of one set of people te buy 
seed and giving all theseed to another portion of the people—because a 
great many of them never see a seed from the Department, because no 
man can distribute them equally. I know, furthermore, that there is 

t difficulty growing out of the transmission of these seeds through 
he mails, A man sees that his neighbor is receiving seed, and hesays 
that he wants some, too, and he sits down and writes to his Kepresent- 
ative, and the consequence is that the mail of members of Congress is 
burdened with applications for seed, and the members are said to beso 
overworked that there isa proposition now pending to give them clerks 
in order to relieve them of the burden of work that is cast upon them 
by this seed business and other duties outside their legislative busi- 
ness. 

I am opposed to the seed distribution, and against the proposition to 
give clerks to members, but if this is sustained it will not be 
long before we will be called upon to pay from two to three hundred 
thousand dollars annually for clerks for the members of the House. I 
entertain the opinion if one man is to have his garden seeds furnished 
by the United States Governmentthat every other tax-payer is equally 
entitled to them. But if you are going to have tests made, and re- 
ports made, and are going to disseminate information among the farm- 
ers according to the original pi in creating the Bureau of Agri- 
culture, then this appropriation is much larger than is necessary for 
that object. 

Another view of the matter is this, and it is the business view: We 
appropriate $100,000 for seed annually, but the actual amount that is 
iny in seed, common seed at that, is only $49,137.97. The ex- 
pense of handling them is $50,862.03. The expense of transmitting 
them through the mails, 205 tons of matter, as estimated by the Com- 
missioner, is $32,800 more, for I am informed by the Third Assistant 
Postmaster-General that it costs about 8 cents a pound to handle this 
class of matter in the mails. 

Sir, when you come to sum if all up—how much you spend for seed, 
how much you pay for clerks and officials to handle them, how much 
you pay for the transmission of the seed—yon find that in order tosend 
out $49,000 worth of seeds you expend $96,000 for salaries and ex- 
penses of handling generally. Therefore I say itis not a good business 
operation. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Abolish the Department. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, I would like to abolish all of the Department 
that is conducted on such principles of humbuggery as this is; and this 
item is not all there is in the bill. 

set me call attention to another fact. We made an appropriation of 
5,000 last session to establish stations all over the 
country. Thereis a provision in this bill appropriating $600,000 more 


for the same purpose, and this sum, or a greater one, will be the annual 
cost. 


Seetion 2 of the act creating these stations says: 


That it shall be the object and duty of said experiment stations to conduct 
original researches or verify experiments on the physiology of plants and sni- 
mals, the diseases to which they are severally Sable, with the remedies for the 
same; the chemical composition of useful piants at their different stages of 
growth; the comparative advantages of rotative cropping as pursued under a 
varying series of crops; the capacity of new plants or trees for acclimation ; the 
analysis of soils and water; the chemical composition of manures, natural or 
artificial, with experiments designed to test their comparative effects on 
of different kinds; the ne freee and value of grasses and forage plants; the 
composition and digestibility of the different kinds of food for domestic ani- 
mals; the scientific and economie questions involved in the production of but- 
ter and cheese, and such other researches or experiments bearing directly on 
the agricultural industry of the United States as may in such case be 


deemed 
advisable, having due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the re- 


spective States or Territo: 

So it will be seen that we are paying more than ahalf million of dol- 
lars for stations in every State and Territory of the Union to make lists 
and furnish information beneficial to agriculture. I am in favor of an 
appropriation to disseminate all kinds of useful knowledge on this sub- 
ject. I would have the reports of these experiment stations and the 
agricultural reports printed in mueh larger numbers and distributed 
broadcast all over the country, so that all the people might have an 
opportunity to profit by them; and I would have them published in plain 
English, that people generally can understand. But, sir, I am op- 

to the waste of public money in this littie electioneering scheme, 
which looks to me more like a piece of contemptible demagogy than 
wise statesmanship. . 

Mr. DUNHAM. Why not introduce a bill to cut down the salaries 
of members of Congress and save the people some money? 

Mr. ENLOE. IfI were tointroduce such a bill the gentleman would 
Tlaught ay through this House ifhe could prevent it by filibustering. 

ter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is that the reason you do not introduce it? Igive 
ou notice now that if you introduce such a bill I will vote for it. 
Laughter. 

Mr. ENLOE. Are you amember of the next Congress? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir. 

<i ENLOE. Then your self-sacrifice iseasily understood. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam, and I will vote for it and speak for it, 

Mr. ENLOE. There are a numberof gentlemen upon this floor whe 
have a decided advantage over me as m in many respects. 
Many gentlemen can hire clerks to distribute seeds and conduct their 
co They have thə money; I bave not. They ean buy 
seeds and distribute them. They have the money; Ihavenot. ButI 
can afford to serve the people for as little money as any gentleman on 
this floor, and if there is anybody here who thinks that he gets more 
salary than he earns he can cover it back into the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will agree to cover back half of mine if you will 
do the same with yours. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, you go ahead and cover in yours, and I will 
see about mine later. (Laughter. ] Now, Mr. Chairman, this burean 
has become almost a Department of the Government. We have passed 
a bill through both Houses of Gongress proposing to make the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture a Cabinet officer and to give him a seat in the 
Cabinet, and I think he ought to be charged with some more responsible 
duty than that ofdistributingseed. Ithink this Department ought tobe 
elevated so that the people might look to it for light and knowledge 
on the subject of agriculture, but not look to it as an agency for the 
distribution of garden seeds that can bebought cheaper at home, or, 
better still, raised at home. 

At my request, the Commissioner of Agriculture submitted to me a 
statement of the number of experiment stations which have been es- 
tablished, and I find that every State in this Union has established an 
experiment station; and some of them two or three such stations. I 
find furthermore that nearly every State has organized a board of agri- 
culture, has appointed a secretary or commissioner of culture, 
through whom, if the people want to buy seed by wholesale for free 
distribution, they can do so by means of money appropriated from the 
treasury of the State. 

Why should the Commissioner of Agriculture, charged with looking 
after the agricultural interests of the whole country, give his attention 
to the distribution of these seed? I know that gentlemen are disposed 
to ridicule the idea of anything that will interfere with what is treated 
as @ personal isite. So far as that isconcerned, thisopposition has 
not disturbed mein the least. It is a well-known fact that an office is 
easily created and an abuse is easily established, but patriotism rarely 
and with great difficulty rises to the point of abolishing the one or re- 
forming the other, except under the stinging lash of outraged publie 
opinion. 

P déntlomen who object to the view I takeof this matter are at liberty 
to vote against my proposition. But I believe that the agitation of this 
question, if properly carried before the people, will elicit a voice on the 
part of the farmers of this country demanding that Congress shall 
abandon the distribution of seeds. If I favored a continuation of this 
system I would provide that instead of the distribution being made 
through members of Congress, an appropriation should be made to en- 
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able the commissioners of agriculture in the respective States to make 
the distribution; for the present system is only an indirect way of col- 
lecting taxes from the people and returning the money again to them 
in the shape of seeds, less about two-thirds paid out for salaries and 


Mr. iia Is that the proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee 

Mr, ENLOE. No, sir; my proposition is to abolish the system. I 
do not regard that as a constitutional proposition. 

Mr. OATES. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think that any gentleman of the sound judgment 
and discretion of my friend from Alabama would agree with me. 

A ER. How about oats? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, Oates will grow in almost any part of this 
country. 

A MEMBER. The Agricultural Department does not distribute any. 

Mr. ENLOE. The Agricultural Department does not distribute any 
of the Alabama quality. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have occupied about as much time on this 
 Nempeae as I care to occupy. I only want to say that the farmers of 

is country, as I understand them, are not begging the Government 
for seed, but they are demanding that the hand of the tax-gatherer 
shall be taken out of their pockets, and that they shall be given an op- 
portunity to keep some part of that which they earn by their toil. If 
you will do that for the farmer, his own industry, and the God above 
us, who sends the sunshine and the rain, and imparts fertility to the 
soil, will do the rest. 

Mr. Chairman, with these remarks I submit this amendment. If 
the House sees proper to vote it down, all right; I will still distribute 
all the seed allotted to me, but if I had the power to peren it, there 
should never be another seed distributed by a member of Con 
As a matter of useful information I will append certain tables furnished 
to me by the Commissioner of Agriculture showing the number and 
location of ex t stations, and the States having State commis- 
sioners, State of agriculture, or other State officers charged with 
the care of the interests of agriculture. 


Agricultural experiment stations, 


Name. Post-office, State. 
A males Experiment Auburn ssssssssssssne Ala. 
tation. p 
Canebrak: e Agricultural | W. H. Newman, as- | Uniontown .........) Ala. 
Experiment Station. tin charge, 
Arkansas o EE, A. E. Menke, D.8c.....| Fayetteville.........| Ark. 
on, 


ae Hilgard, Ph, 


in. s . 
Agricultural Experiment | Chas. L. Ingersoll, 


ion. M.S. 
Connecticut A Itural | ProfessorS,W.John- 
nt on, son, M.S. 
Storrs’s School t- | Professor W. O. At- 
ural Experiment on, water, Ph, 


kota Agricultural Col- M., Ph. 


lege. 
Delaware A, tural Ex- 
periment on. 
ricultural 
tation of Florida. 
Agricultural Experiment 


tation, 
cons Experiment 
on. 
cultural Experiment 
tion of Indiana. 
cultural Experiment 
tation, 
Kansas Experiment Sta- 
tion. 
Kentucky Agricultural 
aplat t ition. 
Sugar Experiment Station 


‘riment 
Dr. W. L. JONES... sssr. 
Selim _H. Peabody, 
LD; bike De 
E. Stock- 
h. D. 
E. M. Shelton, M. S... 
M. A. Scovell, M. S...... 
W. ©. Stubbs, A. M., 
Ph. D. 
W. C. Stubbs, A. M., 
W. ©. Stubbs, A. M., 
Ph. D. 
W. H. Jordan, M, 8... 
me E. Alvord, ©. 


Henry H. Goodell...... 
Professor Charles A, |..-...d 


Goessmann, 
Edwin Willets, M. A ..| Agricultural Col- 


0.1. 
Louisiana Agricultural 
Experiment Station No.2. 
isiana Expe: 


iment Station. 
Maryland Agricultural 
Experiment Station. 
Hatch! Experiment Station.. 
State peri- 
ment ion. 
cultural Experiment 


on. Š 
À eet Experiment Gees 2 D. Porter, St. Anthony Park..| Minn. 
tation. . D. 

Mississippi Agricultural | S. M. Tracy, M. S...... Agricultural Col- | Miss, 
Experiment Station. a 

Missouri Agricultural Ex- | Professor J. W. San- | Columbia ........... Mo. 
periment Station. born, B. 8S. 

— Experiment | CharlesE. Bessey, M., | Lincoln,.,......-..-| Nebr, 

of Nebraska. 8. Ph. D. 
Nevada Agricultural Ex- | Le ay D. Brown, | Reno....... Ney. 
ent Station. 


Ph. D, 
‘ew Ham icult- | G; H, Whitcher, B. S.: 
pshire Agr 3 


Agriculiural experiment stations—Continued. 
Name. 
New Jersey State Agricult- | George H. Cook, LL. | New Brunswick...) N.J. 
ural Experiment Station. 


New York Agricultural | Peter Collier, Ph. D.. 


Experiment Station, 


GENOVA coe nseree ceeeee 


Cornell University Ag- | J. P. Roberts, Ag. M..| Ithaca... 
ricultural Experiment 
Station. yi 

North Carolina Agricult- | H. B. Battle, Ph. D...| Raleigh... N. 0. 
ural Experiment Station. 

Obio Agricultural Experi- | Charles E. Thorne..... Columbus...s.....| Ohio. 


ment Station. 


Oregon Experiment Sta- | E. Grimm, B, Sc........ Coryallis,,.......| Oregon, 

on. N 

DEBIR Experiment | H. P. Armsby, Ph, D..| State College........ Pa, 
ation. 

Rhode Island State Agri- | Charles O. Flagg, B. | Kingston..............) R L 


cultural Experiment 
Station. 
South Carolina cult- 


8S., director prò tem. 


J. M. McBryde, Ph, 8. 0. 
D., LL. D. 


Agricul Charles W. Dabney, | Knoxyville............| Tenn, 
Station. jr., Ph. D. 
Texas Agricultural Ex- | F. A. Gulley, M. Se, | College Slation ...| Tex, 
periment Station, 
Vermont State Agricult- | W. W. Cooke, M. A, | Burlington...........| Vt. 
ural Experiment Station. 
Virginia Agricultural Ex- | Col. William Ballard | Blacksburghħ.......| Va. 
criment Station. Preston. 
nee Sere John A. Myers, M. A, | Morgantown......... W. Va. 
on. 
a ree Experiment | W. A. Henry, B. Agr. | Madison,...... sree Wis. 
on. 


States and Territories having boards of agriculture or other oficial agri- 
cultural organizations, 


ATKANSAS,,..ccccosrerssecenssces sones 
California. 


co gree ep 

Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Commissioner of Agriculture, 

State Board of lture, 

..| State Board of Agriculture, 
State Agricultural Society. 
State Board of Agriculture. 

Commissioner of Agriculture, 

Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Board of Agriculture. 


tistics). 
ont peer Bue Commissioner of Agriculture, etc, 
Missouri... 

Nebraska..... 


New Hampshire...... 

New Jersey... Board of Agriculture. 

New York ... X% 

North Caroli Commissioner of Agriculture, 
Ohio... Board of Agriculture. 


Oregon. 
Pennsylvania ...... State Board of Agriculture, 
Rhode Island ..... s 
„| Commissioner of Agriculture, 
.| Commissioner of Agriculture, 
Commissioner of Statistics. 
Board of Agriculture. 
Board of Agriculture. 
Commissioner of Agriculture, 


“| Professor of Agriculture. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE] unquestionably misapprehends the law under which these 
seeds are distributed. If he has ever read the original act, he has cer- 
tainly forgotten it. The law requires that the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture in the expenditure of this appropriation shall propagate and, 
at the request of members of Congress, distribute rare and valuable 
seeds suited to the localities to which they are sent. Now, if the gen- 
tleman has any criticism to make upon the present Commissioner of 
Agriculture or any former Commissioner of Agriculture in reference to 
the execution of this law, why does he not make a criticism of that 
kind instead of directing his criticism against the law itself? 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman let me answer him? 

Mr. HATCH. Thegentleman saidhe had occupied all the time he 
wanted. 

Mr. ENLOE. But the gentleman has asked me a question, and I 
would like to answer it. s 

Mr. HATCH. I expect to oeer only five minutes, and I do not 
care to have my time taken up with interruptions. ’ - 
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Mr. ENLOE, I would like to answer the gentleman’s question; it 
will take but a moment. Ihave no criticisms to make in reference to 
the present Commissioner of Agriculture or any other. I understand 
the Commissioner simply executes the wishes of members of Congress, 
who desire the kinds of seed the people call for. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, that is the severest criticism that the gentle- 
mau could pass upon either the Commissioner of Agriculture or mem- 
bers of this House. It is the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to execute that law so as to distribute throughout the United States 
such rare and valuable seeds as have been found of benefit to the agri- 
culture of the country. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman believe he does it now ? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido believe it. I not only believe it, but I know it. 
I can give ono instance. A former Commissioner of Agriculture, alert 
as he was in matters of this kind, finding that an old farmer up in 
Pennsylvania had discovered a new kind of wheat, the Fultz wheat, 
distributed that throughout the length and breadth of this land; and 
it has been worth more to the agriculture and the wealth of this coun- 
try than all the appropriations made to the Department of Agriculture 


in fifty years. 
Mr. SOWDEN. The case was the same with the Scotland oats, 
Mr. HATCH. It has proved to be worth more than the gentleman 


from Tennessee and all her other Representatives for the next fifty years 
will be worth to that State. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman include in his remarks the 
State of Missouri ? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir; and two or three other States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam glad the gentleman is magnanimous enough 
to include himself. 

Mr. HATCH. If.I should make any exception it would be in the 
case of my friend [Mr. MCMILLIN] who has just interrupted me. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have here a note from the Department of Agri- 
culture notifying me that there are subject to my distribution ‘‘ one 
hundred papers of ruta-baga.’? Does the gentleman think thata “‘rare 
and valuable seed?” 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think that ruta-baga or turnip seed is either 
“rare” or “valuable.” I donot think such seed ought to be included 
in this distribution. I have taken this same ground on this floor every 
time this bill has been up, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Here are also ‘'20 quarts of mangel-wurzel.’”’ Do 
these come under that high designation of ‘‘ rare and valuable seed ? ” 

Mr. HATCH. I think not, unless they be a new variety of mangel- 
wurzel. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Here again are ‘‘ 10 quarts of melon barley.” 

Mr. HATCH. The proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[ Mr. ENLOE] is not to correct any abuses in this distribution, if they 
exist; it is simply to strike from the bill the appropriation for any 
seed distribution at all. Now, the farmers of the country do not get 
a great deal from the Government. They pay the largest share of 
taxes according to their numbers and wealth. They are more heavily 
tax-ridden than any other class. About all they get in return is what 
they get through published reports of the Department of Agriculture 
and from the tests made of rare and valuable seeds and plants. 

Every time the gentleman from Tennessee comes back to the execu- 
tion of the law. The misfortune is that the Democratic party was de- 
feated in November last. If the present President had been re-elected 
he might have consulted the gentleman from Tennessee and put him 
at the head of the Department of Agriculture, and then everything 
would have been lovely. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE, I understand that the gentleman from Missouri was 
the one upon whom the mantle of that office was to fall. 

Mr. HATCH. I had no aspiration in that direction. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘*Vote!??] 

Mr. ENLOE. Notnow. [Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘Vote!??] 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I am not in favorof the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] striking out 
the entire appropriation for the purchase, propagation, and distribu- 
tion of seeds, bulbs, plants, vines, etc. ; yet I am not satisfied with the 
present mode of distribution, nor even with the mode provided for in 
this bill. When Congress organized the Agricultural Bureau in 1862 
it made it the duty of that bureau, among other things, 

To acquire and to diffuse among the poopie of the United States useful infor- 
mation on subjects connected with agriculture in the most comprehensive sense 
of that word, and to procure and propagate and distribute among the people 
new and valuable seeds and plants, 

Appropriations have been made each year since for the purpose of 
carrying out that provision of law, and I have no doubt but that the 
distribution of such seeds, plants, etc., has been beneficial to the people, 
as stated by the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 
But it is far less beneficial now than it was twenty and twenty-five 
years ago. Then seeds, bulbs, and plants were not cultivated for sale 
to any such extent as they are to-day. Then the great seed farms and 
seed stores of Sibley, Ferry, and others throughout the country did not 
exist, but now these great establishments are found in nearly every 
State, and they are annually gathering seeds notonly from all parts of 
our own country, but from all parts of the world, and these seeds can 
now be purchased for a small sum in every village in the country. 


Nine-tenths of the seeds now distributed, either through the Agri- 
cultural Department or by Senators and Congressmen, are of the most 
common kind, and can be found in almost any seed store throughout 
the country. They are not such seeds as were contemplated under the 
law which I have quoted. They are not new andrare. This is per- 
haps not the fault of the Commissioner, who makes the purchase, but 
the fault of Congress. We appropriate $100,000 annually for the pur- . 
chase of such seeds and plants, when $10,000 would buy a suficient 
gay ofall kinds that may-be called new and rare varieties. 

Of all the seeds, plants, cuttings, etc., that are sent out annually by 
Congressmen, I think it can be safely said that not 5 per cent. of those 
who receive them ever make any report of the result of their experi- 
ment in testing the same, and it is perhaps just as well that they do 
not, for, as I have stated, as a general thing the same seed, or seeds of 
the same kind, could have been procured at the village store, and are 
common to the neighborhood. LIapprehend that very few members on 
this floor receive many letters or calls for seeds and plants for the pur- 
pose of experimenting with the same; but a very large proportion of 
such requests come from people who wish the seeds simply for their 
own use, and often because they are thereby saved the expense of pur- 
chasing the same elsewhere. 

Many of our constituents seem to understand that Congressmen have 
an unlimited supply of seeds of all kinds which are for free distribution. 
They do not understand that the law providing for the distribution of 
such seeds was enacted for the public good, instead of for subserving 
private interests. The growth of our country and the great advance- 
ment in practical and scientific agriculture, together with the wonder- 
ful increase in the production of seeds, plants, etc., and the collection 
and distribution of the same by private parties, have made the present 

rocess of purchase and distribution through Congressmen almost worth- 


ess. 

A majority of the Committee on Agriculture have, I take it, arrived 
ata similar conclusion, for I find they have made provision for dis- 
tributing such seeds through the agricultural experimental stations in 
the several States. In order to utilize to the fullest extent the advan- 
tages of our several agricultural colleges, or other institutions where 
the different branches of agriculture are taught, Congress about two, 
years ago established in each State and Territory an experimental sta- 
tion at one such institution of learning, and we are appropriating in 
this bill $600,000 to carry out that object for one year. The act estab- 
lishing these stations, amongst other things, makes the following pro- 
vision: 

That it shall be the object and duty of said experiment stations to condu 
original researches or verify experiments on the physiol of plants and an 
mals, the diseases to which they are severally subject, with the remedies forthe 
same; the chemical composition of useful plants at their different stages of 
growth; the comparative advantages of rotative cropping as pursued under a 
varying series of crops; the capacity of new plants or trees for acclimation; the 
anal. of soils and water; the chemical composition of manures, or 
artificial, with experiments designed to test their comparative effects on cro) 
of different kinds; the adaptation and value of and forage plants; 
composition and digestibility of the different kinds of food for domestic ani- 
mals; the scientific and economic questions involved in the production of bute 
ter and cheese, and such other researches or experiments bearing directly on 
the agricultural industry of the United States as may in such case be deemed 
advisable, having due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the re» 
spective States or Territories. 


All these institutions where experimental stations are established 
have farms connected with them where practical and scientific agri- 
culture is taught. These institutions are located in different climates, 
and the farms are possessed of different kinds of soil. Bulletins are 
published by these institutions as often as may be deemed races? L 
giving to the public the result of all experiments made, whether it 
in the raising of stock or the growing of plants or grain. Here we learn 
not only as to the growing and production of grain and other crops and 
the manner of producing the same, but we also are informed as to 
the kind and quality of the soil where the same can be produced or 
grown to the best advantage, the kind of manure that is best to 
and everything that can be necessary and useful for the people eos 
in agricultural pursnit. 

Here, then, is the place to make experiments. These stations were 
established for that very purpose, and if we would only supply such 
rare seeds, plants, bulbs, etc., as the law provides for As eA to 
these stations to the extent that they can be experimented with each 
year, we would accomplish more good, in my judgment, to the coun- 
try with an expenditure of $10,000 than we now accomplish with 
the $100,000 annually appropriated for that purpose. But supposing 
there shall be more seeds, etc., placed in the hands of the super- 
intendents of these stations than can be utilized by them, they 
being connected with an agricultural institution, are constantly thrown 
among the very best class of farmers, and they know what farmers 
would themselves take an interest in making rr eee) and the re- 
sult of their work, too, could be given in the bulletins as issued. 

A far better result must be obtained and the people be far more ben- 
efited by the course suggested than by the manner of distributing 
seeds at the present time. They now go out in a haphazard sort of 
way, because they are asked for, or because Congressmen do not know 
what else to do with them, only to send them to such persons as they 
may for the time being have in mind. But few farmers comparatively 
can give a report, if they were so inclined, that would be of any prac- 
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tical benefit. The new kinds of plants, seeds, and grains that are dis- 
covered or grown now are not large, and they are discovered and put in 
circulation or distributed br our great seed dealers much sooner than 
they can be by the icultural Department.“ 

What the pesado ir desire, and what will be to their great advan- 
tage, is to know how best to grow the various seeds, grains, plants, etc., 
that they can buy at the seed stores or raise for themselves; in what 
kind of soil can they be grown to the best advantage, when should the 
same be planted, grown, and harvested, how best cared for and util- 
ized when gathered, etc. At these agricultural stations is where these 
experiments should be made, and the result disseminated among the 

ple. Here is the only place where they can be made with success. 
Tao not hope or expect that this bill will be so amended as to carry 
out the ions here made, but I desire to call the attention of the 
House, as well as the country, to the subject-matter under discussion, 
fully believing that the policy here suggested will be ere long enacted 
into a law. I am aware that it is thought by many on this floor that 
the present manner or method of distributing these seeds tends to 
strengthen them with their constituents, as does the distribution of 
public patronage through their personal influence. My judgment is 
to the contrary. 

I believe the privilege of distributing public patronage and seeds 
as now i is a source of weakness to the member who exer- 
cises the same. The nameof Mr. B comesinto your mind, and think- 
ing he might like some garden seeds, or his wife some flower seeds, you 
send the same; but the name of Mr. C does not happen to strike your 
mind and hence he gets no seeds. Mr. C and his wife learn that Mr. 


and Mrs. B have some SR ee eee E 
slighted, and perhaps you have lost their good- and sup as W 
But whether the present of distributing seeds helps the Con- 


gressman who makes the distribution or not ought not to affect our 
action. What is for the best interests of the people we represent and 
for the country at large is what we should seek to determine, and our 
constituents will be satisfied. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihopewe willhaveavote. [Criesof‘‘ Vote ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The amendment of Mr, ENLOE was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


on the 


the experiment stations established 

of March 2, 1887, entitled “An act to establish S experiment stations 

in connection with the colleges established in several States under the pro- 

visions of an act approved July 2, E pS of the acts supplementary thereto;” 
have establish tural ex- 


seeds, allotted to said 
nished by the Co: ure to the commissioner or secretary of 
‘ture of said State or i The of 
culture i nd 


thi tural experiment 

Cagar y ret waded nay are ii te masse Eiga ro 
i ails free of charge for posta with ng 
of such matter through the mails from the 


law Se caren | the transmission 
Department of Agriculture. 
Mr. McCLAMMY. I make the point of order against that whole 


i HATCH. I desire to state for the information of the committee 
that this ph was inserted by a majority vote of the committee, 


s bare majority of those voting when there was not a full membership 
t, striking out the present existing Jaw; and of course it was my 
uty to report the bill as it passed the committee. But the point of 
order has been made by a member of the committee who voted in the 
minority, and I hope the Chair and the committee will give to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT] who offered this amend- 
ment in the House such time as he may desire to explain the paragraph 
before the Chair decides the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir will ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts how much time he desires ? 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from North Carolina desires first 
to state his point of order I hope he will be permitted to do so. 

Mr. M . My point of order is that this changes existing 
law by providing a different method from that heretofore provided by 
Jaw for the distribution of seeds. It is new legislation, and not in 
order upon this bill. A 

I reserve my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts desire ? 

Mr. BURNETT. I should like to have fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed for fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, in offering this resolution before 
our committee I had occasion to look the matter up and found that this 
provision is incorporated in the Revised Statutes, section 537. To this 
statute was added in 1880, by a resolution passed in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, the present method of distributing the seeds, thatis, ugh 


the members of the Senate and the House. The Revised Statutes, as 
our chairman has said, under which these seeds are now distributed, 
provides: 

SEC. 527. The and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agri- 
culture shali be confined to such seeds as are rare Ao uncommon to the coun- 
try, or such as can be made more fitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our own country to another; ihe purchase or propagation and distribution 
of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall be confined to such asareadapted 
to general cultivation and to promote the general interests of horticulture and 
agriculture throughout the United States. 


In looking at the expenditures for the seed department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, I find a most wonderful state of affairs. 
The rare, valuable, and uncommon seeds, plants, shrubs, trees, etc., 
I looked for almost in vain. In making a brief synopsis of this state- 
ment of the Department I found that 4,655,519 packages of seed were 
distributed, at a cost of $49,137.87, or about 1 cent a package. 

Upon a farther investigation of the subject I found that the miscel- 
laneous and rare seeds, so far as I could make them out from the dif- 
ferent bills, was only an item of $1,483.83. For instance, our chair- 
man speaks of wheat. Now, how much wheat was distributed? The 
amount paid for it was $224.95, and only 354 packages were sent out 
by the different members of the House. 

A rare and valuable forage plant, the teosinte, lately brought to the 
attention of the Southern farmers, of wonderfal food-producing quali- 
ties, containing less woody fiber and more albumenoids than any other 
forage plant now growing in the extreme South, was not distributed at 
all through Members of Congress or Senators, but all through the ex- 
periment stations, agricultural societies, or through the miscellaneous 
applications; the amount sent out was 3,186 packages of this plant, 
costing $34, but not one, as I have said, through the members of the 
House. Take flower seeds; 383,486 packages were distributed. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman know why the 
members did not send out any of that plant to which he has referred ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was not included in the list furnished for dis- 
tribution. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is it not because the official in charge 
did not do his duty ? 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘The cost of the flower seed was $1,496.80, or a 
trifle over 4 mills a paper; and one of my colleagues said to-day, in my 
presence, thatsome flower seed he had sent to alady had proved to be of 
the most common varieties, and she had written him that they were 
no better than the common plants growing in her front-door yard. 
The number of pac sent out in 1881 was 3,000, and this year the 
number was 8,800, and to obtain this large number of packages pressure 
was brought upon the Commissioner of Agriculture by members ot 
Congress, who wanted them for distribution, and in large quantities. 
I know as a matter of fact that the members representing country dis- 
tricts have been obliged to go and buy seed from city members .or from 
the seedsmen, in some instances in very large quantities, 

A MEMBER. Who was it? 
an BUCHANAN. Let us know what member has been selling his 
Mr. CONGER. What sort of a constituency? 

Mr. BURNETT. I think there is no fair-minded man but that will 
agree with me that, through these various imental stations we 
have established in the various States or AOAN thes eines tiene or 
secretaries of agriculture in other States, these seeds can be better dis- 
tribuied. But I would have you goa step further. I would appro- 
priate, under section 527, a thousand dollars to each of the imental 
stations in the various States for this I do appreciate the 
fact that these seeds rightly distributed will do a great deal of good if 
they are rare and valuable. I think that every member of the House 
will bear with me, or at least the country members will, that they have 
had applications for a whole list of garden seeds. I know of one mem- 
ber from Massachusetts where a man asked him to send seed enough 
and of variety sufficient to plant his whole garden. Wedid not spend 
fer plants, trees, or cuttings but $90; for tree seed $4.25. I am sorry 
that this point of order has been raised, and I hope that my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]) will offer an amendment which will accom- 
plish this object in another way. 

Mr. MORGAN withholds hisremarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I yield one minute to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. McCLammy]. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. But for the closing remark of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts I should not have desired to address the House. 
I represent an agricultural district, and I know something of the work- 
ings of this system. I know in what high regard these seeds are held 
by the people. The whole question contained in the propesition to 
strike out this provision and to provide for a different distribution of 
these seeds can be put ina nutshell. It is a matter of easy solution 
and one which has afforded me great pleasure in contemplation at 
times. We are free American citizens, and when positions such as 
these are thrust upon us and the duties become too onerous to be borne 
we can lay back on our privileges and forward our resignations. 
[Laughter and applause. ] i 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave but a single word to say in reply to the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts in regard to this amendment. 
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Mr. COBB. Before the gentleman proceeds I would like to ask him 
a question for information, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Isit not true that the Department of Agriculture, in- 
stead of propagating the vegetable seeds which are sent throughout 
the country, buy them from the seed dealers; and are they not the 
same seed as those sent throughout the country by these seed dealers 
for sale at retail? 

Mr. HATCH. There is no question about that; and it is one of the 
duties imposed upon him by this act that he shall, as well as propa- 
gate, distribute these rare and valuable seeds. Now, I call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that these experimental stations have 
been established but a single year. They are now working under their 
first appropriation. Many of them have just started. They are not 
in a condition at the present time, in my judgment, to make as equit- 
able and judicious a distribution of the seed under this appropriation 
as the members of Congress could do. 

No gentleman on this floor has a higher regard for the experimental 
stations or greater faith in the promise of those institutions than I 
have, but I do not believe that the time has yet come when this duty 
ought to be imposed upon them. I hope the Chair will now give us 
a decision upon the point of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. There is a point of order pending 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. STONE, of Kentucky). The Chair is of opin- 
ion that under section 3 of Rule XXI this paragtaph is clearly out of 
order, and should not be in this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. TI now offer as an amendment a paragraph from the 

existing lawin lieu of the paragraph just stricken out. lam instructed 
by the committee to offer this amendment. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. The amendment that I send up is first in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

ie aikasen read the amendment, as follows: 


AN ienaa he nakatanga re S Pet lx henge daca oi 
n uest, be 


anne plants sat s! epon their a supplied to Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates in ngress for distribution a among their constituents; and the 
person sag whee Lh such seeds shall inform ent of ts of the ex- 
periments : Provided, all seeds, plants, nnd cuttings herein allot- 
ted to rong Representatives and Delegates to Con, for distribution re- 
maining uncalled for at Arem | PS the fiscal year be distribuied by the 
Commissioner of Agriculture: ed matt the Commissioner 


ara San or Delegate seeds en- 
shall distribute the 
same so that each member may have Boe ba equal ae as may be, and the 


Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to state that 
that is existing law without one single change. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iask that my substitute be now read. 

Mr. HATCH, I desire to reserve the point of order on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for the pene ye eiri mos read the following: 

" For the and distribution ofsuch new, rare, and valuable seeds, bulbs, 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, as have not been previously tested, 
for the use of agricultural experiment stations, $10,000, or so much f as 
may be necessary, The missioner of Agriculture shall si negra elt as provided 


in this act, the place w’ and the quantity and price pect selbst 
chased, and the date of purchase, and the quantity and character of seeds, bulbs; 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants sent to each experiment and 

such matter shall be transmitted to the experiment stations free of sar 


postage, 
matter through the mails from the 


Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on that RE thatit 
isalmost identical in substance with the proposition which the Chair has 
already ruled out. In addition to that, it is subject to another point 
of order. We have already agreed to a paragraph fixing the amount 
at $100,000 and—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. We have only ten minutes left before the hour for 
the recess, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] has had all 
the time he has asked, and I trust he will not delay the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not ask any time now except on this point of or- 
der. Ifthe gentleman will point out where this amendment changes 
the existing law, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT] 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. HATCH. It provides $40,000 for seeds, etc., to be sent to the 
experimental stations. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is only for the furtherance of the duties of those 
stations. They are charged with the duty of propagating, and this 
amendment proposes to furnish them seeds with which to do it, 

Mr. HATCH. They have got an appropriation of $15,000, which 
covers all that, so far as the experimental stations are concerned. I 
insist upon the point of order. 


in accordance with existing law regulating the een 
Donarai A of Agriculture, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of opinion that the proposed 
substitute would be out of order under clause 3 of Rule X XI. 

Mr. HATCH. Now let us have a vote on my amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Harci was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rinting seed- al-cards, circulars, etc., labor, 
es sy Sine Sete ce ep ok Ro printing, and for repairing aiaeag aan 

Mr. HATCH. I desire unanimous consent that this afternoon’s ses- 
sion be extended ten minutes so that we may conclude this bill before 
the recess. I am afraid it can not bedone in the five minutes remain- 
ing. As this order will’ have to be made in the House, I move that 
the committee rise for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. CRISP having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TONE, of Kentucky, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropria- 
tion for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the considera- 
tion of the agricultural appropriation bill; and pending that motion I 
ask unanimous consent that the time for taking the recess be extended 
until the completion of this bill, no other business to be in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that we meet this eyen- 
ing at 7 o’clock, instead of half past 7. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, no; that is a change of the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the hour for taking the recess be extended so 
far beyond 5 o’clock as may be necessary to finish the consideration of 


the agricultural priation bill, no other business to be in order, 
Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know how much time that will 
take. 


Mr. HATCH. Certainly not more than ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. The question is now on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the agricultural 
appropriation bill 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12485 making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal yoann ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


purposes, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Industry’ For carrying out the pro- 
visions ee the ens of Ma: ing the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
$500,000; and Phere be Tare of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 
kanar pary Reopens deepening panapa enara expedient, and in such manner as he 
may think best, to prevent the spread of jr e atge ane and for this pur- 

pose to employ as many peaa een ane anr necessary, and to expend an 

re of this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed 
mals and the amore pry of the same whenever in his Ley, tare it is essential 
to prevent the spread of p tina aang Ty from one State into another, and of 
this sum an amount not exceeding $15,000 may be rh a to the payment of ex- 
penses incurred during the = Teg 1888: Provided, That $15,000, or so much 
thereof as may be n Sonara porte in continuation of the investiga- 
tions and within the United States, into the nat- 
ure, causes, and eias Son Ener prevention and cure of hog cholera and swine 
plague. 


Mr. HATCH. I desire to submita verbal amendment—tostrike out 
in the paragraph just read the words ‘‘and of thissum an amount not 
exceeding $15,000 may be applied to the payment of expenses incurred 
during the fiscal year 1888.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Imove that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes, had directed him to report the same back with 
sundry Po ar ash and with the recommendation that it be passed as 
amend 

The amendments reported from the Committee, of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 


Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the’ 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen who have 
spoken on the bill just passed may have leave to extend their remarks 
in the Recorp, and that all other gentlemen who desire to do so may 
print remarks upon the bill. 

There being no objection, the leave requested was granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of the House previously 
made, a recess will now be taken until this evening at half past 7 
o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half 
o'clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. ANDERSON, of 


as Speaker tempore. 
The Cler 


read the following: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 8, 1889. 

Hon. GEORGE A. ANDERSON, of Illinois, is hereby designated to preside at the 

session ofthe House this evening. 


é JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Clerk. 


MRS. R.S. HORTON. 


Mr. MORRILL. Before the House goes into the Committee of the 
Whole, I ask that it will indulge me by concurring in some Senate 
amendments to House bills—amendments which do not change the 
bills in substance, but only make them more explicit. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. 
R. 8. Horton upon the pension-roll. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 2, strike out the words “ or restore.” 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ pension-roll,”’ insert “and pay her a pension 
from the of this act,” 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill to replace Mrs. R. S. Horton 
upon the pension-roll.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


. ELIJAH W. PENNY. 


The House preceeded to the consideration of the Senate amendment 
to the bill (H, R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ volunteers,” page 1, line 4, down to and includ- 
ing the word “act,” in line 8, and insert “by paying him the sum of $128 month 
for wound in the side, in addition to the amount to which he is entitled by law 
for loss of arm at the shoulder.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. z 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I- move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider bills under the special order, and I 
ask consent at the same time that the course heretofore pursued, of 
calling the names of members alphabetically, be continued to-night, 
commencing where we left off on the last occasion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole under the 
special order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do notthink the Chair has stated the full proposi- 
tion. If I understood the gentleman from Michigan, he embraced in 
his motion a request that the order heretofore pursued, of calling the 
names alphabetically, be continued. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I did, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. In that connection I wanted to makea request. Mr. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, requested me the other day, on being called 
away from here, in his behalf to call up a certain case in the District of 
Columbia. Of course the House will understand that the party is with- 
out any representative on this floor; but he is an old Mexican soldier 
as well as a Union soldier in the late war, and personally I promised to 
doso. While desirous of obliging Mr. RUSSELL, I have a case of my 
own in Arkansas which I ought to call up, and I ask that I may be 
permitted to call up a case for Mr. RUSSELL also. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask the same privilege iu behalf of an absent col- 
league who can not be present at the session this evening. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Let these requests be made in committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan ob- 
jects. 

The motion of Mr. CHIPMAN was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Caleudar, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. s 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
under the special order; and if there be no objection the order of busi- 
ness heretofore pursued will be continued this evening. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WJIEELER. I ask unanimous consent, in view of the fact that 
my name will be reached in a few minutes on the call, and as I have 
au important engagement which I wish to attend to, that I may be per- 
mitted now to call up for consideration a bill. 


it 7 
inois, 


be THOMPSON, of Chio. I think we had better have the regular 
order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask unanimous consent that my name be 
paea sor to-night with the privilege of calling up a bill on next Fri- 

ay night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

STEPHEN L. KEARNEY. 

Mr. ROGERS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9408) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. Kearney, for Mr. Rus- 
psa, Be Massachusetts, and I will ask consent hereafter to call up my 
own bill. : 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary Of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place the name of Stephen L, 


au- 
> . Kearney, late a first lieu- 
tenant of the Third Regiment of Colored Troops in the service of the United 
States, on the pension-roll of the United States at the rate of $17 per month, in 
lieu of the ion of $8 per month he is now receiving under certificate No. 
13026 as a Mexican veteran under act approved January 29, 1887. This act shall 
be in force from its passage. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

Applicant was a soldier in the regular Army during the war with Mexico, and 
served during the late war asa lieutenant in the Fifteenth ment of Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers and as first lieutenant in Company G,Third Regiment United 
States Colored Troops; and while serving with the last-mentioned regiment in 
Florida he contracted rheumatism, for which he was allowed a pension of $4.25 
per month under the general law, SSE pee he surrendered in order to re- 
ceive the benefits of the act of January 29, 1887, under which act he is now re- 
ceiving $8 per month. He asks to be placed upon the pension-roll at the rateof 
$17 per month, the established rate per month of on for a first lieutenant, 
the grade in which he was serving at the time he bonami disabled. 

Your committee, in view of the fact that peiitioner is suffering from rheuma- 
tism to such an extent as to render him unable to orm manual labor, and 
as there is no doubt as to the fact that his disability is due to his long and faith- 
ful service, report back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, with 
the following amendment: Strike out ‘seventeen dollars,” on line 7, and insert 
in lieu thereof “twelve dollars and twenty-five cents.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMPSON D. HATFIELD. 


Mr. ROMEIS. Iask consideration of the bill (S. 3335) granting a 
pension to Thompson D. Hatfield. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thompson D. 
Hatfield, at the rate of $25 a month, this sum to be paid only to the legally ap- 
pointed ian of said Thompson D. Hatfield, an insane person, for the pur- 
pose of his support and maintenance. 


The report (by Mr. Prncock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 3335) 
granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield, have had the same under consid- 
— 5 = leave to submit the following report: 

e facts in 


service 

oted to be major May 
re uly 30, 1862, at which time 
he died of wounds received a few days before in battle with the enemy at Gaines's 


the first, per. ve 
calling out the esias d forces of the United States b; 
“The record shows him to have been a very useful and gallant officer. 
“The widow of Major Hatfield drew a pension, and her minor children at that 
time drew also AS eam among whom was the claimant, from July, 1873, until 


September 22, 1 when the entire pension ceased by operation of law, the chil- 
dren having each attained the age of sixteen or over. The widow of Major Hat- 
field had in the mean time married, and her pension upon the marriage, 


so that there is no — drawn now by any member of the family. 

" Major Hatfield himself, the claimant’s father, had also served as a private in 
the war with Mexico in Company G, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and was honorably discha: from said service. Theclaimantis the oldestson 

-ot Major Hatfield. He has nan invalid from epile almost from infancy. 
He is incurably insane and is hopelessly imbecile, and is now a entin Morris 
Plains asylum for the insane, in the State of New Jersey, where he has been con- 
fined for many 

“ His mother and her second husband are without any means or properly be- 
yond that necessary for their own support, and the expenses of the maintenance 
of the insane claimantare quite a burden upon the family, none of whom seem 
to be persons having any means of livelihood beyond their own labor. .We are 
of the opinion, from the peculiar circumstances of the case, and from the faith- 
ful service and death of his father, that the claimant has an equitable right to 
the relief prayed for in his own behalf. - 

“We therefore recommend the of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Insert, after the word ‘month,’ these words: ‘This sum to be paid 
only to the legally appointed guardian of said Thompson D. Hatfield, an insane 
person, for the purpose of his support and maintenance.’ ” 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. DUNHAM (when the name of Mr. RowELL was called). At 
the request of my colleague, who is necessarily absent for a time, I ask 
to call up the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object, Mr. Chairman, and ask the regular order, 

GEORGE H. BURGESS, 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, called up the bill (H. R. 1°300) 

granting a pension to George H. Burgess. 


1889. 
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The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Burgess, late corporal 
in Company H, Twenty-sizth Connecticut Volunteers, the pension to be pay- 
able to the legally constituted guardian of said Burgess. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11300) granting a pension to Geo: H, Burgess, have had the same under con- 
sideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

George H. Burgess served ascorporal in Company H., Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers, from September 2, 1862, until August 17, 1863, and is now 
an inmate of the Bloomingdale Asylum (New York) for the Insane. It isal- 
leged that insanity is due to dysentery and typhoid fever, from which soldier 
suffered during service. Because of claimant's needy circumstances and the 
Jarge expenditure of money necessary to obtain letters of guardianship in the 
State of New York, as well as the length of time necessary to establish a claim 
of this character at the Pension Bureau, no application for pension has been filed 
in bebalf of this insane soldier. 
ann support of the claim now before Conzress the following evidence has been 


Daniel Champlin, captain of aforesaid company, testifies that at enlistment 
soldier was a healthy, able-bodied, robust, young man; that while on duty at 
Camp Parapet, Louisiana, some time in March or SPE 1863, he contra: ty- 
phoid fever, and was sent to the regimental hospital. 

El Jbeock testifies that he was a member of the same regiment and knows 
that Burgess was taken to the hospital with typhoid fever. Amant was also 
sick a said hospital, but recovered first and left Burgess there still under treat- 
ment. 

Orderly Sergeant Morgan testifies that Burgess was a faithful soldier and of 

character and temperate habits. Was in hospital two or three times, and 
n particular during the months of February and rch, 1863, as appears from 
affiant’s diary of events. 

Others testify to soldier's sickness while in the Army, but are unable to state 
the nature thereof, 

The Adjutant-General reports that the records of the regimental hospital of 
the Twenty-sixth Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers are not on file, 

Henry Burgess, soldier's father, testifies that immediately after his eg 
soldier came to affiart’s house, where he made his home for some time, © 
was then suffering from dysentery and the effects of typhoid fever, such as 
nervousness. Had no severe sickness after d rge, but grew more nervous 
every year until his nervousness assumed the symptoms of insanity, which so 
increased that in September, 1887, it became necessary to commit him to the 
Bloomingdale Asylum, Insanity was never known or heard of either on his 
father’s or mother’s side of the family. 

Soldier's wife testifies to continuous spells of melancholia from 1868, when she 
was married to him. 

Dr. Charles E. Brayten testifies that he has been acquainted with the soldier for 
twenty years or more. Treated him for insomnia in 1882 and thereafter. The 
complaint grew worse until about 1885 marked symptoms of paresis appeared, 
and in August, 1887, at afllant’s recommendation he was removed to the Retreat 
for the Insane, 

Assistant Medical Superintendent Lyon, of the Bloomingdale Asylum, certi- 
fies that soldier is now in the demented stage of general paresis. Affiant be- 
lieves that if it is proved that soldier had typhoid fever and dysentery while in 
the military service of the United States while still immature, such sickness 
and the exposure may have seriously affected anaturally nervous person and 
predisposed him to serious mental disease later in life. 

Dr. Charles H. Nichols, medical superintendent of the Bloomingdale Asylum, 
who during the war and for many years thereafier was in charge of the Gov- 
ernment a for the Insane near this city, also gives the opinion that if 
Burgess had, as alleged, both typhoid fever and dysentery while in the military 
service of the United Statesat the tender age of eighteen or younger, itis highly 
probable that those diseases were the remote causes of the cerebral disorder 
from which he is now suffering. 

The soldier has no property or estate, and for his future sustenance is entirely 
dependent upon his relatives, who are not in circumstances warranting them 
in argon the same. 

That soldier suffered from diseases in the Army which in the opinion of medi- 
cal experts can be accepted as remote cause of insanity is clearly established. 
It is likewise shown that mental disturbances followed upon said diseases, which 
slowly but gradually developed into insanity. Soldier's habits were good. In 
the absence of any other known cause for his unfortunate condition, backed by 
the medical opinions above referred to, your committee feel justified in giving 
him the benefit of what doubts there may exist in the case, and therefore report 
favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The name of Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, was called. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my request made a few 
moments ago, and ask unanimous consent, as this is an exceptional case, 
to call up a bill. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not ob- 


ect, 
à Mr. FINLEY. Iwill contract with the gentleman not to object if 
I may be allowed to call up and 2 ed by unanimous consent a bill in- 
creasing ag pension of Frank L. Wolford, of my district, from $30 to $50 
per month. 

Mr. ROGERS. I certainly will make no objection, as far as I am 
concerned, 

Mr. FINLEY. I want to have the agreement entered into by the 
committee. This is a case that ought to be considered and passed. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is the gentleman you have named your predeces- 
sor in Congress? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes, sir. If I yield now for unanimous consent in 
this instance, I want to have it understood that I may call up this bill 
and pass it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

MARY C. THOMPSON. 
Mr. SAWYER called up the bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to 
C. Thompson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


X¥-— 107 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of ©. Thompson, widow of the 
late Dr. Fillmore Thompson, of Hot Springs, Ark., who was chief guide tothe 
expedition of General Frederick Steele, during the spring of the P gore 1864, un- 
dertaken for the purpose of co-operating with General Banks, and who lost his 
life by reason of exposure in said service, and to pay her a pension correspond- 
ing with the grade of captain. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3428) 
| Sagan, pension to Mary C. Thompson, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The facts in the case appear fully in the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
United States Senate, which is as follows: 

“The petitioner is the widow of the late Dr. Fillmore Thompson, of Hot 
Springs, Ark., where, at the reakti out of the rebellion, he resided, Hewas 
& thorough and intense Unionist, and rendered valuable assistance to many of 
the persecuted loyal people of that section, and by reason of which he en- 
dangered his own este: flees that he was obliged to seck protection within the 
Union lines at Little ck, then occupied by General Fred. Steele. He was 
beng spate by General Steele as chief guide and scout in his expedition to Camden 
in the spring of 1864, for the purpose of co-operating with General Banks in his 
Louisians campa and continued to act as such until the final return of said 
expedition to Little Kock. 

“ Prof. J. B. Wheeler, of the United States Military Academy at West Point, 
thus testifies by affidavit in regard to Dr. Thompson: 


That as the chief engineer officer he accompanied the march of the expedi- 
tion under . Gen, Fred Steele, which moved south in March, 1864, to co-op- 
erate with and, if ble, to effect a junction with the United States forces un- 
der command of . Gen. N. P. Banks, then moving toward Shreveport, on 
the Red River, in Louisiana. 

“*That during this march and the return he was daily thrown in contact with 
the em 4 guide, one Dr. F. Thompson, a former resident of Hot Springs, 
Ark., who had sought protection within the United States lines against violence 
from the inhabitants of that part of the State with which he was threatened by 
reason of his well-known Union feelings. 

““* That from his personal knowledge he knows of the uliar fitness of the 
said Thompson for the place of principal guide, and attributes largely the suc- 
cessful progress of the expedition, as far south as it proceeded, to said Thomp- 
son's thorough knowledge of the roads, the crossing of streams, and the senti- 
ments and opinions of the inhabitants of that part of the country, 

“i That the return march of the expedition, followed as it was by avictorious 
ear who received a severe check at Jenkin's Ferry, was greatly aided by 
the said Thompson's intimate acquaintance with the roads and character of the 
country used and crossed by the army in its retreat. 

“*That during this retreat all the members were more or less sufferers from 
fatigue and exposure. 

“*That shortly after the return of the expedition Dr. Thompson was taken 
sick and very soon thereafter died. 

“That the deponent understood at the time of said Thompson’s death that it. 
as well as the sickness, were largely, if not entirely, caused by the fatigues and 
exposures that said Thompson had undergone during the time he accompanied 
the expedition as its principal guide, 
“J. B. WHEELER.’ 


“Dr, Thompson, upon his return to Little Rock, was attended by several phy- 
sicians, all of whom certify that the disease of which he died was, in their opin- 
ion, the result of e, & ure, and injuries received in this service. He 

eft a widow and several children without means of support. There is no 

eral law under which services of this character can be recognized; but there 
are precedents for allowing pensions to.guides or scouts for disabilities, and to 
their widows in case of d i 

“The bill is SE ape with an amendment, striking out all after the word * pen- 
sion,’ in the twelfth line, and inserting ‘corresponding with the grade of cap- 
tain,’ and a recommendation that it do pass.” 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorious one and to come within 
established precedents, but respectfully decline to concur in the rate of pension 
fixed in the bill, and therefore return the same with the recommendation that 
it do pass, amended, however, by striking out all after the word “ service,” in 
line 9, and inserting therein instead the words “‘at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PATRICK GERAGHTY. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, at the last session of the commit- 
tee my name was called, but owing to the fact that the report in the 
case I desired to ask consideration of had not been received, the right 
was given me to call up a bill to-night. I now ask consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 12506) granting An increase of pension to Patrick Ger- 
aghty. en 

The bill is as follows: vh 


“ Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Geraghty, late a pri- 
vate of Company G, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, at the rate of $$ 
per month, in lieu of the pension now received by y 


The report (by Mr. HuNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Patrick Geraghty for an increase of pension, beg leave to submit the following 
report: 

Patrick Geraghty served in Company G, First Regiment United States Cav- 
alry, subsequently the Fourth United States Cavalry, from March 13, 1857, to 
March 14, 1865, and is now a pensioner at the rate otg per month for malarial 
pomerins: and chronic diarrhea. He has filed a petition, signed by a large num- 

rof Prominent citizens of Tennessee, asking an increase of his pension on the 
ground that the disability is much greater from aforesaid causes than that ree- 
ognized by the Pension Office. The pensioner is a great sufferer from dyspep- 
sia, as shown by the medical examinations, but evidently its connection with 
the diarrhea is not admitted in the rating of the pension. 

Hon. Bextox MCMILLIN, of the House, who is personally acquainted with 
the sioner, has bese before your committee, and from his statements 
touching the old soldier's condition it is evident that his pension is too low to 
be commensurate with the degree of disability actually existing in the case. 
That neighbors who come in almost daily contact with a person suffering from 
a rain orate of diseases are more competent to judge of the real degree of 
disability therefrom than an Szamining surgeon who has no personal acquaint- 
ance with and only hastily examines him can not be denied. 

Your committee are clearly of the opinion that $2 a month is not sufficient to 
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compensate a soldier who served faithfully eight years, became broken down 
in service, and has been ever since almost entirely disqualified for the perform- 
ance of manual labor, aud therefore return the petition with the accompanying 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT KELLY. 


Mr. MORRILL. At the request of my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery], at the last meeting of the committee permission was given 
to me tocall up a bill to-night. Iwas then necessarily absent. I now 

k consideration of the bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert 


elly. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Kelly, late a private in 
Company B, Third Regiment Maryland Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2530) 
granting a pension to Robert Kelly, submit the following report: 
The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate is herewith adopted, 
and the passage of the bill recommended. 
[Senate Report No. 2406, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 
The Commiitee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2530) granting 
a pension to Robert Kelly, have examined the same, and report: 
he claimant under the bill was private in Company B, Third Maryland Vol- 
unteers. He made application for pension on the ground of disease of eye, 
which resulted in loss of sight, incurred while in service. The claim was re- 
by the Pension Bureau “on the ground that the alleged disability was 
not incurred while in the service of the United States," 
The committee are unable, in a careful review of the record and testimony, 
to find any ground on which to sustain the judgment of the Pension Bureau, 
The fact of enlistment is presumptive evidence of soundness at that time, and 
toa soldier as his right eye. This pre- 
case, on 


listment for malarious ses, but knew of no defect of vision at that time. 
Attended claimant's family before the war, and believes his sight was good. 

William F. Burns, president of Kutaw Savings Bank, testifies he has known 
claimant since boyhood; “ worked forme from his boyhood up; oneof hiseyes 
was crossed, I think, but his sight was not affected; his health was good.” 

Paul Helene knew claimant from March, 1857; was keeping store, and saw 
him nearly every day; never noticed anything wrong with claimant's eyes prior 
to enlistment. 

Samuel Stallings has known claimant since he was a small boy; saw him 
nearly day previous to enlistment; noticed a peculiarity about one of his 
eyei,a kind of squint: his sight was all right. 

Daniel W., Oxworth was a comrade of claimant and knew him from 1846 up 
to enlistment; one eye was inclined towards the nose; know of no affection of 
the sight before service; claimant was relieved from duty on account of eyes, 

Henry J. Ward, another comrade, knew claimant several years before the 
war; was in his hae agar fh day after day before enlistment; one eye was smaller 
than the cther: knew of no affection of sight. 

William H. Higdon, Caroline Schlickerman, John Purper, Capt. James Roff, 
Henry Schlickerman, and Thomas Brown were neighbors, and intimate with 
claimant for years before enlistment, and testify that they knew of no defect of 
vision; while Edward Ani n associated with him familiarly and for years 
before enlistment, was his companion on gunning expeditions, and never no- 
ticed that he had any aflection of his eyes, 

concurrence of competent testimony would seem to settle the fact of claim- 
ant’s soundness when he entered the service. The following extract from the 
re of the Adjutant-General makes it certain that claimant was unsound 
when he left the service: 

“Detachment muster-out roll, dated May 28, 1862, reports him discharged on 
that date at Baltimore, for disability, by order of General Dix; cause, cataract of 


‘he committee report favorably on the bill and recommend it for passage. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ESTHER GOULD. 


Mr, SHERMAN called up for consideration the bill (S. 3819) grant- 
ing a pension to Esther Gould. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Esther Gould, late volunteer nurse 
during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $25 per month from 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3819) 
granting a pension to Esther Gould, submit the following report : 

That tho evidence presented to your committee fully substantiztes the report 
of the Senate committee, which is hereto attached and adopted as their report. 
Your committee, fully believing this case to be a very meritorious one, recom- 
mend that the same pass with the following amendment, by adding thereto: 

“Said pension to be in lieu of any pension she may now be receiving.” 


SENATE REPORT. 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3319) granting 
n to Mrs, Esther Gould, have examined the same, and report: 
is is a bill to pension Mrs. Esther Gould, who was a volunteer army nurse 
during the war of the rebellion, nnd whose record in this capacity shows that 
she rendered faithful and valuable service. 

In a letter of recommendation, dated July 20, 1865, R. B. Boutecue, late brevet 
colonel and surgeon in charge of Herewood Hospital, Washington, D, C., says: 
“Mrs. her Gould has been in the employ of the United States as matron at 
Harewood United States General Hospital at Washington, D. O., for the last 
three years ;” and he certifies that her services were ‘formed in a faithfal and 
satisfactory manner. 

The committee also haye sande the same effect from a number of witnesses 
who havea nal knowledge of Mrs, Gould’s services. 

Frank A. re testifies that she was a nurse in Judiciary Square and Hare- 
wood Hospitals from March, 1862, to 1866, inclusive. 


Jeremiah C. Allen certifies that he was chief ward-master at Judiciary Square 
Hospital in 1863, and that she performed satisfactory service. 

Joseph H. Voorhees was an inmate of Judiciary Square Hospital, and re- 
eo her valuable service, and that she was transferred to Harewood Hos- 


S n certifies that she was one of the most competent and 
faithful nurses in the United States Army, and that her health was impaired in 
consequence of her devotion. 

Dr. Bond, late of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, certifies to her faithful- 
ness and efficiency in Harew Hospi and that she is afflicted with chronic 
rheumatism, the result of her arduous labors as army nurse. 

Dr. Dorsey, one of the surgeons at Harewood, certifies to his knowledge of 
her service from 1863 to 1566; 

Mrs. Gould says, in her letter to the committee, that her husband and son on- 
tered the Army; they have never returned, nor bas word ever come to her of 
pn aan them; so she realizes that they are numbered among the unknown 

ead, 

She says she has recently been dismissed from the Government Printing 
OSice, and refused restoration; that she is in extreme need, in consequence of 
which she has been compelled to seck relief from Congress. 

The case needs no comment. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


z Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a word in reference to that case for 
the parposeiof. asking that the amendment be notadopted. When the 
bili came from the Senate and was referred to myself as a member of 
the committee, and when I examined it and presented my report, the 
question was asked whether she was not drawing a pension on the 
death of herhusband. Ihastily looked through the testimony furnished 
to the committee and was not satisfied, from the evidence presented, 
whether she was or was not; and for that reason the amendment was 
putin, 

I have taken the pains—so has Senator Hiscock, who introduced the 
bill—to inquire whether she is now drawing a pension. We have both 
become satisfied that she is not, and the only reason for asking that 
the amendment be not concurred in now is simply because it is so late 
in the session I am fearful that it will prevent the of the bill, 
as it would involve its going back tothe Senate. I saree hope that 
the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. MORRILL, It can be voted down. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 


HARLAN E. KING. 


Mr. SHIVELY called up the bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pen- 
sion of Harlan E. King. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, etc., That the eee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Harlan E. King, late private in Company č: 
Thirty-sixth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is now pensioned at the rate of $30 per month for gunshot 
wound of left thigh and resulting varicose veins. He filed application for in- 
crease, alh that he was entitled to increase on account o nshot wound 
of left thigh, which has resulted in ucing varicose veins of the left thigh 
and leg and of the lower part of the abdomen, and that asa result of said wound 
his testicles have shrunken to about one-eighth their former and natural size, 
ee DP wholly impotent; that said varicose veins began to appear in 
1889, and his testicles bave been shrinking since 1867. Both said results have 
been increasing until the present condition has been reached. 

Irvin J. Beeknell, M. D., a medical graduate, testifies that he began treating 
claimant at the city hospital, Indianapolis, about April, 1878. After fully de- 
scribing the case, he says: 

“ During the time (about fifteen years) of my almost constant observation and 
treatment of his case, have known him to suffer excruciating pain in leg, and 
have often been called upon to give him anodynes internally or to apply mor- 
phine directly to the ulcer for the relief of pain. For weeks ata time said ap- 
ph cant has been unable to leave his eye, rai the services of an attendant. 

c is entirely unfit to do manual labor. Think disability isliable to remain 
permanent in its present degree, or more likely to worse, I would pre- 
fer having my leg amputated at the thigh to be in his condition. The matter 
of amputation has been repeatedly mentioned, and I have always given it as my 
opinion that he would not survive the operation. entire system seems dis- 
eased, and it seems necessary for him to take remedies for the improvement of his 
blood nearly constantly,” 

William T, Fulton testifies that he has known a t for seven years last 
past and during that time has made his home and boarded at the same place 
with said claimant, and he knows from personal knowledge that said claimant 
has during all that time at frequent intervals been confined to his room and 
bed for periods ranging four to ten weeks at a time, during which time 
his meals would have to be carried to him and he would require the sid and 
assistance of some one, 

Enoch Rhorer testifies that he has been well acquainted with claimant about 
fourteen years, and during the last seven years claimant has resided with him 
all the time ex: one year, and during that time, every thereof, at fre- 

nent intervals, claimant would be confined to his room for periods ranging 

rom one week to ten weeks, during which time he had to see that his meais 
were carried to him, and he ey ia the aid and assistance of some one in his 
room all the time to dress and bathe his leg, give him medicine, and otherwise 
take care of him. 

Isaac H. Hall, Alonzo Doty, and Jacob H. Martin, ali neighbors who have 
pee seeto with claimant many years, testify substantially to the forego- 

n; S 

The claimant appeared before the medical board of the Pension Office and 
Was examined ember 13,1888. The examination revealed about the con- 
dition above stated, but under existing laws no higher rating could be made than 
that under which the claimant is now pensioned,. 3 

From a careful consideration of the evidence the committee believe that the 
condition of claimant’s disability is such as to warrant a higher rating than he 
now receives, and we therefore submit a favorable report and recommend that 
in line 6 strike out the word “fifty” and insert “forty-five,” and when so 
amended that the bill do pass, 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 


urgeon Boutecue 


1889. 


‘aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 
MARIA BRASTED. 


Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beil enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, = to the provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria B . mother of Daniel 
W. Rrasted, deceased, late private Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid erae. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6598) granting a pension to gr the following report: 

at benetici: l the mother of T Daniel W , late a private in Com- 
para x T h Regiment Wisconsin Volusion who enlisted eo 
= aap and died August 12, 1834, at Barrack Hospital, New Orleans, La. 

arrhea, 

The mother filed her claim for on June 8, 1850, and the same was rejected 
December, 1885, on the ground of “non-dependence at son’s death, in 1864, the 
avails of husband's labor and income ee L Droperty bs belg. sufficient for main- 
tenance.” The son was never married, had three sons in the 
Army, two of whom are now dead, one pas a Daniel, pie in the service and 
the other baving since died, 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office and additional evidence filed with 
Reet bene VOE ine 7 invalid Busband and angel AAE ATOA fos 
now a poor woman, with an inya nd ani y ent upon the 
Charit; Pot others for a livelihood. ile there may have been some disanres- 
ment in the evidence as to the A Phak of her husband for the support of his fam- 
of in 1864, when their son died, the evidence of the de and destitution 

the claimant at the present time is clear and satisfactory, and the committee 

believe that this poor woman, who gave three sons to her country’s two 
of whom are now dead, one dying in the service, now in her old age and pov- 
erty is justly entitled to the relief ranten by this bill, and therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ABBY J. SLOCUM. 


Mr. SPOONER called up for consideration the bill (S. 169) granting 
an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That mo Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Abby J. Dioon. porte ofJohn 8. 
Slocum, late colonel of the Second Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, on the 
ee rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the rate of pension she now 
receives. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 

take oe on Lava ePaper 9 hrar was referred pads beg (5. 169) 
granting an increase of pension y respectful]: 

That your committee adopt the Senato report upon said ban whic Karari is as fol- 


lows: 
os “(Senate Report No. 163, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abby J, Slocum, have examined the same, and report: 

“John S, Slocum served with much credit in the volunteer service during the 
Mexican war; that in April, 1861, he was appointed colonel of the Second R e 
Island Volunteers, took an active and conspicuous in the first engage: 
at Bull Run, and was mortally wounded while pe 
in that battle. His conduct on this 


ment 


= leading his ment 


j > raona pe ia eee FH and an ages mother depend- 
ent upon her for su was r on. Charles 
cp En S 
the n an n in the 
‘orty-ninth Congress. She is now recei a colonel’s 


ommend the passage of the bill.” 
Your committee ae PONES aA Bon TOAT ETS LA HES SERRA maps eS 


Sapari re from their ordinary ru 

he gallant arrap of the ain AE earned the g enan which was pre- 
ven only by his death, upon the field of battle, in the engagement 
ing phe enemy, where he received the fatal wound which speedily terminated 


i mang his comradea, but by the le of his State, many of whom, in- 
ding eltizena of the highest cha: ones AADA influence in y offi- 
ere. life, ha: the action proposed by the bill for the of his needy 


widow and fam y- 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will state to the gentleman that I am perfectly 
willing for that bill to go over to a full House. If that is not accepta- 
ble I shall call a quorum. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is an ex- 
ceptional case in which no member would use such methods to forbid 
the House any opportunity to consider the bill, for that is practically, 
I think, what the suggestion of the gentleman means. The husband 
of the widow for whom this bill proposes to provide served with great 
gallantry in the Mexican war, and upon the breaking out of the late 
war of the rebellion he was appointed to the colonelcy of our Second 
Rhode Island Regiment, the first three-year regiment from my State 
which went into the war. He distinguished himself at the battle of 


Bull Run, and was mortally wounded upon that battle-field in the gal- 
lant discharge of his duty at the head of his regiment. 

His widow is the daughter of Mr. James, who was formefly a Sen- 
ator from the State of Rhode Island in the United States Senate. By 
misfortune in business he was himself impoverished before his death. 
Not only her aged mother, the widow of the Senator, but the two 
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daughters of Colonel Slocum are dependent upon the widow for their 
support. She is in extremely needy circumstances, as has been stated 
in the report which has been read. This matter has been called tomy 
attention in the most earnest manner by many of the most prominent 
citizens of my own State, including the governor of the State; and, 
as the urgency and propriety of this legislation has been so earnestly 
called to my attention, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
it as strongly as circumstances and necessary brevity will permit. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I would suggest to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island that in view of the fact that the gentleman from Indiana says 
he will call a quorum on this bill it is merely taking time for him to 
go on with it. 

Mr, SPOONER. I think there are about as large a number of mem- 
bers present as are usually engaged in enacting the most important 

islation. 

Mr. MACDONALD. But he does it to be consistent. 


Mr. SPOONER (to Mr. CHEADLE). Does the gentleman insist upon 
calling a.quozum? . 
Mr. DEES I do. 


Mr. SPOONER. IfI can do nothing better, I ask that the bill be 
laid aside with a favorable report, the previous question considered 
ordered, and that a vote be taken on the bill in a fall House on Friday 
next. 

Mr. FELTON. I understood the gentleman from Indiana to say 
that he had no objection to this matter being placed before the House. 
Now, it strikes me that this is the first stage necessary to that Boa 
ceeding—that this bill should first be passed in committee aby to 
be considered by the House, and then the gentleman’s wish will 
complished and it can be decided by a full House. If I understand 
the gentleman aright, he has no objection to the bill meat in 
the committee, to be laid aside for consideration by a full 

Mr. CHEADLE. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. With the = vious question ordered ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there beno objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ALEXANDER M. BOATRIGHT. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas (when his name was reached). Icall up 
the bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Alexander 
M. Boatright, late of a Houston’s conpany Oa Sanford’s volunteers, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws. 

The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11741 
granting -3 nsion to Alexander M. Boatright, have considered the same, an 

rie pe served in ig phe A. M. Houston’s company, Colonel Sanford's 
the Black Hawk war of 1832, and was honor- 


He is now seventy-nine years of axe. i with no Fiene fao of any me and 
hese facts are wel = on 
eges that he 


granted 

hy y strik- 
fg out the words "sub zee Seer Henttetlons of the pension 
laws.” and inserting in thereof the words “ Illinois militia, and pay him a 
pension of $20 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

DORCUS ALFORD. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia (when his name was reached). 
the bill tee R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to paco the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of reus a he tee ainat S 
eee widow of James Tora a third lieutenant in the 


“The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10474) 
a AaOr R ASA ee at: ha the same, and report as fol aR 


Icall up 


veco 

he husband of the ansni y James Alford, was an ensign in Capt. Young 
Mann’s company of Georgia infautry,in the Indian war of 1836, and was hon- 
aonr discharged therefrom, 

The claimant is now seventy-five A ers of age, without property of any kind. 
and in very needy cireumstances. These facts are shown by the testimony ot 
reliable neighbors, and by the puatinamenr of the town in which she resides. 

Your committee are of the opinion that she should be granted a service pen: 
sion, and therefore report back the bill to the House recommending its ia PAANO: 
Amend, however, by striking = the words “third lieutenant,” in line 7,and 
inserting the word “ensign” ir place, 

The amendment was eae to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN Y. HOOPER. 
Mr. STOCKDALE (when his name was reached). 
(H. R. 10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hoover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 


Icall up the bill 
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thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John Y. Hooper, late of Com- 
pany F, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and who is now an in- 
ma‘e of the hospital for the insane at St. Peter, in the State of Minnesota, and 
that the pension allowed him be paid to his legally constituted guardian, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


10639) granting a pension to John Y, Hooper, haye had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

John Y. Hooper enlisted as musician of Conga F, First Regiment Nebraska 
Cavalry, June 24, 1861; was promoted to chief bugler, and mustered out of serv- 
jce Au 10, 1864. He applied for pension November 16, 1872, on account of 
scrotal hernia, incurred in the winter of 1864, while on a forced night march in 
Arkansas, by being thrown upon the pommel of his saddle by the sudden stop- 
ping of his horse, 

e claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau because of the insuffi- 
ciency of the evidence to connect the disability with the service. It is true that 
there is no direct evidence as to the origin of the disability; but there is, in the 
opinion of your committee, sufficient evidence to show that the claimant was 
sound at enlistment, and that at the date of discharge he was suffering from the 


he stated that he had hurt himself by bei 
dle, but that he should stick to his duty, an 
Upon affiant’s return from the service he foun: 
Dr. Pashley, now deceased, for scrotal hernia. 

Friend J. Whitlock, also a reputable citizen, testifies to claimant's prior sound- 
ness and the injury in the service, of which claimant advised him during their 
continuous co! ndence. Met soldier upon hisreturn home in August, 1864, 
and found him suffering from hernia. Useda ar eRe supporter. Afiant 
had several trusses of different makes, one of which he adj to claimant. 

Charles M. Hooper testifies that he slept with the claimant from his return 
from the Army in August, 1864, until April, 1865, and knows that the latter suf- 
fered from scrotal hernia during that entire period. 

Continuance of the disability is likewise shown by lay and medical evidence. 
The claimant is now an inmate ofan insane asylum. It is hardly possible that, 
under the circumstances, any additional evidence can be obtained. 

aimant, as well as his witnesses, are reputable, and their statements 
are in no way controverted. While the evidence is only circumstantial, yet 
your committee deem it sufficient to warrant favorable consideration of the 
claim, and therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
STEPHEN WILLIAMS. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (when his name was reached). 


the claimant under the care of 


I call up 


‘the bill (H. R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Stephen Williams, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Hun TER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams, have considered the same, and now re- 


port: 

The claimant was a private in Company E, Fourteenth Illinois Satie? In 
declaration plea, April 28,1881, he alleges that while at Nicholasville, Ky., in 
October, 1864, received injury to head by a blow from agunstock. The claim 
was rejenion upon the ground that the all injury to head was not incurred 
while in line of duty, having been received ina personal quarrel. The evidence 
is sufficient to establish the fact that claimant received the blow on his head 
from a comrade, the only question being as to whether he was in line of duty at 
the time the accident occurred. The committee sre inclined to give the claim- 
ant the benefit of the doubt, and therefore submita favorable report and recom- 
mend the pees of the bill, with the following amendment: In line 5, after the 
word “ Williams,” insert of “ Company E, Fourteenth Ilinois Cavalry.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ELIZABETH MYERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri (when his name was reached). 
the bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the Boece laws, the name of Elizabeth Myers, of Appleton City, 
St. Clair County, Mo., widow of John H. Myers, deceased, late private in Com- 
pany F, of the Sixtieth Regiment of Missouri Enrolled Militia; and she shall be 
Paid from and after the passage of this act at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 424, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

Elizabeth Myers, the proposed beneficiary in the bill, is the widow of John 
H. Myers, who served as private of Company F, Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled 
Missouri Militia, and who died of wounds received in action with the enemy in 
nea County, Missouri, April 3, 1863, while holding the rank of first sergeant of 
said company. 

The widow did not apply for pension until December 30, 1881, at which time 
the claims on account of service in the militia organizations were no longer 
admissible under the provisions of pereen 3, section 4693, Revised Statutes. 

The services and death of the soldier under the circumstances above set forth 
are clearly established by the records of the Third Auditor of the Treasury De- 

mentin the settlement with the State of Missouri, reimbursing the same 
‘or expenses incurred in the organization of the militia during the late war. 

The ease under consideration comes within the well-established rules of the 
House regarding the pension claims of militiamen and their dependents, now 
barred under the general laws, and the proof of the death of the soldier, as well 
as the continuous widowhood of the applicant, being conclusive, your commit- 
tee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


I call up 


J. D. HAWORTH. 


Mr. STRUBLE (when his name was reached). 
3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J.D. Haworth, late a member or 
Company H, Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and who was 
Sapena on account of disability to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran Re- 
serve Corps. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S 3435) 
grantinga pension to J. D. Haworth, respectfully report: 

That the claimant, James D. Haworth, was a member of Company H, Thirty- 
third Regiment of Iowa Infantry, and was transferred, on account of disability, 
to the Veteran Reserve Corps. In his declaration for pension, filed February 
20,1879, the claimant alleges complete loss of right eye and injury to the left. 
The Pension Bureau rejected his claim on the ground that his eyes were de- 
fective before enlistment. 

The sega in gg 8 a blind condition, appeals again to Congress. He 
claims that while on the Yazoo Pass ex ition, from exposure and a nervous 
affection caused by an attack of fever, his eyes became affected, from which he 
experienced loss of right and impairment of left. He was treated in hospitals 
at St. Louis and Little Rock. ospital records corroborate this, but do not 
mention the disease for which he was treated, 

The captain of his company testifies that he was sent to hospital on account 
of disease of eyes and never returned to duty, and a comrade gives similar and 
stronger evidence. 

The m of his regiment treated him for blindness of right eye and weak- 
ness of left, for which he sent him to hospital. The board of medical examiners 
at Fairfield, Iowa, report total blindness of right eye from disease of optic nerve; 
that his disability is equal to the loss of a hand or foot. 

In the opinion of the committee the decision of the Pension Office is not justi- 
fied by the facts. It is based upon confidential co mdence and special ex- 
aminations, from which it is clear that the adverse evidence is inspired by per- 
sonal enmity, the existence of which is clearly brought out in the investigation, 

Members of the claimant's family have testified to impairment of vision when 
he was a child, but they only tell what they thought at the time, without sub- 
stantiating their statements by expressions of positive knowledge. They do 
not appear to have taken sulflicient interest in the matter to have informed 
themselves toan extent that would qualify them for giving an intelligent opin- 
ion, There is evidence contributed by persons who were with him week after 
week, month after month, from his boyhood up, to show that there were no in- 
dications of defective sight. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM LOGAN, 


Mr. SYMES (when his name was reached). 
8801) granting a pension to William Logan. 
The bill was read, as follows: f 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Logan, late a teamster in 
the Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army, with the same rate of 
pension to which a private soldier would be entitled for like disabilities. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of California) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (EL R. 
8801) granting a pensionto William Logan, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

William Logan enlisted in Company F, Eighteenth Regiment, United States 
Infantry, and served faithfully until discharged. 

He subsequently entered the civil service of the United States as teamster at 
Fort Lewis, Colo. While thus employed and asleep in his quarters at said fort 
on the night of December 23,1882, he was severely weunded bya ball froma 
rifle in the hands of the corporal of the guard, who was shooting at a dog, the 
ball penetrating an inch pine board, striking claimant's right heel and leit foot, 
seriously injuring the same, and necessitating two amputations, 

Claimant in support of his application to Congress for special-act pension, filed 
through his attorney, Allen Rutherford, of this city, the testimony of the quar- 
termaster, Lieutenant Campbell, by whom ompioyed, of the officer of the day 
on the night of the injury, Lieutenant Kerr, T'wenty-second Infantry, and of 
two soldiers of the same command, who were on guard duty on that night, all 
fully corroborating the claimant's allegations as to the circumstances under 
which he was wounded. He also filed a recommendation to Congress for pen- 
sion, signed by all of the officers of the . These papers were placed in the 
hands of the member having charge of the bill in the Forty-ninth Congress, but 
have been lost or m „and can not now be found. Their purport, how- 
ever, is shown by the brief of the case now in the hands of the attorney, as ap- 
pears from his certificate on file with your committee. 

Since the introduction of the bill under consideration, claimant has procured 
the affidavit of Charles Boss and Samuel Lowden, late members of Company 
H, Twenty-second United States Infantry, and now inmates of the Soldiers’ 
Home, District of Columbia, likewise corroborating claimant’s allegations. Their 
services and presence at Fort Lewis have been verified by the Adjutant-General, 

Your committee have, with a few exceptions, declined to make favorable 
recommendations in cases of civil employés of the Government, unless the pen- 
sion asked for was for wounds or Tataken received while rendering service in 
battle. The case under consideration is one of extreme ha: ip, Claimant 
had served his country faithfully as a soldier. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ANNIE BALSER. 
Mr. TARSNEY (when his name was reached), 
(H. R. 11924) granting a ion to Annie Balser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, at $13 per month, the name of Annie - 
ser, the helpless and invalid daughter of William Balser, late a member of Com- 
pany F, Nineteenth Wisconsin Infantry, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, and pay the same to her legally constituted guardian, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the will (H. 
11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser, submit the following report: 


I call up the bill (S. 


Tcallup the bill (H, R. 


I call up the bill 


R 
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The beneficiary under this act is the idiotic daughter of William Balser, late a 
member of Company F, Nineteenth Wisconsin Infantry. She received a pen- 
sion on account of the death of her father until she was sixteen years of age. 
She is now utterly destitute and totally unable to do anything for her own sup- 
eA) requiring the constant care of others. In addition to being animbecile she 

as been a cripple from birth, No pension is now paid on account of the death 
of the soldier. Congress in many similar cases afforded relief by 
act, and your committee report the bill back with the recommendation tit 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EMILY CROSS. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR (when his name was called). 
the bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Cross, mother of Robert 8. 
Cross, late private of Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10301) for the relief of Emily Cross, have considered the same, and beg leave to 


report: 

Phat the claimant is the widow of Rev. David Cross, who died on the 24th of 
March, 1888, leaving no estate except a promissory note calling for $100, which 
will not be due for three years,and as house and lot which was purchased for 
$150,on which there is a mortgage for the purchase-money of $275, with interest on 
the same from 1466, which the deceased had been unable to pay on account of 
his having no income or means of support sufficient to enable him to pay any 
part of the interest, his family having been to some extent aided by charity 
during the last years of his life. 

The said claimant and the said Rev. David Cross, her deceased husband, had 
three sons who enlisted early in the war, and two of them before they were of 
age, only one of whom lived to return, one having been shot and another hay- 
ing died in the hospital, and the one who returned has always been in such 
koor health that he was unable to render any assistance to his father or mother, 

he father and sons were devoted patriots, and altbough the father was a min- 
ister and had been preaching over thirty years he took a superannuated relation 
in order to let his sons enter the Army, and while two sons laid down their 
lives in their country’s defense the third only came home with an honorable 
discharge after the war had fully closed. 

‘The sons who were in the service were unmarried and were the only means 
of support the father and mother had, except the small salary which the father 
had asa Methodist minister, and this he gave up when his sons entered the 
Army. Thatthe only means of support that the mother of those sons now has 
is the pittance which the church and the neighbors give her. The little home 
which her husband lett is so encumbered with a mortgage thatshe has given up 
the idea of redeeming it. No pension was ever paid to any one on account ofthe 
services of said three sons. In the opinion of the committee the claimant is an 
object of charity and benevolence, and deserves to be pensioned on account of 
her sons, who gave their lives to the country's defense, and the committee 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


NANCY HAMILTON, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky (when his name was reached). I call 
up the bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions la the name of Nancy Hamilton, widow of 
David Hamilton, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


This claimant was Beso pension by certificate No. 115720, at the rate of $8 
per month, commencing February 6, 1867,the date of the death of the soldier, 
and in 1877 the claim was investigated by an agent of the Pension Office, under 
the ex parte system of investigation, and the name of the pensioner dropped 
from the rolls, to take effect September 4, 1877, the date of last payment of pen- 
sion, on evidence adduced by the special agent tending to show that the cause 
of death of the soldier was not the result of his military service. 

An application for restoration of the pension was made, in which the claimant 
all that the disease, inflammatory rheumatism, which was incurred in the 
service, continued to the time of his death and was the cause thereof, and in cor- 
roboration of her all ion she furnished the testimony of the attending phy- 
sician (Dr. James N. per), showing that at time of the soldier's pran Ben 
from the service he was suffering from in matory rheumatism of the left an- 
kle of a severe and obstinate character, and that the leg suppurated, becoming 
a running ulcer, until mortification set in. 

On January 2, 1866, the affiant amputated the limb, which healed, and the 
patient was doing very well until January, 1867, when he was taken with stran- 
gary; the bladder was in a state of mortification, niga J in death February 6, 

867. The remote cause of death was the amputation of the leg, and the immo- 
diate cause from the enlargement of the neck of the bladder from disease of the 
leg, the result of inflammatory rheumatism. 

itis shown by medical testimony that the soldier was sound and healthy at 
the date of enlistment, and it is shown beyond pondria that inflammatory 
rheumatism was contracted in the service and in the line of duty. 

The claim for restoration was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that the cause of death was not chargeable to the military service. 

e records show that the soldier entered the pervios Veesiaber 10, 1861, and 
served faithfully until September 15, 1865, and returned home broken down by 
reason of disease contracted therein; was a burden to his family and friends, 
and died within eighteen months after his discharge. 

In view of the fact that he suffered continuously from inflammatory rheuma- 
tism, resulting in mortification of his left leg, necessitating its amputation, and 
that the mortification ensued in another partof the body (no other predisposing 
cause shown), the committee are of the opinion that the adverse action was not 
warranted, and recommend that the bill do pass restoring the name of the 
claimant to the pension-rolls. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


I call up 


MARINDA WAKEFIELD REED, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I call up the bill (H. R. 10791) granting 
a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Barsoy. mis 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marinda Wakefield Reed, 
widow of William Alexander Reed, deceased, late of Company D, Ninety-first 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Marinda Wakefield Reed is the widow of William Alexander Reed, deceased, 
who was a sergeant of Company D, Ninety-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, in the war of 186]. Said soldier enlisted July 31, 1852; was mustered out 
June 24, 1865, and died September 14, 1876. He died of consum n. 
widow applied for a pension November 18, 1876, and her application was re- 
jected ‘‘on the ground that there is no evidence on file to connect the fatal dis- 
ease with the service.” The records of the Surgeon-General’s Office show that 
he was admitted tothe general hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio, July 2, 1864, for treat- 
ment for chronic diarrhea, and returned to duty September 22, 1864, and was 
afterwards admitted to Augur General Hospital, Alexandria, Va., for treatment 
for intermittent fever October 5, 1864. These diseases were the result of expos- 
ure and hardships during the “ Lynchburgh raid” in June, 1864. 

While in hospital at Alexandria, Va., he was permitted to go home on fur- 
lough to vote at the Presidential election in November, 1864, and on his return 
was readmitted to the hospital January 18, 1865. While on his way home, tray- 
eling by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, while descending Cheat Mountain, 
West Virginia, on the 5th day of November, 1864, the train of cars in which he 
was riding was thrown from the track, and he was severely injured in the right 
shoulder and side, and itis clearly shown by the evidence that the disease or 
which he died resulted from thisinjury. Indeed, no question was made about 
the cause of death, but the adverse decision of the Pension Office was put solely 
upon the ground that being on furlough when hurt he was not in line of duty, 
and therefore the death cause was not due to the service. 

Under the general law the claimant would have been entitled to a pension if 
the soldier had been on sick-leave at the time of the injury; and when we con- 
sider the fact that at the time he was furloughed he was in the hospital sick, 
and had been sick for some time, owing to exposure and hardships to which he 
was subjected while in the line of his duty, we must regard the decision against 
claimant as technical and the case one for special relief by the action of Con- 
gress, and we therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


MRS. SUE R. JOHNSON. 


Mr. WHEELER (when Mr. Tracry’s name was called). I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 
be allowed to call up his bill when my name shall be called, and that . 
I be permitted now to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that arrangement will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call up the bill (S. 3864) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson, widow of 
Gilbert M. L. Johnson, late colonel of the Thirteenth Regiment of Indiana Cay- 
alry and brigadier-general by brevet, to the sum of $50 per month, _ 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3864) 
to increase the pension of Sue B. Johnson, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and adopt the Senate report hereto attached, and amend the bill by striking 
out the word “fifty ” after the word “of” in seventh line, and inserting in lieu 
thereof ** thirty.” 

[Senate Report No, 2461, Fiftieth Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson, have examined the same, and report: 

That all the facts and considerations bearing upon or affecting the case of the 
claimant have been fully set forth in the report of the committee of the House of 
Representatives on Invalid Pensions, which the committee adopt and make part 
of this report. The report is as follows: 

“They find that the late husband of the beneficiary of the proposed bill, Byt. 
Brig. Gen. G. M. L. Johnson, was mustered into the military service of the 
United States on or about the 5th day of October, 1961, as first lieutenant of Com- 
pany D, Second Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, was subsequently pro- 
moted to the captaincy of said company, lieutenant-colonel of the Eleventh 
Regiment Indiana Cavalry, and colonel of the Thirteenth Regiment Indiana 
TETANT, in all of which positions he was conspicuous for intelligence, zeal, and 

very. 
“ The committee further find that on the 21st of August, 1862, while serving as 
captain of his company, the said G, M, L. Johnson had his horse shot in a 
with the enemy; that his horse fell upon him, whereby Captain Johnson re- 
ceived internal injury of the lower part of the trunk, resulting immediately in 
inflammation and disease of the bowels and kidneys, and hernia in the left 
groin, necessitating the constant use of a truss. 

“The committee find further that genre these injuries, which most men 

ali 


a commissioned officer, from a line to a field officer, which latter position by his 
of him asa 


x committee find further that, after the close of the war, when, from the 
effects of the injury received in 1862 at the battle of Gallatin, Tenn., aggravated 
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and intensified by continued active pein, Breet jer-General Johnson 
found himself positively and permanently inca, for the exertion neces- 
Bary to provide for himself and family, he app for a pension, setting forth 
his claim in an affidavit which the committee desire to incorporate and 
make part of this report: 


“STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Madison, ss: 

“On this 28th day of January, A. D. 1870, nally appeared before me, 
Lewis M. Douglass, a duly authorized officer ‘of a court of record within and for 
the county and State aforesaid, Gilbert M. L. Johnson, who, being duly sworn 
according to law, declares that he is the identical Gilbert M. L, Johnson who 
was mustered in the service of the United States, under the same name, at In- 
dianapolis, Ind., on or about the 5th day of October, 1851, with the rank of first 
lieutenant Company D, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavairy, in the 
war of 1861; that he was promoted to the rank of captain in said company and 
regiment on or about the 3ist day of March, 1862; and afterwards, to wit, on or 
about the Sth day of March, 1864, lieutenant-colonel of the Eleventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry; and afterward, to wit, on or about the 20th day of 
April, 1864, to the rank of colonel of the Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Cavalry ; and to wit, on the 9th day of April, 1865, was promoted 
to the rank of brigadier-general by brevet, ‘to rank as such from the 13th day 
of March, 1865, for gallant and meritorious services during the war.’ 

“ He was mustered out of the service of the United States at Vicksburg, Miss., 
on the 18th day of November, 1865; that his personal description is as follows: 
Age, thirty-two years; height, 6 feet 1} inches; complexion, fair, hair light, eyes 
blue; that while in the service aforesaid. and in the line of his duty, he received 
the pitia bee ene at the battle of Gallatin, Tenn., on the 2ist day of August, 
1862, to wit: By the fall of his horse, which was shot, he received internal injury 
of the lower part of the trunk, resulting immediately in inflammation and dis- 
ease of the bowels and kidneys, and berasa in the iy rns which has com- 

led him to wear a truss almost ever since. He was admitted to the United 

es hospital in Nashville, where he was treated for this disability. Henever 

entirely recovered from the injuries so received, but recovered sufficiently to 

engage—not without frequent n and difficulty—in active service. Since the 

close of the war he has suff constantly, more or less, from said injuries, and 
is still compelled to wear a truss. 

“In the month of November, 1868, he was completely disabled and pros- 
trated by paralysis of right side, attended with almost total loss of speech, sight 
of right eye, and hand, and is so lame as to be almost entirely helpless. Said 
attack is said by his attending physicians to have been produced by his injuries 
received as aforesaid. 

* Declarant further swears that until recently he has had sufficient means of 
support, but is now wholly without means any kind whereon to support 
himself and family, of a wife and one and is forced to rely upon 
friends for the common needs of life. He was a resident of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
since the close of the war, engaged in business as a tobacco com! n mer- 
chant. He is now residing in Huntsville, Ala, 

“GILBERT. M. L. JOHNSON. 

* Also personally appeared De Witt C. Rugg and A. L. Wilkinson, both re- 
siding in Huntsville, State of Alabama, persons whom I certify to be respectable 
and entitled to credit, and who, bei by me duly sworn, say: Pom Cher pres- 
ent and saw Gilbert M. L. Johnson, the claimant to the foregoing aration ; 
that they have every reason to believe from the appearance of said claimant 
and their acquaintance with him that he is the identical person he represents 
himself to be, and they have no interest whatever in this claim. 

“DE WITT C. RUGG. 
“A, L. WILKINSON. 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of January, 1870, and I cer- 
tify that the contents of the foregoing declaration were fully made known and 
explained to the applicant before swearing, and that I have no interest, direct 
or indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. 

LEWIS M. DOUGLASS 


“ (SEAL. 
i J i: Judge of Probate. 

of the injury recslved hr August, 180%; on the Sin day of January, 1871, and his 

the rece on the y anuary, „ an 
widow was allowed a pension of $20 per month,and Qa ae aa ae foran 
increase of the pension because of own personal a: m and necessity, as 
set forth in the medical certificate of her Bender which the committee beg to 
incorporate with and make part part of report: 

" HUNTSVILLE, ALA., June 8, 1888. 

“Th certify that I have known Mrs, Sue B. Johnson and her hter, 
Belle B. Johnson, both’ from their eera AA that both are in poor health, the 
former having weak lungs of years’ standing, with great impairment of sight 
and hearing. One eye is almost totally blind, and the vision of the risvery 
imperfect from myopia, which has existed from early childhood. Her hearing 
is also very defective, necessitating a near approach to her with loud talking in 
order for her to understand. Some nine years since she sustained a severe fall, 
which disabled her for five or six months, and more recently, about a year or 
more ago, she was thrown from a horse and was again severely injured for some 
time. “The daughter, Belle B., is a very frail, delicate young y. and has or- 
ganic disease of the heart, which is strongly exhibited upon the slightest exer- 
tion, This trouble has existed from eariy infaney, and for a number of years 
past I have looked for rs Pa die under one of her seyere palpitations. Both 


are in feeble, delicate 
“A. R. ERSMAN, M. D. 


“This application for increase of pension was disallowed by the Commissioner 
of Pensions upon the ground that she was receiving the full pension allowed 
by the lew to her husband eseaptain, the grade he filled at the time he was in- 


ured. 

3 “In view of the fact that General Johnson continued in active service after 
incurring the injury in 1862, and that his efforts in the service of the Government 
undoubtedly aggravated his affliction, increased his disability, and hastened his 
death, the committee are fully satisfied that the pension now paid his widow for 
the disability ineurred by her late husband in the grade of eaptain is less than the 
rate of pension to which she is equitably entitled, and that the strict construc- 
tion of the law which. very properly, governs the administration of the Pension 
Bureau, forbids the allowance of her claim for an increase of pension, it is em- 
inently proper that Convress should intervene to secure her the increased pen- 
sion to which she is equitably entitled. 

“The committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that 


itdo 

After full consideration of all the facts bearing upon the application of the 
widow of this gallant soldier for an increase of pension, the committee is con- 
vinced that the claim is meritorious, and that it is one of the numerous in- 
stances in which the action of the National Legislat may properly inte 
to insure to the claimant the benefits and advan of the bounty of the V- 
ernment, of which she is deprived by the rigid application of the pension laws 
by the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Pi. committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that 

o pass, 
Mr. WHEELER (before the reading of the report was concluded). 


This report is very long. This billas passed by the Senate granted 


this lady a pension of $50 a month. It has been reported by the com- 
mittee of this House with an amendment reducing the amount to $30 
amonth. She is the widow ofa general. I ask that the further read- 
ing of the report be dispensed with. 

A MEMBER. Do you propose to make the on $50 a month? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; I ask that the bill be passed with the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the further reading of 
the report will be dispensed with. . 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike ont “‘$50 
per month ” and insert ‘* $30 per month,” was an aged to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


DANIEL M. MAULDING. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 717) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. Maulding. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel M. Maulding, late captain 
of Company H, Sixth Illinois Cavalry, at an increased rate per month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 


is hernia is not reducible. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EDWIN W. WARNER. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, I call up the bill (S. 3561) granting a 
pension to Edwin W. Warner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Edwin W. Warner, late of Com- 
pany A, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him at 
the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3561) 
granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions seis forth fully and clearly 
the facts in this case, and is therefore adopted, and the passage of the bill reconi- 


mended, 
[Senate Report No. 2276, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


Edwin W. Warner wasa private in Company A, Thirteenth a Michi- 
Infantry. He enlisted D for disabili 


oat y insanity developed since dis- 
sp j 

nt and amply suficient proof in the firstand most important 
place to show ‘hen he entered the service. 

The report of the Adjutant-General says: $ 

“Edwin W, Warner, late of Company A, Thirteenth Michi Volunteers, 
was enlisted in the Veteran Reserve Corps June 18, 1863, at Milwaukee, Wis., 
ve = years. Disability when enlisted ‘spinal irritation contracted while in 

e ce.” 

This is record and competent testimony, positively contradicting the Pension 
Office assertion that "there is no competent testimony to show that disease of 
spine was con in the service and line of duty.” Therefore if the record 
is true—and it is so accepted by the committee—and the insanity is the result 
of the spinal as the Commissioner in his letter declares, then the com- 
mittee is justified in the unqualified conclusion that spinal disease wasincurred 
in the service and line of duty, and that his present bepeless condition of in- 
eanity is aresult of spinal disease, and that both are due to his soldier life. 

Barnard Vosburg was the captain of this soldier’s com y. He is a respect- 
able resident of Kalamazoo, Mich., and testifies that Warner was a sound, 
healthy man at time of enlistment and muster-in. 

Henry E. Giddings, first sergeant of the company, swears: 

“That on or about the Ist of March to the 20th of April, 1862, they were pusb- 
ing through Kentucky and Tennessee; that at and after the battle of Shiloh they 
were without tents or blankets for about two weeks, during which time it rained 
nearly or quite every day and night, and the said Edwin W. Warner contracted 
the disease mentioned in his d pe 5 

Hyland Raymond and other old and respectable residents of Racine, Wis., tes- 
tify to their knowledge of him before and since the war, to his prior good health, 
and to the progress of his disabilities during more than twenty years. 

Dr.T n, one of the oldest and most respected citizens of Racine, testifies 
to his acquaintance with the soldier since 1556; to his prior soundness; to hin 
complete breaking down since his discharge; to his having spinal disease, im- 
paired vision, catarrh, and spinal affection. He says: 

“Dr. Walcott, United States surgeon at Milwaukee, told me he had treated 
him for spinal disease soon after his discharge.” 

Inas uent statement called for by the Pension Office Dr, Teegarten says 
Dr. Page, now deceased, treated him for his eyes, Dr. Walcott for spina dis- 
ease, and Dr. Garlpck treated him for general debility for six years fore he 
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was sent to the insane asylum, and adds that since he left the service he has 


been permanently pani and unsble to himself. 
. Gar having treated ; knew of: his suffering from spinal 
irritation, dyspepsia, ona ataenieanttans His mental condition was the most 


serious. 

‘This case has been under consideration in the Pension = since August, 
1867—over twenty years. A large amount of testimony has been filed, all of 
which is from reputable citizens of Racine, Wis., and all lof which is conclusive 
as tothe merits of the claim, Eight special examinations have been made, 
none of which have been productive of benefit or injury to the claim. One of 
the special examiners in his report says: 

“ Public sentiment in Racine is entirely. favorable to the claim, and no one 
raises a voice against it in any way. For my part I have not the sli 
doubt that it is meritorious. There has been some effort to injure the claim by 
charges of immoral practices on the part of the soldier, but they are mere hear- 
say scandal without foundation.” 

difficulty in the way of arriving ata favorable decision by the Sonson 
Office seems to be short interval lied Ka the soldier’s discharge and his 
enlistment in the Veteran Reserve Corps. In the opinion of the committee the 
resulting and ve disabilities are clearly proyen from the time of dis- 
to the development of mental irresponsibility. The record evidence of 
the War Department enemy ae “spinal irritation contracted in the service.” 
The Pension Office declares that “insanity developed since discharge, and is 
belicved to be a result of fy age disease.” The war record is correct, the Pen- 
sion Office is correct, and the case is proved. 

There can be no question as to the merits of this case, accepting the abun- 
dant testimony of numerous reputabie witnesses and the authority et the War 
Department and the Commissioner of Pensions. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LEONARD SCHAEFER. 
Mr. VANCE. Iask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12006) grant- 


ng bs pension to Leonard Schaefer. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


peal gaan SA TRIS IDA SOMAT Seggbo ae mani be, and he is au- 

thorized and directed to on the pension-roll, subject to the ns 

and limitations of the EB cog a ha Oa aE nA pg ppe 

vate in Company C, Twenty-fifth Regiment ac pacers Infantry Volunteers, 

at the rate of $10 per month, for rheumatism and gunshot wound of abdomen, 

ae of the pension he is now receiving, to commence the passage of 
act, 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12006) granting a pension to Leonard Schaefer, have nad the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following zopari: 

Leonard Schaefer is now a pensioner at the rate of $4 per month for gunshot 
wound of abdomen. He also claims pension for rheumatism, alleged to have 
been co: while under treatment for the wound at University — 
New Orleans, La., from April 17 to July 25,1863. He was from the 
service August 26, 1863. This claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau 

evidence of rheuma' 


harge 
and medical examination by the Spices gen (Mass.) board 
shows ed rotni a existence, From the evidence in the tem, iuram the 
matism was particularly severe imm: ly 
claimant patag the then confined for some time to his Seite cian crate 


oA fter a careful examination of all the evidence in the case, your committee 
are of opinion that pensioner should be rated for rheumatism as well as for the 
pay meee fa bly on the accompanying bill 


and ask thatit do pass, amended, however, out all after the word 
“ volunteer” in line7, and insert therein instead the w: “and pay him a pen- 
sion for rheumatism, 


ju addition to the pension now received for wound of ab- 
at ewe siooumend the titleof the bill by inserti , after the word “granting,” 
the words “Tan increase of” so an to read: = gran an increase of pension to 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph ofthe sapere were read and agreed to; and the bill asamended 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

FLORENCE COURTNEY COCHNOWER. 

Mr. OWEN (when Mr. VANDEVER’S name was called). The gen- 
tieman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] is ill to-night and unable to 
be here. He asked me to request that the House indulge him by per- 
mitting me to call up a bill for him in his absence. 

Mr. DOCKERY. LIhopethat will be done. Members all know that 
the gentleman from California is not in robust health and is unable 
to attend evening s-ssions. 

MEMBERS. That isright. 

‘There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Florence 
Courtney Cochnower. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence Courtney Cochnower, at 

12 per month, services in the field and as a nurse during the war 
of the rebellion. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, how does this bill come up? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been called up by unanimous consent for 
the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. FINLEY. Idid not understand the Chair as putting the re- 
quest for unanimous consent, although I was listening. This is pre- 
cisely a similar request to one which I objected to awhile ago. 

Mr, OWEN. I trust the gentleman from Kentucky will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of unanimous consent was sub- 

mitted, and the Chair heard no objection. 

Mr. FINLEY. The Chair will pardon me; but I did not hear the 
Chair put the question. 


7 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not responsible for the gentleman’s 
defect of hearing. 
The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The committee have examined the papers on file in this case, and concur in 
the Senate Tepon recommending the passage of the bill, as follows: 

“* This bill isto pension Mrs. Florence Cochnow er for services as nurse 
during the war of the rebellion, in the field and in 
the numerous testimonials filed with the committee 
ous case. In support of it we have the testimony of General Rosecrans; W.O. 

late provost-marsbal at Nashville, Tenn.; ex-Governor Palmer, “of Tili- 
under General Oe and 


; Harrison Millard, division 5 many 
peor Be There is this particular reference to her good work 
“**at the battle of Franklin, ere the carnage had reached its hei tent she was 
everywhere an angel of mercy among our wounded soldiers, bi up their 
wounds and nursing them. She subsequently herself to hundreds at 
the hospitals at Nashville, and comes to the sanitary fair introduced by 
of the highest commendation from General Thomas and connected with 


the Sanitary Commission.’ 
“Her services in conveying important information, at the risk of her life and 
liberty, were commended by General Thomas in the strongest terms. There is 
a mass of testimony in her favor which the committee do not deem it necessary 
to Sebel Se this report. 
“The is reported bre Be with an amendment striking out the word 
‘twenty-five’ and a “ twelve,’ at the end of the sixth line, with 
a recommendation that it do vate 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. SELBACH, 


Mr. WEAVER. I call up the bill (H.R. 11466) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Selbach. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


for 
disease of ears. ‘The widow's claim was airi solely on the und ee the 
disease which caused soldier's death was not attributable to his service and 
had no connection with the disease from which he died. The surgeons who 
attended him during his last illness, and who appeared to be scientific men 
and medical experts, testify as follows: 

“We are physicians, and have been uainted with said soldier 
for about seven years; P intimately nequainted with as a friend and as his 
family physician during this time. The immediate cause of his death was 

thoug! in his middle ear 


good ha 
doubt in our mind that the diseases from which said G. Selbach suffered before 
the the pneumonia were the true causes of his death, and that 
they inca him to a great extent from ee ee ee 
ness.” ed, A. Schloemiich, M. D.; W. Meacher, a 
on 


This is the only medical evidence on file in the 
cause of death, in which these doctors say that the soldier died from a slight at- 
tack of pneumonia, which in an ordinary healthy person would not have been 
serious. This clearly shows, in the opinion of your committee, that, had it not 
been for the debilitated and broken-do ndit 

by the disease 


tee, 
wn co thatthesoldier wasin, caused 
which he contracted in Army, the slight attack of pneumonia 
would not have been to cause his death. doctors ron wear 


sufficient These 

there is no doubt in their minds that the disease from which said soldiersuffered 
before the occurrence of pneumonia was the true cause of his death 
showing that at that time these medical men, as Senap veit wee 
opinion that the death of soldier was caused by the disease 
Sheng tops from which he was aullering. when a slight attack 

as they say, was the immediate cause of death, but that the deb! 

in which his system was found previous to this attack,as they say, 

no doubt in their minds caused his death, 

If what these doctors say is true—and there is no evidence on file to contra- 
dict them—it clearly esta’ es the fact in the minds of your committee that 
PeT e a O pa as it leaves no doubt in the minds of 
committee, as itdid not in the minds of these doctors, that the disease from w 

soldier suffered before the pneu 
is death; and if this is true there can be no doubt but that the claim is a mer- 
itorious one, and the committee therefore the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported te the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY GRAY. 


Mr. TRACEY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6535) grant- 
ing a pension to Gray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, —- 
thorized and directed to mother of 
Veteran Volunteers, om t 


sa 


The report (by = o E EN was read, as follows: 

The claimant, Mary Gray, is the mother of John R. Gray, late beeing in Com- 
pany I, Fifty-first New York Cavalry, who died while a prisoner of war. The 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that it was not proven 
that claimant was dependent upon the soldier for su; aupportas ee time the soidier 
died. This couclusion was arrived at, notwithstanding the fact that testimon 
of very strong charecter had been filed in the claimant's favor. There is 
tive evidence now that at present Mrs. Gray is very poor, and she is cighty-two 


years old. 
Your committee believe, without AE ac wpe the decision of the Pension 
ga favorable report, and they, 


Office, her present condition warrants 
recommend that the bill pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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MARY A, LONG. 
r a of Indiana, called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long. 
The bill was iol as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisiorsand 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of A. Long, widow of William 
W. Long, late of pany D, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and e the following report: r 

It appears that in September, 1861, William W. Long was enrolled as second 
lieutenantof Company P, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
while serving in t capacity at lumbia, Ky., he contracted measles, on or 
about the lst of December, 1861, which settled on his lungs and caused his death 
on the 28th day of March, 1875. This resulting lung trouble from the measies 
rendered him unfit for military duty, and prevented his musterinto the United 
States service. ¿ 

His widow, Mary A. Long, made application for pension on account of the 
death of her husband from the cause referred to, but the claim was rejected on 
the und that the soldier was never mustered into the United States service, 

win Vincent, who is a resident of Hiseville, Ky., and who was first lieu- 
tenant of said soldier’s company, makes the following sworn statement in the 
case: 
“STATER OF KENTUCKY, County of Clinton, ss: 

“Tn the pension claim of a A. Long, widow of William W. Long, late sec 
ond lieutenant of Company D, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry 
personally ap) before me, a clerk of the county and State aforesaid. Ed 
win Vincent, late a first lieutenant of Company D, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, whose post-office address is Hiseville, Ky, age fifty-eight 

ears, deposes and says that he was well and personally acquainted with Will- 

m W. Long: has known him for forty years, and know that prior to his en- 
tering the service he was a stout, able-bodied man, ancl was free from any dis- 
ease, and especially lung disease. 

“Affiant further states that while at Columbia, aN on or about December, 
1861, said Long contracted measles, which settled on his lungs, and grew worse 
until the day of his death, which on March 28, 1875. 

“Affiant states that he lived a neighbor to said Long, and went frequently to 
see him during his last sickness, and knows that he died of lung disease, the 


result of measles, 
“ EDWIN VINCENT, 
“First Lieutenant Company D, Fifth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


“Sworn to, ete., by 
“J. J. SIMPSON, 
“ Clerk Cumberland County Court.” 


George W. Wright and William Farr, who were members of said Long’s com- 
pany and regiment, furnished sworn statements in the case, and are, in sub- 
stance, the same as the foregoing affidavit of Lieutenant Vincent, 

In view of these facts, your committee feel that this is a meritorious claim, 
and report back the bill with a favorable recommendation, 

Amend by striking out “private” after the word “late” in the sixth line, 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
MARY H. NICHOLSON. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. I call up Senate bill 1831, granting a 


ion to Mary Heap Nicholson, and desire to have an order, which 
i send up to the Clerk to be read, recommended to the House for adop- 
tion. That is, I ask the order now made as to the House bill be ex- 
tended to the Senate bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I call attention to the fact that the gentleman 
from New York is getting somewhat mixed on this question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iam not getting mixed, as the gentle- 
man will see. I will prove to the House, I think, that I am on the 
right track. Iask the order made as to House bill 6317 in regard to 
this same pension shall apply to the Senate bill which I have called 
up. My motion is that the same order shall be extended to the Senate 
bill; that is, that the bill may be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that the same order shall be entered in reference to it 
which was entered in reference to the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill for the relief of Mary H. Nicholson. Previous question ordered; post- 
poned to May 28. 

May 26, 1888.—Postponed to June 20, 

Phare 20, 1888.—Ordered postponed to July 12, at 8o’clock p. m.; thirty minutes’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The order which has just been read does not re- 
late to the bill called up by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. If the Chair will indulge me for a mo- 
ment, I ask that the bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Heap Nicholson be reported to the House, with the recommendation 
that the same order be entered as to it; that is, that the order which 
was postponed to May 28, and on May 26 postponed to June 20, and 
on June 20, 1888, postponed to July 12, at 8 o’clock p. m., with thirty 
minutes for debate, shall be extended to the Sénate bill, or, in other 
words, that the Senate bill shall be substituted for the House bill, and 
that that order shall apply to the Senate bill as it now applies to the 
House bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This committee can not dictate to the House what 
course it will take. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. But it can make a recommendation to 
the House as to the course it will take. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It can do so, of course, as to this bill, but not as 
to any other. We can not make such an order concerning a bill not 
before the committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. It has been done, and an order of the 
same kind has been made as to a similar bill, as I have shown. 

The CHAIRMAN. But when that order was made it was made in 
reference to a bill under consideration by the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. An order could be made in the nature of a recom- 
mendation to the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. That is just what Iam asking. The 
order in reference to the bill (H. R. 6317) for the relief of Mary H. 
Nicholson, whereby the previous question was ordered and thirty min- 
utes’ debate allowed, I move shall be extended to this Senate bill 1831. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This committee can make a recommendation in 
reference to the bill now before it, but it can not enter any order in 
reference to a bill which is now in the House. The pointI wish to 
make is that we can not recommend what shall be done with regard 
to a bill not on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York to the fact that these bills have been already considered in 
the committee, as I am informed by the Clerk, and an order made with 
reference to both of them. Hence any action we take now in commit- 
tee would be of no avail with regard to them. They are in the House 
and on the Calendar of unfinished business. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I was not aware that any order had 
been made with reference to this bill S. 1831. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will find it on the Calendar of un- 
finished business. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Very well, then; I would prefer to have 
it in that position, as I understand when the previous question has 
been ordered on it it is privileged. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct, 


BENJAMIN E. SNYDER. 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, called up the bill (H. R. 10780) for 
the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacied, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin E. Snyder, late of Com- 
pany L, Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10780) for the relief of Beujamin E. Snyder, have examined the same, and submit 
the following report: 

Benjamin E. SpydefSwas a private in Company L, Fifth Regiment New York 
Heavy Artillery; was enrolled on the 25th day of August, 1864, and the regi- 
mental return for Oetober, 1864, reports him a recruit from depot, joined Octo- 
ber 12, 1864, absent on detatched duty March and April, 1885, and mustered out 
with company June 26, 1565. 

Soon after his arrival at Harper's Ferry, Maryland Heights, in the month of 
October, 1864, where the company of which he was a member was under mfli- 
tary drill, he was one of eight men in attendance on a heavy si piece, it be- 
ing his first drill with eannon. He had at that time no inatraetiona as to his 
manner of standing at the discharge of a gun, and on the first discharge was 
standing squarely upon his feet in an upright condition, whereas he should, 
have been instructed by the officer in charge to relax the muscles of his legs, 
stoop, or partially kneel, The result of the first discharge and the position he 
rig eg nooner: the was deafened by the concussion and thrown violently 

e ground. 

He concealed his deafness as far as possible from his comrades, for fear, as he 
claims, that he would be laughed at for his ignorance. 

The regiment to which he belonged was recruited about 100 miles from his’ 
home, and he joined his company unacquainted, and at the time of this accident 
knew but partially, ifat all, the members of the squad who were under drill 
with him. Consequently he does not remember their names and ean not securé 
their evidence, though he has searched diligently for members of his company 
who might remember the circumstances of this first drill, 

His hearing is shown to have been good before and at the time of entering 
the service, but immediately on his return from his short term of duty, it is 
shown, by good and reliable witnesses, that he was quite deaf, and he re- 
mained so ever since, 

Claimant swears that he was compelled to Rive oes former occupation on 
account of his deafness. This statement is su ed by another witness. 

Claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because claimant could not fi 
evidence that said disability originated in service. His hearing is shown to 
have been good before and very bad immediately after his service, and he rea- 
sonably accounts for his loss o aranak in service and line of duty, It is also 
well known that the branch of service this soldier was in—the artillery—is the 
frequent cause of deafness of a more or less aggravated character. When, too, 
a party enters the military service physically sound, and immediately after dis- 
charge therefrom he is shown to be diseased, the natural and legal inference, in 
the absence of evidence to the contrary, is that his disease was contracted in the. 
service and line of duty. 

We therefore believe that the bill to pension this soldier should be passed, and 
so recommend, 3 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES SCHULER. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I now ask considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R, 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place upon the paion-roll, at $18 per month, the name of Charles 
Sceutalle- aa binyalauity insopartiateds BUEZ es tha veretalana oF the pendon 

an in , su ons 
laws, nad pay the same te hie lawfully constituted gusrdian. 


1889. 
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The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11923) nting a pension to Charles Schuler, submit the following report: 
The beneficiary under the bill wasa member of Company K, Fourth Minne- 
sota Infantry, and served during the larger of the war. The evidence sub- 
mitted to your committee shows that the claimant is now suffering from paraly- 
sis agitans to such a degree as tobe mentally and physically in tai 
from the performance of any labor. He has never made any application for a 
a his mental condition has been such for many years that he could 
not doso. 
It is shown that he was a sound, healthy man when he went into the service; 
that he served long and faithfully; that he participated in the battles before 
Vicksburg, and soon after hada long and severe sickness; that he left the Army 
broken down physically, with symptoms of the disease which is now afflicting 
him. Heis now utterly destitute and is supported by those upon whom he has 
no legal claim. These facts are fully established by the evidence of Hon. J. L. 
MAacponaLp, M. O., F. E. Du Toits, F. Grimes, and Dr. John A. McDonald. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HANNAH M’KEE. 


Mr. WICKHAM called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6886) 
n a ion to Hannah McKee. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah McKee, 
mother of John H. McKee, late of Company F, Twelfth ment Indiana 
Volunteers; Joseph A. McKee, late of Company I, Fifteenth 
Volunteer ergs Se B. McKee, late of Battery A, Fourth United States 
ees and Op! a NeKee, late of Company D, Fourth Ohio Volunteer 

try, 


ment Ohio 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Your committee do not believe that they can any better bring to the knowl- 
edge of the House the merits of this case than to give the statement made by 
the claimant in her petition, as follows: 


"I had four sons enlisted in the war, as follows: Joseph A. McKee, ema 
I, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; John H. McKee, Company F, 

welfth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; Ossian H. McK 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; and George B. McKee, Battery A, Fourth 
United States Artillery. I claim the war to have been the breaking up of my 
family of bo: Those four sons whom I had reared almost to manhood and 
whom alone Í could look to for su rtin my old days weretaken from me. John 
H. McKee fell a victim to heart while in his country's service, and lies 
buried near Bowling Green, Ky. Joseph A. McKee went West, and I do not 
know to-day whether he is dead or alive, 

“Ossian H. McKee was madea cri pple for life by a bullet received in his left 
elbow at Chancellorsville, and wh could never'be extracted. Geo: B. 
McKee was shot through the foot, being also rendered a cripple for life, having 
Rerecicated in seventeen lar en, ments, as recorded on the back of his 

ischarge, which included Antietam, ericksburgh, and Ge! burgh. These 
sons, whether married or single, were the only persons I could ever expect to 
look to for my support, and the fact of their having married has debarred me 
heretofore from obtaining any relief under existing pension laws, although they 
have long since filled untimely graves from wounds and diseases contracted 
while engaged in the cause of freedom. The boys all having left home I can 
safely attribute as partly the cause of my husband’s death, who died in 1862. 

“I can say, further, that although I have always been very poor I never was 
the one to receive aid, nor did lever make application to the township trustees, 
who had a fund for the relief of such cases as mine at the time of the war, and 
it is now only in an extreme case of necessity that I appeal for aid from the 
hands of this (so-called) animous Government for important services ren- 
dered in the darkest hour of our country’s ry. The war being a great sac- 
rifice to me, I feel it all the more as I become older and more infirm. 

“I also suffered a loss from fire by having a good house burned while the war 
was in progress, on which there was no insurance, which I do not believe ever 
would have happened had my boys been at home at the time. 

“ After the war not one of my sons ever returned to live with me, Iam now 
(March 21, 1888) in my ete i tes year and in very poor health and circum- 
stance«, and it may be that I will be a burden only for a short time, if allowed 
relief from the hands of your honorable committee. The a is only a 
plain and unvarnished statement of my case as it stands, and for which I 


answer to God, a Ait Mok” 


It can not be doubted that the war destroyed the support which the applicant 
would otherwise have had in her old age. She has no means of support and no 
daughter,and has scant assistance from a remaining son, who, although kind and 
willing, is himself poor and burdened with a family of his own. This patriotic 
woman laid all her wel upon the altar of her country's salvation. 
country do less, in the day of its restoration and prosperity, than to afford the 
pittance named during the few years that remain to her? 

The committee recommend the following amendment: Strike out “ Opian,” 
in line 9, and insert “Ossian ;” also 
the rate of $30 per month,” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were sree 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


STERNE H. FOWLER. 


Mr. WILKINSON called up for consideration the bill (S. 2924) to 
increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it «nacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


. Company D, Fourth 


add to the end of the bill the words “ at 


to. 
with 


thorized and directed to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler to $16 per 
month, subject to the 2 see 2 and limitations of the pension laws, in lieu of 
the pension now paii him. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2924) granting 
an increase of pension to Sterne H. Fowler, have considered t 
port jt back to the House recommending its passage. 

Your committee have had before them the pasos on file in the pension claim, 
and have also considered the testimony filed immediately before them, and the 
statement of facts in the report of the Committee on Pensions are cor- 
rectly as follows: 

“(Senate Report No. 1821, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“The claimant served in the war with Mexico during its whole duration as 


© same, and re- 


regular 
three years, 
in 
ted 
ul 
J resid 
256254. 
rge 
hi 
shall 
that 


lieutenant in 


same, 

“He isnow seventy-six years old, broken down, unfitted forlabor of any kind, 
according to the testimony submitted to us, both lay and medical. He was 

resent and commanded a company at the battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la 
on the 8th and 9th of May, 1846; alsoat Monterey. He wasalso actively 

at the si and capture of Vera Cruz, and was brevetted as captain 
and major successively for ¢ and meritorious conduct in the es of 
Churubusco and Molino del Rey. 

“In 1862, residing at the time in Minnesota, he served as liceutenant-colonel of 
volunteers and as acting assistant adjutant-general upon the staff of General 
Sibley in the war inst the Sioux Indians until the close of hostilities. He 
now es in Ri ond County, Dakota. His wife is sixty-eight years old 
and a helpless invalid. Both are very poor, without means of support, except 
the pension of $8 per month now drawn by him under the Mexican pension law. 

“We think this pension. under the peculiar circumstances of the case, ought 
to be increased. e therefore recommend the of the bill, with the fol- 
lowing amendments: In the fifth line of the bill fill the blank before the word 
‘dollars’ with the word ‘sixteen,’ and insert the words ‘in lieu of the pension 
now paid him’ after the word ‘laws’ in the sixth line of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CATHARINE MUTZ. 


Mr. ADAMS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7123) for 
the relief of Catharine Mutz. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Catharine Mutz, widow of Max Mutz, late of Com- 
pany H,Sixth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. z 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as fullows: 


i = Soa oai have considered this case, and find from the evidence the fol- 
owing facts: 

Catharine Matz is the widow of Max Mutz, late a private in Company H, Sixth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery; an applicant for widow's pension, No. 


en, 


Max Mutz enlisted in Company H, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery, August 
1, 1863, for three years, and was honorably discharged August 24, 1865. 

The soldier contracted lung, kidney, and bladder disease while in the service; 
he entered the soldiers’ home in Chicago November 19, 1865, and suffered with 
lung, kidney, and bladder disease from year to year until 28, 1875, when 
he died from bladder and kidney disease. 

The widow’s claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office February 
28, 1884, on the ground of there being no record in War Department of 
soldier's fatal disease, and claimant being unable to furnish testimony of the in- 
currence of same in the service. 

The widow has been unable to find an officer or comrade who served with 
her husband who could ve yea to the origin of soldier's disabilities in the 
service, but she has furnished the testimony of two fellow-workmen of soldier, 
who have testified that they saw soldier when he first came home from the Army 
in July, 1865, at which time he had a bad cough and kidney trouble; that he 
entered the soldiers’ home at Chicago, where he remained for six weeks; 
subsequently and at different times he worked in a lumber-yard with them, but 
could not work more than every other day, and sometimes not for days ata 
time, on account of his cough and kidney trouble; that this condition of things 
lasted until his death, in 1875. 

Dr. R. C. Hamill, the president of the soldiers’ home in Chicago, has testified 
that Max Mutz was admitted to the home November, 1865, and that the books 
show that on November 19, 1865, he an attack of pneumonia, and again in 
December, 1865, the books show soldier was treated for disability. 

There is no doubt but that soldier's disabilities, which caused his death, were 
contracted in the service. The widow isan old esas woman, suffering with 
rheumatism, and unable at the present time to earn a living by washing and 
scrubbing, as in former years. 

The death of the soldier we think is reasonably traceable to his army service; 
and therefore the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. ADAMS. There seems to be a clerical error in this bill, by the 
omission of the words ‘‘ of the Interior” after the word ‘‘ Secretary,” 
in the third line. I move therefore that the bill be amended so as to 
read, ‘‘ That the Secretary of the Interior,” etc. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ESTER GAVEN. 


Mr. YODER called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12303) grant- 
ing a pension to Ester Gaven. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
nsion-roll the name of aven, mother of 
Bernard Gaven, late private in maar wore fi D, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, subject to the pro and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Esther Gaven is the mother of Bernard Gaven, a — of Company D, 
Seventy-first mn ey ty Ohio Volunteer Infantry, now deceased. This depend- 
ent mother appl. for a pension on account of her son’s death, having been the 
result of disease contracted by him while in the service and in line of duty. By 
the papers on file in the Pension De ment and by the records in the Su: 
General's Office the fact that the soldier was sound and free from any d 

when he entered the service and that he contracted the disease which she al- 

was the cause of his death has been clearly established. 

e only question involved in this case, and the reason for its rejection in the 
Pension Department, is the fact that there is no direct evidence on file to prove 


directed to place upon the 


le 


no 
he fact that Mrs. Gaven 
support, is clearly establ e 
broken-down in health, and has 
If she does not obtain this relief, which, in the opinion 


rane domi- 
Government owes to her, she will soon be an inmate o 


an alms- 


1706 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


The record also shows that her son was a brave 


nal knowledge of 

Se cas ts pe esti, teak madi tn LOANO would be impossible 
for her to furnish the link in the testimony. The priest of her church 
and prominent citizens of the community in which she lives have interested 


case, 
to plainly prove the 


ishing necessary 

prosecute ension Department, which is true, and after an un- 
ceasing effort by those who are now supporting her and who have taken a great 
interest in her If, it is clearly demonstrated to renep ree gr that she can 
never furnish the necessary vits. Your committees is of the opinion that 
this is one of the cases wherein special legislation is peculiarly demanded, and 
that it isa case of merit, and unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is now getting quite late, and perhaps we had 
better rise in order to be able to pass the bills which have been con- 
sidered in committee, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Let us go on alittle further. I havea 
bill here I want to call up. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I move that the committee do now rise. It will 
take the time from now until the hour of adjournment to pass the bills 
which have been considered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY Y reported that the Co Committee of the 
Whole Honseon the Private Calendar had had under consideration the 
special order and had directed him to report back to the House sundry 
bills with various recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 
House bills of the following titles withoutamendment were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 
eea R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess; 
H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


Abi 
ty; 

A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. 10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 8801) gran 9 prnsion £o Willian Togan; 

A bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 

À bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 

A bill (H. R 10701) granting a pension to avin cy Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed; 
eee ee 7) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 

aulding; 

rer Tao oe 

A bi 6535) granting a pension to Mary y; 

A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder; 


A bill (H. R. 11923) a pension to Charles Schuler; and 
A bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven. 
HOUSE BILIS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments to House bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (HL R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 
Kearn 


. 11993) granting a pension to May A. wee 
[Rk Eon ting a pension to Hannah McKee; 
or the relief of Catharine Mutz; and 


SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, were severally ordered to a third reading; and 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (8. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

A bill fs 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould; 


A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Hayworth; 
A bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner; 


A bill (S. 1459 ing an increase of ion to Florence 
oe) ang pension Courtney 


wer 
A bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler. 
SENATE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 
Amendments reported to Senate bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered toa third 
and y read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson; and 
A bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson. 
ABBY J. SLOCUM. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the hill 
(S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum, with the 
recommendation that the previous question be ordered on the third 
reading and passage of the bill, and that it be postponed until Friday 


me SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] does not object to making that $30 a month by amendment, 
and I move that the bill be amended by striking out ‘‘fifty’’? and in- 
serting ‘‘thirty.’”’ 

The SPEAKER pro ace nee If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be agreed to 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills had been passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY E. WALKER, M. D. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SAWYER] heretofore made an adverse report on the Senate bill 1041, 
granting a pension to Mary E. Walker, M. D., and it was laid on the 
table. He asks unanimous consent that it be placed on the Calendar. 
If there is no objection it will be done. 

GEORGE COLWELL. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
aan the bill (H. R. TIDE] SANE ATDS SE panion Se George 
Colw 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. That the Secretaryof the Interior is authorized and he is 

Eigh! i toinaresse tho an A aa oer re a a AAO 
aael per month, in lieuof the pension Sivad by hit. 

Ce pro ee Is there objection to the consideration 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the report ought to be read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the report. 

Mr. KILGORE (to Mr. HOLMAN). Does the report recommend an 
pen sige epee Ae A A 19 twenty-five dollars per 
month? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itdoes. The report was made by Mr. GALLINGER, 
and it is a meritorious case. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


Colwell served as private in Compan; IEAA 
diana pom Trig from August 10, 1862, to se dope pany Fy Ei While on byad duty 


as in any way connected with the 
The evidence shows that the bite was 


menttherefor nearly three months, ever thereafter the was weak. In 
September, as. tha wound agate opened a j pen tery eyed Sosteransenll 
months, The wound from the d geo ia deser the surgeons as about 4, 
aS S O anieeahy who sae aa e d 

formed from tne to time after ages are mde my 
troun tts the aeons cicatrices from ankle to knee. the injury im 1885 


was or was not a direct or a E n a A teens snaar hintere 
demonstrated, but, in view of the fact that the leg was greatly weakened ron 
the arm injury, its measurement being considerably less than its fellow mem- 
ber, as shown by the examination, it may be safely assumed that the former was 
at least indirectly connected with the latter. 

Again, it may be held from a medical stand that the slight injury in 
1885 would not have resulted in the serious di lity now existing but for the 
partially diseased condition of the leg due to the military service. ‘The last ex- 
amination shows almost complete anchylosis of knee-joint and patena, there 


50 to thigh, 
inches. Walks on toes, with aid ofa cane. 

Your committee are of opinion thatthe relief asked forsbould be granted, and 
therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass 
amended, however, by striking out the word “fifty,” in line 6, and sametiing 
therein instead the word “twenty-five. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


1889. 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


LOUISA PROVOST. 


Mr. GALLINGER obtained unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (S. 1884) granting a pension to Louisa Provost. 
The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Provost, widow of Peter 
Provost, late a pt} pee in Company B, Seventeenth Vermont. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the report, This is a meritorious case. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1854) 

F ting a pension to Louisa Provost, having considered the same, report as 

follows: 

This is a Senate bill, the report in the case being as follows: 

“ The soldier rendered brave and efficient service for some two yos, durin 
which time, at the battle of Spottsylvania, he was severely wounded in the le! 
ankle by a shell and taken prisoner. He remained a perone for about three 
months and was then exchanged, This wound never ed, and for it he was 
pensioned until his death, which occurred in 1882, 

“The only question in the case is whether the wound was the cause of death, 
It appears from the statement of his attending caw gre Dr. Fisk, of Roxbury, 
Vt., a regular practitioner in good standing, t thirty-six hours before his 
death he found the soldier in a cram and Sone oe condition, sufferin; 
great pain from the wo: foot, which was greatly swollen and inflamed. 
ae that the wound was ragged and dark-colored, with symptoms of mor- 

cation. All these symptoms continued to grow worse until his death, The 
inflammation in the bowels became specially vated, and the cause of his 
death is spoken of as inflammation of the bowels. We can see no reason to 
question the opinion of his attending physician that the wound was the direct 
cause of inflam: on and death. 

Not be fully satisfied with the Senate report, your committee carefully 

papers on file in the Pension Office in this case, 

The certificate of the attending ph 
man, is something of a curiosity, paper to intelli- 


gently determine the real facts in the case. It does ap , however, that the 

wound was a very ugly one; that on the day of suldier’s death it was ter- 

Fun Agape and painful, and the presumption is that it was the cause of 
eat 


As the bill is for a widow in needy circumstances, 
the benefit of whatever doubt there may be in the case, and report the 
favorably and recommend its passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (at 10 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


cian, evidently written by an ignorant 
it is difficult frota that = 4” 


your committee e her 
back 


“PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


_ Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 12525) granting a pension to 
William S. Truax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12526) granting a pension to the 
widow of William A. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12527) to increase the 
pension of John Corlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 12528) for the relief of Mary B. T. Ran- 
dolph, A. M. Randolph, Beverly Randolph, B. M. Randolph, and E. C. 
Turner, of Fauquier County, Virginia, and W. F. Randolph, of Wash- 
ington County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R, 12529) granting a pension 
to Jesse Webb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 12530) grantinga pension to Fran- 
cis A. Parrott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3594, Knights 
of Labor, of Trenton, N. J., against the passage of the free-ship bill— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Michigan Maimed Soldiers’ League, in favor of House 
bills Nos. 4339 and 4356—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of Henry Hinch and others, citizens of New 
York City, as to immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
in relation to the establishment of fish-hatching honses—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers in the case of Freeland Harton—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

a By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of citizens of Gentry County, Missouri, 
asking that duties on sugar be abolished—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of Susan Brown, of Culpeper 


stem and of Fleet Cox, of Stafford County, Virginia, for referenceof 
clai 


their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition forreference of claim of ElizaS. Hensbrough and others, 
heirs of George Smith, of Culpeper County, Virginia, to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper in the war claim of John Grasty, of Orange County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of Ann~Victoria Noland, of Madison 
Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Memorial of the executive commit- 
tee of the Universal Peace Union, urging Congress to use efforts to have 
Great Britain settle its difficulties with Venezuela by arbitration—to 
the Committtee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of farmers of Bufort, N. Y., for the 
passage of pure lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of farmers of Croghan, N. Y., for protection to agri- 
culture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of J. W. Jones and others, presenting 
grievances of homestead settlers on the abandoned Fort Ellis military 
reservation in Montana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of citizens of Clarksville, Va., for repeal of 
the tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BLISS: Of 1,245. citizens of New York. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of 1,201 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of 51 citizens of the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LONG: Of Lodge No. 64, Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars, of West Brookfield, Mass, 

By Mr. WARNER (by request): Of citizens of Windsor, Mo. 


The following petitions, praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BIGGS: Of T. W. Lincoln and 111 others, of Amador 
County, California, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of 64 citizens of Mercer County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. BURNETT (by request): Of 50 citizens of Medway, Mass. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of 51 citizens of Sugar Creek, Wis. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of 52 citizens of Powell, Ohio; of 51 citizens of 
Delaware, Ohio. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of 24 citizens of Cuyahoga Fails, Ohio. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of 36 citizens of East Haven, Conn. 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 32 citizens of Swedesborough, N. J. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 21 gitizens of Rahway, N. J. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of 54 citizens of Red Lake Falls, and of 26 citi- 
zens of Hancock, Minn. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of 33 citizens of Melbourne, and of 17 citizens of 
Lunenburgh, Ark. 

By Mr. RICE: Of 144 citizens of Minneapolis, Minn. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of 20 citizens of Orange, Mass. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of 107 citizens of Newington, Conn. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of 85 citizens. of Athol, and of 72 
citizens of Huntington, Mass. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 9, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the credentials 
of Matr W. Ransom, chosen by the Legislature of North Carolina a 


Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. i z 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH, WIS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. forwarding a letter of the 
Acting Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department stating that 
a further appropriation of $1,600 will be required in order to substi- 
tute oak finish for white-pine finish in the court-house, post-office, ete., 
at Oshkosh, Wis.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore prezented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas, favoring a bounty upon domestic sugar; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 148 citizens of the State of 
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Illinois, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of Andrew Green 
and 17 others (5 voters and 13 women), citizens of Ellerslie, Md., 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 
all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington Territory, remonstrating against the passage of the hill 
introduced by Mr. BUTLER, authorizing the county commissioners of 
Whitman County, Washington Territory, to issue bonds for the pur- 
pose of building a court-house and jail, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of North Abington, Mass., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Colfax, Wash., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of C. M. Bell and 90 others 
(18 voters and 73 women), citizens of Carson, Nev., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of A. B. Sanford and 80 others 
(52 voters and 29 women), citizens of Greenwich, Conn., praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of E. J. Christian 
and 25 others (11 voters and 15 women), citizens of Portland, Ark., 
praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The petition presented by me yesterday from 
the Republican State central committee of Louisiana, requesting an 
investigation of the late election in that State, was laid upon the table. 
I ask that it may be taken from the table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm anagieement with the 
Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, . 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Sampson 
and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin Tex., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SABIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3918) pem to the Duluth and Winnipeg Rail- 
way Company the right of way through the Leech Lake and White 
Earth Indian reservations, in the State of Minnesota, reported it with 
an amendment, . 

Mr. SABIN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3919) granting to the St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the 
White Earth Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to report it 
with amendments and ask that the bill as amended be substituted-for 
the House bill, which isa duplicate, and the amendments incorporated 
therein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota that there is a House bill on the same subject on 
the Calendar? 

Pr SABIN. A House bill that came to the Senate this morning, I 
ink. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill to which the Senator from 
Minnesota alludes was yesterday laid before the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. Howse, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

-He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers and Brown, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred the 


amendment by Mr. TELLER on the 8th instant, to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill, providing for the construction of a Gov- 
ernment trout-breeding and distributing station in Lake County, Col- 
orado, reported it without amendment, and moved its reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8356) to confer jurisdiction upon 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan 
against the United States, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands 
patented to certain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Mon- 
tana Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3941) to amend section 354 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3942) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3943) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lemuel Faulkner; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3944) granting a pension to Ju- 
liet Opie H. Ayres; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3945) to correct the record of George 
G. Wilder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3946) to remove the charge of desertion 
from John Chase; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3947) granting a pension to Mary 
E. H. Ottiwell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 3948) 
respecting maritime contracts; which was read twice by its title, and, 
yin the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. COLQUITT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding; 

A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. 6886 ting a pension to Hannah McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 

A bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 
Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 

A bill R. 10780) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

10780) for the relief of Benjamine E. Snyder; 

10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed; 
10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 

11300) granting a pension to George H. B à 
11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; 
11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 
R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams; 

ill (H. R. Toas granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright; 
bill (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler; 
bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 
bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; 

bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 


er; 
bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 
well; 
bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 
bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Geraghty; and 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


. 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ing bills: 


A bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Florence Courtney Cochnower; 

A bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

A bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler; 

A bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D, Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner; 

A bill (S. 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way across the Fort Custer military reservation, Mon- 
tana; 

A bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould; and 

A bill (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic 
coast at or near the mouth of St. George River, Maine. 

The m further announced that the House had agreed to the 


‘resolution of the Senate of January 11, directing the manner of en- 


rollment of the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposi- 
tion of useless papers in the Executive Departments. ` 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. 8. Horton upon the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny; and 

A bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers in Tennessee. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of a T to Abby J. Slocum; 

A bill (8. 3428) granting a pension to Thompson; and 

A bill (8. 3864) to increase the pension of M Mrs. Sue B. Johnson, 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate resume the consideration of 
Order of Business 203, Senate bill 270, being the Indian Territory court 
bill which was up yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Missouri moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of a hill, the title of which will be reported. 

The Cater CLERK. A bill (S. 270) to establish a United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other pur 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there are two bills pending upon this 
subject. One of themis the bill to which I have alluded, and the other 
is House bill 1874, Calendar No, 1001. I will ask that they both be 
considered together, as the subject-matter is the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the other bill named by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern districts of Texas, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that these bills may be simultaneously considered before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Before anything farther is done I ask leave to make a 
statement in regard to the condition of these bills, so that the Senate 
can proceed with a full understanding of the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been taken up by 
vote of the Senate, the Senator from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, on February 1, 1888, by direction of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I reported Senate bill 270, Calendar No. 
203, which provides for the establishment of a United States court in 
the Indian Territory at the town of Muscogee, with jurisdiction over 
all criminal matters within that Territory and with ample provision 
for all the machinery of a United States court. 

Pending the consideration of that bill, after it was put upon the 
Calendar, the House of Representatives passed and sent to us House 
bill 1874, which provides also for the establishment of a United States 
court in the Indian ‘Territory, but with a limited jurisdiction, much 
less than that provided in Senate bill 270, and which provides also 
that certain counties in the State of Texas shall become a portion of 
this judicial district, these counties being specified in the bill. 

To that bill, House bill 1874, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] proposes an amendment, which is also pending. That amend- 
ment establishes a court in the Indian Territory, annexes certain coun- 
ties in the State of Texas to that court, and enlarges the criminal juris- 
diction of the court, extending it toa number of crimes and felonies 
which are not now punishable in the Indian Territory. 

This is a brief outline of the condition of the bills at the present time. 
The Committee on the Judiciary reported back House bill 1874 with 
the Senate bill as an amendment, striking out all of the House bill 


and substituting in lieu thereof the Senate bill which was read yester- 
day. 

Mr. PLATT. The same bill? 

Mr. VEST. The same bill which was reported by the Judiciary 
Committee unanimously, with one exception, the Senator from Texas 
[ Mr. Coxe] not entirely opposing the bill, but not agreeing to support 
it in the Senate if he should see proper to do otherwise. 

That is the condition of the matter now as it stands before the Sen- 
ate, and what the Judiciary Committee recommend is that all of the 
House bill be stricken out and the Senate bill substituted for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri proposes 
to amend as follows—— 

Mr. BERRY. That was read, I think, yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr, JonES] had already moved an amendment 
which was in substance House bill 1874, which is the pending question 
and will accomplish the same p Sa od as that desired by the Senator 
from Missouri. aR 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The 2 amendment I propose is not in sub- 
stance the House bill. 

Mr. VEST. It is not the same, 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas was to the Senate bill which was under consideration yesterday. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The situation is this: The House bill is 
before us for consideration. The Judiciary Committee propose to amend 
by striking out all after the enacting clause of the House bill and in- 
serting the bill which they reported. I propose to amend their amend- 
ment by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting what 
I sent yesterday to the desk to be read. 

These are separate and distinct propositions; one is the House bill; 
another the report of the Judiciary Committee as a substitute for it; 
and then my own amendment as a substitute for the substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That there may be no confasion 
then, the Chair will announce that the bill whose title will be stated 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom Missouri moves to 
amend by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the 
substance of the bill (S. 270) to establish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. The Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JoNES] now moves to amend the amendment by striking out the 
amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary and inserting what was 
read yesterday. The question is onthe amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the number of the original bill? 

Mr. VEST. The Senate bill is No. 270. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I can briefly state the 
reasons why I insist upon the adoption of the amendment which I 
offered rather than the bill proposed by the Judiciary Committee. 

The evil sought to be remedied by these bills is the practical denial 
of justice at Fort Smith on account of that court being overran with 
business, From the beginning to the end of the year the jail is all the 
time full of people who are brought from the Indian country to that 
town for trial. 

If the bill proposed by the Judiciary Committee should be enacted 
into law there would simply be a transfer of this court from Fort Smith 
to Muscogee in the Indian Territory, and there would be no lightening 
of the work, no lessening of the number of cases to be tried in that 
court below the number now tried at Fort Smith; but, on the contrary, 
if I understand the full purport of the bill, the number of cases will be 
larger to be tried in the newly-established court in the Indian country 
than is now tried at Fort Smith. 

This bill, then, disappoints the purposes for which the movement was 
in the first ‘place commenced, and that of itself would be a sufficient 
reason why it should not be passed i in the shape it is. 

The proposition which I submit to the Senate is to establish a court 
in the Indian Territory with a limited jurisdiction, not with the full 
jurisdiction intended by the Judiciary Committee. I propose, in see- 
tion 5 of the substitute which I offer, to provide— 

That the court hereby established shall haye exclusive criminal jurisdiction 
of all offenses against the laws of the United States committed within the In- 
dian Territory, except cases of rape, murder, manslaughter, assault with intent 


to kill, arson, robbery, burglary and horse or mule stealing, and other crimes 
punishable by imprisoment at hard labor. 


This is the criminal jurisdiction which I propose to confer upon that 
court. Iam unwilling, to begin, toestablish the very first court that we 
undertake to establish in that country with absolute and full jurisdic- 
tion over all criminal offenses. Establish this court of comparatively 
limited jurisdiction at first; let that be tried, and then in the course 
of a few years, if it shall appear to Congress and to the people that 
that court is able to enforce the law in all cases and in regard to all 
grades of offense within its jurisdiction, it will be well enough then 
to invest the court with complete and entire jurisdiction. I submit 


that it is not prudent, that it is not wise to establish the first court we 
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organize in the Indian Territory with the fullest jurisdiction now ex- 
ercised by Federal courts anywhere. 

Mr. PLATT. May Linquire for information, what mattersarisingin 
the Indian Territory would that leave for the court at Fort Smith to 
continue te entertain? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It would leave matters of rape, murder, 
manslaughter, and crimes punishable by hard labor in the penitentiary. 
This would of course have the effect of relieving the court at Fort 
Smith of a very large number of cases, and that court, without being 
compelled to sit the whole year through, might have some hope of dis- 
posing of its docket. 

I this as a matter of such grave consequence that I say frankly 
that I would not have to the consideration of this bill now if I 
had not been morally, yes, absolutely, sure that the proposition of the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senatecan not become alaw. I hope, how- 
ever, that by securing a free conference between the members of the 
Judiciary Committees of the two Houses some solution of this question 
may be arrived at which will be alike just to the Indians and to the 
courts in the States surrounding that country. ‘I believe it is a matter 
of great consequence to the advancement of thefive civilized tribes that 
there shall be established in that country immediately a United States 
court; but I believe that itis of the greatest consequence that that court 
should be one of limited jurisdiction, and that we should not go to the 
full extent of conferring the greatest judicial powers upon this court 
in the first instance. 

We all know that the courts of the Indian country, those which 
now exist there, are subject to criticism. It is claimed that they are 
not able to enforce their orders, or to enforce justice to the extent that 
it is enforced in more intelligent communities. 

For these reasons, without attempting to enter into an elaborate 
argument, I respectfully submit to the Senate that the amendment 
which I in the nature of a substitute for the bill proposed by 
the Judiciary Committee is more prudent and cautious and more 
likely to accomplish Lag to the Indians and to the white people than 
the proposed bill of Judiciary Committee, which I believe, so far 


from good to the Indians, will absolutely retard the progress of 
the Indians, and will set back any hope of establishing a court in that 
country which ean enforce its decrees and com respect many 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. May I be permitted to ask a question of the Senator 
from Arkansas who has just addressed the Senate, before he takes his 
seat? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. What objection is there in the mind of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs] to giving this court full jurisdiction, or 
jurisdiction over cases of murder, rape, etc.? The Senator did not 
clearly state, or if he did I did not apprehend, what evil he thinks 
would flow from that, nor why a court established in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, with judges appointed in the usual manner, can not as well dis- 

of such cases in Indian Territory as the court at Fort Smith. 
Faia not hear him state that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I will state my reasons; and I am 
- obliged to the Senator from Connecticut for asking me what they are. 
I intimated in the beginning of my remarks that one primary diffi- 
culty was in the way. As I said, one of the many pu! intended 
to be reached by the passage of such a bill at all was to relieve the 
court at Fort Smith of work which it is physically impossible for one 
court to dispose of. If you establish one court at Muscogee, with the 
full jurisdiction conferred by the bill proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, you are es a court with a largér jurisdiction than 
the court at Fort Smith now has, and if the court at Fort Smith can 
not di of the business before it now, the court at Musco- 
gee be very much less able to accomplish it, because the docket 
will be very much larger. 

So, then, if we are to undertake to establish a court, as suggested by 
the Judiciary Committee, it seems to me te be an absolute necessity 
that instead of making one court you should establish two, because it 
will require two courts to dispose of the business originating there. 
That is one of my difficulties, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, may I—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Ifthe Senator will allow me to answer 
on the other point I have in my mind, I shall hear him presently. I 
will say frankly to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] thatin 
the state of society in the Indian country it isa question of juries. 
We know how the public feeling is in that country. We know of the 
old feuds that remind one of the times of the Highlanders in Scotland. 
We know the difficulties in undertaking to punish men who stand 

igh and are influential in the community There isa doubt in my 
d whether you will be able to get juries in the court which can be 
relied upon to enforce rigidly the orders of the court and to enforce jus- 
tice in every case, I believe from my observation of the country that 
it is making very great progress, and while these are entitled to 
commendation for what they have already accomplished, and while 
they have accomplished a deal, I do believe from my observation 
of those people that it would be an unsafe experiment to try to organ- 
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ize a court there, and to select juries from the country for the trial of 
the graver offenses, 

Now I will answer the Senator from Massachusetis any question he 
may wish to ask, 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave not had time to study these bills, I want to 
know what jurisdiction is left to the court at Fort Smith if the Senate 
bill should be adopted. - 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. None whatever. 

Mr. DAWES. Is that removed? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Absolutely. 

Mr. DAWES. Absolutely removed into the Indian country? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is my understanding of it. - 

Mr. DAWES. To what district, then, will the counties of Arkansas 
that now belong to that district be attached ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. - The business in the State of Arkansas 
would remain just as it is. I meant that all the jurisdiction of the 
court there in the Indian country would be removed from the court at 
Fort Smith to the proposed court at Muscogee. : ` 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill does not abolish the court in Arkansas, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It does not abolish the court, but frans- 
fers the jurisdiction in Indian matters. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Indian jurisdiction of the court at Fort Smith, 
Ark., is transferred to a new court in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the court in the Indian Territory would have 
all the Indian business, if I may give it that title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. That court at Fort Smith now has jurisdiction over 
those parts of the Indian Territory that are proposed by the House bill 
to be put under the court at Wichita and the court in Texas. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. DAWES. Then will it not have more business than the court 
at Fort Smith now has? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I think very largely more. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not want to occupy the Senator’s time, but the 
condition of things at the present time is deplorable for many reasons, 
The first is that the court at Fort Smith has more than can possibly 
be done with a disposition upon the part of everybody connected with 
it to the duties faithfully, as I have no doubt isa T 
characterization of the work of that court. Yet the amount of busi- 
ness to be done there is so great that it is impossible to have it done 
with that care and circumspection which is due to the gravity of the 
cases there. When I was there not long since there were nine men un- 
der sentence of death to be executed in a few days, anda few days ago 
in the ne was an account of the sentence to death of six men 
at another time, the result of six different trials; and the court is held 
= every working day in the year, There must be some remedy for 
that. 

Besides, the taking of the offenders from the interior and western 
part of the Indian Territory clear across the Territory to Fort Smith, V 
and taking along with them the witnesses who are to the 
proper investigation of the cases, amounts in practice to a denial of jus- 
tice as it is now. Men will shut thei: eyes when offenses are commit- 
ted lest they be taken away from their business and taken off 200 or 
300 miles to Fort Smith to appear before a grand jury and then go back 
to their homes and return again when the case comes up for trial a 
month or two months afterwards, to be put off perhaps on some motion 
that may be made on the part of the defendant or on the part of the 
Government, and subjected to the ruin of their business with no com- 
eng that will pay for the trayel or support them while they are 

ere. 

Now, I have great trouble about this Senate bill, whether the condi- 
tion of things in the Territory is such that one court can perform all 
the business there. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
has evidently given this question a good deal of consideration, whether 
or not it would be competent for a man to be selected to sit as a grand 
or petit juryman in that court who is not a citizen of the United States ? 

Mr. DAWES. There are a good many qu>stions connected with the 
subject. One is Shag (FINE by the Senator from South Carolina. If the 
court is held in the Indian Territory the juries must largely be com- 

of Indians. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who are not citizens of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not weil enough informed to know what kind of 
a court practically that will be. I have great faith, however, in the 
processes of education that come out of contact with the administration 
of justice, in the beneficial effect of witnessing on the part of these more 
or less civilized Indians, day by day, the administration of the law. 
There is a great benefit from that. But the point is whether they are 
ready at this moment to inaugurate a court with all its machinery, in- 
cluding the jury, which is a very To porany pan at it, for it would bea 
mockery of justice to try men for their lives re anything but a com- 
petent jury. I know there are those who went down with me to that 
country who think it safe. My distinguished friend from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] is firmly of the conviction that such a jury as that is 
safe, if I understand him t. 

The importance of this bill can not be magnified. I hold myself 
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guilty in undertaking to say anything about it when I know not enough 
about it to give any suggestion to anybody else, but I have been hold- 
ing back because the Committee on the Judiciary has taken jurisdiction, 
properly enough, of this matter, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the contest between the Senator from 
Missouri and my colleague, or rather the difference between the bills 
presented by each, is in reference to the amount of jurisdiction that 
shall be conferred upon the new court to be established in the Indian 
Territory. At this time the court at Fort,Smith, Ark., has jurisdic- 
tion over a Jarge portion of that Territory; some of the jurisdiction be- 
longs to the district court in Northern Texas and some to the district 

” court at Wichita, Kans. 

The bill of the Senator from Missouri proposes to take that entire 
jurisdiction, including felonies and misdemeanors, and to confer it upon 
a new court to be established at Muscogee. The bill goes into effect, 
as I understand it, at once, and this court must begin immediately at 

‘a small town in the Creek Nation. There is no court-house there, no 
jail for the confinement of prisoners, no arrangements whatever to hold 
any court at thé “town of Muscogee, and yet to-day there are not less 
than one hundred prisoners-from the Indian Territory in the jail at 
Fort Smith, and I think there is scarcely ever less than that number 
confined there. 

Neither my colleague nor myself has any objection whatever to the 
establishment of a court in the Indian Territory for the trial of mis- 
demeanors and civil causes. We think that it ought to be established, 
but we do object at this time to giving it jurisdiction of the felonies 
committed within that Territory. I will state the principal one of all 
the objections. There are many objections to it, but in order that I 
may detain the Senate only a short time I will merely state the princi- 
pal objection. 

It is that under the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee it is 
proposed to take the jury commissioners and the jurors for the trial of 
all these offenses from the Indian Territory, making all those compe- 
tent and qualified jurors who can understand the proceedings of the 
court in the English |]; While there are good men and intelli- 
gent Indians in the nation, it is well known to most of the Senators on 
this floor, at least it is to all the Western Senators, that in the Indian 
Territory there are many men of bad character, men who have escaped 
from the States, who have acquired citizenship there by various means, 
who are wholly incompetent and disqualified for jury duty in any State 
in this Union and would not be allowed to sit upon a jury. 

It is known, in addition to that, that in the Indian Territory, and 
especially in the Cherokee country, as my colleague alluded tothe fact, 
feuds can be found existing dating back for forty years; and it is also 
a well-known fact that in a contest between those parties where the 
crime of murder has been committed it is utterly impossible to find a 
jury in the Territory that would convict a party who had either money 
or influence to back him. This statement is justified by the fact that 
the ‘Indian courts now have exclusive jurisdiction over crimes where 
both parties connected with it are Indians and citizens of the Indian 
Territory. Yet it has been said, and if I am not mistaken it was said 
by the judge of the United States court in his charge to the grand jury, 
that no man for years past, although there had been numerous murders 
committed in that Territory, had been convicted in the Indian courts 
of the Territory where he had any influence or money to back him. 

Now, it is proposed to transfer this entire jurisdiction which now 
requires the court at Fort Smith to sit every day in the year from 8 
o’clock in the morning until 5 in the evening, sometimes until 9and 10, 
to transfer all those prisoners, not lessthan one hundred now, many of 
them charged with murder, a great many of them charged with rape, rob- 
bery, and every other felony known to the statute, to transfer those 
eases, and for such crimes as that, to a small town in the Cherokee 
Nation, having no facilities whatever, either for the confinement of 
prisoners or the holding of a court. 

Not less than two years ago the of the United States passed 
an act appropriating $100,000 to build a court-house at Fort Smith in 
order to accommodate that court with this large jurisdiction. In ad- 
dition to that they appropriated $50,000 more to build a jail for the 
express of confining the prisoners who come from the Chero- 
kee Nation. The jurisdiction of that court, so far as it extends to 
crimes that are committed in Arkansas, amounts to nothing. It would 
not require the court twenty days in the year to do all the business 
that would come from the State of Arkansas. 

The substitute in effect simply takes away the entire jurisdictio 
that-.is now controlled by the court, so far as the Indian Territory is 
concerned. That court has been established at Fort Smith and Van 
Buren for the period, I think, of forty or fifty years. There has never 
been any complaint that the laws were not administered faithfully, and 
fairly, and honestly, and that crimes were punished in the nation. 

Therefore, as I said awhile ago, we are anxious to have this court es- 
tablished with civil jurisdiction. We are perfectly willing to have all 
misdemeanors tried there, so that we may see whether the law can be 
enforced by the appointment of jurors who can be had in that Terri- 
tory in misdemeanor cases, and we are anxious also that civil jurisdic- 
tion shall be conferred upon that court, because that is almost an ab- 
solute necessity. That will make the experiment. Then it can be 


seen how it will work, and if necessary hereafter the felonies can be 
transferred also. 


But to take the substitute of the Senator from Missouri, which trans- 
fers the jurisdiction of the court at once and without delay to a place 
that has no facilities whatever, every one who is familiar with the na- 
tion and with the Indian character there knows how difficult it will 
be to convict any man of a serious crime there, and it seems to me it 
would be to invite murder and every other character of crime in the 
Indian Territory, and that no man’s life would be safe. 

Then why should the court be taken there? The place of Muscogee 
is but a little more convenient to a large part of the jurisdiction of the 
court than the city of Fort Smith. A railroad now runs from Fort 
Smith or Van Buren to Fort Gibson, which is near Muscogee, and by 
reason of that railroad and other railroads, so far as accommodating 
the suitors and witnesses in a large portion of that Territory is con- 
cerned, itis equally as convenient to reach Fort Smith as to reach 
M 


uscogee. ja 
It seems to me that every consideration shapld ingus the Senate to 
and hesitate before they establish a court in thst country with 
that character of jurors, and thereby invite the commission of crime 
which has already been too prevalent throughout that nation, and 
would have been much greater but for the fear of the punishment that 
is inflicted by the court at Fort Smith. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the argumentsof the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, in my judgment, are conclusive as to the inexpediency and 
impolicy of establishing the court in the Indian Territory in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Senate substitute for the House bill, 
The crowded condition of the court at Fort Smith, the great number 
of prisoners there, the inability of the court to do the business that 
goes into it from the Indian Territory, show with equal conclusiveness 
that some sort of relief is demanded. 

In my judgment the bill as passed by the House of Representatives, 
which divides the jurisdiction of the Indian Territory between Fort 
Smith on one side and Denison and Paris, Tex., on the other, meets 
exactly the requirements of the case. The mileage for witnesses and 
for officers traveling over the Indian Territory from near the Texas 
borders to Fort Smith isimmense, The expense is great. The 
division proposed by the bill as passed by the House, giving jurisdic- 
tion from a certain line in the Indian Territory to Denison, and from a 
certain other line to Paris, Tex., and giving the remainder of the juris- 
diction to Fort Smith, will not increase the expense in any respect, 
but will decrease very greatly the immense distances that have to be 
traveled now by officers and witnesses and parties in attending the 
Fort Smith court. 

I believe with the Senator from Arkansas that the court should not 
now be established in the Indian Territory. Ido not believe that a 
court should be established there with powers to adjudicate the rights 
of white people until that Territory has erected over it a Territorial 
government and is more directly under the laws and customs of the 
Government of the United States in its judicial proceedings than it 
would be with the court established as by the Senate substi- 
tute for the House bill. I believe it will be a matter of regret, if the 
substitute is adopted, that it was ever done. Those people are not in 
a condition for such a court. The rights of the people of the United 
States which exist now or may hereafter exist in that Territory and 
to be litigated should not be submitted to such a jurisdiction. 

If those people are fit now for the exercise of that sort of jurisdiction 
it is time that they were prepared for the exercise of it by the erection 
of a Territorial governmentover them. Until that is done they should 
not be intrusted with any such jurisdiction, and the great distance of 
Fort Smith from a large portion of that Territory suggests that the ju- 
risdiction should be divided between that court and courts in Texas 
near to the Indian Territory border as provided in the House bill. 

The bill prepared in the House with great care and passed there, 
which is here for consideration now, and for which the Senate commit- 
tee has offered a substitute, is, in my judgment, the best solution of the 
whole question. I therefore shall vote for the bill as passed by the 
House and against the substitute of the Senate committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill passed by the House of Representa- 
tives wos an intensification of the existing law of extraditing every- 
body who did anything supposed to be an offense in this large region 
of country, some of the persons, depending upon where you happened 
to find them, to be sent to Texas, others to Kansas, and others to Ar- 
kansas. It was a bill of centrifugal extradition, whirling them around 
and dropping them into one State or the other as the case might be. 
That was the scheme. It would tend undoubtedly to increase the at- 
tendance of people at the court in the State of Kansas where these of- 
fenses are to be tried, and to enhance the value of hotel property there 
on account of there being more visitors. It would have the same ef- 
fect, I suspect, at Paris, in the State of Texas, which was another 
place of revolving jurisdiction, te whip out a lot of people to that 
country, and a still heavier effect in whirling them down to the Arkan- 
sas River, where Fort Smith is situated. 

The Committee on the Judiciary thought, inasmuch as confessed 
evils in the administration of justice outside of the region where theac- 
cusations were made or the offenses were committed were great, that 


1712 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 9, 


if it were possible to move the august majesty of a court of the United 
States with a visible presence into the heart of that Territory and estab- 
lish there a reign of administrative law, everybody could see and the 
offender could feel, in the neighborhood of the place where the offense 
was committed or all to have been committed, that it would bea 
great advancement in the administration of justiceanda great advance- 
ment in the social good order of the community over which it was to 
exercise itspowers. Thecommittee thought (perhaps they were wrong) 
that it was the very principle I have last stated and that very practice 
which make social order, respect for law, and the administration of 
justice most valuable in the States and districts all over this Union 
where the administrative justice of the United States is exercised. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it disturb the Senator to answer a question 
just now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notat all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam in entire sympathy with the bill as reported 
by the Senator’s committee, and its objects, and I concur entirely in 
the views that the,Scenztor has just expressed, but it bas to 
me in g ovér the measure that there may be some difficulty in 
the organization of the court and in the trial of cases, in the matter of 
selecting jurymen. I see the substitute provides in section 8— 

That all proceedings in said court shall be had in the English language; and 
bona fide male residents of the Indian Territory, over twenty-one years of age, 
and understanding the English language sufficiently to compreenda the pro- 
ceedings of the court, shall be competent to serve as jurors in said court, but 


shall be subject to exemptions and challenges as provided by law in regard to 
jurors in the district court for the western district of Arkansas. 


I find in section 18 provision is made that where the defendants shall 
be citizens of the United States jurors shall be selected from the ad- 
joining districts of the States, I, as I said, am not only not opposed to 
the measure, but I am in favor of it. However, it occurred to methat 
there might be some difficulty in getting proper jurymen, for I find in 
the Revised Statutes, section 800, page 150, the following provision: 

Jurors to serve in the courts of the United States, in each State respectively, 
shall have the same qualifications, subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained, and be entitled to the same exemptions, as jurors in the highest court 
of law in such State may have and be entitled to at the time when such jurors 
for service in the courts of the United States are summoned, ete. 

I should be very glad to be informed by the Senator from Vermont, if 
he has thought of that aspect of it, whether an Indian who is not a 
citizen of the United States can be made a competent juryman. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was coming to that of the measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he was about 
to take his seat and I wanted to call his attention to that feature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was coming to that part after I should have en- 
deavored, as briefly as possible, to have Senators who do me the honor to 
listen to me understand the fundamental principle upon which the 
committee thought the measure ought to proceed. I have stated it, 
and I believe every Senator will acknowledge the force of it; whether 
applicable here or not it ought to be, if it can be. 

ving said that, I now come to what is really all there is left of 
the question of any possible objection to undertaking the institution 
of this court, and that is the one that is stated by the Senator from 
South Carolina. There will be undoubtedly a difficulty in respect of 
the obtaining of such jurors asin any one of the States, in suits or prose- 
cutions between or against citizens of those States, are usually obtained, 
for the reason that the development of social order, of cultivation, of 
education, of respect for law, of general information, has not gone so 
far in that Territory as it has in South Carolina, or Texas, or Vermont, 
or Missouri, or in any other of the States of the Union. But the peo- 
ple there, just like all other communities everywhere, even at the very 
origin of the jury trial, will get a jury of peers; and that is all we felt 
we could do, to start, as we thought, on an experiment that would tend 
to diminish crime and to build up social order and respect for law. 

If it happens that the whole body of the people in the Indian Terri- 
tory will not have as good a selection of juries as can be found in gen- 
eral in any one of the States of the Union, they will have a selection 
of juries that bear the same relation to the body of the people that 
they do in the best cultivated State there is in the Union; and that 
is the best that you can do if you are to have a jury taken from the re- 
gion where the offense is alleged to have been committed. 

. Myr. BUTLER. I did not mean to imply in the question I put that 

competent jurors might not be procured in the Indian Territory. I 
have no doubt that jurors quite as competent can be secured there as 
in many of the States. It was not upon that point that I had doubt, 
but whether an Indian, not being a citizen of the United States, can be 
made a juryman in a United States court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the second branch of the general ques- 
tion of my friend that I was just about to speak upon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt that jurymen quite as competent 
can be selected in the Indian country asin many of the States, because 
they have trial by jury there now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not quite so clear about that as my friend 
from South Carolina is. I think I should rather prefer to be tried by a 
jury of Vermont or South Carolina—on the average, understand—than 

a jury selected in the Indian country. I would a good deal rather 
be tried by a jury of Vermont or of South Carolina or of any one of the 


older States than by a jury selected in the Territory of Arizona. But 
if I were one of the pop of Arizona and heart and part in their civil- 
ization, or want of it, if I were a peer there, I should not think that I 
had a right to complain if I were tried by a body of men who were just 
like me and engaged in the same pursuits. Thatis the theory of jury 
trial, and that is fair play. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Ishould like toask the Senator from Ver- 
mont if he thinks that line of argument applies to Utah? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does. If I were a polygamous Mor- 
mon in Utah I should want to be tried by a jury of polygamous Mor- 
mons. If I werea gentile I should want to be tried by a jury of gen- 
tiles, I am quite sure. So my principle applies everywhere; but as 
Falstaff or somebody said, it is a question of the application of it. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator if it is a ques- 
tion to be submitted to the man to be tried whom he is to be tried by? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, In every jurisprudence that I know anythin 
about that bears a semblance to jury trial the man who is to be tried 
has the largest voice in the selection of the persons who aré to be his 
jurors, by a process of algebraic equation in cutting onè “ ©" ** 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think that does not apply to Utah, 
however, or to the Mormons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does. The right of challenge in Utah 
exists exactly as it does in Arkansas and Vermont and every where else. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. The right to sit on juries does not seem 
to be the same there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is exactly the same. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the Senator from Massachusetts has the cross- 
examination for the present. 

Mr. BERRY. When he gets through with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont one question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from Vermont yields to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to get a little insight into this matter as to 
whether it is exactly the right test that the men who constitute the 


jury to try a man shall be the peers of the man who is to be tried. 
What is meant by the word ‘‘peer?’? Does it mean r in moral 
qualities, or peer in intelligence, or peer in respect for the law and re- 


gard for its o ance? I knew a penal code prepared once for a re- 
formatory institution and then it was submitted for approval to the 
inmates, and it did not work at all. 

I think that the question whether a man isa peer does not mean 
whether he is just such a sort of man as the one who is to be tried. It 
means something broader than that; and my trouble is whether that 
idea of a peer to try a man can be applied as yet in the Indian Terri- 
tory. I agree to everything the Senator from Vermont has said about 
the purpose of the proposed law, and I agree with him in stating that 
the only question is whether the condition of things in the Territory 
is such as to justify this measure. The bill of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee is, in my opinion, infinitely better than all the rest if a safe court, 
such as must be a United States court, can be carried on with the ma- 
terial which is in the Indian Territory. You can not import into the 
Indian Territory jurymen. They must be taken from the vicinage. 
They must be, as the Senator from Vermont says, largely just such 
people as the man to be tried. Iam not prepared to say that that con- 
dition of things exists. Ido not know but that it does exist. If it 
does, I am for the Judiciary Committee’s bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question of my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts is somewhat voluminous, I must confess, but I believe 
the pith of it, stripping it of the flounces and furbelows of rhetoric 
and dissertation, to be, what is apeer? which was, I suppose, an un- 
fortunate expression that I used on account of my boyish Saag of 
the common Jaw. What is a peer in the sense of a ju ? Very 
likely I am wrong, but I had se that a peer, as the old charter 
of liberties obtained from King John by the barons provided, was the 
equal of the man accused, belonging to the same legal station in so- 
ciety, and if the accused be innocent and upright and the victim of a 
false accusation, having the same interests in the welfare of society, 
the prevention of crime and the punishment of it, and the protection 
of liberty that the accused man should haveif he wereinnocent; and—— 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask my friend to just give me leave to answer 
his question before he begins again. And if he was not innocent, but 
was guilty, the trial of his peers would be a trial by the men who had 
with him, as acommon member of the same society, the duty of per- 
forming the same responsibilities and abstaining from the same crimes 
that by law rested upon the man accused. That is what I understand 
by a peer. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I supposed it was, until the Senator 
said that if he were a polygamous Mormon he would want to be tried 
by a jury each member of which was a polygamous Mormon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say that he was my peer. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said so much in that connection that it 
led me to inquire whether I had not been mistaken. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. The point was as to an accused man, particu- 
larly if he were guilty, how he would like to have the jury composed. 
I confess that if I were a chicken thief I should be glad to be tried by 
a jury of chicken thieves, IfI were a traitor, I should be glad to be 
tried by a jury of traitors. If I were a polygamist and were accused 
of polygamy, í should be glad to be tried by polygamists. If I were 
a public enemy, abetting any foreign nation in making war on the 
United States, and had to be tried for that, I should be glad to have 
subjects of that nation on the jury and none of the citizens of my 
country. That is my go. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator is not advocating the Judiciary 
Committee bill on any such ground as that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. I am going to tell my friend the 
ground I am advocating it on, if he will give me leave. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator is not advocating it on that ground, 
he does not meet the question whether there can be a proper jury had 
in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that; and the reason why I can not meet 
it is the fact that my friend will not give me time before he interrupts 
me again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont declines 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; Ido not do that, but I will answer my 
friend’s question if he will only give me an opportunity to do it. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator, while he is answering it, be kind 
enough to tell what he used the illustration for if he did not suppose 
it applied to the case? - 

Mr. BUTLER. He used it by way of parenthesis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It applied to the argument of my distinguished 
friend, which I admit had no application to the case. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to make an inquiry for the Senator to 
answer in the course of his argument. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Arkansas will pardon me at 
this moment, because I have not, as my friend from Massachusetts 
feels, answered the real point. I will proceed to do that, and after- 
wards hear my friend from Arkansas, 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I will state to my friend from Massachu- 
setts the serious question which exists in the practical application of 
this bill. The principle of it I suppose everybody will agree to be 
right. The question is whether the state of society there is such 
as that a jury trial can be fairly and reasonably well carried out. 
That is the point. The committee from its information and belief 
thought that in respect of the trial of crimes and controversies which 
- arose between residents of that Territory a jury could be obtained, 
with the increasing and very considerate population there, of respect- 
able and intelligent ns who were permanent residents in that 
region in the vicinity of the place, whose interest and motive would be 
for thé preservation of order and the*punishment of crime always by 
the processes of fair play and according to the truth. That is what we 
thought; we think so still; and we have believed that the class of cases 
Iam now speaking of, which arise out of offenses committed in that 
Territory, among the residents of that Territory, can be tried by juries 
that will be just as fair, and, I am inclined to say, if I can do so with- 
out certainly meaning any disrespect to juries at Fort Smith, with as 
good a hope of justice and impartiality as can be found at Fort Smith, 
in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will pardon me one moment more, 
as what I am about to say will illustrate the last remark I have made, 
the state of things at Fort Smith had got to be such that in the very 
last session of this Congress the Judiciary Committee, on the urgent 
and very just request of the Senators from Arkansas and others who 
were acquainted with it, found that the number of convictions for even 
capital offenses, saying nothing about the others, at Fort Smith was 
simply prodigious; that it seemed to be very rare (that is my recollec- 
tion, though I do not say now that our friends from Arkansas stated 
that; I am stating my own impression) that the doubt was solved in 
favor of the prisoner, but he was hurried in from a hundred miles, or 
2CO or 350, as it might be, but very few of his own witnesses could get 
there at all, the expenses were so great; and on a one-sided case the 
juries would convict either from prejudice or from the fact that counter- 
evidence was not brought in. I make no criticism upon them in that 
respect, So executive intervention following the judgments of the court 
upon these convictions by the juries had to be appealed to and applied 
for over and over again with a frequency that was perfectly startling. 
Accordingly the Judiciary Committee, with the full concurrence and 
assistance of my friends from Ar reported a bill to provide for 
giving people convicted in that way (and of course we had to make it 
universal) a right to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
in short order, and to mitigate that apparently very great evil of the 
danger to human life in the trial of causes at Fort Smith in Arkansas, 

That undoubtedly is a misfortune of the situation. That misfortune 
the committee think will be largely diminished, ameliorated, if not 
entirely removed, by carrying the visible and practical administration 
of justice in the form of a court of the United States into the heart of 
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the Territory, where witnesses are near by and where impartiality 
would be certainly quite as likely to be exercised as in these cases of 
real extradition for trial. That ii: what we thought. It is an experi- 
ment, it must be confessed. No new thing is begun that is not an ex- 
periment. Perhaps it will fail. I hope it will not. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator answer my question now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. BERRY. This bill in the general qualifications for jurors does 
not even require them to becitizens of the United States. It provides, 
however, that in exceptional cases, where the defendant isa citizen 
of the United States, a jury may be summoned from the adjoining 
States and he shall be tried by citizens of the United States. If when 
citizens are passing through the Indian Territory, traveling upon a 
railroad train, a murder should be committed, a train should be derailed 
and wrecked by some lawless Indian, I ask the Senator if he believes 
that justice would be administered, and that Indians, citizens of that 
Territory, would be punished in the same way that they would be 
punished at Fort Smith for an offense of that kind? 3 

That is one question that I desired to ask. The second proposition 
is in regard to convictions that have been had at Fort Smith, in which 
the Senator seems to reflect upon the juries of Arkansas. I think 
there has never been any complaint on account of the juries. I will 
not say that no man has ever been hung there who should not have 
been hanged. I do not know. That court is presided over by an 
eminent judge, a Republican in politics, a man of ability and charac- 
ter. If there is any complaint about too many convictions, it can not 
lie at the door of the juries of the State of Arkansas, as the judge has 
fall control of their verdicts. 

But the question that I especially wanted the Senator to answer was, 
if he thought there would be the same security for the life of citizens 
of the United States passing through the Territory or having business 
there who are to be tried only by Indian juries or juries made up of 
refugees from other States who have acquired citizenship there, refu- 
gees from justice in many cases? I ask him if life or property would 
be more secure there than it is at this time when they have the fear of 
the punishment that comes rom fthe court at Fort Smith hanging over 
them? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I think the fear of the offenders as to justice would 
be just as great in respect of the United States court held at Muscogee 
as it would in respect of the United States court held at Fort Smith. 

Mr. BERRY. With Indian juries? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam coming to that. It is one of my misfor- 
tunes that I can only say one thing ata time. I think that the respect 
for the court and the fear of punishment as it regards the nature of 
the court, if the offender knew that the judge, and the marshal, and 
the clerk, and the district attorney, and all the phernalia of im- 
mediate pursuit, of immediate arrest, of immediate exploration and 
the finding of witnesses and his being brought up forthwith for a pre- 
liminary hearing and everything made secure for his impartial trial 
somewhere, would be greater than it would if he thought the hand of 
justice was 300 miles away. That is what I think as to that. 

Now, as to the jury, I think, if Iam right in what I have said in re- 
ply to the Senator from Massachusetts, that the chance (if you can 
use the word “‘chance”’ in regard to the administration of justice) of a 
just verdict in the case of destroying a railroad train, occasioning the 
loss of human life, would be just as great of a conviction by a jury 
of residents of that Territory impaneled at M as it would be 
of a jury of residents impaneled at Fort Smith, Ark.; for I believe, and 
that is our information, that the great body of that people (and by 
‘‘ people” I include the Indian who is not acitizen of the United States, 
and that is why we use the word ‘‘resident,’? and the citizen of the 
United States, whois a resident) are so imbued with the desire for that 
very public order which they know, if they are capa of reflection at 
all, is as necessary to them as it is to everybody else, that if the over- 
throwing of a railway train by a malicious person was to occur, they 
would be just as eager to punish him, if the case were proved, as a jury 
in the State of Vermont would be. Otherwise we ought to have a 
more arbitrary or Russian government there; and one single man, as 
of the times of fiye hundred years ago, to be the master of the whole 
situation, should be the person to hear and try, determine and convict 
everybody accused of crime, But we have found in human experience 
that that is not the best way for justice after all. 

Therefore, it appeared to the committee, because I do not wish to 
spin out the time, after the most careful consideration we could give 
to it, that this experiment, as it is an experiment, is a hopeful one, 
and that it promises, so far as our foresight can go, most beneficial 
results. 


Mr. BERRY. Why not try it on all misdemeanors and civil cases 

ae see how it works on those, and then try it on felonies after- 
? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amount of business which is 
transacted and intended to be transacted at Fort Smith is such as to 
show the necessity of a division of the business which is returnable at 
that court. The cost to litigants in going a great distance to reach the 
court in civil cases, the cost to the Government and to defendants in 
going so great a distance to attend trials, the expense entailed by the 
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bringing of witnesses and parties to trial, are so great as to show the 
necessity of a transfer of a part of this business to another court. 

The question recurs, where is that jurisdiction to be located and how 

? The Senate Judiciary Committee’s bill proposes to estab- 
lish a court in the Indian Territory with very large jurisdiction. It 
raises the question as to whether we can safely expect that juries can 
be impaneled and trials be had intelligently and fairly in such a court. 

The bill as passed by the House proposes to divide this jurisdiction 
by attaching a part of the Choctaw country to the eastern district of 
Texas, and providing for a court at Paris, on the immediate border of 
that country. It proposes to take another part of the Territory, the 
western part, the part of the Chickasaw country, and attach it to the 
northern district of Texas, with a court to be held at Denison, imme- 
diately on the border. A railroad passes through the Choctaw country 
to Paris, and a railroad passes through the Chickasaw country to Den- 
ison, so that communication is easy. 

This would leave the eastern part of the Territory, with its business 
returnable to Fort Smith, to be disposed of as now. The southern part 
of the Territory would have its business returnable to Paris, immedi- 
ately on the border. The southwestern part of the Territory would 
have its business returnable to Denison, immediately on the border. 
This would accommodate the business that is required to be accommo- 
dated, greatly reducing the cost of the conveyance of witnesses and 

ies to these several courts, greatly reducing the cost of litigation 

to the Government and to ordinary litigants, and perenni the 

place of trial where there would be no doubt about the obtaining of in- 
telligent juries. 

It would save the expense of a new judge, of a new marshal, of a 
new clerk. However, the latter is mostly a matter of fees, butit would 
Save the expense of a new judicial district, accommodating the litiga- 
tion in districts now in existence without additional cost to the Gov- 
ernment, reducing the cost of conveying prisoners to the place of trial, 
reducing the cost to parties of attending the place of trial, and placing 
these people within reasonable and convenient distance of the places at 
which trials are to be had, and avoiding the danger of conferring juris- 
diction on a court wholly within the Territory, as is proposed by the 
Senate substitute, among a people not deemed so far capable of self- 

ent as to be under even a Territorial form of government. 

“It is suggested that to organize a court within the Indian Territory 
will have its educational advantages and a moral influence by show- 
ing to those people how justice is administered, the agencies by which 
it is administered, and give them the benefit of witnessing trials in 
the Territory. Of course all this is very desirable. I recognize that 
the trials at nisi prius are great instrumentalities of education among 
the people of this country and Great Britain; but, Mr. President, be- 
fore we enter upon that experiment it ought to be with a people that 
are at least capable of being organized into a Territorial form of gov- 
ernment. 

Those familiar with that country know that there are some very in- 
telligent people, mixed-bloods mainly, in these nations. The great 
body of them, however, are pure-bloods, and out of the pure-bloods I 
suppose it would be almost impossible to find a single man qualified 
with intelligence to perform the duties of ajuryman. It would be 
almost impossible to find one that could speak the English language 
or understand it when spoken. Isee that these bills contemplate that 
the proceedings of the court shal] be in the English language. Among 
the fall-blood Indians this would be all a dull mummery. They 
would have no conception of what was on unless an interpreter 
was employed to make known to them what was done. 

So it seems to me it is too great a risk on a speculative idea of edu- 
cating these people into a capacity for self-government to establish a 
court within the Territory; and besides, consider the location of the 
court at Fort Smith, the one at Paris, and the one at Denison, and then 
take the location at the place where it is proposed to locate a court in 
the Territory, and the people are as near to these several jurisdictions 
as they would be to that particular jurisdiction. So, then, in point of 
convenience to litigants, in point of saving expense, the House bill has 
an advantage over the Senate bill and over the bill presented by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. 

I thought, leaving out the ive questions that arise in this 
case, I would call attention to practical facts: In the first place, 
the necessity of a new jurisdiction there; in the second place, the dan- 
ger of locating a court among such people to be administered by the 
aid of jurymen who neither understand our laws, our language, nor our 
customs; and in the next place, the relief which the House bill would 
give to litigants and to the Government in the saving of and 
travel, and the placing of the courts sufficiently convenient to these 
several persons. 

For these reasons I trust that the Senate substitute may not be 
adopted for the House bill. 

. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is asubject in which I have felt 
a very great interest for several years. I had the honor of being a 
member of the committee of this body which went down to the Indian 
Territory and made a thorough inspection of the civilization of the five 
civilized tribes—that was three 


years ago—and published a report in 
three volumes, which are here, containing a vast amount of evidence 


in connection with this topic. Amongst other things that committee 
have incorporated most of the general laws and the constitutions of these 
different Indian tribes that have adopted any constitution. The Chick- 
asaws and the Choctaws and the Creeks and the Cherokees have each 
of them, I know, constitutions. The Seminoles have a written consti- 
tution also, but it is more declaratory of principles than an arran 
ment of civil government. This committee made a report after due 
investigation of the condition of those tribes of Indians, and if they have 
correctly presented the facts more has been done for the civilization of 
those five tribes within a period of thirty or forty years than has been 
done for any set of men in the world, and nearly the whole of it has 
been the work of their own hands. They have adopted in their con- 
stitutions forms of government that belong to the States of the Ameri- 
can Union, and they are very elaborate and very complete. 

Some of these constitutions were adopted as far back as 1839, and 
contain the express AR serpy that the right of trial by jury shall 
exist; and it is a right that is practiced in each of these tribes and has 
been now for more than thirty years. Justice is administered within 
the civilized tribes in their courts just as well as it is in Dallas County, 
Alabama, where I reside, and they have a better constituency there for 
the purpose of selecting jurors in the Creek or Cherokee or Choctaw or 
Chickasaw Nation than we have got in Dallas County, Alabama; and 
yet we have a very enlightened white population there—perhaps there 
is not any in p: ion to numbers that can excel them—but we have 
in Dallas County, Alabama, about 35,000 negroes to about 9,000 white 
people; and our jurors, grand and petit, are drawn from the body of 
the people of the county without respect to color or any other thing ex- 
cept the personal qualifications of the jurors. 

I have tried many cases before juries mixed and juries almost, if not 
entirely, composed of negroes, and I have found that we have got intel- 
ligent verdicts because we have had the ate portion of that pop- 
ulation to putin thejury-box. Thelawis y administered 
in respect of the selection of the individual who shall become a grand 
juror or a petit juror, but they are not more careful there than they 
are in the Indian country; neither is the practice more successful in 
getting good juries in Alabama than it is amongst the different tribes 
of these five civilized nations. 

I have found thatthe jury system and admitting negroes to the juries 
in the State of Alabama has, in my opinion at least, been the very 
greatest civilizer that has ever been adopted, and I have seen no occa- 
sion to complain of the administration of justice there through the ne- 
gro juries. 

These people ont in the five tribes have been progressing in their civ- 
ilization, as I have remarked before, with a rapidity that is unexam- 
pled, and one of the best agencies that they have ever found at all in 
the development of a high order of civilization—for it is both high and 
Christian—has been the jury system. We know—I know, at least— 
that amongst the full-blooded Indians out there many of them speak 
the English language, and speak it well, and some of the vefy best 
lawyers in this whole country are full-blooded Indians in that part of 
the world. Their courts are organized completely in every particular. 
They have a full system of county courts and probate courts, and then 
the system of circuit courts, and a supreme court usually presided over 
by three justices, in which written opinions are delivered by the judges 
of the court, and they compare favorably with any other opinions I 
know of in the State courts for their intelligence. 

Now, Mr. President, I have not the time to go through with these 
different constitutions, although they lie before me here, and the acts 
of their different Legislatures to show what ample and exact provis- 
ion has been made in these civilized tribes for the administration of 
justice, but I think I can claim, without any possibility of a success- 
ful denial, that these Indians are unequaled, and have been for years 
and years, in the administration of justice in the highest and best way 
that justice is administered in any of the States of this Union. 

Here are three propositions before the Senate to-day, one coming 
from the House of resentatives which out the jurisdiction 
now existing exclusively at Fort Smith een Texas and Kansas 
and Arkansas, so as to have three courts and a division of the jurisdic- 
tion which is at Fort Smith, Ark., now distributed around in these 
three courts. That would be some relief in respect of the distance 
men have to travel to go to court, but it maintains the old system of 
holding the court outside of the Territory in which the offense is al- 
leged to have been committed or where the right accrues. 

The modified bill of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] pro- 
eeeds on the idea that this Indian court when established, or rather 
this American court, this United States court when established within 
the Indian Territory, ought to havea limited jarisdiction and that there 
ought still to be a reference of all the larger and heavier offenses to the 
court as it exists now at Fort Smith. That may be a convenience; I 
can not say it would not be a convenience for the present; perhaps it 
is; and if the bill of the Judiciary Committee is adopted by the Sen- 
ate the time ought to be deferred for it to take effect, perhaps for a year 
or two years or something like that, until-we could get the whole sys- 
tem entirely matured. 

The Senate bill, however, comes in with a plenary jurisdiction in 
favor of a United States court to be held at Muscogee in the Creek In- 
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dian country, down on the railway there, a very convenient location. 
The object of that court is the administration of civil and criminal 
justice in that Territory. Thatis the whole purpose of all this pro- 
posed legislation. 

As to the locality, it is one merely of convenience in the first place; 
and in the second place, it is the effect that is produced by the holding 
of a court within that Territory upon the civilization of the Indians, 
and the further effect also of planting within that Territory in an act- 
ive way the exercise by the United States Government of its power and 
jurisdiction over these people. We have got, sooner or later, to incor- 
porate them into this Union either as a State or a Territorial govern- 
ment and after awhile as a State, and this is a step in the right direc- 
tion. _It is the first necessary step to take, that of establishing courts 
there for the administration of justice. 

Now, these comparative matters haying been disposed of, the only 
remaining question in this case is whether or not you can get within 
the borders of these civilized tribes competent jurors. The proyisions 
of this bill are entirely complete, I think, in respect to the power jo 
be exercised by the court in making the selection of competent jurors. 
If competent jurors can be found in the Indian Territory they can be 
organized under the bill of the Judiciary Committee just as completely 
at Muscogee as they could be at Fort Smith. I take it for granted, in 
fact I know, that a court at Muscogee would be just as well protected 
as at Fort Smith, so far as its authority is concerned; the judge and 
the jurors would be as safe at Muscogee as they would beat Fort Smith 
or at any other place. 

I know also—because that is the testimony this committee devel- 
oped—that at this time there is a large manifest interest among the 
Indians for having a court held within their Territory, They would 
welcome this tribunal into the Creek country or any part of it, and it 
would be obeyed and observed with religious fidelity, and it would 
be really the most potent of all the civilizing agencies that have ever 
been established in that wonderfully beautiful country and amongst 
that wonderfully progressive people. There is not a doubt of it. 

‘Then the court would be safe, and that leaves the only remaining ques- 
tion whether you can get competent jurors. The Indians-have found 
competent jurors there for twenty or thirty years for the trial of their 
causes as between each other.. This bill provides that where the defend- 
ant in the case or the plaintiff in the action, I believe either, is a white 
man, a citizen of one of the States of the Union, he shall have the right 
to demand a jury to be drawn from some adjoining judicial district of 
the United States, so that he can leave the Indian country and go 
abroad with the powers of the court and summon jurors and carry 
them to Muscogee to be organized there for the purpose of trying his 
case. When a question arises, however, between the Indians, that 
will be disposed of by juries who have been disposing of cases of the 
same kind for thirty years and doing it with remarkable intelligence 
and justice and firmness. 

SofMr. President, the question narrows itself down to this one propo- 
sition: Can you find out of this great body of Indian citizenship and 
white citizenship which occupies these five civilized nations a sufficient 
number of Indian men to get a good and competent jury ? 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend will pardon me one moment, I desire 
to say thatIdrawa distinction—I do not know thatitis well founded— 
between a competent juror and a juror who is qualified to serve. The 
only doubt I have about the provision of the bill is whether you can 
make a person who is not a citizen of the United States a juror in a 
United States court. I understand and I have been informed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] that applications have been 
made by Indians under the law to become citizens of the United States, 
thereby inferentially at least holding that they are aliens. Thatis the 
only doubt I have about it, whether Congress has the right to say that 
a person who is not a citizen of the United States is qualified to serve 
on a jury in a United States court. I should be very glad to hear my 
friend from Alabama on that aspect of the question. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the Congress of the United States, 
within any place where it has jurisdiction to enact law in respect of the 
qualifications of jurors, can fix the qualifications. There is no con- 
stitutional prohibition upon the power of Congress to fix the qualifica- 
tions of jurors so as to extend them even to aliens if, we choose to do it, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I suggest to my friend that we should have to 
repeal that provision of the Revised Statutes which says jurors shall 
have the same qualifications as are held by jurors in the respective 


States. b 
Mr. MORGAN. Thatisdone precisely in this bill, in the eighth sec- 
tion: 

Sro. 8. That all dings in said court shall be had in the English language; 
and bona fide a Aa residents of the Indian Terri over twenty-one years of 
age, and understanding the English language sufficiently to comprehend the 
a es rer court, shall be Pao gine to serve i pl court, but 

subject to exemptions and challenges as v w to 
jurors in the district court for the western distri ot of Arkansas. stake 


Mr. BUTLER. That says ‘‘ male residents” shall be competent ju- 
rors, but we must not lose sight of the fact that that Territory isnot even 
a part of the United States. It is a foreign governmentin one aspect of 
the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. It makes no difference. When we organize this 
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court there, it is a judicial district of the United States, and whether 
there is a Territorial government there or whether there is a foreign 
government or an alien government there makes no difference. We 
organize it as a judicial district and we prescribe the qualifications of 
jurors. There is no difficulty in the Constitution of the United States 
against this exercise of power by Congress, and I therefore think that 
the question is not one of any material consequence at all. This does 
repeal the general provisions of the jury law quoad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is any doubt about that it can be recti- 
fied. It is a mere matter of technical difficulty. I agree with the 
Senator from Alabama; but of course it will have to be looked into in 
conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. I maintain that the issue is narrowed down to this 
simple proposition —— 

Mr. COKE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Alabama a ques- 
tion. I understand him to say that juries may be taken from adjoin- 
ing States. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the demand of the defendant, if a white man. 

Mr. COKE. How is the process of the court in the Indian Terri- 
tory to be enforced outside of that Territory? 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill provides for that. The court may send 
outa venire for the purpose of summoning jurors in any adjoining 
district. The bill provides for it, and the bill would be incomplete 
without that provision. Of course I am not very familiar with all the 
terms of this bill. I am not on the Judiciary Committee, but on look- 
ing it over I have found, to my entire satisfaction, that it is a very 
complete system of law. I think there is no difficulty in the working 
of the system as provided in this bill which the Judiciary Committee 
has proposed to substitute for the House enactment. 

Now I come to my point again that there is but one issue in this 
case as it is presented; that is to say, there is but one objection to the 
establishment of this court out there, and that is the possibility that 
you will not get Indian jurors. That is the whole of it. That diffi- 
culty removed, no other difficulty has been suggested as standing in the 
way of the passage of this proposed law as recommended by the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

I maintain, Mr. President, and the history of these people shows it, 
their dealings with us day by day show it, that they are not only capa- 
ble of being jurors, but they are capable of being judges, and very ex- 
cellent judges. There are lawyers to-day in the Cherokee Nation and 
in the Creek Nation who, I think, would be the peers of almost any 
lawyer on this floor—very able men. They show it in their legislation. 
Here are their statute-books [exhibiting], covered with enactments, 
constitutional organizations of government, and all of that, just as per- 
fect and as complete as have been made by any of the States of the 
American Union. Now, why should they not have this agency of the 
law, and why should we not ize them as a people who should 
participate in some sense or other in the administration of the judicial 
power of the United States within themselves and amongst themselves? 

Mr. President, it is a denial of justice, and it is an important denial 
of justice, to say to these people that they shall not participate in the 
administration of the laws of the land when the argument can not be 
correctly made against them that they are either too corrupt to partici- 
pate in it or that they are too ignorant to do it. 

Sir, you can get just as good jurors out there as you can get in Dal- 
las County, Alabama, and your chances are 20 or 30 or 40 or 50 per 
cent, greater for getting a good jury out of these five civilized iribes 
than they are in Dallas County, Alabama, where the population is about 
35,000 negroes to 9,000 white. We find no difficulty about it; we ad- 
mit the negroes to the jury, and we never feel that weare in any danger 
from that source, because the selection made by the court of the ma- 
terial that enters into the juries is always intelligent and impartial, 
and the result is usually a good one. 

I hope some of these bills will pass. Iam willing to take any one 
of them if I can not get the one I prefer, except the one parceling ont 
the jurisdiction between the three States of Kansas, Arkansas, and 
Texas. That does not do any good; that does not meet the evil; that 
does not introduce the court into the Territory where it ought to be; 
but either of the other measures would suit me, because I want to 
get a start upon it. Pass the bill of the Senator from Arkansas, and 
within a few years, perhaps at the next session of Congress after this 
has been tried amongst the Indians, you will find a court there that 
yon would be delighted to improve by the enlargement of its juris- 

iction. 

My faith in the success of the plan is so entirely positive after a thor- 
ough personal examination of the question and after thinking over it 
for several years, that I would most freely adopt the recommendation 
of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. I believe that is what we 
oughttodo. If we can not get that I am willing to fall back upon the 
other. But do let us have a court amongst these people, and let them 
feel that after all they have some interest in the United States and 
some right of participation in our Government through the courts. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have a good deal to say on this sub- 
ject, but I am so anxious to get a vote and get this bill into conference 
that I simply want to make a single remark. Ido not expect that the 
bill which I reported here will be enacted into a law, for many reasons 
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which I could give. I expect we shall obtain some compromise meas- 
ure which will be satisfactory, if not entirely so at least partially so, to 
everybody interested in the matter. 

I hope the Senate will vote down the proposed amendment and pass 
the Senate bill as reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ask for a committee of conference so that we can adjust this matter 
hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] to the amendment 
reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

e amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary which 
has been read. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On agreeing to the amendment recommended by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The title ought to beamended. I movetoamend 
the title soas to make it read: ‘‘A bill to provide for holding a court 
of the United States in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 
ig PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of Senate bill 270 might 

added. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will do. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to amend the title so as to read: 
“A pill to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other pu d 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The title will be so amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Missouri wishes to move a con- 
ference, I think. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VEST, Mr. ED- 
MUNDs, and Mr. WiLson of Iowa were appointed. 


ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

. Resolved, That the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and 
is hereby, d to report without delay to Congress such information in refer- 
ence to the salmon fisheries of Alaska and the conditions under which the same 
are now prosecuted as may be in his possession, and.torecommend such legisla- 
tion as may be necessary to prevent the impairment or destruction of these 


valuable fisheries. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, Le Mr. OLARK, its 
Clerk, announced thatthe House had the bill (H. R. 12485) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United States in certain lands 
to the county of Randolph and State of Illinoison certain conditions; and 

A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robertson and Edward 
L. Hedden, late collectors of customs for the district of the city of 
New York. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the 
police court of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. COMPTON, 
. and Mr, GROUT managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 555 of the Revised Statutes 
ae to the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3312) to create the northeastern division of the south- 
ern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and to take certain counties 
from the northern district and add to the southern district, and to pro- 
vide for holding courts in said northeastern division, and for other pur- 


poses. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dor in the chair), The hour 
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of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is Senate bill 3401, in relation to the Pacific 


railroads, 

Mr. DAWES. Iask unanimous consent for the informal laying aside 
of that bill and the taking up of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fortifica- 
tions appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that an appropriation bill? 

Mr. DAWES. It is. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other  parpoese; 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that it be read for amendments, and that the committee 
amendments may be upon first as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the formal reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations may be acted upon 
as the bill is read. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. ; 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 5, page 1, after the word ‘‘appropriated,’’ to insert: 

To be available until nded,and to be expended under the direct super- 


vision of the Board of nance and Fortification, created by the fortification 
tris hes act approved September 22, 1888, and in the manner prescribed by 
ac’ 


£o as to read: rz 

That the sums of money herein provided for be,and the same are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be available until expended, and to be expended under the direct supervision 
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, created by the fortification appro- 
priation act approyed September 22, 1838, and in the manner prescribed by said 
act, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Preservation and re- 
pair of fortifications,’ on page 2, lines 2 and 3, before the word ‘‘for- 


tifications,’’ to strike out ‘* and preparation of plans for;’’ so as to read:- 


For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 2, after line 
3, to insert: 

For preparation of plans for fortifications, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Torpedoes for harbor 
defense,” on page 2, after the word ‘‘seaports,’’ in line 8, to.strike 
out: 


For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible to operate sub- 
marine mines; for continuing pe experiments and for practical instruc- 
tion of engineer troops in the details of the service, three hundred and thirty; 


And insert “two hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 
Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine mines and 


nD appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our 
principal seaports, $250,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 2, after 
line 13, to insert: 

For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible to operate sub- 
marine mines $250,000. 

For continuing torpedo experiments and for practical instruction of engineer 
troops in the details of the service, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Imoye the following amendment, to come in 
at the end of line 19, on page 2: 

‘or the purchase of movable submarine to: oes propelled and controlled 
etc by adara transmitted from shore station $200,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that an amendment to an amendment reported 
by the committee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is an amendment that is a to by the 
committee, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr: PLUMB], who has it in’ 
charge, is here. i i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairunderstands it to bea com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. That explanation is satisfactory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Armament of 
Fortifications,’? on page 3, beginning in line 17, after the word ‘‘ For,” 
to strike out 
of September 22, 1888, namely, for one 10-inch wire-wound gun, steel,’ 
$28,000; for one 12-inch gan, steel-hooped. 
line 3, after the word ‘*dollars,’’ to insert “‘ for the purchase of ma- 
chine guns, musket caliber, of American manufacture, $20,000; ’” and 
on page 4, line 5, after the word “‘all,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred 


‘the test of experimental guns procured under the act ` 
, $39,500; for;’”? on page 4, - 
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and twenty-five thousand ” and insert *‘ seventy-seven thousand five 
hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For proourkig one 10-inch disa , $18,500; for gun plat- 
fi at ing-gro 3.500; % pki po toe halts field, si and seacoast guns 
fat tennetothosecrion ox 500; for si et powd der for issue to the service, A000; 
for fuses and implements for issue to the service, $2 for the purchase hy ma- 

ine guns, musket caliber, of American manufacture, lr aag $00,000; in all, $77,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 4, after 
line 17, to insert: 

For the manufacture of fort; 
fo for 3.2-inch field guns, 

‘or procuring the necessary instruments and other materials and for the 
proper installation of instruments for conducting the annual heayy-artillery 
practice of the Army, $30,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 5, line 13, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That all material purchased under this act shall be of American 
manufacture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. j- 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back the bill (S. 139) to creditand pay to the several States and 
Tetritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, with 
a recommendation that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives and ask a conference thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The-Senator from Ohio reports back 
from the Committee on Finance the bill known as the direct-tax bill, 
and moves that the Senate disagree to the House amendment and ask 
a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the conferees on the part of the Senate were 
authorized to be appointed by the Presiding Officer, and Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 

ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to call up Calendar No. 
2505, being House bill 7799, a bill which has Poth Houses of 
Congress heretofore a number of times but never both Houses at the 
same session and in the same terms precisely, a bill referring a claim 
of $3,000 to the Secretary of the Navy. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 
the Navy to investigate the claim of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company for tolls on vessels transporting naval supplies, and to 
award such sum as he may find equitably ¢ due, not to exceed $3,742.20, 
in fall payment of all claims of the company against the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INAUGURATION ARRANGEMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the committee authorized by 
the resolution of the Senate day before yesterday to make the neces- 
sary arrangements for the ceremonies on the 4th of March proximo, 
the President of the Senate appoints the following Senators: The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 


TELLERS AT PRESIDENTIAL COUNT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the tellers on the part of the Senate authorized by the concur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses relating to the counting of the electoral votes 
for President and Vice-President of the United States be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints under the reso- 
lution of the Senate, as tellers at the opening and counting of the 
electoral vote on the second Wednesday in February, the Senator from 
Nebraska ‘[Mr. MANDERSON] and the ‘Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS]. 


4; age and ten combined battery wagons and 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

A bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department of 
A lige for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A will ( Of R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 


A bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M, 
Maulding; 

A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary gayr 

A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. 6886) granting a pension to Hannah McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 
- R. 8801) granting a pension to William 
. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 


. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 

- R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 

. R. 10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

- R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder; 

- R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakeñeld Reed; 

. R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 

. R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess; 

. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; 

. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

ih tee R. 11586) for ati relief of bayer Williams; 

ill (H. 
R. 11924 


À bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of miya George Colwell; 
A bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; and 
A bill (H. R. 125068) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


Geraghty. 
THOMAS MATHEWS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar number 2515, being the bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of 
Thomas Mathews and others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etċ., That e Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to e claims of Thomas Mathews for the sum 
of $51.80; H. A. Crane, a the sum of $37. 80; William McChesney, for the sum 
of $20.20: John K. Post & Co., for the sum of $324.20; E. W. Rathbun & Co., for 
the sum of $585.20; Irwin Sloan, for the sum of Sori. 40; ©. C. Morton, for the 
sum of $103.20; Charles H. Getman, for the sum of $115. 20; Edward Monen, for 
the sum of $134. 60; Smith, Murdock & Co., for the sum ‘of $107. 60; Daniel L. 
Couch, for the sum of $142.80; Failing & Pratt, for the sum of $71. 40; Failing ia 
Rundell, for the sum of $45.60; L. A. Card, for the sum of $75.20; E. L. n = 
Thornton, for the sum of $35. 80; Paige, Fairchild & Co., for the sum of $54; x P. 
Fairchild, for the sum of $55.20; O. M. Bond & Co., for uie sum of $49.20; P. 
Wetmore, for the sum of $32; Ross & Co., for the sum of $72.60: Bond & Jen- 
kins, for the sum of $23.20; Crane, Belden & Co., for the sum of $46.20; Bond, 
Kinyon & Co., for the sum of $8.40; Kinyon, Wright &Co., forthesum of $l. 80; 
Charles O’Harra, for the sum of $10, 40; & Co., for the sum of $7.20; Haga- 
mon & Murdock, for the sum of $35.60; eeney, "Ames & Co. , for a sum of 
$10.80, now or formerly importers in the customs district of rls being 
the several amounts of fees alleged to have been ew co NA of cage 
respectively, by collectors of customs at the at of Oswego, N. e lst 
a of poni 1873, to the 3łst day of December, 1882, inclusive, Tia erkes 2654 
o oe Revised Statutes of the United States p ea edition); and in case he 

shall be satisfied that such claims, or any part or parts the: were unlawfully 
collected, he shall refund the same to the said firms s arties, or their legal 
representatives, out of any money in the Treasury of 
erwise appropriated. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will state the case to the Senator. 

-Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave the report before me and I would prefer 
having it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Quay 
January 9, 1889: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred ‘the bill (R. H. 4581) for the 
relief of Thomas Mathews and others, have had the same under consid eration, 


and hog tte’ report: 
This bse pened the House at the first session of this Congress. 
reported to that y from the Committee on Wa: 


said committee, which is hereby adopted, is as fo! 


e United States not 


gress, was 
i oo and Means. .The report of 


‘That the Committee on Ways and Means of the Forty-eighth Congress made 
favorable re 7 of this bill — referring the claims therein provided for for tothe 
Secretary o ury for consideration, and after due investigatien this 
committee eiaa their favorable report, and append hereto a recent letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury in re fon thereto. 

“The collector of customs at the port of Oswego, N. Y., from the Ist day of 
April, 1873, to the 3lst day of December, 1882, inclusive, demanded and col- 
lected of the persons and firms hereinafter named the several sums set o; 
site their respective names, These several sums are made up of fees coll 
by the collector at said port during the time named for certificates claimed to 
be of the character authorized and covered by section 2654 of the Revised Stat- 
utes (section 2, act of March 2, 1879, Statutes ar iaree, vs vol. 1, page 7 TOJ The le- 
gality of these several payments was tested in of Cochrane 

upreme Court of the United States, October, etan term, in which Sechaon it 
was held that the stamp affixed to consular invoices ‘(on importations similar to 
those made by the persons named in the bill) was not such a certificate as war- 
ranted the collection from the importer of a fee of 20 cents. Ina letter fromthe 
Secretary of the United States tikes é concerning the Caras of this 
bill and the fees therein mentioned, dated December 19, 1884, the Secretary 
disposes of the whole matter. Following is a copy of the letter: 

“*TreasunyY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
“i Washington, D. C., December 19, 1884. 
“Sr: Inresponse tos communication made under your direction on the 24th 
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of June last to the of the Treasury, submitting for his consideration 
R. 7108) a bill for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others, I have the honor 
return herewith a copy of a letter under the date of the 10th instant, from 
the collector of customs at Oswego, N. Y., advising the payment to Thomas 
Mathews and the other persons named in the bill of the amounts set opposite 
, the several names of the same persons in his letter. The claims to these sums 
|arise under a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, procured at 
the October term, 1882, in the case of Cochrane vs, Augustus Schell, in which de- 
‘cision it was held that the stamp affixed to consular invoices (on im ons 
similar to those made by the persons named in the bill) was not such a certifi- 
,cate as warranted the collection from the importer of a fee of 20 cents. The 
sums named in the letter were for fees of this character exacted under the sup- 
authority of section 2654 of the Revised Statutes (section 2, act of March 
1879, Statutes at Large, volume 1, page 706). Accompanying the letter are de- 
tailed statements of the sums collected from each person named in the bill, with 
the date of collection as taken from the records of the collector's office, 
“ ‘The claimants would seem to be justly entitled toa refund of the amount 
exacted ~ them. k 
“* Very respectfully, 
“*OHAS, E, COON, Acting Secretary. 
“Hon, H. A. 


HERBERT, 
“* Of the Commitice on Ways and Means, 
"£ House of Representatives.’ 
“The following is a list of the persons and firms affected by this bill and covy- 


ered by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury and the letter of the collector 
of the port of Oswego, N. Y., to wit: 


Charles H. Getman........ tees $115.20 | Irwin P. Sloan ........ arveeevoadeoeees  GO11. 40 
J.K. Post & Co...... 824.20 | Edward Monen....... 124. 60 
E. W. Rathbun & Co.. 585.20 | Smith, Murdock & Co s...» 107. 60 
Kinyon, Wright & Co .. 41.80 | Hogoman & Murdock... 35. 60 
Paige, irchild & Co 64.00 | Charles O. Harra..... nE 10. 40 
Cheeney, Ames & Co 10. 80 & Co.... 7.20 
William McChessney , 20.20 | Bond, Kinyo 8.40 
Crane, Belden & Co... 46. 20 M D sone 103. 20 
23.20 | Thomas Mathews... „ 64,80 
49.20 | E. L. & S. Thornton „ss » 85.80 
71.40 Leg ba Rundell......... s. 45.60 
72.60 | D.P. rchild .... sš 55. 20 
75.20 | I. P. Wetmore... 32.00 

87.80 
142. 89 IORI APA SERET + 2,911.60 


in the Treasury of the United States. 
‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 9, 1888. 

“Sig: The Department is in receipt of a letter, dated the 6th instant, from 
Mr. eo Kuy gre. clerk of your committee, in which he incloses bill H. R. 
4581, entitled ‘A bill for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others,’ and re- 
quests that you be advised whether the Department has any information in the 
matters referred to in the bill since the date of its communication to Mr. HER- 
BERT, of the Committee on Waysand Means, of December 19, 1884, which is em- 
aee os report of the committee on the bill in Forty-eighth Congress (Re- 

rt No. 5 
Pe In reply, you are informed that the Department has no knowledge of any 
facts or matters which have occurred in connection with the claims set forth in 
the bill since the date of its said letter which would throw any further light 
upon the merits thereof. 

“It would seem, however, upon reading said letter of the 19th December, 
1884, that the Department failed to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the customs fees in question, which the bill proposes to refund to Mr. 
Mathews and the other parties mentioned, were paid at the custom-house at 
Osw during the period stated, without protest and appeal, and conse- 
quently that under the provisions of the fifteenth section of the act of June 30, 
1864 (Ss. Statutes at Large, vol. 18, P. 202), now section 2932 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, the decision of the collector of customs at , in exacting such fees, 
became ‘final and conclusive.’ 

"R y yours, 


“Hon, J. C. BURROWS, 


Ways and Means, 
“ United Bates House of Representatives, Washington, D, 0.” 

The committee is, as a rule, reluctant torecommend relief in cases where fees 
or duties were paid without protest and appeal, but the relief provided by this 
bill is recommended by the ury Department, and thé Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that the exactions from the claimants were illegal. 
‘The case is in several respects exceptional. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be concurred in, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now read the letter below there, of February 9, 
1888, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 9, 1888, 

Sir: The Department is in receipt of a letter, dated the 6th instant, from Mr, 
Henry Talbott, clerk of your commi in which he incloses bill H, R. 4581, 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Thomas ws and others,” and requests that 

‘ou be advised whether the Department has any information in the matters re- 
fered to in the bill since the date of its communication to Mr. HERBERT, of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, of December 19, 1834, which is embodied in the 

rt ot the committee on the bill in Forty-eighth Congress (Report No. 2608). 
n reply, you are informed that the Department has no knowledgejof any 
facts or matters which have occurred in connection with the claims set forth in 
the bill since the date of its said letter which would throw any further light 
upon the merits thereof. 

It would seem, however, upon reading said letter of the 19th December, 1884, 
that the Department failed to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the customs fees in question, which the bill pro; to refund to Mr, Mathews 
and the other parties mentioned, were paid at the custom-house at Oswego, dur- 
ing the period stated, without protest and appeal, and consequently that under 
the provisions of the fifteenth section of the actof June 30, 1864 (U, S. Statutesat 
Large, vol. 13, p. 202), now section 2932 of the Revised Statutes, the decision of the 
eric of customs at Oswego, in exacting such fees, became “final and con- 

ve.” 


“I, H, MAYNARD, Assistant Secretary. 


Respectfully yours, 
I. H. MAYNARD, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. J, C. Burrows, 
Committee Ways and Means 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The point I want to call attention tois the letter 
of Mr. Maynard, from which it appears that the first report made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury did not disclose the fact that these fees were 
paid without any protest or appeal. No objection was made. They 


were paid regularly without objection or protest as required by law. 
After the lapse of years, a decision of the Supreme Court in a 

case held that the officer was not entitled to exact these fees. The 
whole revenues of the Government may be liable to be disturbed if that 
rule is ađopted, and if after the lapse of years where fees have been paid 
and revenues collected without protest or objection they can be re- 
funded because a court may in some other case decide that their collec- 
tion was not authorized by the existing law. I say the whole revenues 
that have been placed in the Treasury Department may be very largely 
disturbed, and this is the first case I remember where the Senate has 
departed from the rule of making a payment in a case where there was 
no protest or objection made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The distinction between the case to which the 
Senator refers and this case is very marked, although I will not vote 
for any bill of this kind. The cases to which he refers are where du- 
ties are collected and paid without protest or notice. In such cases it 
would not be safe for the Government ever to refund, but that does not 
apply to the case of the collection of an illegal fee. There is a broad 
distinction between the two classes of cases. 

Ido not think as a matter of public policy it is wise to refund money 
that has been yoluntarily paid in pursuance of what was supposed to 
be the law, and therefore the Senator is right in that particular that it 
is not a good plan to refund money which has been paid without pro- 
test, and if this were a duty levied under what was claimed to be exist- 
ing law and paid without protest or notice, it would be very dangerous 
to refund it because that principle would apply to many millions.of 
dollars that have been paid. In such cases the dufies paid enter into 
the cost of the article and are reimbursed by the sale of the article in 
the markets of thecountry. Therefore the Government has never, to 
my knowledge, made a refund of duties paid that had been paid without 
notice and protest. There is, however, a distinction between that case 
and this because these are fees illegally exacted according to a decision 
of the Supreme Court, : 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator whether there is any difference 
between a case where too much tax has been collected under some mis- 
interpretation of the law by the executive officer and a case where the 
law imposing the tax has been declared unconstitutional by the Su- 
neng Court? I should like to have the opinion of the Senator upon 

t. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Wherever the duty enters into the cost of the 
article for consumption and is paid without notice or protest, then itis 
never refunded, because it is sup; that the importer is reimbursed 
from the sale of the article; but I do not know that that would apply 
to the case of fees illegally charged, because there is quite a distinction 
between the two cases. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand it, there is practically no way for 
a claimant in a case like this to get relief except through an act of Con- 
gress. ‘There is no protest that he can make and nothing that he can 
do, and he must come to Congress forthe purposeofhaying the money 
refunded to him; I think there is no protest provided for where sim- 
ply the question of fees is involved, where they have been exacted. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, who de- 
servedly ranks as the highest authority we have on such questions as 
this, whether he puts this rule upon the fact that the duty paid enters 
in the sale of the article by the importer into the price he o ? For 
instance, suppose an importer, considering the duty to be one sum, 
makes a contract to deliver to a customer acertain article for a particu- 
lar price and a higher duty is assessed than he anticipated, so that he 
has not been able to add the duty to the selling price, does the Senator 
from Ohio in that case understand that the policy of this rule applies 
so as to be a good reason for refusing payment because protest did not 
happen to be seasonably made? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Government can not enter into an inquiry 
as to what the importer has done or what contracts he has made as to 
the disposition of his goods. If he pays the duty exacted of him by 
the collector and makes no protest, makes no demand, according to the 
plain provisions of the law he is expressly excluded from making any 
claim for a refund; and that rule has never been relaxed, nor does the 
Government stop to inquire whether he has sold the goods beforehand 
or not. In the case put by the Senator from Massachusetts, as a mat- 
ter of course the protest would be made naturally. The fact that he 
did not make it shows that he put the same construction upon the law 
as the collector did. Therefore, I do not consider that point material 
to the difference between the two cases, and this is that the law does 
not require a protest in this case where illegal fees are exacted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report of the Secretary says it does. Secre- 
tary Maynard says—and I call the Senator’s attention to it— 


It would seem, however, upon reading said letter of the 19th December, 1884— 
That is the first one— 


that the Department failed to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the customs fees in question, which the bill proposes to refund to Mr. Mathews 
and the other parties mentioned, were paid at the custom-house at Oswego, dur- 
ing the period stated, without protest and appeal, and consequently that under 
the provisionsof the fifteenth section of the act of June 30, 1864 (U. 5, Statutes at 
Large, vol. 13, p. 202), now section 2932 of the Revised Statutes, the decision of 
the amend) of customs at Oswego, in exacting such fees, became “ final and 
con ive, 


1889. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator look at the law and see whether 


or not that is required ? 
Mr. FRYE. This is opening up a pretty broad discussion here, and 

if I have the right I shall have to call for the regular order. 
The Senator from Maine is entitled 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to call for the regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This will take but a little while. I think the Sen- 
ator will find if he examines the statute that a protest is not required. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me I will read the 
clause of the statute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Maine yield ? 

Mr. FRYE. For that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Section 2932 of the Revised Statutes provides: 


The decision of the respective collectors of customs as to all fees, charges, 
and exactions of whatever character, other than those relating to the rate an 

amount of duties to be paid on the tonnage of any vessel, or on merchandise 
and the dutiable costs and charges thereon, claimed by them, or by any of the 
officers under them, in the performance of their official duty, shall be final and 
conclusive against all persons interested in such fees, ce ae na 
ecision to the 


such decision of the Secretary shall be delayed more than ninety days from 
the date of such appeal in case of an entry at any port east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, or more than five months in case of an entry west of those mountains, 

So that they are placed upon a perfect equality. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the law places fees exacted upon thesame foot- 
ing as duties, I do not think it would be wise to open the door for that 
class of cases. My general impression was that it was confined toa 
rate of duty which is already fixed and upon which there can be no 
appeal unless there be notice given and suit commenced at the proper 
time. The law seems to put these fees upon the same footing, and 
therefore I do not think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the circumstances I hope the Senator from 
New York will not press the bill, because I shall be compelled to ob- 
ject to it; and now that the matter has been brought before them, let 
the Committee on Claims consider and settle it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the bill (S. 3401) in relation to the 
Pacific railroads, the pending question being on the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iask that Calendar number 2599, being House bill 
3112, for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson, be now considered. It 
will only take a moment. I will say that the Committee on Military 
Affairs recommend the passage of this bill, and also the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. FRYE. If I yield to the Senator from Illinois, for whom I 
have a very profound respect, I shall be obliged to yield to other Sen- 
ators. Therefore I must object. - 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must claim of the Senator from Maine the in- 
dulgence of being allowed to ask an order to have a bill printed. The 
bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteers and regular sol- 
diers of the late war and the war with Mexico, which was passed the 
other day with a substitute from the Senate, has not been printed in 
bill form. It was read and printed in the RECORD, having been con- 
sidered when it was first reported, and I now ask that it may be 
printed in separate form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it will be so ordered. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; 
also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved 
May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to 
provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds 
to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to 
the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the 
companies therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. . 

Mr, STEWART. I should like to have the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and Seay ae line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
cific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 


It will be read, 


milita: d oth nk greu) ed Jul 1862; also to dan act 
pected aly 2, 1864, vs also Lato KOOTA tne Te 1879, irpan aca: eala 
of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing 
out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rail 

and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain o! 
the companies therein mentioned, with the accompanying report,'No. 1950, first 
session Fiftieth Congress, be, and the same is hereby, recommitted to the Se- 
lect Committee on the President's Message transmitting the Report ofthe Pacific 
Railway Commission, with instructions to include in said bill such proposed 
legislation as in the judgment of such committee is proper, providing for the 
ascertainment of the amount of the indebtedness to the Government justly pay= 
able, due and to become due, by the Central Pacific Railroad Company as the 
successor to the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California and the West- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, in respect of the bonds of the United States here- 
tofore issued to aid in the construction of the Central Pacific and the Western 
Pacific Railroads, and for the proper security and funding of the same, 

Mr. STEWART. Isa substitute for that resolution in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to commit can only be 
amended by a motion to instruct. There can be no further amend- 
ment offered. 

Mr. STEWART. My motion is to recommit with instructions, and 
I want to offer it as a substitute for the pending motion of the same 
character. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair can not entertain a motion 
to further amend the motion to commit. 

Mr. STEWART. I will then give notice that when the ps 
motion is dis; of I shall offer what I send to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Senate bill 3401, providing for funding the indebtedness of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, be, and it is hereby, recommitted to the 
Select Committee on Pacific Railroads, with instructions to report a bill which 
shall provide for the payment of the indebtedness to the United States of the 
several Pacific railroads for the construction of which bonds have been issued. 
by requiring sums of DONAT ana to the indebtedness to the United States of 
the Union Pasitic Railroad Company and its branehes, and the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, as thesuecessor of the Central Pacific Railroad Company of 
California and the Western Pacific Railroad Com y, to be expended by said 
railroad companies, respectively, in the construction of such improvements on 
the main lines of said railroads, including double tracks and tunnels to avoid 
high grades, and such new unincumbered branch railroads as Congress may ap- 
prove, andin the construction of such hydraulic works for the purpose of irri- 
gation as Con; may authorize, with such limitations upon freights and fares 
to be charged by said railroad companies on the roads so improved and con- 
structed as willinsure cheap transportation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. STEWART addressed the Senate. Having spoken for some 

time—— 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iwish theSenator would kindly yield tomeforafew 
moments. Itis getting late and thisis Saturday afternoon. I desire to 
ask the Senate to concur with the House in a bill that has both 
the House and the Senate very nearly in the same form. It is a bill to 
organize the militia of the District of Columbia, House bill 4961, Cal- 
endar No. 2648. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Nevada yield ? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield for that purpose. 

[Mr. STEWART’S speech will be published after it shall have been 
concluded. See Appendix. ] 

DISTRICT MILITIA, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
4961. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of the militia of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information, 

Mr. HOAR. How long a bill is it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will theSenator permit me to make a word of ex- 


planation? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the bill read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Let me make an explanation first. The bill was 
presented to both Houses. It passed the Senate with certain amend- 
ments, considerably reduced in form, not changing the substance but 
reducing the extent. The Senate it. The House amended the 
same bill somewhat differently. Our bill was better rhetorically, but 
their bill is better economically. They reduce the expense consider- 
ably. The Senate Committee on Military Affairs instructed me to re- 
port the House bill favorably and to ask a concurrence practically with 
the House. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] asked how long was 
the bill. That is the only difficulty, but I thought this was as good 
a time as any to read it. I think it will take about sixteen minutes 
to read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the bill may be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have followed with as much care 
as I could the rapid reading of this bill, and I think Senators ought to 
understand that, first, it involves very large expense for an organization 


in this little District, where the Army of the United States now in re- 
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spect of such expense performs the duties for which this expense would 
be paid; and it sets up here a military organization to be paid for by 
the United States which is a somewhat large one in respect of having 
a commanding general authorized to have parades and days of duty in 
his discretion at the price per day named for all these officers and men. 
Very likely it is a good thing of itself, but if any commanding general 
wishes to have frequent parades the footing of the bill at the end of 
the year would be something enormous if I can understand it from 
this rapid reading. 

I haye next simply to suggest, and my duty will be done about it, 
that some of these provisions in regard to arrests, etc., of people who 
interfere with these organizations are, I am very much afraid, quite 
outside of the line of the constitutional possibilities that belong to Con- 
gress in respect of private liberty, in that it is proposed to make the 
police court of this District the first, last, and final judge in many in- 
stances of whether an offense has been committed which interferes with 
this establishment that is thus set up. 

Having said this as a mere suggestion to my friend from Connecti- 
cut, who has charge of this bill, I have nothing more to say. I never 
saw it before, and I should not be quite willing to vote for it at this 
present moment as it stands. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the estimate that the Senator makes as to 
the probable expense of the organization ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite impossible to make an estimate in this 
burried run, but I see in the way things are to be paid, the frequent 
pois operations, and so on and so on, that it would be, I can not say 

ow great, but I should think it would be rather larger than we 
should wish to go into as a mere ornamental arrangement without 
more consideration than we can give it to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. How is that expense to be paid? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this bill is modeled upon the best 
militia bills of the several States. The expense, the cost underit, will 
not be near as large as the State of Connecticut pays for the care of its 
militia, > 

The Senator from Vermont wisely calls upon us to look out for the 
expenditures under the bill, and he speaks of the possible expense, 
considering the fees to be paid whenever the men are called out. No- 
body is paid fora parade, excepting the musicians, $6 a day for the 

rincipal musicians and $4 forthe others and $2 for the regularly en- 
isted corps of field music. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. [Isit $8 for the chief musician? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, $8; that is a difference of $2. I would rather 
pay that myself than have the bill fail. The soldiers get no pay at all. 
Connecticut pays $1.50 or $2 a day to its soldiers in its annual parade 
of six days. I find nothing here forthat. They are allowed, it is true, 
to draw their clothing under exactly the same regulations that govern 
the regular Army. A suit of clothing will last from three to five years, 
There is no other expenditure here except the rent of armories and the 
ordinary offices. 

In many of the States, in my own State, the State pays for every 
necessary armory. In some cases four or five or six companies are able 
to join in the same armory, In other-cases an armory is for a single 
company alone. There are some rents, there are the clothing and arms 
. tobe properly receipted and accounted for as if they were part of the reg- 
ular Army, under the same regulation precisely. This District being 
the child of the nation and.not of any State, the expense will be less 
than that of any ordinary State militia that isin any way organized in 
modern style, with no pay to private soldiers whatever and no pay to 
officers, with pay for nobody but the musicians. 

The Senator’s criticism is as to the right of way, the.arrest of any- 
body disturbing them. I do not think there is anything in that of 
which anybody cancomplain. Itissimply an ordinary regulation, such 
as the police would enforce on any day of any parade. 

This bill repeals the act of 1803. There has been no change of the 
militia law in this District within the last eighty-six years, and it is 
time it was revised. 

It is an interesting fact that now every citizen liable to military duty 
here is required to keep on hand a musket, a rifle, so many flints, so 
many balls, so much powder, a sword or hanger, a spontoon—and there 
are not two hundred people in the District except some of the very 
oldest citizens who know what a spontoon is. The law is nearly one 
hundred years old, and altogether antiquated. 

A number of patriotic and public-spirited young men have main- 
tained an admirable military organization, oranumber of organizations, 
at their own expense entirely for arms and for armories and rents and 
all that. This relieves them of only a portion of the burden. It pro- 
vides for a very com and handsome organization. The public sen- 
timent of this District and of the country would be very much disap- 
pointed if there were no organizations whatever to turn out on various 
occasions of ceremony. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will it be any interruption of the Senator if I 
say a word? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave not had time to compare these bills. The 
House bill which the Senator has called up is No. 4961, and we passed 


through the Senate on the 17th day of May last Senate bill 2602, and 
that bill was reported in the House July 14, 1888, with an amend- 
ment, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Now, I see that the two bills are very materially different, and I see 
that the House committee reported the Senate bill as it passed, with 
only one or two amendments. 
ec HAWLEY, But let me suggest to the Senator before he goes 

er— 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. Let me call attention further— 
for I have only had time to read two or three sections—that as I un- 
derstand the House bill its theory is to take all the citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and put them in the militia. I say that kind of a 
militia will not be worth a continental cent, whereas the Senate bill 
proposes to make so many companies of militia, and they will be or- 
ganized from the young men of the District who take an interest init 
and will amount to something. The House bill does not amount to~ 
anything in the world, inmy judgment. It will be absolutely useless 
to undertake to take all the people of the District under forty-five 
years of age, and that is exactly what this bill does. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The first section provides— __ 

That every able-bodied male citizen resident within the District of Columbia, 
of the age of eighteen yearsand under the age of forty-five years, excepting per- 
sons exempted by section 2, and idiots, lunatics, common drunkards, v: 
bonda, Pacers, and persons convicted of any infamous crime, shall be enrolled 

Now, section 2 of the Senate bill says ‘‘ thatin time of peace the Na- 
tional Guard shall consist of not more than thirty-six companies of in- 
fantry,’’ etc., with the limits described. Itis the better way, and there 
will be no trouble in the world to take up the House bill, strike out 
all after the enacting clause, and substitute the Senate bill just as we 

it through the Senate and then ask fora conference, It will go 
back and a conference committee can be appointed and it will become 
a law at this session. Then the conference committee will have both 
bills before them. 

The Senate bill received pretty careful consideration and has been 
reported favorably by the House committee with only one or two 
amendments, and it does seem to me that that would be a great deal 
the better course. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
or the Senator from Missouri if the House bill that I understand the 
Senate to be now considering has been referred to and reported back 
by the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I did not understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I confess very frankly it has been reported by the 
committee, but I was so detained that I could not be at the committee 
meeting at the time it was considered, and Ihave never had any time 
to examine the bill until now. 

I think the Senate bill was pretty well matured. The Senator from 
Connecticut will remember that he gave considerable attention to the 
preparation of the Senate bill, and it was discussed. We have not had 
time to discuss this bill. The Senate bill has gonetothe House. The 
House committee considered it for three months and then they acted 
upon it and reported it favorably with very few amendments. i 
it is much better for us to take that and ask for a conference. ‘There 
is no difficulty about the time. There is abundance of time, and that 
would be a great deal the better course. 

a HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to correct him some- 
what n 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis true that in the original bill—it was stricken 
out of the Senate bill—there was an enrollment of the militia pro- 
vided for, but that is to be done by the assessors of the District.. It 
does not mean that they shall be organized. It is a mere census of 
the persons liable to military duty, for the House bill contains the 
sne ponnien we had in the Senate bill on the top of page 5, in sec- 
tion 11: 

That in time of peace the National Guard shall consist of not more than 
twenty-eight companies of infantry, which shall be arran, by the command- 
ing general into such regiments, battalions, and unai ed companies as he 
may deem expedient, 

The Senate allowed it to be thirty-six companies. The House re- 
duced the number to twenty-eight, reduced the cost, reduced the num- 
ber of troops from thirty-six companies, which would ordinarily aver- 
age sixty men ina company, to twenty-eight; and those previoussections 
which made the difference in bulk between them contained some sec- 
tions which are chiefly words and are of no consequence. The enroll- 
ment, I say, is a mere census of the men liable to military duty and 
does not contemplate their being organized into companies at all. 

I do not think there is any material difference between the two bills. 
I think the Senate bill is better in some things and the House bill in 
others. : 

I beg leave to say also that one reason why I would rather not wait 
for a conference, if there be no material difference between the bills, 
is that a moderate appropriation will be necessary in order to enable 
these men to perfect their organization, and unless the proper officers 
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are able to make their estimate and have it submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations within two or three days they stand very little 
chance of getting action without postponement for a year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The conference committee can put in an amend- 
ment making an appropriation to carry out the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Missouri, whom I respect in 
these matters very much, really insists upon it, I shall consent to the 
substitution of the bill the Senate passed for this and to having a con- 
ference. I think there is no danger whatever, though, in acting upon 
this bill as it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are a great many places in this bill—and I 
say it with diffidence, because it is the first time I have seen it—which ap- 
pear to me to be open to grave consideration; first, as it regards the point 
of expense (which so far as the public safety is concerned is nothing, I 
admit, compared to having a proper organization here), and second, as 
regards the regulation of affairs here which, as I said before, I very 
much fear in some respects will turn out to be utterly unlawful. 

But I wish to call attention just now tothe provision of section 49, 
which is a small matter, but it bears on the question of expense: 

Sec. 49, That all officers and employés of the United States and of the District 
of Columbia who are members of the National Guard shall be entitled to leave 
of absence from their respective duties, without loss of pay or time, on all days 
= Say patane or encampment ordered or authorized under the provisions of 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill explain that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me to state my point 
‘first, then he can explain. If I understand this bill on this hasty 

reading, the commanding general is authorized to order parades and 
encampments, etc., from time to time as he may deem expedient. 
Perhaps there is a limit asto the number. I ask my friend from Con- 
necticut to state to me on what principle it is that if I happen to be a 
justice of the peace in the District of Columbia or a clerk in the War 
Department, and choose to be an active member of this militia, I may 
be absent from the parade to which I am called and draw my pay asa 
justice of the peace or a clerk in the War Department, and at the same 
time draw my pay for attending an encampment that I do not attend. 
I shall be glad to have it explained. They are to be excused from at- 
tendance without loss of pay. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On all days of parade or encampment. 

‘ Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Isee the Senator’s point, I think, thata man might | 


go away under pretense of going to his company and go off fishing. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; quite the reverse. What this says is that 
as to this military organization when there isa parade or encampment 


which the soldier is called to attend he is entitled to his $2 a day or | 


whatever it may be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He gets nothing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says he shall be entitled toa leave of absence 
without loss of pay or time. That is a leave of absence from his com- 
manding officer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Precisely. I understand the Senator. It is nota 
leave of absence from military duty; he does not mean that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what it says. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; ‘‘shall be entitled to leave of absence 


from the respective duties.” It means, of course, his duties as an em- 
ployé— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— . 


Mr. HAWLEY. Now let me finish the explanation, As the Na- 
tional Guard is constituted in many States now—and it is a matter of 
national pride that it should be in reasonable shape as it is in a num- 
ber of the States—when the young men go off fora few days’ training, 
so far as I know in actual practice, without an exception, clerks and 
others are permitted by their employers, it being a dull season when 
they can be spared, to go without deduction from their salaries. Other- 
wise the young men would have to pay two or three dollars a day for 
the privilege of going out to train themselves as defenders of the coun- 
try. This says that Uncle Sam shall be upon the same ground that the 
ordinary citizen puts himself upon when he permits his son or his clerk 
to go out and spend a day in the militia and does not dock his salary. 
I think that is very reasonable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is, but if that is the case the Senator 
from Connecticut understands this section to mean that when a clerk 
in the War Department, for illustration, goes to attend an encampment 
and does it, he shall not lose his day’s pay of $3, or whatever may be 
the proportion of the monthly salary he would get as s clerk in the 
War Department. Is that what the Senator means? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam notsure that I understand the Senator. Does 
he mean to say that he expects these men to go away under pretense of 
going to the encampment, and not go there, and that then they should 
be docked ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ao o: 

Mr. HAWLEY. e bill means that when the; on training da; 
they shall not lose their pay in the War Depakote z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not what it says. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what it means. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to 
read what we did in the Senate bill? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This very question was up, and itwas an im- 
portant question, and I insisted on its being settled in the bill we 
passed; and here is the section we passed in the Senate: 

Src. 32. That all officers and employés of the United States and of the District 
of Columbia who sre members of the National Guard shall be entitled to leave 
of absence from their respeotive duties, without loss of pay or time, on the six 
days of encampment ordered or authorized under the provisions of this act. 

Under this bill the commanding officer can take the employés of the 
Government and put them on duty for thirty, sixty, or ninety days, 
and the Government will have to pay them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the President is commander-in-chief of the 
whole of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not under this. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He is by the letter of the bill and also by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but that practically amounts to noth- 


ie EDMUNDS. But it is the particular duty of this commanding 
general. By section 43 it is provided— 

That the National Guard shall perform not less than six consecutive days of 
camp ae in each year, at such time as may be ordered by the commanding 
general. 

He is the master of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the President. It is the man ap- 
pointed by the President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He is the man appointed, and he may order out 
these people for any length of time he thinks proper. If the forty- 
third section means what the Senator from Connecticut says it was in- 
tended to mean I haye not the least objection to it, but I am afraid it 
does not, for I think when a clerk in the War Department or in the 
Post-Office Department or elsewhere goes to perform military duty his 
pay should not be docked for that day in civil employment. That is 
perfectly right, as it strikes me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator said so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think it reads in that way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not make it read anything else. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task unanimous consent that we take up the two 
pension bills remaining on the Calendar from yesterday. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill is before the Senate now, and let us settle 
it one way or the other. 

Mr. SAWYER. I thought you had got through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Notyet. I wish we had. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dislike exceedingly to antagonize this bill in 
any shape, manner, or form. I assisted the Senator from Connecticut 
in the passage of the other bill through the Senate, and we agreed on 
the amendments, and we provided against the very abuses that I say 
are not provided against in this bill; and it is for that reason that I 
think we ought to substitute the Senate bill, which was under discus- 
sion, and amended and very materially changed, and all these things 
about indefinite payments and so on were brought down. I think the 
Senator ought not to object to the Senate bill being substituted for this 


MT EDMUNDS (to Mr. COCKRELL). Move it as an amendment to 
this bi 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and substitute the bill just as it passed the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Missouri moves to 
amend the bill. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not read the whole of that. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the volunteer militia shall be designated the National Guard of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and in case the militia of the District of Columbia are called 
into the service of the United States or uired for the suppression of riots or 
e fep ov officers in the execution of the laws, shall be the first to be ordered 

nto service. 

Sec, 2. That in time of peace the National Guard shall consist of not more 
than thirty-six companies of infantry, which shall be arranged by the com- 
manding general into such regiments, battalions, and unattached companies as 
he may deem expedient; one battery of light artillery; one troop of cavalry; 
one signal company; one ambulance company; one engineer company; one 
band of music, and one os of field musicians, 

Src, 3, Thatregiments of infantry shall consist of three battalions; and to each 
regiment there shall be one colonel and one lieutenant-colonel, and a staff, to 
consist of one surgeon, one adjutant, one quartermaster, one inspector of rifle 
practice, and one chaplain, each with the rank of captain; and a non-commis- 
sioned staff, consisting of one sergeant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, one 
comm: sergeant, and one hospital-steward. 

Sec. 4. That battalions of infantry shall consist of four companies; and toeach 
battalion there shall be one major, and a staff consisting of one surgeon, one 
adjutant, one quartermaster, and one inspector of rifle practice, each with the 
rank of first lieutenant; and a non-commissioned staff, consisting of one ser- 
geant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, and one hospital-steward. 

Sec. 5, That to each company of infantry there shall be one captain, one first 
lieutenant, one second lieutenant, one first se t, four sergeants, one cor- 
poral to each ten privates, and not more than eighty-seven privates; and the 
minimum number of enlisted men shall be forty . 

Sec. 6. That to the troop of cavalry there shall be one captain, one first lieu- 
tenant, one second lieutenant, one first sergeant, one quartermaster-sergeant, 
five sergeants, eight corporals, two trumpeters, and not more than cighty-three 
privates; and the minimum number of enlisted men shall be forty, 

Sec.7, That the battery of light beter att shall have not less than four nor more 
than six guns, To four guns there shall be one captain, two first lieutenants, 
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nts, eight corpora wo bugiers, and not more n ei -two ; 
phe the minimum number of enlisted men shall be fifty-seven. To more than 
four guns there shall be for each additional gun, one sergeant, two rals, 
and not more than twenty nor less than ten privates; for two additio: guns 
there shall be one additional second lieutenant, 

Sxro.8. That to each signal company, ambulance company, and engineer com- 
pany there shall be one first lieutenant, two sergeants, two corporals, and not 
more than thirty-two nor less than fourteen privates. 

Sxc. 9. That the band of musie shall consist of one chief musician, two ser- 

ts, ae otra and pote, privates; and Hegre vs of zon a of 
one prin m an, two sergeants, two corporals, an! irty-two privates. 
The chief musician, principal musician, and other non-commissioned officers of 
the band and field music s be appointed by the commanding general. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, 


Sec. 10. That the President of the United States shall be the commander-in- 
chief of the militia of the District of Columbia, 

Sec, 11. That there shall be appointed and commissioned by the President of 
the United States a commanding general of the militia of the of Colum- 
bia, with the rank of Dele Sir ana who shall hold office until his succes- 
bre 4 appointed and qualified, but may be removed at anytime by the Presi- 

en 


Src. 12. That the staff of the militia of the District of Columbia shall be 
appointed and commissioned by the President, and hold office until their suc- 
cessors are appointed and qualified, but may be removed at any time by the 
President. It shall consist of one adjutant-general, with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel; one inspector-general, one quartermaster-general, one commissary- 
general, one chief of ordnance, one chief of engineers, one su: n-general, 
one jud vocate-general, and one inspector-general ofrifle practice, each with 
the rank of major, and four aids-de-camp, each with the rank of captain. The 
commanding general may appoint a non-commissioned staff of the militia, to 
consist of one sergeant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, one commissary- 
sergeant, one ordnance-sergeant, two staff sergeants, one hospital-steward, one 
color-sergeant and one sergeant-bugler. 

Sec, 13, That the President may assign an officer of the Army to act as adju- 
tant-general of the militia of the District of Columbia, who, while so assigned, 
shall be commissioned as such and be subject to the orders of the commanding 
general and the provisions of this act: Provided, however, the officer so as- 
signed shall receive no other pay or emolument than that to which his rank in 
the Army entitles him when on detached service. 

Sec. 14. That all officers shall be commissioned by the President of the United 
States. In time of peace, or when not in the service of the United States, they 
shal! previously be elected or nominated as herein provided. No P raring com- 
missioned as an officer shall assume such rank or enter upon the duties of the 
office to which he may be commissioned, until he has accepted such commis- 
sion and taken such oath or affirmation as may be prescribed. 

Sec. 15. That the staff officers of a regiment or battalion shall be nominated 
by the ag care we commander thereof. 

Sec. 16. That field officers of regiments or battalions shall be elected by the 
written votes of the captains and lieutenants of the several companies of the re- 
spective regiments or battalions; captains and lieutenants of companies by the 
written votes of the enlisted men of the respective “prs OE pe 

Sec, 17. That elections of officers shall be ordered held under such‘regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the commanding general. 

Sec, 18, That every person accepting an election or nomination as an officer 
shall appear before an examining board, to be appointed by the commanding 
general, which board shall examine said officer as to his military and other 
p apane If any officer shall fail to he gu before the board of examina- 

ion within thirty days after being noti or shall fail to pass a satisfactory 
examination, the fact shall be certified the board to the commanding gen- 
eral, who shall thereupon declare the election or nomination of such o 
null and void. If in the opinion of the board such officer is competent, or oth- 
erwise qualified, they shall certify the fact to the commanding general, who 
shall thereupon recommend him to the President for 


ENLISTMENT OF SOLDIERS. 


Src, 19. That enlistments in the National Guard shall be for the term of three 
: Provided, however, That any soldier who may have received an honora- 

e discharge, by reason of the expiration of his term of service, may, within 
thirty days thereafter, t for a term of one, two, or three years, to date 
from the expiration of his previous term. All terms of service, except in case 
of re-enlistment, shall commence at noon on the day of enlistment, and expire 
at noon on the day of discharge. 

ARMS, UNIFORMS, AND EQUIPMENTS, 

Src, 20. That the uniforms, arms, and bs pearroagy! of the National Guard shall 
be the same as prescribed and furnished to the Army of the United States. 
Every organization of the National Guard shall be pro such ordnance 
and ordnance stores, clothing, camp and garrison equipage, quartermaster’s 
stores, medical supplies, and other military stores, as may be necessary for the 

roper training and instruction of the force and for the proper formance of 

e duties required under this act, Such property shall be iss: from thestores 
and supplies appropriated for the use of the Army, upon the approval and by 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to the commanding general, upon h: 
requisitions for the same. The property so issued shall remain and continue to 
be the property of the United States, and shall be accounted for by the com- 
—_- poa at such times, in such manner, and on such forms as the Sec- 
retary ar may require. 

SEC. 21. That every officer receiving public propeaty. for military use shall be 
accountable for the articles so received by him, and shall make good to the 
United States the value of all such prope defaced, injured, destroyed, or lost, 
by any neglect or default on his part, which may be recovered in an action o 
tort, or by any other action at law, to be instituted by the oo n- 
eral of the militia at the order of the commanding general. All money received 
on account of loss or shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, and shall be accounted for by the commanding general in his returns to 
the Secretary of War. 

Src, 22. That any officer or soldier who shall sell, dispose of, pawn or pledge, 
willfully destroy or injure, or retain after proper demand made, any public prop- 
erty issued under the provisions of this act, shall bedeemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall be punished by imprisonment for not exceeding two months, or 
i a fine notexceeding $100, or by both; and itis hereby made the duty ofthejudge 
of the police court of the District of Columbia, upon information filed or com- 
plaint made under oath, to issue process for the arrest of the offender, and to 
cause him to be brought before the police court to be dealt with according to 
the provisions of this section. 

Sec, 23, That until an officer, or his legal representative, shall haye received 
notice that the property accounts of such officer have been examined and found 
correct, the ig worms cw such officer, or of his estate, for public property for which 
he is or may have been responsible shall be in no way affected by resignation, 
discharge, change in official position, or death. Upon the death or desertion of 
an officer responsible for public propery Se immediate commander shall at 
once cause the property for which such officer was responsible to be collected, 
and a correct inventory made by actual count and examination ; which inven- 
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tory shall be forwarded to Anseo perp enone in order that any deficiency 
may be made good from ihs estate of. the deceased or deserting officer; com- 
pe AO OE ct DA TOOTS IR the manner provided in sec- 

on 34. 

SEO, 24. That any organization of the National Guard may, with the approval 
of the commanding general, and at its own expense, adopt any other uniform 
than that issued to it; but such uniform shall not be worn when such organiza- 
ext) y on duty under the orders of the commanding general, except by his per- 
m n. 

SEC. 25. That rh praes of the National Guard shall have the right to own 
and keep personal property ; and the commanding officer of any organization 
may recoverfor its use any debts or effects belon g to it,or damages for in- 
ah pe such property; action for such recovery to be brought, in the name of 
such commanding officer, before any justice of the . with the right of ap- 
peal to the —- court of the District of Columbia, or before the supreme 
court ofthe District of Columbia; and no suit or complaint pendingin his name 
shall be abated by his ceasing to be commanding oflicer of the organization; 
but, upon the motion of the commander succeeding him, such commander s 
be adm: to prosecute the suit or complaint in like manner and with 
effect as if it had been originally commenced by him. 

SEC. 26, That the quartermaster-general of the militia shall provide, by rental 
or otherwise, such armories and roomsas the commanding general may deem 
necessary for the drill and instruction of the National Guard. He shall also 
provide such lockers, closets, gun-racks, cases, desks, and other appurtenances 
as may be necessary for the care, preservation, and safe-keeping of the arms, 
equipments, uniforms, records, other public property in their possession. 

MILITARY DUTIES. 

Sec. 27. That any drill, parade, encampment, or duty that is required, ordered, 
or authorized to be performed under the provisions of this ll be deem: 
to be a military duty, and while on such duty every officer and enlisted man of 
the National Guard shall be subject to the lawful orders of his superior officers, 
and for any military offense may be put and Kopi under arrest or under guard 
for a time not extending beyond the term of service for which he is then ordered. 

Sec, 28. That the National shall perform not less than six consecutive 
days of sip duty in each year, and the commanding general shall prescribe 
such stated drills and es as he may deem necessary for their instruction, = 
and may order out any por of them for such drills, inspections, parades, 
escort, or other duties ashe may deem proper. The commanding officer of any 
regiment, battalion, or company may also assemble his command, or any part 
th , in the evening for drill, inspection, or other business, as he may deem 
expedient; but no e shall be performed by any regiment, battalion, com- 
pany, or part thereof, without the permission of the commanding general. 

SEC, 29. That when there is in the District of Columbia a tumult, riot, mob, or 
a body of men acting together by force with attempt to commit a felony or to 
offer violence to persons or property, or by force and violence to break and re- 
sist the laws, or when such tumult, riot, or mob is threatened, it shall be lawful 
for the commissioners of the District of Columbia, or for the United States 

for the District of Columbia, to call on the commanding general to aid 
them in Se ne such violence and enforcing the laws; the commanding 
pest shail thereupon order out so much and such portion of the militia as 

e may deem necessary to suppress the same, and no member thereof who 
shall be thus ordered out by gang authority for any such duty shall be liable 
y ayn or criminal prosecution for any act done in discharge of his military 

uty. 

Src. 30. That United States forces or troops, or any portion of the militia, 

ding, or performing any duty according to law, shall have the right of way 
any street or highway through which they may pass: Provided, That the 
aserne of the United States — the loutna an nctions of _ i. a 

e progress and o) ons of fire-engines an departmen’ all no 

interfered with thereby. 


Sec. 31. That every commanding officer, when on duty, mer ascertain and 
fix necessary bounds and limits to his parade orencampment. Whoever intrudes 
within the limits of the agoa or encampment after being forbidden, or who- 
ever shall interrupt, molest, or obstruct any officer or soldier while on duty, 
may be putand kept under until the e, encampment, or duty be 
concluded; and the commanding officer may turn over such paon to any po- 
lice officer, and said police officer is required to him in for ex- 
amination or trial before the police court, and the judge thereof may punish 
such offense by a fine not por pers J 

Sec. 32. That all officers and employés of the United States and of the District 
of Columbia who are members of the National Guard shall be entitled to leave 
of absence from their respective duties, without loss of pay or time, on the six 
days of encampment ordered or authorized under the provisions of this act. 


. MILITARY COURTS, 


Src, 33. That general courts-martial for the trial of commissioned officers or 
enlisted men shall be ordered by the commanding general at such times as the 
interests of the service may uire, and shall co of not less than five nor 
more than thirteen officers, anda judge-advocate, none of whom shall be of less 
rank than the , when it can be avoided, 

Sec. 34. That for the trial of enlisted men forall minor offenses the command- 
ing officer of each battalion and un company shall, at such times as may 
be necessary, appoint courts-martial, Such battalion and company courts-mar- 
tial shall consist, for a battalion, of one officer whose rank is not below that of 
a ; and fora company, of a lieutenant. Such courts shall have power, 
subject to the ry gen of the officer ordering the court, to sentence to be repri- 

officer in battalion or company orders, orto pay such fines as 
by the ns or by-laws of the organization 


a 

Sec. 35. That the president of a general court-martial and the officer consti- 
tuting a battalion or company court-martial shall have power to administer the 
usual oath to witnesses, and may issue summonses for all witnesses whose at- 
tendance at such court may, in his opinion, be necessary, and any officer or 
soldier failing to serve such summons, and ro By haem falling to appear and 
testify when so summoned, shall be liable to by court-martial. 

Src. 36. That in all cow ent of the accused, the proceed- 
ings, trial, and record shall in all respects conform as nearly as p cable to 
the regulations for the same in the Army of the United States. 


EXPENSES AND ALLOWANCES, 


Sec. 37. That during the annual encampment, or when ordered on duty toaid 
the civil authorities, the National Guard be furnished with subsistence 
stores of the kind, quality, and amount allowed and  sceyeaaioree for the Army. 
Such stores shall be issued from the stores and su plies gi oxigen for the 
use of the Army, upon the approval and by the direction of the Secretary of 
War to the commanding general upon his requisitions for the same. 

Src. 38, That the commanding general shall annually transmit to the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia an estimate of the amount of money re- 

uired for the next ensuing fiscal year to pay the expenses of the militia, and 
the said commissioners shall include the same in their annual estimates of ap- 
propriations for the District; and all money appropriated to pay the expenses 
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authorized by this act shall be disbursed by the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia upon vouchers duly certified and approved by the commanding 
eral, and accounted for by them in the same manner as all other moneys ap- 
propriated for the expenses of the A 

GENERAL PROVISIONS, 


Serc. 39. That companies, battalions, or regiments may adopt constitutional 
articles of agreement or by-laws, subject to the approval of the commanding 
general, for the government of matters relating to the civic affairs of their re- 
poe oi izations, the regulation of fines for non-performance of duty, and 

determination of causes upon which excuses from fines may be based: Pro- 
vided, however, That such articles or rules shall not be repugnant to law or the 
regulations for the government of the militia: And provided further, That the 
articles or rules adopted by any company or battalion shall not be repugnant 
to the articles or rules adopted for the general government of the regiment or 
battalion to which itbelongs. Certified copies of such articles or rules, with like 
copies of all alterations, as finally approved by the commanding general, shall 
Pa Sapca in the office of the adjutan: 1 


no officer or soldier shall be liable for jury duty. 


Src. 4l. That the commanding general, subject to the approval of the con- 
mander-in-chief, is authorized to make and publish ulations for the govern- 
ment of the militia in all matters not specifically provided for by law, conform- 
ing TS to the practice and regulations of the Army so far as they may be 
r 42. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Sonate is rather thin, and I appeal to my 
friend- from Connecticut to let this matter go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To-morrow will be Sunday. I shall not be here 
again until Monday. ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘ To-morrow morning” is Monday morning in 
this Chamber. There is no day here in the Calendar but a legislative 
day. Isuggest to the Senator to let this matter go over until to-mor- 
row morning in the sense that we all understand ‘‘ to-morrow” legis- 
latively, and then take it up and I will vote with him to take it up 
the first thing after the Journal is read if he desires. It is really an 
important bill and he ought not to press it when the Senate is so thin; 
and so I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. Before putting the motion the Chair 
will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 
3401 in relation to the Pacific railroads. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont. : 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 19 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 11, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 9, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 

FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 12531) to regu- 
late commerce between the United States and foreign countries; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ittee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MINORITY REPORT ON ARID LANDS, NEW MEXICO. - 

Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, submitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 8058) to 
protect the interests of agriculture by irrigation and toencourage the set- 
tlement of the arid lands in the Territory of New Mexico; which were 
ordered to be printed in connection with the report of the committee, 
ana referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

mon, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OSHKOSH, WIS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Architect 
of an appropriation for wood finishing in the public building at Osh- 
kosh, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. ROHRBACH AND OTHERS. : 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of the findings of fact 
in the case of John H., Rohrbach and others, against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Hovse a bill (H. R. 11604) to 
amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers in Tennessee, 
with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendments of the Senate be concurred in. They reserve to Congress 
the right to alter or amend at any time. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 610) for the 


relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and of the 
war with Mexico, with amendments of the Senate thereto, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

Mr. BREWER. What bill is that, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. _ It is the bill which was laid before the House yes- 
terday morning, and as to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] made a request that the House non-concur and agree to a con- 
ference, but the request was objected to by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. BREWER, I do not see the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] in his seat, and therefore I ask that the bill be withheld. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11658) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, with amendments of the Senate thereto; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3419) providing 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, and for 
other pu ` 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now put 
upon its passage. A similar bili has been favorably reported from the 
House Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAND. Iobject. That bill ought to go to a committee. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that a 
similar bill has been reported from the Honse committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri does not withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Let it remain upon the table, then. 

The SPEAKER. It will so remain. 


BIG HORN AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3795) granting 
to the Big Horn and Southern Railroad Company the right of way 
across the Fort Custer military reservation, Montana; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now put 
upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pa ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3734) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River 
at La Crosse, Wis.; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that that bill be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Permit me to say to the House that- 
that bill has been considered in the Senate and has met with no objec- 
tions there, and it has also been considered in the House Committee 
on Commerce and has been favorably reported. The Secretary of War 
has examined the bill and favors its passage, and I now ask that the 
reading of it be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and the reading of the bill was d with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
at this time? d 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
` The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION NEAR ST. GEORGE RIVER, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3897) to es- 
tablish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast at or near the mouth 
of the St. George River, Maine; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of this bill. A bill in identically the same terms has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce of this House, The measure 
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is recommended by the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, who 
states that there have been fourteen shipwrecks at the point referred 
to in the bill. Itis important that the bill should become a law at 
once, 

The bill was read, as follows: , 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to establish a life-saving station at or near the mouth of St. George 
River, Maine, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life Saving 
Service may recommend, 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the hill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pases and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTORAL VOTE OF FLORIDA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3932) to pro- 
vide for the expenses, compensation, or mileage of a ial messenger 
sent by the Secretary of State to the State of Florida for the certificate 
of the electoral vote of that State of A. D. 1888 for President and 
Vice-President of the United States, in pursuance of the provisions of 
section 141 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by 
the act approved October 19, 1888; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3810) to es- 
tablish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be immedi- 
ately considered. It isa Senate bill; and the Committee on Public 
Lands—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this bill should be examined by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I have no objection to it remaining on the 
Speaker’s table. 
eae AEBARER: If there be no objection the Speaker will retain 

e bill. 

There was no objection. 


USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 


In THE Senate or THE UNITED STATES, January 11, 1889, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in the en- 
rollment of the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless 
papers in the Executive Departments, the Committee on Enrolled B ills be in- 
structed to insert, in lieu of the word “‘Senator’’ where it occurs in the eighth 
line, the word “Senators.” 

TheSPEAKER. This resolution seems to be simply forthe purpose 
of correcting an error in the enrollment of a bill. If there be no ob- 
jection the resolution will be concurred in. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered vain 2h 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following; which was 
laid on the table: 

In THe SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 7, 1889. 


CrJered, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Represent- 
atives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate copy of the concurrent reso- 
lution authorizing the correction of the enrollment of the bill S, 2305, 


JURY TRIALS IN DISTRICT POLICE COURT. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the title of a bill which has 
been returned from the Senate with the House amendments disagreed 
to, and with a request for a conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. This bill has now reached the privileged stage, 
and if there be no objection the House amendments which have been 
disagreed to by the Senate will be insisted on and the request of the 
Senate for a conference granted. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. The Chair will appoint the conferees during the day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BARNES, for one week, on account of important business, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Committee on Military Affairs, without leaving 
copies, the petition of John Boyle. 

LOUISA PROVOST. 

The SPEAKER. At the session of the House last evening it ap- 
pears the bill (S. 1884) granting a pension to Louisa Provost was taken 
up and passed. That bill had already been passed by both Houses, 
having become a law on the 6th day of August last. The tleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] had the bill in charge, as the 
Chair understands, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I found the bill on the Calendar, and there- 


fore called it is 
The SPEAKER. The Chairsupposed the error occurred in that way. 
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If there be no objection the vote of the House the bill will be 
reconsidered and the bill will be laid on the table. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
TITLE TO LANDS, RANDOLPH COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United States to certain 
lands in the county of Randolph and State of Illinois, on certain condi- 
tions, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all right, title, and interest of the United States in and 
to all lands in the Mississippi bottom, between the line of bluffs and the Missis- 
sippi River, in the Sonni of Randolph and State of Illinois, be, and the same 
are hereby, granted to the said county of Randolph: Provided, That the legal 
authorities of said county, on the discovery of any such lands within said bound- 
aries, shall have the same surveyed at the expense of said county, and file plats 
of said surveys with the Commissionerof the General Land Office, at Washing- 
ton, D. ©. If, upon examination by said Commissioner, it shall appear that the 
title of the United States has not heretofore been alienated in any tract shown 
on said plat or plats, he shall so notify the authorities of said county; and upon 
payment by the authorities of said county into the Treasury of the United States 
of the sum of $1.25 for every acre shown on said plat or plats, it shall be the 
duty of said Commissioner of the General Land O; to prepare and have ex- 


ecuted nts for every tract so paid for, and to deliver the same on application 
to the egal authorities of said county: Surther, That nothing in this 
act shall be so construed as to include any accretions formed to lands bordering 


on the Mississippi River and owned by private individuals, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. ‘This bill has already passed the House 
twice, and also passed the Senate twice. It has been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on the Public Lands, and will remove a dif- 
ficulty which now exists preventing these lands from being subject to 
taxation, and also removes a difliculty with reference to the titles. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM Il. ROBERTSON AND EDWARD I., HEDDEN. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robertson and Edward L. 
Hedden, late collectors of customs for the district of the city of New 
York, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the properaccounting officers be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to allow William H. Robertson, collector of the district 
of the city of New York, in settlement of his accounts, a credit for the sum of 
$2,346.25, the same being a sum now as cag S the said William H. Robertson as 
collector of said district for moneys received at the post-office in the city of New 
York, and for remittances made by tmasters at other points in the United 
States, for duties collected on books imported through the mails between the 
2ist day of August, 1882, and the 30th day of June, , and for which one Doug- 
las Smith, a late clerk in the custom-house at the port of New York, assigned 
to the duty of verifying such moneys, failed to account, without default or 
negligence of said Collector Robertson; and that the proper err gasa officers 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to allow Edward Hedden, collector of 
the district of the city of New York, in settlement of his account a credit for 
the sum of $3,073.74, the same being now charged to the said Edward L. Hed» 
den as collector of said district, for moneys received at the Mce in the 
city of New York, and for remittances made by postmasters at other places in 
the United States, for duties collected on books imported through the mails 
between the Ist day of July, 1885, and the 29th day of August, 1886, and for 
which the said Douglas Smith also has failed to account without default or neg- 
ligence of the said Collector Hedden. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know more about it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. KILGORE. No; I am asking for information. 

Mr. COX. I will give the gentleman the information he seeks. 
There is not a dollar of the amount covered by this bill which comes 
out of the Treasury. These collectors—a Republican and a Demo- 
erat—have settled their accounts with the Government, amounting in 
the aggregate to $700,000,000, and all of this vast amount has been 
settled and accounted for, leaving the small balance covered by this 
bill on the books against them. The balance against them arose from 
irregularities in the accounts kept by a clerk named Douglas Smith, 
who failed to account for the sums which make up the aggregate of 
the bill, and this proposes, under the precedents established, in the 
case of President Arthur and others, to give credit for that amount 
and liquidate the account. Iwill state that this was reported in the 
Senate by Mr. BECK, and the House committee reports it {1 vorably. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J, CAMPBELL, And unanimously, 

Mr. COX. And unanimously. I ask, therefore, that these men 
shall have the relief sought by the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. From what committee does this come? 

Mr. COX. From the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. And passed the Senate? 

Mr. COX. Yes; passed the Senate on a report prepared by the Sena 
tor from Kentucky, Mr. BECK. 
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- Mr. HOLMAN. Theclerk through whom thisirregularity occurred— 
was he appointed by the Secretary of the ? 


Mr. COX. No, sir; he was a clerk in the Post-Office, and was as- 
signed to the duty of verifying remittances of money from postmasters 
for duties on books, but proved to be a defaulter without any fault of 
the collectors, whose transactions with the Government, as I have said, 
amounted to over seven hundred millions of dollars. 

Mr. REED. .The responsibility here is purely technical. 

Mr. COX. Purely technical. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This clerk, I understand, was a clerk of the Post- 
Office Department? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And is now in jail. 

Mr. COX. He was a bad man. 

Rhy  dontectenty Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third nma eng passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MATTIE 8. WHITNEY. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10482) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the 
case of. Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of Franklin S. Whitney, 
deceased, heretofore referred to said court, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read. 

REENE EI Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this claim, reporteđ from 
the Committee on War Claims, was before the House at another time 
during this session. At that time I had occasion to raise the question 
that unless time was given for debate, and full time, I should object 
to its consideration, and I produced a record of the Southern Claims 
Commission in which they have reviewed the case and allege that the 
claimant was disloyal during the late war. Now, I repeat the state- 
ment that unless time is given to discuss this bill fully, and these par- 
ties who are prosecuting the claim produce evidence to overcome this 
allegation of disloyalty, I must object to it now. If the party is will- 
ing to allow time for discussion, then I am willing to have it sub- 
mitted to the House on its merits, 

Mr. HOOKER. The decision of the Court of Claims establishes 
that question beyond doubt and absolutely. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I must call for the regular order if 
there is to be discussion here. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I do, except on the condition stated. 

Mr. HOOKER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Two hours. 

Mr. HOOKER. Suppose you say one hour, and I will give you the 
whole of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. With the view of proceeding with the appropria- 
tion bill, I must demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That request of the gentleman from Mississippi 
will be pending, and the gentlemen can try to arrange the matter by 
conference between themselves. * The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to withdraw 
the call to enable me to call up a matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not see how I can do that. The gentleman 
from Mississippi has a bill pending. 

Mr. WARNER. This does not interfere with that bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the regular order is withdrawn of course that 
question is before the House. 

me TOWNSHEND. Irise to what I believe to be a question of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is this: The gentleman from Kentucky, 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; the géntleman from 
Missouri, chairman of the Committee on Commerce; the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, from Texas, and myself, as chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in order to expedite the business of the 
House, desire to have orders fixed for night sessions for the considera- 
tion of unobjectionable measures. What I wish to ask is, if itis not 
in order to submit a motion to set apart evenings for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Unanimous consent will be proceeded 
with, and gentlemen will be recognized in their order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I appeal to the gentleman from Georgia 
and ask him to let these committees have an opportunity to submit that 

uest. 

Mr. BLAND. There is plenty of time during daytime for the busi- 
ness now before the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We will give those committees time. 


ELIZABETH B. SMITH. 


Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to call up for consideration the bill S. 2910, 
on which the previous question has been ordered, and on which I desire 
to have a vote. It can be disposed of in a very few minutes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. Smith, widow 
of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States Volunteers. 

The SPEAKER. This is one of the bills coming over from the Fri- 
day evening session. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of consideration upon that bill 
at this time. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope my friend will not raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

The question was taken, and the House refused to consider the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
callof committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

< ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole Horse on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3312) to create the northeastern division of the south- 
ern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and to take certain counties from 
the northern district, and add to the southern district, and to provide 
for holding courts in said northeastern division, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other pu ; and 

A bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 555, Revised Statutes relating 
to the District of Columbia. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. $ 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Crisp in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and the Clerk will 
read the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1890. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of this bill. 

Mr. REED. That is not to interfere with general debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that amount to precluding general debato ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before we proceed, as there are indications of a de- 
sire for general debate on this bill, I would like to ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania what time he desires, 

Mr. BINGHAM. We desire one hour on this side of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will two hours for general debate be sufficient ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not know what that side of the House de- 
sires. This side desires one hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think, then, we had better reserve one hour for 
this side, and I ask unanimous consent that general debate be limited 
to two hours, to be equally divided between the two sides of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not know whether I shall want to parti- 
cipate in the general debate, but unless I can be accorded some time I 
shall object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Chairman, we will proceed, and, at the 
proper time, I will move that the committee rise and let the House de- 
termine to what time general debate shall be limited. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that general debate upon this bill be limited to twohours. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think that the gentleman from Georgia is 
right about not wanting to fix any time just now. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the bill reported from the commit- 
tee carries $66,595,344,28. The amount to be derived from postage and 
other sources of revenue is $62,508, 759.28, and there remains, therefore, 
the sum of $4,068,585 to be taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States by process of taxation. The amount tobe paid ont of the Treas- 
ury of the United States is larger than was anticipated when the report 
was made on the bill at the beginning of the last session of Congress. 
This comes largely from a few-causes. In the first place, sir, in the 


matter of railroad transportation, while the expenditures have been in- 
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creased from $654,000 to $1,354,000 in previous years, the amount con- 
tained in this bill over the bill of the current fiscal year reaches the 
enormous and unprecedented sum of $2,216,687.40. This large per- 
centage of increase, however, is only apparent. 

There is a deficiency in the aha ace for the railway mail serv- 
ice estimated by the Department, which will likely appear in the de- 
ficiency bill hereafter of more than $1,000,000. This, sir, has grown 
out of several causes. In the first place, the increase of mileage is much 
more than it was; in the next place, the percentage of increase of mail 
matter has run up from about12 to 20 percent. Of course the amount 
due the railroads has increased in a corresponding degree. The next 
item to which I call attention is a very large one, in relation to the 
free-delivery service. The estimated increase has run from $7,000,000 
to $8,000,000, and as-compared with many other previous years it re- 
quires explanation. 

The eight-hour law alone brings an increase of expense in the next 
year of $1,400,000. In addition to that the act of 1887 (the exact date 
of which I can not now recall) increasing the number of cities to which 
the letter-carrier service might be applied by lowering the standard 
from cities with a population of 20,000 or $20,000 gross receipts to 
cities containing a population of 10,000 or having $10,000 gross re- 
ceipts has contributed very largely to this increase. The actual in- 
crease of expenditures, however, in this fiscal year, growingout of the 
increase of service alone, is spoken of by the superintendent in the fol- 
lowing language: 

In this estimate it will be seen that in addition to the amount which is re- 
—_ to be appropriated under existing laws but $253,750 is for additional car- 
rie. 

That is, out of the million dollars, only this amount, $253,750, goes 
to additional carriers, But there must be added to this, by virtue of 
our own legislation here, the following sums: 

For promotion of two thousand seven hundred carriers, under the act of 
Jhai e 2, 1882, $440,000; pay of substitutes, $206,000; pay of substitutes for addi- 
tional carriers on vacation, $8,000, and so on. f 

By reason of legislation which we have heretofore enacted we have 
forced forward the expenditure in the matter of the letter-carrier serv- 
ice. But while this increase in the cost of that service has taken place 
there is another aspect of the subject which is much more satisfactory. 
From the years 1874 and 1875 the letter-carrier service has paid its 
own expenses, and, notwithstanding the million dollars of additional 
expenditure during the current fiscal year resulting from the eight- 
hour law, we shall have a surplus revenue from that service. So, with 
reference to the next fiscal year, notwithstanding the addition to the 
cost of the service of $1,400,000 by reason of the additional pay to let- 
ter-carriers under the eight-hour law, we shall still have half a million 
dollars surplus revenue from the letter-carrier 

So, sir, it is some consolation to us to know in conection with this 
large increase of expenditure in the postal service, illustrated not merely 
in this point of the pending measure, but also in many other branches 
of the service—it is some consolation to us to know that while there is 
an enormous enlargement of the service and of its cost, yet the amount 
taken out of the public Treasury has been decreased, and the enlarge- 
ment of the service is only indicative of the enormous activity exist- 
ing in our commercial and social life. 

Mr. Chairman, the item for clerks in post-oflices brings about an in- 
crease Of the appropriation for the current fiscal yearof about $600,000. 
I do not propose to discuss in detail other items of the bill than this 

icular one, because by reason of the similarity of the service, and 
for the further reason that the rules of this House exclude new legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill, the similarity of the bill from year to 
year ieee elaborate explanation of details unnecessary and fatiguing. 

The item of clerk-hire, as I have said, shows much beyond the usual 

tage of increase. This results from two causes: first, not as 
Liberal appropriations for that service as we should haye had heretofore; 
and second, the legislation classifying clerks in first and second class 
offices inserted in this bill by unanimous consent of the House. AsI 
shall discuss the second proposition, the necessity for classification, I 
shall illustrate the first, so I shall proceed at once to the consideration 
of the classification of clerks in first and second class offices and the 
reasons therefor. 

We have here fixed the salaries of postal clerks, because we have found 
that by a failure to do it in the past, when insufficient appropriations 
have been made the clerks have been cut down to a meager amount 
of compensation and the service itself has been rendered unsatisfactory 
to them and less permanent in the character of its employés. So with 
the letter-carrier service: it was so delicate in its nature and so impor- 
tant that the Congress of the United States saw fit to classify the letter- 
carriers in the several cities of the country entitled to them into va- 
rious classes, which I will not now stopto enumerate. Not only that, 
but leaves of absence were given to them, and then the eight-hour 
law was passed. We have gone on in this line of legislation, prompted 
by a desire for the betterment of the public service, until the clerks in 
the post-offices only have been left at the mercy ofan arbitrary assign- 
ment of salary, made, perhaps, by a clerk in the Department, who has 
but few facilities for informing himself or for forming a judgment in 
that connection. In the report of 1883 the then Postmaster-General, 


Judge Gresham, transmitted to Congress the report of the First As- 
sistant, which contained the following language: 

As evidence of the increased requirements of the service and the close sur- 
veillance of this important subject, your attention is called to the fact that 
2,758 allowances for clerk-hire were made during the last fiscal year; an in- 
crease of 478, or 20.9 per cent., as compared with the previous year, and 1,422, or 
106.4 per cent., more than was made in 1880-81. Two thousand six hundred 
and four applications for clerical assistance were declined, chiefly because the 
appropriation was exhausted. In fact, in order to keep the urgent demands of 

service within the limited appropriation at the disposal of this Department, 
it was necessary to “create” a fund by making the reductions at 195 offices, 

In other words, the fand was given by Congress; he was required to 
conduct the service with it; and when the service was growing he could 
only carry it on by reducing the salaries of the employés. At the very 
time when the service was requiring better capacity the exigencies of 
the appropriation demanded poorer compensation. 

In 1884 the then Postmaster-General used the following language: 

The increase of the postal service, especially the large increase of letter-mail 
occasioned by the reduction of postage from 3 to 2 cents, has made additional 
clerical assistance absolutely necessary in almost every office of the first, second, 
and third classes. From the best data obtainable it is estimated that in all the 
offices the additional clerical labor required is about 20 per cent. Post-oflice 
To ta a rule are underpaid; their duties are exacting and require close at- 

In this very same report Mr. Hatton goes on to make the very same 
complaint that was made by Judge Gresham. Mr. Vilas, in his report 
of 1887, discusses this subject in the same way, reaching the same con- 
clusion. The present Postmaster-General again calls the attention of 
the House to it in the report of last year. And the President of the 
United States, in his last annual m has seen fit to direct the 
special attention of Congress to this class of employés. 

Mr. Chairman, to show the irregularity in the matter of compensa- 
tion of clerks, I will read the percentages of increase for a series of 
years, showing how seemingly without rule the estimates and appro- 
priations have been made. 

In 1883 the percentage of expenditures over 1882 was 11.05. The 
percentage of expenditures in 1884 over 1883 was 8.08; in 1885 over 
1884, 2.91; 1886 over 1835, 2.13; 1887 over 1886, 8.10; 1888 over 1887, 
2.40. 

Now, the increase in the revenues has not proceeded according to the 
percentages included in the paper from which I have just read. The 
result, as appears in the report from Postmaster-General Gresham, has 
been that where the appropriations were large different classes of clerks 
were allowed a certain sum, and where during the next fiscal year the 
increase of appropriations was less he had to resort to a reduction of 
the salaries of employés in order to keep within the appropriation. 

Mr. Chairman, it does appear to my mind, and I think it must ap- 
pear to every gentleman who considers this matter for a moment, that 
when the Government of the United States assumes to take exclusive 
control over the mails of the country and to handle sixty-odd million 
dollars, not taken ont of the people by taxation but by rates charged 
on their correspondence, such an unbusiness-like method as that which 
I have exhibited ought not to be thought of forasinglemoment. There 
is no reason why the clerks in the post-offices in the country, engaged 
in distributing its mails and giving energy, vitality, and efficiency to 
the business of the country, should not have salaries proportionate to 
the work assigned to them; and those salaries should have permanency, 
so that the clerk entering upon the service to-day with a certain salary 
may understand that this salary is not to be cut down the next year or 
the next. Thus we shall afford to efficient officials the strongest in- 
ducement to remain in the public service. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is quite apparent under the facts I have 
stated that it is important that in All the offices of the country the 
clerical force should have an ample salary, not for a year, but fixed by 
law, so that when he enters it the clerk may know that so long as by 
good service he is able to maintain his position his income from it will 
be of a fixed nature and not subject to the caprice or accident which 
may occur to appropriations for clerk-hire on the part of the Congress 
of the United States. Therefore, sir, the committee viewing it in this 
light, having had the information of so many eminent persons con- 
nected with the postal service and (their reasons for classifying clerks 
in the first and second class offices, the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads have endeavored to meet the situation by co-operating 
with the present Postmaster-General, not in the matter of arguing 
whether or not the salaries of these clerks should be fixed, but in pre- 
senting a measure in this bill which actually does fix their salaries. 

If this bill shall be adopted, then if the Congress of the United 
States shall fail to appropriate the proper amount for clerks in the first 
and second class offices there is an inhibition on the part of the pres- 
ent Postmaster-General to reduce the salaries of any of those clerks in 
order to make his appropriation hold out. It comes back to us in the 
form of a deficiency. It is the right of the clerk to have the salary 
which has been provided. 

It will be impossible for me to bring in the data in all their details 
used in the determination of the classification of clerks. I can only 
state them generally. The Department took the roster in the various 
first and second class offices. ‘They took the salaries attached to em- 
ployés in the various kinds of work in the several offices, the registr 
division, the money-order division, of the employés attached to the dif- 
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ferent forms of labor in every office in the United States, and from those 
data, and from information through a commission, and from informa- 
tion obtained through the use of inspectors, etc., they have reached 
the classification of the clerks in the first and second class post-offices 
throughout the United States. 

I will not undertake to say that the bill is perfect. I will not un- 
dertake to say a better classification might not have been made, but I 
do say that gentlemen assembled as we are from the different sections 
of the country, from various avocations in private life, have not the 
facilities in experience and information for reaching the best conclusion 
which is to be had on this subject. 

I am also aware, sir, that the post-office officials are lacking in cer- 
tain elements of information which are n to reach the exact 
method of classification which should be had. I do not believe it is 
possible that there is any source of information to which we could re- 
sort that would bring about a perfect system. 

What we think there is in this bill to commend it is that there is a 
classification at all, that henceforward the clerks who are employed in 
the post-offices of the country at a salary which the roster discloses to 
have been sufficient to retain them in the service should not have those 
salaries cut down at the expense of the service, and if we shall blun- 
der, as blunder we may in matters of this sort, hereafter the correction 
will come to us in the shape of a deficiency. 

We think there is this further recommendation of this classification. 
Whatever defect in information may appear at this time or hereafter 
is most likely to be corrected by the experience under the operations 
of this bill. And that is the hope we have in relation to it. 

Mr. Chairman, beyond this at this time I do not’ think it necessary 
to occupy the time of the committee, and I shall prefer to wait for a 
detailed explanation of the bill in the five-minute debate. 

I move now that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting the 
general debate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ROGERS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CRISP reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had underconsider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and resume the consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; and pending that motion I 
move that all general debate be closed in two hours. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend by limiting the debate to 
three hours. 

Mr.SOWDEN. Make it three hours and ten minutes; I would like 
to have a little time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And in support of that motion I will say that 
while I may not occupy one minute myself, yet I may want fifteen 
minutes. The gentleman from Georgia, however, has given no assur- 
ance that I may be permitted to discuss the billif I desire to do so in 
the general debate, and in fact the intimation is clear that the whole 
time of the discussion will be allotted to the members of the Post-Office 
Committee. Unless, therefore, Ican have an assurance that I can have 
a brief time in the discussion I shall insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. LEE. Pending the consideration of this question I ask unani- 
mous consent to introduce for reference a resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the time occupied by myself, which 
the chairman of the committee informed me was one half hour, de- 
ducted from the time that I have suggested the debate shall be closed, 
two hours, so that there will be one hour and a half remaining after 
we go into committee again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, to limit the de- 
bate to three hours. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 32, noes 


8. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. 
BLOUNT as tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill make a concession, if le to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and add fifteen minutes to the time if that will suit 


m. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If I can get an assurance that I can be heard 
on the bill then I shall agree to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I can not assure the gentleman, for the mat- 
ter of recognition is in the option of the Chair exclusively. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Then I insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois says that if he can have 
an saance of fifteen minutes’ extension of the debate he will be 
sati. A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I want one hour in addition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is altogether a different matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Because other gentlemen desire also to be 


4 


he 


heard. As I have said, I shall probably want less than fifteen min- 


utes myself, if I occupy any time at all. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I should like to have about fifteen minutes my- 
self. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If the Chair will recognize me I will 
yield them fifteen minutes each. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing, if it will suit the gentleman, to ex- 
tend the time for general debate forty minutes longer, of which time 
the other side shall be entitled to one hour and twenty minutes, and 
the remaining time, after deducting the half hour already occupied by 
myself, to be allotted to this side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
resolves itself into Committee of the Whole to further consider the Post- 
Office bill general debate shall be limited to two hours and ten minutes, 
one hour and twenty minutes of which shall be allotted to the other 
side and fifty minutes to this, which wiil equalize the debate on both 
sides, counting the half hour I have consumed myself. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

‘Mr. BLOUNT. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to further consider general appropriation bills. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr, HEMPHILL, Mr. 
CoTHRAN, and Mr. GROUT as conferees on the of the House on 
the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion of the gentle-, 
man from Georgia, I ask unanimous consent to present a conference 
report, and have it printed in the RECORD and lie over until Monday 
morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia has a mo- 
tion pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will yield to allow this re- 
quest to be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifit leads to no debate I have no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will not lead to any debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I submit. the following con- 
aoe report on the bill (S. 185) providing for the admission of South 
Dakota. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 


disagree 
the amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate (S, 185) entitled “An act to 
ission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for 


CHAS. S. BAKER, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 

O. H. PLATT, 

5. M. CULLOM, 

M. C. BUTLER, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I submit and ask to have 
printed in the RECORD the following instructions to the conferees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the instructions be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought this was not going to lead to any discus- 
sion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itwill not. The gentleman from New York sim- 
ply desires to offer a resolution of instructions to the committee of con- 
ference to be hereafter appointed, and I will call the matter up on Mon- 
day after the call of States and Territories. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The purpose is to move a new confer- 
ence, and I want this resolution to be passed upon by the House to 
instruct the conference committee when appointed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let the resolution be printed in the RECORD also. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the request of the gentleman from New 
York, that the resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

: The resolution of instructions referred to by Mr. BAKER is as fol- 
ows: 


Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the amend- 
ments to the Senate bill 185 in the following rapea: 

1, That the Territory of New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof 
may be excluded from the bill. 

2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota oF proclamation of the President, under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resubmitted to the people of South Dakota, with provisions 
Kja s new election of State officers, and without a new vote on the question of 

vision. 

8, Further providing that the pro Statesof North Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington shall be admitted on the same basis, 4. e. : 

B All of them under proclamation by the President; or 
b) All of them by formal acts of: 


L 
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‘Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state briefly, in order that 
the House may understand the matter fully, the points of diference be- 
tween the conferees on the part of the Senate and those on the part of 
the House on this bill. The majority of the Senate conferees insist 
that the bill as it passed the House shall be amended, first, so as to ex- 
clude New Mexico; second, so astondmit South Dakota by proclama- 
tion under the Sioux Falls constitution, to be submitted to the people 
again, with new election of officers, and without a vòte in that Terri- 
tory on the question of division; third, to bring in the three Territo- 
ries of Washington, Montana, and North Dakota on the same basis, all 
of them either by proclamation or all of them by a special act of ad- 
mission at the next session of Congress. 

These are the chief points presented by the Senate conferees. It was 
suggested by them, further, that such matters as relate to the election 
of delegates and the apportionment of the districts in which the mem- 
bers are to be elected, the date of holding conventions, and the date ot 
resubmission of the South Dakota constitution and the location of the 
temporary seat of government in South Dakota should be referred to 
the chairmen of the respective Committees on Territories of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

As to these minor points I have no doubt an agreement could be 
reached without difficulty or delay. 

A majority of the House conferees submitted in conference the fol- 
lowing as a basis of ment which would be satisfactory to them: 

First. Asto New Mexico, we were willing to submit the question of 
exclusion of that Territory from the bill to the two Houses of Congress 
and to be governed by such instructions as might be given thereon. 

Second. That a vote on the question of division of Dakota would be 
insisted upon, but, in a spirit of compromise and to secure other por- 
tions of the bill as it passed the House, we were willing to recommend 
such amendment to the bill as would provide that the majority of all 
votes castin the Territory of Dakota should be sufficient to decide the 
question of division instead of the provisionsof the bill as it passed the 
House requiring a majority in both North and South Dakota on that 
question to authorize division. 

Third. As to the admission of North Dakota, Montana, and Wash- 
ington (and also New Mexico, if that Territory is retained in the bill), 
by proclamation or by special act of Congress, the House conferees were 
willing to recommend that Montana and Washington should be ad- 
mitted on the constitutions formed by those Territories heretofore, as 
provided in the bill as by the House as to Montana, and also as 
provided in a pro amendment in reference to Washington Ter- 
ritory submitted by the Senatorfrom Indiana, Mr. VOORHEES. But 
we were unwilling to recommend that any State should be admitted 
by proclamation of the President unless the constitution framed by it 
should be first submitted to Congress; and hence if a majority of the 
Senate conferees shall insist upon a uniform rule as to these Territo- 
ries, an ment can be reached by requiring all to be admitted alike 
by special acts at the session of Congress beginning in December next. 
This does not apply to South Dakota, which the House conferees insist 
shall be admitted as provided in the seventh paragraph of the third 
section of the bill as it passed the House, which paragraph is known 
as the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS], and which was adopted by the House on his motion without 
objection. : 

Fourth. The majority of the House conferees will insist upon a re- 
submission of the question of the temporary seat of government for 
Sonth Dakota. 

Fifth. The House conferees will recommend the adoption of any 
amendments that the Senate conferees may suggest in reference to the 
donations of lands for educational and other purposes so as to secure 
such lands for school purposes only, or for the purposes mentioned in 
the bill as it passed the House. 

These, Mr. Speaker, constitute the matters of disagreement at this 
time. I desire to say, however, that the conferees of both the Senate 
and the House have met in a spirit of liberality and a desire to secure 
a result which will meet the favorable action of the two Houses. And 
I have no doubt that such agreement will be reached at an early day 
with such aid as the two Houses may give us. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not ask for the immediate consideration of this 
matter, but I desire to give notice that I will call it up on Monday 
an immediately after the call of the States for the introduction of 

ills. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. LEE. I want to offer a resolution for reference, if the gentle- 
man will give me consent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!??] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. LEE. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a single mo- 
ment. ‘There is no debate. [Cries of ‘t Regular order!” ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the regular order is 
equivalent to an objection. 
The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was agreed to, 


The House accordingly resolved iiself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mason] fifty minutes. 

Mr. MASON addressed the committee. He withholds his remarks 
for revision. [See Appendix. ] : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, Chairman, I desire to reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to speak, I 
ask for a vote. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of my colleague [Mr. 
BLount] I will say to the House that I do not intend to follow the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] in his discussion of an election 
case on an appropriation bill. I will state, however, that I have en- 
deavored to have the House consider the case of Smalls vs. Elliott, and 
that when the gentleman speaks about the contestant waiting two 
years he greatly overstates the time, because this Congress met less 
than fifteen months ago. The case has been reported for some time; 
the committee have been anxious to have it tried; we still hope to do 
so, and I have no doubt that we shall. I have so stated to the gentle 
man from Illinois. 

I will add that the record in the case does not sustain the speech 
which the gentleman has made here. I was going to say that there 
was not a word of truth in bis presentation of the case.. I will notsay 
that; but I do say that the record in the case does not sustain the 
statements made by the gentleman; and if his friends or others will 
take the trouble to examine the record, they will feel sorry for the 
poena from Illinois because he has made such statements on this 

oor. 

Mr. MASON. What day do you expect to have a hearing, I would 
ask? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. c 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I shall occupy 
all the time that has been yielded to me. I wished, however, to say 
something on the extension of the free-delivery system, not in small 
towns, but in the large cities where to a certain extent it now exists. I 
did not intend (although for the last half hour I have been led by the 
remarks of my colleague [Mr. Mason] to think of that matter) to dis- 
cuss the election case on an appropriation bill. But I do want to say 
this, that, without regard to the special facts in this particular South 
Carolina case, it isa scandal and a wrong thatany contestant for a seat in 
Congress, whether he be white or black, whether he be Republican or 
Democrat, whether he comes from the South or the North, should have 
to await the decision of his case for nearly two years. 

And in saying this I do not necessarily criticise the Elections Com- 
mittee now existing in the House. I mean to say that we all ought to 
unite in the next Congress in framing some mode of procedure as a 
substitute for the present scandalous system under which so much delay 
is possible. If the election took place in November, 1886, the facts of 
that election should in case of a contest be tried near the place where 
the election occurred, and at or immediately following the time when 
it took place. The facts and the law should be decided by a judicial 
tribunal, which, even if an appeal were taken to the House, would en- 
able the House to determine, first of all, when it comes together, what 
individual citizens of the United States constitute the House of Rep- 
resentatives. But that can only be achieved by a change in the law; 
and if I live and have my health, I intend to try to frame ï bill on that 
subject for the consideration of the House in the next Con; 

Now, in regard to the free delivery of mail matter in the large cities 
of this country, I was struck by the observation of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that while the expense of the free-delivery sys- 
tem in this country had risen from $7,000,000 to $8,000,000, there was 
some consolation in the fact that the net revenue of the Post-Office De- 
partment has risen in a so much la proportion that after all the 
increase would not to a great extent come out of the Treasury of the 
United States. To methere is no call for consolation. I think it isan 
erroneous theory that we need any consolation for the fact that the ex- 
pense of the free-delivery system grows with the growth of the country. 
It is one element of the country’s growth; and if we need any consola- 
tion and seek to find it in the fact that the net revenue of the free-de- 
livery system is auctor rapidly, that consolation can hardly be valid 
to those who, like myself, represent in part a great city in which that 
net surplus reyenue is mainly earned. 

My purpose in suggesting this matter at this time is to enable me to 
put into the RECORD a statement of the increase of the postal business 
in Chicago last year, by which it will appear that the net income de- 
rived from the local mails delivered and collected in that city last year 
increased by the sum of $179,966. 

I have here a statement of the postmaster at Chicago, some portions 
of which I wish to print in the Recorp with my remarks. 

In Chicago there are five deliveries each day by carriers. I am in- 
formed that in New York there are about nineteen daily deliveries. I 
see no reason why other large cities of the country outside of New 
York should not get the benefit of this frequent delivery by carrier. It 
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is explained to me by the officials of the post-office there that five de- 
liveries in each day answer for the mail that comes from the different 
trains reaching that city during the day, and that five or six or seven 
deliveries in the ‘city of New York would answer the same purpose 
equally well. But it was ascertained a few years ago that if the num- 
ber of deliveries in the city of New York could be increased the num- 
ber of persons who would take advantage of the facilities offered the 
Post-Office Department for carrying messages from one part of the city 
to another would greatly increase, and that therefore the increase in 
the number of daily deliveries of mail matter in a great city actually 
adds to the efficiency of that part of the service from which this enor- 
mous net revenue is derived. If, therefore, there were an appropria- 
tion in this bill for a larger number of carriers in the next fiscal year 
the expense would not be proportionate to the income which we should 
get fromit. For instance, in the city of Chicago, if the number of car- 
riers were increased, a large number of messages which are sent by 
district telegraph or by personal messenger would be sent under a two- 
cent stamp through the mail, and thusa large additional sum of money 
would be earned, not for the benefit of Chicago alone, but for the ben- 
efit of the postal system throughout the country. 

I notice in the report of the Postmaster-General that his estimate of 
the increased cost of the carrier system next year is founded partly on 
the enactment of the eight-hour law and partly on another considera- 
tion which has no connection with any increase in the number of car- 
riers. The te number of carriers, I think, is about 8,000; the 
number of additional carriers that he thinks we ought to have in the 
next fiscal year is only 350, and the result is that my city would not 
get the number which it ought to have. 

I was told recently by the officials in the post-office in Chicago, by 
way of illustration of how the fast mail from the West works in com- 
parison with the local delivery there, that if a man in Omaha were to 
drop a letter in the box at 4 o’clock p. m., addressed to some point in 
Chicago, and a man anywhere in a large part of Chicago were to drop 

a letter similarly addressed in the box three hours previously—at 1 

o’clock p. m.—the Omaha letter would reach its destination in Chicago 

aegon as the Chicago letter dropped in a Chicago box three hours 
ore; 

I do not regret the mail facility between Omaha and Chicago which 
allows that to be done, Iam not blaming this particular committee, 
but only regret that the same facility granted to correspondents be- 
tween Omaha and Chi can not be granted to correspondents in all 
parts of the same city. y tion is that if that were done, not 
ouly in Chicago, butin Phi delphia and other cities of the Union, the 
net revenue under the free-delivery system would rise out of propor- 
tion to the number of additional letter-carriers which would need to 
be employed. 

These considerations and the tabular statement of business at the 
Chicago post-office I should like to insert more atlarge in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has been suggested by other gentlemen besides 
the gentleman from Illinois, that, by unanimous consent, leave be 
gan to members to extend their remarks in the RECORD on this 

ost-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the only feature in this bill to 
which I desire to address myself, is the appropriation for inland rail- 
way transportation. This bill carries a larger appropriation than any 
Post-Office appropriation bill ever carried before. It carries an appro- 
priation of over $66,000,000, In other words, it carries an appropria- 
tion of about $6,000,000 more than the entire annual expenses of all 
the Departments of the Government up to the last year of the admin- 
istration of James Buchanan. Owing to its enormous magnitude it is 
a bill which should receive careful consideration from the House. 

In looking over the appropriations contained in it I find that the 
item which makes the largest relative increase is that of pay to rail- 
roads for the transportation of the mails. 

I would not interrupt the committee to give my views in reference to 
this matter if it were not that in the Forty-eighth Congress, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations I had charge of the Post-Office 
appropriation bill and studied the necessity of the postal service with 
the utmost care. I gave every part of it the most searching investiga- 
tion, and became satisfied the Government could make a large saving 
by readjusting the compensation of the railroads for carrying the mails. 
Some small roads, in thinly-settled portions of the country, were receiv- 

- ing inadequate compensation, but on the great main lines the compen- 
sation paid by the Government for carrying the mail was confessedly in 
excess of what it ought to be. 

At the time I mention the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
was also on that committee with me. We looked into the question 
carefully and had the assistance of the Department when under the 
administration of Judge Gresham as Postmaster-General. We found 
that the Post-Office Department had already instituted an investiga- 
tion. Its pu was to ascertain whether a more equitable and fair 
basis of compensation could not be obtained. A commission was ap- 
pointed, and they investigated the question. They went into an ex- 
amination of what the true basis of compensation should be, The 
question of speed was not taken into consideration under the present 
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law, exceptinanindirect way. Neither was the question of space taken 
into consideration, nor the question of accommodation on postal cars, 

That commission was composed of the best experts in the Department 
that could be appointed, and after a most searching investigation they 
reported to the Postmaster-General a basis of compensation which many 
of the railroads declared would besatisfactory to them and which would 
result in a large saving to the Government. My friend from Indiana and 
I, looking to theinterest of the Government and desiring to do justice to 
all, studied the plan which had been suggested, and we came to the 
conclusion that a large reduction might be made without injustice to 
the railroads. We brought that matter to the attention of the House 
in a section of the postal appropriation bill. It wasassailedhere. My 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] and others were assailants of that 
particular plan. He and those acting with him doubted the wisdom 
of the plan, and after a contest it was defeated. In the controversy 
which arose over that bill I predicted that it would be but a few years 
until the compensation for carrying the mails on the railroads would 

w immensely. We then made an appropriation of something like 
12,000,000. 

I then prophesied that the time would not be far off, under the pres- 
ent unreasonable, incongruous basis of compensation, which was not 
satisfactory to the railroads, and which was an injustice to the Govern- 
ment, that within a few years the appropriations for the railway mail 
transportation on that basis would reach the sum of $20,000,000 annu- 
ally. Upon an examination of this bill I find that the prediction I 
thén made has been nearly verified. The appropriation carried by the 
bill for that service now amounts to about $19,000,000, and the report 
that has been submitted by the Post-Office Committee shows that this 
year they have increased the appropriations over last year for the rail- 
way mail service $2,000,000. I am not speaking now of the pay of 
the railway postal clerks; I am not speaking of any expense connected 
with that branch of the service, except the mileage charges of the 
roads for carrying the mails. I am surprised and disappointed that 
the Post-Office Committee has not since then given more attention 
than they seem to have done to the question, and broughtinto the House 
a proposition which would do justice to the railroads and at the same 
time seek to do justice to the Government by retrenching the enor- 
mous, unwise, and unnecessary expenditures which are yearly being 
paid out for this service. 

As I said in the beginning I say now, that some roads are receiving 
an immensely larger sum than they ought to receive because of the im- 
perfect basis fixed some fifteen or twenty years ago for determining the 
compensation for railway mail transportation, while some are not re- 
ceiving as much as they should receive. But what I had hoped for was 
that the gentleman from Georgia, who was mainly instrumental in de- 
feating the reformatory measure of the gentleman from Indiana and 
myself in the Forty-eighth Congress, would bring his mind to bear upon 
some proposition which would furnish the country with a basis for 
compensating the railroads which would be fair and equitable to the 
Government and to the railroads, and an improvement upon the A ve 
that we had suggested if it had been found ineffectual. Ihave official 
documents here to show that the paal authorities have themselves 
declared that if the plan suggested by them or by us had been adopted 
that we could have reduced the expenditures for the railway mail serv- 
ice from one and a half millions of dollars to two millions annually. 

Now, sir, according to these figures we have since then, because of the 
defeat of that plan, imposed upon the Treasury a burden of from six to 
eight millions of dollars unnecessarily for this service. : 

I throw out these suggestions, Mr. Chairman, not for the purpose of 
presenting factious opposition to this bill, but simply as one who de- 
sires to promote economy in the public service, and to cal] from the 
gentleman from Georgia and the members of the Post-Office Committee 
some reason why action has not been taken on this subject. 

I do not wish to detain the committee any further now.. There is 
nothing in the bill or report that shows that thecommittee have given 
consideration to the matter. They have not, as they might have done, 
reported any bill for that purpose. The gentleman from Georgia has 
been chairman of that committee for four years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the gentle- 
man from Illinois has seen fit to call to the attention of the House the 
important part he took in the previous Congress to save such large sums 
of money to the people of this country, and to contrast his magnani- 
mous thought and purposes at that time with the delinquencies with 
which I and the committee I have the honor to be chairman of are 
chargeable with. It would perhaps be unimportant to suggest that the 
gentleman from Illinois at that time was not charged by this House 
or under its rules with legislating upon that business at all. He was 
not assigned specially to the consideration of reforms in the 
service, because that was a matter which belonged to the Post-Office 
Committee, of which the gentleman was nota member, His inquiry 
upon that subject, or his undertaking to inject it upon an appropria- 
tion bill, was in violation of the rules of the House, and the presump- 
tion is, as he did not have charge of the subject at all, that he did not 
have such experience or information as would authorize the House in 
adopting the plan he suggested. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I hope I will be permitted to proceed in my own 
way. -~ : 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. Iwill reserve the remainder of my 


time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has stated to the House that he and 
the gentleman from Indiana brought that bill into the House and that 
I opposed it, and that it was rejected by the House. I think it would 
be in bad taste for me to undertake to repeat at this time the objections 
I had to the measure. I did not believe then, I do not believe now, 
that the result would have been accomplished that the gentleman al- 
leges from that measure; that is to say, that it would have reduced 
expenditures. The gentleman from Illinois is not the only member of 
this House who has had consideration of this subject. I had the honor 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, with gentlemen of larger experience than 
myself, the gentleman from rere ER HOLMAN ] and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], to consider the very proposition 
that my friend so eagerly reported for the consideration of the House. 
We had information from various railroad men of the country and from 
the Department, and we proposed to report a measure embracing very 
similar features to that in the House. We concluded that we had in- 
formation to justify us from the subordinate officials of the Depart- 
ment, but finally after an exhaustive examination we came to the con- 
clusion that it would result in increasing compensation to the larger 
railroads and perhaps in doing injustice to the others, 

The gentleman has called the attention of the committee to the fact 
that for the next fiscal year we have asked for an increased compensh- 
tion for the railroads of this country amounting to $2,000,000. Mr. 
Chairman, is this a cause of regret? Thegentlemanat the timehe had 
the appropriation bill before the House had a deficit larger than is pro- 
posed to-day. Notwithstanding the large increase of compensation to 
railroads we have a deficit of $4,000,000. Atthat time legislation was 
proposed, and his colleague [Mr. HOLMAN ] brought ina deficit ofsome- 
where near $8,000,000, and that money was raised, not as the bulk of 
this is raised, but that excess of cost was raised on postage larger than 
what is now proposed, and it was collected by taxation from the peo- 
ple of this country. 

Not so with this large increased expenditure. Sir, it comes in the 
progress and as part of the progressin this t country. It comesin 
the increase of the railroad mileage, that has nearly doubled in the last 
twelve years. It comes with the increase of the population of this 
great land; it comes along with the multiplication of the business of 
this country—the proudest, and rightfully so, among the nations of the 
earth in prosperity and in the multiplication of the power of its people. 
He who stops and takes this surface view of things fails to recognize 
the fact that this gigantic structure of wealth, popnistion, and re- 
sources for enl. g and expanding, does require a larger expenditure, 
and he is certainly oblivious of the situation. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says that the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads does not show that it has made any. effort in the 
direction of reducing the compensation of railroads. The gentleman 
regrets it, and contrasts it very painfully to myself with his own ad- 
mirable efforts in a different direction. Mr. Chairman, I regret that 
something has not been done. The Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads are not alone responsible. From the Forty-fourth Congress 
until this hour various suggestions have been made on the subject. 
Postal commissions have been created and have traversed the country 
and made reports. They have been rejected. ‘The Department have 
created a commission, and they have made their report, and it has not 
met with the assent of Con The Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, toward the beginning of this Congress, had a plan proposed 
in his report. Againa lack of unanamity in that Department brought 
about no action. It was notapproved by the Postmaster-General, who 
was seeking to evolve a plan of his own. It was not satisfactory, and 
so it has goneon and gone on, and there have been no successful attempts 
to reach a basis satisfactory to all minds, so far as we know of, up to this 
period. My friend sees in his own effort during certain Congresses an 
oasis of this desolation on this question. 

I have no objection to his pausing there and enjoying himself as 
much as he will. I will repeat that while he has been making this 
effort to secure a plan, some better informed than himself, men at the 
head of the postal department, and men in various branches of the 
public service, men of large information, have not been able to agree 
upon a plan. I confess, sir, that to my mind the present method of 
compensation or the basis of compensation is the best which has been 
proposed. I thought there should be some percentage reduction made 
upon it. The distinguished gentlemen with whom I have the honor 
to associate on the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the ma- 
jority of them disagree with me, and so we are here to-day without 
any change of legislation. But I deny, sir, the fact that during all this 

od from the Forty-fourth Congress to this hour there has been 
one particle of change of compensation had, excepting in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] 
brought in a bill reducing it 10 per cent. I have the honor of bringing 
in one reducing it 5 per cent., making 15 per cent. reduction. It has 


been done by greater per cent. in the increase and simply comes from 
thr fact that more pounds are carried in the mails of the country, i 


and nothing more. The gentleman calls attention to the ditare 
under this item of the bill, and makes a comparison with what it was 
during Mr. Buchanan’s time. He might just as well go back and com- 
pare it with the time of George Washington. [Laughter.] If he can 
derive any satisfaction from these comparisons; if he can advertise him- 
self to the country for statesmanship by such methods as this, I shall 
leave him to pursue it. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
has wholly misconceived my purpose. I did not make these remarks 
for the purpose of magnifying the efforts that I have made as a mem- 
ber of Congress. My purpose was to draw the mind of the gentleman 
who to-day controls this bill and the legislation pertaining to the postal 
service to the fact that we are startled with figures here showing that 
the cost of transportation of the mails on the railroads has increased at 
the rate of $2,000,000 a year. This is not a creditable thing for the 
gentleman, who claims that he has been studying this proposition dur- 
ing the past four years that he has had charge of this legislation. Why 
has he not found a way in which we may improve upon the old plan 
of some twenty years ago? Every intelligent investigator of this ques- 
tion has arrived at the conclusion that the present condition of the 
railroads and the service warrants us inmakinga more favorable change 
in the basis of compensating railroads. The railroad men admit it, and 
all others who are conversant with the affairs pertaining to the postal 
service admit it, and yet the gentleman says that he has been unable 
to conceive of a plan which will improve upon the basis that was ar- 
ranged twenty years ago. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman would not misstate me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is my judgment that if the gentleman had 
kept his seat when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and I 
were seeking to retrench the expenditures of this particular service, 
the Government would be to-day $6,000,000 better off than itis. Ido 
not attribute to the gentleman any improper motive, but his unwise 
judgment, his unwisdom at that time and that of those acting with 
him, resulted in permitting this enormous increase of expenditure. I 
do not claim that I have knowledge superior to that of any one else. 
He seems to think that there are many persons better posted upon 
this question than I am, and of course he classes himself among those 
who are so. I may concede that to be true, but I will say to him that 
I did not rest alone upon my own judgment. I took the judgment of 
my friend, an old and experienced legislator, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. I took the judgment and the investigation of 
the experts of the postal department who had been engaged in the 
service, some of them for twenty years, and from the study which I made 
of the subject I saw that there was a grand opportunity to curtail the 
enormous expenditures that were being made. for railway mail trans- 
portation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A single word, Mr. i I canonly add that 
whatever lack of judgment I displayed in not adopting the friendly 
suggestions of my friend from Illinois in reference to his scheme, is like- 
wise to be charged against all of the Postmaster-Generals from that time 
on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have only one remark to make 
with reference to this bill. It is the result of careful consideration on 
the of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and I 
think I can say that it comes from that committee with a unanimous 
indorsement. It is a generous, liberal bill, and under its provisions 
the postal facilities for the next fiscal year can be so administered as to 
meet the wants, demands, and conveniences of the people. There are 
one or two features in the bill that I will advert to. There isa reduc- 
tion of $76,000 recommended by the committee from the recommenda- 
tion of the Postmaster-General with reference to the compensation of 
postal clerks, Certainly I should have wished the appropriation rec- 
ommended by the Department to have been made a part of the bill to 
its full extent, and I make this statement now so that, should the ad- 
ministration of that division be carried out upon the present basis, and 
should a deficiency occur in the next Congress, it will be remembered 
that timely warning has been given that the appropriation recommended 
by the present administration hasnot been acceded to by the Post-Office 
Committee of this House. 

One other feature of the bill. We have incorporated a reorganiza- 
tion of the clerks in the firstand second class post-oflices of the country; 
in the first-class post-offices, embracing about five thousand subordinate 


force, and in the second-class offices, embracing about onethousand five - 


hundred subordinate force. In recommending the appropriation in this 
bill we have given the full amount recommended by the present Post- 
master-General, an increase, unprecedented, of $600,000. I commend 
that increase and believe that it will give us a better service in all the 
first and second class post-offices; but in connection with this legisla- 
tion which I approve, I want to give notice again now that I believe the 
earrying out of this legislation will create the necessity of a deficiency 
at the end of the next fiscal year which will have to be considered and 
provided for by the next Congress. I would have made, in accordance 


This | with the estimate of the Department, the necessary increase in the ap- 


1889, 


propriation to cover a completecarrying out of this provision of the bill 
should it be enacted into law. Beyond the statements which I have 
made I desire again to repeat in behalf of the committee a cordial in- 
dorsement of all the legislation contained in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Will thegentlemanallow me to ask him aquestion ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to ask the gentleman what the es- 
timate of the Department is to meet the proposed legislation in the bill 
touching clerks in the post-offices? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Postmaster-General, I believe, states in his 
report that it will increase the estimate submitted by $300,000. 

Mr. CANNON. And that would increase the amount recommended 
by the committee by the same amount, $300,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have given the amount recommended by the 
Postmaster-General; but should this be enacted into law the increase 
necessary to carry it out would be $300,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Three hundred thousand dollars more than is rec- 
ommended in the bill? 
ae ag GHAM. Three hundred thousand dollars more than is in 

e bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether it is not probable that the present appropriation, which is an 
increase of $600,000 over that of last year, will in some measure meet 
the requirements of the proposed legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [think it will; but the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] asked me the direct question, and I had but one answer 
to give him, which was the Postmaster-General’s own statement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the deficiency for the present year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The deficiency in what? In the whole postal 
service ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the chairman of our committee has the 
figures showing that matter; I have not. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] allow mea question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that an estimate has been made on the 
theory that this proposed change of elassification shall not take place; 
and that estimate calls for a certain amount which is in the bill—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. But if this change is made, then the gentleman 
thinks it will take $300,000 more? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that our appropriation this year, being 
an increase of $600,0C0, is so full and so liberal that while there may 
be a deficiency, it will not reach $300,000. I merely desired to call 
attention to the fact, so that should we enact this law it shall not be 
claimed in the next Congress when we come to the consideration of 
deficiencies that there has been either an extravagant or an ill-consid- 
ered administration of the Department. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman tell me what proportionate in- 
crease in the totak number of clerical force is estimated for, both on 
the theory which the gentleman states would take the amount con- 
tained in this bill, and also on the theory on which the $300,000 more 
would be required? 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I understand, the legislation is not framed 
with reference to a numerical increase. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman did not understand me. We shall 
need probably in the next fiscal year more clerks in the post-oflices. 
How many more? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the chairman of the committee has the 
figures showing the probable increase in the number of clerks. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman state the percentage of increase 
as compared with the percentage of increase which has prevailed here- 
tofore? 

Mr, BINGHAM. The percentage of incréase is almost 7 per cent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. More than that. ButIthink this matter had better 
be reserved until we come to take up these items in detail. Iwill say 
to the gentleman from Ilinois that the increase is generally reached 
by a steady percentage of increases during a series of years. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is what I meant. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We can ascertain that matter when we come to 
discuss in detail the items of the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Being a member of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, I simply wish to say that, although I am in favor of 
the classification in this bill—thatis, the general plan of the classifica- 
tion—I am not in favor of the compensation which has been adopted 
for the clerical force in second-class offices. I say this—and it is all I 
wish to say now—because there may come a time in the future when 
I may desire to have some action taken in regard to this matter; and I 
do not wish to have my mouth closed by reason of an impression going 
abroad that I am in favor of the compensation awarded under the classi- 
fication in this bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, there are 497 second-class post- 
offices, I believe, in existence now in this country; and the proposition 
is to increase the salary of every assistant of this class from 
the amount he is now receiving to at least $1,500 per annum. 
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Mr. LIND. That is not correct. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If not, I would be pleased to have the gentleman 
explain the bill in this particular. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will refer to the terms of the bill he 
will find that he is mistaken. Fifteen hundred dollars is the maxi- 
mum, 

Mr. SOWDEN. On page 2 of the bill, beginning at line 15, is the 
following: 

Assistant postmaster, salary not exceeding 50 per cent. of the salary of the 

stmaster, as provided by act of March 3, 1883, graded in even hundreds of dol- 
ars, from $1,500 to not exceeding $3,000 per annum, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will my colleague allow me to make a state- 
ment? : 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The gentleman is reading from that paragraph of 
the bill which pertains to the ninety-seven first-class offices. Page 8 
of the bill relates to the second-class offices. 

Mr. SOWDEN. This is satisfactory. The provision just read mis- 
led me: What is the salary provided for the assistant postmasters of 
the second-class ffices ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. From $700 to not exceeding $1,500. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will allow me a suggestion in this 
connection, I wish to say, expressing my individual opinion, that the 
classification in that respect is manifestly unjust in this, that it makes 
the maximum compensation of an assistant postmaster in a second- 
class office the same as the minimum compensation of a person occu- 
pying a like position in a firs office. That is uniair, I think. 
Hence if there is any cause for complaint it is that the classification 
is unjust so far as concerns assistants in second-class offices. 

Mr. SOWDEN. When I took up the bill and examined the report 
I formed the impression that the salary of all the assistant postmasters 
provided for in this classification must he at least $1,500 per annum 
in lien of the amount now paid them. It appears by the classification 
on page 8 of the bill, however, to which my attention has been called 
by my colleague [Mr. BINGHAM], that the salaries of the assistants in 
second-class offices range from $700 to not exceeding $1,500 a year. 
This is manifestly an injustice. Whygive some of this class $1,500 per 
annum and others not more than $700? Why not rate them all alike? 
Why not provide equal salaries for all officers of this class? Why 
make this unjust discrimination? Whence the necessity for any in- 
crease of the salaries of these officers at this particular time, and thus 
add to the expenditures in the bill for this item alone several hundred 
thousand dollars? Will the efficiency of the postal service be corre- 
spondingly increased? What assurances can the committee give us on 
this point? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other person desires to be heard in debate 
the Clerk will read the bill by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $6,550,000; and that the Postmaster- 
clerks and ‘employés attached to the Ssstelass post-amices, from July 1, 1555 
c 
as hereinafter KOVAA, namely, = 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, Task the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] whether he will not consent that the paragraph in reference 
to the compensation of clerks in post-offices be passed over for the pres- 
ent, to be returned to after the legislation on the bill touching first and 
second class offices shall have been disposed of ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see any advantage in doing that and prefer 
to go on with the bill in regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The reason I make the request is this: The amount 
recommended for the compensation of clerks in post-offices is $6,550, 000. 
It is proposed by the legislation on the bill to classify clerks in the first 
and second class post- offices, some sixty-five hundred in number, and ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] that classification will result in an increase of expenditures 
of something like $300,000 perannum. From my hurried examination 
of the tables in the report I am inclined to think that the gentleman 
from Pennsyivania is rather too low in his estimate. I believe this 
classification will result in an increase of twice the amount. 

While I am not opposing this classification I twe pass over this 
appropriati ra fixing the amount until the legislation on the bill has been 


of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee have studied this matter carefully, 
and I prefer to goon regularly in order. Thegentlemancan have what 
he wishes in the way of information by simply calling for it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will then move to strike ont ‘'$6,550,000,”’ and 
in lieu thereof insert “$6,850,000.” That is adding $300,000, which 
is the estimate of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM 
of increase, to the $6,550,000 appropriated in the bill. I again ap 
to the gentleman from Georgia to allow this amendment to be passed 
over until after it is determined what action shall be taken on the legis- 
lation in the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have already indicated that I prefer to go on in 
regular order. There is as much reasonableness to ask to pass over 
any other item in the bill. The reports of the Postmaster-General 
show whatever increase there may be. They are official, and no one 
can gainsay them. 
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Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BIıNGaHAN] what is the estimate of the Postmaster-General as to the 


increased appropriation necessary to carry out the proposed legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I remember, the discussions in connection with 
that paragraph of the bill, the increase is $600,000 for the next fiscal 
ya on the present appropriation for clerk-hire. That is the largest 

nerease given, I believe, in the history of the increase of clerk-hire. 
That increase presupposes a larger compensation tothe clerks than they 
are now receiving, and better administration of that division of the 
post-office service. Should this legislation be enacted, it is believed 
about $300,000 more would be required. Whether it will or not, it is 
the estimate of the Department as to untried legislation. If there shall 
be any deficiency in the next Congress, we can ask for an additional 
amount. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all very well; but I live in a city of 15,000 
inhabitants, and there are several other small cities in my district, and 
we know whenever there is a shortage it falls upon those small cities 
and not upon the largecities. The large cities are given what is neces- 
sary for their service whilst the small cities are left to carry on their 
business in the best way they can. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON. Ina moment. 

Now, all I want is just this: When the Postmaster-General recom- 
mends a scheme of classification of the service which may be wise, 
and says that it will cost, according to his best estimates, $300,000 
more than is recommended, I say all I ask is that if that scheme is 
adopted that we give the $300,000 required to carry it into execution, 
because if we do not it falls upon the smaller class of cities. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The proposed legislation fixes the salaries. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly the law fixes the salaries, but the Post- 
Office Department gives the number of clerks according to the money, 
and you say so much money shall be paid under the law to this class 
of clerks; and when we apply for clerks they will say Congress did not 
give within $300,000 of the amount the Postmaster-General said was 
necessary to meet the increased expenditure, and therefore the service 
can not get that proper care it ought to have. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia if he chooses to 
make a suggestion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My purpose in rising was only to make a sugges- 
tion which the gentleman from Missouri has already made. 

Mr. CANNON, What is that? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That the law fixes the salary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The suggestion I made was this, that in the event 
of the adoption of this section the law, of course, would fix the salaries 
and the force would not be reduced. Then if there is any deficiency 
in the appropriation it would have to be provided for in the deficiency 
bill of the next Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have a minute more on this sub- 
ject. I merely want to get at the facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield to the gentleman such time as he 
wants, and if he does not occupy the entire time will myself use the 
remainder of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now let me understand the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. He says if this classification is adopted that the salary of the 
clerks is already fixed, and if there is a deficiency, that will be pro- 
vided for in a deficiency bill without reference to this appropriation. 
I will ask the gentleman, without any reference to the amount of the 
appropriation here, can the Postmaster-General appoint all the clerks 
the service may require? 

Mr. DOCKERY. All that thislaw authorizes. Under the authority 
of the proposed legislation the Postmaster-General would have the 
right to classify and fix the salaries, and if Congress fails to appropriate 
a sufficient amount it would be their duty to provide in a deficiency 
bill the amount n to carry out the law. 

Mr. CANNON. But forhow many clerks? Is there a specific num- 
ber provided which he has the right to appoint? 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘There never was, except by the approval of a roster. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I refer to rosters of the employés furnished from the 

offices of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me put a case in my own town, by way of illus- 
tration, a town of 15,000 people, a free-delivery town. Suppose it was 
necessary to transact the business there that there should be five clerks 
in the post-office, and when I come to the Postmaster-General and make 
application he tells me, ‘‘ Mr. CANNON, the appropriation is short; I 
can not allow your postmaster there but three clerks.” I say, ‘‘ Very 
true, the appropriation is manifestly short; but, Mr. Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, you have under this law authority to give two more clerks to Dan- 
ville and all other towns similarly situated, whether the money is ap- 

riated or not.’ Will that be the effect under this legislation? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not prepared to say that. 

Mr. PETERS. It would, undoubtedly. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, no; I do not so understand it. Because if 
that be correct then you have the Postmaster-General in this attitude, 
that without reference to the money given he could increase the force 


of clerks one hundred or increase them one thousand, just as he pleases. 

Mr. PETERS. If the service demands additional clerks at Dan- 
ville the Postmaster-General has a right to appoint them, and having 
made the appointment if the money f not sufficient to pay them they 
must be provided for in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If there is no money appropriated? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then why not appropriate a million dollars less 
here instead of increasing the amount $600,000; because, according to 
the statement of the gentleman from Kansas, the Postmaster-General, 
without reference to the appropriation, can appoint a hundred or a 
thousand. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I only want to get at the facts here. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to state here that I am individually in ' 
favor of the classification bill of the clerical force of the first and sec- 
ond class post-offices; but the point raised by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has been considered in committee, and I desire to raise it here, as 
I did there, in order that this House may definitely understand the leg- 
islation which we propose to incorporate on this bill. 

I claim you, sir, that the legislation incorporated in this bill is simply 
a classification of the clerieal force of these two classes of post-offices. 
Under that classification we appropriate in bulk $6,550,000. I claim 
that the Postmaster-General in allowing to the various offices included in 
the first and second class every subordinate clerk he can ate their 
salaries in accordance with the classification in the bill, but that he 
can not exceed the appropriation given in the bill. Under the bill he 
can say in the gentleman’s office in Illinois, your superintendent of 
delivery shall have such a salary, and so-and-so shall have such a salary.’ * 
He is governed and controlled in the allowance to the subordinate force 
in that office by the sum total that is appropriated. He can not in- 
crease it under this bill. He can not go beyond his appropriation. 
He can classify under the appropriation, but I claim you, sir, that he 
has no right under the legislation contained in this bill to exceed the 
appropriation given by Congress in this legislation for the next fiscal 


year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are two questions raised in this running dis- 
ussion. One relates to the amount which should be appropriated, and 
he other as to the result of insufficient appropriation. It has already 
been stated that the increase in this item amounts to $600,000. In 
1883 it amounted to $364,000, an unusual increase, growing out of the 
change of classification of postmasters, resulting in the large increase 
of the number, and, therefore, whileit was farabove theaverage amount, 
it was temporary and grew out of that legislation to which I have re- 
ferred. Now, in 1884 over 1883 the increase of expense was $105,000; 
in 1885 over 1884 it was $104,000; in 1885 and 1886 $406,000 alone, 
which grew out of the transfer of the money-order clerks and in the 
matter of compensation from fees to the clerks in post-offices, thereby 
increasing this amount. Thusin 1887 over 1886 it was $119,000, Isay 
that one-half of the sum that we have recommended in this bill—$300,- 
poeg is far above the usual increase of compensation for clerksin post- 
offices, 

I wish to call attention to this fact, that during this fiscal year the 
increase nominally was $400,000, because of the failure to make a suf- 
ficient appropriation during the last year, and we make it this amount. 
The $400,000 embraces a rational increase for the last fiscal year and 
this fiscal year. I repeat that that sum of $400,000 was made thus 
large on the allegation of the Postmaster-General that under the law 
of the previous year, owing to the transfer of the compensation of the 
clerks in money-order offices from fees, it had largely increased the per- 
centage of increase as it appeared, but had actually resulted in a de- 
crease of several hundred thousand dollars; so that $300,000 is above 
the normal, regular increase percentage. Then you have $300,000 
left. In relation to this ification, it is perfectly competent for the 
postmasters. Thereare grades. Weare inaugurating this system. It 
is adjustable, but by it they can not increase or decrease the amount 
they are paying their employés nor the hours of labor. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question there ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Suppose you appropriate this $6,550,000. Now, at 
the beginning of the next fiscal year the Postmaster-General doles that 


among the different post-offices of the country. Is not that so? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I prefer the gentleman to state the whole of his 
question. 


Mr, ADAMS. I understand that he doles this amount of money to 
the different offices of the country. The question is whether, 
having at the of the fiscal year doled out the appropriation to the 
Chi t-office, its quota of money, which is so many hundred thou- 
sand hare, there can be during the next fiscal year any additional 
sum appropriated for the payment of postal clerks in that office? 

Mr, BLOUNT. y, Mr. Chairman, most assuredly the expendi- 
ture for the hire of clerks at the beginning of the fiscal year is not so 
large as it is at the end. There is a gradual increase of expenditures 
in every branch of this service just as well as others. The rate of ex- 
penditure on the 31st of July, 1889, may be one thing, and six months 
after that much greater. f 
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Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman misunderstood me. I thought that 
at the beginning of the fiscal year the total appropriation made for 
post-office clerks was considered by the Department, and a determina- 
tion arrived at as to what each post-office should have. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

Now, another thing, suggested by my friend from Illinois, and con- 
formed to in information by my friend from Pennsylvania, in reference 
to the question as to how the Department would meet this difficulty. 
The salaries being fixed, the amount of money limited, the Depart- 
ment presumably unable to expend more than the Congress of the 
United States had supplied it with, how it would meet that situation ? 
Mr. Chairman, the same question might be asked in reference to postal 
clerks—how would the Department meet that situation? You have 
their salaries fixed. You might not have sufficient clerks to handle 
the mails on the railroads; and yet you are liable to the same criticism 
here with reference to letter-carriers, Their salaries are fixed. Their 
hours of labor are fixed. You can make no supplement to the defi- 
ciency by reducing a clerk’s salary, or by making him work overtime, 
and yet it may happen to the Department that there has not been 
money enough appropriated. Now, sir, one remedy I think is this: 
When we have information it is to legislate for it. 

The Postmaster-General has asked for a deficiency now in two or 
three items—I think in reference to postal clerks. Congress meets be- 
fore these appropriations shall have been expended that have been 
prudently allotted to the various post-offices. When Congress meets 
he submits to Congress the statement that he has not enough money, 
and then you have the situation. I know ofno particular way. Itis 
true every year that the appropriations are excessive on some items. It 
is always the fact that in appropriations there are some items upon 
which there is too much appropriated, and too little on others. 

I think the bill of last year shows a net surplus of about $2,000,000. 
That is happening all the time. The Postmaster-General will simply 
rely upon the good sense of Congress, as he has had to do from time to 
time in the past, in reference to this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, but the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman to move a formal amendment if he 
desires to continue his remarks, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I believe I have completed what I wished to say. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a misunderstand- 
ing somewhere on this important subject, because we have had two dif- 
ferent statements from two equally distinguished members of the same 
committee. My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has 
stated the proposition exactly as contended for by the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], that there is an apportionment 
made of the amount appropriated for this clerk-hire. He contends that 
if this $6,500,000 shall be appropriated for the purpose of paying these 
clerks, an apportionment of it will be made by the Postmaster-General 
at the beginning of the next fiscal year, when this appropriation takes 
effect, amongst the different offices throughout the country, and that 
the expenditures will be limited to the amount appropriated; while, 
in response to aquestion by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
the distinguished chairman of the committee alleges exactly the oppo- 
site; he says that any deficiency that might occur during the fiscal year 
can be provided for in some subsequent appropriation bill. My expe- 
rience comports exactly with the position assumed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in relation to the business transactions of 
the Post-Office Department. When we go to that Department and com- 
plain of these clerks receiving too small pay, we are told that the De- 
partment is limited in its apportionment by the amount of the appro- 
priations made. If that be true, then the distinguished gentleman 
from my own State, who is also a member of this committee [Mr. BING- 
HAM], takes exactly the correct position and the chairman of the com- 
mittee must necessarily be in error. Now, what I am seeking is the 
exact truth. I want light upon this subject. Which of the two dis- 
tinguished gentlemen is correct ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SowDEN] that it is not of much importance to the advancement 
of this legislation whether my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] or myself be correct. Without this bill, what is the situation? 
Where there have been inadequate appropriations made in the past 
there has been a reduction of compensation, or perhaps a reduction of 
the number of employés. No worse thing can happen in reference to 
the service where there is a classification. Theadvani of the classi- 
fication lies in the fact that you get a class of employés in the service 
with fixed salaries which can not be reduced by the accident of a fail- 
ure to make adequate appropriations. They are ascertained by law. 
That is the advantage. So far as inconvenience comes from an insuf- 
ficient appropriation, that comes with or without this legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the suggestions of the 
gentleman from Illinois I desire to call attention to this section of the 
at for the purpose of giving my construction of its meaning and ef- 


For compensation of clerks in post-offices, $6,550,000; and that the Postmaster- 
General De aba is hereby, authorized— { ? 


To do what? 
toclassify and fix the salaries of the clerks and employés, 
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There is his authority to classify and to fix salaries. 

Mr. CANNON. But how many clerks are there to be? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is within his discretion; he can fix the num- 
ber at the beginning of the fiscal year. But he has the absolute au- 
thority to fix and classify. If the demands of the Danville post-office 
require five clerks, then the authority is vested in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, according to my construction of this section, to classify the clerks 
and to fix the salaries of the clerks and employés. f 

Mr. CANNON. Although no money is appropriated for that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. When such classification is had and such fixing 
of salaries is determined, then it becomes the duty of Congress to pro- 
vide for any deficiency that may result from that classification, because 
here is the specific authority of the law given to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to fix the salaries. 

The salary of the President is fixed at $50,000. Congress might ap- 
propriate only $25,000, but the salary is fixed by law, and if Congress 
does not appropriate the full amount the President has a right under 
the law to secure the additional $25,000. 

Mr. CANNON. What clause of the bill says how many of these 
clerks there shall be? That there is authority to classify and fix the 
salaries I concede. But these offices are not like the office of Presi- 
dent—there can be only one President, but the law does not say how 
many clerks there shall be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The authority to classify carries with it the discre- 
tion as to the number of clerks—that is, the right to appoint a suffi- 
cient number to meet the demands of the public service. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If it does not, then that provision of the bill can 
be very easily amended. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman’s construction is correct, Tam not 
for that amendment, because I do not want Congress to be “‘run”’ by 
the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But coming to the question of the amount and the 
necessity for the increase suggested by the amendment offered, I desire 
to say that I have been advised by the Postmaster-General that this 
very large and unusual increase of $600,000 in clerk-hire is proposed 
not simply with the idea of providing for the service for the next fiscal 
year on the basis of existing compensation, but with the intent of in- 
creasing the salaries of the present force. What the deficiency may be 
in the event that this legislation is adopted and the amount is retained 
as it appears in the bill no man of course can accurately determine. 
It is a new and untried legislative field, and it may be that the law can 
be executed with the amount at present carried in the bill. If, how- 
ever, the amount should prove to be insufficient I should certainly be 
willing to vote for any sum that may be required. We can not now 
determine what the deficiency may be. The Department estimates that 
$300,000 will be the amount; but as I understand the situation, it is 
not a deficiency of $300,000 additional to the amount carried here, be- 
cause that amount was estimated for the purpose of increasing the com- 
pensation of the present clerical force in first and second class offices, 
So I think it is entirely safe, Mr. Chairman, to retain this amount just 
as it appears in the bill; and if in the execution of the law, ashas been 
suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], it 
should become necessary to provide fora deficiency, I am quite sure 
there will be no hesitation on the part of members on this side of the 
House in their support of such a measure, 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word; and then, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall be ready to vote. If I agreed with the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] in his construction of this provision I would 
oppose the proposed legislation, because according to his statement it 
would be in the power of the Postmaster-General, without reference to 
the appropriations, to control Corgress, instead of Congress controlling 
the Postmaster-General. That I would not assent to; nor would my 
friend from Georgia. Now, I again call attention to the fact that the 
Postmaster-General himself.gays it will take the $300,000 provided by 
my amendment to meet this expenditure, if this legislation is had. I 
think we ought to give this amount. 

But there is one other thing to which I want to call the attention of 
my friend from Georgia, and then I shall have said all I want to say about 
this bill from beginning to end. This item is not only to pay post- 
office clerks of the first and second grades, but it is the item from 
which the clerks are paid in separating offices—the third and fourth 
class that are numbered by thousands; and it is offices of that kind in 
which my friend from Georgia and myself are largely interested, as 
well as most gentlemen here. Wherever there is a railway crossing 
which separates mail (and there are many in the various parts of this 
country), although the office may not pay $500 or $400 or $100 a year, . 
the Postmaster-General under the law has now a discretion to make 
an allowance for separating. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘That applies only to the star-route lines. 

Mr. CANNON. It is broader than that, I will say to my friend. In 
practice it runs if largely on the star routes, but there are separat- 
ing offices on railroad routes also. Now the expenses of these separating 
offices are paid from this appropriation. Enact the provision here pro- 
posed, which is to involve an expense of $300,000 more than you ap- 
propriate, and not only shall we have an insufficient number of clerks 
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in the large offices, but this sum will be consumed in paying these 
clerks in the large offices; and you will have nothing left for the small 
offices—the separating offices. Therefore I must insist onmy amend- 
ment adding $300,000 to this appropriation, according to the estimate 
of the Postmaster-General, or I must vote against the proposed legis- 
lation. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend pro forma by striking out the last 
word. ‘The position of my colleague [Mr. CANNON] is that the com- 
mittee has proposed an appropriation on one plan, and has immedi- 
ately proposed to adopt another plan. Of course there is division of 
opinion among members of the committee as to the difference in cost 
of the two plans. The answer which was made by the chairman of 
the committee to the observations of my colleague from Illinois was 
that this would not, in any event, interfere with the efficiency of the 
service, because we can always fall back on a deficiency. 

In saying that he is undoubtedly theoretically right, but practically 
wrong, because it is not truea Postmaster-General will allow the post- 
master at Chicago, for instance, a sufficient sum to run that office as 
it should be run, regardless of the entire amount of fundsin the appro- 
priation bill for the fiscal year. Of course, theoretically, he might do 
s0, and run the ent for the first six months and then come to 
Congress for the deficiency; but practically he will not do so. 

I desire to state that the ter in my own city has found great 
difficulty in getting allowance for clerks to do a large part of the work 
which is necessary for the efficiency of the railway mail service and 
the free-delivery system. For instance, the mail comesin the railway 
car, and while it is in the railway car the postal clerks have charge of 
it. After it has reached the post-office and has been handed to the 
carrier, then it is in charge of the carrier system. During the inter- 
vening time after it has left the railway car and tillit is put in the 
pouches for the carriers it is in charge of post-office clerks. The post- 
master at Chicayo has inaugurated a valuable improvement by which 

of the time is saved by sorting the mail for the carriers before it 
ves the ear. 

In the fast train, for instance, from Omaha to Chicago there is a 
certain number of clerks—not carriers, but postal clerks, I believe 
they are called—who sort the mail for delivery to the carriers, and in 
that way shorten the intervening time between handling the mail by 
the railway clerks and handling it by the carriers. But the postmas- 
ter of the city of Chicago has had the greatest difficulty in getting an 
allowance for this purpose, simply because it is understood there is 
not enough money available. The fact that the Postmaster-General 
can come in in thesecond half of the year to make up for the deficiency 
in the first half of the year does not seem to enable him in the first 
part of the year to do what is requiréd. 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, a more reasonable request could 
not be made than that which was made by my colleague . CAN- 
NON ], that this provision making ap ns for postal clerks should 
be passed over until we get to the end of that part of the bill which de- 
cides the matter of classification. Then we shall know whether the 
new plan or the old plan will be adopted. By that time we can get 
oe whether appropriations are to be based on the old or the 
new p 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


‘ApAMs], who says that the postmaster of Chicago could not get eleri- 


cal force enough, that I think any gentleman who has had the honor 
to preside as Postmaster-General over the Post-Office Department 
will say there never was a time when there was not a complaint made 
of that sort, and when in a large measure it was not unreasonable. 
There has always been a desire on the part of certain ms to have 
their com) increased; and if my friend from Illinois expectsto 
get to that point of ion when men will be content with their 
salaries as they are and do not desire any more, he will live for a very 


wes are 

. ADAMS. I do not talk of increase of salaries. I was talking 
of the increase of the number of clerks to do the increased work in the 
Northwest, which isnecessary to be done because of the increase in busi- 
ness there. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I wanttoadd to what has beensaid by 
the gentleman from Illinois my personal belief that the Post-Office De- 
partment has been very much cramped and hampered in these appro- 
priations. Ofcourse, I found my views upon it on the local conditions 
which exist at home. I find that there has been for the last eight years, 
or nearly so to my paana knowledge, very great complaint, not only 
as to the amount of the salaries, but as to the amount of work which 

been imposed upon the employés of the post-office at Portland, Me. 

ere has been but very little increase of the force there, while there 

has been an enormous increase in the work to be done. As one single 

item in illustration of this, 58,041 pieces were handled per day during 

the year 1888, and only 36,981 in 1887, showing an extrao’ in- 

crease. Such an increase in a community as settled, if I may so ex- 

it, as my own State would indicate that there must necessarily 

a large increase of business in the post-offices generally throughout 
the country. 

The allowance for this office has always been meager; and the Post- 


Office Department has kept them down to such an extent that if I can 
believe the testimony, not merely of persons of my own party who 
would naturally come to me with their complaints, but the testimony 
as well of persons belonging to the other party, who might not natu- 
rally expect any particular help or sympathy from me in that direction; 
I say if I can believe the unanimous testimony of all persons there they, 
are overworked, they have not a sufficient number to do the work of the 
office, and I know it is the universal testimony of the patrons of the 
office that the service on the part of the United States is not well done. 
j I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is attributable to the 

in politics, or perhaps even to a change of officials, but it is owing to 
2e fact of the increased work which has been thrown upon a small 
orce. 

There is another difficulty which is iar to that office, and I want 
to bring it up now, which is the result of the fact that the salary is| 
gauged upon the gross receipts of the office, That is a good general’ 
rule, undoubtedly. But there are exceptions. The amount of pay is 
usually the measure of the work done, but there are very many excep- 
tions, and it seems to me, upon hastily looking over this bill, that these’ 
exceptions are not previdedfor. Thecompensation of the office in Port- 
land, Me., for instance, is upon the basis of the gross receipts, | 

It so happens, however, that a large measure of the business done 
through that office is done by an establishment which is of such a char- 
acter that it receives in the course of its business annually an immense 
sum in postage-stamps. The consequence is, that it never buys stamps; 
indeed, it rather has them for sale, and the gross receipts at the office’ 
are lower for that reason than they should be. Consequently, meas-| 
uring the on that basis is an injustice not only to the people 
who do the work but to the community which is served thereby. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to suggest that that relates to the com- 
pensation of the postmaster. i 

Mr. No, not in the bill. Provision is made here for the 
compensation of the assistant postmaster also, and the amount of the 
allowance to the office in some measure rests in the discretion of the 
Post-Office Department. If the Post-Office Department has a reason- 
able appropriation it may make more of what may be called the dis- 
cretionary allowances which should be made to an office than otherwise; 
and therefore I think the gentleman from Georgia, haying in view the 
real advantage of the goa system of the country, ought to consent to’ 
the change asked by the gentleman from Illinois. i 
x Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not ask any change of legisla- 

on. 

Mr. REED. He asks a change in the amount. , 

Now, the truth about it, as is well said by his colleague from Illi- 
nois, the truth about it is that the Postmaster-General, having in view 
a deficiency, is not likely to make the allowance which he would make 
in a case such as is presented at the office at Portland, Me., an allow-| 
ance not so much in the interest of the clerks, or the postmaster, or the! 
assistant , as of the community which is really served; for if) 
the clerks that are granted there are ted solely with reference to’ 
the receipts of the office, and neverth the office does work for which| 
there are no receipts, or rather the receipts do not show themselves in 
the business of that particular office, then an injustice is done to the 
community at large, and you increase that injustice when you asl Ta 
the discretionary power of the Postmaster-General by bringing him 
face to face with a certain deficiency. In this senseitseemsto me that 
the argument of the gentleman from Illinois is a sound one, | 

Mr. BLOUNT. Bnt the gentleman from Maine will bear in mind, 
the fact that this very bill increases the assistant postmaster’s salary 


Mr. REED. In this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 
sian REED. Not at all. It reduces it $400, or from $2,000 to 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. REED. And that, too, notwithstanding the fact that Augusta, 
a smaller office, has a superintendent of mails at $1,500, duties which 
this assistant in Portland performs. 

I brought that up simply because it could be used as illustrating the 
general situation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to respond, Mr. Chairman, in reference to 
the officeof Portland, Me. The rosters are not arranged so accurately 
with reference to the amount given to the individual clerks in the 
ofiice as to the amount of compensation assigned to the office. In this 
instance it may have been that the postmaster in arranging his roster 
would recommend this postmaster the sum of $2,000 and take it off 
the salaries of others. 

Mr. REED. I know that has been the salary for twelve years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know anything about that particular case, 
nor how long it may have been the salary. It may have been that 
compared with other offices the assistant postmaster received a much 
larger salary than at other places where the clerical allowance was 


T. 
Mr. REED. Such is not the fact. A comparison would not show it.| 
Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That may be true, Mr. Chairman. I think that 
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whilea comparison may not show if in this particular case, the system 
of making up the rosters is in a large degree to give a given sum toa 
given office. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iknow Iam correct, and that the postmaster’s salary 
where the receipts were the same as at another would be very much 
larger, and that their clerks’ would be very much lower, the gross sum 
allotted to the office being the same. ‘This legislation is to bring about 
auniformrule. Itis brought out from the study and from the consid- 
eration of averages, and from the reports of inspectors, ete. It may 
have been that in a particular case the salary might bereduced. Iam 
quite sure thatitisin my own town. ‘The salary of the assistant post- 
master there is out of proportion to that of the other employés. 

Mr. REED. The reason why the salary of $1,400, while it bears 
the usual ratio to the usual salary received, and why it is not a fair 
salary at Portland while it may be at another town showing as large 
gross receipts, is owing to the presence of this establishment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What establishment? 

Mr. REED. An establishment which furnishes a certain class of 
papers just thesame as the others at Augusta, Me., where the postal 
business has a very much larger proportion thanat other places. They 
send out their publications and receive letters from all parts of the 
United States, and while it does not contribute largely to the increased 
receipts of the office it very largely increases the work of the office. 

But inasmuch as they do not buy postage-stamps they do not con- 
tribute to the gross receipts, although contributing thus largely to the 
work. ‘Therefore an injustice is done to this particular office, and 
hence there ought to be either an exception of this office or else there 
ought to be some change—some general words—allowing the Postmas- 
ter-General to make some variations where the rule does not apply. 
In other words, the reasoning upon which the classification is founded 
is the ratio between the salary and the gross receipts, because that is 
supposed to be the ratio between the salary and the work done. But 
where the gross receipts do not represent the work done then the rela- 
tion between the salary and the work ceases to be a good one or a cor- 
rectone. This is the difficulty at this particular ofice. They get their 
stamps from other places. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. At Augusta, where there are publishing houses 
of a similar character to that to which the gentleman has referred, 
while the proprietor of one of the publishing houses pays $100,000 a 

ear to the Government for stamps it does not exhaust the stamps that 
it gets from abroad, but has to sell a large amount in stamps other- 
wise. Therefore the office at Augusta does not sell them stamps, and 
for that reason the sale of stamps does not represent the amount of 
business done; and the same is true to a certain extent at Portland. 

Mr. PETERS. The exceptions to which attention has been called 
by the gentlemen from Maine in that respect will apply to other 
offices than those mentioned, and there are a large number of them in 
the United States where it would really extend. You take the land 
offices. There are two of them in my own district. A large amount 
of Government mail is transported in large envelopes that are fur- 
nished by the Government on which no postage is paid. No postage- 
stamps are p at a land office, and the result of that is that 
in those cities the work of the post-office is largely increased; and yet 
there is no adequate compensation for that work, because, as the gen- 
tleman from Maine has said, the compensation is based upon the gross 
receipts and the gross receipts are not enhanced by the Government 
business done there. 

But now I want to call attention to one difficulty that has been stated 
by the gentleman from Illinois, Thatis, the point which he makes 
against this bill, that it does not allow the Postmaster-General to fix 
the number of clerks. Now, I think that it is impossible in a bill of 
this kind (this being the first of this kind) to classify these clerks in 
point of numbers as they are classified in the appropriation bills for the 
legislative department of the Government, so many clerks of such a 
class, and so many of such another class, and so on. In fact, this legis- 
lation being tentativeand being placed on the bill for the first time, it 
would be almost impossible to arrive at any fair basis upon which the 
number of clerks could be determined. You can not doit upon the 
roster that is furnished by the postmasters now, because in all post- 
offices of the second and third classes, and especially in the offices of 
the second class, the postmasters in many cities have been compelled 
to pay their clerk-hire out of their own pockets. Consequently the 
roster in any such case does not show the amount of clerical force the 
postmaster has been absolutely required to employ in order to transact 
the business of the Government. 

That is true of offices in every State. In other words, the Depart- 
ment has been stinting the second-class offices, and has not been giv- 
ing them a sufficient amount of money necessary to carry on the work, 
and it has been doing this upon the false theory that the gross receipts 
of an office ought to be the criterion by which to regulate the amount 
of money allowed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And would not this bill further stint 
those offices? Y 

Mr. PETERS. That is the objection I have to fixing the remunera- 
tion under this classification. Ido not want to be understood as being 


in favor of the remuneration being apportioned under this classifica- 
tion, because the result of it will bein all second-class offices that there 
will be no clerk or employé who will secure the maximum salary, but 
all of them will receive the minimum. Why? Because the first-class 
offices, being large in their gross receipts, will be taken care of by the 
Department just as they have been in time past, and the second-class 
offices will be compelled to accept what is left, and that, as we know 
from experience, has been a very small crumb. 

Under this classification in all cases there would be a minimum 
amount allowed to the second-class offices. So, while I am in fayor of 
the classification, I am not in favor of the compensation being fixed 
for second-class offices in this way. But I was overruled upon this 
point in the committee, and not desiring to make any great conten- 
tion, particularly when I found myself in the minority, I have not 
seen fit to come in here and make a fight on this point. I have ab- 
stained from doing that also because I am anxious that this legislation 
in regard to classification shall become a law, and I will trust to the 
future to regulate and remedy the inequality that exists between the 
compensation of the clerical force in first and in second class offices. I 
am willing to accord to the first-class offices all the credit they are en- 
titled to for their gross receipts, but it should be borne in mind that 
every second-class office in the country contributes to the gross re- 
ceipts which the first-class offices show, and that the second-class of- 
fices do not get the benefit of that in the compensation which is paid 
to their employés. 

Mr. BLouNT was recognized. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Willthegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
yield to me a few minutes? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. : 

Mr.McCULLOGH. Mr, Chairman, I wantto cite to the Housea prac- 
tical case, and I will try todo it as briefly and as practicallyasIean. In 
the town in which I live there are thirty-four trains daily, seventeen 
each way. ‘There are also two star routes. On the south side of the 
town there isa railroad which is at least 40 miles long. On the northside 
there are two railroads, each perhaps 8 or 9 miles long. That second- 
class office, with a second-class clerical force, has to take the mails from 
those trains. Of course all the trains are not mail-trains, but a large 
number of them are, and that office has to take the mail from all those 
trains and has to distribute them to the three side roads and also to the 
two star routes, and the employés of that office receive only second-class 
compensation. 

Many are the mornings when at that office it takes an hour and a 
half to handle that mail, though not a stamp is canceled. Yet at that 
office they get but second-class rates. Now, this is why the Post- 
Office Department ought to have a discretion in this matter, That 
office, instead of having simply a postmaster and a clerk, or, as you 
may say, a clerk and a half, ought to have, in addition to the postmas- 
ter, five clerks, because there is handled there perhaps a wagon-load of 
mail every day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill does not prevent such increase of force. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. ‘There is no discretion to increase this force, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I think not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire, Mr. Chairman, in this debate to empha- 
size and make clear just how far the legislation contained in this bill 
is either to control the Postmaster-General in carrying out its provis- 
ions, or to give him an independence of action whereby he may control 
Congress in the expenditure of public moneys. I claim that if this 
legislation going into details as to the clerical force of the first and sec- 
ond class post-oflices is enacted into law it will never hereafter appear 
in an appropriation bill for the Post-Office Department. It will become 
a part and parcel of the statutes of the United States; and hereafter 
when the Postmaster-General asks Congress to appropriate for clerical 
force it will be the same in effect as when he asks an appropriation for 
either the letter-carrier force er the railway postal clerks, He submits 
in his estimate a round bulk amount for the railway postal clerks; 
he submits in his estimate a round bulk amount for the carriers at 
letter-carrier offices; he submits at the same time what increase he de- 
sires to have effected under the legislation he may recommend to Con- 

If Congress does not appropriate the full amount he asks for 
the letter-carrier service or for the railway postal clerks, he simply 
employs during the fiscal year for which you make the appropriation 
the amount of subordinate force that the money you appropriate will 
allow him to employ. 

Now, I claim that this bill simply fixes a classification of the subor- 
dinate force in the first and second class post-offices, Similar legisla- 
tion heretofore has said there shall be five classes of railway postal 
clerks, with salaries ranging from $900 up to $1,500; that there shall be 
three classes of letter-carriers, with salaries ranging from $600 up to 
$1,000. So in the statute-book in the future will appear this detailed 
classification here proposed, in regard to which the Postmaster-General 
will be under the obligation to see that he does not exceed the amount 
appropriated by Congress. 

This simply classifies the subordinate force. Under this very bill 
the postmasters of the first and second class offices will have to send 
up on the 1st day of July of each fiscal year an estimate of the sub- 
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ordinate force which they desire. The Postmaster-General, taking the 
sum total of your appropriation for clerical force, will say, for instance, 
to the postmaster at Philadelphia, ‘‘ Your roster recommends twenty 
mail distributors, sixteen messengers, fourteen watchmen, ten case 
distributors, but the appropriation for clerical force is not in amount 
that which I asked from Congress; and although you ask for sixty men 
I can give you only fifty.” But he fixes under the law the compensa- 
tion that those fifty shall receive; and in doing so he can not, unless 
he violates the law, exceed the appropriation given to him in your ap- 
propriation bill. 

One word more. This classification, of course, is based upon an en- 
tirely different principle from your compensation to railways or your 
sito ampere to postmasters. The railways by statute are paid so 
much per pound on mail matter carried; the postmasters by statute are 

d in accordance with the gross receipts. In those matters the law 
eaves no discretion to the Postmaster-General. But in this bill his 
discretion runs in every classification, from a sum total salary of $700 
up to a sum total salary of $2,500. Isay, therefore, that in the classifi- 
cation of the clerks he exercises discretion, and in the exercise of that 
discretion he is controlled by the appropriation made by Congress; he 
dare exercise it only to the limit of the amount you appropriate under 
the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, no rulecan be suggested in reference 
toclassifying clerks in post-offices throughout this country which would 
not operate in some cases in an unsatisfactory manner, All that we 
can hope to do is to adopta rule the general effect of which shall avoid 
some or many of the evils of the present system. Itis possible—indeed, 
it is probably true—that some of the officers do not have a sufficient 
clerical allowance. Itis likewise true sometimes they have it and they 
complain they do not have it. It is untrue that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is guided entirely by gross receipts. Sometimes that complaint is 
made andan inspector is sent. The construction of the office, facilities 
about the office, all these things are taken into consideration. 

The Postmaster-General is not bound by any fixed rule to get at the 
truth, Hehasmany methods, and doubtless he has used the best method 
in his power and has done far better than we could who criticise him. 

It has been said if this classification shall become the law of the 
land the Postmaster-General will not adhere to, but will exceed, the 
amount of the appropriation. He will take the fund and see how many 
employés he can put in the offices of the country, and he is then at 
the end of it. = 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him at 
this point? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam interested greatly in the line which the gen- 
tleman is pursuing, and I wish to understand the question. I want 
to find the law as it now exists which authorizes the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to employ these clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I can not find the page. 

Mr. ROGERS, I have the page here, and will read it if the gentle- 
man will permit me. Perhaps I can help you to elucidate the matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will elucidate it in my own way. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will ask the chairman of the committee to recog- 
nize me, then, in my own time, as I wish to get it hefore the House, 

Mr, BLOUNT. I have no doubt that the gentleman from Arkansas 
will instruct the House, as he usually does when he addressesit. He 
will pardon me, however, if I prefer to state it in my own way. I do 
not mean theslightest discourtesy to the gentleman, as he is well aware. 

You have a law for clerks in post-offices. You have an amount ap- 
propriated in the bill. When you come to assigning clerks, their sala- 
ries being fixed, you may find at some place you have not a sufficient 
force. That is exactly what you have found during the past year. It 
is what you may find anywhere. 

The Postmaster-General commences his fiscal year on the 1st of July 
and in a few months he has reached December. He sees the condition 
and ts reasons to Congress for supplying the deficiency. If you 
recognize the reasons he presents you give it, and if you do not you 
refuse it, We shall never get away from that situation, that relation 
between the Executive Department and Congress, It is impossible for 
it to be otherwise. The Postmaster-General, without the perfection of 
infinity, can not estimate the exact increase of your mails and tell how 
many clerks are necessary to handle it. So this difficulty you speak 
of will continue to the end of time. It adjusts itself by the submis- 
sion of additional estimates to Congress thereon. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the House to an actual deficiency 
in reference to the compensation of railroads. It has been declared the 
Postmaster-General shall not exceed the amount contained in the ap- 
propriation bill for any given service. For compensation to railroads 
during the fiscal year 1888 it was estimated there would be an increase 
of 7,000 miles of railroad constructed in this country. The course of 
time developed the increase was 13,000 miles during the fiscal year. 
The increase in the mails has been beyond precedent and beyond ex- 
pectation when the estimate was made. 

What does the Department do? What has it always done? Find- 
ing itself in this situation, it has put mail on all the railroads all over 
the country although the money not been allotted to it, and in a 


few months, when Congress assembled, reported its action in the mat- 
ter and asked a deficiency to pay for the additional service required by 
this unexpected condition. If the Postmaster-General had erred in 
leaving some routes without the mails upon them it was for Congress 
to judge. It was the exercise of a discretion on the part of the Depart- 
ment, subject to the ratification of Congress when it assembled whether 
it would allow that increase or not. 

Sir, these imperfections in relation to deficiencies are just as certain 
as that the action of the human intellect is liable to error; so that we 
need not rush away from the scheme of classification proposed in this 
bill because of a possible deficiency. When you are accustomed to 
them in other items in the service, and they are happening under all 
administrations, I see no necessity for alarm. I trust, sir, that be- 
cause we could not make a perfect plan gentlemen will not refuse to 
do what has been clamored for by every Postmaster-General for the 
last ten years, that has been dilated upon by the press, and with rea- 
son, and which has found expression in the complaint of the clerks all 
over the country. 

I do importune gentlemen on either side of the House to let no im- 
perfections, if there be imperfections in the bill, or if there may be im- 
perfection existing in the service, consign us to the disastrous policy 
which we have experienced in the past. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. ROGERS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced that the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate had appointed as tellers, in pursuance of the resolution providing for 
the counting of the electoral votes, Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. HARRIS on 
the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested. i 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill (8.7799) for the relief of the 
Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and to the District of Columbia all 
moneys collected under the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved 
August 5, 1861, asked a conference with the House on the disagreein 
votes thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MORRILL, an 
Mr. HARRIS managers on the part of the Senate. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, several gentlemen in this debate seem 
to have an impression that an insufficient appropriation for the postal 
service would tell mainly on the second-class offices, because, in the 
words of my friend from Kansas, the first-class offices would be taken 
care of anyway. That is not true in the ene first-class office with 
which Iam best acquainted, and I attribute it largely to the rapid 
growth of the postal business in Chicago. I ask unanimous consent, 
therefore, to have printed in the RecorD an extract of a very few lines, 
not exceeding perhaps ten in length, being a tabular statement sent to 
me recently from that office, showing the increase in the city delivery 
in the single fiscal year from 1887 to 1888. 

There was no objection. 

The table is as follows: 


Chicago post-office—city-delivery division, 


Items, 1887, 1888. 
Registered letters deli 589 (0, 321 
Letters delivered 285 270 
Postal-cards delivered “ , 624 48, 354 
Number pieces second, third,and fourth class delivered.. 651, 264 
E TON T oo see corse erddposioesndi ok AOON 69, 481, 689 37, 003 
E EEE E S E FA , 123, 725 308, 054 
Number piecessecond, third, and fourth class collected.) 30,170,054 878, 676 
Total number pieces handled..,........0esersesseseenes 244,592, 139 | 312, 999, 
Increase in number of picces handled, 68,407,808, or 28 per cent. 
Total postage on local matter delivered through boxes, general delivery, and 
by carriers: 
+e» $503, 178. 34 
wee 683,540.22 


Increase in local postage, $179, 366. 88, or 35.64 per cent. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to add, after the word ‘‘pro- 
vided,” in the fourteenth line, page 2, the following words. l 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will allow us to vote on the 
pending amendment if it does not interfere with his. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thinkitdoes. Thereis, I believe, but one amend- 
ment pending, and I move now to add what I have sent to the desl, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after “provided,” in line 14 of page 2, the words: 

“ Provided, however, That the aggregate salaries as fixed by such classification 
shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to be conceded, if I under- 
stood the gentleman from Georgia correctly, that this classification 
would have the effect of law in fixing the salaries, and I know of no 
reason why it should not have. I believe that also is the view ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be a most extraordinary power, the 
most extraordinary, I think, ever conferred upon a head of a Depart- 
ment in the history ofour legislation, if thatisa proper construction of 
the provision as stated by these gentlemen, that in a wide field of public 
employment, involving an immense number of employés and vast sums 
of public money, power is vested in the hands of a single officer to so 
classify that force as to absolutely make and control legislation; for 
whether we appropriate the money by this bill for it or not is immate- 
rial so far as the salaries are concerned, for the salaries will still be a 
demand upon the Government for any deficiency created by an in- 
sufficient appropriation. z 

Iam not willing for myself to see Congress abdicate the important 
power of fixing salaries, It can of course be said that we have appro- 
priated sums in gross in an appropriation bill, and under such appro- 
priation the Postmaster-General had the power to determine the amount 
that should be received by each clerk employed by the Department. 
But the answer is that Congress determines and regulates the sum that 
should be expended. It regulates the charge against the Government 
and says how great the sum shall be, while this provision is a complete 
abandonment by Congress of the power to determine what shall be the 
limit of the legal demand for salaries against the United States. You 
propose to appropriate $6,500,000, leaving it in the power of the Post- 
master-General to fix the amount of the salaries without limit. In- 
stead of $6,500,000, any sum beyond that may, in his judgment, be 
proper for the classification of the clerks in his Department—may be 
made a legal charge upon the Treasury. 

Do gentlemen propose to go to that extent? Do gentlemen propose 
to place upon the statute-books a law which empowers the head of a 
Department to determine how millions of money beyond that appro- 
priated shall be expended? It has been said on this side of the House, 
as well as on the other side of the House, and by the whole country, 
with rare exceptions, that the Post-Office Department has been well 
administered during the last four years, and indeed for many years 
past. I represent a portion of the country westward, where an average 
degree of interest in the postal system will be found, say the latitude 
of Cincinnati, Ohio. I feel safe in saying that our post-office system 
has been well administered, not only under the present but under the 
former administration; and yet the unusual measure proposed would 
indicate a state of public necessity so imperative as to require this ex- 
traordinary legislation, which is almost an entire abdication of a great 
power by Congress, and confer it upon the head of a Department. 

From the days of Franklin to the present hour there has never been 
a public officer at the head of that Department who should be intrusted 
with such an extraordinary power. Where are we drifting? We ap- 
propriated for this particular service in 1888, $5,450,000; in 1889, $5,- 
900,000, and for 1890 itis proposed toappropriate $6,550, 000, being $100,- 
000 increase in ratio beyond any former experience for one year, I be- 
lieve; and yet this bill proposes to confer power upon this Department 
to increase that sum virtually almost without limit. The overween- 
ing anxiety of my friend to see a great Department of the Government 
already well sustained and supported invested with this great power 
of real legislation as to official salaries grows out of his anxiety to 
perfect the system even beyond the perfection already attained. This 
wish has very naturally influenced theaction of my friend from Georgia 
in inducing him to consent to legislation of such an extraordinary 
character; but I think my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], so well 
known for his prudence and ability in legislation, when he comes to 
consider this subject will see that the power conferred by this para- 
graph is too great a power to give to any Department and not necessary 
to the efficiency of the system. 

The history of none of the Departments of the Government justifies 
such legislation. I have noticed, sir, in the progress of current history 
that those Departments of Government, those agencies of Government 
which are of the highest moment, which come nearest to the people 
and involve their dearest interests are those most exposed to peril and 
mistakes of legislation, which could not have occurred in other Depart- 
ments less beneficent, A few years ago there was in the Post-Office 
Department a striking illustration of this, Can my friend from Georgia 
afford to run the risk of vesting in a single officer of the Government 
such a power as this when there is no impending demand nor impera- 
tive necessity for it? That Department is now well administered, and 
so faras I am aware its employés are generally well paid, and paid 
greatly beyond the average of those who are employed in private em- 
poymons requiring corresponding capacity and integrity. For one, 

am opposed to any increase of salaries and do not believe that the 
public good requires it in any Department of the Government. i 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iam surprised at the speech of my friend from In- . 


diana, and yet I do not see why I should be. 

Mr. REED. Nor do I. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave heard him make such aspeech before. And 
yet there is no reason for it. The gentleman says that the Post-Office 
Department is well managed, admirably managed, and yet he opposes 
the proposition in this bill. I can state to the gentleman that it is 
commended by the Postmaster-General. This kind of legislation has 
been recommended during a series of years by various Postmasters- 
General. The President of the United States has seen fit to call spe- 
cial attention to it in his message. It is not of the character that the 
gentleman from Indiana claims—to give to the Postmaster-General the 
power to say what the salary of each particular clerk in this country 
shall be. On the contrary, itis for the purpose of determining that 
for a certain class of labor there shall be a minimum salary and a max- 
imum salary for one given grade, and the maximum salary is not an 
extraordinary one in any single instance. Where, then, is the enor- 
mous power of abdicating the right on the part of Congress to fix the 
salary of employés? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Cannot he putin any number that he thinks proper 
in the higher salary grade? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, of course he can; and the gentleman from 
Indiana knows that he may now in the Department put any of the 
employés in the higher class. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He can not increase the number of any class. That 
is within the power of Congress, and has been up to this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Take your railway clerks; their salaries are fixed 
by law absolutely. Take your letter-carriers; their salaries are fixed 
by law absolutely. ‘Take the salary of the gentleman from Indiana 
himself—but that is not in the control of the Department. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah, but you fix the sum that shall be expended, 
and any expenditure beyond that would not be a claim upon your 
Treasury. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, Mr. Chairman, it would be a claim upon the 
Treasury, and that is just exactly the situation in which we should 
be. Ifyou havea mail to distribute at a given point, you should not 
undertake to do it by cutting down the salaries of employés, or by 
turning out trained men and putting in a class of inferior men, whom 
you will be glad to get rid of whenever you are in a condition to pay 
higher compensation. ! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has my friend heard of any resignations lately ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave, sir. I have known of such cases in my own 
city, and I have known of the refusal of clerks who were in the em- 
ploy of the post-office to remain. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not heard of any such instances. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, my friend sometimes does not hear of these 
things, but they have been heard of all over this House, and all over 
this country, The Postmaster-General who preceded the present Post- 
master-General had a clamor about his ears from offices all over the 
country; that complaint was voiced here through members upon this 
floor, and it was to the effect that the post-office clerks were paid in- 


sufficient compensation because the allowance was too low. The busi-~ 


ness men of the country were clamorous about that condition of things, 
the press and the people everywhere were clamorous about it, yet my 
friend from Indiana never heard about it! 

Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman has seen fit to refer to my views 
in the in relation to this matter, I will take his own record on 
this snbject, and will call attention to his own course. I happened to 
be on a subcommittee on the Post-Office appropriation bill in the 
Forty-fourth Congress with the gentleman from Indiana. I was young 
and inexperienced, and knew nothing about this matter of clerks in 
post-offices. How much the gentleman from Indiana knew I do not 
know, but I do know that he cut down the clerical force, and it was 
cut down again the next year, and that process of cutting down re- 
sulted in the reduction of the salaries of the employés, and, after a time, 
it resulted in an inefficient handling of the mails, and finally came 
the reaction, through the press, on this floor, and through every chan- 
nel by which it could show itself. We were told that the allowance 
for post-office clerks was of such an insufficient character that the mails 
were not being properly handled; there was a general and universal 
complaint throughout the country about it, and the complaint grew 
until the present Postmaster-General recognized it and asked for a re- 
vision of the estimates, and Congress voted some $400,000 instead ot 
the $100,000 they had given before. Now, sir, I hold that with sixty- 
odd millions of revenue gathered from the post-offices of the country, 
most of it not raised by taxation, but by the rates of postage charged to 
the people, it is the duty of Congress to put the post-offices of this coun- 
try, so far as clerical hire is concerned, upon a bnsiness basis, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, Ialways view with jealousy any prop- 
osition to part with power which belongs to the House of Representa- 
tives or to the Congress of the United States and give it to any other 
department of the Government I have not had time, however, to in- 
vestigate this bill with reference to that aspect of it, but there is an 
aspect that I have given some cursory examination while this debate 
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has been p 
sideration of the committee. I tried to elicit the point by asking my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to tell me just where the law was 


and which I think ought to have the careful con- 


to be found which gave the Postmaster-General the right to appoint 
these clerks, and I have been referred to two or three different sections 
of the statutes, to which I desire to invite the attention of the House. 

I hold in my hand the postal laws of 1887, the second section of 
which is general in its terms, and, among other things, requires the 
Postmaster-General ‘‘ to superintend the general business of the De- 
partment and execute all laws relative to the service,” ete.; but 
nobody, I take it, will contend that thatis authority for the Postmas- 
ter-General to provide clerks without reference to appropriations to 
pay them. ‘There is also cited to me another provision, a section of 
the Revised Statutes, which isto be found on page 119 of these regula- 
tions. It reads as follows: 

‘The Postmaster-General allow e tNew York City, and 
to the at tgar allie J escort tor i pte rev- 


enues of their ive offices—that is to say, the exeess of box-rents and com- 


missions over and above the assigned to the office—a reasonable sum for 


the necessary cost of rent, fuel, lights, furniture, stationery, ting, clerks, and 
necessary incide: to be usted on a satisfactory exhibit of the facts, and no 
such allowance shall be made except upon the order of the Postmaster-Genceral. 

Now, it will be seen at a glance that this section of the Revised Stat- 
utes is in force now, while we are operating under the commission sys- 
tem. This bill contemplates a salary system; and if it goes into effect 
this provision of the Revised Statutes must of necessity be repealed by 
the operation of this new law. So that this provision would furnish 
no authority for the action of the Postmaster-General in this matter. 
It would be repealed by implication. 

Again, I am referred to other sections in this book. Itison page 32, 
and reads as follows: 

Except when a different compensation is 
clerk temporarily employed to 
longing to clerks of either class 
clerks of that glass, 


Then in a note I find the following: 


Special salaries are from year to year the acts of appropriation 
the 
puts anr ater oe yan no specia? provalom i mado this statute governs 

Now, the statute referred to is to be found in section 13, page 32, of 
this volume, and is in these words: 

The annual salaries of clerks and em: in the Departments whose com- 
pensation is not otherwise prescribed be as follows. 

Then it goes on to specify the clerks of the first, second, third, and 
fourth classes as well as other classes of employés, there being nine 
classes in all. 

Then follows the section I have just read beginning— 

Except when a different compensation is expressly prescribed by law. 


I feel certain that all this applies to the Post-Office Department, and 
not to clerks in post-offices. 

It thus appears, as I understand (though I am not clear on the 
point, because I have not had opportunity to give the matter investi- 
gation)—it geo ag ae and as has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrincHAM] that the power of the Post- 
master-General to appoint these clerks or to authorize the employment 
of clerks asks recaps taper pn a expat oe aaa s 
several appropriation acts, to aggregate sum thereby 
appropriated. If not, where is the statute that provides otherwise ? 
I insist that there is none. - 


prescribed by law, any 
the same or similar duties to those be- 
entitled to thesame salary as is allowed to the 


man, that I am not prepared to indulge in eulogy similar 
which my friend from Indiana has indulged in, with reference to the 

service during a portion at least of the last four years. For the 
last year I have seen no occasion for complaint; ‘‘ further than that 
deponent saith not.” 

Now, if we are going to inaugurate a new system we ought to inau- 
gurate it with reference to the evils which have attended the operations 
of the old system; and under a part of the present Administration it 
must be said that a large portion of this country, whatever may have 
been the case in Indiana, was given the most inferior postal service 
that the country has ever known since I have taken any interest in the 
postal service. Why, sir, I say without reservation from my per- 
sonal knowledge that in the office in my own town some of the clerks 
were compelled to work from fourteen to seventeen hours a day, begin- 
ning at from 4 to 5 o’clock in the morning, when the first mails were 
delivered, and often working until 1 o’clock at night, when the last 
mails were received, so that clerk after clerk resigned, thus crippling 
the efliciency of the service until the postmaster found it difficult to 
maintain the service at all. 

Worn ont himself by actual and constant labor from ten to twelve 
hours per day for months and months, with all the care and responsi- 
bility attached to an office of that kind, and dogged in the public press 
and | eate paciia Painea Reged aden koa OTa, 
he at tendered his resignation, on the sole ground that he could 


not do the work with the help allowed, notwithstanding he had paid 
out from four hundred to twelve hundred -dollars of his salary per 
annum for necessary and additional help; but the Department would 
not accept it, but after a delay of two monthsor more gave him partial 
relief. And the Department was not in ignorance of this condition of 
things, for I went in person, and wrote letters, stating the facts, and 
laid letters from the postmaster before the Department, and did all that 
I knew how to do, to no purpose, 

But itis true, Mr. Chairman, that there was an abnormal condition of 
things at that office; and that brings me to another important considera- 
tion in connection with this legislation. No Post-Office Departmentcan 
regulate, and no postal service can be properly regulated, under iron 
rules. There must of necessity besome discretion vested in the Post- 
master-General. Forinstance, that town has sprung from a population 
of 3,000 to an estimated population of 17,000 or 20,000 within the last 
four years. Under this law, by a rigid rule, the salary and numberof 
the clerks would be fixed for a whole year. Under this bill if the 
Postmaster-General is not allowed some discretion in raising the salary 
of clerks before the end of the fiscal year for which the salary is fixed 
and in increasing the foree when there is absolute necessity, the postal 
service will be practically destroyed in some places. 

The Postmaster-General should not only have discretion with ref- 
erence to the annual salary, reducing it if necessary, and raising it if 
necessary—I mean as to the amounts allowed to the office for clerk- 
hire—but unless there is authority of law for him to employ force in 
excess of the appropriations, and ask for deficiency, then the appro- 
priation ought to be large enough to meet the growing demands of the 
service. There is no such power found in this bill, and I do not know 
of any in existing law. I undertake to speak for the country upon 
this proposition, and to say that the people of the country will never 
complain of a properly administered and efficient postal service, what- 
ever the cost may be. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

One observation more. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that my honorable 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] who has given this matter most 
careful and conscientious consideration, and for whose judgment I have 
the highest if he is not fully satisfied that the amount pro- 
posed in this bill is ample to meet the demands of this growing serv- 
ice, will not hesitate for a moment to accept an amendment increasin 
the amount to whatever sum the Post-Office Department believes will 
be essential to a and efficient administration of the service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ROGERS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Crisp that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 12490) making iations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, had come 
to no resolution thereon. : 

SALARIES OF HOUSE MESSENGERS. 


Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution embraced in Miscellaneous Document No. 41, and 
the report thereon, in relation to the equalization of salaries of mes- 
sengers of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think it is too late to transact any business of 
that kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana ob- 


ject? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to present may file them with the Clerk for appropriate refer- 
ence. I failed to make this request this morning, and I am informed 
that some gentlemen wish to file reports. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

No reports were filed. - 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
11795) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes, returned from the Senate amendments, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, returned from the Senate 
with amendments, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. , 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of the 
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House of Representatives to the bill (S. 135) to provide for the ad- 
mission of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the 
Territory of North Dakota, asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. PLATT, Mr. CuLLoM, and Mr. BUTLER. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 


A bill (H. R. oe granting a pension to John J. Lockrey; 


A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer; 

A bill (H. R.2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 

A bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias J. Kenaday; 

A bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff; 

A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 6314) increasing the pension of Lyman D. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 

A bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 

A bill (H. R. pee granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 

A bill (ir R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish; 

A bill (H. R. pan) granting a pension to Martha J. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll; s 

A bill AE R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 

A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. een for the relief of James T. Teeple; 

A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine; 

A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix; 

A bill ir R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; 

A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPher- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. e a E A Bedel; 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary Van Olnhausen; 

A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 
AE R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 

ewell; 

A bill (H. R. am granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to Elisha C. Paschal; 

A bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to Isham T. Howze; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

‘A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; 

A bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 


sirr bok Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war o Å 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass; 

A bill = R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the 

TOL; 

A bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irvin W. Combs; and 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (5. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; - 

A bill fs. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith; 

A bill (S. 3749) granting a pension to Orrin F. Waller; and 

A bill (8. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia E. Quaw. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That on Thursday, February 14, 1839, the House shall taken a recess 


*at5 o'clock until 8 o’clock p. m , the evening session to be devoted exclusivel 
to the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs in 


such order as said committee may designate, and said evening session shall 
terminate at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there. objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? . 

Mr. KILGORE. Put that to begin at half past 7 o’clock and end 
at 10 o’clock and I shall not object. 

Mr. McCREARY. Very well; I will accept that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the order is made I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. REED. What is this? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the order been made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is about to submit the 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that I want to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky a question. I desire to know whether he intends by the order 
to interfere with the passage of appropriation bills? ; 

Mr. McCREARY. I do not. 

Mr. SAYERS. That should be distinctly understood. 

Mr. Fs Wa eg I agree that it shall not. [Cries of “Regular 
order ! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iwill withdraw that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think that order ought not to be 
made. Other committees have not had a day or an hour. 

Mr. McCREARY. This committee has not had any time during 
this session, notwithstanding our efforts. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well; I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 

tleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the resolution been modified as suggested ? 

Mr. McCREARY. What modification does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. SAYERS. If this is passed in its present form it might defeat 
the consideration of appropriation bills. The modification I want is 
that if the House finds it necessary to continue the hour for the con- 
sideration of ape bills this resolution shall not be operative. 

Mr. McCREARY. I agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that we ought to 
make this order. Other committees of this House have been deprived 
of an opportunity. The Military Committee—— 

Mr. McCREARY. The Foreign Affairs Committee has not hada 
day this session. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Military Committee, with eight hundred 
bills, asked this morning an order for a night session, but could not 
get consent. All of these requests had better go to the committee. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LEE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that for a moment. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’?] 

The motion of Mr. PETERS was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12532) to put on the pension-rolls 
the name of William Loomis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12533) to grant a piece of land in the city of Sault 
Ste. Marie to D. Farrand Henry, of Detroit, Mich., and to his heirs 
and assigns—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 12534) for the relief of R. W. 
Clark—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12535) for the relief of Jean- 
ette D. Calirt—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12536) for the relief of James Cotton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12537) for the relief of Levi Starn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12538) for the relief of W. W. Douglass, admin- 
PRR of the estate of Rebecca V. Packer—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12539) for the relief of the estate of Maria D. 
Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of 
Theodore White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12541) for the relief of Jacob 
Romeis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of 
Noah W. Yoder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

_By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Henry Hake, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial of the General Assembly of Ohio, in 
relation to the establishment of fish-hatching houses—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial from the Commodore Rodgers Naval Veteran Associa- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, pertaining to the publication of records of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of many citizens of Detroit, Mich., for 
a pension for William Loomis, a soldier of the Seminole war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, indorsing the Secretary’s investigation of the New York custom- 
house—to the Select Committee on Keform in the Civil Service, 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Thomas Tucker, for special-act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Peisions. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Harriett Sudduth, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia, for reference of her claim to the Courtof Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas 
on the encouragement of the sorghum-sugar industry—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. REED: Petition of farmers of Minot, Me., for protection to 
agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RICE: Report of the mercantile committee of the Chamber 
of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the adoption by legislation 
of the cental system of measure, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petitions of T. A. Maulby and otfers, ex- 
Union soldiers, of Fairmount, W. Va., for the of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petitions of R. B. Allen, of Mrs. Mary A. 
E. Bunch, of Joseph Bunch, of Lem Cox, of W. E. Carroll, of heirs ot 
Benjamin F. Crocket, of heirs of Mark C. Lanton, of Jonathan Cooper, 
of John D. Carson, of Henry B. Damewood, of Robert A. Daniel, of 8. 
8. Evins, of Joseph A. Gresham, of Jonathan A, Gullick, of J. H. Greg- 
ory, of heirs of James M. Grimes, of Lorena M. Hastings, of Hugh Gor- 
don, administrator of Martin Huff; of James M. Hogan, of A. P. Hughes, 
of W. D. Henson, administrator of John A. Head; of W. B. Johnson, 
of John T, Jeurney, of J. M. Gregory, administrator of Mrs. M. L. Jor- 
dan; of Alfred Loftin, of J. T. Leneave, of W. E. Sellers, administrator 
of George W. Lucas; of Amos Miller, of H. T. Gordon, administrator of 
Nelson McKee; of O. W. McKissack, of John J. Mangrem, of the heirs 
of Thomas J. Norman, of D. G. Gregory, administrator of H. T. Os- 
borne; of R. H. Ogilvie, of Thomas Porter, of Nancy E. Pullin, of Eliz- 
abeth Perry, of Anderson Polk, of Ezekiel Roan, of J. T. Ragin, of 
William Shadden, of Peter Stanton and Daniel Brown, of H. T. Gordon, 
administrator of T. M. Smith; of the heirs of Joseph I, Sanders, of 
Terry C. Smith, of George Todd, of Arch Thompson, of F. M. Tisdale, 
of Elihu Voss, of Samuel E. Witherspoon, of the heirs of James N. 
Walker, of Simon H. Wayland, of John H. Brown, of John Brown, of 
W. A. Bell, of Brown & Hodge, of Mrs. M. A. E. Bunch, of C. B. Camp- 
bell, of J. M. Campbell, of F. A. Daniel, of John Davidson, of J. M. 
Frierson, of L. M. Hastings, of Elizabeth Jamison, of W. E. Sellers, 
administrator of George W. Lucas; of Alfred Loftin, of Jonathan Miller, 
of Nelson Mokee, f O. W. McKissack, of J. J. Mangrem, of C. C. Mce- 
Ewen, of Nancy E. Pullen, of Jack Porter, of Amanda C. Roan, of S. 

"H. Temmons, of A. T. Vestal, of Mrs. Parmelia Underwood, of Mrs. 
Anna Bunch, of Thomas Porter, of Andrew B. Phillips, of James §. 
Perry, of heirs of Lewis Goad, of John W. Loftin, and of the African 
Baptist Church of Columbia, Tenn., for reference of their several claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest Jaw were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of 2,172 citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Of 1,233 citizens of New York. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of 117 citizens of Marcellus, Mich. 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): Of 80 citizens of Greenwich, Conn. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 100 citizens of Reading, Vt. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 10 citizens of Killisnoo, Alaska. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of 26 citizens of Portland, Ark. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of 82 citizens of Maine Prairie, Minn. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of 31 citizens of Oakdale, Mass. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 39 citizens of Los Angeles, Cal. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Of 50 citizens of Mahaska County, Iowa. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 20 citizens of Lake City, Minn. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 11, 1889, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
ae Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
CREDENTIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of RICHARD 
COKE, chosen by the Legislature of Texas a Senator from that State for 
wol term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and ordered to be 

j NAVY-YARD LABOR EXPENDITURES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a res- 
olution of the 29th ultimo, reports of the Chiefs of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair and the Bureau of Steam Engineering submitting 
a statement of the expenditure for labor in navy-yards for each of the 
first six months of the present fiscal year from the appropriation for the 
construction and repair of vessels and from the appropriation for steam 
machinery, together with a statement of the unexpended balances of 
each of those appropriations on the 1st day of January, 1889; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


MES. SUE B, JOHNSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3864) to increase the 
pension of Mrs, Sue B. Johnson. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, and request a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr, 
Pappock, and Mr. PuGH were appointed. 


ABBY J. SLOCUM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 169) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abby J. Slocum. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, be- 
fore the word *‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘thirty.’ 

Mr. SAWYER, I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. j 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the ket and Mr, SAWYER, Mr, 
DAyis, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, praying for the opening to settle- 
ment of that portion of the Fort Randall military reservation on the 
east side of the Missouri River, in the county of Charles Mix, under 
the homestead law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, praying for an amendment of what is known as the 
omnibus bill for the admission of certain Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Thomas L, Sloan and 110 
other Indian students at Hampton Normal Institute, in which they 
represent that they believe that ‘‘the present ration system is not pro- 
ductive of good results, but, on the contrary, encourages idleness and 
dependence. It unfits for citizenship or progress those who are fed in 
this manner,’’ ‘They believe that ‘‘if those who so elect might be 
allowed to receive instead of rations their equivalent value in farm- 
ing implements or stock, they would be encouraged in the settlement 
of lands and improvement thereon, reaching in the end that independ- 
ence necessary for good citizenship. It would also work out the dis- 
continuance of rations, which is desired by both the Government and 
the advanced Indians,” 

I have read this passage from the petition not only because of the re- 
markably wise and sagacious ideas contained in it, but from the fact 
that the petition is in the handwriting offone of these students, and is 
signed in their own handwriting by every one but three of the one 
hundred and ten. It is their own idea, to which they have not been 
prompted by any one on the outside. 

It is a little singular that there should be any law in the way of an 
Indian changing the rations which the Government is bound to furnish 
him into agricultural or other implements, so that if he is willing by, 


his own labor to support himself he may have the benefit of the very _ 
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rations which he receives. But the law as it exists forbids any such 
transaction as that. 

. Ihbappen to know of one agent, who was very much enlisted in the wel- 
fare of the Indians, who induced them to go to work and sustain them- 
‘selves on the promise that so much as they did not need of their rations 
should be saved for them to be used in building them homes, and he 
‘savedin one yearoutof the rations of the Government which the Gov- 
‘ernment was bound by treaty to furnish them $6,000, only to find at 
‘the end of the year that that $6,000 must be turned into the Treasury 


. of the United States. Such a condition of things in the law forbids 


‘any encouragement to be held out to an Indian to attain the condition 
‘of self-support. It seems to me as if the law had set about devising 
a policy with the Indians that would throw obstacles in the way of any 
effort on the part of the Indian to sustain himself. 

This petition comes from a body of young men who got it up them- 
selves and signed it with their own hands. I should like to have it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and I hope that they will 
see fit to so provide that the appropriation of money for the support of 
the Indians this yearatleast shall carry along with it thecondition that 
when an Indian will support himself he may have the equivalent of his 
rations devoted to civilization. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

ı Mr. DAWES presented the petition of George W. Flynn and 29 
others, citizens of Boston, Mass.; the petition of J. M. Lord, and 29 
others, citizens of Oakdale, Worcester County, Massachusetts; and the 
tion of Fred. H. McKown, and 20 others, citizens of Needham, Nor- 

lk County, Massachusetts, praying for the submission to the States 


‘of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 


on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of T. J. Nicholl, president of 
the Natchez, Jackson and Columbia Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of Asa B. Ayres, of Dickson 
County, Tennessee, praying compensation for certain lumber furnished 
the United States under contract in the year 1863. I move that the 
petition, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Cobb County, 
Georgia, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Rawlins Post, No. 35, Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
‘*National Tribune service-pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of 206 citizens of Philadelphia, 
York, Mifflinburgh, and other places in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Reuben Kolb and 17 other voters 
of Hyndman, Bedford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 59 citizens of Buchanan, 

Mich., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
Gonumittes on Education and Labor. 
DAVIS presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Dakota, praying for an amendment of the omnibus bill for 
the admission of certain Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of E. G. Hicks and 84 others, citizens 
of Maine Prairie, Stearns County, Minnesota, praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington Territory, remonstrating qgainst the passage of the bill 
now before the Senate authorizing the commissioners of Whitman 
County, Washington Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a 
court-house and jail at Colfax, the present county seat; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Rebecca Allen, widow of 
John G. Allen, late landsman, United States steam-ship Atlanta, pray- 
ing for an extension of the arrears-of-pension act so as to cover her ease; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Cahall and 194 others, citizens 
of Kent County, Maryland, praying for the proposalofa constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 

rtation, and sale of allalcoholic liquors asa beverage; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further petitions or 
memorials, reports of committees are in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to move an executive session, which I do now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


AFFAIRS IN ISTHMUS OF PANAMA. 


During the executive session, 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
a bill (S. 3949) to protect the interests of the United States in Panama; 
which was read twice by its title. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the billas 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $250,000 to en- 
able the President to protect the interests of the United States, and to 
provide for the security of the persons and property of citizens of the 
United States at the Isthmus of Panama, in such manner as he may 
deem expedient. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the following bills, 
having been presented to the President of the United States January 
25, 1889, and not having been returned by him to the House of Con- 
gress in which they originated within the ten days prescribed by the 
Constitution, have become laws without his signature: 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith; and 

A bill (S. 3733) to abolish cireuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and to provide for writs of error in capital 
cases, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The doors having been opened, 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that so much of the routine 
morning business as does not give rise to debate may now be received. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. 

oo PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are now in 
order. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair receive petitions ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials will be re- 
ceived. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr, HOAR presented the petition of L. Kidder, late assistant ad- 
jutant-general, second division, First Corps, Army of the Potomac, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa, presented a petition of 84 citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 420 citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of the Fourth Congregational 
Church of Hartford, Gonn., praying for the submission to the States of 
a erreur prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of 556 citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present a petition of 2,000 workingmen of the 
State of West Virginia, and as it relates to a matter which is of great 
practical importance, I ask that the petition be printed in the RECORD 
without the names of the petitioners. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the subject of the petition, 
and to what committee should it be referred? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Idesire to have it referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent that the petition presented by him, without 
the names, may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing the petition in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received, and 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I desire to state the substance of the pe- 
tition, which I have a right to do under the rules. It will not take 


over ten lines of the RECORD. 
The Senator from West Virginia 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will proceed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. This petition is from two thousand citizens of 
West Virginia, laboring men, setting out the fact that the contractors 
in Government employment in the construction of works on the Great 
Kanawha River, in West Virginia, are employing Italians and other 
European pauper labor to the exclusion of American labor. The pe- 
titioners pray Congress to investigate the matter and pass such a law 
as will prevent the contract system upon such improvements carried 
on by the General Government, and that such work may be prosecuted 
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directly by the Government, thereby securing to the American people 
the right to furnish skilled and unskilled labor upon their own public 
improvements. 

move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Commandery of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States of the State of Missouri, in favor of 
legislation by Congress providing for the publication of the naval rec- 
ords of the late war, includingthe operations of the Navy on Western 
rivers; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the memorial of citizens of Whitman 
County, Washington Territory, protesting against a division of that 
county; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself Jannary 
17, 1889, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, proposing to pay George K. Otis, late contractor for mail 
veins: reported it without amendment and submitted a report 

ereon. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the amendment was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. $ 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
WIiisox, of Iowa, to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and it was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers 
and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent de- 
vices for using the United States mails, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be pro, to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3950) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Hurlburt, of Company G, Ninth Regiment of Iowa Veteran Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway 
bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 5 miles 
of Columbiana, in Green County, to a point within 5 miles of Kamps- 
ville, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3952) granting a pension to 
Mrs, Sarah J. Morgan, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3953) increasing the pension of 
George Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 3954) for the relief of James 
Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long; which was read twice by 
its mee and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 3955) providing for the establishment of 
a light and fog-signal to mark the entrance toSan Pedro Harbor, Califor- 
nia; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. SHERMAN submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committeeon Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.MITCHELL and Mr. PALMERsubmitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to thesundry civilappropriation bill; 
Waea i referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


Mr. STANFORD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. k 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 


to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


STATEMENTS ON SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to have the following 
resolution considered now: 

Resolved, That in the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12008) making a) ris- 
tions for sundry civilexpensesof the Government for the fiscal Eei Est Piek A une 
30, 1890, and for other purposes, the Committee on Appropriations be authorized 
to employ a stenographer to take down such statements in regard to items 
therein as the committee ep. ayo to have reported; and the committee may 
have such statements printed for its use. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks under the rule 
the resolution should go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN (to Mr. ALLISON). Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution may be now considered without a ref- 
erence to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. PUGH. In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 9, page 
1754, where I made a statement in defense of the Fourth Auditor, there 
is a mistake as to the names of the referees in the card of Mr. Gitt. In 
printing the referees those who were referred to by H. A. B. Corts were 
added to the card of Mr. Gittby mistake. Thereferees of Mr. Gitt should 
stop at Mr. Switzler, and the other referees ought to appear on the card 
of H. A. B. Corts. My attention was called to this mistake by Mr. 
Gitt; and I desire that the Reporter shall publish the cards as they 
have been given to me with the names of the referees correctly mentioned. 

The cards are as follows: 


Office of Henry M. Gitt, for the collection of Treasury, quartermaster, pen- 
i rthwest. P W. 


D. Maxwell, Medical Director United States Navy, Washington, D. C.; 
der & Rowse, St. Louis, Mo.; General T. T. Crittenden, governor of Missouri; 
General Theo. Ewert, assistant pogo Som Ilinois, Springfield, IL; 
Hon. W. F. Switzler, Chief Bureau of Statistics, Washington, D, C. 

H. A. B. Corts, solicitor of claims, No. 534 Twentieth street, Washington, D, 
C.; solicitor of pensions, bounties, patents, and for all classes of claims before 
Executive Departments and Congress. Increase of pensions a ty. Ten 
years’ experience in Departments. References (by ission): Hon. John 
Sherman, United States Senator, Ohio; Hon. T. W. Palmer, United States 
Senator, Michigan; General B. M. Cutcheon, member Ninth district, 
Michigan; Hon. J. C. Burrows, member Congress Fourth district, Michigan; 
Hon. S. M. Cullom, United States Senator, Illinois; Hon. L. E. Payson, member 
Congress, Ninth district, Illinois; Hon. Burton C. Cook, attorney, Chicago, 
HL; Hon. W. B. Allison, United States Senator, Iowa; Hon. Philetus Sawyer, 
United States Senator, Wisconsin; Hon. D. M. Sabin, United States Senator, 
Minnesota; Hon. A. G. Curtin (war governor), Pennsylvania; Hon. J. D. 
Cameron, United States Senator, Pennsylvania; Hon. J. 1. Mitchell (chairman 
Senate Pension Committee), United States Senator, Pennsylvania; neral H. 
H. Bingham, member Co 


Kansas; Hon. J. D. Long, member Congress, Second dis- 
er, Boston, Mass,, late A utant- 


United 
Oregon; Hon. H. H. Mark 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to have a letter which I send to the 
desk read in connection with what the Senator from Alabama has just 


said. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Wasurxerton, D. C., February 11, 1889. 


het mt oe See CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of the 9th, page 1754. There is a big 
mi e. 
I did not use as reference your name, or any of the names there printed after 
that of William F. Switzler. 

There is no such s card or letter-head in existence, 


Very respectfully, yours, x Tue 


Hon. J. H. MITCHELL, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state in this connection that I never 
authorized Mr. Gitt to use my name. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had announted the 
appointment of Mr. ERMENTROUT and Mr. BAKER, of New York, as 
tellers on the part of the House to count the electoral votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President. 

The message also announced that the Honse had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; and 
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A bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers. 
a urther announced that the House had passed the fol- 


A bill fe 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan; 


A bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and sery- 
ice of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 3663) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri. 

The message alsoannounced that the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain vol- 
unteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, 
agreed to the conferenceasked by the Senate on the said bill and amend- 
ment, and had appointed Mr. TowNSHEND, Mr. ROBERTSON, and Mr. 
STEELE managers at the conference on the part of the House, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Sproat nt 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. 8. Horton upon the pension-roll; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes consideration 
of the unfinished business, being Senate bill No. 3401, concerning the 
Pacific railroads. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 12329, being the naval appropriation bill. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside and that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Ihope the Senator from Nevada will not object. There 
are special reasons,for this course. My colleague [Mr. FRYE], whois 
in charge of the bill which is the unfinished business, was imperatively 
called away yesterday to Maine by a death in his family. He is not 
here, and I hope in consideration of that fact, however much the Sena- 
tor from Nevada may wish for a vote to displace it, that he will not 
object, in the absence of my colleague, to the bill retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] ? 

Mr. STEWART. The bill can be easily called up again if the Sen- 
ate is disposed to consider it, and I should like to know when it is to 
be called up. 

Mr. HALE. Ihope the Senator will not object in view of this situ- 
ation of my colleague in charge of the bill. The summons of course 
came to him unexpectedly, and he was obliged to respond to it. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall waive the objection under those circum- 
stances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may be dis- 
pensed with, and that the bill be read for action on the committee 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be considered as they 
are reached in the reading of the text of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 3, line 24, after the word ‘‘papers,’’ to strike out the comma and 
insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. * 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 20, to insert: 

Electric-lighting plants: For installing the monitors Miantonomoh, Terror, 
and Monadnock with electric-lighting plants, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 23, to insert : 


For increasing the electric-lighting plant of the Baltimore, to be immediately 
available, $2,600. 
to. 


The amendment was agreed 
The next amendment was, at the beginning of page 5, to insert: 


For increasing the electric-lighting plant of the Charleston, to be immedi- 
ately available, $2,600. mbit pa P 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 3, to insert: 


For installing the gunboat P with an electr: i 
qin arate legos PN wit an slit ahting plant tobe tame 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert: 
For installing the dynamite-gun-cruiser Vesuvius with an electric-lighting 
plant, $500, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 7, to insert: 
Eor installing the receiving-ship ‘Vermont with an electric-lighting plant, 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 20, to insert ‘‘ and ” before 
the word ‘‘ wharves.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Right there a committee amendment should go in, 
After the word “dollars,” in line 23, page 8, I move to insert: 


For the construction of a building for use by the Naval To: o Station and 
War College as consolidated by order of the Secretary of the Navy January 11, 
1889, $100,000, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. HALE. I present, to be printed in the RECORD, the Department 
documents upon this subject. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), 
ments will be received and printed in the RECORD. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 14, 1889, 

Sm: I inclose herewith copy of General Order No, 365, consolidating the Na- 
val War College and the Torpedo Station, in pursuance of the direction con- 
tained in the last EEDEN act, approved September 7, 1888. 

There is needed for the purposes of this institution another building, which 
should hereafter be equipped in a manner so as to illustrate the improvements 
going on in the arts and implements of war. 

I request that an appropriation of $100,000 be now made for the purposes of 


The docu- 


construction of the necessary building. 
Very respectfully, 
W.C. AE 
Hon, H, A. HERBERT, Fish 
Chairman House Naval 


Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
[General Order No. 365.] 
Nayy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., January 11, 1889, 
Under a provision contained in the act entitled “An act making sop. cee 
d for other 


ith, and & part of, the T: 

and, in said harbor, which station, as consolidated, will hereafter be known as 
the “ Naval Torpedo Station and War College,” and is placed under the com- 
mand of the officer in charge of the Torpedo Station, 

The library and movable property belonging to the Naval War College will be 
transferred to the Naval Torpedo Station and War Co! 

The custody and control of the large building and surrounding structures, with 
the adjacent grounds, on Coasters’ Harbor I d, heretofore occupied for the 
purposes of the Nayal War College, will be turned over tothe Bureau of Equip- 
ment and Recruiting for the use of the naval training station on that island. 

‘The establishment of a more thorough system of instruction, to be pursued at 
the Naval Torpedo Station and War College, be: now under consideration, 
ee orders relating thereto will, after such system shall have been adopted, 


by the Department, 
WILLIAM C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Civil establish- 
ment, Bureau of Yards and Docks,’’ on page 17, line 12, after the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘three hundred and twenty-five” and insert 
‘seven hundred and fifty-four;’’ so as to read: 

Naval station, Sackett’s Harbor, New York: For one ship-keeper, at $1 
diem, including Sundays; in all, $46,754.60, And no other fund appropriated by 
this act shall be used in payment for such services. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 16, after the word ‘‘Naval,’? 
to strike out ‘‘ Home’? and insert ‘‘ Asylum;’? so as to read: 

Naval Asylum, Philadelphia, Pa, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Naval Asylum, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.,’? on page 18, line 15, after the word ‘‘ Naval,” to strike 
out “Home” and insert ‘‘Asylum;’’ in line 16, before the word “‘ cel- 
lar,” to strike out ‘‘Home’”’ and insert ‘‘Asylum,’’ and in line 19, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’? and insert ‘‘seven- 
teen;’’ so as to read: 

Transportation of indigent and destitute beneficiaries to the Naval 
$500; for cementing floor of Asylum cellar, $4,850; for support of bene 
$46,100; in all, $68,517. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing: Provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing,” 
page 20, line 15, after the word ‘‘clothing,’’ to strike out: 

For provisions and commutations of rations for 8,250 men and boys and 1,000 
marines, 3,376,250 rations, at 30 cents each; 

Commutation of rations for 287 naval cadets, 726 officers on sea-duty, 369,745 
rations, at 30 cents each ; 

And, in lieu thereof, to insert: 

For provisions for the seamen and marines, commuted rations for poem 


naval cadets, seamen, and marines, and commuted rations on 
of sick in hospital and credited to the hospital fund, $965,000. 


lam, 
es, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 21, line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ships,’’ to insert ‘'$11,000;’’ so as to read: 

For water for drinking and cooking purposes on board ships, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 21, line 5, 
after the word ‘‘store-houses,’’ to insert ‘‘ and paymasters’ offices in 
yards;’’ and in the next line, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike 
out “not to exceed ninety ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-nine;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Labor and expenses of general store-houses and paymasters’ offices in yards, 
$79,000; in all, $1,055,000. 

_ The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Contingent, Bureau 

of Provisions and Clothing,’’ on page 21, after line 16, to strike out: 


And the further sum of $17,135.29, unexpended balance of the contingent fund 
for the year ending June 30, 1887, is hereby reappropriated and made immedi- 
ately available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair,” on page 25, line 17, after the word “‘ drawing-room,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘one million” and insert ‘‘ nine hundred thousand ;’’ and 
in line 18, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’”’ to strike out ‘‘of which sum 
$150,000 shall be immediately available;’’ so as to read: 


Bureau of Construction and Repair: Construction and repair of vessels: For 
preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; purchase 
of materials and stores of all kinds; steam steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam 
capstans, steam windlasses, and other steam auxiliaries; labor in rey 34 dela 
and on foreign stations; purchase of machinery and tools for use in shops; 
wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat; general care, increase, and protection 
of the Navy in the line of construction and repair; incidental expenses, such 
asadve' ng, freight, foreign postage, telegrams, hotographing, books, plans, 
stationery, and instruments for drawing-room, $000,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on page 32, 

Mr. HALE, At the end of page 32, after the word *‘dollars,” in 
line 24, I move toadd the following paragraph: 


For the purchase of land and buildings thereon, situated adjacent to the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis and between the Academy grounds and the Naval Hos- 
pital ds, a sum not ex dng 00,000: Provided, however, That the Secre- 
tary ot the Navy may, if he deems it for the best interests of the United States, 

to acquire title to such land and buildings by condemnation thereof by 

Fadicial proceeding to be commenced in the appropriate circuit court of the 
United States, which court shall, for the purpose of asce: g the true value 
of said land, PPRS three commissioners, who shall be competent and disin- 
terested app) rs, andall the ebageraer, for the condemnation aforesaid shall 
be in accordance, except as herein provided, with the act of Congress of August 
1, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize condemnation of land for sites of public 
buildings, and for other purposes.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, Isubmit a letter explanatory of the amendment, to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be received and 
printed in the RECORD, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, Annapolis, Md., July 28, 1888. 

Sm: Isend herewith tracings of the Academy grounds, which are inclosed 
by a brick wall, together with the plot of ground of ll acres already belonging 
tothe Academy but entirely separated from it by the private property whi 
it is desired to purchase. 

It will be seen that the above-mentioned 11 acres are quite useless to the Acad- 
wer ea this plot and the 7 acres lying between it and the Academy are all 
within the Academy walls. 

The discipline of the school requires that the cadets should be restricted to the 
limits of the Academy, for the greater part of the time, and for this reason they 
should have ample space for their sports within the Akpa br well as forthe pre- 
scribed exercises. At present but a small part of the ets can participate in 
their games at the same time. 

In addition to this the improvements at the Academy should be made ina 
systematic manner, so that at all times in its history it shall present the best 
arrangement of its parts, 

If this land is added to the Academy no more will be required, and the disposi- 
— of img paious and other improvements may be made in accordance with 
a definite yy 

This had nob been practicable heretofore, for lack of space, or doubt whether 
the necessary space (this land under discussion) would ever be purchased. 

The contracted limits of the Academy at its foundation, in , have been re- 
poea enlarged by authority of Congress as it became absolutely necessary. 

e addition now asked for, though small in itself, will render a le a much 
arger space, now useless, and which will be ample for the future wants of the 
institution. 
Very respectfully, 


W. T. SAMPSON, 
Commander U. 8. Navy, Superintendent, 
Hon. W. E. CHANDLER, 


United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. HALE. I also submit for insertion in the RECORD an extract 
from a report of Commander Sampson, Superintendent of the Academy: 


One hundred and eight thousand dollars for the purchase of land adjacent to 
the nseoctegs 9 and which separates it from another portion of the Government 
property. 

This recommendation has been repeatedly made, and the ee of the Acad- 
emy have added to by the purchase of portions of th: pesay as it be- 
eame absolutely n . There still remain 5.08 acres between Hanover 
street and the river, which se te the Academy grounds proper from the 
(about) 11 acres of Government land on the sameside of the river. The walls of 
the Academy inclose about 50 acres, but the 11 acres above refi to are of no 
service while cutoff by the private property lying between it and the moment fn 
The discipline of the institution uires that the cadets should be kept within 

' its limits, except upon special ons, 80 thatthe 


space available for exercises, 
drills, and sports is now too limited. 


A chart of the property is sent herewith, which will make plain the relative 
positions of the Government and private | provesty The portion which it is 
recommended to purchase lies between nover street and the river—5,.03 
acres—together with the small triangle of 1.64 acres bounded by Hanover and 
Wagner streets and the Government property. This property is occupied by 
a large number of inferior buildings. The price asked by the various owners 
s Cikgu just and reasonable, except in two or three cases, notably the gas- 

ght company. 

All the lands and improvements should, however, be judicially appraised and 
condemned to insure fair dealing with the Government. The total amount 
asked by the owners is $108,000, which is probably $15,000 in excess of what it 
would be sold for. The 5.03 acres between Hanover street and the river are val- 
ued at $89,000; this portion contains the gas-works, which are most overesti- 
mated in value, x X a < si 4 


W. T. SAMPSON, 
Commander United Slates Navy, Superintendent, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. f 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of *‘ Marine Corps,” on page 35, line 22, to reduce the total 
appropriation for the pay of the force in the office of the adjutant and 
inspector from $17,494.20 to $17,493.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 36, line 9, 
to reduce the appropriation for commutation of quarters from $685,- 
709.20 to $685,708.35. Ş 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Transportation and 
recruiting, Marine Corps,” on page 37, in line 19, after the word ‘‘ serv- 
ice,” to strike out ‘‘twelve thousand five hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ ten 
thousand;”’ and in line 20, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘of 
which sum $2,500 shall be immediately available; so as to make the 
clause read: 

TranSportation and recruiting, Marine Corps: For transportation of troops 
and the expense of recruiting service, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Contingent, Marine 
Corps,” on page 38, line 24, after the word ‘‘ deserters,” to strike out 
‘*ner diem of enlisted men employed on constant labor fora period of 
not less than ten days;’’ so as to read: 

pases pace Marine Corps: For freight, ferriage, tolls, cartage, funeral ex- 
penses of marines, stationery, telegraphing, rent of telephones, purchase and 
repair of type-writers, apprehension of deserters, repair of gas and water fixt- 
ures, office and barracks furniture, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Increase of the Navy,” 
page 42, after line 19, to insert: 

The President is hereby further authorized to have constructed by contract 
two steel cruisers or muons of the most approved type, of 800 to 1,209 tons 
eeu can, to cost in the aggregato, exclusive of armament, not more than 

700,000; one steel cruiser of about 2,000 tons displacement, ata cost not to ex- 
ceed $700,000, exclusive of armament and any premium that may be paid for in- 
creased sposa: and one ram for harbor defense of the type approved by the 
AT Advisory Board in their report to the Secretary ofthe Navy of November 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to this amendment. Are each of the two cruisers 
mentioned in line 21 to cost $700,000, or are the two to cost $700,000? 

Mr. HALE. Just as the clause reads, the two together. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, un- 
der the same head, page 43, after line 5, to insert: 

The provisions of the act of September 7, 1888, relating to premiums or deduc- 
tions for increase or decrease of speed over or under that guarantied by the 
contractor building the said 2,000-ton cruiser shall be observed and followed. 

The act of August 3, 1888, entitled “An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,” so far as is applicable, shall govern the construction of the wo steel 
cruisers or gunboats, the 2,000-ton cruiser, and the ram herein authorized; and 
all of said vessels shall be of domestic manufacture, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Construction and 
steam machinery,’’,on page 44, line 23, after the word “' Navy,” to 
strike out ‘‘three million five hundred thousand’’ and insert ‘‘five 
million;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Construction and steam machinery: Towards the construction and comple- 
tion of the new vessels heretofore and herein authorized by Congress, with their 
engines, boilers, and machinery, and for the payment of premiums for increased 
speed or horse-power under contracts now existing and to be made under this 
and other acts providing for increase of the Navy, $5,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Armament,’’ on page 
44, line 9, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to strike out ‘‘one million and six 
hundred thousand” and insert ‘‘three million;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: ` 

Armament: Towards the armament and armor of domestic manufacture forthe 
vessels authorized by the act of March 3, 1885; of the vessels authorized by sec- 
tions 1 and 2 of the act of August 3, 1886; of the unfinished monitors mentioned 
in section 3 of the same act; of the Miantonomoh > ofthe vessels authorized by 
the act approved March 3, 1887, and of the vessels authorized by the actapproved 
September 7, 1888, and this act, $3,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations have no further 
amendments. 


a ae en eee ae hg AIT ay MT One ae 
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~ Mr. CHANDLER. On page 321 move to strike out the last three 
lines, as follows: 


For repairing naval hospital building at Naval Academy, to be used as officers’ 
quarters, $15,000. J 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
For the construction of additional officers’ quarters,as estimated for, $30,000. 


I ask to have printed in the RECORD the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury transmitting the estimate for an appropriation for the 
accommodation of the officers, and also a letter of the Superintendent 
of the Naval Academy, dated December 10, 1888, giving the reasons 
why this appropriation should be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘ The papers referred to will be re- 
ceived and printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The papers are as follows: -= y -=~ 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 20, 1888. 

Sır: I havethe honor to transmit herewith, forthe consideration of Congress, 

copy ofa communication from the Secretary of the Navy of the 17th instan 


mitting an estimate for an appropriation of $30,000 for the construction o 
two houses for the accommodation of officers on duty at the Naval Academy. 


Respectfully, yours, 
pii 3 ©. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives, 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 17, 1888. 


Srn: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for transmission to Congress, copy 
of a communication dated the 10th S o Commander W. T. panpan; 
Superintendent of the Naval Academy, ing the Department’s attention to 
the necessity of an appropriation of $30, 000 for building two honses for the ac- 
eames of nr on duty at the Academy. 

ery respectfully. 
T y W. ©. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, C. 8. FAIRCHILD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Annapolis, Md., December 10, 1888. 
Sır: Learning that an effort is being made to secure additional quarters at 
the Naval Academy for the accommodation of officers here on duty,I respect- 
fully urge the justice of such a provision. 


During the past r fourteen young married officers, besides four married as- 
sistant professors, have been obliged to provide their own quarters in the city. 

The quarters provided by Government are assigned to the officers and pro- 
fessors according to rank, as far as they will go. Asa co: uence, the younger 
officers, who receive the least pay and are least prepared to the additional 
ee nore of house-rent, are br oy to do so. 

‘This has the effect of producing 


a practical difference in the pay of officers to 
the disadvantage of the juniors, which the law does not contemplate. 

It has also frequently happened that young officers exceptionally fitted for 
duty at the Academy have declined it because they were not able to live here 


without quarters. 
There are now two apartment houses within the grounds, each of which ac- 


commodates eight small families; if two more similar ones were provided I 
think it would be sufficient, The cost would be about $15,000 each. 

If consistent with the Department's views, I request that Congress may be 
asked to make such an appropriation immediately, 

Respectfully, 
W. T. SAMPSON, 
Commander Uniled States Navy, Superintendent. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is‘on the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSuperintendent ofthe Academy states clearly 
and distinctly enough the reasons why there should be constructed 
these two additional houses for officers’ quarters, and upon the recom- 
mendation of the Superintendentapproved by the Secretary of the Navy 
and the estimate submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, I trust 
there will be no objection to making that appropriation. 

Iam led to move to strike out the appropriation of $15,000 for 
fitting up the naval hospital building at Annapolis to be used for 
officers’ quarters, because I believe that it will be an utterly futile 
appropriation. ‘The naval hospital building has never been used. It 
is a very large building situate upon the nayal hospital lot, aboutafhalf 
or three-quarters of a mile from the Naval Academy, and the hospital 
lot is separated from the Naval Academy grounds by one or two streets 
and by a piece of ground containing about 9 acres, provision for pur- 
chasing which has already been made in the bill by an amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appro riations. 

Now, here is this great hospital building on the naval hospital lot 
of 75 acres, and the present buildings of the Naval Academy are on the 
50-acre lot constituting the grounds of the Naval Academy. At the 
present time, before the purchase of this lot of land which is being pro- 
vided for in this bill, it would be absurd to „go over to this great hos- 
pital building and undertake to fit it up for naval officers’ quarters 
and to send naval officers over there to live. 

More than that, I do not believe that it will ever be found to be ex- 
pedient to undertake to fit up the naval hospital building for officers’ 
quarters. As I have stated, it is a very large building; it is as large as 
a first-class modern summer hotel at some watering-place, with its 
large halls and large rooms, its large dining-room and great kitchen, 
and it is only fitted to be used as either a hospital or a hotel. It is 
manifest that no $15,000 will fit up this building, which has been disused 
for twenty years and is falling to pieces, so as to make it suitable for 
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quarters for naval officers and their families. I think the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], whois familiar with the grounds and the 
buildings, and the Senator who has charge of this appropriation bill 
(Mr. HALE], will confirm me in the statement that this appropriation 
of $15,000 under the circumstances ought not to be made. erefore 
I hope the committee will assent to the amendment which I have 
moved. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there is force in the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, that as the bill proposes to buy 
the piece of land lying between the Naval Academy grounds and the 
naval hospital grounds perhaps neither of the plans for repairing the 
old hospital or building new quarters should be entered into now. 
The naval hospital is, as the Senator says, not much more than a great 
shell, built about twenty years ago, and ‘has practically never been ot 
any earthly use. It is pleasantly situated on high ground, about three- 
quarters of a mile from the Academy grounds, overlooking the water, 
and in many respects is a desirable place for the houses, for the build- 
ings of the instructors and officers who are detailed for duty at the 
Academy. 

Whether or not $15,000 can be put to advantage in making these 
dwelling-houses for the officers is, I think, a matter of some doubt. 
I should not want to agree to substitute the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, but I am willing for one that the 
House clause may be struck out, leaving the provision for increased of- 
ficers’ quarters to be decided when the new land has been purchased 
and when it is better seen where these quarters can be erected, possi- 
bly upon the new land immediately east. Therefore for one I hope 
the Senator will withdraw the amendment, and I will not object to 
striking out all this clause in the House bill. 

Mr. RMAN. Mr. President, the provision in the bill as it comes 
from the House of Representatives making appropriation for the re- 
pair of the old hospital, which, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
has said, is a half or three-quarters of a mile from the Naval Academy, 
I think myself would be entirely useless, the money would be thrown 
away, and it would be found, as the Superintendent of the Academy 
states, absolutely useless. As the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate by its action has to-day made provision for acquiring the 
land immediately adjoining the present Naval Academy grounds, 1 con- 
cur with the Senator from Maine in charge of the bill that it would 
probably be well if this entire matter should go over until after that 
ground has been acquired. I think it will be found upon examination 
that this old hospital will probably never be of any use to the United 
States. Itwas built some twenty years ago under the impression that 
there was a necessity for it, but I believe later on it will be found to 
the interest of the Government to dispose of that building and proba- 
bly sell if to the State of Maryland for some other pu Certainly 
it will not be used for the purposes of the Naval Academy, and in view 
of the action of the Senate to-day making provision for acquiring the 
ground immediately adjoining the Naval Academy, I think that we 
had better wait until after that land has been acquired and then make 
provision for the officers’ quarters, Therefore I agree with the Senator 
from Maine that the wise course would be to strike out the provision 
and let the matter remain until next year. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw 
his amendment—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the vote first be taken on striking out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Serr Tei proposes to strike out and insert. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to striking out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the réjec- 
tion of that proposition would not prevent a motion to strike out. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I will make a brief statement and then I shall 
withdraw the amendment. I am entirely willing the case should take 
that disposition, but I do insist that some progress ought to be made 
at this session in providing additional quarters and some step taken 
forward. Now, I think the most important need of the Naval Academy 
is the acquisition of the adjoining land, the 9 acres which lie between 
the 50 acres of the Naval Academy and the 11 acres on one side of the 
Severn and the 75 acres on the other side of the Severn. I think that 
is the greatest need at this time of the Naval Academy, and if that 
result is to be reached under the clause which the committee bave 
recommended and which the Senate has adopted, if that is to be in- 
sisted upon and we are to get that land next year, I agree then that 
the question of providing the additional quarters, whether they shall 
be constructed within the present Academy limits or whether they 
shall be constructed upon the naval hospital grounds, may properly 
be deferred another year. Therefore I withdraw the amendment I 
offered, and move to strike out the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to amend the bill by striking out lines 22, 23, and 24, on page 
32, as will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32 it is proposed to strike out as fol- 
lows: 

2 : i 
Pod APAR ruy hospital building at Naval Academy, to be used as offi- 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. CHANDLER, I now move to strike out, on page 40, line 23, 
the following words: 

Pn Bred yh gto pcg: Department ay Aok Bond R e of Illinois, i be 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. Isee 
no reason why the provision is not right asit is, As I understand, the 
gentleman referred to in the bill has actually prepared plans which are 
acceptable to the Navy Department and which are worthy to be the plans 
by whicha ship orcruiser shall be built. Isee noreason why those words 
should be stricken ont. Unless there issomething about it of which I 
am not aware, I hope they will remain in the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did I understand the Senator to say that the 
Navy Department had recommended this? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator has the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy I should like him to read it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have in several papers here. Let me read: 


Mr. Tomas has submitted to me the plans of a boat answering the above de- 
scription, which I think it would be desirable for this Department to construct. 
I do not intend to refer to the exact plan submitted, but to the general charac- 
teristics as worked out, Refer also to the Chief Constructor for consideration. 


W. 0. WHITNEY. 
And I find in the RECORD the following: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 9, 1889. 


Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in accordance with the request 
of the committee, a copy of the report of the officers appointed by me to ex- 
amine the plans and drawings of the 3,000-ton vessel of war designed by Hon, 
Joms R. THomas, whieh report has received the approval of the Department. 

Very respectfully, 


W. 0. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Then follows the report, as I suppose it is, of the board having the 
subject before them for investigation, reporting in favor of the building 
of the vessel, 

While I am upon the floor I will take occasion to submit some other 
official documents—at least I suppose they are; they seem to be signed 


officially—on this same matter: 

There is no doubt in my mind that a vessel designed to carry out the ideas of 
Hon, Jonx R. Tuomas, of the House Naval Committee, as ex in his de- 
sign this day submitted to the Department, is perfectly practicable, and she 


would prove a valuable acquisition to the naval service. I should be pleased 
to see such a vessel constructed. 
THEODORE D. WILSON, 


Chief Constructor United States Navy, Chief of Bureau. 
Aveusr 6, 1888. 
I believe Mr. Wilson is the Chief of the Construction Bureau of the 
Navy Department. While I am about it I will put in another letter 
that seems to be written by him: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU of CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. O., December 10, 1888. 
To whom it may concern: 

Hon. J. R. Toomas, member of the Naval Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, apria aya pai ra to us = ae Y Nar Tana of 
December 8, charging him wit ig sam e one ora 
vessel of war, e bave no hesitation n saying that this charge is without any 
foundation whatever, as the plans of Mr. Tuomas were prepared under orders 
from the Secretary of the Navy, from rough sketches and personal s jons 
made by him, and ewe tog oe plans have ever been presented to bureau 

any person to our knowledge. 
“= G Constructor United Seis Ne nH f Bureau. 
Chief avy, o 
PHILIP HIC RN 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy. 


I suppose the actual draughting was perhaps done in the Navy rt- 
ment, as I infer from this letter, and it is si “T, D. Wilson, Chief 
Constructor United States Navy, Chief of Bureau; Philip Hichborn, 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy.” 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose before this work is done somebody should 
present to the Secretary of the Navy what he thought was a better 
plan, better for specifications, doing better work, and at a cheaper 

rice, making a better vessel, would not this bill as now drawn compel 
24 to take this? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it would. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that proper? 

Mr. CULLOM. We can hardly afford to decline to do anything for 
fear something else better will happen and may be done hereafter, 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend does not quite catch the point of 
my question. He will allow me to make it a little more clear. Iam 
not aware that in the history of the Government there can be found a 
single instance which would oblige the head of a Department having 
about him public work of this kind, vessels, arms, or anything of that 
kind, when he was perfectly satisfied that he was not getting the best 
thing for his money, to be required, having made his contract, to go on 
and take the worst thing merely by the bidding of the two Houses of 

who are supposed to know nothing abont it themselves. 

Mr. CULLOM. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts I will 
say that the other branch of this Congress has passed this naval appro- 


priation bill. It has incorporated in it a provision for building a ves- 
sel, a cruiser, according to certain plans which have been furnished. 
N ow the question is whether the Senate will agree to the provision that 
is found in the bill, and if it does I take it for granted that the Govern- 
ment will proceed at once to the construction of the ship. So there is 
no delay. It is not a question of whether we shall build a ship two or 
five years hence, but the purpose is to proceed directly with the work. 
As my friend suggests, there is no detailed specific plan proposed, but 
it is according to the general plan that has been sketched or furnished 
by the gentleman named, and does not preclude the Secretary of the 
Navy from changing it, as I understand it generally, according to the 
necessities of the case, 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask my honorable friend another question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, 

Mr. HOAR. Is it true that it is not the adoption by Congress of a 
plan which has been already approved, but it is according to plans and 
specifications to be furnished hereafter, so that if this gentleman changes 
his mind about something and gets up a new scheme, that scheme has 
got to be adopted whether or no? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will notice the last clause of the pro- 
vision on the second line of page 41; it reads “to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy.” If Mr. THOMAS does not furnish such plans 
as the Secretary of the Navy is willing to approve, that is the end of 
it. So I do not think the Government is in a position where it is go- 
ing to be injured by the adoption of this provision of the bill. 

desire to submit one or two other papers that I have in my pos- 
session while I have the floor: 
CoMMANDANT’s OFFICE, UNITED STATES Navy-Yarp, 
Washington, D. 0., August 9, 1888, 
I have examined a sketch of a design by Hon. Joun R. Tuomas, M, C., of 
a Panoan dynamite cruising monitor. 
think this design practicable, and that a vessel constructed to embody the 
general features of Mr. THomas’s design (substitutin; in-cotton for dynamite) 
would be a valuable addition to the fighting force of the Navy. 
Such a vessel would not be purely experimental, as most of the features of 
Mr, Tuomas’s design have already been proved practicable. 

He has m inaged to combine several important elements, and they present the 
features of an original design, the parts of which have already been found suc- 
cessful in ctice, 


ca R. W. MEADE, 
Captain Uniled States, Navy, Commandant, 

I present these papers to show that any impression which may pre- 
vail on the part of my distinguished friend from Massachusetts and 
other distinguished gentlemen from the far East that there is no one out 
in our prairie country who can invent a ship is a mistake, and that it 
turns out that we have talent in that direction as well as they have 
down on the New England coast. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will allow me to contradict him. 
Of course he does not wish to do me injustice. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. IL entertain no such notion. On the contrary, I think 
they can invent the most marvelous ships ever made. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ithink wearestartingin pretty well in thatdirection, 
but I think there is a disposition to strike out this provision in the bill 
simply because it happens to be that the name of a member of Con- 
gress is inserted in it. Ifthere can be any modification of that provis- 
ion of the bill which will preserve the substance of it and allow the 
ship to be built, so far as I am concerned I am not very particular, and 
I do not suppose that the inventor or the designer of the plan is par- 
ticularly anxious that his name shal] be connected with it, but he be- 
lieves, and a great many other people believe, and the Navy Depart- 
ment seems to believe pretty generally that this is a good thing and 
that the ship ought to be built by the Government, and I do not think 
the simple fact that his name is identified with it ought to prevent its 
being done. 

Here is another communication which I desire to read: 

To the chairman of the Naval Committee of the House of Representatives: 


Sir: I have examined in a somewhat basty manner the design of pneumsetic 
dynamite cruising monitor by Hon. Jonn R. Tuomas, and beg leave to express 
the belief that the general ideas embodied are essential to a vessel being kept 
afloat and in an effective cond tion at sea against the fire of rapid-firing guns of 
even the present calibers employed, 

In my judgment, the constraction of such a vessel will be a move in the right 
direction, For my ideas at greater length, and quite in accord with this con- 
struction, I refer to my paper in the April number of Congress, a monthly pub- 
aii z SRAN iiy beđient servant, 

ery , your ol ent se 
D Bear Admiral, et 
WAsumerox, D.C., August 9, 1888. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Wpbo is that signed by? 

Mr. CULLOM. Daniel Ammen. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will find that almost all the best naval officers we bave in the 
service, including some who have retired, have unqualifiedly indorsed 
the construction of this vessel, and I think it ought to be built. 

I have ancther communication which I will read: 


COMMITTEE on NAVAL AFFAIRS, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. August 7, 1888. 


My DEAR Srk: I have carefully examined the drawings and plan of yournew 


design for a vessel of war, and Í must extend to you my most unqualified a 
roval of this design. A vessel constructed upon such principles combines 
the of a first-class fighting vesselas well as a commerce destroyer. 
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think this class of vessels is what the Navy and country require, I hope the 
others who have carefully studied this matter and those in authority may see 
the value of such a vessel, and order the construction of said vessel atan early 


day. 
am, very respectfully and truly ‘ours, 


Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, 
Hon. Jons R. THOMAS. 


Now, Mr. President, I do not pretend to know anything about the 
merits of a cruising vessel or any other kind of a ship, but I do submit 
these papers in justification of this provision of the bill and of the action 
of the Committee on Appropriations on the part of the Senate which 
has kept it there, and I hope the Senate will allow it to remain. 

I might take up the time of the Senate by having read the report 
submitted by the board which was convened, as I suppose, by the Sec- 

of the Navy, to examine the merits of this ship which is pro- 

to be built, but I presume that it has been read, perhaps, by Sen- 
ators, as it has appeared in the RECORD, when the subject was under 
discussion by the other House, and I will not take up the time of the 
Senate or space in the RECORD by having it read again. 

I only desire to say again that I hope the provision contained in the 
bill, or the substanceof it, atleast, will be left asit is and that the ves- 
sel may be built, 

I have a communication also here from Mr. Wilson, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction, to this effect: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF Construction AND REPA: 
Washington, D. C., January 9, . 
My Dear Sir: I inclose herewith for your personal information an itemized 
estimate of the cost of your armored cruising monitor. To make us safe the 
ae of RAN 000 should be asked for. 
yours, 
ETN T. D. WILSON. 
Hon. J. R. THOMAS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, 


That is the case so far as I know it, and with it I leave the matter 
in the hands of the Senate to dispose of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not to be taken for granted, I am sorry to say, 
that any member of Congress has read the entire RECORD of a previous 
day. If there has been a report of this board, I wish the Senator to 
state who composed the board, and give a summary at least of their 


report. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will read what appears here in the RECORD: 


By order of the Secretary of the Navy a board was appointed, a of 
Commodore M, Sicard, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance; Commodore W. S. 
Schley, Chief of the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting; Commodore Theo- 
dore D. Wilson, Chief of the Bureau of Construction, and Commodore George 
W. Melville, Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering. 


I am reading now what seems to have been astatement of some mem- 
ber of the other House: 


This board examined them carefully and exhaustively and they all united in 
a favorable report, recommending the building of a vessel according thereto. 
The finding of the board was apeores by the Department, and the recom- 
mendations concurred in, as the following letter of the Secretary will show— 


Which I readawhile ago. Then followsthe report, as I supposeall of 
it, though I do not know whether it is all in this RECORD or not. I 
shall have that inserted in the Recorp if the Senator from Connecticut 
desires, I ask to have the report as it appears in the RECORD inserted 
without taking up the time of the Senate in reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the report 
referred to by the Senator from Illinois will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 


The aim in the design of this vessel has been to combine, on a limited dis- 
placement, large powers of offense and defense; recognizing that the efficiency 
of an armored vessel intended for ocean or coust purposes is to be measured by 
the disposition and character of ber armament, the ability to use it in all reason- 
able weather, the protection afforded by the armor, the rate of speed both going 
— and turning, her cruising capacity without recoaling, and her habita- 
ty. 
Firat. The battery has been d d with a special reference to fighting ahead 
and of being able to do this in all kinds of fighting weather. 
The character of the armament is as follows: Two 10-inch B. L. R. for long 
range, and capacity for throwing shell charged with high explosive compounds, 
ese guns are moun in a turret armored with 10-inch solid steel plates, the 
axis of the guns when level being 11 feet above the fighting load line, with a 
range of fire from direct ahead to 65 degrees abaft the beam on either side, and 
by removing the deck-house increasing the range to a practically all-around 
fire. For close quarters she has a 15-inch Zalinski d ite gun capable of 
throwing 800 pounds of high explosive compound, and two under-water bow 
torpedo-tubes, also a 6-inch es, prepa B. L. R. located aft. The secondary 
battery consists of three 3-pounder rapid-firing and one 37™, revolving gun. 
Second. To give as great an armor protection as possible on a very limited dis- 
placement thearmor has been disposed in the form of an are of a circle, turning 
downwards at the sides to 4 feet below the fighting line; thearmor onthe crown 
is 8 inches in thickness, increasing to 5 inches at the sides, In order that the 
target presented to an enemy may be as small as ible, ballast tanks have 
been provided capable of holding enough water to lessen the cruising freeboard 
3 feet, so that the hull target exposed, in still water, will be represented by a seg- 
ment of acircle, using from zero at the water-line to 4 feetabove at the center of 
the vessel, A novel feature connected with this armor is the method of su 
rting it, which is done by a system of longitudinal and transverse girders is 
nchesdeep. On the innerside of these girders is worked a water-tightskin sery- 
ing the double purpose of, in the event of any portion of the deck armor being 
dislodged, arresting any rush of water, and forming with the longitudinal su 
port the apper flange of the ship's girder. The transverse girders will be solid 
every 12 feet, thus localizing any inflow of water. Great care has been taken to 
further subdivide the ship in numerous wate compartments, all of which 
connect both with the circulating pumps of the engines and powerful ng 
pumps, so that any compartment ma readily from water. 
| On the top of this axunor-deek Ine been worked. light false works, increasing 


the cruising fi 

working-deck. these 
of the vessel in the case of their bein 
the sides are double, with a space of 6} feet between them; 
in with cellulose for the entire length of vessel. 

In order ee may be = as a ram the ay ieee and 
strengthen ‘or urpose, also large power orse-power) acting 
through twin-screws, giving a rate of speed of 17 knots, and large rudder area 
actuated by powerful steam-steering gear has been provided. The radius of 
action is for this class of vessel enormously large, being upwards of 8,500 knots 
at 10 knots’ speed. She will be able to keep the seas as a cruiser at this speed 
above thirty-tive days without recoaling. 

A temporary deck-house is worked as part of the false works, giving airy 
accommodations for the officers during peacetimes. For war accommodations 
have been provided below the armor-deck. Great care hasbeen given to the 
ventilation of all living-s: by means of powerful blowers drawing air 
armored ducts, and natural ventilation through deck-lights, ete, 


Principal dimensi: 
Length on load-line feet... 225 
Breadth, extreme... do... 55 
Cruising draught of water.. we GO... Ah 
Displacement at cruising draught. „tons pd 
§ knots 17 


Armament: o L.R., 15- ynam; 

R. rapid-fire, three 3-pounder rapid-fire, one 871", R, CO., two bow torpedo-tubes, 
Complement of officers and men, 119, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I beg leave to assure the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Illinois that I have no objection to these plans 
being legislated upon the incoming Secretary of the Navy because they 
are from Illinois. If the prairies of his noble State have developed a 
designer of ships and he has prepared plans and specifications for the 
construction of this new monitor which shall commend themselves to 
the next Secretary of the Navy, I have not the slightest objection to 
their acceptance by that Secretary. ButI conceive it to bean anomaly, 
to be almost ridiculous in the history of legislation, for Congress to pro- 
vide for a vessel of this size and importance and cost, an “‘armored steel 
cruising monitor, of notless than 3,000 tons displacement,’’ tocost a mill- 
ion and a half of dollars, and then say that the type and the plans and 
specifications shall be furnished by an honorable member of the House 
of Representatives, a member of the Naval Committee of the House, 
about to go out of Congress. I say that is an anomaly in legislation. 

If this ship is necessary for our naval defense, if it is necessary in 
view of the future contingencies of the Navy to he built for the public . 
defense, where should we happen to be if Hon. JOHN R. THOMAS, 
of Illinois, should die before he could furnish theyplans and specifica- 
tions? Are we to have no armored cruising monitor for public de- 
fense? . 

Mr. DAWES. I want to inquire of the Senator as to the stress he™ 
lays upon the fact that, in addition to all the qualifications he has 
spoken of, he says that this gentleman is also about to leave Congress. 
Does he think that that would defeat the whole measure if he should 
go out of Congress, where he could not be to nurse it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. L[alluded to that fact in order that members 
might not supposethat the House committee and the Senate committee 
in reporting this amendment intended to legislate upon the Navy De- 
partment a member of Congress. It is to the credit of this legislation 
that Mr. THOMAS is soon no longer to be a member of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES, I thought that ought to be a commendation, 

Mr. CHANDLER. If Mr. THOMAS should bethe next Secretary of the 
Navy, of course these words are unnecessary; for having designed this 
ship, having the plans and specifications ready to submit, it would be 
a mere form for him to go through the adoption of them. 

Now, Mr. President, the amendment which I propose does not say 
that this ship shall not be built. On the contrary, it leaves the opera- 
tive words of the section in the bill: 

To enable the President to further increase ithe naval establishment of the 
United States he is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract one ar- 
mored steel cruising monitor, of not less than 3,000 tons displacement, at a cost 
not exceeding $1,500,000, exclusive of armament, and of any premium which 
may be paid for increased speed, 

Then follow certain customary provisions to govern the construction of 
the vessel. Isayif Mr. THOMAS oranybody else can submit to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy a type and plans and specifications for the construction 
of this monitor for the public defense, which are better than the naval 
officers can design, which are better than any one else can design, they 
ought to be accepted; but I say that those plans and specifications, 
either already prepared orto be prepared by the Hon. JOHN R. THOMAS, 
of Illinois, ought not to be legislated upon the next Secretary of the 
Navy in this way. 

Why, Mr. President, the present Secretary of the Navy has had given 
to him $28,000,000 to expend in strengthening and increasing the naval 
establishment, and there go over in this bill, as it came from the House 
of Representatives, to the new Secretary of the Navy one armored 
cruiser and another Vesuvius. The second section as it came from tho 
House provided: 

And the President is also further authorized to contract with the Pneumatic 
Dynamite Gun Company for the construction of one additional cruiser of the 
Vesuvius type. 

That is the provision that Congress makes for new vessels to be put 
in process of construction by the next Secretary of the Navy,who is as 
likely to come from the State of Illinois as from any other State, and 
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the discretion that is accorded to the next Secretary of the Navy after 
the present Secretary has had $28,000,000 of money for ships and their 
armament unfettered by any conditions or limitations whatever except 
such as were calculated to secure the best ships and the best gans—the 
provision for the next Secretary of the Navy is that JoHN R. THOMAS 
shall furnish him one ship and that the Pneumatic Dynamite Gun Com- 
pany shall furnish another. 

Mr. President, Ihave been uniformly during the last two years against 
this whole kind of legislation. I have uniformly opposed in the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs any attempt to legislate any particular man’s 
invention upon the Navy Department. I say it is wrong, fundament- 
ally wrong. Inventors should not come to Congress, inventors should 
not dog the doors of tha Committees on Naval Affairs and worry Con- 
gress and get up certificates commending them and their inventions as 
a man gets up petitions for appointment in a Cabinet when he does it 
[laughter] and secure legislation that tells the Secretary of the Navy 
to build his particular kind of a machine. 

I say this whole system of legislation is vicious. Iam willing to 
vote to give the Secretary of the Navy money to experiment with, all 
that he needs to experiment with the ideas of other people, but I am 
not willing that the committees of Congress or that the two Houses of 
Con, shall constitute themselves a designing committee and tell 
the tary of the Navy or the Secretary of War that he shall build 
any particular kind of gun invented by any particular man. 

lay that down as a general principle, and I desire to give notice 
that I shall oppose all attempts to force the executive officers of this 
Government who are charged with the duty of making these investiga- 
tions and of reaching conclusions upon the work of the Government to 
adopt the particular ideas, or the particular types, or the PERIE 
plans or be Henge which any inventor—I do not care who he is— 
may submit to them. I say the place for these gentlemen to go is to 
the Departments. It is for Congress to make liberal appropriations 
and to put the responsibility upon the heads of the Departments of 
determining what kind of patents and what kind of inventions and 
what kind of plans for the Government work shall be adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS is a lawyer. I suppose the Senator from Illinois does 
not claim that he has any skill or experience in the designing of ships. 
Mr. THomAs is a lawyer and has been an eminent member of Con 
and entirely qualified to be Secretary of the Navy; but Mr. THOMAS is 
not a designer of ships, and it is a broad farcee—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
ask him a question there? - 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask him whether or not he is aware that one of the 
most ingenious and useful modifications of marine steam-engines now 
in use, I believe, by the Navy and by all the people who own and run 
ships, was made by a lawyer? Mr. Sickles, who invented and had pat- 
ented a cut-off (which is now in universal use) to save the expenditure 
of steam and promote its use by expansion, was a lawyer. His atten- 
tion had been directed to that subject by some accidental circum- 
stance, and he developed the idea and made it very useful. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would ask the Senator whether Mr. Sickles, 
the inventor of the cut-off, did not become a designing engineer in early 
life? Many men famous in their professions have started in life as 
lawyers; there is no doubt about that, In the other case the Sena- 
tor mentioned he did not give the name, so I am obliged to say I am 
not aware of the invention of the marine engine made by a lawyer. 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the Senator as much for information, if he was 
not aware of it. I can not give the name now, but I think I shall be 
able to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not arguing that my own profession, the 
law, is not capable of furnishing eminent men in other professions, 
and I do not say that a lawyer can not become a designer of naval ves- 
sels. I think that the law is a good profession from which to develop 
those men; but it remains to be seen whether the Hon. JOHN R. THOMAS 
has become such as yet. 

Mr. President, I am not arguing that valuable ideas on this subject 
of naval construction, both of hulls and of the engines of ships, may 
not proceed from non-professional men. I admit that they may. I 
meet the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware by saying that I 
have no doubt that non-professional men, that members of the Naval 
Committees of Congress, thatother men, members of the Military Com- 
mittees of the two Houses, Secretaries of the Navy, and Secretaries of 
War may have developed most excellent ideas on technical subjects, 
that they may have conceived notions which, worked out in proper 
form, may have proved to be very valuable adjuncts to naval or mili- 
tary construction. Idonot know but what Mr. THOMAS has discovered 
a good idea, though I am informed that the ‘idea of this ship that he 
has undertaken to develop is not new, but that the idea has been well 
known to naval officers for a long time. 

Now, Mr. THOMAS, who is a lawyer, a member of Congress, a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, has taken up a particular idea in refer- 
ence to an armored dynamite cruiser. I think he contemplates—if I 
am wrong the Senator from Illinois will correct me—a plan for sub- 
merging the ship in action. Is it not so? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Sinking it a few feet, 


Mr. CHANDLER, A memberof the Military Committee says I am 


Mr. MANDERSON. He sinksit to within 3 feet of the surface. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Military Committee seem to know all about 
the ship,and I donot know but that they may go on designing vessels, 
and perhaps we had better put their names in this bill, so as to give 
them a chance. 

But Mr. THOMAS has taken up this idea, which is certainly not anew 
idea, of submerging a ship when she goes into action by letting water 
into some compartments, and upon that idea he has developed a certain 
plan of ship. Now, does the Senator from Illinois know how far Mr. 
THOMAS has carried this plan himself? Doeshe know that Mr. THOMAS 
ever put pencil to paper? Does he know that Mr. THOMAS ever did 
anything except sit down with Capt. Robley D. Evans, or with some 
one of the highly educated and brilliant young assistant naval construct- 
ors that we have lately sent to the Naval College at Greenwich for edu- 
cation, and who have come back to this country to be ornaments to the 
service and to help usconstruct ournew naval vessels? Has Mr. THOMAS 
done anything except talk with competent experts of this kind, and 
have they or have they not designed this ship for him so far as it has 
been already designed? If they have, then let us give them the benefit 
of these plans and not allow Mr. THOMAS or any other member of Con- 
gress to take the labors of these competent and skilled experts and 
advertise himself to the world as the inventor of an armored dynamite 


cruiser. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from New Hampshire is going 
a little beyond the bounds of propriety inthe premises. I donot under- 
take to say that Mr. THOMAS invented this vessel, this cruiser, nor to 
say anything about it beyond what the papers show. So far as the rec- 
ord has been exhibited here it is all to the effect that Mr. THOMAS is 
the inventor of this cruiser, and all this talk of the Senator from New 
Hampshire that who knows but some clerk in the Navy Department 
or some engineer somewhere else, or that Robley D. Evans or somebody, 
has done all this thing is a mere gratuity on his part without any sort 
of foundation whatever, and while I am not particular about the ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope in the Senator’s interruption of me he 
will draw it mild. : 

Mr. CULLOM. [I shall draw it mild. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not yield to the Senator to make a s $ 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will keep himself within the 
recaro ee talking about the gentleman whose name happens to be in 
this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois himself 
read in the hearing of the Senate a statement that these plans had been 
developed by officers of the Navy Department. The Senator himself 
shows upon his own case that Mr. THOMAS isindebted to naval officers 
for the development of his plans, and when Mr. THoMAS’s name comes 
in here, to whom the Secretary of the Navy is to be tied down by strict 
law in the designing of an important Government vessel to cost a mill- 
ion and a half of dollars, and I venture to inquire how far Mr. THOMAS 
is competent to furnish these plans and specifications, and how far he 
will be obliged to depend upon skilled men in that branch of work, 
the Senator says that my suggestions are gratuitous. Well, if they are 
gratuitous, let the Senator tell us how far Mr. THOMAS has gone and ta 
what extent he personally has prepared these plans and specifications. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, whose name is in this bill as the person wha 
is to furnish the only plans and specifications upon which this ship can 
be built—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
a question. He must be familiar with this class of subjects. at is 
the technical meaning of the word “specification” in legislation of this 
kind? Does it mean simply the description of what is to be done 
alone, or does it involve price as a part of it? We ought to settle 
that before we vote, if we can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably it needs no exposition from me 
that this language means that the detailed drawings and specifications 
upon which this ship is to be built and the working drawings, a de- 
scription of every part of the hull, a description of every piece of the 
machinery, a drawing of every single one of the plates of steel that go 
into the sides of this ship, shall be prepared and submitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy by Hon. JoHN R. Tuomas, of Ilinois. 

Mr. HOAR. To whom does that ordinarily belong in our habit of 
naval construction—the Department itself? ` 

Mr. CHANDLER, Unquestionably the skilled officers of the De- 
partment—skilled engineers, skilled constructors, and skilled draughts- 
men of the Department. And now, I say, when Mr. THOMAS, who is 
only known to us as a lawyer and as a distinguished member of the 
House of Representatives, comes in here with his name in this bill, 
which sets him up as a designer who is to furnish not only a description 
of the type, but the detailed plans and specifications upon which this 
million and a half of dollars is to be expended, the burden of proof 
is upon the Senator from Illinois to show that Mr. THOMAS has the 
technical capacity to do this; and it is notin him to say that it is a 
gratuitous suggestion in this discussion when I venture to doubt 
whether Mr. THOMAS is able to do this, and venture to suggest, as I 
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most certainly do, that Mr. THOMAS is indebted forthe technical work 
upon these plans and specifications to skilled officers of the Navy De- 
partment, who I wish to say, as I was about saying when the Senator 
interrupted me, if they do this work, are entitled to have the credit of 
it, and not to have it turned from them to accommodate any Congress- 
man or ex-Congressman in this country. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I intended to say when I rose, 
because I thought it was only necessary to call to theattention of theSen- 
ate the manifest impropriety of tying up the Secretary of the Navy in 
this way. To be sure, there has been added the provision that these 
plans must be approved by the Secretary of the Navy; but the papers 
which the Senator has already read show how the plans have been laid to 
besiege the next Secretary of the Navy; that heis to be met with this ship 
as a ship already appropriated to the credit of Mr. THOMAS, and these 
naval officers, headsof bureaus, intimate friends perhaps of Mr. THOMAS, 
considering his relations as a member of Congress and a member of the 
Naval Committee, have signed papers, and there is no estimate here yet; 
there is a long list of recommendations of this ship as being a ship which 
it would be a good plan for the Government to riment upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what would be the effect of the non-approval of the Secretary of 
the Navy of the plans and specifications submitted, if this language 
shall remain in the bill ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably the ship stops until the further 
authority of Congress, and that is the additional vice of this legisla- 
tion. Not only is it vicious to put Mr. THOMAS into this bill, but if 
he is thus put in and does not furnish plans and specifications which 
the Secretary of the Navy may approve, the construction of the ship 
stops, while, on the other hand, as I began by saying, if Mr. THOMAS 
has plans which the Secretary of the Navy wants to use, he can adopt 
them, and if anybody else has better plans, those may be adopted. 

But the Secretary of the Navy when he comes into the administra- 
tion of his office in March will find himself with $28,000,000 of ships and 
guns designed by the present Secretary of the Navy, and himself with 
the poor privilege of contracting with the Pneumatic Dynamite Gun 
Company for one more Vesuvius and of receiving from Hon. JOHN R. 
THOMAS plans and specifications for an armored cruiser. Do not let 
us make this restricted and pitiful provision for the next Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I perhaps ought not to take any more 
time of the Senate in the consideration of this amendment, but I feel 
it my duty to say a few words more, and mainly because the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire has seemed to make an effort to discredit 
and belittle the whole proposition as it is connected with the name of 
Mr. THOMAS. 

Sir, it is true that Mr. Tuomas has been a member of the lower 
House of Congress for a good many years, and it is further true that he 
has during all that period of time, I believe, been a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval.Affairs, and I am inclined to make the assertion that 
pba there is no man who has been upon that committee in the other 

coe 4 of Congress who has given as close attention to the subject of 
naval affairs as has Mr. THOMAS. The service that he has been en- 
in there as a Representative from his district has led him to the 
investigation of the building of ships of war, and of whatever other 
kind the Government might see proper to provide for the construction 
of, and it has turned out that Mr. THomas’s information and study 
and investigation have resulted in his making a plan for a cruiser, and 
it turns out that the Navy Department of this Government, after ap- 
pointing a board for the p , has adopted and approved the plans 
that are proposed here in this bill to be accepted. 

Though there is no plan with detailed specifications proposed, the 
Department has approved the plan of the vessel he has invented. Now 
the Senator from New Hampshire comes here and apparently attempts 
to discredit the idea that a member of Congress should by any eed 
bility stumble upon anything that is of value to the people of this 
country, and he wants to count him out and says that the clerks whom 
he brought down perhaps from New Hampshire while he was Secretary 
of the Navy have made the discovery and that they ought to have the 
credit if anybody of the invention of this cruiser. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will state that 
I did not use the word ‘‘clerks.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Some subordinate persons in the Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Officers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Officers, or whatever they may be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say ‘‘ clerks.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say right here in connection with this 
subject that the appropriations for the construction of the Navy are not 
made to glorify Secretaries of the Navy. They are made for the pub- 
lic good, for the public defense. The purpose of this provision is to get 
a good vessel, a good cruiser. It does not make any difference whether 
the Secretary of the Navy who is to come approves it or not, if it is the 
right sort of a vessel to be constructed. 

I desire to say furthermore that there has been no electioneering busi- 
ness going on in connection with this. Mr. THOMAS presented his 
plans, they were seen by these admirals, and commodores, and con- 
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structors, and secretaries, and they have approved them and say the 
li SAA good one and that the vessel ought to be built. 

e Senator says it is not like getting up petitions to be appointed 
Cabinet officers, Ido not know whether the Senator, by that remark, 
meant to make a fling at this gentleman or not, but 1 do know that 
there used to be a time when petitions were gotten up for Cabinet of- 
fices and other positions, and sometimes the party getting them up 
failed to succeed. 

Mr. President, whether these words here naming Mr. THOMAS ought 
to be there or not, I am sure I do not know, and Iam not very partic- 
ular about it so far as that is concerned. What I desire is that the 
vessel, the substantial plans of which have been provided or designed 
by Mr. THomas, shall be built. Youmay take Mr. THomMAs’s name 
outif you want to, if it will be any satisfaction to my distinguished 
friend, the ex-Secretary of the Navy. 

I believe I shall not take up the time of the Senate any further. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, I do not propose to discuss the proposi- 
tion whether a man from the interior can know anything about build- 
ing a ship, or whether knowledge is confined to any particular locality 
or any particular class of men. I scarcely think it is necessary to dis- 
cuss propositions of that character. I have had the pleasure, however, 
of knowing Mr. Tuomas during the ten years I have been in the Sen- 
ate, and coming from a State where the practical knowledge of the 
methods of construction of ships is general and where there is a great 
deal of seafaring knowledge, I have some degree of capacity to judge 
in regard to the capability of men to discover inventions and possess 
knowledge upon those subjects, 

I think that Mr. THOMAS is very well qualified to be an inventor 
and to have ideas worthy of consideration in regard to the methods of 
naval construction. That knowledgeis not of necessity confined to those 
who have the greatest practical knowledge in reference to the details 
of construction, but also lies in the principles upon which naval archi- 
tecture is based. 

I think it eminently proper if a member of Congress shall discover 
some new method, or some method that is not new, but is new in its 
adaptation to the present needs of naval construction, that he should 
have the credit of being designated as the discoverer either of the idea 
or of the new adaptation. 

Why should not a member of Congress have the reputation of an 
discovery he may make or any talent he may possess? Why sh 
Congress not adopt such discovery and by law require its adoption and 
use if it be meritorious? There can be no reason why it should not 
doso. There may be other methods, but Congress should ascertain 
this fact as it ascertains others, before providing for its adoption. 

I can see no greater reason why Mr. THoMAs’s name should be in- 
serted in this appropriation than the name of any other discoverer or 
inventor, or discoverer of a new method of the application of an idea. 

I only wish to say that, so far as I am concerned, I think the provis- 
ion in the bill is a very appropriate one, and that it ought to be adopted 
by the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think it is not consistent with 
public policy to provide that a member of Congress, whatever his skill 
may be, shall furnish a plan of this description, and that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall build his ship. It is a mistake in judgment. 
I am perfectly willing that the Secretary of the Navy shall build a 
crniser containing the essential qualities and characteristics of the one 
suggested by Mr. THomas, but I oppose putting it in the bill in this 
form, because it practically binds the future Secretary of the Navy to 
accept a ship of this description from Mr. THoMAS only. 

The special attention attracted to this arose from the fact that a gen- 
tleman not connected with the profession of civil engineering, or engi- 
neering of any description, or ship-building, had devised something 
that has some merit init. Gentlemen immediately proses to say— 
the Senator from Delaware, my distinguished friend, said, what we 
are perfectly well aware of—that a great many men have made 
inventions who were entirely out of the line of the particular class of in- 
dustry to which they supplied something. Now comes along a man 
who is ont of this class of ship-builders; ergo, he has probably got up 
a good thing. But the odds are against him. 

t is quite possible that a gentleman who has been interested, patriot- 
ically interested, in war steamers, say for the last eight or ten years, as 
amember of the Naval Committee, may make a good suggestion. It 
may be good; it may not be good. I do not say that the scheme is to 
be condemned because he has not been a professional man. 

I have been looking to see what merit is in it. These obliging offi- 
cers of the Navy are very willing to build a new cruiser with any sort 
of fighting power, having a speed of 17 knots. They have been quite 
willing to put in the numerous features Mr. THOMAS proposes. They 
think it would be well to make the experiment. There is no state- 
ment, so far as we have heard, exhibiting the vessel with satisfactory 
particularity. We know nothing of this new ship save the very gen- 
eral observations and descriptions contai in an extract from a re- 
port read in the House of Representatives. Here is all I have been 
able to get from that report: 


Thecharacter of the armament is as follows: Two 10-inch breech-loading rifles 
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for long range, and capacity for throwing shell charged with high explosive com- 
poun 

This is not new at all. It is expected that the new heavy rifles will 
soon be able to throw shells containing some violent explosive. 

These guns are mounted in a turret armored with 10-inch solid steel plates. 

That is rather lightarmor. There is nothing new in turret or plate. 


The axis of the guns when level being 11 feet above the fighting load line, 
with a range of fire from direct ahead to 65 degrees abaft the beam on either 
side, — by removing the deck-house increasing the range to a practically all- 
around fire. 


Nothing new there. 


For close quarters she has a 15-inch Zalinski dynamite gun capable of throw- 
ing 800 pounds of high explosive compound— 


Nothing new there— z 
two under-water bow torpedo-tubes, 

Nothing new there. Sheis to have asecondary battery of light rapid- 
fire guns. That is put into all ships nowadays. 

To give as great an armor protection as possible ona very limited displacement 
the armor has been disposed in the form of an are of a circle turning down- 
wards at the sides to 4 feet below the fighting Jine; the armor on the crown is3 
inches in thickness, increasing to 5 isona at the sides. 

That is a frequent feature in new ships. It is simply a curved deck, 
a protective deck, below the ordinary apparent wooden deck—a turtle- 
back, starting from 4 feet below the water on one side to 4 feet below 
on the other. Then there is supplied a light structure to support a 
working deck and give an artificial freeboard on the sides. 

That isin many ships. Itisnothingnewatall. It is expected that 
shot striking the side of the ship and penetrating the light superstruct- 
ure will glance from this turtle-back steel real deck that is underneath 
the apparent wooden deck. It is not as old ds the hills, but it is as 
old as the beginning of steel fighting ships. 

A novel feature connected with this armor is the method of supporting it, 
which is done by a system of longitudinal and transverse girders 18 inches deep. 
On the inner side of these girders is worked a water-tight skin, serving the 
double purpose of, in the event of any portion of the deck armor being dis- 
lodged, arresting any rush of water, and forming with the longitudinal support 
the upper flange of the ship’s girder. 

Longitudinal and transverse girders of considerable size and 18 
inches deep make numerous water-tight compartments—an old idea. It 
is proposed to fill these spaces with ‘‘cellulose’’—cork is generally 
taken—so that if a shot pierce a compartment there will not be room 
for much water; ina great many ships already. 

In order that the vessel may be used as aram the bow is specially formed and 
strengthened for this purpose, also large power (7 horse-power) acting 
through melepas, ving arate of speed of 17 knots, and large rudder area 
actuated by pow steam-steerin; provided, 


g gear has been d 

Any vessel used as a ram, g 5, 8, 10, or 12 knots an hour against 
another ship, must be ‘‘ ly formed and strengthened.” That is 
obvious, and as old as the ancients. 

There are first the turretand its two rifles. Then thereis the Zalinski 
dynamite gun—that is the second feature; and the ram is a third; 
and the water-tight compartments, which is an old idea, you may call 
the fourth feature. Some of the water-tight compartments are to be 
filled with cellulose or the equivalent—cork, Callthatthefifth. The 
ship is nothing but the combination of a ram and a turreted monitor, 
=] the Vesuvius has not a solitary new idea init. Itis acombination 
such as can be made by any ambitious young man who says, “‘I will 

mt all these things in one ship.’’ It is deemed better by some to 
mild igh ram that is purely and simply a ram, or a dynamiter that is 
only that. 7 
The problem of this vessel is purely mechanical—i. e., how shall we 
ut these numerous features info one ship, and for the solution of that 
Mir. THOMAS gots wisely enough to officers of the Navy Department 
and tells them, ‘‘Here, I want to put all these thi ther.” It 
is painfal to criticise this. Here is one of the best fellows ih the coun- 
mA a gallant soldier, a good friend, a comrade of many of us here. 
e vessel is only a compound of five or six common ideas. 

Mr. CULLOM. How does the Senator happen to know so much 

about it? He seems to be very well posted about the construction of 


cruisers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I knowthat a ship is hollow. Itisan old joke that 
that is as much as some Secretaries know when they come in. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is exactly what I thought. The speech of the 
Senator demonstrates that members of Congress know something about 
these matters as well as Secretaries of the Navy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, I have spent sseathe, Tds not know but a year 
or two, all put together, on board ship, and I have been over some of the 
fine ship-building yards in this country. I presented an octavo volume 
of several hundred pageson ordnance and war-ships as a report of a se- 
lect committee, but I have not yet undertaken to tell one of those old 
veterans how to build a ship. believe I could make some good sug- 
—- I have made some that I thought were good, but the world 

not seem to look at them just as I did. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, if the Senator will allow me, that if dis- 
tinguished gentlemen like himself and others outside of the Navy 
would take some interest in this subject we should get a better Navy 
than we have now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido takeaninterestinit, Ihave studied it some- 


what, but I have not graduated. I can not devise a ship or make the 
plans and specifications. 

I think it against publiepolicy to do this. I would not expect the 
officers of the Navy to make an impartial report upon a plan submit- 
ted to them by a member of Congress and ofa Naval Committee, That 
is the truth of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do notdesire to take up the time of the Senate 
longer, but I ask the Senator from Maine who has charge of the bill 
if he will not allow this item to go over in the hope that we may by to- 
morrow morning agree upon some amendment that will be entirely sat- 
isfactory toall parties. 

_ Mr. HALE. I was just going to make the motion that the Senate ad- 
journ. It will be impossible to finish the bill to-night, and I make 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion, with 
the indulgence of the Senator from Maine, the Chair will lay before the 
Senate a m from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE, Certainly. 


MARY C. THOMPSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3428) granting a pen- 
sion to.Mary C. Thompson, which was to strike out all after the word 
“*service,’’in line 9, and to insert ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to mea 
moment, a 

Mr. HALE. Ican not yield, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 12, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 11th day of February, 1889. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Mary E. Mathews, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, Howard County, 
Maryland, vice James L. Mathews, deceased. 

Edward M. Wheelock, to be postmaster at Hopedale, Worcester 
County, Massachusetts, the office having become Presidential. 

Archer C. Newing, to be postmaster at Long Branch, Monmouth 
County, New Jersey, vice William H. Bennett, removed. 

Robert S. Bowman, to be postmaster at Berwick, Columbia Coun 
Pennsylvania, vice Robert 8. Bowman, whose commission expired Fe 
ruary 6, 1889, 

Theodore B. Patton, to be postmaster at Altoona, Blair County, Penn- 
sylvania, vice Theodore B. Patton, whose commission expired February 
6, 1889. 


COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 
Carroll D, Bb of Boston, Mass., to be Commissioner of Labor, 
his term of office having expired January 22, 1889. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Thomas M. Vance, of North Carolina, to be receiver of public mon- 


eys at North Yakima, Wash., vice Luther S. Howlett, term expired. 
UNITED STATES CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 
Hugh S. Thompson, of South Carolina, to be United States civil-serv- 
ice commissioner in the place of Alfred P. Edgerton, removed. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
Norman J. Colman, of Missouri, an original appointment. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Adlai E. Stevenson, of Illinois, to be associate jastice of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, vice William M. Merrick, deceased. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Henry L. Patrick, to be postmaster at Hopedale, Mass. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 31, 1889. 
UTAH PROBATE JUDGES. 
E. P. Johnson, of Uteh Territory, to be judge of probate in Box El- 
der County, in said Territory. 
Joseph D. Jones, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Utah 
County, in said Territory. 
SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
« Passed Asst. Surg. Presley M. Rixey, a resident of Virginia, to be 
a surgeon in the Navy from the 27th of November, 1888. 


1889. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1889. 
SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 
Harry U. Butler, of Maryland, vice Barnes, resigned. 
James M. O'Donovan, of New York. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. James O’ Hara, to be captain, November 30, 1888. 


Second Lieut. David J. Rambough, to be first lieutenant, November 
30, 1888. 


First Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Otto L. Hein, to be captain, January 16, 1889. 
Second Lieut. Samuel C. Robertson, to be first lieutenant, January 


116, 1889. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. George H. Paddock, to be captain, January 16, 1889. 
Second Lieut. Lester W. Cornish, to be first lieutenant, January 16, 


Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
3 Second Lieut. John B. McDonald, to be first lieutenant, January 15, 
889. 


Second Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Asher C. Taylor, to be captain, January 20, 1889. 
Second Lieut. John T. Thompson, to be first lieutenant, January 20, 


Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Ormond M. Lissak, to be first lisutenant, January 16, 
1889. 


. 


FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
First Re:iment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Eugene T. Wilson, of the Fifth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, December 4, 1888. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Payton C. March, to be second lieutenant, 
November 30, 1888. 
Inspector-General’s Department. 
Col. Joseph C. Breckinridge, inspector-general, to be Inspector-Gen- 
eral, with the rank of brigadier-general, January 30, 1839. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Pay Department. 
Lieut. Col. William A. Rucker, deputy paymaster-general, to be as- 
bistant pay master-general with the rank of colonel, December 30, 1888. 
Maj. Charles M. Terrell, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, December 30, 1888. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE IN UTAH. 
Thomas J, Anderson, of Iowa, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Utah. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Sidney L. Willson, of New York, to be pension agent at Washington, 
D.C. 


* POSTMASTERS. 
Miss Mary R. Dusenbery, to be postmaster at Concord, Cabarras 
County, North Carolina. 
Frederika H. Bryan, to be postmaster at Newton, Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania, 
Eva R. Wiestling, to be postmaster at Middletown, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 11, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


EXPENDITURES FOR AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted to file reports 
on Saturday I submitted a report from the Committee on Agriculture, 
asking that the detailed statement which had been referred to that 
committee, enumerating the various expenditures for the Department 
of Agriculture, should be referred to the Committee on Printing. That 
seems to have beën omitted. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks that under the order of the House 
the making of reports from committees alone was authorized, and that 
a request to change a reference would scarcely be in order under that 
consent, 7 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not a change of reference, Mr. Speaker ; it 
was simply a reference of the matter to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The order will be made. 
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DIRECT-TAX BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 139) to credit and 
pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861, with House amendment disagreed to 
by the Senate, 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House insist upon its amendments 
and to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. This has reached a privileged stage. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The direct-tax bill. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

Mr. KERR. Let us have the amendments read. 

The SPEAKER. They are the amendments of the House. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to object. 

Mr. OATES. What are the amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The House amendments to the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. OATES. I believe there is but one amendment. 

Mr. CASWELL. One relates to South Carolina and the other pro- 
vides that the various offsets be credited. 

Mr. OATES. I do not object to the request. 

There being no objection, the motion’of Mr. CASWELL was agreed to. 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTE. 

The SPEAKER. The concurrent resolution adopted by the Senate 
and the House in relation to the count of the electoral votes on theday 
after to-morrow provides that two tellers shall be appointed on the part 
of the Senate and two on the part of the House, but it does not pro- 
vide the manner in which these tellers shall be selected ; and inas- 
much as the forms are now being prepared it is important that the tell- 
ers should be appointed. The Chair is in doubt whether he has a 
right to appoint them under the terms of the resolution without the 
consent of the House. If there be no objection, the Chair will appoint 
as tellers on the part of the House two members of the Committee on 
the Election of President and Vice-President—the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] and the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BAKER]. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS OF LATE WAR AND WAR WITH MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. TowNsHEND, 


„į Mr. ROBERTSON, and Mr. STEELE as House conferees on the bill (H. R. 


6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late 
war and the war with Mexico. e 
J. W. PORTER. : 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H, R. 4792) to 
pension J. W. Porter, with Senate amendment. 
Mr. HERMANN. I ask that the House concur in the Senate amend- 


ment, inasmuch as it is very immaterial and intended to perfect the - 


Howe bill. 

ihe SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
=a 10, after “ Mexico,” insert “this pension to date from January 29, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the Senate amendment is 
concurred in. 

a Mr. SORER What bill is that which has just been laid before the 
ouse 

The SPEAKER. It isa bill to pension J. W. Porter. 

LOUISA ROGERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8549) 
granting a pension to Louisa Rogers, with Senate amendments, 

Mr. MORRILL, Iask to have the amendments read. 

The amendments will be read, after which the Chair will ask if there 
be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “company,” insert “B,” and in lines 5 and 6 strike 
out 76" and insert “134.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears nene, and 
the amendments of the Senate will be considered as agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were severally read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs, Lydia E. Quaw; 

A bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen Farr; 

A bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith; and 

A bill (S. 3744) granting a pension to Orrin F, Waller. 

THOMAS LANNIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2714) for the 

relief of Thomas Lannigan. 
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Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered at 
this time. It involves only $100. It is a balance on the books of the 
Treasury standing to his credit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Thomas Lannigan the sum of $100, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being the amount 
standing to the credit of said Lannigan on the books of the Treasury of the 
United States, as shown by page 9, House of Representatives Executive Docu- 
ment No. 863, first session Forty-ninth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
at this time? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3663) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the 
city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the 
State of Missouri. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimous consent to consider that bill, A 
similar bill has been reported from the House Committee on Commerce. 
This bill has passed the Senate. It was approved by the Secretary 
of War, and is a copy of the bill which passed at the last session. 
Therefore I ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the usual bill authorizing the construction of 


a bridge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. « If the bill is in conformity with the usual prece- 
dents, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 


at this time? The Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WARREN HALL, 


The SPEAKER. The bill S. 902 was laid before the House some 
two or three days ago, and was improperly referred to the Committee 
on Claims. If there be no objection, that committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There was a similar bill passed by 
the House in the Forty-ninth Congress, and reported to this Congress, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the House pass that bill. It is for 
the relief of Warren Hall, and there is a similar bill on the House Cal- 
endar now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 4 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (S. 902) for the relief of Warren Hall. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know what the request is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana requests that the 
bill be now considered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TAULBEE, At this Congress? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This Congress. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given original jurisdic- 
tion to hear and adjudicate cash to justice and right the case of Warren 
Hall, as originally tried and reported in the ninth Court of Claims Reports, page 
170,and known as “ Hall and ch’s case,” notwithstanding the former trial; 
and the bar of limitation is hereby removed. And for this purpose the court 
shall hear and consider the new testimony and any other proper testimony 
which may be offered at the trial by the claimant or on the tof the defendant 
Government; and the testimony considered by the court in the original trial, 
so far as the same may be applicable to the new trial, shall also be available. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us have an explanation of the bill. Until that 
can be done I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This bill simply sends him to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The report on the Senate bill is not here. The 
report of the House committee is here, and will be read if there be no 
objection. 

The report of the House committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 3228) for 
the relief of Warren Hall, report as follows: 

That they have carefully considered the same, and from the testimony offered 
they believe that great injustice has been done Hall in the trial of this case, and 
your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYSON. Noinformationisgainedfrom that. I should there- 
fore like to have some explanation of it. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I can explain. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate report is now here, 
Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: k 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 902) for the relief 
of Warren Hall, have considered the same, and respectfully report: 

„Warren Hall, the claimant, alleges that he is the son of a free woman, an In- 
dian, and that he was born in the city of Alexandria; that when a youth he 
was kidnapped in New Orleans, where he bad gone as a race-rider, and sold to 
a planter in Mississippi by the name of Roach, by whom he was treated until 
1863 in some respects asa free man and in others asa slave. Hall further claims 
that during this period he was allowed to raise h and other stock, which he 
exchanged with Roach for cotton, and in this way he had accumulated some 75 
or more bales of cotton. Inthe year 1863 sundry lots of cotton along the Mis- 
sissippi were seized by United States troops, to be used in the fortifications at 
Memphis. This cotton was sold ata later date and the proceeds placed in the 
United States Treasury. In this cotton thus taken, used, and sold were the 
bales Hall claims, which he had received in exchange for his hogs, by contract 
with Roach, and of which he was the lawful owner, 

Hall endeavored to assert his right of ownership by application to the Quar- 
termaster-General and by suit in the Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, but without success, the courts holding that his condition 
in fact was that of a slave, and that in consequence he was incapable of making 
contracts or of acquiring property. 

It would seem to your committee that under these facts injustice is done to Hall 
by enforcing the harsh rule of slavery in hiscase. If thestory of his birth be true 
he was by Jaw free-born and his mother was a free woman, and her legal status 
would determine his, His servitude, therefore, was the result of force and not 
of law. He was still a free man, although unable to assert his freedom. 

The bill under consideration is intended to refer the entire case to the Court of 
Claims, removing simply the bar of limitation and the hitherto insuperable bar 
of so-called “slavery de facto,” Hall then would be allowed to prove his free 
birth, the contract with eh, and his title to the property, if possible. 

Some qucetions have been raised. in the course of the investigation, as to the 
good faith and genuineness of Hall’s claim, Al these questions will be passed 
npon by the courtif the proposed statute be enacted, and the burden will be upon 
him to establish his title in all respects. 

of the bill, with the fol- 


Your committee recommends, therefore, the 
lowing amendment: In iine 8,after the word “trial,” insert “if it shall appear 
that said Hall was in fact free-born he shall be deemed to be entitled to all such 
rights as he would have hadif he had continued a free man, notwithstanding he 
may have been reduced to astate of slavery de facto by the operation of the awe 
of any State.” 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is there anything showing the amount 
that this claimant is proposing to sue for? 

Mr. STEELE. Seventy-five bales of cotton. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to this bill. It 
is manifestly a just measure. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to know whether this is a claim against 
the captured and abandoned property fund? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis. 

Mr. OATES. Inasmuch as it has been decided that none of this 
fund shall be taken until it is all disposed of to whom it belongs, I 
shall object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, then, that the bill may be permitted to lie 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be retained. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H, R, 6106) for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the 
war with Mexico. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This amendment was read several days ago, and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] then asked unanimous con- 
sent that the House non-concur, but objection was made. The Chair 
understands that the objection is now withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNN. I have no further objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no farther objection, the amendment 
of the Senate will be non-concurred in and the conference agreed to 
as requested by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PENINGTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two days, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, SENEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the bill to authorize the erection of post-office 
buildings. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension-roll; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 1592) to continue the publication of the Supplement to the 
Revised Statutes, and that the bill be now considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
has a request pending which comes over from last Saturday morning. 
Objection was made to the consideration of the bill which he proposed 
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to call up, with the understanding that the matter should be pending. 
The Chair understands that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoP- 
KINS] made the objection. Does the gentleman now object? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I first want to know what the House 
will do as to allowing time for debate. If two hours be given for the 
consideration of this bill I will not object. 

Mr. HOOKER. You want that time equally divided, do you not? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I do not know whether I do or not. 

Mr. HOOKER. You certainly do not want more than half of the 


me? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. For myself I do not want any of it, but 
I want time enough given for you to show to members of this House 
that this is an honest claim. The Southern Claims Commission say it 
is a fraud. : 

Mr. HOOKER. How much time do you want? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I have said that I do notwant any time 
myself, but I want the gentleman from Mississippi, and other members 
who are in favor of this bill, to take time enough to show that the claim 
is an honest one. 

Mr. HOOKER. We show that by the judgment of the court. You 
can attack itif you like, and I will give you an hour. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I am not attacking the judgment of the 
court, and I am not attacking you [Mr. Hooker]; but I desire you, or 
any other gentleman who favors this claim, to produce evidence to sat- 
isfy the House that it is an honest one. 

Mr. HOOKER, The judgment is evidence enough on that point. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am not to be put down 
by suggestions that I am arraigning the Court of Claims, but I in- 
sist-—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us first agree about the time. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Ishall object if any time is to be consumed in de- 
bating this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman from Georgia will withhold his ob- 
jection I will agree not to open my mouth during the debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, It may be that the claim will pass bet- 
ter if the gentleman does not speak. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, you go on and say what you have to say 
about it, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Iam not to be deterred by that sort of 
talk. I insist-—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the matter is not before 
the House. The regular order isdemanded. The regular order is the 
eall of States and Territories. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of privilege. I call up for consid- 
eration the contested-election case of Smalls vs. Elliott, from the State 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of consideration against that. 
I appeal to my colleague not to press that case atthis time. We arein 
the midst of the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; we 
ought reasonably to get through with it during the day, and the bill 
ought to go to the Senate for consideration there, while the matter 
which my colleague proposes to call up pertains to the House alone. 
We are reaching a stage in the session where it is exceedingly impor- 
tant that the appropriation bills shall be gotten to the Senate as soon 
as possible, and I trust that my friend will not press his case, but will 
let us proceed and finish the matter that we have been considering. 

Mr. HERMANN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know whether the regular order is not the call of the States and Ter- 
ritories. 

The SPEAKER. Itis, but the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
calls up a privileged matter relating to the election of a member of 
the House, which takes the place of the usual regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. In response to my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT], I wish to 
state to the House that I have sought inevery way to avoid antagoniz- 
ing general sopropraton bills with this election case. Ithasbeen some 
ten days since I have made an effort to call up this case. I had conferred 
with the gentlemen having charge of these bills, and hoped the bills 
would be out of the way last week. I find now that this appropriation 
bill is pending, and there is another ready. The general deficiency bill 
will come in to-day. So that the situation is just this: If this case is 
to be tried at all, it must antagonize something. 

Mr. RANDALL. In regard to the general deficiency bill, I wish to 
say it will come in immediately upon the disposition of the other bills. 
It is the omnium gatherum, and can not be brought in untila late stage 
of the session. 

Mr. CRISP. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that the House ought to give a 
reasonable time to the consideration of this case. Iam perfectly will- 
ing to make it as short as it can be made consistently with the proper 
discussion of the question; and I appeal to my friend [Mr. BLOUNT] 
to allow us to dispose of this matter now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to suggest to my friend that most of the ap- 
 sbagr man bills have passed the House. After the pending bill has 

n 
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disposed of, I believe there are two others—the Indian bill, which 
is a short one, and the deficiency bill, which generally passes during 
the closing hours of the session, with the view of gathering up what- 


ever may appear to be necessary in the way of deficiency appropriations, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, says that he can see no reason why 
the deficiency bill should be placed in the way of this election case. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state to my friend that the river and harbor bill 
is also pending, having been partially considered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the river and harbor bill will have to be 
reached under a suspension of the rules, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know, Mr. Speaker, whether this day is not set apart by the rules for 
business of the District of Columbia Committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is, but the gentleman from [Mr. 
caye] calls up a privileged matter affecting the right of a member to 

is seat. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does that supersede the rule of the House? 

Mr. REED, I trust the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will 
persist in his demand that this election case shall be brought before 
the House at once and decided. It must be apparent to every member 
that this case has been delayedlongenough. ‘There is no trouble what- 
ever in procuring proper attention for the appropriation bills; those 
bills will be passed, and passed in due time. ‘The Senate already has 
a sufliciency of appropriation bills before it for its action; and we can 
very well pause now to attend to a matter which under the laws of 
the country is of the highest importance and of the highest privilege. 
I trust, therefore, that gentlemen on the other side will allow this busi- 
ness to go on without further obstruction, It seems to me we are tak- 
ing more time than is necessary in determining to do so obvious a duty. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has 
called up the report of the Committee on Elections in this case; and no 
question of consideration has been raised. è 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raised the question of consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman to do 
anything more than make an appeal to his colleague [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I distinctly stated that I raised the question of con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER, The question of consideration, then, is the ques- 
me ae the House; and itis not debatable. [Cries of “ Regular 
order ! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. On Mon- 
days, as I understand, the first business in order is the call of States 
Se the introduction of bills. I desire to know what has become of that 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated once or twice that 
the election case is a matter of the highest privilege and takes pre- 
cedence over the usual regular order of the House. The Clerk will 
read the resolution reported by the Committee on Elections, after 
which the Chair will submit the question of consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] one question. I understand there are two election contests 
pending, and I desire to know whether it is intended to dispose of both 
of them. The gentlemen on the other side are urging the considera- 
tion of one case. I think there is equal reason why the other should 
i appa If we are going to consider one, why not consider 

t 

Mr. CRISP. Iam very frank to say it is my intention to press the 
other case also. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions reported by 
the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Robert Smalls was not elected a Representative to the Fiftieth 
Congress from the Seventh district of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That William Elliott was duly elected a epragentatine to the Fif- 
tieth Congress from the Seventh district of South Carolina, and is entitled to his 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the resolutions just read? 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 106, noes 56, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
not take up an hourora an hour in this way. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’?] Well, let them have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
131, nays 89, not voting 102; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 
Adams, Brewer, Caswell, Darlington, 
Allen, Mass. Brower, Cheadle, Davis, 
Allen, Mich. Browne, Ind. Chipman, De Lano, 
Anderson,Kans. Brown, Ohio 1l, Dingley, 
Atkinson, wn, J. R.,Va. Conger, rsey, 
Baker, N. Y, a P, warqohat, 
Bayne, Burrows, use, Finley, 
Bing Butler, Cummings, Foran, 
Boothman, Butterworth, Cutcheon, Fuller, 
Bound, Bynum, Dalzell, ger, 
Bowden, non, S Gest, 


” swith, 
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Glass, Kerr, Nichols, Stephenson, 
Grosvenor, ~ Ketcham, O'Donnell, Taul 
n AA La Follette, O’Ferrall, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Guen ¥ Laidlaw, O’ Neill, Pa, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
ome Law! Outhwai Thomas iit 
wier, t te, omas, 
Hayden, Leh! ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Hiestand, Lind, Parker, Thompson, Ohio 
Hires, y Payson, pson, 
Hitt, g, Perkins, 5 
Holman, Macdonald, Peters, Turner, Kans, 
aish, Posey, Vandever, 
ose S Laen Reed, Walker, 
opkins, CR iniey, Rockwell, > 
op. McKinney, Romeis, 
unter, Milliken, Rowell, Whiting, Mass. 
Mofitt, Russell, Conn, Williams, 
Johnston, Ind. Moore, Sawyer, ise, ` 
Johnston, N.C, Morrill, Scull, Yardley, 
n, Morrow, Seymour, Yoder, 
Kelley, orse, Spooner, Yost. 
A Nelson, St 
NAYS—*89. 
Davidson, Ala, Latham, Shively, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Fla, Simmons, 
Anderson, Miss, Di Martin, Spinola, 
Ande ui. Dockery, Springer, 
Bank 3 Dunn, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Biggs, Enloe, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Ford, McMillin, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Forney, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Fren Mils, Stone, Mo. 
nridge, Ark. Gibson, Montgomery, 
Breckinridge, Ky. G Morgan, To 
ryce, Grimes, Norwood, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Campbell,T.J.,.N.Y. Hare, Oates, Washington, 
n, ayes, Peel, eaver, 
H e E heeler, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Ran Whiting, Mich. 
Clardy, Herbert, Rice, ilkins, 
Cobh, Hopkins, Va, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Cockran, joward, Robertson, Wilson, Minn. 
Cothran, Hutton, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Kilgore, Rowland, 
n, : Sayers, 
Culberson, Lanham, tt, 
NOT VOTING—102, 
Anderson, Iowa m yner, 
Arnold, Ellioti, Lyman, Russell, Mass, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, neh, 
Baker, Ill, iton, affett, Ryan, 
* ’ Seney, 

z Fi A W, 
Belden, Fiood, Mason, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Funston, McClammy, Smith, 

Bo ane MeCormicic, Sowden, 
wen, Y, w 
Browne,T.H.B., Va Gear, McCullogh, Stahlnecker, 
Bramm, Glover, McShane, Stewart, Vt. 
Backalew, Goff, Strable, 
Bunnell, ý; Neal, Symes, 
Burnett, Hall, Newton, Tillman, 
Campbell, F., N.Y., Hatch, Nutting, Vance, 
Honton SAMMA Waa 
OWA g arner, 
; Henderson, Hl, Patton, White, Ind. 
—- Hermann, Penington, White, N. Y. 
tins, » 
Compton, Houk, è 
Cooper, Hudd, Pid Wilber, 
Cox, Jones, Plumb, 
Daven Laffoon, Post, 
Dougherty, La Pugsley, 


So the House determined to consider the election case. 
On motion of Mr. CRISP, the reading of the names was dispensed 


The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. HALL with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Procock with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. PENtNGTON with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. MCCORMICK. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. HERMANN, on all political questions and on 
the contested-elected cases of Smalls vs. Elliott and Sullivan vs. Felton, 
until the 16th instant. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN, on the Smalls-Elliott election 
contest. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. DAvIs, on the election case of Smalls vs. El- 
liott. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. Crousk, on the pending election case. 
wane CLARK with Mr. Hupp, on the election contest of Smalls vs. 

iott. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. WILBER, on political questions, for this day. 


Mr, SENEY with Mr. Gorr, for to-day. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BOUTELLE, on this vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. McComas, on this vote, 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


JURORS OF SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CRISP. Before proceeding with the election case the gentleman 
from South Carolina representing the District Committee has a small 
matter which he says will not take up much time and which he desires 
to present for consideration. I have no objection to his doing so, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia being deprived of its day, there is one bill which passed the 
House the other evening, since when the same bill with one or two im- 
material changes has been passed by the Senate, and I would like to 
ask consent to pass the Senate bill. The amendmentsare not material. 

Mr. WHEELER. What is the bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itrelatesto the drawing of jurors in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia. Iask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair), The title 
of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and service of jurors 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state, sir, that this simply relates to the 
drawing of jurors in the supreme court of the District, and their length 
of service. It was passed by the House without objection the other 
night and went to the Senate. The Senate bill amends the House bill 
by providing that others than tax-payers may be jurors, and extends the 
service beyond a month where they are actually engaged in a trial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
we panoa and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr.Speaker, before proceeding to the discussion of the 
election contest I would ask that gentlemen having bills to introduce 
may be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desired, Mr. Speaker, during the call of the 
States and Territories to offer a resolution which I would not like to 
introduce without having it read. As it will take but a brief time to 
read it, I ask unanimous consent that it be read. 

Mr. CRISP. I can not yield for that purpose, because other gentle- 
men would have a right to the same privilege, and I want to proceed. 
with this case. 

Mr. PERKINS, Iwould ask the gentleman from Georgia to extend 
his request to embrace also joint and concurrent resolutions of State 


Legislatures. 

Mr. CRISP. My object is to include everything that is in order 
under the call of States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire that this resolution, being a matter of 
privilege, may be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. MACDONALD, and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must regard the demand for 
the regular order as equivalent to an objection. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, then I call up the contested-election case 
and inquire of my friends re ting the minority of the committee 
as to what time they would like to have for the discussion of this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROWELL. We will need at least five hours on this side; but 
before proceeding I want the resolutions presented by the minority of 
the committee to be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that they are 


‘ane TOWNSHEND. Has the right to introduce bills been granted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that objection 
has been made. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not desire to object to the introduction of 
bills, but desired that the House should proceed at once with the elec- 
tion case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will, then, again submit the 
request of the gentleman from Georgia that members haying bills to 
introduce sion ER to hand them in atthedesk. _ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order, 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. Do I under- 
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stand that the gentleman from Kentucky objects to the introduction 
of bills? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman so states. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to agree with my friend on 
the other side as to the duration of the debate in this case. The gen- 
tleman says that five hours on a side will be necessary. I think, and 
I speak, I believe, with a full knowledge of the case, giving only my 
own opinion, of course, that less time would be amply sufficient to dis- 
cuss it. I give notice, therefore, that to-morrow at 2 o’clock I shall 
ask the House to sustain the demand for the previous question. I will 
say, however, in this connection that if it is the desire of gentlemen 
on either side that there should be a night session, by recess taken this 
evening from 5 o’clock until the usual hour for a night session, to con- 
tinue the discussion I will not object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my colleagueif when the vote is taken 
on this question it is the purpose of the committee to follow it with 
the other contested case? 

Mr.CRISP. Iwill state, in response to my friend and colleague, that 
it is the intention of the committee to press the remaining case at as 
early a date as possible. It will probably be Thursday, however, be- 
fore we reach it, because the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL], 
who made the report in that case, is at home, but will be telegraphed 
for at once, and I presume will be here to-morrow or the nextday. It 
is our intention, however, to press it to a conclusion at once. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I intended to give notice that I would call up 
the conference report on the Territorial bill this morning; but the 
House having decided to take up the election case, I will give notice 
that I will call up that case as soon as this case is disposed of—some 
time to-morrow. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. Crisp). There is no agreement as to time. 

Mr. CRISP, I give notice that I shall ask the House to-morrow at 
2 o'clock to sustain the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. REED. That does not bind anybody. 

Mr. CRISP. Not at all. It binds all men who then believe that 
there has been sufficient debate upon this case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to inquire whether my friend from 
Georgia desires to proceed to-night with the consideration of this case? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido, if any gentleman desires to do so. I desire to do 
anything and everything I can to further a speedy trial of this case, at 
the same time allowing a reasonable time for debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before the gentleman from Georgia proceeds 
I would like to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask the gentleman from Georgia to yield long 
enough for me to ask for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois to make the re- 

uest. 
z Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent that all gentlemen 
having bills and resolutions to introduce may be permitted to send them 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request has been submitted and 
objected to. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, which 
cuts off all requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, at the election in the Seventh district of 
South Carolina in 1886, William Elliott, Democrat, and Robert Smalls, 
Republican, were the opposing candidates before the people—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Irise to a question of order. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is utterly impossible to hear a word that the 
ee is saying, and as this is an important case we ought to have 
order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again endeavor to se- 
cure order. Gentlemen will cease conversation or retire to the cloak- 
room, 

Mr. CRISP. The State board of —— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In view of the fact that the House has taken 
up the consideration of this case, and that the announcement has been 
made that the previous order will bedemanded at 2 o’clock to-morrow, 
I desire to call attention if possible, and ask if the regular order can be 
considered —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
of this contested-election case. The gentleman from Georgia has the 
floor and can not be taken off by a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CRISP. The State board of canvassers canvassed the vote cast 
at that election and gave to Elliott 6,493 votes and to Smalls 5,961 
votes, being a majority for the former of 532 votes. Within the time 
provided by law Smalls gave notice of contest. Elliott responded to 
this notice. Evidence was taken upon the contest, which is to be found 
in this volume of something over eight hundred printed pages. The 
Committee on Elections, after hearing counsel and a careful considera- 
tion of the evidence in the case, has presented two reports—a majority 
report and a minority report—and it now becomes my duty in present- 


ing the case to call the attention of the House to the evidence and the 
law, the careful consideration of which has induced the majority of the 
committee to make the report that is now before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Elections in considering this case 
have observed a rule which I think will commend itself to the common 
sense and to the judgment of every gentleman who is accustomed to 
the investigation and trial of causes in the courts. In considering ques- 
tions of the admissibility of evidence we have applied the rules estab- 
lished in courts of justice. We have made ourselves, so far as we 
could, what I believe the Constitution of our country requires and de- 
mands that members of this House should make themselves in con- 
tested-election cases, judges; not partisans, but judges. I appreciate 
the fact that members of the House in cases of this character must rely 
very Jargely upon the information and the vitws of members of the 
Committee on Elections. I appreciate the fact that consistently with 
the discharge of the various duties of a member of Congress it is quite 
infpossible that each member of this House should take this volumi- 
nous record, examine it asa court would examine it, and form an opin- 
ion on the merits of the case as a juror does when he sits upon the trial 
of a cause; the House must rely largely upon the committee, and there- 
fore I ask its careful attention while I present the views of the majority 
on the various questions and points made in the case. 

I shall not ask the House to apply any rule in this that I do not 
believe should be applied and is applied in all the courts in all the 
States of the Union. 

I object to and protest against that other so-called rule which is 
sometimes invoked in this House in the trial of election cases, that the 
House is bound by no rules of law, that the House is bound by no 
rules of evidence, but that because its decision is absolutely final and 
conclusive therefore it has a right to disregard all those rules of evi- 
dence the observance of which the experience of ages has demon- 
strated are absolutely essential to the protection of life and liberty and 
property. 

I can not, sir, in the time which I shall occupy here refer to every 
point made in the case. In the report submitted I have endeavored 
to deal with all questions of importance. I shall now endeavor to 
touch briefly upon most of the points made, speaking at some length 
upon those great salient features of the case which in my judgment are 
conclusive of the rights of the parties to the contest, 

The first point made by the contestant is that at a precinct known 
as Pocotaligo—an historic name, Mr. § r—there were more ballots 
in the box than there were names on the poll-list; that in drawing the 
names from the box the did not conform to the law, and that 
in counting the votes of the county in which the precinct is situated 
143 votes were counted from this precinct; that they were counted El- 
liott 87 and Smalls 56, when in fact and in truth, the contestant claims, 
the ballots should have been counted 118 for Smalls and the remainder 
for Elliott. That is the contention of the contestant. It appears from 
the evidence that there were more ballots in the box at Pocotaligo than 
there were names upon the poll-list. By the law of South Carolina a 
voter deposits his own ballot in the box. The law declares that the 
box shall contain an opening only large enough for the admission of 
one ballot at a time. 

Members of the House will see at once that it is impossible, using the 
ordinary ballot that is used throughout the country, to so arrange the 
ballot-box thata voter could not deposit more than one ballot if he de- 
siredsotodo. Thelaw of South Carolina provides that wherever there 
shall appear to be more ballots in the box than there are names on the 
poll-list all the ballots shall be pnt back into the box and shall be thor- 
oughly mixed; that then the excess over the- number of names on the 
poll-listshall be drawn from the box, and that the ballots which remain 
in the box shall be counted as the votes cast at the election. Now, 

tlemen will observe that this rule, which is not peculiar to South 
Carolina but exists in some other States, may operate to the injury of 
either party or to the benefit of either party. There is nothing in it 
that necessarily gives to one party an advantage over the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CRISP. I can not permit an interruption now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isimply wanted to ask the gentleman to state how 
con ee ballots there were in the box than there were names on the 
poll-list. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam coming to that. 

Now, there were two witnesses examined as to what was the excess 
of ballotsin thebox. One of these witnesses is named Bampfield. a son- 
in-law of the contestant. The other is named Devoe, who, I believe, 
wasasupervisor. Bampfield swore thatthe excess was 148. Devoeswore 
that the excess was 105. 

Mr. SPOONER. How many names were on the poll-list? 

Mr. CRISP. One hundred and forty-three. To show the House 
that there was nothing in this drawing out of which the contestant 
can complain, Devoe says that of the 105 drawn ont and destroyed 47 
were Smalls ballots. That would leave 58 Elliott ballots drawn out. 
It is clear, therefore, that no injury could result to Smalls from this 
process. Then, to show the House that at this precinct there was no 
failure on the part of the managers to discharge their duty, I call at- 
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tention to the fact that this ballot-box, in accordance with the laws of 
South Carolina, was opened before the election began, and was found 
to contain no ballots; so that the only way in which the excess of bal- 
lots could have found their way into the box is either by the fraudu- 
lent and wrongful act of the managers, or that some voter or voters in 
depositing their ballots in the box put in more than one ballot. The 
law presumes that the managers, sworn officers, did their duty, and 
there is nothing in the evidence indicating that they did not. 

Now, gentlemen say that all the managers at this precinct were Dem- 
ocrats. I believe that is true; I am not positive aboutit, but I believe 
it is true. That ought not to have been the case. And yet, Mr. 
Speaker, according to the testimony it was not an uncommon thing in 
that State in the day when the executive officers were Republican to 
find all the managers of election at any given precinct Republicans. 
That was wrong, just as this is wrong. But it does not follow that 
because these managers were all Democrats they necessarily violated 
their duty, or failed to do their duty; and there is no evidence in tle 
record which intimates in any degree that they did fail to perform 
their duty. I have argued this on the merits, but there is another 
question higher and beyond this. There is no evidence in the record 
as to how the vote from Pocotaligo was counted by the county board 
of canvassers or the State board of canvassers. 

Understand that. When a contestant undertakes to show that the 
vote of a particular precinct was wrongly counted, thé first step, the 
primary move, so to speak, is to show by competent evidence how the 
vote was returned and counted at that precinct. I presumeno gentle- 
man will question that proposition. Now, in this case there is no eyi- 
dence as to how the vote at Pocotaligo precinct was returned and counted. 
So far as the record shows there might have been 300 or 400 votes re- 
turned and counted from Pocotaligo as well as 143. 

Now, there is in the record—for I want to be perfectly frank about this 
matter—there is in the record a paper which was offered in evidence 
before the justice taking the testimony, which was offered as a copy of 
the return of Pocotaligo precinct, That paper is not sworn by anybody 
to be a copy; it is not certified by anybody to be a copy; and there 
is no evidence of any living human being that it is a copy; nor, as my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. ed suggests, is there any evidence that 
it ever reached the canvassing board. Under the law of South Carolina 
the secretary of state is the ultimate custodian of election returns. 
There is a county board of canvassers who canvass the votes; there is 
a State board of canvassers who canvass the votes. The Secretary of 
State is a member of that board; he is the ultimate custodian of these 
pa The best evidence of what number of votes were counted ata 
particular poci is a certified copy of theofficial return, which could 
easily be obtained from the secretary of state. In this case there has 
been no effort to do that as to this precinct. 

Now, mark you, Mr. Speaker, this is not technical. This is a rule 
which prevails in every court, which prevails everywhere, in every 
tribunal that seeks to arrive at the truth. There is no evidence, I say, 
as to how this vote was counted. That being true, the whole case as 
to this precinct falls. Smallsexamined one hundred and eighteen wit- 
nesses who swore that they voted for him. Suppose they did. It 
does not follow from the evidence in this case that their votes were not 
counted for him. 

Now, gentlemen will find by reference to every treatise on the law 
of election—I have before me Paine and McCrary—that the rules of 
evidence as applied by the courts should be applied by the House in the 
trial of such cases; and there is no court in Christendom, and no lawyer 
on this floor will say that there is, that would consider a paper as a copy 
of an existing document without any evidence that it is a copy, with- 
out any certificate that it is a copy, and without any testimony tending 
in the least degree to show that it is a copy. 

Smalls, the contestant, recognizing, I suppose, this fact—recogniz- 
ing the fact that there was nothing in the conduct of the election man- 
agers at this precinct thatat all indicated unfairness or injustice—with- 
drew before the State board of canvassers his protest against the counting 
of this precinct. If he withdrew his protest there, it may be fairly as- 
sumed that there is nothing in the case that would authorize or justify 
a finding in his favor thereon. ~ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to Green Pond precinct. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend allow me a question, because I 
want to understand his position on this matter ? 

Mr. CRISP. Ifitis only a question, I yield. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatisall. Isee that on the published poll-list 
of the precinct of which the gentleman has just been ing there 
are 143 names. One hundred and eighteen voters testify that they 
voted for Mr. Smalls, leaving only 25 for Mr. Elliott. Why do you 
count Mr. Elliott as receiving 87 votes ? 

Mr. CRISP. Ihave just stated that the paper which the gentleman 
sees there and calls a poll-list is not certified to be a poll-list; it is not 
sworn by anybody to be a poll-list. It is not the original—— 

ae BURROWS. ‘Then your answer is that this poll-list is not cor- 
rect 

Mr. CRISP. My answer is that there is no evidence it is a poll- 
list at all, and there is no evidence in the record showing how many 
votes were counted for Elliott or how many were counted for Smalls. 
The original poll-list is easily accessible. It is now and has always 


been in the office of the secretary of state of South Carolina, and the 
contestant in this case knewit. I say this, because in the case of other 
precincts appearing in this record he produced certified copies of the 
poll-lists when he wanted to assail them, so that it can not be claimed 
that he did not know or his lawyer did not know how to prove what 
vote was counted. The significant factis this: that in other cases—not 
all, but in some other cases—when he desires to assail a precinct he pro- 
duces a certified copy of the record from the office of the secretary of 
state, showing what the vote of the precinct was, 

ony DALZELL. I suppose it was accessible to the contestee, was it 
no 

Mr. CRISP. Iassumeso. I assume the gentleman isa lawyer, and 
I assume when he goes into court to defend a case and the plaintiff 
fails to make ont the case the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
put in testimony to aid or help or assist him in any way, but lets the 
case fall just where it is. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when the paper my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS] refers to was tendered in evidence objection was made by 
the counsel for the contestee that it was not the original, not proved 
to be a copy, not certified as a copy, and not admissible as evidence. 
Thereby contestant was notified of the defect in the paper, and if it 
was a correct copy of the returns on file with the secretary of state he 
might still have gone and had it certified. 

Green Pond is another precinct where there is no evidence as to how 
the vote was counted. Gentlemen will perceive all through this case, 
when they examine it, that the contestant and his counsel were fully 
acquainted with their rights and the rules which obtain in courts of 
justice as to admissibility of evidence. Sometimes they conformed to 
the rule, sometimes they did not; and, Mr. Speaker, where the rule is 
so plain, so well known, so easy to conform to, and its observance so 
essential, the House should not permit it to be disregarded. 

At Green Pond there was no evidence as to how the return was 
counted. At that precinct after the voters got through voting, before 
the ballots were counted, there was a closing of the polls for two, or 
three, or four, or five minutes. The circumstances were these: The 
voting place was the back room of a store, and that back room was 
separated from the store by a partition, in which tition there was 
adoor. The voter voted through a window in the back room. When 
the time for closing the polls arrived the managers closed the windows 
and took the box back into the store, where they did the counting. 
The count was public. No allegation of fraud was made, and no one 
objected to it. 

Now itis claimed there are one hundred and thirty witnesses who 
testify they voted for Smalls. I might grant this, and say that inas- 
much as there is no evidence as to how many votes were returned and 
counted for Smalls, this fact counts for nothing, 

If members of the House had read the testimony of these one hun- 
dred and thirty witnesses, as I have done, they would appreciate, as 
they never before appreciated, the propriety and the justice of refus- 
ing to allow a man to say how he did vote after the election. Members 
on this floor, doubtless, have been sometimes deceived by voters in their 
own community as to how they voted. There is hardly a member on 
the floor who has not, at times, had a voter to declare that he had voted 
for him when such member was morally certain that such voter had 
not so voted. 

That is true where the voter is of an intelligent class. Do you know 
the kind of evidence given in this case on this subject? I can not stop 
to read it all. I can not stop to read any great part of it. Here is the 
POT of Matthew Edwards (colored), to be found on page 475 of 

e record: 


Matthew Edwards (colored), a witness of legal age, produced by contestant 
upon due notice to contestee, deposes as follows in reference to questions pro- 
pounded by counsel: 

Q. What is your name, age, residence, occupation, and where were you on 
the 2d day of November last? i 

A. Matthew Edwards; about thirty,I reckon; live at Green Pond precinct; 
farmer; I was at Green Pond. . 

Q. Did you vote there for Congressman on the 2d day of November last? If 
80, state of your own free will for whom you voted, 

A. Robert Smalls, 

Q. From whom did you get your ticket? 

A. Didn't have nary one; wouldn’t give me no ticket. 

Q. Then you did not vote? 
A. No; no more than put my name down. 
Q. What did you mean when you said you voted for Smalls? 
A. Because I intended to vote for him. 


That is one of this crowd of witnesses who testify they voted for 
Smalls. 
Here is another, Manigault, on page 494 of the record: 
Q An you read and write? 
0. 


Q. Who told you that you voted for Smalls? 
A. April Singleton. 
Q. Do you know the solemnity of an oath? 
A. No, sir; I don’t. 
Q. If you were to tell a lie would you stick to it? 
A. No, I'm not going to try to tell any. f 
Q. What time aia you get to the polls, and what time did you leave? 
A. I got here in the morning a little after sunrise, and left between | and $. 
o'clock in the afternoon. 
Q. Were you present when the managers opened the polls? 
A. Yes, I do. 
Q. Who was present besides yourself? 
. and white was here, but I don’t know none, 
CUFFY (his x mark) MANIGAULT, 


1889. 


— 


Here is another who testifies he voted for Smalls, and he could read 
his own ticket, but the justice trying this case certifies the counsel 
handed the witness the name of Robert Smalls in print and he could 
not read it. : 

Here is Billy Mitchell, page 528 of the record, who testifies as follows: 

Q. How do you know, then, that you voted for Robert Smalls? 
A. By having read my ticket, and I can read Robert Smalis’s name in print. 

(The name of Robert Smalls in print shown him, and he said it was Elliott's 
varie BILLY (his x mark) MITCHELL, 

That is a sample, Mr. Speaker, of this evidence. The minority ask 
you to presume that less than 130 votes were counted for Smalls, and 
claim that the evidence of these witnesses shows that 130 men voted for 
Smalls. I submit, sir, that even if there were proof that less than130 
votes were counted for Smalls, you could not on such testimony as this 
determine that sworn oflicers of the law had perjured themselves. 

I come now to the Brick Episcopal Church. This was a new voting 
place. Under the law of South Carolina no man can vote who is not 
registered as a voter. No man can vote who does not present at the 
time he offers to vote his registration certificate. You understand 
this is a condition-precedent to his right to vote. He must have reg- 
istered and must exhibit the certificate tothe managers. Thelaw fur- 
ther says that a man who changes his residence shall get a new cer- 
tificate. This he can dowithont expense or without any great trouble; 
simply on request he gets it, stating where he lives. The law saysthe 
certificate shall state his voting place. All of the provisions of this 
law are made for wise and just purposes. They are madein the inter- 
estof fair and honest elections. Without themaregistration law would 
amount to nothing. 

The votercan himself easily tell his ‘‘local habitation and his name;’’ 
but it might be a very difficult matter to decide as to the legality of a 
vote if you did not know the residence of the voter. You would have 
to look for the man, not knowing who his neighbors were, and this 
might be troublesome. These provisions are made, therefore, in the 
eer of fair elections. They exist everywhere and should be ob- 
served. 

This was a new polling place established in 1885, and the law re- 
quired that certain voters living in Mount Pleasant precinct should 
vote at Brick Episcopal Church Federal poll. Now, sir, not a single 
registered voter, who prior to that law was authorized to vote at Mount 
Pleasant, went to the registrar and had his certificate so changed as to 
designate that he was to vote at Brick Episcopal Church. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will my colleague allow a question ? 

Mr. CRISP. In a moment. 

The law said that those living outside of the town of Mount Pleas- 
ant would vote at the new Brick Episcopal Church. 

Mr. ROWELL. The question I want to ask is this: Do the certifi- 
cates show that a man votes at one place for State and county officers 
and at another poe for a member of Congress, or does it state the pre- 
cinct in which he votes? 

Mr. CRISP. The law of South Carolina says that when there are 
more yoting places in a precinct than one, the certificate shall tell the 
poll at which the voter is to cast his vote. If there is but one voting 
place in a precinct, why, of course, it would not be necessary to pro- 
vide that a man living in that precinct should vote at that place, be- 
cause there is no other place for him to vote. But if there are two in 
a precinct, at one of which he may vote, and at the other of which he 
may not vote, you see at once the necessity and propriety of designat- 
ing which is the voting place assigned to him. Now in thiscase there 
was not a request from one of these voters to be transferred by the 
registrar to the new polling place where the law said they would have 
to vote, and without such request the registrar could not make the 
change. You may say that it isa hardship upon them. Not at all. 

The right of suffrage, Mr. Speaker, is not a natural right. It is a 
right that may be limited by the States, a right that has been limited 
by some of the States, and the courts everywhere have approved of all 
provisions of the law which look, not to the prevention of voting, but 
to the protection of the honest voter in his right to vote and the pre- 
vention of illegal votes—which look, in other words, to the purity of the 
ballot. The registrar states that not a single name was on his registry- 
book for the new polling place at Episcopal Church. Under these cir- 
cumstances the board of State canvassers declined to count any votes 
polled there; and your committee believe that in so doing they were 
conforming to the law. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion just here? 

Mr. CRISP. Ihave but a very short time remaining, and I would 
prefer not to be interrupted, as I must hurry on. . 

There are two precincts, Adams Run and Fort Motte, at which this 
stateof facts exists: The election was held and the returns made 
out, put into the box, the box properly sealed up and by one of the 
managers of the election carried to the county town and left in unau- 
thorized hands. The box is there yet, so far as I know. Inthe other 
case the election is regular, so far as we have information, the returns 
were sealed up, the box was taken by one of the managers and put 
in unauthorized hands, and then deposited in some store under the 
counter and has disappeared. Mr. Speaker, all gentlemen understand 
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the importance of protecting the ballot box from being tampered with, 
and the necessity for the rule which prescribes that it shall not go out 
of the possession of the managers, except to some person authorized by 
law to receive it. 

Your committee were of the opinion when they examined into this 
question that there was no design on the part ofeither of these managers 
to violate or to evade the law. Your committee thought that if the 
true result in these two precincts could be ascertained we ought to count 
it. Now, at each of these precincts there were two Federal supervisors, 
a Democrat and a Republican. These two officers had kept a tally of 
the vote that was Kiv tocach candidate, wroteout a certificate of the 
result, and mutually signed it, this at the time of the counting of the 
vote. Now, the Committee on Elections do not believe there was any 
intention on the part of these managers to defraud anybody; they were 
simply uninformed as to what their duties were. The boxes having 
been out of the hands of the legal custodians thereof, where they might 
be tampered with, could not be examined under the law; but as there 
was a representative of each of the two political parties present as supèr- 
visors of the election, and they had kept a tally-sheet of the voters, 
your committee felt that it was right and proper to count these votes, 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that legal evidence? 

Mr. CRISP. Wherever the original returns are lost, mislaid, or in- 
accessible, or wherever the managers of an election permit the ballot- 
box to pass from their hands into that of others not authorized by law 
to receive it, so that the presumption in its favor no longer exists, then 
I think a court would permit secondary evidence, the best evidence 
that was attainable going to show what the vote was. Your commit- 
tee acted upon this idea; they took the best evidence attainable, and it 
was pretty good evidence. It was the evidence of the supervisors, the 
sworn officers who were there in the discharge of their duties, and who 
agreed as to what the vote was. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the com- 
mittee counted these two returns, and they enter into the computation 
that goes to make up the vote of the respective parties in this case. 

Now, perhaps the House, from something that was said the other 
day, was not informed of this. They were told of the loss and de- 
struction of ballot-boxes, but they were not told that in this case the 
evidence failed to show any improper motive on the part of the man- _ 
agers; and the votes were counted from those precincts exactly as con- 
testant claimed they should be counted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Were the managers themselves examined? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know whether they were or not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And this was to the advantage of Mr. Smalls. 

Mr. CRISP. The House understands that the counting of this vote 
was to the advantage of the contestant. He made SF ery that it 
ought to be counted, he had more votes there than Mr. Elliott, and the 
counting of these ballots gives him all that he claims in this 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Whatdo the certificates show that 
are signed by these two supervisors? 

Mr. CRISP. They show the tallies, the number of votes cast for 
each candidate. We took that as evidence, we accepted that as the 
best we could get; and I did not know until the other day that there 
was any man in the House, on the committee, or in the country that 
objected to the course of the committee in this Smalls did not 
object, because we have given him everything in the world he claims 
as to these precincts, 

Mr. Speaker, another point made is, that there was a difficulty about 
registration in this district, and there is evidence in the record tending 
to show that some voters were put to considerable inconvenience in their 
efforts to be regi . That, Mr. Speaker, will occur in any country 
in the world. Under the law of South Carolina, however, there were 
ample remedies for every man who failed to get registration. There 
were ample opportunities afforded every man to get his registration; 
the law of that State sets apart a day in every month when a man can 
register at the county seat. It is made the duty of the registrar to go 
to each district of the county, that an opportunity may be given to 
register. All these things were done, and the registrar himself certi- 
fies, or rather testifies, that he never refused registration to any man 
who asked to be registered. 

If any man is unjustly refused registration he has hisremedy. There 
is a board at the county seat to which he can appeal from the decision 
of the registrar, and by the express terms of the law if a voter is un- 
justly refused registration he can appeal to the court. No effort of that 
sort was made. There is merely complaint that it was hard to regis- 
ter, and there is evidence in the record tending to show that certain 
men were inconvenienced and had to go several times to get registered, 
and then that they did not get registered; but there is nothing toshow 
that there was any intentional wrong or anything to show that any 
yoter, vigilant in his effort to obtain registration or to assert his own 
rights, failed to be registered. There is evidence tending to show that 
about twenty—— 

Mr. ROWELL. Twenty-two. 

Mr. CRISP. I accept the statement of my colleague on the com- 
mittee; twenty-two failed to get registered; their evidence is not clear 
atall. They could not tell whether they applied in 1883, 1884, 1886, 
or what year; they do not allege that the registrar refused them regis- 
tration. They only claim that the crowd was so great that the time 
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elapsed before they could getin. The registrar swears he never refused 
to register any man who applied. 

At the risk of being somewhat tedious and depending upon the kind- 
ness of my colleagues on the committee, I will have to take more than 
an hour to fully go through this case in opening it as I desire to do, 
because I want to cover it all. 

A large part of the report of the minority in this case is taken liter- 
ally from the brief of the contestant. On page 49 of that report you 
will find this language : 

A careful analysis of the testimony cited will show conclusively the rejection 
by the managers of election, all of whom were Democrats, of 277 legally regis- 
tered and qualified voters, without the shadow of cause, excuse, or justification, 

occurred at Sumter precinct, in Sumter County, It is also shown beyond 
a doubt that each of these 277 voters were the party friends of and intended to 
vote for Smalls, the contestant. Having been rejected without legal— 

The statement follows the brief of contestant except in this: The 
brief gives the page of the record containing the evidence relied upon 
to sustain the allegation. The minority report omits this reference, 
and perhaps, Mr. Speaker, it is well it does. The witnesses relied 
upon to sustain this claim of 277 illegally rejected votes do not sustain 
it. Here in the testimony of G. W. Murray: 


Q. Do you know, of your own knowledge, any person or s who having 
or fos’ paving certificates of registration were not allowed a vote? 
. Ido 


Q. State about how many. 

A. About 121, 

Q. To what ponn party did they or the majority of them belong? 

A. Qno bundred and twenty of them belonged to the Republican party, and 
one to the Democratic party. 

Cross-examination: 

Q. You have testified that 121 persons having or not having certificates of reg- 
istration were not allowed to vote at Raftin Creek precinct. State how many 
of those had certificates and how a had none, 

the number that had certificates, but I 
certificates. 


Which of them, and what of their contents? 
1 can not tel] now; could not tell my own unless I had it with me, 
If you can not tell the contents of these certificates, can you tell whether 
were legally or illegally rejected from voting? 

A, As to the contents chiefly I do not remember, but as to the legality of the 
number being refused to vote, some of the refused wero illegal. 

Q. Which of them ? 

A. Ido not remember. I looked at a great many certificates on that day, but 
did not keep an itemized account. 


Now, the minority of the committee do not stop at claiming ‘‘about 
40,”? which this witness testifies to, but they add in their column of 
figures the whole 120 as illegally rejected votes. A man by the name 
of Kean swears as follows: 


Q. Do you know of your own knowledge of a person or persons who had cer- 
tificates of on and were not allowed to vote? 

A. 1 do know of my own knowledge. 

Q. Will you state about the number? 

A. Tean not itively state the exact number, but they were about 60 voters 
had their certificates that were not allowed to vote. 


Cross-examined: 


Q. The 60 rejected voters you have alluded to, did you know the ‘contents of 
all their certificates? 

A. Of severa) of them I did. 

Q. Of bow many did you know? 

A. ] can not now state as to how many. 

Q. If you do not now remember the contents of the 60 registration certificates 
whose were rejected from voting, then you can not tell of your own knowledge 
whether they were legally or illegally rejected, 

A. I can not tell whether they were legally or illegally rejected. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, the minority of the Committee on Elections, 
although the witness upon whom they relied to establish the illegal 
rejection of these 60 voters can not tell whether they were legally or 
illegally rejected, can determine and can say to you that these votes 
were illegally rejected. In the record you will find also the testimony 
ofS. J. Bradley: 

Q. Do you know of any person or persons who, haying certificates, were not 
ver ths to vote? 

o. 


Name them. - 
ral Charles Wallace, Washington McCrea, Mark Thompson, Claiborn Coon 
Nero Allison, Monday, Douglass, Wash Frierson; there are some others that had 
cates and were rej but I can not recollect their names, 
Cross-examined: 
Q. Did you know the contents of the certificates of registration held by the 
various parties named by youabove? 
A. Not all ofthem; some in part. 


Q. part? Ñ 
A. They were rejected from voting because they moved their residence, 


The minority count these 7 votes illegal. You will find also the 
testimony of B. L. Ramsey: 


Q. Do you know of your own knowledge any person or persons who having 
certificates and were not allowed to vote at that poll? 

A. I took the names of about 30 and more that were not allowed to vote, and 
I know there were about 50, more or less, that I did not take their names. 


` Cross-examined: 
2 ro stated you were supervisor of election at Wedgefield precinct? 


was. 
Q. Did you receive instructions from the chief supervisor of elections as to 
your Aeneas 


tio! 


Q. 
N ACCO! 
A. Í did. 

Q got pc include in that report the matter about what you testified here? 
A. I did not. 

Q. 

A. 


Did you make your report to the chief supervisor of elections after the eleo- 
rding to instructions ? 


Snir you not instructed to report all irregularities? 
REC e r P NTEN 
. re 
voters endl chanaed thoes residence, sie side a DONATING AOS 

The witness did not know that these votes were illegally rejected. 
And yet the minority of the Committee on Elections know not merely 
that the thirty whom this witness says he saw were illegally rejected, 
but also that the whole eighty were illegally rejected, and they so re- 
port to the House. Mr. Speaker, if a contest is to be determined in 
this House upon a statement Jike that, predicated upon such evidence 
as I have quoted, then indeed is that ‘‘judgment’’ which we are con- 
stitutionally empowered to pass in an election contest a mockery and 
asham, Two hundred and seventy-seven votes claimed to have been 
illegally rejected and the evidence dves not show the rejection of a sin- 
gle one in such a way that a court of justice would find that the voter 
was illegally rejected. - 

Now, Mr. “peaker, there is another precinct to which I wish to call 
attention, Gadsden. It appears from the evidence that no legal man- 
agers were there. It appears from the evidence that no return of any 
votes was made to the county canvassing buard. It appears from the 
evidence that there was no regular ballot-box at that precinct. It ap- 
pears from the evidence that the first k own by the board of county 
canvassers of any all election having taken place there was the 
time of the service of the notice of contest. It appears from the evi- 
dence that at about 10 o'clock on the day of the election, or later, 
there being no managers p esent, thre; unauthorized persons opened 
apolthere. They k pt no tally-sheet; they took no oath; they made 
no return, When the voting was over they sealed the box, aid one of 
them took it and delivered it to the county chairman of the Republican, 
executive committee. They did not ten“er it to the county canvassers; 
they did not tender it to the State canvassers; but they turned it over 
to the chairman of the Republican campaign committee. He kept it. 

A MEMBER. How did he keep it? 

Mr. CRISP. I guess he kept it right; ye know how disinterested ` 
the chairman of a campaign committee is likely to be. 

Now, the evidence as to what vote was polled there is the evidence 
ofone man, He said he kept an acconnt of the number of voters, not 
a list of the names, not a tally-list, nota return; bnt he claims to know 
how many voted and who they voted for. He says there were 451 votes 
cast, all for Smalls. 

Now, the contestant when he came to make up his case before the 
Committee on Elections distinctly abandoned all claim for the count- 
ing of this precinct. You understand the law says that when the plead- 
ings are made up and the evidence is in, the contestant shall file a brief 
of the points upon which he relies—the legal points and the questions 
of fact. Now, when the contestant came to make up his brief —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. sah tid Missouri). The time of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has expired. 

Mr. MAISH. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man be extended as long as he may require. 

Mr. CRISP. I will try, Mr. Speaker, to extend the same courtesy to 
the other side. I find it requires longer than I thought it would to go 
over the evidence in this case. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
MAIsH] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] be extended so as to allow him to conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRISP. I thank the House for its courtesy. 

When the contestant came to make up his brief he distinctly an- 
nounced: 

I do not claim that Gadsden precinct should be counted for me; I concede that 
the election held at that place was improper and illegal, 

And the first intimation that the majority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions had that the contestant or the members of the minority of the 
committee made any contention in favor of the counting of Gadsden 
was when the minority report was printed and we received it from the 
document-room. The able counsel in the case states in his brief: 

While slight deviation as to time is not material, yet when more than one- 
third of the time allowed for voting by and no poll is oprea the devia- 
tion becomes serious, and will be presumed to have affected the result, so that 
the vote can not be ascertained with any degree of certainty, and contestant 
abandons his demand for counting in his favor the vote polled at Gadsden. 

Mr. ROWELL. He said, because there was an hour before the polls 
were opened, he conceded that that simply unseated Mr. Elliott, but 
if taken alone it would not seat Mr. Smalls, 

Mr. CRISP. He distinctly says—I presume the gentleman will not 
question this—that he does not ask that this precinct shall be counted, 

Mr. ROWELL. You recollect in committee he was immediately dif- 
fered from when he stated that as to the law. 

Mr. CRISP. I donot knowaboutthat. Iam talking about the case 
as made. And, Mr. Speaker, to any fair-minded man, to any man who 
believes that the purpose and object and aim of the House of Kepre- 
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sentatives in deciding an election case should be an honest search after 
the truth, to any man who believes this to be the rale it is not extraor- 
dinary that the contestant, anxicus as he was, to occupy @ seat on this 
floor, should have said, ‘‘I do not ask you to count Gadsden precinct 
for me.” 

Mark you, no authorized or sworn managers, no returns, no ballots 
returned, no notice to the county canvassing board —— 


Mr. LAIDLAW. Was it a legal polling place? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Why were not managers sent there? 

Mr. CRISP. Managers were appointed, but did not serve. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Why did they not serve? 

Mr. CRISP. That is a question the gentleman must determine for 
himself. * I am dealing with the proven facts. And then we have the 
delivery of this box to the Republican campaign chairman; and it 
never got into the hands of the officers authorized by law to conduct 
. and hold elections in South Carolina. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, think of it; is there a State in this Union where 
ballots cast and returned in that way would be counted fora can- 
didate by any court? Recognizing this, the contestant and his able 
counsel abandoned this precinct; but the minority of the Committee 
on Elections ask you to do what neither the party himself nor his coun- 
sel would ask you to do; they ask you to count this vote for Smalls 
and add it to that given to him by the county and State canvassers, I 
assume, sir, that you will not do any such thing. 

Some gentlemen suggest that it is in the power of the House to do 
this. Why, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen mean by that that the House 
bas the arbitrary power to do it, I agree to the proposition; but if they 
mean that under any rule or system of laws in any State of this Union 
that kind of a return can be counted, then I deny it, I say that this 
House bas as much moral right to make a return for itself from a 
county as it has to count « return such as this is, according to the evi- 
dence in the record. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have about covered the points made by the con- 
testant in the case except as to one precinct. I desire to consider that 
with others to avoid repetition. 

It isclaimed by the minority that the Seventh district of South Caro- 
lina was sealed and set apart to the colored people, meaning thereby, 
I suppose, a colored man must necessarily vote for a colored man, 
meaning thereby that wherever there is a majority of colored people 
in any district a white man can not lawfully be elected therein. If they 
do not mean that, then I am unable to determine what they do mean. 

Then they say that Smalls was nominated and elected by the major- 
ity of the people; that the claim of the contestee that there was great 
dissatisfaction among the colored people as to the nomination of Smalls, 
that there was great dissatisfaction among the colored people at being 
called upon to vote for a man of the character of Smalls, amounts to 
nothing, as this is a negro district and must send a negro to represent it 
in Congress. That isa fair statementof theirclaim. Let us appeal to 
the record and see how it sustains them. 

Perhaps right here I ought to say to the House that the Forty-ninth 
Congress passed an act which provided for the printing of testimony in 
contested-election cases. By the terms of that act it was made the duty 
of the Clerk of the House to determine what should be printed and 
what should not be printed, casting upon him to some extent at least 
the duty that had theretofore been confided to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, of deciding what was and what was not evidence in the case, 

This new law in many respects works well, and in some it works 
badly. ‘The practical effect of itis neither party objects to the printing 
of anything, and therefore everything that comes up goes into the rec- 
ord. But that does not make it part of the evidence in the case. 
Whenever a paper is tendered to a justice of the peace who is taking tes- 
timony in a contested-election case, and itis objected to by the counsel 
on the other side, it is the duty of the justice tosend the paper up with 
the evidence. Under the new law when it comes up it is printed 
without a determination by anybody that the paper is or is not legal 
evidence in the case. 

I propose now to say something as to such illegal evidence in this 
ease. The minority of the committee, my good friends, gentlemen for 
whom I have high respect, have pursued a somewhat singular course 
in preparing their report. They begin by quoting a newspaper editorial. 
If any gentleman, lawyer or layman, is aware of any law by which an 
article in a newspaper, expressing the opinion of the editor thereof on 
a particular election case, is to be considered as evidence, this would 
be proper; but is there any such rule? 

Gentlemen may on the floor of the House read an article from a news- 
paper. They may read what the editor says. The editor doubtless is 
a good man, but he is not a witness, he is not sworn in the case, and 
under no rule of law or evidence can his opinion, given in such manner, 
be so considered. The minority undertake to aid our associates on the 
floor to reach a fair and unbiased judgment by beginning with an ed- 
itorial whieh arraigns the Democratic party of the State of South Car- 
olina. In that way they broach a question of this importance. The 
majority of your committee, Mr. Speaker, have done nothing of that 


sort, We have sought to try this case on the evidence, and on the evi- 
dence alone. 


Let us see what itis. In the first place Smalls, the contestant, was 
once a State senator in South Carolina. When he was State senator 
he was chairman of the senate committee on printing. When he was 
so senator and so chairman of the committee on printing he was paid 
$5,000 to procure a favorable report on and the passage of a resolution 
providing for the payment of an account for printing against the State, 
He was indicted for that conduct; he was tried by a court of compe- ` 
tent jurisdiction; a jury of the vicinage, half white and half black, passed 
upon his case. We have got here the evidence that went before that 
jury. The judge, I am told, was a Republican. The majority of the 
jury were Republicans, That jury found Smalls guilty. The testi- 
mony of Mr. Roan, who was, or had been, sheriff of that county, is in 
the record as to the complexion and politics of this jury: 


Q. ao you know the jurors in the case of “The State vs. Robert Smalls?” 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know their politics at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. will you state who the jurors were? 

A. Yes. W. O. McG r, a merchant of Columbia, S. C., a white man and a 
Democrat; John J. Fields was a juror, a white man, and his politics were doubt- 
ful; Willis Joiner, colored, was a Republican and a very active politician; J. 
W. Adkins, white, and he was a Democrat, I think; Edward Pollard, white, was 
a conservative, and took no active part in politics; Joe Taylor, colored, was a 
Republican at that time; Simon Jenkins, colored, he was a Republican, very 


active, in fact a rip-snorter; he was a member of the board of county commis- 
sioners in radical times; Thomas J. Gibson, white, never took an ve part in 
lities; I believe him to have been a Democrat; Vince Thompson, colored, 
publican; Robert Goodwyn, colored, Republican; William T. , white, 


Democrat; Paul Sims, colored, Republican, very active in polities, I think he 
was chairman of the Hopkins Turn-Out Republican Club. None of the white 
men on the jury took any active part in politics, or ever did, and do not now. 


No charge can be made against the verdict of this jury on the idea 
that the jurors were prejudiced or biased against Smalls through parti- 
san or other feelings or influences. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. CRISP. Not now. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Did the governor of the State grant Smalls, with- 
out his request, an unconditional pardon? 

Mr. CRISP. I am coming to that, if the gentleman will be patient, 
A number of convicted men have been pardoned without their re- 
quest. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. But does the 
pardon without a request? 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will only be patient I will come to 
that branch of the subject. The gentleman seems to think thata man 
may be the greatest thief on the face of the earth, but simply because 
the executive of a State happens to give him an unconditional pardon 
it restores him to all his former status as a man of honor. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Particularly if he did not ask it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question of partisan 
 eaeeene in this case, because the jury was one- whites and one- 

If blacks, and the colored men were active Republican politicians, 
But I produce the evidence that went before the jury, and appeal to 
you to take the evidence and come to a conclusion other than that 
Smalls was guilty if you can. 

Here is the evidence: 

Josephus Woodruff was then sworn for the State. 

He testified that he had been clerk of the senate of the State of South Carolina 
from 1868 to this time; that he was a member of the Republican Printing Com- 

ny, and that company did the public printing; that with his partner, A. O, 

ones, he was deeply interested in the of the joint resolution to make 


passage 
aporoprin ion for expenseof printing ordered by the General Assembly during 
e regular sessions of 187071 and 1871-72. 
Jones and witness made an agreement that Jones should consult the mem- 
bers of the house and ask them to support the measure, while witness should 
consult the senators. — 


The following check was then handed to witness: 
“584. No.17. COLUMBIA, 8. O., January 19, 1873. 


“South Carolina Bank and Trust Com of Colum pay to cash or 
bearer, five thousand dollars, RER ses 
“ $5,000. J. WOODRUFF.” 


Witness said he gave this check to the defendant, who was then chairman of 
the committee on printing,and it was given in accordance with the promise 
which witness had made to the defendant that if the joint resolution passed he 
would give the defendant $5,000. 

The promise was made in witness's office in the state-house. The check was 
paid atthe bank. Witness obtained it from the bank after its payment. The 
check was returned to the witness as the drawer of it at the end of the month, 
together with all the checks drawn during the month, as was then the custom 
of the bank. Witness gave this check to Smalls after the passage of the joint 
resolution. Can not remember the exact date without reference to his memo- 
randum book. 

O 
r 


governor of a State usually grant a 


Witness duced the memorandum book, written in phonographic charac- 
ters, and reference thereto, testified that he gave the check to the defend- 
ant on the 16th day of January, 1873. The check was dated a day or two ahead, 
Witness drew the check the 16th. It is dated the 19th. The 19th was Sunday. 
It isentered in the diary that witness gave defendant a check on that day for 
$5,000. Gave several other checks the same day—one to Ransier for $500, one to 
Holcombe for $250, one to Hollingshead for $100, one to Johnston for $500. 

Witness paid the check to Smalls for his aid in securing the desired joint reso- 
lution. The defendant voted for it. His services were general through the 
whole passage of the joint resolution, Smalls was the irman of the com- 
mittee on printing. Witness expectedafavorable report, The joint resolution 
wet through the senate withouta report, though it wasreported on in the house. 

The defendant's services lasted until the close of the session. The ent 
was made in January, 1873, subsequent to the of the resolution. Jan- 
uary 19th was Sunday; the dating of the check that day was a clerical error on 
witness’s part. Witness did not have funds in the bank on the L but he 
knew he would have them onthe 19th; witness therefore dated the chi ahead 
three days, and the 19th fell on Sunday, = 
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Witness has been clerk of the senate from 1868 to the present time. He iden- 
tified the printed journal of the senate for the regular session of 1872-"73 as being 
a copy of the official journal of the said senate. Printed copies of entries of 
the journal are each day placed upon the desks of the members; are corrected 
ai i sanhas and are printed. There is no permanent journal except the 

nted journal. 

Witness was also public printer while clerk of the senate. The defendant 
voted for the joint resolution. 

The defendant waived cross-examination of the witness. 


Mr. DAVIS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. Not now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to know what was the date of the alleged of- 
fense; and is it not true that since then he has been several times 
elected to Congress? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh! if the gentleman will only contain himself I will 
present the whole question so that the House may be able to determine 
for itself. The gentleman seems to assume that a man’s offense is 
wiped out by the lapse of time. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘That is not the point; but is it not a fact that he has 
been repeatedly in Congress since? 

Mr. CRISP. Iam coming to that. 

Woodruff testifies that he gave Smails a check for $5,000, when 
Smalls was chairman of the committee on printing of the senate, for 
getiing a bill passed to pay his claim. The teller of the bank, L. N. 
Zealy, was then sworn and examined in behalf of the State. } 

He testified that he was assistant book-keeper for the South Carolina Bank 


and Trust Company in 1873. 
Shown books, which he identified as books of the South Carolina Bank and 


The witness, on Seg Se, to the book, testified that the check was charged to 
Josephus Woodruffon the 18th day of January, 1873; amount, $5,000. The same 


“i 5842" 

Page 584 is the on the ledger which contains Josephus Woodruff’s ac- 
count with the bank. These figures were placed on the check witness, 
Witness turned to 584 of ledger. Besides the check of $5,000, there were 
two other checks paid on same day, one for $300 and one for $50. 

Mr. Melton objected, the court overruled the objection, and Mr. Melton ex- 


cepted. 

Witness identified the checks, and said that they had on their backs the pages 
of the ledger in which they were entered. 

Witness said it was the habit of the bank to require a deposit-slip from cus- 
tomers when a deposit was made. Witness produced a deposit-slip which he 
stated had been procured by him from the bank papers, which are now keptin 
a box at the state-house. 

The deposit-slip is in the handwriting of I.S. Jacobs, who was cashier of the 
South Carolina Bank and Trust Company at that time.’ Jacobs has been out of 
the State since 1873, Z 

The attorney-general desired witness to read the deposit-slip. Mr. Melton ob- 
jected to its beingread or received in evidence. After argument the court over- 
ruled the objection, and the defendant ted. 

The said deposit-slip was then read, as follows, and shown to the jury: . 

S. C. BANK AND TRUST COMPANY, Columbia, S. C., January 18, 1873. 

Deposited by Hon. Robert Smalls: 
BANE Binh DAE E E A E 
Currency 
Check, 


The“ W.” after the word “ check” is in pencil, and in handwriting of Jacobs, 
and was put there to indicate the person to whom it was charged. 

Witness said the check is dated the 19th, and the deposit is entered the 18th of 
January,and from that ticket witness made the entry in the books, The 18th 
was Saturday. The Sth of February the defendant checked out the $5,000 from 
the bank, Could not have been drawn by any one else. The bank would not 
have honored the check of any other person. There was no other check of $5,000 
deposited that day by any one. 

‘The defendant waived cross-examining the witness. 

The State then closed. 

Smalls did not make any explanation. He plead not guilty, but he 
did not undertake to explain the transaction. Certainly, had he been 
guiltless, this he could have done. How did Woodruff happen to give 
him a check for $5,000? How did he happen to deposit that check in 
the bank and draw out the money on it? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Have you a copy of the check? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Read it, 

Mr. CRISP. I say, how did it happen that he checked the money 
oat? Why, there is no pretense anywhere—exceptin the minds of gen- 
tlemen who assume that a man, because he is of their political com- 
plexion, must be good—there is no pretense anywhere but that Smalls 
got this mouey for that service. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman, if all he says is true, 
and if Smalls, was rightfully convicted of the offense, inasmuch as he 
has been pardoned and restored to citizenship, is that any reason why 
his scat should be denied him if he has a majority of the votes cast? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, well, the question of my good friend from Maine 
indicates very plainly either that he has not heard the line of my ar- 
gument or that I have been most unfortunate in expressing myself. I 
stated that the contestee alleged that Smalls had been convicted of this 
offense, and that such conviction operated to his hurt with the colored 


people. 
Mr BUCHANAN, And they elected him afterwards. 
Mr. CRISP. I am now proceeding to establish first the guilt of 


Smalls, and when I get through with that, then I propose to establish 
the other proposition. I do not propose to assume, as some gentlemen 
do on that side—— 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the other proposition ? 

Mr. CRISP. That the conviction injured him with the colored peo- 
ple there. = 

Mr. DALZELL. Suppose it did, what relevancy has that to the 
pending question whether he got so many votes, or so many votes? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman is—I will not say the gentleman is— 
but I suppose he is, like the rest of his side, ready to assume, as I said 
before, simply because there is a colored man whois a candidate, that 
notwithstanding his bad character he must necessarily get the votes of 
alltheother colored men. I propose to show you that among the colored 
people there were many good men who rebelled against being dictated 
to by anybody and being required to vote for 1 man who had been con- 
victed of a high crime under a legislative trust. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, Iassume nothing 
of the kind. Iassume that the tleman’s argument ought to 
ceed, as it has proceeded up to this time, upon the fairest and baldest 
of technicalities, and applying that rule, I ask what relevancy thereis 
in this question to the ght of the contestant to his seat? j 

Mr. CRISP. Ifthe gentleman understands his interruptions to be 
in the courtesy of debate, he and I differ much in that regard. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to know the relevancy of the argu- 
ment, that is all. 

Mr. CRISP. When the gentleman asks me a question right in the 
middle of a sentence, no matter how impatient he is for an answer, he 
must be content to wait until I at least complete the sentence; and if 
the object of his interruption is merely to express his opinion as to the 
merta of my argument, then I must beg leave to decline to yield to him 
at all. 

My proposition is that the evidence shows Smalls tobe guilty. Idonot 
think there can he any question aboutthat. Now,for the benefit of these 
gentlemen who are so ready to rally to the defense of Smalls, who are, 
Mr. Speaker, by implication, at least, condemning the colored men in 
South Carolina who failed to vote for Smalls, I will call attention to 
some of the reasons given by respectable citizens of South Carolina— 
white men and colored men, Democrats and Republicans—why they 
did not vote for Robert Smalls. Our friends on the other side start 
with a theory and then they want to make the evidence square with 
their theory. Now, I will say to them, that as honest searchers after 
the truth, the best plan to pursue is to consider the evidence carefully 
and accept a conclusion in accordance with the evidence. Ifyou would 
try that once, you would find that you would arrive at a more satis- 
factory conclusion to your own conscience—perhaps not alwaysto your 
party. 

Now, here is a case where the point is directly made that Smalls’s 
guilt affected his popularity in the district; where the point is made 
that the evidence establishes the fact that any predilection that might 
have existed in the minds of many of the colored voters in that district 
in favor of Smalls on account of his color, is overcome by his course in 
Congress, by his conviction of bribery, and by the lawless methods 
adopted by him and his followers to overawe and browbeat the plain, 
common colored voters of the district. I do not know what evidence 
gentlemen on the other side will listen to. They seem to be, some of 
them at least, ‘‘joined to their idols.’ No amount of testimony, no 
matter how respectable the source, seems to make any impression upon 
them or to disturb their preconceived ideas. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You are prejudging us, are you not? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not include all of you. Just now I heard a side 
remark from that side. Some one said, ‘‘He was pardoned. Does not 
that dispose of it all?” 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. We think that is irrelevant, 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps you do. Itis true a man who ispardoned can 
neither be tried again nor sent to the penitentiary; but I submit to 
honorable gentlemen that the fact that a man has been convicted of a 
penitentiary offense which involves moral turpitude is a circumstance 
that might affect his standing in the confidence and esteem of his fel- 
low-citizens. That may be a shocking statement to you, but I believe 
it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROUT. What was the date of his conviction? 

Mr. CRISP. Look at the record; you can see. Smalls was par- 
doned. Ido not know, nor is it material, whether he applied for a par- 
don or not. Ido know that in very many cases men are pardoned 
whose guilt is not doubted. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Without their own request? 

Mr. CRISP. There is nothing in that; nothing whatever. If I in- 
tended to go out into the realms of imagination and supposition, I 
might say that the governor who pardoned him recognized him as hav- 
ing been prior to that a leading man among his people. He was a 
bold, aggressive man, and he might have thought that it would bring 
an era of feeling to on Smalls. This is mere ae Leaps 
The fact is that he pardoned him, but the fact must remain that in the 
minds of honorable and estimable men, no pardon could wipe from him 
the stain that is fixed by that verdict. Now, gentlemen—— 


Mr.CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


> 


1889. 


Mr. CRISP. Excuse me, please. Gentlemen say that after that he 
was commissioned to a high office by the Government. I suppose that 
somebody will refer to that, as they have a copy of the commission 
copied into the record; and this commission goes on like all such pa- 
pers do— 
Whereas, reposing special confidence and trust in you, you are hereby com- 
missioned to the great office, ete., of captain of militia, 
Un- 


Now, it seems to me, that it is very plain how that hap 
der the law of South Carolina (I guess it is so in most of the States) a 
militia company can organize and elect their own officers. The elec- 
tion return is sent to the governor and he performs the perfunctory 
duty of sending out the commission, signing a blank which amounts to 
nothing more than that the individual has been elected by the lawful 
authority to fill that office. So much for that. . 

Well, now, gentlemen say that Smalls has been elected to Congress 
since his conviction. That is true. 

But I will tell you what I claim, and I aver that the evidence in 
this case sustains. I claim that there has been a growing opposi- 
tion to Smalls among his own people, in his own district, from the 
day he first came to Congress until now. If I were to go out of the 
record I might say that it culminated in his retiring from Congress, 
and not being renominated. There has been a growing opposition to 
him. ‘These witnesses tell you why. Here is a witness by the name 
of Sawtelle. He comes from Maine, I do not count that anything 
against him. [Laughter.] He seems to be an honorable gentleman. 
There is nothing in the record that reflects upon him in any way, but 
the minority in their report assail him, as they do every witness whose 
testimony is not consistent with the theory with which they started 
into this case. They endeavor to brush a witness out of the way 
whenever they find that his evidence does not comport with their ideas 
of what the situation is down there. 7 

Now, you know, Mr. Speaker, that is a very convenient way of dis- 
posing of a witness. When his testimony does not suit you or is not 
consistent with your ideas of what the case is you say he is a perjurer. 
This gentleman, Mr. Sawtelle, was the superintendent of the Beulo 
phosphate mine, He was born in the State of Maine and he has been 
eight years and six months in the State of South Carolina, Heisa 
Republican in politics; he never yoted a Democratic ticket in his life. 
His evidence is in the record. He says that he works from three hun- 
dred to five hundred hands; that at every election prior to this one 
those men were anxious to go and vote, and did so, all except a few, 
but that at this election, of the whole number, from three hundred to 
five hundred, only three, four, or five men went to vote. And he tells 
you the reason why they did not go. He says they were dissatisfied 
with Smalls; they did not want Smalls; they were not satisfied with 
the way he was nominated. Many of them thought that he was not a 
fit man to represent them, 

Now my friends on the other side, you assume to be the natural 

of the colored man, but I do hope, in the name of justice 
and truth, that you will not try to teach him that he has no right 
to bolt a nomination when a man is nominated who has been con- 
victed of accepting a bribe in the Legislature. I hope you will not in- 
culcate that kind of an idea and seek to impress it upon the colored 
man. So far as I am concerned, it seems to me that those persons of 
that race, who, by reason of more general information than others pos- 
sess, or by reason of any other circumstance, come to believe that such 
a man ought not to be supported, should be encouraged in that course. 
In encouraging them in that way, gentlemen, you are doing nothing to 
the real injury of your party. We should all try to encourage good 
morals and decency, and I protest against the idea that a colored man 
is untrue to his party or his race because he chooses to believe that a 
convict is not a proper person to send to Congress, 

Mr. WEBER, Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will if it is right on this point. 

Mr. WEBER. Itis right on this point. Was Mr. Smalls the can- 
didate of the Republican party in 1888? 

Mr. CRISP. No, sir. í 
$ kai WEBER. A Democrat was elected from that district in 1888, 

ieve. 

Mr. CRISP. In this last election, yes. There was a Republican 

candidate, but it was not Smalls. 

Mr. WEBER. Was the Republican candidate in this last election 
also a man who had been convicted of crime ? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not know, sir. Iam endeavoring to try this case 
now. 

Mr. WEBER. But you were trying to account for Smalls’s alleged 
unpopularity by showing that he had been convicted of an offense. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam telling what this witness says. Iam nota wit- 
ness, and my friend from New York [Mr. WEBER] is not a witness. 
Here is a man from Maine who is testifying. Now, certainly a man 
from Maine ought to be orthodox. [Laughter.] Maine has furnished 
a great many distinguished men to the Republican party. Our first 
‘Republican Vice-President came from Maine; a recent Republican can- 
didate for the Presidency came from Maine. Maine has furnished a 
Speaker of this House, and it is not impossible may furnish the next 
Speaker of this House—I do not know. [Laughter.] At all events, 
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Mr. Speaker, it is nothing against this man that he comes from Maine, 
And he tells you that whereas at former elections the great body of 
his three hundred or five hundred hands were anxious to go to the 


polls and did go, only a very few of them voted at this election. And 
the reason he givesis because, first, they were dissatisfied with the man- 
ner of Smalls’s nomination; secondly, that many of them were dissat- 
isfied with Smalls’s character. 

Now, here is Thompson; he is a colored man who has been a leader 
of the Republicans since reconstruction. He was inspector of customs 
under the Republican collector and was turned out by his Democratic 
successor; he was county chairman in 1872; a memberof the executive 
committee from 1872 to 1880; he was county chairman in this very 
election. He tells you he did not support Smalls because he was dis- 
satisfied with the manner of his nomination; because Smalls was op- 
posed to paying the freedmen the amount out of which they had been 
swindled by the failure of the Freedman’s Bank; and because of his 
conviction for accepting a bribe. This man tells you that he is a rep- 
resentative Republican; and he says that many others took the same 
course that he did. I can not read all his testimony. 

C. B. Smalls, another colored man, says: 


The cause of the people being so much nst General Smalls at that meet- 
ing was that a meeting prior to that one R. C. Browne, who was supporting W, 
J. Bowen, also a candidate for Congress, against General Smalls, called him, 
Smalls, a bribe-tuker and convict felon. 

8. Was Smalls present when R. C. Browne charged him with being a 
bribe-taker and convict felon? 


A. He was, 
Q. 9. What did he say? 


A, Smalls said, “ By God, I have nothing more to live for; hear what he says. 
I will kill him, and if I don’t do it here, I will if he goes down on that train to- 


my tat Didhe d the charge? 

A. He did Rok yai 

J. C. Mardenborough testifies. He is also a colored man, a grad- 
uate of Howard University, alawyer; he was postmaster at Port Royal 
during Hayes’s administration, and a most intelligent man. He tes- 
tifies on page 605 as follows: 


use they believed him unfit for Tonn anA toas 
ngress ear of a 
h he has made or a single thing he has done for the porn ech ree 

con’ on 


in canvassin; 
speech, and did not even say that he was a candidate for office. Some, while 
they aided him in the canvass on election day, were entirely indifferent as to 
Smalls’s election, and did nothing for him. 


Now, there is a great deal more evidence of that sort. These men 
not only give you their opinion, but, like the man from Maine, they 
give you the substantive that whereas in prior elections the col- 
ored people generally have gone to the polls to vote for Republican can- 
didates, at this election the majority of them staid at home. With 
such evidence as that, what becomes of the ‘‘colored majority’? of 
which my friend speaks? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, thanking thé House for its indulgence thus far, 
I will refer to the last point inthecase. Ihavealready taken so much 
time that I feel some embarrassment in trespassing further upon the 
patience of the House. Mr. Speaker, this isa very voluminous record, 
and with the indulgence of the House I will proceed to the discussion 
of the last feature of the case; and that is the point made by the con- 
testee against the contestant, the intimidation of colored voters of that 
district who desired to vote the Democratic ticket by the colored Re- 
publican politicians of the district. 

I am aware of the fact that there are many people throughout this 
country, people unacquainted with the character of the colored men, 
who assume that they must always stand closely together in favor of 
the Republican party, 

Now, I think I know something about them. Iam perfectly free to 
say that the colored men who are active politicians are generally Re- 
publicans. But I will also say what may astonish many gentlemen 
on the other side of the House; that is, that the great mass of the col- 
ored people are not politicians. The great body of them, in fact, care 
nothing about politics, nothing whatever. When the right of suffrage 
was a new thing, of course there was a general desire on the part of the 
people of the colored race to exercise it. Now occasionally, when their 
passions or prejudices are aroused, they may be induced to come out to 
the polls to vote. 

There is always an active body of politicians amongst them, but I 
say, Mr. Speaker, that the great mass of the colored people are not 
politicians in the sense that they keep up with the events iring 
in the country and come out at all elections and go to the polls for the 
purpose of voting. I can not go into the evidence as fully as I would 
like on this point without taking up another hour of the time of the 
House, and that I have promised not to do. 

There have been a great many wrongful and violent acts committed 
by the Republican party in the State of South Carolina. I do not 
c them all with the responsibility, but I do say, and the records of 
this House will demonstrate the truth of what Isay, that when the Re- 
publicans had the ascendency in the Legislature and in the State, that 
amongst the office-holders were found some of the most unmitigated 
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scoundrels ever foisted upon a noble and defenseless people. Their 
character and acts were not approved by the great masses of the Re- 
publican party. The people became restless and dissatisfied, taxation 
was high, discontent spread, and many of the colored people co-oper- 
ated with the whites to get rid of the motley crew who were devastat- 
ing the State. 

Colored Democratic clubs were organized. That is a fact which it 

seems hard for some gentlemen to understand, and yet it is an undis- 
puted fact that in this very district there were two colored Democratic 
clubs organized to vote for Elliott. Certain leading Republican poli- 
ticians of that district thought, as our friends here seem to think, that the 
colored people politically were owned by the Republican party, and 
while they were granted freedom of body, freedom as to property, free- 
dom in the pursuit of happiness, yet when it came to voting they must 
vote with the Republican party. Those leaders in that district who so 
believed began a system of intimidation against the colored people who 
sought to exercise their right to vote as they pleased. I could read 
for hours the testimony of witnesses who establish this fact. I call 
your attention to the testimony of Mardenborough in the record. He 
was an intelligent man; he was born in New York City, had been edu- 
cated at Howard University, went down to South Carolina, was post- 
master at Port Royal under the Hayes administration. He was an in- 
telligent and educated man. You will find three pages of his testimony 
which go into detailand give the reasons why he did not support Smalls 
and the reason why others of his race did not support Smalls. 
+ Are you, gentlemen, going to assume that a colored man like that 
is not honest when he says he and other colored men voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket and gives the reason why; when he tells you the reason 
why he voted, and that many others would have voted the Democratic 
ticket but for fear of being whipped by other colored people? 

There is no particle of evidence, or claim even, that any white man 
has attempted to intimidate or overawe any colored men in this dis- 
trict. There is no pretense any white Republican has done it. Itisa 
case between colored Republicans and colored Democrats. The colored 
Republicans are in the majority and they overawe the minority, and 
in that way keep practically the colored people from voting as they 
want to vote. 

Here is the testimony. Icannotreaditall. Many of the witnesses 
testify that the colored Republican leaders threatened in public speeches 
to drive from the island any colored men who voted the Democratic 
ticket. They invoked at the hands of the wives of colored Democrats 
such action as would result in driving them from their bed and board. 
They threatened them with expulsion from their churches. They 
threatened them with the treatment which Dr. White had received at 
the previous election. 

I will show you how Dr. White was treated. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Was he a Republican? 

Mr. CRISP. No. 

Here is his testimony: 

He is fifty-one years of age ; attorney at law, trial justice; resides at Beaufort; 
in 1584 he was one of the managers of the7ederal poll at Beaufort. When about 
to leave the polling place with the other managers after having canvassed the 
vote, was met by an infurated mob of colored ees, who violently assaulted 
him and threw him to the dby kicksand blows, Hegotupand attempied 
to run up the steps of the building, pursued by the mob, who were erying out 
“Kili the damn ocrat;™ finding the door locked, he ran down another fight 
of steps and a paoe to Moses Frazier, constable, for protection, Frazier took 
him by the collar and got him into a lower room, followed by the crowd, threat- 
ening to kill him, Frazier had to bar the entrance by locking the door and 
standing at it to prevent the mob from getting in. The crowd then tried to get 
in at the windows. Witness’s son and others finally came to his relief and he 
was taken home terribly bruised and beaten; the end of the bone of his left arm 
was broken, his face lacerated and bleeding, streaming from one side of 
his face down on his shoulder, and with a cut over his left eye. His wounds 
were Lee age 4 a physician, and he carried his arm ina sling several weeks 
afterwards. e assaulting party was composed of men and women, the women 
armed with sticks of sugar-cane, and some of the men with sticks, Eleven per- 
sons were indicted and one of the parties put on trial, but there was a mistrial, 
the jury being mostly Republicans, and Republican leaders espousing the 
cause of the accused. Among'the witnesses forthe defense were the contestant, 
anila Washington, and T. J. dles, Republican State senator and represent- 
ative, 

There is testimony as to the feeling of colored Republicans in that 
county in regard to any colored man who expressed an intention to 
vote the Democratic ticket. 

Here is the testimony of Chance Green. But the contestant claims 
that he is not to be believed. The minority of the committee have 
taken five or six of the pages out of contestant’s brief įword fur word, 
assailing this witness. In some matters this witness is discredited, in 
others he is sustained. Now, I shall eliminate him altogether from 
the case, I do not care to defend him, and I will leave him out of the 
case entirely and will not consider his testimony, and still I will ask 
you to decide this case in favor of the contestee on the testimony we 
shall submit. 

Here is the testimony of Emanuel Haynes, who was threatened with 
a beating by some of the colored people because he testified in this 
case: ; 

Before election the colored Democrats on Ladies’ Island were treated shame- 
fully by the Republicans. They were abused in 
tobe killed out because they were Democrats. 
killed three or four times by Larry Green, cousin of Samuel Green, who fired 
off his pistol four times in witness’s presence, and other times at use re- 
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peatedly, Atthe ee the Democrats were told not to let 6 o'clock catch them 
there; and Larry Green fired off his pistol and said, “ Look out, Democrats.” 

Some Democrats have had to leave the island, and witness is constantly ex- 
pecting trouble, and believes he will have to leave the island. 

Witness gives the names of nine men, all colored, who promised to vote for 
contestee, but would not on account of threats. If the people had their free 
will contestee would have carried the poll. 

All but five or six Democrats left the polls as soon as they voted. 


Here is what Aaron Alston says: 


Resided on Ladies’ Island, Was a member of the Ladies’ Island Democratic 
club, and was at the mass meeting at Beaufort, Describes pelting of the club 
with brickbats. During the campaign witness's life was threatened because he 
was a Democrat. He had ch of a Sabbath school, and was told that “ No 
Democratic nigger shall teach our children.” ‘The school was broken Pron 
this account. They threatened to kick the Democrats out of the church, ere 
was a club of women organized to prevent Democrats from voting. And Sam- 
uel Green and other leaders told the women not to let the Democrats come in 
their houses. On election day James Green, brother of Samuel Green, tried to 
makea fuss witha Democrat named Devereaux, and witness bad to drive Dever- 
eaux off in his buggy to prevent a row. They meta large crowd of women on 
the road at Samuel Green’s house, armed with canes and sticks. Witness’s 
horse was caught by the bridle and jerked about because he was driving a 
Democrat, Democrats were threatened during the day. Many men who prom- 
ised to vote the Democratic ticket were afraid to do so on account of threats, 
particularly of Samuel Green. 


Here is the testimony of Robert Houston: 


Lives on Ladies’ Island. Describes the disturbance of the meeting at Beau- 
fort. Contestant and other Republican leaders said in their speeches that any 
man bicep. Yor contestee would have to leave Ladies’ Island, Samuel Green 
told me I should not stay in the church. On election day there were a great 
many women on the road with sticks, threatening to mob the Democrats, Con- 
testant told them in his speech to turn witness out of the church if he voted the 
Democratic ticket, Witness has been threatened with death, and had to stop 
digging phosphate rock because it nh es him out at night. Republicans threat- 
ened to burn down the store of uin Dilbert, a colored Democrat. Contest- 
ant collected $17 from the Ladies’ Island church. 


Here is the testimony of William Lockwood: 


Lives on Ladies’ Island. Attended a meeting held by Republicans on Ladies’ 
Island before the election; many women were there, all with sticks, The: 
said they them to kill Democratic dogs. Mr. Elliott was to speak on the isl- 
and that day, and these women said heshould not passthem. Contestantspoke 
atthe meeting. Said that any woman married to a Democrat, she must kick 
him out of the house. 


Here is the testimony of Tom Bonner: 


Lives on Ladies’ Island. Deog the campaign there were many threats by 
ng Democrats. Jack Johnson, a ee 
ten to 


that voted the Democratic ticket, The Dem 
of trouble. 


Here is the testimony of F. D. J. Lawrence: 


Resides at Beaufort; attorney at law ; trial justice for Beaufort County; learned 
to read and writeas a slave; was first sergeant Company E, Thirt: -fourth United 
States Colored T; ; engaged in several battles; was wounded twice at the 
battle of Honey Hill; promoted quartermaster--ergeant; bonorably d 
from that regiment and enlisted in Fortieth United States lars; after leav- 
ing the Army taught school and studied law, and was admitted to the bar ij 
South Carolina; have been a Democrat since 1876; attended severa) Repub! 
meetings in Beaufort during last campaign; was cursed and ordered to 


ng. a uld put him out of the 
house,” and that they could have his assistance in doing so. 


Mr. Lawrence is a most intelligent colored man, formerly a slave, 
who enlisted in the cause of the Union, and shed his blood in defense 
of his country. This manisa Democrat. He says that the Democrats 
in that district, and particularly in Beaufort County, are not allowed 
to go up and express freely their choice at the poils; that it is danger- 
ous for them to do so, This man is a man of information and intelli- 
gence, a man of good character. He has demonstrated his character 
for bravery upon the battle-fields of the civil war. He is not afraid to 
express his views. But how many others, my friends, are afraid. 
How many colored people in that district are overawed by this state of 
affairs. Lawrence further says: 


There is no such thing in Beaufort County as a free election and a fair count 
among the Republicans. I have been a Democrat in Charleston County for a 
number of years and voted unmolested; but Iam told here in Beaufort County 
that this isa Republican county, and no nigger can vote here forthe Democrats. 
l bave a daughter, a young lady, who attends public school in the town of 
Beaufort, who has been abused more than once on account of her father ent) 
a Democrat. I had to stop her from the school until I saw the principal in 
erence to this matter. I complained to him by letter and have his reply; not 
ari her, but my family, my wife, and myself have been ostracized in the church 
= socially, and felt the estrangement keenly, on account of my political 
views. 

Q. What methods are usnally resorted to by Republicans to keep colored 
men from voting the Democratic ticket? r 

A. They usually adopt a bulldozing system among the leaders, teaching them 
to abuse and make remarks and threats generally. 

Q. Do tnoy carry this system into the churches? 

A. Yes, into the churches and into the social circles. Iam a member of the 

Church; my wife is a member of tbe Methodist Church. I have been 
abused from the Methodist 7 pupie by one Rev. Blakely on account of my poli- 
tics and in consequence of 
that church, From 


peopie are all and would vote the ocratic ticket as a whole, ex- 
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cers for the ostracism and threats from the Republican leaders. I have talked 
th them in regard to the exodus scheme, when Hampton was first elected, 
about going to Africa, saying to them it was all a scheme to make money by Re- 
ublican leaders. A large number of them since that time are convinced, and 
Id me that it was a bigger swindle than the Freedman's Bank, and are sorry 
that they sold their provers and put their money in the “Azor.” They say at 


the next Presidential election they will all vote the Democratic tieket for Presi- 
dent; that pang Aoi no difference, except that the Republican leaders taxed them, 
while under mocratic administration they have been free from taxation for 


campaign purposes. 

Are you to denounce this man and men of like character as perjurers 
because his statement does not in every respect tally with your pre- 
conceived ideas as to the political situation in this district? Here is 
the testimony of Paris Sherman: 

Resides on St. Helena Island; did not vote at the last election: went to the 
Congressional poll for the purpose of voting for Mr. Elliott for Congress; did 
not vote because there was such an uproar there; got him so frightened he did 
not stay; heard heap of threatening, and being old thought he had better get 
out of the way. 

Here is the testimony of another colored man, A. B. Colonel, who says: 


Lives on St, Helena Island; served in the late war in Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Colored Troops, United States Army; during the last campaign Repub- 
licans of St. Helena Island made a great may threatsagainstcolored Democrats; 
that Republicans should club together and kill every one that voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket; Cyrus Jenkins, Republican, threatened him; took up a stick at 
church and struck bim two licks, because he advocated Colonel Jiott; the 
deacons threatened to turn Democrats out of the church; in consequence of 
these threats a great mci Guasa kept from yoting Democratic ticket; thinks 
that the Democrats would have gotten about 300 votes at Brick Church, 


Mr. Speaker, I could go on indefinitely, You will find much testi- 
mony all through this record showing intimidation of colored people who 
desired to vote the Democratic ticket, You will also find evidence all 
through it that the contestant, Smalls, did all he could to engender 
and spread the feeling that prompted this intimidation. 

You find the preachers doing the same thing. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not know what gentlemen may think of the evidence that I have 
cited, but I say to them that so far as my observation extends that 
in no country where there is an election by the people can an elec- 
tion of this character be allowed tostand. Why, in Canada I can 
cite you to a case, and I will perhaps insert it in my remarks, where 
the court distinctly held that a member who was elected to Parliament 
was not entitled to retain his seat because the ministers of the Catho- 
lic Church from their pulpits falminated against his opponent. The 
court decided that the election ought not to stand; that the kind of 
election that the law contemplated was one where the voter could and 
did without any undue influence, without fear of bodily harm or harm 
to his character or reputation, go to the ballot-box and deposit his bal- 
lot for the candidate of his choice. 

Beaufort County is the theater of most of this violence. Let me call 
your attention to a circumstance which will show you the feeling in 
that county against Smalls. hat is the county in which he resides. 
By the records of this House, in 1876 in Beaufort County Smalls re- 
ceived 5,385 majority. In 1886, ten years later, by the records in this 
case, giving him the precinct that he claims ought to be counted for 
him, and giving to him every vote that he claims, he had a majority 
of 1,456. In ten years his majority has fallen in the county of his res- 
idence from 5,385 to 1,456. Will gentlemen who undertake to specu- 
late and theorize about this case explain that to me? There is not any 
evidence, there is no intimation that any white man songht to intimi- 
date the colored men in this district. There is no intimation that in 
this county there was any manipulation of the vote. There is a claim 
of the rejection of one box, but even by giving him that box this fall- 
ing off is not explained. How do you explain it? Come with me to 
the record and I will tell you how. 

The people were dissatisfied with him. Every man in the district 
had knowledge of the fact that he had been convicted of bribery for 
his course while in the senate of South Carolina. He was opposed to 
the payment to the colored people of the amount of money that they 
had in the Freedman’s Bank at the time of its failure. This is all in 
theevidence. These things will tell you why his majority has fallen off. 

Then look to the evidence of these intelligent colored men, graduates 
of universities, members of the bar, ex-Union soldiers, men who had 
shed their blood on the battle-field in defense of their convictions of 
right—these men tell you they were Democrats, and that they urged 
the people to vote the Democratic ticket, and had for many years. 
Indeed, one of these men says that the great body of the colored men 
would vote the Democratic ticket but for the intimidation by the leaders, 
who use the churches, the preachers, the professional politicians like 
this contestant, and others, to overawe the people. Through these in- 
strumentalities they arouse the prejudices and excite the passions of their 
followers to such an extent that all those who vote the Democratic 
sate. are in danger; and many who want to vote it are prevented from 

oing so. 

This state of things can not be tolerated. The colored men are be- 
ginning to reason for themselves. The day has passed when the colored 
people of this country will go up like senseless machines and record 
their vote as they are told to do by people who live a long way from 
them and who have no actual interest in them at all. The day is 
coming when they feel that they are identified with the people with 
whom they live; the people who, in every hour of trial, are their friends ; 
the people to whom they always ap in distress, and to whom they 


never appeal in vain. As they become more intelligent, as one of the 
witnesses expresses it, ‘‘they realize the impropriety of being repre- 
sented by men like Smalls.” They realize that they are entitled to 
a better representative, and while I thoroughly concede to any constitu- 
ency the right to send such a man here, I do protest against this House 
interfering with the right of any constituency to defeat such men when- 
ever they feel inclined to do it. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee recommend the exclusion of certain 
pollsin Beaufort County. As to every one of them we have shown 
you such threats, such intimidation, such violence as prevented a full, 
fair, and freeexpression of the willof the people. We haveshown you 
that prior to the election the great work of intimidation wasdone. ‘The 
minority of the committee cite certain evidence to show that on election 
day there was no violence. I haveshown you that in many places there 
was violence on election day; but, Mr. Speaker, before election day 
there was violence. It is immaterial whether the violence was on 
election day or before it. The day of election might have been as 
peaceable as a cemetery, and yet it might have been that the people 
were overawed and afraid to go tothe polls. Shall we be told that 
because on the very day of election there did notappear to be great vio- 
lence, thereforeno intimidation existed. I willsshowyon in the record 
that this contestant himself cautioned the people against violence on 
election day, saying, in substance, ‘‘On the day of election you must 
not be violent, because if you do it will avoid the election.’’ I have 
shown you that, coming right down to the very day of election, these 
threats were made in the churches and in public speeches, upon the 
highways, in the schools, and everywhere, 

Therefore, sir, we recommend the exclusion of certain precincts, If 
in any case before a legislative body there exists the right to reject a 
poll for intimidation, my friends, you have here that case. Gentlemen 
may examine it and the more they examine it the more clearly that 
will appear. Let them examine it, not a detail here and a detail there, 
but the whole case. Take the whole case as you would if you were 
conscientiously trying it as a juror ora judge and I defy any fair-minded 
man to come to any other conclusion than that in Beaufort County, the 
home of the contestant, which was the banner Republican county of 
the State, there had been growing dissatisfaction from 1876 down to 
1886, which resulted in keeping vast numbers of the people away from 
the polls who, if free to exercise their own will, would have gone to 
the polls and voted for contestee. 

In 1876, in the case of Tillman against Smalls, you will find in this 
same county lawlessness, intimidation, violence, practiced by thissame 
contestant. My God, Mr. Speaker, is this to go on forever? Are the 
people in that district in South Carolina who desireto freely cast their 
votes for the candidates of their choice—are they to be intimidated 
forever? Ihope not. I hope gentlemen will read the evidence, and if 
they do, Mr. Speaker, I unhesitatingly say that I believe they will 
come to the eonelusion which the majority of the committee have been 
compelled to arrive at, that the ends of truth, that the ends of justice, 
that the protection of the voter, and the purity of the ballot-box, alike 
demand a rejection of these polls in the county of Beaufort and the 
retention of the sitting member in his seat. [Prolonged applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CRISP] has occupied two hours and ten minutes, 

Mr. ROWELL was recognized. 


CONTESTED ELECTION, SECOND DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield tome 
to make a request of the House. I desire to offer a resolntion which I 
ask to have printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER prot Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROWELL. I do, for the gentleman to make his request. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to offer the resolution which I hold in 
my hand, and to request that it be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Elections. It relates to the contest of the seat of 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and the disposi- 
tion to be made of the resolution has been agreed upon. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas at the November election, A. D. 1888, for a member of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress, for the Second Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Arkansas, held on the 6th day of November, A. D. 1888, Hon, 
CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE and Hon. John M. Clayton were candidates, respect- 
ively, for the office of Representative aforesaid, and each received a large num- 
ber of votes; and such proceedings were had at said election and in and about 
canvassing the votes cast thereat, and making return of the same as that the 
said BRECKINRIDGE was declared elected, and thereafter a certificate of such elec- 
tion was by tne governor of said State duly issued to him, and the same was 
filed with the Clerk of this House, and that official has placed the name of said 
BRECKINRIDGE upon the roll of members elected to the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-first Congress, and without other and further action his name will 
be pale upon ys organization of said House, and he will vote at the said or- 
gan jon ; an 

Whereas said John M. Clayton claimed that the said CLIFTON R. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE was not legally elected to said office, and did not receive a jority of 
the votes cast at said election, but that on the contrary he, the said John M. 
Clayton, did receive a great majority of the lawful votes cast at said eat 
was duly elected thereto, and was entitled to the certificate thereof; and 
Clayton did proceed according to law to file and serve notice that he, said Clay- 


1764 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


ton, would contest the right of said BRECKINRIDGE to said seat in said House 
and such proceedings were had upon said contest as that on the 29th day of 
January, Á. D. 1889, said contest was duly pending and testimony was bein; 
taken by said ee to establish the allegations of his said notice of contest, an 
said Clayton, while at the town of Pilummerville, in said district and State, law- 
fully engaged in taking testimony as aforesaid, and while personally supervis- 
ing said work, was by some person or persons assassinated ; and there is doubt 
pa Jogar a upon the contest aforesaid which the death of said Clayton 
willhave; an 

Whereas there is no one legally authorized to proceed to complete the taking 
of the testimony in said contest, or to otherwise prepare said contest for hear- 
ing and proper decision, and there are questions arising upon and in relation 
to said contest difficult to determine: Therefore. 

Resolved, That a committee of five members ofthis House, and who are now 
- members of the Committee on Elections, and who are elected to the Fifty-first 

airy be appointed by the Speaker, and that such committee shall proceed 
without delay to take testimony touching the issues joined in said contest and 
the notices and pleadings therein, and ascertain all the facts relating to said 
election and the said contest, and report the same tothe House of Representa- 
tives the first day of the first session thereof, or as soon thereafter as the same 
may be completed and ready for submission; and said committee is, for the pur- 
poses of this resolution, authorized to send for persons and papers, to issue aed 
ess under the hand of the chairman, or of any two members of said committee, 
for the arrest and production before said committee at any place of persons 
knowing, or believed to know, anything of or pertinent to said contest; and 
said committee may employ one or more stenographers and such other assist- 
ance as may be necessary, and the costs, fees, and expenses incident to such 
proceedings shall be paid out of the aes fund of the House of Represent- 
atives as costs and expenses of other committees of investigation are paid. Said 
BRECKINRIDGE to have due notice of the proceedings herein contemplated, 
under such rules and regulations as said committee may prescribe, 

Resolved, If in the opinion of the Committee on Elections of this House there 
is no authority of existing law to continue, prosecute, and carry on A contest for 
or against the right of a member to a seat in the Fifty-firsat Congress under the 
circumstances and described in the preamble hereto, then said commit- 
tee shall be authorized to report, by bill or otherwise, such act or resolution as 
say be necessary in the premises to accomplish the object therein stated. And 
said committee may report as a matter of privilege at any time, and their re- 

rt and its consideration and final disposition shall at all times be a matter ot 
he highest privilege, and shall, until disposed of, take precedence of all legis- 
lation other than the consideration of pending contested-election cases, 


SOUTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION—SMALLS VS. ELLITOT. 


Mr. ROWELL withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DockERY). The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] has occupied an hour and forty-two minutes, 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know what may be the disposition of the 
House as to having an evening session for the consideration of this case. 
I wish to say that of course my announcement as to calling the previous 
question at 2 o’vlock to-morrow is not to be understood as being now 
at all reflective of my intention. When I made that announcement I 
did not know it was going to take so long on my own part and on the 

t of my friend from Illinois to discuss the various questions involved 

n this case. I should like to have a vote as soon as consistent with a 

satisfactory debate. I wish to consult the feeling of the House as to 
an evening session. 

Mr. ROWELL. Lhope not. It will only give gentlemenan oppor- 
tunity to speak to empty benches. In a case of this kind all ought to 
be present. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I shall move to adjourn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage, with amendments, of the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the 
eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes; 
that it requested a conference on the disagreeing votes, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Vest, Mr. Evarts, and Mr. WILSON of Iowa as conferees 


on its part. 
DIRECT TAX. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CASWELL, Mr. 
SENEY, and Mr. OATES as conferees on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories, and to the District of Columbia, moneys collected 
under the direct-tax act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced non-concurrence in the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum; that it 
asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Davis, and 
Mr. TURPIE. 

It also announced non-concurrence in the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson; that 
it asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr, DAvis, Mr. PADDOCK, 
and Mr. PUGH. ; 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. 3494) to enable the 
President to protect the interests of the United States in Panama; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

CONDITION OF SIGNAL CORPS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY) laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the Chief 
Signal Officer of the Army, setting forth the very unsatisfactory condi- 
tion of the Signal Corps and the inefficiency of the present lieutenants 
of that corps; which, with the accompanying documents, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS APPROVED. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed, on the dates respectively indicated, bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

On February 8: 

An act (H. R. 6105) to authorize the furnishing of obsolete service- 
able cannon to soldiers’ homes; 

An act (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of light-ships, with fog 
signals, at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, and off Great Round Shoal, 
seacoast of Massachusetts, near Nantucket; 

An act (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; and 

Sir act (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on pension- 
roll. 

On February 9: ` 

Anact (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, 
and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate tra rtation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port of Columbus; 

An act (H, R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of savings of seamen 
of the United States Navy; h 

An act (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; 

An act (H. R. 5870) to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful 
knowing of any female under the age of sixteen years; and 

An act (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and to create an Executive Department to be known 
as the Department of Agriculture. 

And then (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12543) to au- 
thorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Kentucky River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 12544) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nancy Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 12545) to promote Richard L, Tea— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12546) granting a pension to Char- 
lotte Rarison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12547) granting a pension to Bernard Bruner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 12548) for the relief of Alexander 
Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12549) for the relief of William Golding—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12550) for the relief of Lucian Males and Denophon 
Toureaud, administrators of the estate of Emile Fogot—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12551) for the relief of the estate of Ulger V. Bod- 
deaux—to the Committée on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12552) for the relief of Clarissa Bishop—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12553) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Carlin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12554) for the relief of Francis Massich—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12555) for the relief of W. F. Sanderson, adminis- 
trator of W. W. Sanderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12556) for the relief of the heirs of Davis Lan- 
noux—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12557) for the relief of Alexis Leduff—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12558) for the relief of the heirs of David and Bar- 
bette Carb—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McMILLIN;: A bill (H. R. 12559) for the relief of Hugh L. 
Brinckley and Anna C. Snowden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 12560) for the relief of William 
Lawhead, administrator of John Lawhead—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12561) for the relief of the estate of Henrietta 
Bauers—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12562) for the relief of the estate of Patrick Gil- 
foil—to the Commitiee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 12568) for the relief of 
Henry Frank—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12564) granting the use of certain 
lands in the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the 
Hok ines Benevolent Association—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to John 
Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 12566) for the relief of Wille 
iam J. Terney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, in favor of bounty on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of John B. Klepper, of Tennessee, pray- 
ing for relief before the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers in the claim of Matthias Bates, of Cobb 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of P. B. Edmunds, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States, in favor of the publication of the naval records of the late war— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of MattieS. Whitney, for payment of her 
claim—to the Committee on Appropriations. s 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of Charles Burris, asking that his name 
be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Maxwell Post No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kentucky, for a service pension for soldiers of the late war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Elias Stein and of heirs of S. N. Nair, 
of Frederick County, land, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, in relation to the manufacture of sugarfrom sorghum—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr.O’FERRALL: Petition of James H. Kennan, of Clarke County, 
Virginia, for referenceof his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of James O. Neal, of Circleville, Ohio, 
for payment of his war claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Communication from the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., in to the celebration of the one hundredth an- 
niversary ofthe Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Remonstrance of citizens of Louisville, Ky. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of the East Washington Street Presbyterian 
congregation of Indianapolis, Ind. 3 

By Mr. MORROW: Of citizens of Napa County, California. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of 30,999 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 59 citizens of Clay County, Kansas. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of 74 citizens of Dublin, Ind. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of 21 citizens of Needham, Mass. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Of 68 citizens of Bellevue, of 24 citizens of Idaho 
City, and of 167 citizens of Boisé, Idaho. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of 116 citizens of Williamsburgh, Kans. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 36 citizens of Northfield, Vt. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Of 18 citizens of Ellerslie, Md. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of 195 citizens of Milton, Vt. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, February 12, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J; G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PALMER ted two petitions of citizens of Gaylord and 
Allendale, in the State of Michigan, praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of E. J. Sisley and 84 other citizens of 
Iron Mountain, Mich., and a petition of 28 members of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of that place, praying for the passage of a 
Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of C. S. Ashley and 193 others 
(62 voters and 132 women), citizens of Milton, Vt., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry farmers of Hardwick, Caledonia 
County, Vermont, anda petition of sundry farmers of Chittenden County, 
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Vermont, praying for the passage of further laws for the promotion of 
ees which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition in the form of a letter addressed 
to me, signed by Samuel Gompers, the president of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, stating that— 

Itaffords me sincere pleasure to inform you that pursuant to a resolution of 
the executive council of the American Federation of Labor the bill you intro- 
duced in the United States Senate, No. 3670— 

Which is a bill to organize bureaus of information relating to em- 
ployment, occupations, wants, means of livelihood, and homes— 
meets with our hearty approval and indorsement. 

In my letter of Jan 41 took occasion to express my opinion u 
merits of the bill in question, and I now officially indorse all I then said. 

The expression of opinion in a former letter to which Mr. Gompers 
refers is as follows: 

To me the bill referred to isprobably the most comprehensive it has ever been 
my pleasure to read,and if enacted into law would be of the greatest benefit 
not only to the working people, but to every inhabitant of our country. 

I move that the petition, with the accompanying paper, be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petitions of labor organizations, churches, 
and citizens of the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the Sunday- 
rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of residents and tax-payers of 
Whitman and Spokane Counties, in Washington Territory, praying for 
the creation of a new county in that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Charles A. Sheppard and 
65 others (21 voters and 45 women), citizens of Trumbull, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
ro o a aicoholic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lieon 

e table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of J. L. Bush and 73 
citizens of Allendale, Mich., praying for the passage of the Sunday- 
ae bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 

T. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of members of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Oskaloosa, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of W. H. Bevin and 277 others 
(100 voters and 178 women), citizens of Chatham, Conn., praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted at meetings of the Real- 
Estate Stock Exchange, the Commercial Exchange, and the Commercial 
Club, all of Kansas City, Mo., urging the passage of the Oklahoma bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas, favoring the adoption of such measures as will secure to every 
citizen of the State of Arkansas perfect protection in the exercise of all 
political rights, even though it be necessary to place such State under 
military authority; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, favoring the repeal of the part of section 4693 of the Revised Stat- 
ates placing a limitation upon the time within which the claim ofa 
State militiaman or non-enlisted n for disability from wounds or 
injuries received in battle with the rebels or Indians may be prosecuted; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitionsof citizens of Offerle and Dodge City, in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
eaaa prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of C, M. A’ 
pastor, and C. D. Bell, secretary, of a meeting of Zion Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, at Williamsport, Washington County, Maryland, repre- 
senting 75 petitioners, praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of George M. Lindley and 77 
others (47 voters and 31 women), citizens of Sylvania, Ind., praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of farmers of Minot, Me., praying 
for the passage of legislation for the protection of agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, K 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 30 citizens of Capron, IIL, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 58 citizens and with 68 representa- 
tive indorsements in the State of Illinois, praying for the ofa 
Seg nag law; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 
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IMPORTED LIQUORS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to give notice that on Thursday 
next, at the close of the formal morning business, I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to consider Calendar No. 714, being the bill (S. 1067) relating to 
imported liquors. I shall ask that it be taken up at that time for the 
purpose of presenting some remarks upon it. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2299) for the construction of an iron bridge from 
the military reservation at Fortress Monroe to Elizabeth City County, 
Virginia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8636) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe, submitted an adverse report, 
thereon, which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
poe, referred the bill (S. 3907) to provide for the better enforcement of 

ag hope laws and regulations of the United States, to prevent 
troduction of contagious or infectious diseases into the United 
Sates from foreign countries or from one State into another, and to 
establish within the Treasury Department a national board of health, 
re it without amendment. 

. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 


well; : 

A bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Schaefer; and 

A bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to H. Burgess. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, tia them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

H. R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed; 
H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 
H. R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams; 
H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; and 
bill H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross. 


ANIMAL INDUSTRY BUREAU REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to back a Senate concurrent resolution authorizing the printing 
of 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, for the year 1887. This concurrent resolution went to the 
House of Representatives and was there amended. I report it back 
from the Committee on Printing, ing its adoption with certain 
amendments which I send to the desk, and I ask that it may be now 


considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A concurrent resolution authorizing the print- 
ing of 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of An- 
imal Industry, for the year 1887. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The report will show the proposed amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

the Senate (the House of Representatives 

of the annual report 
year 1887, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
377,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of 


presentatives, and 10,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of — 
be z of the Publie 


b> b> b> b> > 
a 
aes 


Fonte pg E The amendments of the House will 
sta 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE HOUSE or REPEESENTATIVES, October 16, 1888. 


Ae rar apenas pers resolution of the Senate do pass with 
land2 pP 
m pired by the Senate the House of Representatives concurring therein).” 


S denn ans cnn E E mig tf ait sae AS 


Or anna 
page l lin ve ty after “ Agriculture,” insert: 
Sy eet there and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
aoe ce otherwise a sppr the sum of $27,930, or so much thereof as 


pe tosh “soap ws pene ated ae to a joint resolution, vana give. it the follow- 
ing title: bx rier resolution authorizing the PoE o noe copies of the 
fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, for the year 1887.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, recommends that the Senate agree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives with an amendment which 
will now be stated, 

The Chief Clerk read us follows: 

That the Senate agree to the first amendment of the House of Representa- 
ves, 


That the Senate agree to the second amendment of the House with an amend- 
ment as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “ That,” in the first line of the resolution, and in 
lieu of the npes proposed to be inserted by the House insert the following: 
p there be printed 50,000 additional! copies of the fourth and fifth annual 
reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry, for the years 1387 and 1888, of which 


for 


13,000 copies shall be for the use of the members of the Senate, 27,000 co 


the use of the House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for the use of 
retary of Agriculture, the illustrations to be executed under the superviston of 
the Public Printer in accordance with the directions of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, the work to be submitted to the approval of the Secretary of Agricult- 
ue the siata sage for the two years to be printed and bound in one volume; 4 
be, and is hereby, manecpretes out of any money in the 

ethene appropriated, the sum of $37, 930, or so much thereof as may be eau 
sary for that purpose.” 

$ And that the title proposed by the House be amended to read as fol- 

ows: 

A joint resoluti th th ting of 000 co 
fifth snnual soporo ot the Buresaof Auimal fadustey, for dhe years 1857 and 180m 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The cunts proposed by the 
committee will be agreed to, if there be no jection s and the resolu- 
tion, having been changed to the form of a joint resolution, will be con- 
sidered, read the first and second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the proposed amendments agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

J. HARRY ADAMS, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. 
Adams, to report it favorably without amendment; and I will ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to consider it at this time, with the declara- 
tion that if it takes two minutes I shall withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ls there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? It will be read at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
and he is hereby, authorized a and canes. out of any moneys in the bo; 
not otherwise appro dams, wid: 


ies of the fourth and 


to be affixed to certain whi 
fire ina Government Sendak ADS ao ERS p 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in fn Committes of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There came to the Senate a letter from the See- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting the regular report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast a and Geodetic Survey for the year 1888. Iam di- 
rected by the Committee on Printing to report a concurrent resolution 
with reference to that matter, and ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read pan RE as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (ihe CA sdear ), That there be 

printed and bound agar 5.000 addi eae e AA teen 
and Geodetie Survey for the fiscal perapian ifa te une 30, with the 
usual necessary progress sketches and illustrations, 1,000 copies of which shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Re t- 
for tho use of the United States Coast and etic 


atives, and 2,000 copies 
Survey. 


The ‘resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 3956) to amend section 2579 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3957) for the relief of Varina B. 
Gaither; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3958) for the relief of Charles Carpen- 
ter, administrator of Celia A. Grove, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3959) authorizing the 
settlement of the debt due the United States by the State of Arkansas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILL. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

PHINEAS T. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. FARWELL. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
consideration of Calendar No. 2599, House bill 3112. It will excite no 
discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business—— 
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Mr. DAWES. _ I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

One of Business 2186. If it causes any debate I shall with- 
w it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL] had previously asked for the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. 
Richardson: 


Mr. HALE. I desire to go on with the business that was unfinished 
when the Senate adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. FARWELL. This will not take two minutes. 

Mr. HALE. I will not object if it gives rise to no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Phineas T. Richardson, the pay and emoluments of n second 
lieutenant from the 14th day of July, 1863, to the 27th day of September, 1863, 
less the amount paid him as commissary-sergeant between July 14 and fing 29, 
1863, he having been commissioned by the governor of Illinois as second lieu- 
tenant of Company I, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
paving in pa faith served as such for the time mentioned, upon the order of 

colonel. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill the title of which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

OLD SETTLERS OR WESTERN CHEROKEES. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts if his bill 
will not lead to debate. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that the pending business may be informally 
laid aside while the Senate considers House biil 1407, Orderof Business 
2186. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to hear, determine, and render final judgment upon the claim 
of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES F. SWAIN. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 6404. 

The PRESIDENT Hg tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HALE. I yield if the bill occasions no debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine agrees to yield to me to 
call up the bill with the understanding that if it causes debate I shall 
not it. 

Mr. HALE, I yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 2529, House bill 6404. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. 

wain, master of bark Philena. It provides for the payment to Charles 

F. Swain, late master of the bark Philena, of New York, $8,000, for 

going with that bark after and rescuing shipwrecked seamen from an 

uninhabited island near Cape Horn, at the request of Gorham Parks, 

then United States consul at Rio de Janeiro, the same having been de- 
elared due Swain by recent findings of the Court of Claims. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORT LOWELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I have asked the Senator from Mnine to yield 
to me for a moment, and I understand that he agrees so to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? If not, the pending amendment to 
the naval appropriation bill will be reported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me 
for a moment while I ask consent to call up a bill which will lead to 
no debate. It is Order of Business 2240, House bill 3060. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield if it does not cause debate. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roeeeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the 
ma Land and Water Company across Fort Lowell military reserva- 


tion, in Arizona, and for other purposes. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam not gomg to object to this bill, principally be- 
cause I do not know very much about it; but I want to say that I am 
opposed to the giving to any corporation or individual in the Territo- 
ries the right of water for irrigating purposes. Ithink all that matter 
ought to be controlled by the Government; and the little attention 
which I have been able to pay to the matter of irrigation convinces me. 
that unless we have some general system by which arid lands are to be 
irrigated and by which the Government, the Territory, or the State is 
to the disposition of the water, agriculture under irrigation 
will be a failure. 

The history of irrigation in other countries, I think, fully demon- 
strates that. Wherever the water has been controlled by individuals 
and by corporations, there the persons who have engaged in agriculture 
by irrigation have done it without profit, the profit having all gone to 
the parties who controlled the water. I think that there is no question 
which more deseryes the attention of Congress, and as to which there 
should be some general and comprehensive plan, than this system of 
irrigation. 

I know nothing about this bill except from hearing it read, but, as 
it seems to me, it proposes to open a United States reservation to some 
private corporation that is engaged in controlling water for ie par 
purposes in the Territory of Arizona. It may be all right, but I want 
to enter just this little disclaimer in case it should not be. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think I can relieve the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut by stating to him that this is mainly to supply 
the city of Tucson, the capital of the Territory,with water. The bill 
is the usual provision for the purpose of supplying a town with water. 

Mr. PLATT. And has no reference to irrigation purposes? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Andan incident of it will probably be for the 
purpose of irrigation. Itisrecommended by the Secretary of War and 
the General of the Army, and has received the unanimous report and 
recommendation of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the status of existing legislation in 
regard to irrigating ditches in the Territories, there isa general law now 
upon the statute-book which anthorizes the construction of these ditches 
across the public domain, but this is a military reservation and that 
law does not apply to it, and for that reason a special act in this in- 
stance is necessary. 

I know nothing about this proposed bill—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. That general act will not permit any company 
to pass over the lands of a military reservation. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is simply to give the right of way over a 
military reservation. 

Mr. VEST. That isexactly what I stated, that the existing law does 
not apply to the case of a military reservation, and therefore a special 
act in this instance is necessary. 

I know nothing about the parties, but as to what the Senator from 
Connecticut has said in regard to a general system by the Government 
I think, with all sort of respect to his opinion, that that is simply im- 
possible. I think that Congress can never be induced to pass any legis- 
lation to put the whole subject of irrigation in the Territories under 
the control of the General Government. 

We must rely in the very nature of things upon corporations, because 
any man acquainted with the Western country knows that the con- 
struction of these ditches is accompanied with great expense, so great 
that no individual and no five or eight or ten individuals could irrigate 
a large extent of country out of their own means. The men who are 
settled in the West are generally men with small means, who have 
gone there to make homes, and who settled under the homestead law 
where it was practicable, and they must rely upon capital, which ex- 
pects a reasonable compensation for its investment, and unless these 
corporations are encouraged in irrigating the country it will not be 
done. 

I make these statements from personal experience and observation. 
No general system will ever come in the life of the Senator from Con-' 
necticut or myself, and I take it that this bill simply proposes to do 
what is absolutely necessary in that country to enable capitalists to 
make investments for the purpose of irrigating a large extent of country, 
relying upon the payment made for the use of the water by individua! 
to give them a proper interest upon the investment. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the vote may be taken upon the bill, 
or else I shall be called upon to withdraw it. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask simply to be allowed to say a word in ex- 

lanation. . 
p Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think I have the right if it is to lead 
to debate. My understanding with the Senator from Maine was that if 
there was to be debate, I should withdraw the bill, and I am bound in 
honor to do that. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask leave to make a word of explanation. Iam 
familiar with that locality, and the people of Tucson have been labor- 
ing under great difficulties in getting water for the purposes of the town, 
and for irrigating abont there, in consequence of there being a military 
reservation on the stream right above them, snd in this particular in- 
stance—I know nothing about the company—it seems to me very proper 
that they should have the right to cross that reservation. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. PLUMB. I movethat the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HALE. I take it that the Senator has something that is very 
imperative in its nature and I hope it will take but a little time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt the whole matter can be disposed of 
in five minutes. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. EVARTS. Ifthe Senator in charge of the naval appropriation 
bill will allow me to make an observation, I desire to say that I gave 
notice last week that I would call up in the morning hour yesterday 
Order of Business 2645, relating to thealleged election outrages in Wash- 
ington County, Texas. I had no opportunity yesterday to bring it on 
from the engagement of the Senate on other matters, and I can not, of 
course, have an opportunity until the appropriation bill now pending 
is disposed of. At the close of that considerafion I shall ask leave to 
bring that up. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CASWELL, Mr. SENEY, and 
Mr. OATES managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. John- 
son, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CHIPMAN, 
Mr. FRENCH, and Mr, HUNTER managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby 
J. Slocum, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CHIP- 
MAN, Mr. YODER, and Mr. SPOONER managers at the conference on 
the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John J, Lockrey; 

A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Piier; 


A bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 
A bill bi R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott. 
A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elias Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. res} granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 
A bill (E, R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 
A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 
A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Ruoff; 
A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 
A bill tr R. sst) granting a pension to Lyman D. Green; 
A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davy; 
A bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 
A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 
A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 
A bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 
A bill (H. R. es granting a pension to Mrs, Elvira Parish; 
A bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension to Martha J. Warren; 
A bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll; 
A bill i R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 
A bill (H. R, 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; 
A bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple; 
A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine; 
A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix; 
A bill (H. R. ane granting a pension to Squire Walter; 
A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson; 
A bill (H. R. Pol increasing the pension of Mary A. Bedel; 
A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper; 
A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to Mary Von Olnhauser; 
A bill ie R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 
x A b (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. 8. 
ewel; 
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A (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 
A (H. R. 11316 granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres; 
A bil R. 11566) granting a pension to E, C. Paschai; 

A bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to Isham T. Howze; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Noah J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; 

A bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 
formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder; 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass; 

A bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name of James H. Tolly on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs; 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate now take up the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12329) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. CHANDLER, on page 40, line 23, to strike out 
the following words: 

Of the type and to be constructed accordin 
furnished to the Navy Department by Hon. 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] yesterday pointed out the peculiar conditions of this 
dynamite cruiser, and they were exhibited in the description contained 
in the paper inserted in the RECORD by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom], and the Senator from Connecticut showed that there was 
nothing new in the various features which the designer of this ship, 
said to be Mr. THOMAS, was endeavoring to bring together in one ship. 

I desire this morning to call attention to the fact that there is no 
novelty in the idea of submerging a naval vessel when she goes into 
action. The statement submitted by the Senator from Illinois contains 
this description of that feature of Mr. THomMAs’s supposed plan: 


In orderthat the target presented to an enemy may be as small as possible, bal- 
last tanks have been provided capable of holding enough water to lessen the 
cruising freeboard 3 feet, so that the hull target exposed, in still water, will be 
represented by a segment of s circle, using from zero at the water-line to 4 feet 
above at the center of the vessel. Í 


This has been a much-discussed idea in connection with naval ves- 
sels for many years. Whether or not it has ever been carried into suc- 
cessful operation I do not know, but twenty-seven years ago an effort 
was made to incorporate that idea in what was known as the Stevens 
battery, and I read from a report to Secretary Welles, dated ‘“‘Navy-yard, 
Brooklyn, December 24, 1861,” signed by S. H. Stringham, president 
of the board; William Inman, commodore; Thomas A. Dornin, cap- 
tain United States Navy; Alban C. Stimers, chief engineer United 
States Navy.” I read from the sixth head of this report: 


6. The project of settling the vessel down 2 feet beyond her deep-load draught 
when preparing her for action, by tting water from the sea to different 
compartments of the vessel, and, after the e is over, elevating her again 
to the normal draught by pumping the water out, isso remarkable a departure 
from all previous naval practice the board bas given the subject consid- 
erable attention in its various bearings upon practical operations. 

First, with regard to the compartments within the vessel which are to re- 
ceive this wacer. The statement of Mr. Stevens n this point is that 213 tons 
are to be admitted into tanks below 2-feet line. Now, these tanks are neither 
more nor less than the spaces between the floor timbers of the ship, or, in other 
words, the bilge, a part of the vessel that every prudent commander keeps as 
free from water as possible; but, aside from this, it is well known that the 
bilge water, of steamers rea sire ig be is constantly liable to choke the pumps on 
account of the débris contained in it, so much so that in all good steam-shi 
several different ere are arranged to pump from the bilge, not so much with 
the expectation that they will all be required at once, as that some of them may 
certainly be in good p ping order. 

The statement of Mr. Stevens further is, that 350 tons are to be put into the 
interstices of the coal. This we regard as highly impracticable. To say noth- 
ing of the cit aan ean: À of getting coal from the bi ers while they are full of 
water, the difficulty of again pumping the water out, filled as it would be with 
small particles and dust of the coal, entirely precludes, in our opinion, the use 
of that part of the ship for such a purpose, . Stevens proposes to use a kind 
of pump for this pi which, it would appear, has worked very well for sim- 
ilar purposes in civil engineering. Its application to vessels of war, however, 
is novel, and it is liable therefore to the objection of all untried projects. 

Secondly, the quarters for the men and officers are upon the bomb-proof deck, 
which is about on a level with the surface of the water at the ordinary deep- 
load draught, and would therefore be about 2 feet below it when the vessel was 
inaction. The sides above this deck are made of thin iron, easily perforated by 
the lightest artillery, so that a heavy shot forward or abaft the loading house, 
making a large perforation near the water-line, would flood this entire deck, 
adding immediately an enormous weight to the vessel, for which no provision 
has basa peace But one consequence could follow such a ev 
wou Sink. 

From these considerations it is very clear to us that whatever theoretical ex- 
cellence there may be in partially sinking the vessel for her better protection in 
time of action with an enemy, the plans here proposed for putting the project 
into execution are entirely impracticable, and would never be reso’ to by 
any prudent co: er, A 
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to plans and specifications to be 
OHN R. THOMAS, of Illinois, to be 


1889. 


Iam not aware whether this feature of submergence in time of ac- 
tion was carried out in the construction of the Stevens battery. I do 
not know, even, whathas become of the Stevens battery. Perhaps the 
Senator from New Jersey now here [Mr. BLODGETT], or certainly the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] if he were present, 
could tell what has become of the Stevens battery. I am quite sure, 
however, that that battery has never been made a practical war-ship, 
and I am also confident that the plan of submergence never has re- 
sulted in the construction of any useful war-vessel. 

Mr. THOMAS, whose plans and specifications the Senate is now called 
upon to legislate into this bill and to put him and them upon the Navy 
Department, has, it seems, undertaken to include this, not a novel 
idea, with the other ideas which have been detailed by the Senator 
from Connecticut into a war-ship; and it is not clear whether or not 
Mr. THOMAS has himself done anything whatever in the making of 
plans and specifications for this vessel, or that he has any skill or abil- 
ity whigh would enable him to make plans and specifications of this 
vessel. Itis possible that this morning the Senator from Illinois will 
be able to inform the Senate how much of the designing of this ship 
which has already been accomplished has been in fact done by Mr. 
THOMAS himself and how much of it has been done by officers of the 
Navy Department. 

As 1 understand—I desire the Senator to correct me if I am wrong— 
Mr. THomas merely enumerated certain ideas as desiderata in a ship, 
and naval officers now in the employment of the Government have 
made all the designs, and plans, and specifications which have hitherto 
been used; and I say now, as I said yesterday, that if that be so and 
Congress is to recognize in the act authorizing this new cruiser any 
person or persons as the originators of this cruiser, it should recognize 
the men who have taken these ideas and have designed the ship. 

Every naval vessel is a compromise, every naval vessel is the bring- 
ing together of things which are desired for a naval vessel. When the 
number of tons displacement of a ship is given, the problem is within 
a ship of that displacement to put as heavy and as powerful machinery 
as can be placed there consistently with the other uses of the ship, to 
put in a ship as heavy ordnance as possible, and to leave, all the time, 
space for stores and for the officers and the crew. Thatis what the de- 
signing of a ship is, and the merit in designing a ship is getting within 
a given displacement of the vessel as many of the things desired in a 
naval vessel as can possibly be included within it; and the men who 
do that thing are the ones who are entitled to the credit of the design 
of the ship, and who, if the ship proves a failure, are to be condemned 
for the failure, and who, if the ship proves to be a success, are to be 
congratulated upon the success. : 

So, if Congress desires to undertake in advance to declare the de- 
signer of this vessel, it is in my judgment failing to carry out its wishes 
when it undertakes to name Mr. THOMAS, a member'of the House of 
Representatives, and a member of the Naval Committee of that body, 
instead of naming those naval architects, those naval constructors, 
those naval draughtsmen who as a matter of fact are doing this thing. 

But, Mr. President, I recur to my original proposition, that the whole 
attempt is all wrong; that in legislating for the Army or for the Navy, 
in providing guns, in providing ships, we ought to indicate generally 
what we wish, and to leave to the heads of the Departments the re- 
sponsibility of dealing with inventors, to leave to them the responsi- 
bility of deciding between their conflicting claims, and to decide for 
themselves what sort of ships they will build, and upon what plans 
and specifications they shall be constructed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have listened to this debate with 
some interest. Iam not very well informed about the type of ship 
that seems to have been invented by Mr. THOMAS, of the House of 
Representatives; but I do not think that is a very material question 
for me to understand in voting upon the question of the amendment of 
this clause in the appropriation bill. 

The House of Representatives, through their Naval Committee, have 
determined that a certain type of ship which seems to have been sug- 
gested, ifnotinvented, by Mr. THoMAS, of the House of Representatives, 
would be the proper thing for us to adopt experimentally, to say the 
least, in the building up of our Navy. 

They have complimented that gentleman, for I think it is a very high 
compliment to him indeed, by putting his name in the bill as the author 
really of the type of ship about which the bill speaks. I do not sup- 
pose that Mr. THOMAS has any Ppronnnons at all to being a skillful 
ship-builder, or that he could of himself probably furnish the specifica- 
tions and plans upon which this type of vessel shall be constructed. I 
presume he does not pretend to do anything of that kind; but he is the 
suggester of the type of ship, and it is very proper indeed, I think, that 
the Congress of the United States should recognize a matter of that 
kind, coming from whatever source it may, whether from a member 
of Congress or some person outside of these bodies. 

I suggest that we can get rid of the difficulty which has been com- 
mented upon by the Senator from New Hampshire by a little trans- 
position of the language so as to leave the compliment in the bill that 
is bestowed by the House upon Mr. THOMAS, for I thinkit would bean 
ungracious thing to strike itout, and let that apply to the type of the 
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ship. I would amend in this way: After the word ‘‘type,’’ in line 23, 
let the clause read: 

Of the type furnished by Hon. Joux R., Taomas— 

And then proceed— 
and to be constructed according to plans and specifications to be furnished to 
the Navy Department, to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

It seems to me that that would cover the whole thing, for Mr. 
THOMAS’s invention in the matter is certainly nothing more than, as 
was suggested yesterday, perhaps a combination of well-known prin- 
ciples in a new form or type. Knowing Mr. THOMAS as Ido, and know- 
ing his great labor in the matter of trying to promote the reconstruc- 
tion of our Navy, I dislike very much to strike out a compliment the 
House have bestowed upon him. I have no doubt that he deserves it, 
He deserves it in reference to the type of the ship. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I have here a clause that 
has been drawn after some conference, which I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama before moving an amendment. I agree with him 
that the language he has proposed is much better than that in the bill. 
Instead of putting the name of JOHN R. THOMAS, which of course is 
unprecedented in legislation, this clause has been framed: 

Of the type approved and onary m ei é the naval board in their report 
to the Secretary of the Navy, and by him referred to and approved in bis letter 
to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, dated January 9, 1889. ; 

That is one of the documents which have been read here in support of 
the clause, and identifies it, as the Senator from Alabama will remem- 
ber, in the same way that we identify types by referring to the reports 
of naval boards, which are publicrecords on file, and no names are given. 
For instance, in this very bill there is a provision for a naval structure 
in the nature of a ram which is identified as being of the type approved 
by the naval board in their report dated so and so. If that should 
be agreed upon. with the language further suggested by the Senator, 
to be built on plans and specifications approved by the Navy Depart- 
ment, I can sce that all objection to the form would be taken away. 
Whatever Senators might feel about the type itself, I think everybody 
would be willing to leave that with the Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. I admit that the form presented by the Senator 
from Maine is better than the one I suggest as a form of legislation. 
It is only because of the fact that Mr. THoMAS’s name was put in the 
bill in the other House that I thought it was a little disagreeable for 
the Senate to strike it out. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will see that we get at it in the customary 
way. The document referred to is a document the occasion of which 
was this vessel invented or designed by Mr. THOMAS, submitted to 
the Secretary of the Navy, by him submitted to this board, and ap- 
proved by them, so that the identification is complete. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that appears to be satisfactory to the Senator 
from Illinois I will not press my amendment, but will allow that to 
come in as the best form. i 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator, then, will withdraw his amendment 
I will move, after the word ‘‘ ,” in line 23, to strike out down to 
and including the word ‘‘TIllinois,’’ in line 2, on the next page, and 


insert what I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘type,’’ in line 23, on page 40, 
it is proposed to strike out the words: 

And to be constructed according to a and specifications to be furnished to 
the Navy Department by Hon. Joun R. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Approved and recommended by a naval board in their report to the Secretary 
of the Navy, and by him referred to and approved in his letter to the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, dated Jan- 
uary 9, 1889, and to be constructed according to plans and specifications fi 
by the Navy Department. 

So as to read: 

Of the type approved and recommended by a naval board in their report to 
the Secretary of the Navy, and by him referred to and approved in his letter to 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, dated Jan 9, 1859, and to be‘constructed according to plans and speci- 
fications furnished by the Navy Department to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Navy. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let this amendment be adopted, and 
then the whole clause will be open’? I take it he does not object to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], toamend 
the clause of the bill which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, 
CHANDLER] moves to strike out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to strike out the part 
of the bill as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. I notice in the debate yesterday that the Senator 


from New Hampshire, in criticising the provision as it came to us from 
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the House of Representatives, designating the plans furnished by Mr. 
Tuomas, of the other Honse, inquired of the Senator from Illinois 
whether he knew “‘that Mr. THomas ever did anything except sit 
down with Capt. Robley D. Evans, or with some one of the highly ed- 
ucated and brilliant young assistant naval constructors that we have 
lately sent to the Naval College,’’ etc., intimating in that statement 
that Mr. THomas’s plans were practically prepared by the naval offi- 
cers. I feel authorized to say—indeed, I know from the gentleman 
whose name has been used in this connection, Captain Evans, one of 
the brightest officers in the Navy, who, I think, for the past three 
years at least, has beenrelied upon to a greater extent than, or toasgreat 
an extent as, any officer connected with the Navy in the construction 
of vessels—that he had never heard of the plans; hehad no connection 
with conceiving this ship; he had no relation whatever to the prepara- 
tion of the plans or the specifications; and he absolutely knew noth- 
ing abont them until the complete drawings and draughts were pre- 
sented by Mr. THOMAS to him for his criticism. 

I know the Senator from New Hampshire would not do Mr. THomas 
or these officers any injustice. Mr. Evans, while perfectly competent 
and capable, does not claim any credit for it. He denies any knowl- 
edge of the original conception or of the draught or plans of the vessel. 
I desired to make this statement in justice to both these gentlemen. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the amendment has been adopted, which I con- 
sented to myself, I do not care to say more than a word in behalf of 
Mr. Tuomas, whose name has figured in the debate, not by his seek- 
ing, or by that of anybody in the Senate except as we found the clause 
in the bill coming trom the House of Representatives. 

I simply desire to say that I am informed by Mr. THOMAS himself 
that whatever work he has done has been simply in the interest of 
what he believed the public good. He has given a great deal of labor 
to this subject and to this particular of vessel, He has no par- 
ticular ambition to be identified with it in name specially, but simply 
believes that the cruiser he invented is a good one, and that it ought 
to be built in the interest of the Government. 

I desire to say further that the plans and specifications furnished by 
him were approved by the board of naval officers convened by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy,and during the investigation ofthe plans by the board 
he saw nothing of the board and had nothing to say to them whatever. 
I wish to say farther that I have a private letter in my pocket which 
has been written since the debate yesterday, from persons who had 
something to do with the clerical work, giving the entirecredit to Mr. 
Troas for the invention from beginning to end. 

With these remarks, as the amendment has been adopted, I do not 
care to take up the time of the Senate any longer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to strike out 
the clause as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the result of the vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result of tho vote is that the 
clause remains in the bill with the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator hav- 
ing charge of this bill to what I think must have been an inadvertence 
in the framing of the provisions which follow the description of the 
ship. The bill goes on to provide what horse-power the contractor shall 
guaranty. It says: 


the sum of 


I will state the effect of that. The conditions recently prescribed 
by the Navy Department for testing a new vessel have been that there 
shall be trials over the measured mile, which, as the Senator well 
knows, are very different from the trial of a ship for four or six hours. 
The ship is carefully prepared for the trial. furnaces are filled 
with coal, she is speeded up, and then suddenly run backwards and 
forwards once or twice over the measured mile, and that is taken as 
the speed of the vessel. No matter how much the ship may have been 
damaged, no matter ifthe ship burns out the tubes of her boilers when 
this extraordinary trial is taking place, still the speed over the meas- 
ured mile is recorded and the contractor’s ship is accepted. That is 
the way the trial of these ships is made. 

It is provided here that if this ship on the trial test exceeds the 
rate of 17 knots an hour, because there is no provision that the ship 
shall run an hour—if she exceeds 17 knots an hour by a quarter of a 
knot. the contractor shall get $50,000, and if she exceeds it by another 
quarter knot the contractor shall get another $50,000. This ship is 
to have 7,500 indicated horse-power. I am informed that the speed 


which that 7,500 horse-power will give the ship will be from 18} to 19 
knots. That is the speed which on this model or this type of vessels 
7,500 indicated horse-power ought to give; and if the speed is attained 
which the horse-power will give, instead of paying for this ship $1,- 
500,000 we shall pay $1,900,000. There will bean increase of $400,000 
given to the contractor for this ship if she goes 19 knots instead of 
going 17 knots an hour, 

I can not believe that that was really intended, and therefore I pro- 
pose as a more satisfactory method of giving a premium for in 
speed that the premium shall be given for increased horse-power. On 
page 41 I move to strike out lines 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19 down to 
the words “ thematerial,’’ beginning in line 13 with the word ‘* every,’’ 
and to insert the words: 

Inereased horse-power above 7,500 the contractor shall receive suitable pre- 
miums. 

So as to give the premium for increased horse-power and not for in- 
creased speed. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 41, line 13, after the word *‘ for,” itis 
proposed to strike out all down to and including the word “dollars,” 
in line 19, in the following words: 

Every quarter of knot of speed so exhibited above said guaranty of 17 knots 


the contractor shall receive a ium, over and above the contract price, 

of $50,000, and for quarter knot that said vessel fails of reaching said guar- 

antied speed there be dedueted from the contract price the sum of $50,000. 
And to insert: 


eee horse-power above 7,500 the contrator shall receive suitable pre- 

So as to read: 

And the contract for said vessel shall contain a further provision that for in- 
creased horse-power above 7,500 the contractor shall receive suitable premiums, 
Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator has called attention to this, but 
there is a better way to get at it. There never could have been and 
never was any intention, I presume, that these great additional boun- 
ties for increased speed should apply to an old rate of speed that is 
tically abandoned. What was attempted and sought in the bill, I take 
it, was to put upon it the provisions we put in for fast vessels last 
year, which are as follows: : 

The contracts for the construction of said cruisers shall contain provisions to 

the effect that the contractor guaranties that when completed and tested for 

, under conditions prescribed by the Navy Department, the vessels shall 

each exhibit a maximum speed of at least 19 knots per hour; and for every quar- 

ter knot of speed so exhibited above said guaranty the contractor shall receive 
a premium over and above the contract price of $50,000. 

We provide here for a ship that by construction of horse-power is to 
be one of the fastest in the service, is to be a 19-knot ship, and instead 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire it is 
much better and simpler to adapt this to the legislation we have al- 
ready applied to other ships of the Navy by striking out ‘‘ seventeen,” 
in line 12, and insert “nineteen.” I will move that as a substitute 
for the Senator’s amendment unless he accepts it. I think he will see 
that this is better. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [still think it is better to give increased pre- 
mium for horse-power rather than for increased speed; but if the Sena- 
tor will move that amendment I shall withdraw mine. 
vo HALE. Nobody would object to the amendment that I offer, 

eit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire is withdrawn, and the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 41, line 12, it is proposed to strike out 
‘seventeen’? and insert “ nineteen’? before the word “‘ knots; ” so as 
to read: 

Not less than 19 knots per hour, 


Mr. GORMAN. Tinquire of the Senator from Maine whether that 
would not probably interfere with the construction of the vessel. It 
is of peculiar construction, as I understand, and the question is whether 
it would be possible for it to get a-speed of 19 knots. 

Mr. HALE. I take it there is no doubt about it. If any ship of 
this sort can produce 19 knots an hour, this one, with the horse-power 
that is put upon her and her size, can. We have proved repeatedly, 
and it is the subject of great congratulation to ourselves, that we have 
got away from the old rates of bed speed. I was interested the 
other day in reading the report of the Rodgers board, seven years ago, 
which was the foundation of all that has been done in the building up 
of the Navy. 

The most that that board required and sought to accomplish then 
was the building of fast ships at 14 knots an hour. We soon went be- 
yond that and struck for higher speed. We got into the domain of the 
17-knot vessels and provided for those. But so great was the skill and 
ingenuity of our constructors, and so complete was their work, that 
we went beyond that, and for the last two years we have provided that 
ships of this kind and this size and this horse-power shall obtain 19 
knots, with premiums above that rate, and the contractors are now go- 
ing for additional premiums on the 19-knot ships. The Vesuvius has 
already performed the wonder of an experimental or trial trip in which 
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she made over 21 knots, which is more than 23 miles, We have beaten 
the world in reference to is 

I have no doubt that the intention here was to apply the law that 
was embodied last year on fast vessels for premiums over and above 
19 knots, and that is why I have suggested the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is doubtless aware that the premi- 
ums given in the case of the Charleston, Yorktown, Bennington, Con- 
cord, Petrel, and Newark are premiums for increased horse-power, and 
not for increased speed. Nevertheless, if the Senator prefers to give 
the premium for increased speed I shall not make any objection. 

I repeat for the benefit of the Senator from Maryland that I under- 
stand this ship is a 3,030-ton ship. That is the estimated displace- 
ment; and if that be so, a 7,500 indicated horse-power will give 19 knots 
in this method of trial over the measured mile if the ship is well built. 

Mr. HALE. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator from 
Maine that it is desirable to get away from the ancient limitation of 


N speed in the construction of these new vessels for our Navy, but as the 


matter of speed is the result of the plan of construction, and the de- 
veloped horse-power of the engines and the various matters that go into 
the construction of a ship are points upon which expert naval con- 
structors must inform us, I take it that it would be very rash by this 
arbitrary amendment, fixing 19 knots instead of 17 knots an hour, to 
interfere presumably with what has beep attained by the committee in 
the other House after careful consultation with those who are informed 
and expert in naval construction. I do not think that it is competent 
for us here in the Senate, and away from the sources of information 
which are open to a committee who are perfecting a bill, to say arbi- 
trarily that 19 knots an hour for a given type of vessel is the minimum 
speed to be fixed, because we may by that very fixing of an arbitrary 
rate of speed interfere entirely with the conception of the vessel that 
has been authorized to be built. 

While I should like to see the highest maximum speed attainable 
provided for, I should hesitate to indorse the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Maine unless it is founded upon information he has from naval 
constructors or others who are expert in naval architecture. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. I am glad 
that he has made this point, because in the past he and I have worked 
together in one direction, particularly upon a ship of this kind being 
brought before the Navy, and grave objections having been urged against 
it I do not think the Senator would desire upon this question of pre- 
mium to go back for this ship and make a basis of speed that in construct- 
ing vessels we have long ago abandoned. The 17-knot limit, beyond 
which the great premium of $50,000 fora quarter of a knot was offered, 
which is $200,000 additional premium for an additional knot, is aban- 
doned, and has been for the last two years, by the Navy Department. 

The investigation that the Senate committee made led us to believe 
from the testimony of contractors, talking with them, that they could 
make 19 knotsanhour. We saidtothem, * How will you demonstrate 
that you can make 19 knots an hour?’ They said, ‘* Put it into the 
bill’?’—and the Senate put it into the bill—‘‘not only that we shall make 
19 knots an hour, but give us a premium for over 19 knots an hour, 
and you may pnt on a provision that we shall forfeit if we do not 
reach it.” TheSenate committee on this investigation established that 
rate. The contractors were willing to run the risk of 19 knots an 
hour, and they are now building ships upon that rate and expect to get 
& premium. 

That is the reason why the Senate committee do not desire to go 
back to the old rate of 17 knots an hour and give enormous premiums 
when that rate is exceeded. It would be an invidious discrimination 
on this particular ship, of the horse-power and size that other eontract- 
ors are building, where they agree to furnish 19 knots an hour, with a 
premium for increase and a penalty for decrease—it would be, I think 
the Senator will see, almost an absurdity now, on this ship, to go 
back to 17 knots an hour and give the benefit of this immense in- 
creased premium to a ship of which only 17 knots are demanded, when 
we are doing the same thing with other contractors and demanding 19 
knots. . 

That is the reason why I moved this amendment. in the interest of 
the projectors of this ship and in the interest of fair dealing with other 
contractors, so that it may not be said this is a special thing with special 
privileges. It is our duty to see to it that it is subjected to the same 
conditions that other contractors are taking, and taking gladly. That 
is why I say to the Senator from Maryland, I suggested, when the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire moved his amendment, that this would be 
a provision that I thought everybody would agree to. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think my friend from Maine gets the exact 
point of my objection to his amendment. It is that we have appro- 
priated in this part of the bill for the construction of a vessel of a par- 
ticular type described and made certain by the words of the description 
contained in the previous part of the paragraph, in the construction of 
which we must presume that all the elements of naval architecture and 
the results to be obtained from a particular style of architecture have 
been considered by the Naval Committee of the other House. 


If it is prudent to provide by law that a vessel to cu- 


lar plans and specifications (and that is what we do undertake to pro- 


vide for) shall be built, itis dangerous, I think, to depart, without more 
knowledge than we have, from those plans and specifications in the 
matter of the speed to be attained; for thatis just as much an element 
of the construction of the ship as her beam or her length or the pecu- 
liarities that may obtain in regard to submerging her deflective armor, 
armament, and soon. If the bill had been in this regard ref as 
I think it ought to have been, to the Naval Committee of the Senate, 
where testimony could have been heard or information obtained from 
naval architects, then we might have talked about itintelligently; but 
Ido not think, with all deference to the general knowledge of the 
Senator from Maine in regard to matters of this kind, that we are yet 
informed by what he says sufficiently to take a step like this, which 
seems to me to be one in the dark. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not look upon it as proceeding in the dark. I 
know nothing about this ship, of which I have good hopes, but I feel 
entirely confident that there is nothing in her construction that forbids 
her attaining the same speed which other ships of like size and like 
horse-power attain. Of over 3,000 tons, to be built after whatever . 
model may be approved by the Navy Department as a fast ship, with 
certain peculiarities about her in time of battle which do not in any 
way whatever touch speed, she could get to the place where she is to 
do her fighting as fast as any other ship of her size and horse-power; 
and the size and horse-power provided in this ship, not only now with 
us but in other navies which are patterning after us, give a ship of 19 
knots. I should have grave objections to building this ship at all if I 
thought she could make but 17 knots. That would be going back, 
when in every bill we have acted upon heretofore we have gone for- 
ward, and we have attained the highest developed speed in the world 
because we have gone forward. 

We have done this thing hefore. It is not an interference with the 
House, that has investigated this any more than we have, because this 
whole subject-matter has been practically for a year before gentlemen 
who are interested in and familiar with naval affairs. This very proj- 
ect came before the conference committee last year and was struck off. 
It was then discussed and the models and plans looked at. ` 

To repeat, if we have to go back to a 17-knot ship, and only a 17- 
knot ship, then I do not want to build her. That is an argument 
against the whole project. If we are to build a ship which is to cost 
as much as a 19-knot ship costs, with the immense premiums which 
we give (and $50,000 for every quarter of a knot is a great premium), 
we ought to have a ship which is just as good as the Charleston, the 
San Francisco, and other ships that are te be built upon the basis of 
19 knots. That rate we have already established, and it will discredit 
this ship and discredit the scheme on which it is built with the Navy 
Department, with any Secretary of the Navy who may manage the 
Navy in the future, if it comes to him as a special pet that is given 
premiums for a speed between 17 knots and 19 knots, when the other 
ships that we are building have penalties for a speed between 17 knots 
and 19 knots. The special friends of this measure ought not to launch 
it upon a new administration of the Department with that distinction, 

iving to thisship premiums between 17 knots and 19 knots when they 
ve ships that are being built which involve penalties if they do not 
get up to 19 knots. 

For that reason I should insist (or my interest in this vessel would 
be lost) that she should make the same speed that other ships of like 
class make, 19 knots an hour, and then get the big premium over and 
above; but if we go back of that and make this a pet measure and give 
these enormous premiums for a rate of speed above that which has been 
long ago abandoned as the maximum rate the whole project is disered- 
ited. I know the Senate does not want to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Manperson in the chair), The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment striking out “17” and in- 
serting ‘‘19’? before the word ‘‘knots’’ in line 12. 

The amendment was agreed to, è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to the word ‘‘seventeen”’ in line 15 of the same 
paragraph, and inquires whether that should not also be made “‘nine- 
teen? 

Mr. HALE. That should be made to conform. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE, On page 25, at the end of line 4, I move to add: 

And for the i 

ABAIN alker AOO upon. the, PIAN ORSI of the EN EENS 
es belonging to one bureau and available for the use of another, without 

reimbursement therefor by the bureau receiving the supplies so transferred : 

Provided, That supplies obtained for a specific object and still needed therefor 

cud CIO DORS SAk Aha ent peas ta which. the A aiotaan tad 

pro ns, clothing,and small stores, shall not be subject to transfer without 

charge under the terms of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Fes TELLER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 43, after 
ine 16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Colorado will be read. 


1772 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


The SECRETARY. On page 43, after line 16, it is proposed to add: 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized and empow- 
ered to contract with the Hurst Reinforce Cartridge and Arms Company, a cor- 
poration under the laws of the State of New Jersey, for the manufacture of 
three or more rapid-fire, rapid-twist, 1-pounder breech-loading rifled guns, and 
an equal number of the same type of 3-pounder guns, and an equal number of 
the same type of 6-pounder guns, and the same number of 82-pounder guns, and 
such amount of ammunition for each of said guns as the Secretary of the Navy 
may designate; said ammunition to consist of the Hurst reinforce cartridge: 
Provided, That said guns shall not exceed in weight and length guns using sim- 
ilar weight of projectile now in use; and said guns using said cartridges shall 
in addition to the usual test required by the United States Government, propel 
a projectile with a penetrating force 20 per cent. greater, by actual experiment, 
than the best guns using similar weight of projectile new in use in the United 
States service: And provided further, That said guns shall not be paid for and no 
expense shall accrue to the Government until by actual experiment, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, it shall be shown that said guns with 
said cartridgts are capable of producing a penetrating force 20 cent. ter 
then any guns firing same weight of projectile now in use in United States 
service. 

‘That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized and empow- 
ered to contract with said company for one hundred or more stands of high- 

- powersmall-arms, using said cartridges, of such caliber as he may designate, 
and on the same terms as above set forth: Provided, That before any money 
shall be pee for said guns the said Hurst Reinforce Cartridge and Arms Com- 
pany shall convey to the United States Government the right to manufacture 
and use the said cartridges for and with the said guns. 

That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
ree to carry out the provisions of this act, and the Treasurer of the 

nited States is hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to pay out the 
ne oo such part thereof as may be required, upon the orders of the Secretary 
o! avy. 


Mr. TELLER. The amendment I have offered is a copy of a bill 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs favorably, which now 
stands on the Calendar. For the purpose of showing that there issome 
merit in this amendment, I present a letter from the Commissioner of 
Patents, with a statement of the assistant examiner in charge, showing 
the application and the issuing of patents, or the proceedings to get 
patents, on the part of Mr. Hurst, who has transferred his right to 
this company. I also desire to present a letter from the chief exam- 
iner of the Patent Office, which I ask may be inserted without being 


read. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters will be inserted in the 
RECORD without reading, if there be no objection. ; 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 
Washington, February 6, 1889. _ 
Sır: Your communication of the 5th instant relative to applications for pat- 
ents filed in this office by H. P, Hurst, has been received. 
I inclose herewith report of the examiner made to me in the matter, which 
a full information concerning all the applications filed by Mr. Hurst, 


respectfully, yours. 
ani 4 TERAN BENTON J. HALL, Commissioner. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
United States Senate, 


UNITED STATES Parent OFFICE, February 6, 1889. 

Sim: With respect to the request of Hon. H. M. TELLER for information as 
to any applications for letiers-patent which may have been filed in this office 
by General H. P. Hurst, and in compliance with your direction to report thereon, 
I respectfully submit the following: 

The records of this division show that the following patents haye been granted 
to General Hurst, or to himself and joint inventor: 

H. P. Hurst, accelerating cartridge, No. 372678, November 8, 1887. 

H. P. Hurst, shell, No. November 8, 1887. 

J. R. Hawley and H. P. Hurst, Mim ge No, 388413, August 28, 1888, 

H. P. Hurst, accelerating cartridge, No. 390282, October 2, 1888. 

H. P. Hurst, projectile, No. 391367, October 16, 1888. __ 

Applications filed by General Hurst are now pending before the office, the 
subject-matter of the invention and the condition of each case being as herein- 
after stated: 

eae DRENE (adapted to Hurstcartridge). All of the claims (five) 

n 


clearly described in the claims. s 

Breech-loading ordnance, having the firing mechanism carried and the shell- 
ejectin rian Bee operated by the breech-block. Of the ten claims presented 
seven have been decided patentable and three stand rejected, Of these twomay 
= amended so as to be patentable, leaving but one lacking in patentable nov- 


y Ree accelerating cartridge. Three claims have been allowed while 
several more embrace patentable subject-matter. Of the remaining claims sev- 
= are anticipated by the above-mentioned patents of General Hurst for car- 


‘wound gun, The claims are all rejected, either upon formal objections 
or for lack of patentable novelty, in view of thestate of theart. The gun, how- 
ever, possesses several patentable features, and the proper presentation of these 
in the claims will result in the grant of a patent. 

Recoil-operated firearm. The specific mechanism is in the main novel, and 
may be protected by properly-drawn claims. Those now in the case stand re- 
ected, either for formal objections or because their subject-matter is anticipated 
Whee ct thn Orinio thie the Hurai system of a iti 
am of the opinion e Hu of arms and ammunition possesses 
many features new in themselves and Poer to it: but, likeall systems, it has 
of necessity taken to itself and assimilated other features, old in the art and 
common to other systems of arms and ammunition. 
Respectfully submitted, 


L. W. MAXSON, 
First Assistant Examiner, in Charge Division 22. 
Hon. Breyton J. HALL, . 
Commissioner of Patents. 


WASHINGTON, D.C., February 9, 1889, 

Sm: In answer to your favor of the Sth instant, and with the consent of the 
Commissioner of Patents, I note the following: 

lam not aware of any inventor, in this or another country, who has individ- 
ually patented shells, projectiles, sabots, fuses, accelerating : artridges, breech- 
loading ordnance (large and small caliber), breech-loading small-arms and light 
ordnance operated by the recoil of the explosive charge,and ordnance constructed 
on the wire-wound principle. 

While this is true, certain persons have secured petents relating to arms and 
ammunition extending over a wide field of invention. 

Of these, perhaps the most prominent was B. B. Hotchkiss, a citizen of the 
United States, resident at the time of his death at Paris, France, “ 

Examples illustrating the diversity of his inventive faculty, though includ- 
ing but a small portion of his United States patents, are as follows: 

\Wire-wound gun, No. 269936, January 2, 1883. 

Breech-loading ordnance, No, 270589, January 16, 1883. 

Breech-loading ordnance, No. 270953, January 23, 1883, 

Breech-loading ordnance, No. 881697, April 24, 1888. 

Machine gun, No. 211849, February 4, 1879. 

Machine gun, No, 253924, February 21, 1882. 

Breech-loading fire-arm, No. 99898, February 15, 1870, 

Magazine fire-arm, No. 184285, November 14, 1876. 

Submarine and torpedo boat, No. 278708, June 5, 1883, 

Primers for cartridges, No. 99899, Feb: 15, 1870, 

Cartridges (not accelerating) No. 29080, July 10, 1860, 

Rifle bullet, No, 192829, July 10, 1877. 

Projectiles, No. $2293, May 14, 1861. 

Projectiles, No. 182278, September 19, 1876, 

Sabot, No, 93089, July 27, 1869. 

Shell, No. 47544, May 2, 1865, 

Shell, No, 266694, October 31, 1 j- 

Shell fuse, No. 37756, February 24, 1863. 

Shell fuse, No, 244899, J ig Bowe 1881. 

Thorston Nordenfelt of Westminster, England, has also patented many in- 
ventions, including machine guns, breech-loading ordnance, carriages for guns, 
projectiles, shells, and shell fuses. 

These two examples, taken from the records of the Patent Office, are perhaps 
the best illustration of the application of the inventive faculty, by a single in- 
dividual, to a wide range of devices pertaining to arms and ammunition. 

The above is respectfully submitted, unofficially, but with the hope that it may 
embrace in full the information requested by you, 


Iam, yours sincerely, 
LOUIS W. MAXSON, 
United States Patent Office. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. TELLER, The principal merit, as I understand, of this gun 
consists in the character of the cartridge that is used as well as in the 
character of the gun itself. The gun which has been made and put in 
use is asmall gan carrying avery small bullet. The purpose, of course, 
is to enlarge it and see if a larger gun can not be made to do what the 
small gun has done in a very great degree. 

I have been furnished with a statement of the character of the car- 
tridge, which is a little better perhaps than I can make it, and I desire 
to submit it: 

The Hurst cartridge has an inner steel tube containing a small charge of pow- 
der which starts the bullet. Outside and around this tube there isa much larger 
charge of powder which is not ignited until the bullet is well under way along 
the bore of the gun. The 1 charge starts the js pedo without recoil to 
the gun, and when the big is ignited the bullet is moving rapidly, thus 
keeping down the gas re in the cartridge chamber without great strain 
on the gun, for when the bullet is moving there isa constantly increasing 
chamber provided for the explosion of the large charge, which gives greatly in- 
creased Myra to the moving bullet with little recoil of the gun. The Hurst 
cartridge applied to the new small-bore Springfield rifle, could use twice the 
amount of powder, of either quick or slow burning, than is used in the single- 
ch: —— of cartridges of the Government model with less powder press- 
une yÉ chamber than is attained by any of the high-power small-arms at 

ome or abroad, 


I have a report from Lieutentant Berry, of the United States Navy, 
which I desire may be inserted in the RECORD, and I need not take 
the trouble to read it. He gives an account of this gun and of the 
various guns after which it is modeled that are in use in various parts 
of the country. I desire that it may go in the RECORD for the benefit 
of the committee, which I understand has been considering this matter 
in another connection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter referred to will be in- 
serted in the RECORD without reading, if there be no objection. 

The memorandum referred to is as follows: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, NAvy-YARD, 
Washington City, February 7, 1889. 
DEAR SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 


5th instant, and in reply inclose the desired information with the exception of 
com ve power of the Hurst and foreign guns. ThisI may be able to for- 


ward you. 
The data relating to the Hurst gun are from my official report; the other infor- 
mation is from foreign professional journals, 


Very respectfull: 
ifs tonsa A. G. BERRY, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy. 
Hon. H, M. TELLER, 
United States Senate. 


France has adopted the Lebel rifle—caliber, 0.315; length of projectile, 1.22; 
weight, about 232 grains; weight of cartridge (loaded), 452 grains; kind of 
charge, smokeless powder, its nature entirely unknown ; Maps hardened 
lead in a nickel jacket; muzzle velocity, 2,034 feet; magazine holds eight cart- 
ridges and is similar to the Winchester in this country. 

England has the “Improved Lee," an American gun—caliber, 0.815; 


charge, _ 
unknown; have had great difficulty in getting right kind of powder. The “ im- 


proved™ part of the rifle consists of slight changes about the e. 
Austria has the Mannlicher—caliber, 0’.315; cha 62 grains; projectile, 


rge, 
1”.42, and weighs 44 grains; muzzle velocity, 1,738 feet; weight of loaded cart- 
ridge, 447 grains Lee 


; magazine something like the and holds five cartridges. 
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Portugal has the Kropatscheck—caliber, 10.815; charge, of loose Rottweil 

powder (German); weighs 66 grains; projectile, 247 grains, copper covered. 
many, Italy, Denmark, and the other nations are still ex nting with 
the small-bore guns, and the American Lee is thought well of. 

I have seen it stated lately that both Germany and Italy had adopted the Lee 
with a caliber of .315. 

In Europe the weight of the charge for the small-bore caliber is about one- 
fourth the weight of the projectile, and the latter isin all instances compound— 
ime is, hardened lead in a steel, nickel, or copper jacket. 

urst system (.32 caliber American measure, .308 foreign). Various weights of 
charge and projectile were used. ong them are the following: 

With a charge of 240 grains of powder and a steel projectile of 131 grains, 

ye V7, the penetration was 1.15 of iron at an angle of 80 degrees. 
ith 240 grains of powder and 131 grains steel projectile, length 1.07, it pen- 
etrated 12” of iron plates and 3” oak. 

With 245 grains of powder and 253 ins steel projectile, length 2”, it went 
through 40” pine—1 inch apart—and bent itself against an iron target. The 
Springfield rifle was then fired—firing a leaden bullet of 405 grains with 70 grains 
powder—and the penetration was 13” pine. 

The Hurst cartridge is loaded with two charges, 30 grains in the inner tube 
and the remainder in the annular space about it, I donot think the gun could 
stand a single charge of 240 grains, nor would any man baye willingly fired it 
from the shoulder more than once. 

In this system the charge is in some cases heavier than the projectile and 
lighter in others. Equal weights would not be far from right. 

By a crude method of comparing the recoil with that of the Springfield rifle 
it was found to be about the same in each. The gun was fired repeatedly from 
the shoulder, with heavy charges, though I never did it. With improved pow- 
der better results can be obtained. 

I can see no reason why it can not be applied to rapid-fire guns with excel- 
lent results, Carrying out the relative weights of charge and projectile the 
weights would be about siat 

For the l-pounder Hotchkiss the charge is about 0.20 
0.96 pound ; and for rant miei 1.68 pounds. In the 
of the charge, then, would be about 1, 3, and 6 pounds, 


Mr. TELLER. I have also.the following data, which I desire to sub- 
mit in brief, as to the experiments made with this gun: 

Shot No. 31: Steel projectile, caliber .82; length, 1.25 inches; weight, 150 
grains; inside powder charge, 30 grains, Hazard’s No. 3; outside charge, 210; 


t, five wrought-iron plates, four of which were three-sixteenths of an inch 
thick, and one three-eighths of an inch thick, sandwiched in between pine 
boards, each 1 inch thick. Penetrated all the iron plates and pine boards. 
Total penetration, 1} inches of iron and 5 inches of pine. 
Shot No. 33: Steel projectile; length, 2 inches; weight, 258 grains; inside 
wder charge, 35; outside charge, 210 grains. Penetrated 40 inches of pine, and 
t and upset on contact with an iron plate behind the wooden target. Lieu- 
keraren Berry estimates this shot had sufficient power to penetrate 50 inches of 
pine. 

Shot No. 34: Steel projectile. Length, 1.07 inches; weight. 131 grains. Pene- 
trated 1.15 inches into hammerediron. Angle of impact, 80 degrees, 

The powder used in this test was the ordinary powder, known as Hazard’s 
No. 3, ducking, yet the penetration is the highest ever recorded for the caliber of 
gun and weight of bullet. 

With an improved powder the velocity and penetration of the Hurst bullet 
will be correspondingly greater. 

I find in the Naval Intelligencer of June, 1888, the following refer- 
ence to this cartridge: : 

The " Hurst cartridge” tried in a small-bore rifle (.32 caliber) has given some 
remarkable results. me experiments with this ammunition have recently 
been made at the Washington navy-yard. The rifle used is of special construc- 
tion. The bore is rifled with six grooves, having a uniform twist of one turn in 
Ginches. A bullet weighing 131 grains, tired from this gun with a charge of 240 


grains (30 grains interior and 210 grains exterior charge) penetrated .96 inch in 
a wrought-iron 


pists ata range of 33 feet, and when recovered was found to be 
practically undeformed. 


Ihave here on my table a piece of iron with a bullet in it. [Ex- 
hibiting.] I also have what I regard as considerably more expressive 
of the power of this gun, a specimen where the bullet struck the steel 
at an angle of about fifteen or sixteen degrees. [Exhibiting.] Ido 
not suppose that I shall exaggerate if I say that in no weapon that has 
been tried has there been such a remarkable penetration. I understand 
that at least one Senator connected with the Military Committee fired 
this gun from his shoulder, and Lieutenant Berry shows that the re- 
coil is about the same as that of the Springfield rifle, with very much 
larger penetration. 

It will also beseen by an examination of the character of the project- 
ile used that the projectile in this gun is very much less than that used 
in the Springfield rifle, while its penetration is morc than double. 
The danger range of this gun is more than double that of the Spring- 
field rifle. While the Springfield rifle can carry a bullet with deadly 
effect, it is said, a mile and a half, this gun can do the same 3 
miles. In every respect the gun is superior to any gun in use, I be- 
lieve, by this Government or any other government at this time. 

The gun has been examined and commented upon by various persons 
of intelligence who have looked at it, and everywhere it has been pro- 
nounced a wonder. A little examination of the character of guns in 
use, comparing the work of this gun with that of those guns, willshow 
that it is very superior in character. 

We have never in this country been quick to appreciate the advan- 
tages which our people have had in their inventive faculty with refer- 
énce to guns; and all the valuable inventions of this kind, I believe, 
without exception, have gone abroad. Mr. Hotchkiss, who everybody 
understands invented a very valuable gun, I think, importuned our 
Government year after year, year in and year out, to farnish him some 
means of developing and demonstrating the value of his gun. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
p suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which 

ill be stated by title. 


und ; forthe 3-pounder, 
urst system the weights 
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The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also 
an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-men- 
tioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of 
the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rai 
and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of 
certain of the companies therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the resolution of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to recommit the bill to the 
select committee with instructions. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the unfinished business. The Senator, I take it, wants to go on with 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be informally laid aside. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the unfinished business be informally laid aside, that the Senate may 
proceed with the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12329) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I was saying that Mr. Hotchkissim- 
portuned Congress from time to time to furnish him the means of de- 
veloping his gun, asking the Government to take some interest in it. 
Finally he went abroad and sold his patents. I believe that that is the 
case with all the inventors of this countzy. The Hotchkiss gun has 
been made in this country, but it has been by foreign people, I under- 
stand, while the patents are held abroad. The same may be true also 
of the quick-firing gun invented by Mr. Hiram Maxim, of New York. 
It is said that after having vainly endeavored to get the Government 
of the United States to use his gun he has recently sold his patent in 
England for $850,000. I do not know whether that is the sum, but I 
think it can not be questioned that the invention has gone abroad. The 
foreign governments stand ready at all times to take all these inven- 
tions and to purchase the right to use them to our exclusion. 

One of the great merits of this gun is that it may be used with any 
kind of powder. Great efforts have been made by governments within 
the last five or ten years to discover some powder that would accom- 
plish what this reinforce cartridgeseems to have done. Our own De- 
partments of the Government, the War Department and the Navy De- 
partment, have concurred in stating that up to the present time no 
powder has been discovered, so far as known, of real valut in that re- 
spect. When a satisfactory test has been made with powder, the De- 
partments have found that when the parties attempted to apply it, it 
was a different grade. The English experience in this matter, I under- 
stand, is that powder which to-day will accomplish one thing, in thirty 
days will not accomplish the same result because of some chemical 
change that they have not yet been able to discover. So if we can get 
such a gun in which we can use the ordinary powder, the powder in 
every-day use, we shall have accomplished what has not yet been ac- 
complished outside. 

I know, of course, that there have been guns of something like a sim- 
ilar character; that is to say, there was a gun with chambers in which 
the powder was placed and as the bullets passed out they were ignited. 
It was not very successful, so far as I understand. This is entirely dif- 
ferent, because the power is in the cartridge and there is no danger of 
the bursting of the gun in this method. 

There are a great many advantages in this gun of which I am not 
myself syfliciently familiar to speak, but it seems to me we ought to 
adopt some system of encouraging this improvement. A little money 
used in this way will bring out a perfect gun, if this is not already per- 
fect, and yet I do not know that it would seem hardly possible to make 
a better gun than this Hurst gun, from all accounts. 

I understand that two Senators, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who 
are members of the Committee on Military Affairs, were present when 
the result was obtained, which I have before me, when the penetration 
was ninety-six one-hundredths of an inch. Ido not know whether 
they were present when the projectile was forced into this iron at 
angle of fifteen or sixteen degrees very nearly an inch. That result 
is much more remarkable from an engineering point than the one I 
have just presented. z 

Mr. WALTHALL. I was present when this experiment was made, 
with the result as shown by the piece of iron I hold in my hand, the 
ball being buried in it about an inch. The Senator from Connecticut’ 
[Mr. HAWLEY], the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
was also present. While we were there we saw a ball from oneof these 


cartridges shot through forty plank each an inch thick. 
Mr. HALE. Were the plank lying together? 
Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir; they were lying together with a vay 
slight interval between them. with’ 


Then the best improved army gun 
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the best cartridge was tried, and that gun sent the ball through only 

thirteen of those plank. The Senator from Connecticut, the chairman 

of the committee, and myself were both present when these two ex- 
iments were made in the presence of some officer of the Navy who 
the matter in charge. 

Mr. TELLER, Lieutenant Berry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of what metal is the ball? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Steel. 

Mr. TELLER. It is steel. Nearly all of them are now made of 
steel. The comparison between the projectile used in the Hurst gun 
and that used in the ordinary gun of the Army, the Springfield rifle, 
can be seen, and everybody can see the advantage, even if thecapacity 
of the gun was the same, in carrying thesmall projectile instead of car- 
tying the large one. But when, as I stated before, the danger range 
is more than double in the Hurst gun than that of the Springfield, it 
can be readily seen that the Springfield gun could be with propriety 
thrown into the ocean and a liberal sam could be paid for these guns 
if we ever should need to use them in war, ; 

It is believed by those who have examined this matter that this same 
system may be applied to large guns. There can be no reason, I think, 
to suppose that it can not be; and the pressure being thus distributed 
through the gun, and not forced, as it will be with powder that gives 
the impetus all at once, a lighter gun can be used to reach the same 
result than can be used with the ordinary system. All that we ask 
now is that the Government shall take some interest in it; that the 
Government shall not do as they have done with other inventors, send 
them abroad to develop their invention and then have the invention 
bought and kept there, but that the Government shall try an experi- 
ment of thiskind. 

I want to say a word as to my connection with the matter. I know 
very littleabout these guns. Iam not on the Military Committee nor 
on the Naval Committee, and my days for using guns have passed. I 
have not handled a gun in years, and I know very little about arms. 
I know that the inventor of this gun is a young American of respect- 
able character from the State of Mississippi. e is unable himself, as 
I understand, to develop this gun. He has shown great inventive 
genius, and, I believe, has developed a gun of the greatest possible 
value, if we want guns at all, and it does seem to me that the com- 
mittee ought to consent that a small sum such as is required in this 
amendment—for $100,000 is a small sum for an iment of this 
kind—should be put in this bill. I know it will per be said that 
the committee are considering it on another bill, but it seems to me 
this is the proper bill to put it on, and then it might also be put on 
another bill. S 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iask the Senator if the bill which corresponds 
to the amendment offered by him has not been favorably reported by 
the Naval Committee ? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but I understand that they were considering 
some emcouragement of this kind to inventors on what is called the 
Army bill. I will say, as I stated when I opened, that this amend- 
ment is an exact copy of a bill that has been reported favorably by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I was not here when the Senator commenced 
his remarks and did not hear him make that statement. 

_ Mr. TELLER. The bill might be here, but at this late hour 
it can not be expected that it would pass the other House and become 
a law at this session. 

Now, I want to say another word. This young man has also in con- 
sideration and has sppiicatons for patents for another invention con- 
cerning arms, which is equally valuable in my opinion, it being a sort 
of automatic, self-firing gan—that is to say, the recoil throws out the 
cartridge and puts anotherin. Guns of that kind have been invented 
and are successfully in operation, I understand, in foreign countries; 
but this is upon a different principle, and he is encou by the Pat- 
ent Office to believe that this is a different system and that he may get 
a patent. If the Government would encourage him by buying some 
of these , other inventions of the same valuable character might 
be made by him. We spend millions for warfare every year; our mili- 
tary expenditures are great, and yet to-day we have not a gun that is 
fit for any soldier to carry. That is the universal opinion of every- 
body who has given any thought to this subject. 

I do not suppose anybody will deny that the old cumbersome Spring- 
field rifle has been superseded in all parts of the world, and that if we 
ever should have a war we should be simply ridiculous in undertaking 
to go to war with those old guns. 

Now, is it not the proper policy for us, while at peace, to develop a 
gun that shall be equal to any gun that has been developed in the 
world’ We certainly are able todoit. The Senator from Maine said 
a few moments ago that we had developed the fastest steam-ship in the 
world, and I have no doubt that we can maintain our supremacy in 
that line, and if anybody finds one that will go faster than that we will 
find somebody who will invent one that will go still faster. We ought to 
invent the best gun in the world. We have made the best steel that 
has been made in the world, as I was told recently by a navai officer 
that the plates we were now receiving were superior to any that had 


ever been made in Europe, positively superior. 


He gave me the exact difference between the plates made in this 
country and the plates made in Europe. 1 do not remember it, but 
the grade was high. We made that steel because we created a demand 
tor it, because we said to the steel-makers of this country, ‘‘Give us a 
good class of steel and we will buy it.” When you say to the invent- 
ors of this country, ‘‘ If you will invent a gun more deadly than any 
gun ever made, you will find your Government ready to buy it,” they 
will invent that kind ofa gun. Say to them, ‘' If you invent, we will 
not let you struggle on in your poverty ’’—for all inventors are poor; rich 
men rarely or never invent anything, they do not have the incentive. , 
The men who have made the valuable inventions of the world are men 
who half of the time wanted bread. When poor men make these in- 
ventions, if we say to them ‘‘ We will pay no money, but you may possi- 
bly find a market in Europe for your guns,’’ they have not the financial 
ability to sustain themselves while inventing. So it is not a gift, it is 
not a charity, but it is giving a proper stimulus to these people. 

I trust the committee will not raise a question of technicality upon 
this amendment, but will let it become a part of this bill, as I think 
the result will be satisfactory to all concerned. 

Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from Kansas has 
called the attention of the Senate and of the country generally to the 
condition that we are in to-day as to our naval strength as one of the 
powers of the world and as to some of the reasons and causes which 
have produced the present condition. I did, as he stated, say to him 
a few days ago, when we were talking together about the Navy, that 
in five years, I think I said, rather than ten, we should have the best 
navy in the world. Thatistrue. We are to all intents and purposes 
out of the woods as to the question of a proper, suitable, strong naval 
establishment. The legislation and the acts of administration in the 
last seven years have settled that. The progress at first was slow, but 
the foundations were well laid under the administration of the Navy 
Department, then conducted by the Senator from New Hampshire on 
my right [Mr. CHANDLER], and from that day to this no session of Con- 
gress has passed that something has not been done in the work of build- 
ing up the Navy. 

Under the administration of Secretary Chandler, commencing in 
1881—'82, the former plan, to which the Senator from Kansas has re- 
ferred, of spending lar:e sums of money in repairing old wooden ships, 
was abandoned. ‘The then Secretary of the Nav , in season and, as I 
sometimes thought, out of season, urged and enforced that upon Con- 
gress, and at last (not without contest here, as Senators will remember, 
and in the other Chamber) it was adopted as the rule of the Depart- 
ment that under limitations as to amounts of repairs no more money 
should be spent upon old wooden vessels, and from that day when an 
old wooden vessel came in to her wharf and it was found that to repair 
her would take 25 or 30 per cent. more than her value, she was, as she 
ought to have been, condemned. 

The next step that was taken, or a step that was simultaneous with 
that, was laying the foundation for the constuction of a new navy 
under modern methods to meet modern and present exigencies, Under 
the work of the Naval Advisory Board appointed by the then Secretary 
of the Navy, the present Senator from New Hampshire, this whole 
subject was thoroughly gone over, and in the Forty-eighth Congress 
the Naval Committee of the Senate spent days and weeks in investi- 
gating this whole subject, taking the testimony of naval experts as to 
the class of vessels that couid be most fittingly built to usher in this 
new work of building the American Navy. Asa result of that inves- 
tigation and the reports of the Naval Advisory Board, and the sugges- 
tions of the Secretary of the Navy, the first modern ships were built, 
the Dolphin, the Boston, the Atlanta, andthe Chicago. The work was 
entered upon then and there. When the present Administration came 
in it found that work with these ships going on, under process of con- 
struction, with provision made for more ships. 

I do not need to refer to the constant strain, the protracted difficulty 
that was met during those yearsin furnishing to the then administration 
money with which to rebuild the Navy. The Houseof Representatives 
threw itself constantly in the way of every project, and it was only by 
the hardest effort that meager appropriations were secured for this pur- 
pose; but daring that time here and in the minority in the other branch 
the Republican party became committed, as one of the things that it 
should see was carried out, to the task of rebuilding the American Navy; 
and since the present Administration came into power, as the Senator) 
from Kansas has well said, the Republican Senate never has in any way 
departed from that policy. 

Senators upon the other side who have been specially interested in 
this subject will bear me out in saying that at no time in the last four 
years has the majority in this Chamber sought to put any hindrance or 
impediment in the work that the Secretary of the Navy was honestly 
and ably carrying forward of building new and suitable ships for our 
Navy. I have the satisfaction of recalling that every bill which has 
provided for building up and increasing the American Navy has been 
reported here as an addition to bills sent over from the other House 
until the last year, and even then an increase was made here. 

So the Secretary of the Navy has been endowed with this power to 
go on as he has been going on, by the act of the majority, or I will say 
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of this body, for all participate here; and much of the suecess that has 
‘characterized the administration of the present Secretary of the Navy, 
to which I am glad to bear testimony, has been owing to the hearty 
holding up of his hands that he has received from the majority of this 
body, opposed to him in politics. 

The Seeretary of the Navy has been careful in his methods. As the 
Senator from Kansas has said, he has encouraged American inventors, 
American enterprise, developed American skill, and out of it has con- 
structed some of the best ships that are to-day to be found upon the 
waters of the globe. It will beseen in the course of the next five years 
that some new Secretary of the Navy, if he brings to that Department 
the ability and the integrity that the Senator from New Hampshire 
brought to it when he took the Department in 1882, and that the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy brought to it when he took the Department 
in 1885, will largely get the credit of what has gone before. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, while at the head of this Depart- 
ment, was only able to launch two or three new ships, and the present 
Secretary of the Navy, with all the appropriations of money that have 
been placed in his hands, and with due vigilance on his part and with 
earnest effort to make available those appropriations, has only been able to 
launch six or seven of the new ships; while his suecessor, assuming, as 
I have said, that he will bring proper qualifications to that office, dur- 
ing the next four years, if he shall co long hold the reins in the Navy 
Department, will be able to launch fifteen or twenty, and it may be 
twenty-five or thirty of the finest sailing and armed and equipped ships 
on the waters of the globe. The next four or five years are to be the 
fruition of all that has been done before. Then is to be seen the re- 
sult of this growth, not only in skill on the part of the American peo- 
ple, but of action in Congress in accord with that publie sentiment. 

But I say, as I said when I began, I am out of the woods for one on 
this question of a naval establishment. We are going to have, in five 
or six years from now, the very best Navy in the world, hot in number 
of ships equaling Great Britain and Franee, and possibly some of the 
other great powers, but we shall have no refuse in our Navy. 

Navy will be likea clean-limbed, thoroughly-equipped wrestler, with 
no impediment, with nothing to hinder it, with no old and useless 
ships; and, thanks to the policy that has been pursued, none of those 
vast, unwieldy, and monstrous structures which have consumed mill- 
ions upon millions of the money of other powers, and whieh to-day 
naval officers and men dare not go upon the waters in for fear of the 
dangers that lie inherently in the construction of these ships. We 
shall have none of these, but we shall have a few of the best armored 
ships in the world, with the best of modern gunnery placed upon them, 
manned by American sailors, who have naver met their equal in the 
history of naval wars, and in addition to that, sailing ernisers of types 
ranging from eight to ten hundred tons up to forty-five hundred and 
five thousand tons that will dart over the waters of the earth and pene- 
trate into remote regions at aspeed that no other power ean attain, and 
in numbers, if we go on as we have been going on in the last four years, 
we shall equal any navy in the world with the exception, as I have 
said, of France and England, and possibly one or two other European 
prar Already we have, including those provided for in this bill, 

process of construction or in readiness for the new Secretary to take 
up and contract for and build, thirty-six first-class vessels. ‘These are 
all new, with the exception of the turreted monitors, which came to us 
as & legacy from the years immediately succeeding the war. With 
that exception there are thirty-one new modern-built armed 
ships, with modern machinery. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to ask 
him in that connection if the Committee on Naval Affairs have arrived 
at the conclusion that the monitor is not about as good a construction, 
as well calculated for war, and as good as any other ship, and whether 
they have thought of abandoning that kind of vessel? 

Mr. HALE. There has been no conclusion on the part of the Navy 
to abandon the monitor. The monitor pattern of ship has passed 
through a varied experience in the investigations and experiments of 
naval authorities all over the world, and it has not been abandoned, 
and I presume, for one, it will not be in our day. 

Mr. STEWART. I have been reading articles by Commander Brice 
in regard to the monitors, and be aae e it seems to me, with great 
force, that they are superior in design to any of the modern ships, that 
we could have a speed and a safety in that kind of vessel that can not 
be attained by the large armored ships constructed in England and else- 
where. He satisfied me at least, not being very familiar with the sub- 
ject, that the monitor should retain a place permanently amongst first- 
‘Senn war-vessels, 

Mr. HALE. Our Navy, as I have said, embraces almost every class 
of modern ship that has been tried, proved, and not found wanting by 
other powers. 

There is one feature of naval warfare, that particularly applicable to 
harbor defense, which we have not yet investigated or gone into to any 
great extent. and the present bill, which is now on the eve of passing, 
pos for the construction of one ram for harbor defense. I for one 


ve great faith in that kind of naval structure. It is not expensive, 
but when accompanied with proper machinery, proper motive power, 
it will, in my judgment, be one of the most dangerous of the naval 


structures to any enemy that approaches our coast. The bill provides 
or the building of one of these in order that we may see what the in- 
genuity and wit of the Navy Department, in conjunction with the skill of 
American contractors, can make in the way of aram for harbor defense. 
If she proves a failure or not completely satisfactory, then no more need 
be built; but I expect in the years to come to call upon the Senate to 
give appropriations in that UAR as they have been giving liberally 
in other directions; and I hope and believe, not only now but here- 
after, every year to add to the strength of this establishment, not by 
great, extravagant, Javish appropriations, but by reasonable and lib- 
eral appropriations properly directed, so that at the end of half a dozen 
years we shall, as said by the Senator from Kansas, have the finest 
navy of any power in the world. 

Mr. President, I ask to have made a part of my remarks an authori- 
tative memorandum which I add as to the Vesuvius. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request, and the memorandum will be inserted in the RECORD in con- 
nection with the remarks of the Senator from Maine. 

The paper is as follows: 

ss MEMORANDUM, 


wasby no means airanes that this new engine of destruction would pecans 
any of the accepted ypas pes of war-ships, but rather that it would form a new type 
or class, ree ay & utility of its own, either acting independently or in consort 
with other types. In short, the idea of the dynamite-gun v: was that of a 

do-boat, to project its ney apa through the air instead of through the 
water. The chief desideratum in such a vessel was at the outset decided to be 


t, the 
rtance in view of the fact 
in close proximity to the 
at heed vessel should have suf- 


psec rae 


board of naval officers. The system having been ee a contract was made 


alarger 
original Some sane f on In order that the the publio value of sown terescyap= 6 mod- 
s orasining may be clearly egpaar kek: it is necessary to present 
design and the vessel 


of the two—that is to say, the original 
parative statement. 


Eper 
bse meg erea haa 


The cause of these modifications and Sasa to waa raahe thee 
dimensions was the desire of the contractors, shared by the i, to arm 
the vessel with the 15-inch the original design not atfoi space or car- 


rying ame forthem. And, incidentally, it was desired to increase the coal 


t 
these enlargements te end im Pec sresremined ig which were in consequence wholly at 
of the contractors, 
— completed under these conditions, she was put on 
Two unsuccessful trials were had overs measured course 


advised the 


Such 

noone carefully measured and marked near the 
wena ian aapi ga ha in 17 or 18 fathoms water, by the officers of the United 
ering p Despatch, a third trial was run developing the remarkable result of 
21:640 knota per hour, ina mean of two runs over the course, with and against 


This result having been reported to the nt by the trial board, con- 
citing. of Loutenente Cowles; Schroeder, and Fisk, and Passed Assistant Engi- 
neer rst, United States Navy, the vessel was accepted, ee 

was concerned, but held to await trial of her guns, which were not quite finished 
at the time of the speed trial. 

aroe i ~ terms of the contract, were in two parts: First, a trial 
for range, accu and controllability of bigs EAR force, which were to 
be determined by the rmance of a gun of the same caliber and length as 
those mounted en the ship, which was in position at Fort ette, New York 
Harbor; and, second, a trial for rapidity of fire on board, in w) ease, of course, 
the trial no be made with er ore cad tants Meta noone E gies am 

vesse. 
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five out of eight shots having bee as effective under the terms of 


m registered 
the contract, while two of the other three fell within the zone of calculated par- 
tial effect. No other trial remains to be made exccpt that of rapidity of fire of 


the guns in tion on board, which is merely a test of the sidani. on board 
ship of m ism which has repeatedly functioned perfectly in mounts on 


ore, 

Prior trials of the gun, such as the blowing up of the Silliman, a condemned 
schooner given to the contractors by the Government for that purpose last sum- 
mer, have uniformly demonstrated the tremendous destructive power of the 
leper ser projectile when exploded under or in immediate proximity toa float- 

object. 

‘he naval appropriation bill for the ensuing fiscal yearas panog by the House 
of Representatives provides for the construction of one additional vessel of the 
Vesuvius type, contingent on the satisfactory performance of that vessel with 
her , under conditions as nearly as may be ral ee weed those of actual 
feee deep Guarded in this manner, and with the final decision left to the ex- 
perts of the Navy, it seems that Congress can incur no risk in increasing the 
number of additional vessels of that t thus contingently provided for. 

lf entirely successful in the trials of her battery afloat, as stipulated in the 
House provision, there can be no doubt that the Vesuvius type will prove a 
most formidable factor in the national scheme of coast and harbor defense, as 
well as an important adjunct to offensive operations away from our shores, 
ghould it unfortunately become necessary to undertake them. 

The limit of cost of the additional vessels is fixed at the sum of $450,000, which 
is about one-ninth the cost of the large armored ship authorized by Consroe at 
its last session—that is to say, nine vessels of the Vesuvius type can be built as 

and made ready for service at a cost not exceeding of one 7,500 or 
Boo ton ironclad, including armament, and in considerably less time. 

It will be noted that the provision of the House calls for two 15-inch dyna- 
mite guns instead of the three carried by the Vesuvius. is use naval 
officers of experience are of the oe got that, in view of the confined space in 
which these guns are to be worked, quite as effective fire can be delivered from 
two, with plenty of room in which to operate them, as from three operated in 
an insufficient orina not large enough to give men the most com- 
plete opportunity to work. ‘ides, it is pro: to give the new Vesuvius a 
coal rong | sufficient for fifteen days’ steaming at 10 knots an hour, or a total 
cruising ability of 3,600 nautical miles, and also to uire of her builders a 

nty of 21 knots speed, which is 1 knot more than the requirement of the 
Vesuvius though sixty-five one-hundredths of a knot less than that vessel ac- 
com R 

‘Attention has been ‘called in the public press and in debate onthe floor of the 
House to breakages of parts of the machin of the Vesuvius du first 
and second trials. These were as follows: In the first run of the t trial, 
which was the trial over a 44-knot course in shallow water, one of the four 
blower-engines was disab! through the loosening of a nut, which de- 
prived the vessel of one-fourth of her forced draught. This accident occurred 
when about over the course, and the in the remaining part 
of the run was not diminished enough to prevent her making something more 
than the required speed for that half of the trial. But the contractors preferred 
not to attempt the return run under those circumstances, 

In the first run of the second trial, over the same ran gaara the end of the 
run the connecting-lever of one of the four air-pumps with which the vessel is 
fitted parted, thereby scones beh main engine of one-halfits vacuum ca ty; 
but in this case, as before, the half run was made within the time requi to at- 
tain the contract speed; but, as before, it was decided not to continue the trial in 
that condition. In fact, it would have been useless to do so even the result 
been su , because the Secr afterwards said that he could not have 
accepted the vessel on the result of a trial in which some part of the machinery 
gave way,no matter if the contract s was attained. However, neither of 
these accidents affected the capacity of the ship for service, which is sufficiently 
attested by the fact that on both occasions she made the run back to the ship- 
yard at her normal rate of speed under natural draught, about 17 knots. 

After the second trial all four of the air-pump connecting-levers were removed 
and heavier ones substituted. ‘The statement has been made on the floor of the 
House that no reports were made of these unsuccessful trials or of the cireum- 
stances connec with them. This is an error, because reports were made both 
by the trial board and by the contractors,and are now on file in the Navy De- 
partment. It was also remarked on the floor of the House that the third and suc- 
cessful trial in deeper water “ furnished more latitude for variation in estimates 
ofthe progress of the vessel than if she were run close to the lan ks along 
shore.” Asa matter of fact, both trial courses were measured and buoyed in 
exactly the same manner and by the same officers, and moreover, the deeper- 
water course near the Breakwater was considerably closer in with the land on 
one side than the shallower course wason either side. In both cases the courses 
were marked by buoys strongly anchored, one at each end, and the distances 
BEOEM Ory: measured by triangulation and so minute were the measurements 
that the time over the course requ to “attain” the contract speed of “not 
Jess than 20 knots an hour,” was calculated by the board to thousandths of a 
knot. For example, in the last trial the length of the course was certified by 
the board to be 2.54 knots,” and the contractors were notified that they must 
run the vessel over it in seven minutes and thirty-seven and two-fifths seconds. 

Touching the question that has been raised, of the lack of protection to the 
vital parts of the Vesuvius, it is only sinian de pou that she belongs, by design 
and calculation, to that class of vessels which find their protection in their speed, 
the small mark which they present to the enemy, and their vast comparative 
maneuvering power, in contrast with ordinary men-of-war. In fact the effort 
to give her “protection,” as that term is applied in the sense of armor, would at 
once have modified her design, by the necessities of the involved weights, toan 
extent sufficient to destroy the type. That is to say, the effortto provide " pro- 
tection,” in the armored sense, would have at once compelled the surrender, for 
that purpose, of the proportionate machinery weights which alone render her 
phenomenal s and maneuvering power possible. 

It may safely be remarked that a surgeon, to incumber a 21-knot vessel 
with armor betrays a total ignorance of the most primitive problems of practi- 
eal naval construction. In this connection it may be interesting to offer some 
comparisons. The total displacement of the Vesuvius is about 800 tons with her 
normal r-defense supply of coal on board. Her machinery complete, with 
water in boilers and condensers, is 256 tons, or 32 per cent. of the whole. The 
coast-defense ironclad, now under advertisement, is to displace 4,000 tons, of 
which only 420 tons can be given up to maoine, or only a little over 10 
cent. To any one at all conversant with the simplest problems of naval archi- 
tecture this comparison ought to be conclusive. Ang dn each of these vessels 
represents the highest development of its class. Further comment would not 
seem to be required on this point. 

As for sea-going capacity, the Vesuvius is memes anA as able as any vessel of 800 
tons—neither more nor less, use, all other factors being equal, seaworthi- 
ness in a steam-vessel totally destitute of sail power is almost racer fi direct 
function of dimension and displacement. But there never was any intention 
that the Vesuvius should nor any pretense that she could keep the sea in the 
cruising sense for any conside: e len; of time, or that her sea-going duty 
would eyer be more than to run along the coast, port to a poets as her de- 
fensive functions might require. That she can easily do in any ordinary weather, 
within the limits of her coal capacity, and, as has demonstrated by her 


official trials, at a sustained rate of speed which would render a chase of her by 
formance for the enemy. 


a hostile ship or squadron an uninteresting per: 


In conclusion, it is proper to say that, for purposes of comparison, wherefrom 
to draw a fair conclusion as to anfri efficiency, the Vesuvius should be = 
sidered asasea-going to! o-vyesselof large size; and her warlike power, assu 
should be measured by the distance or “ range” at which her to! joes, thrown 
rome the air, are surely effective, as nr pe with the effective zones of the 
torpedo-vessels of other powers, whose missiles are projected through the water, 

It has been demonstrated that the aerial torpedoes of the Vesuvius can be 
thrown with absolutely certain effect one and a half nautical miles; that their 
aim at that range is as sure as that of a rifled cannon of the most modern con- 
struction, and t their explosion, either upon striking the object itself or fall- 
ing in the water near it, is also inevitable. Her full-calibered shell contains, as 
is well known, 500 pounds of dynamite, ni latine, or any other of the high 
or binitric explosives, which can not be ted from any powder-burning 
gun. 

All the torpedo-vessels of other powers are designed upon the basis of the 
auto-mobile or locomotive torpedo, which must be launched into the water from 
the bow or side of the vessel and then left to make the best of its way to i 
object of attack,without any further human or intelligent guidance, being su 
ject from the moment of its launch to all the conditions of navigation in a sea- 
way on its own hook; in seafaring phrase, a “ derelict,” to all intents and pur- 
poses. Exhaustive experiments haye been made by all the great powers with 
all sorts of locomotive water-torpedoes, and enormous sums have been ex- 
pended in constructing fast and powerful boats to carry and launch them; and 
yet the utmost surely-effective striking range that has been attained with an 
auto-mobile or locomotive torpedo is 600 feet, and that in the still water of the 
harbor of Fiume. 

Viewing the Vesuvius as a torpedo-vessel purely, therefore, it is fair to say 
that, as comparediwith other torpedo-vessels armed with locomotive torpedoes, 
her effective zone is to theirs as 9,000 feet is to 600 feet; whereas her torpedo 
carries 500 pounds of the i, eraan losives as against 180 pounds carried by the 
largest typs of Whitehead locomotive torpedo, 

Re ng tho Vesuvius as a torpedo-vessel, it is fair to compare her qualities 
and performances with those of vessels of similar class or rate possessed 
other powers. There are, of what may be termed “sea-going torpedo-vessels,” 
rag A six in existence with which she should be com , a8 follows: 

The Iljin, of 600 tons; the ag ores of 860 tons; the tructor, of 458 tons; the 
Sharpshooter, of 735 tons; the tlesnake, of 550 tons, and the Bombe, of 320 
tons; though the Jatter is almost too small for such rating. 

The following table will show the relative qualities and performances of these 


Speed. 


Nature of trial. 


ment, a 

Tons. 
790 4, 445 2.64-knotrun, 
600 3,550 1-knot run, 
860 3,016 1-knot run, 

(4, 040 Unofficial.) 

458 3, 829 Uno! . 
735 4,500 H 
550 2,869 1-knot run. 
320 2,000 1-knot run, 


* Performance of this vessel reported by builders only; no official report pub- 
lished by Spanish Government. 
+ Estimated; not yet tried, 


These vessels, aside from the Vesuvius, are all calculated to use the loco- 
motive torpedo, launched over the bow or sides from short tubes, with which 
they are equipped, as follows: 

Iljin: 7 tubes, Whi to! oes. Also light secondary battery. 

Whitehead 


Tripoli: 5 tu rpedoes, Also lightsecondary battery. 
Destructor: 5 tu Whitehead torpedoes, Also light secondary battery. One 
4-inch breech-loadin 


e. 

Si ooter; 4tu Whitehead torpedoes. Strong secondary battery. One 
4-inch breech-loading rifle. 

Rattlesnake: 4 tubes, Whitehead torpedoes, Strongsecondary battery, One 
4-inch breech-loading rifle. 

Bombe: 2 tubes, 10 torpedoes; also one 4-inch breech-loading rifle. 

From these tables, compiled from official documents in the office of naval in- 
telligence, it appears that the Vesuvius has exceeded all the others in speed, so 
far as sey. reported trials are concerned, the reported of the De- 
structor, namely, 22.68 knots, having been so stated by her builder, Mr. Byles 
of Clydebank, in a paper read apes Slate yeas the tish Institute of Naval 
Architects; but no report has been published ed rng — Government or on 
its authority. It is not intended by this remark to reflect on Mr. Byles, but, in 
comparing public vessels with one another, it is n to have a standard 
of fact, and that is by common consent taken to be the official reports of trials 


conducted regularly by naval officers. 
With re; to the relative effective power of these y: as compared with 
the Vesuvius, it is necessary to revert to the comparison heretofore made be- 


tween the effective zones of locomotive and aerial to: oes, res; ively. 

All of the European to! o-veasels being armed with locomotive torpedoes, 
it follows that their effective zones must be limited by the sure striking range 
of those missiles, which has been demonstrated to be about 600 feet in still water. 
What they would do in a heavy sea is still entirely a matter of conjecture. 
Whereas the effective range of the aerial to oes of the Vesuvius has been 
demonstrated by official trials in the harbor of New York to be more than 1 
nautical mile, and effective shots have been made up to 9,000 feet, ora mile and 
a half. In short, so far as range and accuracy are concerned, there can be no 
common ground of comparison between torpedoes thrown through the air by 
a constantly controllable force, and torpedoes launched in the water to make 
the best of their way without further control or guidance. 

The following comparative statement shows more clearly the relative powers 
of these different types: 

Vesuvius—Number of torpedoes, 15; vee of each, maximum, 500 pounds 
ofexplosive; effective range, 9,000feet; rapidity of fire, three shots in two min- 


utes, 

Tijin—Number of Lepage 28; weight of each, maximum, 180 pounds of ex- 
piore Ere range, 600 feet; rapidity, estimated, once in six minutes for 
each tu 

Tripoli—Number of torpedoes, 20 (other conditions as above). 

Destructor—Number of torpedoes, 15 (other conditions as above). 

Serr ener” lancaster’ of torped (other conditions as above), 

Rattlesnake—Number of torpedoes, 16 (other conditions as above), 

Bombe—Number of torpedoes, 10 (other conditions as above). 

That is, the Vesuvius carries a total of 7,500 pounds of high explosives in 
fifteen torpedoes, which she can throw effectively a mile anda half at the rate 
of three in two minutes, : 

Assuming thatthe locomotive torpedoes of the other vessels carry the maxi- 
mum charges (though as a matter of fact 90 pounds of gun-cotton is the largest 
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charge yet launched in a Whitehead torpedo), the " weight of metal” of the 
European boats would be as follows: 

Tijin, total, 5,000 pounds of explosive; Tripoli, 3,600 pounds; Destructor, 2,700 
pounds; Sharpshooter, 3,600 pounds ; ttlesnake, 2,880 pounds; Bombe, 1,300 
pound e effective range of all being the same, namely, about 600 feet in 
smooth water. 


In secondary battery, the European boats carry from 3-pounder to 36-pounder 
rapid-fire guns; the Vesuvius 3-pounders and 6-pounders for repelling small 
torpedo-boats. 


As tothe time required to build duplicates of the Vesuvius, at least five of 
them could be delivered to the Government in one year from the award of con- 
tract for their construction, 

Italy has five of Tripoli class; England eleven of Sharpshooter and four of 
Rattlesnake ; and France ten of Bombe class, The Destructor and Ijin 
have not as yet been duplicated. 

The Vesuvius has a greater coal repre, and sea-going endurance than any 
of the European boats except the Tripoli, which has about the same, 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, itis very gratifying to hear Senators 
who have given attention to the progress of the Navy speak so encour- 
agingly of the outlook in that direction. It strikes me, however, that 
it would be well, having built some very fine ships, to arm them. 
do not think anybody has professed any great admiration for the guns 
we have at present, or that any one insists that there has been any 
special progress made in that direction recently. What Iam particu- 
larly desirous of is that we shall not only have good ships, but that we 
shail have them properly armed. 

I noticed what the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] said about the 
Springfield rifle and about the indorsement of General Sheridan and 
other officers, The Springfield rifle was a good rifle at one time; it is 
a good rifle now in some respects; that is, it is a gun easily kept in re- 
pair, but it is not a gun fit for modern warfare, and it will never be 
used, if there should be a war, unless it may be used for the few months 
which it will be necessary to consumeinconstructingothers. If we had 
notice that we were to have a war in a year from now, that style ofgun 
would be abandoned. I do not suppose there is an Army officer in the 
service who doés not think he can get a better gun somewhere. 

I also noticed what the Senator said about filling up the Departments 
with experimental machines and crude efforts on the part of inventors. 
There is a good deal in that, I have no doubt. This, however, is not 
a crude effort; this is an accomplished fact. This gun has been proved 
to be on a small scale a remarkable gun. These people want to see 
whether their theory is correct that it will prove equally good upon a 
largo scale; and, if so, it will beof incalculable value to us as a weapon 
of war. 

Now, let us see what these people are willing to do. 
this amendment—for it is put in with their approval : 

That said guns shall not be paid for and no expense shall accrue to the Goy- 
ernment until by actual experiment, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, it shall be shown that said guns with said cartridges are capable ope: 
ducing a penetrating force 20 per cent. greater than any guns firing same weight 
of projectile now in use in the United States service. 

Twenty per cent. advance on the present gun makes every one of these 
guns worth four times what any other gun is worth; and if you can buy 
a guy for $100,000 and there is another that has 20 per cent. greater 
power, the $100,000 gun is not worth having or getting. Everybody 
knowsthat. It is like the ship that sails 18 knots an hour. If some- 
body has got a ship that can go 2 knots faster, then the 18-knot ship 
becomes of little value; it can not run away and it can not maneuver, 
and so it is of but little account. 

Mr. President, I have been led to say what I have said with the hope, 
ultimately at least, that it will attract the attention of this committee 
in such a way that inventors may have some encouragement. 

Task permission to insert as part of my remarks a letter from the sec- 
retary of this company in reference to their matters, which I omitted 
when I first addressed the Senate, 


They say in 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The paper will be inserted if there 
be no objection. 
The paper is as follows: ig 
0.1. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 5, 1889. 

Smt: The Hurst system of arms and ammunition embraces projectiles, shells, 
accelerating cartridge, accelerating cartridge using compressed powder, com- 

ound accelerating reg pE breech loadin ordnance field guns, breech-load- 

ng ordnance rapid-fire vent guns; br -loading ordnance light or heavy 

guns; breech-loading recoil small-arm, the mechanism of which is adapted to 
nayal guns of 1 to 3 pounder caliber; wire-wound guns, large or small; and 
Hurst is a joint inventor of a base-burning time-fase in combination with a 
detachable sabot for armor-piercing shells, Experiments will be necessary to 
determine the size of the heavy guns which the last-mentioned breech-block 
will accommodate. 

We believe this list embraces a wider scope than that of any inventor except, 
possibly, B. B, Hotchkiss and the English Nordenfelt. 

The Commissioner of Patents will doubtless verify this list, and Lieut. A. G. 
Berry, who conducted the official tests at the Washington navy-yard will tes- 
tify to the utility of the reinforce bogie, Ba 

We desire a full investigation and challenge any one to produce guns of more 

wer than ours. These inventions are purely military in character, and we 
lesire to give our own Government the first opportunity to acquire them. 
Tam, sir, very respectfully yours, 
Secret ih y OARA om a 
ary Hur. ri any. 
Hon, H. M. TELLER, x iai 
“ United States Senate, 


Mr. HALE. The amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado 
is, I think, clearly subject to a point of order, but I believe there is 
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merit in the Hurst gun. It is being investigated and has been inves- 
tigated by another- section of the Appropriations Committee with a view 
to some provision being offered upon another appropriation bill, and it 
already comes under the great powers that were given by Congress last 
year to thisnew board in the Army, and a half million dollars wasap- 
propriated for just such purposes. Even with that I do not feel com- 
pelled to insist upon the point of order, provided that instead of legis- 
lating in terms this particular gun upon the Navy Department (some- 
thing which has never been done by Congress) a provision can be in- 
corporated something like this: 

ps enable the Secretary of the Navy to test and, if found satisfactory, to pur- 
chase— 


Then follows the type of gun described in the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado— 
three or more rapid-fire, rapid-twist, 1-pounder breech-loading rifled guns, 
and an equal number of the same type of 3-pounder guns, and an equal num- 
ber of the same type of 32-pounder guns, as the Secretary of the Navy may desig- 
nate, and forsuch purpose the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated. 

If the Senator will withdraw his amendment I will offer that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw my amendment if that amendment 
can be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn, and 
the Senator from Maine proposes to amend as follows. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to substitute for the amendment: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to test, and, if found satisfactory, to pur- 
chase three or more rapid-fire, rapid-twist, 1-pounder breech-loading rifled guns, 
and an equal number of the same type of 3-pounder guns, and an equal num- 
ber of the same tpye of 82-pounder guns, as the Secretary of the Navy may des- 
ignate, and for such purpose the sum of $50,000 is hereby A O DEDRUAtOS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send the amend- 
ment to the desk to be read? 

Mr. HALE, I offer what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 16, on page 43, it is proposed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to test, and, if found satisfactory, to pur- 
chase three or more rapid-fire, rapid-twist, 1-pounder breech-loading rifled guns, 
and an equal number of the same type of 3-pounder guns, and an equal num- 
ber of the same type of 32-pounder guns, as the Secretary of the Navy may 
designate, and for such purpose the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE]. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, the question presented by this amend- 
ment, and the only one which has any merit in it, it seems to me, is 
whether or not Congress shall exercise its own judgment and discretion 
or hold itself bound by the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, 
when an American citizen, who has presented evidence that he has dis- 
covered a usefal invention in the manufacture of arms, whether or not 
Congress shall say ‘‘ We will not exercise our own judgment in regard 
to this matter and the evidence on which it is presented, and we will 
refer it to the consideration of some other authority, some bureau, some 
Secretary.” 

If the evidence is sufficient that this gentleman has discovered a most 
useful invention, one that is practicable, why shall not Congress say 
that ‘‘ We will encourage the development of this discovery and test 
the manufacture of these arms?’’ I can see no reason why Congress 
shall say ‘‘We are not competent,” or ‘‘That there is some instru- 
mentality that can decide this question better than ourselves.’? What 
greater capacity has the Secretary of the Navy to decide whether or not 
this invention is a usefal one? Congress says to him, ‘‘You may test 
this,” and we provide the instrumentality to doit, *‘and if it conforms, 
as the amendment says, to the requirements and the practical necessi- 
ties of the case, then you may go on and have it manufactured.” 

It seems to me that that is a very proper form and a very proper rec- 
ommendation of the merit of an American inventor. The policy of en- 
couraging useful inventions is one fixed not only in wise legislation, 
but in our organic law itself. How shall we give this encouragement? 
By the reward of the inventor. It does not matter in what form that 
reward is. 

The amendment presented by the Senator from Colorado upon reason- 
able evidence states the fact that this citizen has discovered a useful in- 
yention going beyond anything else known at the present time in this 
species of arm. Why notaccept that and provide for the ascertainment 
in some practical form of that fact? That is all that the amendment 
does. 

I have before me—and that was the chief object I had in rising—a 
letter, which I think it is proper should be placed in the RECORD, from 
a gentleman who has been considerably discussed for the last few days 
on this floor in connection with the amendment for the construction of | 
a peculiar form of vessel designed by Mr. THomAS. He writes to me 
as follows: 

COMMITTES on NAVAL AFFAIRS 
Housa OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES. 
Washington, February 12, 1889. 

DEAR SIR: I am greatly indebted to you for your kind and courteous ro- 
marks, relative to the war-vessel designed by me, in yesterday's discussion. 

I did design the vessel from beginning to end, afd that, too, without the ase 
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sistance of naval officers other than occasional suggestions us ki onarenamer Wil- 
son and Constructor Hichborn as to some minor details, Mr. LER and 
Mr. Hawuzy to me sco gins not ding. 


* * * * * 


My only ambition in this caer has been to secure tothe Government a first- 


class vessel of war, combining the offensive wers of the best t; of cruiser 
with the defensive powers of the monitor and a sea endurance enabling the ves- 
sel to keep the sea for the greatest ble time without All these 


requisites have been met in the vessel designed by me, and to say that it is the 
combination of old ideas is not stating the case fairly. 

When Sir Isaac Newton felt the force of the falling apple, the force was not 
new. When Watt observed the power of steam in lifting the tea-kettle lid, the 
power was not new. It was the formulation and subjecting these powers tothe 
uses of man which were new. 

Because Noah built the ark, Webb the clipper ships, and Ericsson the Mon- 
itor, shall it be said that all other vessels are but copies? There has never been 
presented to the Navy Department of this country, nor built by another coun- 
try, a vessel of the type and combining the offensive and defensive powers and 
speed that mine does. And all this has been found by the four h: officers 
of the Navy Department having to do with the building of war vessels. e 

Because a man lives distant from the sea, does it follow that he may not be- 
emer deta in naval matters after ten years of conscientious study and in- 
vest. on 

Farragut was a Tennesseean, and a mountaineer at that, and yet, by applica- 
tion and industry, he became the first naval officer of the land. 

I bave taken an interest in having this vessel built by the Government, and 
can any honest, honorable man say the ambition is not a laudable one? 

Pardon this long letter. ng you, Lam, 


yours, 
JOHN R. THOMAS. 
Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senator. 


I have thought it proper, in justice to Mr. THOMAS, whom I have 
long known as a conscientious and painstaking and accurate investi- 
gator into these subjects, that these facts as stated by him should be 
placed in the RECORD. 

I do not propose to discuss this question any further. I donot think 
it is the proper time to discuss whether the present Secretary of the 
Navy is entitled to the credit of the present progress of our naval affairs 
and their favorable condition, or whether he is entitled to only half 
the credit, and whether his predecessor commenced this and is 
entitled to the credit of it, or whether the Secretary shares it with the 
Naval Committee of the Senate and his predecessor. 

The fact is, in the general public opinion of this country the present 
Secretary of the Navy is regarded as a man of eminent ability and as 
having contributed greatly to the present favorable condition of our 
naval affairs. He is the first Secretary under whom we have had any 
assurance that in the fature we shall be provided with a navy repre- 
senting the dignity and power of this country. That is sufficient honor 
for him. It is in the line of that broad and liberal policy which he has 
favored and which he has brought to a successful issue, whoever may 
have been the author of it, that this amendmentshould beadopted ant 
that encouragement should be given to American inventors in arms as 
well as in every other branch of science by such reasonable aid as it 
may bein the power of Congresstogive. In this case an inventor with- 
out means has devoted himself to this special branch of invention and 
has presented an arm superior, in the judgment of competent officers, 
to anything that can now be found. It has been subjected to criticism. 
He asks of Congress only such amount of money, to be expended by the 
proper officer of the Government, as will enable that fact to be tested, 
evidence being presented that, in the common judgment of those who 

„are competent to consider the matter, the invention which he has dis- 
covered is superior to anything now existing. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to amend the amendment, just before the 
appropriation, by inserting these words: 

Said test to be made with the cartridge known as the reinforced cartridge. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. Let it comein just before 
the last clause, which is the appropriating part of my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated from the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 

Said test to be made with the cartridge known as the reinforced cartridge. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had di to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. Ezra B. TAY- 
_ LOR managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President 

A bill QL R 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 


authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United States in certain lands 
to the county of Randolph and State of Illinois on certain conditions 

A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robertson and Edward 
p aiei, late collectors of customs for the districtof the city of New 

or 

A bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Florence Courtney Cochnower; 

A bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless 
papers in the Executive Departments; 

A bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion, in Dakota; 

A bill (8. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

= hon (S. 2547) to increase the pension ot Mrs. Matilda Wilkins 


A ei (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowle; 

A bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 
reservations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner; 

A bill (8. 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany aright of way across the Fort Custer military reservation, Mon- 


A bill (S. 3800) directing a survey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge 
to Mount Vernon, and making an appropriation thereior; 

A bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Smith; 

A bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian lands; 


and 

A bill (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving ibe on the Atlantic coast 
at or near the mouth of St. George River, Maine. 

REPRINTING OF BILIS. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask an order for the reprinting of the educational 
bill as it passed the Senate, and also Senate bill 3356, the copies of 
both of which are exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

Tbe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That Senate bill 3356 be Zepeinsed, also the educational bill as it passed 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 

RIGHTS IN BEHRING SEA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: . 

To the Senate: 

I herewith transmit, in reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 2d ultimo, 
a report from the Secreta: ay of S Bonen te th the accompanying documents, in re- 
lation to the seal fisheries in 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

ExECUTIVE Mansiox, February 12, 1889. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes consideration of the unfinished business, being Senate 
bill No, 3401, concerning the Pacitic railroads. The question recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to recommit 
the bill with instructions. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that that order of business may be laid aside 
informally that I may call up Order of Business on the Calendar No. 
2645. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 2645, a resolution reported by 
Mr. Evarts directing the Committee on Privileges and Elettions to 
revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Congress, ete. 

Mr. COKE. lobject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Toenabie the Senator from New York to proceed, 
I move that the pending order be laid aside and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator moves to proceed to consider? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the resolution whose 
title has just been reported by the Secretary. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? 

Mr. HARRIS. This question not being debatable, I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to submit a statement that will not exceed 
five minutes, perhaps not three. 


1889. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. “Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the 
Senator from New York and the Senate to the fact that there are only 
eighteen working days to the end of the Fiftieth Congress. 

Thirteen out of the fourteen general appropriation bills remain un- 
disposed of, and their present status is as follows: 

The sundry civil, the agricultural, and the Army appropriation bills 
are now before the ‘Senate Committee on Appropriations. 

The naval appropriation bill passed the with amendments a 
few moments since. 

The Post-Office and river and harbor bills are pending in the House 
of Representatives, 

The legislative, the pension, and the fortification bills have passed 
the Senate with amendments and gone back to the House. 

The District of Columbia appropriation bill is now in conference, 

On the diplomatic appropriation bill the conference report has just 
been agreed to. 

The Military Academy bill has been sent to the President. 

The Indian appropriation bill and the deficiency appropriation bill 
have not yet been reported to the House of Representatives. 

if these appropriation bills are not passed an extra session of Con- 
gress is inevitable, or the wheels of the Government must stop. 

Only six of these bills have heen considered and reported by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations, and only one of the six, the legisla- 
tive bill, ranks amongst the important appropriation bills. 

If these bills are to have the careful consideration that a pro) 
gard for economy demands, there is very little, if indeed there 
time to devote to the consideration of other questions. 

But, Mr. President, in addition to these appropriation bills the tariff 
bill may, and probably will return to us demanding at least a portion 
of our time for its further consideration; and in addition to these we 
have upon the Senate Calendar about three hundred bills which have 
been considered and favorably reported by Senate committees, many 
of which are of publicimportance, and all of them important toa greater 
or less number of citizens. 

Now, in this condition of the public business, and in the expiring 
hours of the Congress, we are asked by this motion to turn from the 
consideration of appropriation bills absolutely n to the sup- 
port of the Government; to turn from our Calendar of hundreds of 
other bills favorably reported by Senate committees, in order that we 
may consider a resolution not legislative in its character, and the con- 
sideration of which can have no other effect, as every Senator knows, 
than to launch a fruitless sectional debate which will, if entered upon, 
consume the greater part of the remaining hours of this Congress. 

The plain, practicai question which addresses itself to every Senator 
is, shall we take the time necessary to the proper consideration of ap- 
propriation bills and other bills upon our Calendar favorabiy reported, 
in order to give the opportunity to Senators on either side of the Cham- 
ber to ventilate their views on sectional questions, the inevitable effect 


any, 


of which must be to further alienate section against section and in- |“ 


tensify any bitterness which may now unfortunately exist between sec- 
tions? 

Mr. President, if sectional debate must come, this is not the time for 
it. We have not time now within the life of this Congress to perform 
the various duties that the public interests demand at our hands. Let 
us devote the remaining hours of this Congress to the legislative duties 
of this Congress, and if we can not abandon our sectional controversies 
forever let us at least postpone them until the beginning of the next 
Congress. 

For these reasons I appeal to the Senator from New York not to press 
his motion, but if he will not agree to this, then I appeal to the Senate 
to vote it down. For if this debate is launched upon the Senate at 
this time none of us can even guess as to how much time will be con- 
sumed in it; but it is safe to say that if States are arraigned and crit- 
icised the Senators representing them will demand and take, and be 
fully justified in taking, whatever time may be necessary to their vin- 
dication; and instead of devoting the few remaining days of this Con- 
gress to the consideration of appropriation bills which must be passed, 
and other measures of public importance which have been considered 
and favorably reported by Senate committees, the time will be worse 
than wasted in sectional criminations and recriminations which can 
benefit no section, no State, no community, but the inevitable tendency 
of which must be to alienate and embitter section against section, and 
State against State. Such debate is, in my opinion, fraught with evil 
and only evil. 

I again appeal, Mr. President, to the Senator from New York not to 
press this question at this time. Why press the question at this the 
most inopportune time, when it will probably provoke debate which 
may defeat the passage of appropriation bills and other legislation of 
importance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to be 
allowed to speak five minutes in reply to the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, such a request as that made by 
the Senator from New York I do not remember ever to have heard de- 
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nied under similar circumstances. He has after long investigation re- 
ported a resolution, which I hope wiil receive a very large majority in 
the Senate when it is passed—a resolution temperate and moderate in 
its terms. He rises to address the Senate. When before have we re- 
fused to one of our fellow-Senators the right to speak npon a question 
that he considered of vital importance and to which he had given great 
consideration, especially under the circumstances which are now pre- 
sented? I may say that an objection to the consideration of this reso- 
lution, oreven the calling of the yeas and nays or a division of the 
Senate upon its consideration, is unusual, and it seems to me ought to 
be avoided. 

Now, what is the state of the public business? I never have known 
before a short session where the appropriation bills were so well ad- 
vanced at this period as they are now. Ican appeal to the Committee 
on Appropriations to sustain me in thatstatement. Most of those bills 
are out of the way. The business that is now the special order before 
the Senate is necessarily postponed by the absence of one of the Sena- 
tors who has charge of the bill on a mission which we can not any of 
us avoid—a mission of death; and, therefore, as a matter of course, it 
takes precedence of any motion in the Senate. 

The Senate now practically has nothing but the general Calendar 
before it, and the Senator from New York proposes to call up a resolu- 
tion, temperate in character, which the Senator from Tennessee says 
involves a sectional controversy. This isall the reply I need to make. 

It seems to me that the Senate ought, by unanimous consent, to allow 
the Senator from New York to proceed. The debate will probably not 
take such a wide range as Senators suppose. If it does, it is within 


the power of the Senate, and, unless Senators on the other side of the 


Chamber proceed with it and find matter in the remarks of the Senator 
from New York that they wish to answer, they need not carry the debate 
any further, nor need it interfere with the public business. On the other 
hand, the importance of this subject outweighs any question involving 
money now on our Calendar. 

The fact thatsome time or other, and that is not far from this day, 
there must be some mode of electing members of Congress free from the 
disputes and contentions and controversies of the past, every Senator 
must appreciate. It may involve, and it does involve, questions of - 
difficulty; but, certainly, with the known character of the Senator from 
New York, his known conservatism, I look to him to throw some light 
upon this question which we all acknowledge to be difficult; and if his 
remarks are met and replied to in the same temper and tone in which 
I know he will address the Senate from his known characterand from his 
known opinions, there need be no excitement, no sectional controversy, 
and no fierce debate on this very harmless resolution. 

I hope, therefore, without a division, the resolution will be allowed 
to come up and that the Senator from New York may be permitted to 
proceed and present his remarks, and then I hope we shall be able to 
take a final vote on the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senate extend to me the same courtesy 
that has been extended to other Senators? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator from Alabama proceeding. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the motion proposed by the Senator 
from New York is not even intended to prepare business for the present 
session of Congress. The motion is to instruct the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections to prepare business for the coming session of Con- 
gress, now postponed so far as we know until next December. There 
can, therefore, be no particular necessity or urgency for entering upon 
a debate of the character or kind that is involved in this resolution at 
this time. It is purely a gratuitous attempt on the part of politicians 
in this body to launch upon the Senate at this moment of time a dan- 
gerous, exciting, and unnecessary question. It can not be otherwise 
than met in a proper spirit, I trust, but with firmness, with courage, 
with determination on the part of those Senators who will feel, when the 
Senator from New York has yielded the floor upon this resolution, that 
it is their duty to make every necessary statement, explanation, and 
argument upon the Constitution and upon the facts which may be found 
necessary to present the great Southern section of the United States in 
the proper light in the estimation of the American people. 

Enormous amounts of capital are going to theSouth from the North, 
great numbers of population are pak ling our lists in that section of the 
Union. Prosperity, peace, quietness, the administration of the law, 
economy in public administration, all prevail in that section of the coun- 
try, and I venture to say that there has not been in the history of the 
American Union since the year 1800 a period of time when there was 
more devotion to industrial pursuits, and with greater profit and ad- 
vantage, than there is now in the Southern States. 

All this must be broken in upon and disturbed and repressed for 
the sake of enabling a coterie of politicians, who desire now to foment 
difficulties with a view of opening a door to the incoming administra- 
tion to prosecute this subject with political vigor and earnestness and 
determination, and the country must stand by and see its prosperity 
checked, its interests all prostrated for the sake of enabling the political 
leaders of the Republican party in the United States to bring this 
question to the front at this inauspicious and dangerous time. 

The Union Pacific and the Central Pacific Railroad bills are now up 
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for consideration before the Senate. Everybody knows that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has at peril now in what is the regular 
order of business of this Senate, at least $113,000,000, if not more, of 
money endangered by a complication of affairs which needs to be re- 
lieved against by legislation. Year after year this matter has been 
brought before the attention of the Senate of the United States and 
the House of Representatives. So much of agitation has accompa- 
nied it, and the Judiciary Committee in their divisions had become so 
settled against each other in their respective opinions, that it was found 
necessary on their own motion to discharge that committee from the 
consideration of this great question and send it to a select committee 
of the Senate. 

The Railroad Committee in the other House have made a 
report of a bill. Theselect committee of the Senate, composed of Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans, have also agreed upon the same bill in iden- 
tical terms. this t question is now ready forsettlement. With- 
out that settlement these railroads are very much imperiled in their 
business. One of them has some twenty lines of communication estab- 
lished by its own efforts since the railroad was first chartered by the 
Government of the United States, covering an immense area of terri- 
tory, accommodating vast numbers of people and a great amount of 
business. These railroads come to us with strong and earnest protesta- 
tions that unless we shall relieve them by legislation, by resolving 
upon a settlement which will be acceptable to them and to the people 
of the United States, as we can do now, their business must be very 
much hampered and the danger to the United States of these roads 

oing into bankruptcy and of our being compelled tolose a large amount, 
not all the money involved in this, is certainly very great. 

That bill is to be interrupted here because the honorable Senator 
from New York wants to make a maiden speech in this body upon 

litics. For God’s sake when will the Senator from New York make 

is maiden speceh? Who has not heard him in the United States? 
Who does not know his views and opinions? He has made a report 
here which embodies all the facts and doubtless all the views that he 
expected to make from the beginning about this matter. Now it must 
_ be elaborated with a speech, in which I dare say that, with all the 
conservatism of the Senator, he will not be able to deal with the sub- 
ject in such a mild and gentle way as not to provoke the necessity on 
the part of Senators from the South of rising to vindicate their people 
and their States. We are in a position here which we consider to be 
one of self-defense, and we expect to use the arts and rely upon the 
rights of self-defense in this debate. 

I respectfully notify the Senate that if this debate is to be entered 
upon you might as well now provide to have your incoming adminis- 
tration call its extra session of Congress, for we will not stand here 
with our mouths muzzled when accusations are made against our peo- 
ple and against our States, and deny to ourselves the simple right of 
an earnest, honest, faithful, courageous self-defense. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the Senator from 
New Hampshire proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDL: Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama says 
that this is an inauspicious moment for taking up a subject of this 
kind. Iwonderwhat more appropriate moment could be selected than 
one at which the process has been commenced in certain States of this 
Union of killing contestants to seats in the House of Representatives. 
Shall we wait, Mr. President, until they are all killed and the appro- 
priation bills passed, and then take up this question, which the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] well says is of more importance than any 
other which is before the Senate? 

Why, Senators can hardly have read the statement of the killing of 
Mr. Clayton, which I propose to read as part of my remarks. I find 
itin the Washington Post of February 5, headed ‘‘ The Killing of Clay- 
ton.” 

THE KILLING OF CLAYTON—JOINT STATEMENT OF HIS BROTHERS—THEY REFER 

TO ALLEGED POLITICAL CONDITIONS IN ARKANSAS, WHICH THEY SAY RESULTED 

IN THE ASSASSINATION AT PLUMMERVILLE—THEIR STORY IN DETAIL, 
LITTLE Rock, ARK., February 4. 

General Powell Clayton and Judge Clayton, brothers of Hon. John M. Clay- 
ton, who was assassinated on the night of January 29, have furnished the fol- 
lowing statement to the public: 

“That the public may understand the circumstances leading ap toand culmi- 

in the assassination of our brother, John M. Clayton, we desire over our 
own signatures to make the following statement of fact: 
“All agree that this was a political assassination. It will be, therefore, neces- 
sary for us to refer to the political conditions and circumstances surrounding it. 
We do this in no partisan spirit, but only that justice may be done to the mem- 
ory of our brother, and that a knowledge of the facts which led to his assassi- 
nation may induce the paap of this State to correct the evils from which this 
and other great crimes haye sprung, and that, however sad the circumstances 
may be to us, his martyrdom may result in good to the koopia of tbis and other 
States. Although since the commencement of the Jast political canvass for State 
saris othe Brata a ine daanan omara, Ko will oreina Semina trike 
Fimits of aana County. within s which Plusimerville, t the Sona of ibi ani 
der, is situated, and only to these circumstances which, in our opinion, led to 
the commission of the crime. 
EnA bh, Mocellin, thea conte weak of Ocaqras County ath one AREE 
fresh from Mississippi, at its head. ‘This club soon after Tsolved itself into S 
militia company, and about two weeks before the election, at atime of profound 


peace in the county, Hon. Simon P, Hughes, then governor, not only su; it 
with State arms, but furnished it with a pean of pastes ot ION, Pea was 


the beginning of the troubles in Conway County. From thistime until the day 
of election Stowers, with his armed partisans, almost daily paraded the streets 
of Morrillton. On election day their guns were deposited, loaded, and ready for 
action in a convenient place in the pending in which the election was held. On 
the morning of that day the Republican judge ot election, on his way to assume 
the duties of his office, on a frivolous and preconcerted pretext was arrested, 
whereupon Stowers, with his men, marched to the polls, and upon his nomina- 
tion and their votes another person was declared elected to fillthe vacancy. By 
these unlawful proceedings the election board, composed of citizens represent- 
ing both political es, was made solidly Democratic, Whether Stowers and 
his men at this e were acting as a political mob or as a company of State 
militia we are not advised, but certain it istheir loaded guns were near at hand, 

“ While at Morrillton these things were being done, the citizens of the town 
of Plummerville, who were nearly all opposed; po to our brother, while 
those of the farming parts of the precinct were his political friends (the latter 
greatly outnumbering the former), collected at the voting place before the hour 

xed by law for the o ning of the pon and organized a full set of election ofi- 
cers of their party. n thetwo = Seep judges appeared they found their 
places usurped and the election in full blast. 

“ The result of the September election, so conducted in Conway, was a com- 
plete change of its political status, so far as its officers were concerned, but not 
as to the sentiments of its people. Under these chan conditions, about two 
months after the Congressional election occurred, John M, Clayton being the 
Republican candidate and C. R. Breckinridge the Democratic. The day before 
this election M. W. Benjamin, a prominent Republican lawyer of Little Rock 
and one of Arkansas’ best citizens, was sent to Conway County by the Repub- 
lican State committee, with instructions to use his best endeavors to secure an 
honest election, Upon his per abs the depot at Morrillton he was confronted 


assaulted and K 

his appeals to their humanity with kicks and cuffs, fneny shootin; 

forehead with a weapon of sufficient force to imbed and flatten a bullet upon 

his skull. A short time after Mr. Benjamin died, telling his wife before death 

Sme] his mnerings were due to the treatment receiyed at the hands of the Mor- 
n mob. 


ur- 


were closed, whereupon the election judge by whose ac- 
a k the bal 


faithful 

“At last, 

turned about 9 o’clock at night to the polling p 

Remaining a few minutes, he again attempting to carry the box 
with him, which he only desisted from aoine by the insistence of the supervisor 
that the box should be left at the polling place with the other judge who was 
there. About half an hour thereafter four masked and armed men rushed into 
the room and at the muzzles of their pistols compelled the remaining ju and 
supervisor to turn their backs, safes sees they seized the box and poll- 
books and carried them away. We are informed by Wahl and other creditable 
persons that the box so stolen contained 697 ballots, of which at least 572 were 
cast for John M. Clayton. Upon learning of these unlawful acts, er with 
many others in different parts of his district, he (Clayton) felt it his duty to in- 
stitute a contest for his seatin Congress; and for the paepae of asce g the 
actual vote cast for him at Plummerville precinct, that he might engraft that 
fact in his notice of contest, he wpioyea a responsible citizeh named Alexane 
der, ofthe Plummerville precinct, to obtain names of over 45 such voters,when, 
on the 17th of December,his work suddenly terminated by reason of the events 
which we now proceed to detail. 

“On the 17th of December, Wahl, the aforementioned supervisor, was in- 
veigled into a game of cards at night in the back room of a doctor's in Plum- 
merville, where he was seated in close proximity to a glass door, through which 
he was shot by a would-be assassin, the ball p coc d the lobe of his ear and 
cutting a gash in his neck about 3 inches long. Wahl fled to the house of the 
aforementioned Alexander, where he remained till daylight, after which he 
reached his home, and soon after re; to Little , where he now remains 
for safety. This attempt upon the life of Wahl so alarmed Alexander as to 
cause him to abandon work and fly from the State. For the crimes above 
enumerated no man has been een D State or county authorities nor has 
any official r@vard been offered. John M. Clayton went to Plummerville un- 
armed and unescorted, recognizing the futility of such precautions against the 
stealthy assassin, and believing that his opponent, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, who was 
aware of the condition of ‘affairs in this county, would be willing and able to 
restrain his partisans. While passing through Little Rock on his way there he 
said to Hon. Henry M. Cooper, in response toa suggestion of danger, ‘I donot 
believe that I will be harmed, butthe men who voted for me believe that I was 
elected, andso do I,and I will go there even at the risk of my life.’ 

“And ‘so he went. After having been en; for several days in taking tes- 
timony, about 9 o’clock p.m. of Jan 29, while in his room at his ing- 
house, in the act of sitting down at atable near a window to write to his mother- 
less children, he was shot through the window by concealed a few feet 
from him and instantly killed. Wewere unable to remove his body until 3.30 
p. m. on the next day, up to which time the sheriff of the county had not ap- 
peared. being: in the language of his deputy, en, in the more important bus- 

ness of collecting taxes, nor had any citizen of the town made the slightest ef- 
fort to trace or apprehend his murderers. 

“The aforegoing facts we stand ready to substantiate in every essential 
ticular, every one of which we believe to be a material link in the chain of cir- 

mstances surrounding and leading to the inhuman murder of our brother, 


cu 
Jolin M. Clayton. 
“POWELL CLAYTON. 
“W. H. H. CLAYTON.” 


Thus goes out, Mr. President, one contest of one Democratic seat in 
ihe House of Representatives. I will detain the Senate longer only to 
show how another contest has disappeared. The candidate for governor 
against John P. Eagle, the governor of Arkansas, believing that he had 
been lawfully elected, undertook to contest the election of governor, 
and this same paper from which I have read the statement of Powell 
Clayton and W. H. H. Clayton shows how Mr. Norwood, who claims 
to be lawfully elected governor of Arkansas, has reached the conclu- 
sion that it will not be safe for him, in view of the Clayton assassina- 
tion, to make that contest, 
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GUBERNATORIAL CONTEST WITHDRAWN. 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK., February 4. 
The dispatch containing the Clayton statement is also headed Little 
Rock, Ark., February 4. 


Tke Legislature having refused to permit C. M. Norwood, late Union Labor 
and Republican candidate for governor, to contest Governor Eagle's election 
unless both parties gave bonds for all costs, so as to avoid expense to the State, 
Norwood to-day by petition withdrew his notice of contest, thus ending the 
matter 


As well he might. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] says 
that this is an inopportune moment to enter upon thisinquiry. I wish 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee would inform the Senate and the country 
when he thinks it will be an opportune moment to investigate these 
questions of suffrage and human life. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Arkansas proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I think that there is no other Senator 
perhaps upon this floor save and except the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire who would have taken advantage of the unanimous consent to 
present the question as to whether we shonld enter into these mat- 
ters which are not before the Senate to make the bitter partisan state- 
ment that has fallen from his lips. The Senator from Tennessee made 
a very conservative statement as to why he thought it ought not now 
to be considered. He was followed in the same strain by the Senator 
from Ohio and also by the Senator from Alabama. I had not expected 
to meet the accusations that have now been brought forward until the 
matter was presented to the Senate, if it was to be presented at the 
present session, when they could be answered in due form and without 
taking advantage of unanimous consent to make remarks upon the 
mere question as to whether it should or should not be considered. 

In regard to the killing of Mr. John M. Clayton I can say here, as I 
said in the capitol at Little Rock, it was a cowardly murder, an as- 
sassination without an excuse and without palliation. Noman in Ar- 
kansas has sought to excuse it, no man in Arkansas has indorsed it, 
directly or indirectly; and when the Senator from New Hampshire un- 
dertakes to make the Senate of the United States believe that the 
people of Arkansas are responsible for that murder, or that they have 
not done everything within their power to hunt the assassin and bring 
him to justice, he shows himself willing to put forth a misrepresenta- 
tion to the people of the United States. 

It’ is well known to the Senator from New Hampshire that imme- 
diately upon the killing of John M. Clayton the governor of the State 
offi a reward of a thousand dollars, which was the largest reward 
that our laws authorized him to offer. It is also no doubt known to 
him that immediately thereafter the Legislature passed a bill, and it 
has become a law, authorizing the governor to increase that reward to 
$5,000. Inaddition te that, public meetings were held at Little Rock, 
at Fort Smith, at Pine Bluff, at Morrillton, in the county of Conway, 
where Plummerville is located, at Fayetteville, at my own town of 
Bentonville, and many other towns throughout the State, condemning 
and denouncing this murder, and raising money by private subscrip- 
tion as a reward to hunt down the assassin. In addition to that, eve 
Democratic paper in the State has denounced it, without a single, soli- 
tary exception, and the officers of the Jaw are seeking by all lawful 
means to-day to ascertain who the assassin was. 

The Senator madea statement made by Governor Clayton and Will- 
jam H. H. Clayton, fall of partisan bitterness, misrepresentation, and 
misstatements of fact, which have been denied by the governor of the 
State and denied and known not to be true by citizens of the State of 
Arkansas, That letter, however, my colleague or myself at a later pe- 
riod will reply to in detail; but I simply want to state this evening 
that, so far as the insinuation or intimation that the assassination is 
approved by any part of the people of Arkansas is concerned, it is not 
warranted by the facts, and every single act that has been taken there 
by any part of the citizens shows that itis not true. 

I knew Mr. Clayton intimately. I have known him since 1873. In 
October last I canvassed the second district when he was a candidate 
for Congress for ten days in opposition to him. He and I met upon the 
stump throughout that entiredistrict. We traveled in the same buggy, 
slept in the same houses, and upon one occasion in thesame bed. We 
at all times during that entire canvass were treated by the entire popu- 
lation with complete respect. Mr. Clayton was a bold and fearless 
Republican, and advocated his views upon the stump. At no time was 
there ever one particle of bitterness either between him and me or be- 
tween any citizenand Mr. Clayton. Major BRECKINRIDGE then for a 
period of eight or ten days continued that canvass. They lived in the 
same town; they were personal friends; they associated upon terms of 
equality socially, and everyother way. There was no bitterness against 
John M. Clayton in that district in any way whatever. 

It is true that he was assassinated and foully assassinated, as has been 
stated, on the night of the 29th of January, and there is an intimation 
in the statement put forth by Powell Clayton and William H. H. Clay- 
ton that Major BRECKINRIDGE could in some way have prevented the 

tion. Mr. President, that is a slander and a foul slander on 


one of the purest, most upright, and honorable gentlemen who live 
within any State in this Union. There is no purer man than BRECK- 
INRIDGE. He is a man of the highest honor and the highest integrity, 
and any statement that goes forth to the effect that it was in his power 
to have prevented this assassination is a false statement. 

Major BRECKINRIDGE was honestly and fsirly elected to a seat in 
the Congress ofthe United States. Iam entirely familiar with every 
county and every voting precinct within the Second Congressional dis- 
trict, and outside of the one precinct of Plummerville there is not one 
particle of evidence that can be produced to show that there was any 
fraud of any character or description. It is true that some lawless 
parties did steal the ballot-box at Plummerville. It is a fact and can 
not be denied, and Major BRECKINRIDGE has never denied it. Gov- 
ernor Clayton, in his statement, says that it contained 572 votes for 
John M. Clayton and 125 votes for BRECKINRIDGE. Admit that it 
contained every vote he states it did and precisely as he claims, yet 
according to his own admission CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE was hon- 
estly elected a member of the Fifty-first Congress by 399 majority. 

Can anything be more absolutely unjust than to say that because 
he took the certificate, knowing that he was honestly elected, he in 
any way could have restrained or anticipated that some Jawless assas- 
sin would take the life of John M. Clayton? Do Senators remember 
what indignation went up from many Republican papers throughout 
this Union when Garfield was shot down by an assassin upon the streets 
of Washington, and some Republican papers asserted that it could in 
some way have been prevented by the lamented ex-President Arthur? 
Was any blame to be attached to him because he was the next man in 
succession? Certainly not, Mr. President; and no man ever made 
such a charge except one who was full of bitter party malignity and was . 
willing to resort to any means in his power to accomplish his own ends. 

So it may be said in regard to Major BRECKINRIDGE. Having been 
honestly and fairly elected, holding the certificate as he had a right 
to hold it, because some one slew, without justification and without 
excuse, the man who was making the contest, can there be any reason 
for making an attack or an insinuation upon him? 

These are the facts in regard to that matter, and because Colonel 
Clayton was assassinated as men have been assassinated in all the States 
of this Union, is that any reason why a bitter and malignant attack 
should be made upon the entire people of the State of Arkansas, who 
have done all that was in their power and who stand to-day united as 
one man in trying to ascertain and hunt down the assassin? 

Mr. President, another assassination occurred in Arkansas in the 
days of reconstruction, when Powell Clayton, the man who signed that 
statement—not the deceased man—because John M. Clayton, the man 
who was killed, was a gentleman and a fair man in politics and in 
every other way—I say that when Powell Clayton his foot upon 
the necks of the people of the State of Arkansas, General Tom C. Hind- 
man, a man who was a member of Congress before the war, whohad just 
retired after having made a gallant canvass on behalf of John M. Hank, 
the Democratic nominee, wasshot down at the dark hourof night through 
his window in the presence of his own family and his own children. Gov- 
ernor Clayton at that time had control of the entire State government 
of Arkansas, backed by the Federal troops in Washington, and yet 
that assassin was never known, never arrested, never punished, and it 
is stated by some of the newspapers in my State—I do not know 
whether it is true or not—that no reward was offered or no effort made 
to arrest him. 

My colleague and I stand here to-day to denounce in terms as bitter 
as we are capable of commanding the assassination of John M. Clayton. 
It has been denounced by our governor, by the Legislature, and by men 
in all parts of the State, Every effort is being made and has been made 
to raise money to hunt him down. Iregret that his brother should have 
put forth a proclamation so unjust to those people. Governor Powell 
Clayton, upon the day of the burial of his brother, when many thou- 
sands of people had turned out to do honor to his memory and to attend 
his funeral, Democrats too, doubtless touched by the universal sympa- 
thy shown for him and his family by the universal effort to hunt down 
the assassin, is reported to have said to a reporter of Pine Bluff that he 
was incapable of undertaking to make political capital out of the blood 
of his murdered brother. I regret that when he made this statement, 
read by the Senator from New Hampshire, at a subsequent time he did 
not word it so as to avoid the charge of what he said he was incapable 
of making. 3 

There may be some excuse for him, Mr. President. It may be that, 
smarting under the pain caused by the assassination of his brother, 
something might be excused for him and William H. H. Clayton in 
having made statements that were not justified by the facts; but there 
can be no excuse for those who know nothing of the facts, who are 
willing to use the body of John M. Clayton as a stepping-stone to their 
own political preferment by exciting the passions and prejudices of the 
people of the North against the entire Southern community. 

is is all that I desire to say at present. As I said, before the de- 
bate is concluded we shall show that the charges made by Mr. Clayton 
have been denied and refuted by the governor of our own State and by 
the facts as they existed, and that they are not true as stated either in 
their details or in the inferences that may be drawn from them. r 
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The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution the title of 
which has been read at the desk. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from New York proceeding? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas objected. 

Mr. COKE. Not to speaking. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, upon the question of proceeding, of course not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the vote will be taken on the question of 
taking up the resolution first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent to be permitted to speak at present, the question 
not being debatable. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. So far as I could understand, the parliamentary 
situation in which I was placed was that everybody else was to have 
the privilege of speaking, but many gentlemen were to concur that I 
should not have an opportunity to speak on the merits. I ask that the 
resolution may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, reported by Mr. EVARTS 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 4th instant: 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed care- 
fully to revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Congress, 
with a view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the 
elective franchise, and for the punishment of offenses against it, and to report 
to the next legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. EVARTS. Is there any one on either side of this Chamber who 
is opposed to the adoption of that resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam. 

Mr. EVARTS. Noton account of the merite of the resolution, for 
it touches nothing but a deliberate examination by the Committee on 
Privileges and Electionsof the existing legislation affecting the conduct 
of elections of members of Congress, with the purpose of ascertaining 
what improvements can be made in protection of the suffrage and in 
punishment of those who violate it. On what principle is it that any 
Senator can oppose a resolution of that kind on the merits of the reso- 
lution itself? 

This is said to be an inopportune time for a consideration of that res- 
olution. Why is it not the most opportune time? It is to give an 

portunity for deliberation during the long interval between the 4th 
of March and the first Monday of December, and for a presentation 
then, as remote from election excitements as possible, for the considera- 
tion on both sides of this Chamber and at the other end of the Capitol 
of this great public question, a pur: question of legislation, a question 
of legislation in the highest interests, and on asubject as remote as pos- 
sible from any heats and excitements between the sections. 

Is it true that no matter which touches the welfare of this country 
in respect of elections can ever be entertained, ever be debated, without 
its being an occasion of heats and dissension, not on the merits, but 
on the prefixed opinions, prejudices, and attitudes of parts of this coun- 
try? If that be so, then it must be admitted that so great is the an- 
tagonism between the two sections of the country that nothing but a 
truce between them can ever keep the peace in Congress or among the 


people. 

The method that I had proposed and that the committee’s report has 
proposed for treating this question was to open to the Senate the actual 
facts of the particular occurrences in Washington County, Texas, after 
the most ample and liberal opportunity of spreading on the record the 
opposing views, sentiments, recollections, views as to facts, from all 
the people of that neighborhood who had a say to say on the subject. 
I have no proposition to present as the basis of the action in the adop- 
tion or the rejection of the resolution but what falls within the com- 
pass of the facts shown in the testimony. Whatever difference there 
may be as to the aspect in which these views have presented themselves 
or will present themselves to opposing views and opposing disputants, 
there are within the covers of this report all the facts upon which we 
are to decide whether it is wise, useful, and beneficial to adopt the 
resolution; and if gentlemen are to liberate themselves from this pre- 
cise point of consideration it is upon their own choice, and not under any 
duty for the discussion of this matter bearing upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

I agree that the Senator from Tennessee is right in presenting those 

. circumstances of the public business which may make it undesirable 
that an undue use of time should be spent upon any subject of debate; 
but when he goes further and gives the considerations which he thinks 
should preclude this debate now from the inflammations and excite- 

_ ments, the criminations and recriminations, and the disturbance of the 

of this country, I submit to him that he goes too far, because it 
it is not opportune now upon those considerations when can it be op- 
portune? We are as far from the election as it is possible to be. We 
are looking back upon the occurrences after time and reflection have 
reduced to the most moderate exhibition the irritations, vexations, and 
disturbances, We therefore have a naked ition of parliamentary 
wisdom in adopting the resolution, and the limits of debate are upon 
the most careful scrutiny of the facts enabling us to say what relation 
that has to the question of the adoption of the resolution. 
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Mr. President, I have not expected to be accused of undue desire for| 
parliamentary de-lamation. My maiden political speech, it seems, is 
to be made on this subject. To my mind it is a subject that ought, by 
common consent on each side of this Chamber; to be regarded as a 
matter as far removed as possible from a purely political debate. It is 
a debate in which every degree of intelligence and, if you please, every 
degree of patriotic fervor should be shed upon this matter, but it is as 
far removed as possible from the mere divisions of political interests. 

I therefore must hope that, without being overawed by the threat 
of the consumption o! time and the prolixity of debate, to which I 
shall contribute nothing, we may not be deterred from taking up an 
important resolution and proceeding to its adoption by the Senate. . 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to be heard, the proposition not being debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. I must object to further debate until the resolution is 
taken up. Three Senators have spoken on each sice, so the matter has 
been fairly stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. HARRIS, Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

a dans and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I announce a pair with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], but I transfer that 
pair to the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and vote. I 
vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE]. Otherwise I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN], and vote “yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont[Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] on all political questions. I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. $ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). Has 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my vote. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] and vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH. With the consent of the junior Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Vest], I transfer my pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown] to the juvior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. That will 
enable the junior Senator from Missouri and myself to yote. I vote 
oe yea. ” 

Mr. VEST. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to inquire whether a pair has been 
announced for the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JonEs]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None has been announced. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If not, I will transfer my pair to the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [ Mr. Jones] and vote “yea.” 

Mr. HALE. Has a pair been announced for the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SAWYER]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None has been announced. 

Mr. HALE. I will transier my pair to him and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], who is necessarily compelled to be absent to-day, 
resume, if he were present, he would vote 
tnay.” = 
Mr. VEST. I have been requested to announce a pair between the 
seniorSenator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON] and the senior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. The Senator from Pennsylvania 


i 


yea.”? Ishould vot 
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paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLQUITT]. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Ev Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Paddock, Teller, 
,Callom, Hoar, _ Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
|Davis, In Sherman, 
Dawes, Manderson, Spooner, 

NAYS—19. 
Bate, Hampton, Reagan, 
Berry, Faulkner, Harris, Turpie, 
Blodgett, George, Morgan, Vest. 

i, Gibson, Payne, Walthall. 
Coke, Gray, D, 
ABSENT—35. 

Aldrich, paqat itt, Jones of Arkansas, Pa mii ae 
Beck, Jones of Nevada, Sabin. 
Blackburn, Pameads, Kenna, Isbury, 
Bowen, Farwell, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Frye, Paimer, ford, 
Butler, Gorman, y Vance, 
Cameron, Hawley, Piumb, 
Chace, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Quay, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. EVARTS, from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, February 4, 1889, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Saary sone on Privileges and Elections be directed care- 
tany to revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Con; 

a view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the 
elective franchise and for the punishment of offenses against it, and to report 
to the next legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to make a suggesstion to the Senator from 
New York who reports this resolution, in order to economize the few re- 
maining days of this Congress and avoid drifting into an irritating sec- 
tional debate, which 1s inevitable, in my opinion, if this discussion pro- 
ceeds. I venture to express the opinion that if the Senator from New 
York and other Senators upon that side of the Chamber will consent 
to the passage of this resolution without debate, there will be no seri- 
ous Se ere to its passage made upon this side of the Chamber. I 

y desire to submit that suggestion. 
a PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution? 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I should be very glad to keep the 
debate within bounds, but I think it is right to the Senate that the 
committee reporting the resolution should be permitted to lay before 
the Senate the occurrence upon which they have placed it, and in that 
point of view it does not seem to me quite proper that we should be 
asked to refrain from the presentation of this matter. It will be wholly 
optional with other Senators how far they may think it necessary to 
reply. For myself I shall not deem it a part that I nowam to execute 
in this matter beyond laying before the Senate, so that all will appre- 
ciate it, I think (because all may not have read the report, certainly all 
have not read the testimony), what the real basis of inquiry and what 
the true limits of consideration are. Therefore I think I must ask the 
indulgence of the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator yield to me to make the statement 
that the Democratic members of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions wholly dissent from the views and conclusions contained in the 
report of the majority of the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New York does not wish to 
proceed this evening, as the hour has nearly arrived at which we usu- 
ally adjourn, I will submita motion to adjourn; but I leave it entirely 
to his own good will. 

Mr. EVARTS. I would prefer to goon so that I could complete 
within a reasonable hour to-morrow the observations I am to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Qhio to move an adjournment. 

+ Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator from New York assents, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withhold his mo- 
tion for a moment until I may have a bill passed for which there is 
urgent necessity and which will provoke no discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 13, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


would yote yea and the Senator from South Oin would vote 
nay.’ 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 12, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SALARIES OF SUBORDINATE OFFICERS INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue of a deficiency in the appropriation for salaries and ex- 
penses of agents and subordinate officers of the internal-revenue service 
for the fiscal year 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RHODES AND WIFE V8. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the 
case of John Rhodes and wife vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SUE B. JOHNSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3864) toincrease 
the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson, with House amendments disa- 
greed to by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has reached the privileged stage, and if 
there be no objection the House will insist upon its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr, 
FRENCH, and Mr. HUNTER as managers on the part of the House. 


ABBY J. SLOCUM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 169) granting 
an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum, with House amendment 
disa to by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the House insist upon its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has reached the privileged stage, and if 
there be no objection the motion of the gentleman from Rhode Island 
will be agreed to. 

There was no Oan, 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. 
YODER, and Mr. SPOONER as managers on the part of the House. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and northern ju- 
dicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes. $ 

Mr. CULBERSON. Theamendmentsof theSenatearequite lengthy, 
and I ask unanimous consent that their reading be omitted, that the 
House non-concur, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
Rocers, and Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR managers on the part of the House, 


INTERESTS OF UNITED STATES IN PANAMA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3449) to en- 
able the President to protect the interests of the United States in Pan- 
ama; which was read afirst and second time. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs with authority to report at any 
time. This is a very important measure which has already the 
Senate, and it is necessary that action should be taken upon it as soon 
as possible. 

‘There being no objection, the motion of Mr. McCREARY was agreed to, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Crouse, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WADE, for three days, on account of sickness. 


INVITATION TO CANADA—THREE AMERICAS COMMERCIAL CONFER- 
ENCE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
12567) to amend an act authorizing the President of the United States 
to arrange a conference between the United States and the Republics 
of Mexico, Central and Sonth America, Hayti, San Domingo, and the 
Empire of Brazil, so as toinclude the Dominion of Canada; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


STREET PASSENGER RAILWAYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 12568) to regulate the transportation of passengers on street rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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FARM PRODUCTS, UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also, by unanimous consent, ntroduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. 263) appropriating $50,000 to makea special display 
of the corn product of the United States at the Paris Exposition; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRISP.. Mr. Speaker, before calling up the contested-election 
case, I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports to file 
may be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk, 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS, 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

LIGHT-HOUSES AND FOG-SIGNALS ON THE LAKES. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erec- 
tion of sundry light-houses and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, 
Michigan, and Superior; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., IN HARBOR OF CHICAGO, 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of alight- 
house and steam fog-signal in the outer breakwater at the harbor of 
Chicago, Ill.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE OFF CAPE HATTERAS, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr, CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, 
North Carolina; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. à 

DEBT DUE UNITED STATES BY ARKANSAS. 

Mr. MCRAE, from theCommittee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3288) authorizing the settlement of 
the debt due the United States by the State of Arkansas; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL V. O'LEARY. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committeeon Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 12481) for the relief of Daniel V. O'Leary; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JANE BOSWELL MOORE BRISTOR. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6214) granting a pension to Jane 
Boswell Moore Bristor; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ; 

ANDREW SCHNEIDER, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11449) for the relief of Andrew 
Schneider; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY M. RECTOR. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 12521) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM AND JOHN BEATTIE. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 5170) for the relief of William and John Beattie; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SMITH. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.12511) granting a pension to William 
Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
ore ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. 
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LEWIS M’KENZIE. s 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 12569) for the relief of Lewis McKenzie; whieh was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. ; 

Mr. BOWDEN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5858) to provide for the settlement 
of the transportation account with the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF ADAM SHRAKE, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow 
of Adam Shrake; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE WHITE. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the ion of Theo- 
dore White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

OMAHA, DODGE CITY AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge 
City and Southern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Hays military reservation; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT SURGEONS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 35) to authorize the promotion of cer- 
tain assistant surgeons of the Army after twenty years’ service; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

LOREN W. HASTINGS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 2384) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Loren W. Hastings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

METEOROLOGICAL INSTRUMENTS FOR VOLUNTARY OBSERVERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 2377) providing for the issue gratu- 
itously of certain meteorological instruments to voluntary observers at 
present recognized in the Signal Service; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole“House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, WYOMING. 

Mr.CAREY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back with 
amendment the bill (S. 1324) providing for an additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of Wyoming,and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NOAH W. YODER. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. 
Yoder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. Í 

JOHN RHODES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12570) for the relief of John Rhodes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ECKLAND, 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 1466) granting a pension to John Eckland; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. j 

SAMUEL B. EDGEWORTH. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ro- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8764) for the relief of Samuel B. 
Edgeworth; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
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EFFICIENCY OF THE SIGNAL CORPS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7346) to increase the efficiency 
of the Si Corps of the Army; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 


JAMES M. SHIELDS, 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 118) for the relief of James M. Shields; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET PRATT. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pored back favorably the bill (H. R. 12503) granting a pension to 

argaret Pratt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIO BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 1365) for the erection of a 
pe building for the use of the custom-house and the post-office at 

ewport News, in the district of Yorktown, Va., and making appropri- 
ation therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. ; 

He also, from the same committee, reported back adversely the bill 
(H. R. 4390) for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house and the post-office at Newport News, in the district of 
Yorktown, Va., and making appropriation therefor; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DONATION TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by request), introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 264) to enable the President and Congress to accept a dona- 
tion for the benefit of the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the House and 
bills of the Senate of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United States in certain lands 
to the county of Randolph and State of Illinois on certain conditions; 

A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robertson and Edward 
i atta late collectors of customs for the district of the city of New 

ork; 

A bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Florence Courtney; 

A bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less oo ie in the Executive Departments; 

A bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion, in Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

a bill (S. 2547) to inerease the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins 
ory; 

A bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler; 

A bill (S. 2992) to acceptand ratify the agreement submitted by the 
Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi res- 
ervations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner; 

A bill (S. 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way across the Fort Custer military reservation, Mon- 


Abill (S. 3800) directing a survey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge 
to Mount Vernon, and making an appropriation therefor; 

A bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to Esther Gould; 

$ bill (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian lands; 
an 

A bill (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving station om the Atlantic 
coast, at or near the mouth of St. George River, Maine. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 

were communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
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ries, who also announced that the President had approved and signed 
on the 11th instant bills of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; 

An act (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden; 

An act (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W, Jones; 

An act tr R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

An act (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon; 

An act (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza 8. Jenner; 

An act te: R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers; and 

An act (H. R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey; 

A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer; 

A bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elisha Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Lonisa Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; 

A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; y 

A bill (H. R. 12381) granting a pension to Mary K. Allen; 

A bill ea R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 

A bill (H. R. ed granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Nott; 

A bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 

A bill a R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting æ pension to Dorothea Ruoff; 

A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to Lyman D. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 6393) granting a pension to Ellen Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 

A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 

A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George W. Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. est granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 

A bill fr R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. Elvira Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension to Martha J. Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow of Lewis Rey- 
nolds, to the pension-roll; 

A bill f H. R. re granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 

A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; 

A bill eS R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple; , 

A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine; 

A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho G. Hendrix; 

A bill (E R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; 

A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson; 

A bill (H. R. 10691) increasing the pension of Mary A. Bedel; 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to E. C. Paschal; 

A bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension to Isham T. Howze; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary Von Olnhauser; 

A bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. S. 


Jewel; 

A bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving W. Combs; 

A bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Boss; 

A bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James Waters, 
formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s company of Pennsylvania Militia, 
war of 1812; f 

A bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name of James H, Tolly on the 
pension-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder. 


SOUTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION—SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on 
Elections I united with the majority in their report in the case of Smalls 
against Elliott. In a discussion of this case I shall endeavor to confine 
myself to therecord. Much has beensaid entirely outside of the record, 
and which does not bear at all upon the case. At the threshold of my 
remarks I desire to refer to the violent attacks which have been made 
by the gentleman representing the minority, or by the gentleman who 
united in the minority report and who spoke on yesterday—I refer to 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL ]—upon the 
election laws of South Carolina. I imagine, sir, from the vigorous 
style in which that distinguished gentleman attacked those election 
laws, that he was not aware that he was introducing a boomerang, or 
something that would shoot backwards as well as forwards. He at- 
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tacked the election laws upon the ground, first, that there is no pro- 
vision made for the opening of the polls where the regular managers 
do not attend, and proceeded to criticise the Democratic party in con- 
nection with such laws. I desire to say to you, sir, and to the House, 
that the prevailing laws of South Carolina, so far as these refer to the 
managers of elections and to the conduct of elections at the polls, are 
precisely the laws which were given to the State of South Carolina by 
the Republican party. 

The Republican party enacted the laws which provide for the ap- 
pointment of managers to conduct the elections, but madeno provision 
whatever for the opening of the polls where the managers did not at- 
tend. These laws stand to-day as the Republican party gave them to 
the State of South Carolina in the heyday of their power. They were 

by the Republicans in 1870 and were incorporated in the codi- 
fication of the statutes prepared by the Hon. David T. Corbin, an emi- 
nent lawyer, who was the Republican United States district attorney, 
s was voted for by tlf Republicans in 1876 for United States Senator, and 
contested unsuccessfully for Senator BUTLER’s seat. Thiscodification of 
the statutes was adopted in 1872 by a Republican Legislature. It con- 
tains no provision for the opening of the polls where the managers fail 
to appear at the polls to conduct the election. 

Now, sir, upon the other point made by the gentleman as to the reg- 
istration of voters. Under the military government of South Carolina 
registration was required. Then when the constitutional convention 
met it incorporated in the constitution, known as the reconstructed 
constitution, a provision requiring the Legislature to enact registration 
laws. The Republican Legislature enacted registration laws and they 
stood for some time; but the Republicans, finding that these laws did 
not suit their purposes, repealed them, and there was no registration 
law for some time after that in the State of South Carolina. During 
this time when there were no registration laws the greatest frauds were 
perpetrated. The Democratic party finally passed the registration 
Jaws which exist now. I stand here to declare that these laws are 
fair, and that they are laws similar to the registration laws in all the 
other States of this Union that have registration laws. The registra- 
tion books are open on the first Monday of twenty months outof every 
twenty-four months. The first Monday in August, September, Octo- 
ber, and November, the four months preceding a general election— 
they have elections in South Carolina only once in every two years, un- 
less there be a special election—the registration books are open and 
every man has a right to go and register if he is qualified to register. 

If the voter is refused registration by the registrar, or supervisor of 
registration as he is called, he has the right of appeal; first, to a board 
of registration—I do not know what the particular title of the board 
is, but I think it is the board of registration—he has the right to ap- 

1 to that board, and if that board rejects his claim to registration, 

e has another right toappeal tothecourt. Every opportunity is given 

to a citizen to register and to qualify himself to vote in the State of 
South Carolina. 

So much for this, Mr. Speaker, - 

Now, sir, I p to come down to a discussion of the points made 
by the distinguished gentlemen who united in the minority report. 
They specify, sir, as one of a series of frauds which they allege was 
put on foot to defeat Smalls the fact that with but few exceptions all 
the State officers of election were Democrats. 

There are, sir, in this district, unless I have made a mistake, four 
entire counties and twenty-eight townships in four other counties, and 
these embrace very many precincts, and only thirteen or fourteen of 
these precincts are even attacked for any alleged frauds or improper 
conduct, 

Now, if the appointment of Democratic officers only was part of a 
system inaugurated to carry the election by fraud, why was it that 
with everything in their own hands the scheme was only carried out 
at these few precincts? Why was the majority returned for Elliott so 
meager? Why was it that so few men outof many who had, it is al- 
leged, entered into a conspiracy to defraud the voters should go forward 
in their fraudulent undertaking? 

Will it be said that it was because the hearts of many failed them, 
and that they withdrew from the work for which they had been se- 
lected and upon which they agreed to enter? Men who are bold 
enough to agree to go forward in an enterprise of that kind are not the 
men generally to recede or to part company with those of their com- 
rades who incur the risks and dangers incident to it. They are usu- 
ally men of desperation and nerve, and possess at least the character- 
istics of reckless law-breakers and violators of law, and of fidelity to 
their associates. 

But this sweeping charge is met by the testimony in this case with a 
refutation so strong that it sinks beneath the flood-tide of trath into 
an abyss so bottomless that no plummet could ever sound its depths. 

Preconcerted, prearranged system of fraud! Ha! men whose char- 
acters, as shown by the evidence, are as pure as any in the land, as 
high as that of any gentleman who united in the minority report; men 
against whose purity and uprightness not even any blinded and soul- 
cankered partisan of the contestant ever dared in his lingo to assail, 
are arraigned before the country as malefactors and criminals. 

Not only are they arraigned, but the judicial officers of the State of 


| 
South Carolina who appointed them are arraigned as the very inaugu-, 
rators of a wholesale system of reeking fraud and desperate violation) 
of law and conscience. | 

Mr. Speaker, I must say, with all due deference to the distinguished. 
gentlemen who make this charge, that I have never before seen emanat- 
ing from minds learned in the law and trained to regard above price a 
fair name, and to hold more sacred than riches a spotless character, and 
to elevate in public esteem the judiciary, such a baseless and unjusti- 
ponie charge, and I meet it with a direct, positive, and emphatic de- 
nial. 

Now comes the charge that the Seventh Congressional district of 
South Carolina ‘* was created for the express purpose of consolidating 
the bulk of the colored vote of the State in one district,” and then 
to capture the district, and that three lines of fraudulent action were 
determined upon and successfully carried out. 

So far as the reference to the manner in which the district was formed 
is concerned, I need say but little. The purpose may have been, and 
probably was, to throw the bulk of the colored vote into one district. 
If so, what of it? Was there anything fraudulentin that? If what 
is termed ‘‘ gerrymandering’? be fraudulent, then the Republican 
party of this country has been guilty of the most stupendous frauds 
that ever blackened the history of any party, and all its leaders inevery 
State where it has had control are steeped in fraud from crown to toe. 

How many States in this Union are to-day held by that party in Con- 
gressional and legislative representation because of ‘* gerrymandering ?”’ 
How many gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber come from 
“‘fixed-up’’ or ‘‘gerrymandered”’ districts? Why is it there are but 
two Democratic Kepresentatives out of a representation of seven on 
this floor from the State of New Jersey, when that State has gone Dem- 
ocratic in every national election for years? Why is it that the great 
State of New York is represented by nineteen Republicans and only fif- 
teen Democrats in this Congress, when she has gone Democratic in every 
election for nearly twenty years? 

Why is it that the little State of Connecticut will have a delegation 
equally divided in the next Congress when she has stood in contest af- 
ter contest as firm as a rock in Democratic faith ? 

These questions are easily answered. It has been by reason of the 
arrangement of Congressional and legislative districts years ago by the 
Republican party in the days of its ascendency, and which has enabled 
it to perpetuate its power in the legislative branches of this Govern- 
ment. 

I claim for the Democrats of South Carolina the same rights exer- 
cised by the Republicans in New Jersey, New York, and Connecticut. 
If the action of the Legislature of South Carolina be wrong, then let 
her accusers come from some other party than the party which has this 
hour five out of six Senators and twenty-five out of forty-five Repre- 
sentatives from these three Democratic States, all the result of the 
“gerrymandering ’’ process of Republican Legislatures. So much for 
this reference in the minority report, 

The gentlemen lay down as two of the three lines they were 
devised to capture the district a systematic and studied effort to deny 
to colored voters the right to register and to change their registration 
certificates, and to reject registered voters at the polls. 

Now, sir, let us see upon what testimony the minority report basse 
its charge that colored voters were denied the right to register and to 
change their certificates. 

The gentlemen rely upon the testimony of about 13 colored voters 
to prove that colored men were denied the right to register. Eight of 
them were from Concord precinct, four from Sumter, and one from 
Statesburgh. Ten of them from their own lips show that when they 
applied to register the crowds were large, each man pushing and jos- 
tling those around him, and the registrar registering rapidly and working 
faithfully, The other three applied to be registered when the books 
were not open under the law for general registration, but only for those 
who had just became of age, and they not falling in that class were 
properly denied. 

After searching the district the contestant was able to find out of the 
thousands of colored voters just ten voters who had not been able to 
register because they applied when the numbers registering were so 
great that the registrars could not reach them. If they had registered 
them,of course there would have been ten others who would have been 
cut out. He found three who complained that the registrars would 
not register them because it was not registration day for any in their 
class. He found only these little, insignificant, frivolous things at 
three precincts, and upon them an attempt is made to build a mount- 
ain of fraud. 

Oh! what ‘‘ snappers-up of unconsidered trifles!’’ 

What else did the contestant find upon which the minority have 
feasted their souls ? He found nine men at four precincts who thought 
they were improperly denied the right to vote by the judges. Upon 
cross-examination in every instance it was shown that they had either 
changed theis residence, parish, ward, precinct, or county and had no 
transfer, or did not live at the places named it their certificates. 

Three men, by the names of Smith, Lowry, and Turney, testified 
that at three precincts, one of them being at each, a number of voters 
with certificates were not allowed to vote. Only oneof them pretended 


_ 1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1787 


to know why they were not allowed to vote, and he said the managers 
said their names were not on the registration books; the very best rea- 
son for the refusal of the judges to allow them to vote. 
I will not insult the intelligence of this House by asking whether 
that ennon proves anything or is worth the paper upon which it is 
n 


This constitutes the foundation upon which the gentlemen stand to 
prove two of the lines adopted, according to their allegation, to capture 
the ‘‘ Black district” by fraud, and I leave the House in reason and 
conscience to determine its strength. If such stuff can be made to carry 
with it any weight in passing upon the question of the high privilege 
of a member of this Congress, then indeed can many gentlemen who 
are now enjoying the serenity of uncontested seats on this floor thank 
their stars their seats were not contested. 

- , I come now to the last of “the three lines” selected “‘to capture the 
Black district,” as charged by the gentlemen of the minority—the re- 
jection of polls. 

They attack the action of the canvassing boards in rejecting the votes 
east at Brick Church, Brick Episcopal Church, Sandy Island, Cedar 
Creek, Grier’s, Santee, and Gadsden. The majority agree with the 
minority that the votes cast at Cedar Creek and Grier’s should have 
been counted, but they deny that the canvassing boards were guilty ot 
fraud or that the rejection was with the intention to defraud. 

, At Cedar Creek only one of the officers was sworn, and for that rea- 
son the board rejected the poll. The vote there was Smalls 18, Elliott 
none. This is counted. 

At Grier’s there were irregularities of a dangerous character, and 
while the majority entertain doubt as to whether the vote at this pre- 
cinct should be counted, they give the benefit of the doubt to the con- 
testant, and count 65 votes for him and 4 for Elliott at this box. 

The majority say in regard to Sandy Island: 

This precinct is not included in the notice of contest, and hence the evidence 
referring to it should not be considered. It is well settled that a contestant 
can not make any points in his contest which are not in his notice of contest, 
citing McCrary on Elections, section 343. 

But I assume that it was hardly necessary to cite McCrary or any 
other authority upen this point, The principle that evidence must be 
confined to the allegations is so fundamental that even a horn-book 
lawyer knows and understands it, and I am surprised that any notice 
should have been taken of this precinct by the gentlemen who united 
in the minority report. 

We come now to the consideration of the precincts known as Brick 
Church, Brick Episcopal Church, Santee, and Gadsden, and will con- 
sider them in the order named. 

The Brick Church (St. Helena Island) poll was rejected because 
not only of irregularities, but because of the disorder, riotous conduct, 
threats, and bulldozing of Smalls and his friends and supporters, who 
virtually took possession of the polls, and for days before the election 
and on the day of election inaugurated a reign of terror on the island. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, this statement will be contested by the distin- 

ished gentlemen of the minority; but if any reliance can be placed 
in human testimony the preponderance of evidence is so overwhelm- 
ingly in favor of the action of the board as to bring conviction, 

I repeat that a perfect reign of terror was inaugurated by Smalls and 
his supporters on the island of St. Helena and Ladies’ Island and in 
‘Beaufort during the canvass of 1886. No man can take the evidence 
and read it, it seems to me, without being impressed with the fact that 
the election at these points that year was but a travesty upon the elect- 
ive franchise, and that ‘‘the free ballot’ in the South, for which our 
Republican friends have been so clamorous, was trampled under the 
merciless feet of the man whom they are seeking to seat on this floor 
‘and his wild and inflamed partisans. 

In order that this testimony may be presented to this House I have 
gathered it together in a condensed shape and will read it: 

J. G. Cole (Record, 542); lives on Ladies’ Island; born in Woburn, 
Mass.; graduated at Hartford, class 1862; went to South Carolina May, 
1863; was Government superintendent of abandoned plantations; has 
lived on Ladies’ Island twenty-one years. Since Hampton waselected 
governor in 1876 there has been a strong tendency on part of colored 
voters to vote the Democratic ticket. Ageneral system of threats, in- 
timidation, and bulldozing has been inaugurated to check this tend- 
ency and prevent colored men from voting the Democratic ticket. 

At the election in 1886 this system was very successful, and on the 
day of the election colored Democrats were denounced as ‘* Democratic 
dogs and bob-tail dogs,’’ and threats were made ‘‘to kill them” and 
“drive them from the island’’ if they voted the Democratic ticket. A 
club of women was organized to beat all who so voted, who were pres- 
ent around and about the polls on election day, and in consequence of 
all this large numbers were frightened into voting the Republican ticket 
or deterred from voting the Democratic ticket. Smalls, the contestant, 
was the ring-leader and principal instigator of this system. 

Emanuel Haynes (Record, 547); lives on Ladies'Island. There was 
a Democratic club of colored women organized, and he heard Repub- 
licans inciting and advising colored boys ‘‘to chunk them,” and saw 
acrowd of boys following them and applying opprobrious epithets. 

Aaron Allston (Record, 551); liveson Ladies’ Island. He was a mem- 
ber of a church, preparing for the ministry, and he was told by some of 


his church brethren that if he voted the Democratic ticket he ought to be 
shot, and he should not preach in the church; that he ought to be ran 
off the island, and his life was threatened. He was the manager ofa 
Sabbath school, and some of the children were taken away from the 
school because their parents were not willing that they should be taught 
by a ‘‘Democratic negro,” The women had a club to keep the men 
from voting the Democratic ticket, and they were present at the polls 
on election with canes and sticks and threatening to use them on all 
colored Democrats. 

Robert Houston (Record, 553); lives on Ladies’ Island: 

Smalls said in his speech if I voted the Democratic ticket my wife must drive 
me out of the house, they must turn me out of the church; and told his follow- 
ers tell all colored men if they voted the Democratic ticket they would have to 
leave the island. On the day of the election the women were on th 
at and said they were going to mob every man who voted the Democratie 

Tarquin Small (Record, 555); lives on Ladies’ Island. Threats were 
made against colored men who wanted to vote the Democratic ticket, 
to drive the last one off the island, no matter whether he owned land 
or not, and women and boys were advised to lashthem. He said if 
Elliott came over to theisland ‘* he would wish to God ™” he had never 
seen it. He says ‘‘ We were calledElliott bob-tailed dogs ’’ and he him- 
self was pelted by a lotof boys. Heis a cousin of the contestant. 

William Lockwood (Record, 557); li es on Ladies’ Island. On day 
before the election there was a political meeting on the island. The 
women were out in large numbers, all armenu with sticks, and said they 
had the sticks to kill | emocratic dogs with. Smalls spoke at this 
meeting, and said that any woman that was married to a Democratic 
man the woman must kick him out of the house, and if any man’s 
daughter was married to a Democratic dog he must kick them ont too, 
and on election day everything should be peaceable, and after the polt 
was closed they could do as they chose, The excitement and feeling 
against those who were supposed to vote the Democratic ticket was 
strong and they were in great danger. 

Tom Bonner (Record, 558); liveson Ladies’ Island. He heard a prom- 
inent Republican, a delegate to the convention which nominated the 
contestant, say ‘‘that they intended to carry the island if they had to 
kill every damn man on it.” On day of election crowds of women 
were on hand with clubs and switches threatening to whip out, kill 
out, and drive out men who voted the Democratic ticket, and that they 
would lie in wait for them. He left about 3 or 4 o’clock in the even- 
ing ‘‘ because it appeared that there was going to bea mob fight or 
killing out,’’ and that the colored men who wanted to yote the Dem- 
ocratic ticket were kept in a continuous state of fear and alarm and 
generally left the polls before sundown. , 

Henry Holly (Record, 560); liveson Ladies’ Island. Women were 
about with clubs, sticks, and switches, and said they were going to 
whip any one who voted the Democratic ticket. When he returned 
from the polls in the evening he went out of his way rather than pass 
a crowd of women for fear of being attacked by them. 

Felix C. Bonner (Record, 562). Attended a Democratic mass meet- 
ing at Beaufort some days before the election of 1886 aga member of a 
Democratic club. After the meeting the club on its march was fol- 
lowed by a crowd of boys, young men and women, whooping and hal- 
looing, ‘‘ Lookat the Democratic negroes, we will get you to-night be- 
fore you leave this town.” Was at the polls on Ladies’ Island on day 
of election; the women were going around with club , threatening and 
saying, ‘‘ We will kill you Democratic negroes to-night.” One day 
after the election he was attacked by a crowd of five or six and barely 

scaped serious injury, the crowd using these words: ‘‘ We intend to 
kill every Democratic negro thatfools around here; if they do vote the 
Democratic ticket they shan’t own it round here.’’ 

F. D. J. Lawrence (Record, 567); lives in Beaufort; born and raised 
there; is an attorney-at-law and a trial justice for Beaufort County; 
learned to read and write as a slave; at the breaking out of the war 
joined the Federal Army and held the position of first sergeant, Com- 
pany E, Thirty-fourth United States Colored Volunteers; was engaged 
in several battles; was shot twice in the battle of Honey Hill; was 
promoted to quartermaster-sergeant; was honorably discharged and 
afterwards enlisted in Fortieth Regiment, United States Regulars, 
and is drawing a pension as a wounded soldier. He says: 

Iheard Mr. Robert Smalls, the contestant, say on more than one occasion 
in a public in Beaufort, among other things he said, that any colored 
woman that had a Democratic husband, she should put him out of the house, 
and notallow him to come in there by any means, and could have his assistan 
and in consequence of this speech I know of several cases where husband an 
wife have been separated. There is no such thing in Beaufort County as a free 
election and a fair count among the Republicans. I have been a Democrat in 
Charleston County for a number of years, and voted unmolested; but I am told, 
here in Beaufort County, that this is a Republican county, and no nigger can 
vote here for the Democrats. I have a daughter, a young lady, who attends 
public school in the town of Beaufort, who has been abused more than once on 
accountof her father being a Democrat. I had to stop her from the school until 
I spears papa to him by letter 


my wife, and myself have been 
socially, and felt the estrangement keenly, on ac- 


I saw the principal in reference to this matter. 
and have his reply; not only her but my family, 
ost ed in the church an 
count of my political views. 

Q. What methods are usually resorted to by Republicans to keep colored 
men from vok the Democratic ticket? - r, 

A. They usually adopt a bulldozing system among the leaders, teaching 
them to abuse and make remarks and threats generally, 

Q. Do they carry this system into the churches? 
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A. Yes, into the churches and into the social circles. I am a member of the 
Baptist Church; my wife is a member of the Methodist Church. I have been 
abused from the Methodist pulpit by one Rey, Blakely on account of my poli- 
tics, and in consequence of this conduct I prevented my family from attending 
tiiat church. From observation among the colored le from °76 down to the 
present I think they had their fear about voting the ratic ticket until 
after the election of General Hampton, but from the general benefit they re- 
ceived by the reduction of taxes under Democratic administration the better 
class of colored people are all Democrats, and would vote the Democratic ticket 
as a whole except for the ostracism and threats from the Republican leaders. I 
have talked with them in rd to the exodus scheme, when Hampton was 
first elected, about going to Africa, mayne J2 them that it was alla scheme to 
make money by Republican leaders. A large number of them since that time 
are convinced, and told me it was a bigger swindle than the Freedman’s Bank. 
and are sorry that they sold their property and put their money in the “Azor.” 
They say at the next Presidential election they will all yote the Democratic 
ticket for President; that they see no difference except that the Republican 
ae taxed fm while eg Democratic administration they have been 
e from taxation for cam: urposes. 

Q. Then, from your SER, and knowledge of political campaigns in 

Peh mine County, were the colored people free to vote as they pleased ? 
. No. 

Q. Was the pressure brought to bear by the Republicans of such a character 
as to deter colored men from voting the Democratic ticket? 

A. Most assuredly; a colored man could not vote the Democratic ticket un- 
less he did it secretly. 7 

Q. Had it not been for the intimidation practiced by the Republicans would 
there not have been a very much Jarger colored yote polled for Mr. Elliott at 
the last election? 

A. I think so. 


George Rivers (Record, 575); lives on St. Helena Island; fifty-four 


years of age: 
Q. How long have you lived on St. Helena Island? 
A, Well, about twenty years. 
Q. Do you own property on St. Helena; land I mean? 
A. Yes; about 25 acres. 


y. 

Q. What was the behavior of the Republicans on that day at the s? 

A. There was a big excitement on that day from the Republican 

Q. Were there any women there day? 

A. Yes, sir; there were women there with clubs and sticks, Inthat time Mr. 
Gantt, a leader of the Republicans, and a crowd of men, said to Mr. Fripp, “It 
wasn'tright norlawful to have two Democratic constables ;”inthattimea crowd 
of men rushed up to take them out of the house, and caused the polls to close 
about fifteen minutes, or a little over. 
eat oe there any threats or abuse of Democrats by Republicans at the polls 

tday? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did they threaten to do with colored Democrats, or men who should 
vote the Democratic ticket? 

A. They threatened; they were not fitted or capable tostay on the island ; they 
ought to be driven off. 

Q. Did they say anything about Dr, White having been beaten in Beaufort the 
election before? 

A. Yes, sir; “That’s what ought to be done to these Democrat rascals on this 
island,’and we are going to do it, too;” that is what they said. 
Re ing the crowd of women you speak of, with clubs and sticks, remain there 

9 

oe Yes, sir; they remained there all day pretty much, with their threats and 


use, 

Q. Do you know whether or notthere was any row or disturbance at that poll 
during the day? 

A. Yes, sir. 

March Washington (Record, 580): 

Q. Give tae os name, age, and residence. 
ž K Washington; thirty-two years old; live on St. Helena Island, Beau- 

fort County. 
ra a you own any land on St. Helena? 
es, sir, 

Q. Were you a Democrat or a Republican in the last political campaign? 

A. Iwas a Dem a 

Q. Did you belong to any Democratic club? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What office did you hold, if any, in your club? 
A. Secre! 


2 Who was the president of your club? 
A. George Rivers, 
ra ey, members did you have in your club during the last campaign? 


y. 

Q. Were you at the Federal poll on St. Helena Island at the last election? 
Was the election at inai pon quiet and orderly or not? 

A. Yes, I was there; the election was not quiet and orderly. 

Q Sore ahere any disturbances? 

A. Yes, sir. : 

Q. By whom were they made—Democrats or Republicans? 

A. Republicans; Hastings Gantt. 

Q. Was the pol! closed at any time during thatday in consequence of disturb- 


ances? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did the Republicans behave at and around the polls on that day 
toward the Democrats? 

A. They made a great EEr 

Q. Was the conduct of the Republicans on that day such as to intimidate and 
make the Democrats afraid? 

(Objected to as leading.) 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there or not a large crowd of women at and about the Federal poll 
curing the day of election? y 

Q. Did'thes ha in their hands? 

they have anything eir ha 

A. A great many ed ee 

Q. Were they Democratic or Republican women? 

A. Republican. ? 

Q. Now, you stated that the Republicans made great threatening at the polls; 
was that threatening done only by men or by men and women? 

A, By men and women. 

9 In consequence of the threats and behavior of the Republicans about the 
pal se e not the Democrats very timid about voting? 

es, sir. ~ 


Q. Is it or nota fact that only the boldest men among the Democrats dared to 
oa 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. In consequence of the conduct of the Republicans at the poll, was there or 
not great fear among the Democrats that there would be ariot and injury done 
to themselves? 7 


Q. Now, before the day of election and during the ponens een were 
there or not many threats made by the Republicans on St. Helena Island against 
men = Soni should vote the Democratic ticket? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. Had it not been for the threats and abuse of the Republicans would there 
or ay pas been a very large vote at that poll for Mr, Elliott? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was not the whole yote on St. Helena Island at the last election much 
smaller than in previous elections? 


A. Yes, sir. x 
Q. Were there or nota many voters kept from voting on account of the 
threats and al of the Republicans? 


(Objected to on the ground that the answer could be nothing more than the 
eens Sent 
A. Yes, sir. 


Chance Green (Record, 584): 


Q. Give your name, age, and residence. 

A. Chance Green; am forty-seven years old; and live on St, Helena Island, 
Beaufort County. 

Q. Are you a colored or a white man? 

A. Colored. 

2. Tas ou at the Federal poll on St. Helena Island at the last election ? 

. Yes, sir. $ 
Q. be nes election at that poll peaceable and orderly or not? 
. No, sir. 

Q. Tell us how it was, 

A. On the 2d day of November, in the morning at 7 o'clock, I went to the poll 
to issue tickets, and as quick asI get up to the poll there weretwenty men stand- 
ing, saying to me, * Morning, Green; are you going to issue tickets to-day?” I 
said, * Yes:" “And what kind of tickets are you going to issue?"’ I said, “I 
am going to issue Democratic tickets to-day;” they said, “Give us your tick- 
ets, because we have got to vote these tickets quick and get home; we promised 
to vote the Democratic ticket;” and I issued the tickets to them,and the first 
man that went up to the poll was Jonas Howard. He hada Democratic ticket. 
and he went uP on the platform, and a great crowd of mans come up and tell 
him to come off the platform. “If you don’t come off there we will kili you; 
if any colored man go up on the platform to vote for the Democrats we wil kill 
him.” Jonas Howard said, “Let me alone, I vote for who I ch ” and the 
same time when he said so, as quick as he speak the word, they took him down 
and tear up the tickets and tear his coat, And I gave him another ticket, and I 
told him to go and poll it, and I followed him to see if they would touch him 
again, and after I got up there he took the ticket from me and I went with him 
and myself couldn’t go up, for the threats they made on me and him. I told 
him (Jonas) to wait awhile, and I leave him in the roadstanding up. I went off 
a piece about a task; in the road I saw six men with clubs go up to him and 
order him home from the poll; they told him to go home from the poll if he in- 
tends to vote for the Democrats, as he said; he said, * Yes, I made up my mind 
to vote the Democratic ticket, andif can not vote it I will go back home,” and 
he went poe 

Q. He didn’t vote that day, then? 

A. No, sir. 

ii Q Were these men who interfered with Jonas Howard Democrats or Repub- 
cans? 


A. Republicans. 

Q. Why did those men to whom you issued tickets say that they would have 
to vote quickly and get home or get away? 

A. Because they feared the ublican men would threaten them, to kill them 
and abusethem. They prom that they would do that, and would turn them 
outofthechurch. After Howard went off I said tothe crowd of Republican men 
there, “ Why don’t you let a man vote the way he likes? When I was a Repub- 
lican I let a man vote to his own mind.” They hallooed to me from the crowd 
of them, * You need not say anything; you have been leading us twelve years, 
and you are going to lead the Democratic party now on the island. We are in- 
structed by our leading mans now that any colored man that vote Deniocratic 
now must be killed on the island, or run him off the island.” 


B. C. Chisolm (Record, 595); lived on St. Helena Island; had lived 
there from birth. His church threatened to turn him out as a com- 
mittee man, and he was told if he voted for Elliott he must not come 
into their prayer-house any more. 

His pastor told him if he voted the Democratic ticket he deserved to 
be turned out of church. He did not vote. 

Hesays the Republican men and women on theisland were down on the 
Democrats and would say wherever a Democrat appeared, ‘‘ Here comes 
a Democrat dog with long tail. They no better than a dog.” 

Monday Washington (Record, 597); lived on St. Helena Island. He 
testifies to threats against Democrats and to disturbances at the polls. 

Renty Brown (Record, 599); lived on St. Helena Island. He testifies 
to the bitter feeling against Democrats and as to disturbances at the 
polls. 

Abram Scott (Record, 608); lived on St. Helena Island. He testifies 
as to threats, intimidation, and violence upon the part of the colored 
Republicans. 

Roland White (Record, 612); lived on St. Helena Island. He testi- 
fies as to threats, intimidation, and violence upon the part of the col- 
ored Republicans. 

James Jenkins (Record, 614); lived on St. Helena Island; lived there 
all his life: 

Q. You hold any ition in any of the churches on St. Helena Island? 

A. An officer of the First Baptist Church at Scottsville. i: 

Q. During the last political campaign were any threats made against colored 
men who wanted to vote the Democratie ticket? 

A. Yes, sir. When I went that morning to the Federal poll the people said 
that if they find out I vote the Democratie ticket they will kill me with a 
whipping; and 


the officer of my church said if he find out I vote the Demo 
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cratic ticket he will turn me out of my deaconship and turn me out of church 
besides, and told me that the rest kind of man vote the Democratic ticket. 
I tell him, “I never vote the mocratic ticket yet, but this time, for the way 
they done Sheppard, I'll vote the Democratic ticket.” I went to a meeting 
one night before theelection. Abram Scott was chairman, and before I got to 
the door—about 100 feet off—I saw the lamp put out and heard, *‘ Kill him! kill 
him!” so I turned back and whistled and then Abram Scott and David Sim- 
a came up and we went back onthe creek side. We could nottake the road 


Q. Why could you not come out in the road? 

A. Because women with hoes were out there, and we were afraid of being 
kite 7 80 bad re to haay the — side. Aan 

y people gather there aga you? 

A. They called us Democrats. 

Q. Did they make those threats common about on the island? 

A. Yes. No longer than this morning I went to my cousin’s house, where I 
always p a horse when I go to Beaufort, but his wife said, “ Don’t give him a 
horse; he is a Democrat, and he is going to see a gang of Democrats,” 


W. H. Bartless (Record, 616): 


Q. Give your name, age, residence, and occupation. 

A. W. H. Bartless; forty-four years old; live in Beaufort, Beaufort County; 
am a lumber manufacturer by occupation, 

Q. State in what part of the town your residence is located. 

A. At Green's Ferry. 

Q. On the 22d day of October last, the day of the Democratic mass-meeting in 
the town of Beaufort, did you witness any disturbance ator near Green’s Ferry? 
If so, state what it was, <a are the circumstances. 

A. I was over at the saw- ll, near the ferry, at work. I heard a great noise 
up the street, yelling and whooping, the street that leads to the ferry, so much 
so that I left my work and went out to the fence to see what the matter was. I 
saw two or three colored men running from a crowd of half. wn boys and 
women who were throwing brickbats at them. One man was bleeding 
wound in the head; the air was full of bricks; some fell in my mill yard, and 
some struck my kitchen across the street. Upon inquiry I found that the men 
who mee an brick-batted were members of the Ladies’ Island Colored Dem- 
ocratic Club. 


A. Colored Democrats; Thad. Jo: 
my bw yack at that time, told me that he had been threatened on the streets 
at Tp ey oer times. r 

Q. has the ferry to which you have alluded? 

A, Peter Green. 

Q. Do you know whether he is related to Sammy Green or not? 

A. Ibelieve he is a brother of his; a few days before the election I was down 
at the ferry where the boats were landing; one of the boats had just pushed 
off; Sammy Green was in that boat, and remarked to an old colored man that 
ome up, that “No Democrat could go in that boat,” meaning a colored Demo- 


cra 

Q. Was the old man intending to go over that ferry ? 

A. That was my impression ; they had some words, and I heard the old man 
say that he intended to vote for Elliott and that Pammy Green could not run 
no whole island; he, the old man, was not intimidated; he was a plucky old 

fellow. 

Q. From what you saw and heard on the day of the meeting referred to, and 
at other times in the town of Beaufort, would you or not say that it required a 
great deal of pluck and boldness in a colored man to vote the Democratic ticket? 

A. Yes; it required the highest order of courage, 


Paris Thurman (Record, 619); lived on St. Helena Island. He went 
to the election for purpose of voting. Went away without voting. He 
saw such an uproar and heard so much threatening, being old thought 
it better to get out of the way. He intended to vote for Elliott. 

A. B. Colonel (Record, 619); lived on St. Helena Island. During the 
war was a soldier in Thirty-fourth Regiment Colored Troops, United 
Nea Army. He testifies to threats and the character of them, as 

ollows: 


Q. What kind of threats did they make? 

A. They made threats like this, that every man that voted for the Democrat 
party, they ought to club ther and kill every one out; that they ought to 
meet and kill mein particular. Ican call the man's name who told me this; 
his name is Joseph Jenkins; then I asked him, “Why do you want me to die 
more particular than you?" and he said, ' You Democrat n: rs are just sell- 
ing your wives and children to the rebels.” I said to him, “If Iam a Demo- 
crat, tell me how I voted,” and he could not tell. This I said to him after the 
election; the first of my answer is what he said to me was before the elec- 
tion. Before the election Cyrus Jenkins threatened me in the same manner; 
cite ae a stick at the chi and hit me two licks because I advocated Còlone. 

o! 

Q. Do you know whether they made threats against the Democrats in com- 
mon all over the island? 

A. Yes; justin the same manner as I have stated; some said they, the Dem- 
ocrats, should be feathered and burnt, and some said they ought to be turned 
out of the church; the deacons of the church said so; they had a meeting on it. 

Q. What about the women? 

A. A good deal of them talked in the same manner; they wanted to be crosser 
than the men; my wife herself was cross with me. 

Q. On the day of the election did you go to the Congressional poll? 

A. Yes; I went there to vote late in the evening. 

Q. Were many women about the polls? 

A. Yes; a great many women, to both of the polls, 

Q. Was the threatening and abuse carried on on the island by the Repub- 
srs Desa to keep colored men from voting for Colonel Elliott? 

. Yes; it was. 

Q. Ifit had not been for such threats would nota at many more votes have 
been polled for Mr. Elliott? pn z reM 

es; about 300 votes I think he would have got if it had not been for those 


ts, 
Q. Since the election what is the condition of things? 
A. g on most the same way, right now. 
Q. Are you a white or a colored man? 
A. Colored man. 


Boston Williams (Record, 617); lived on St. Helena Island: 


Q. Did you attend any of the Republican meetings on St. Helena during the 
last campaign ? 

A, Yes; one of them, 

Q. Did you hear Robert Smalls speak at that meeting? 

A. Yes; I got there at the time he was about half through. 

Q. What, if anything, did he say about colored men who wanted to vote the 
Democratic ticket? 

- A. He said it was not right, and he wished an earthquake would swallow the 
Jast one who did it; that’s all I heard. 

Q. Did he say anything to the women? 

A. Not as I hea: 

Q. Before the election was there much threatening against the colored Demo- 
crats on the island? 

A. Yes; the women were doing more than the men, 

Q. What kind of threats did they make? 

A. Theyasked us what we meant by holding the Democratic club, and I said 
for myself that I meant to vote it, and they said to me that if I vote it that I will 
have to find another home to go to, not on St. Helena; and one of the women 
came up and said that we men were joking, and Isaid ‘‘ Not me;’’ and she said 

“* We will see at the day of election.” 
2. ce 7oy go to the Federal poll to vote on the day of election? 
. Yes, sir. 
a Yas any threats made against you that day? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether or not people were prevented from voting that day 
on account of the threats? 

A, Iwas to Mr. McDonald’s, and I came out and met a young man who was 
in the same lodge, and he asked me had I voted? Itoldhim no, He said,“ Do 
you mean to vote for Colonel Elliott?”’ I told him,“ Yes; this time I’m going 
to vote for him.” And he said to me that “I better mind how I pass presen | 
those women, and using the pene about voting for Elliott, because they wi 
hurt you, I believe.” Then Lasked him, “ Have any of them been after yaa 
And he said, “No, not after me in particular,” but he believed it by w. he 
seen done to another fellow there; that was his reason for telling me to be 
mindful. And in the mean time, while we were talking, some women came 
along from Nichols’s; and said to me, “ To-day is the day to throw away all fool- 
ishness;” and I said, ‘‘ That I don’t mean any nonsense; ™ and then one of the 
women said, * You do mean to vote the ticket as you said?”’ I told her “ Yes;’* 
and she said, ‘If you do vote it you will surely have to leave St. Helena Island 
certain ;” and I said to the young man, that he must come on and let us and 
vote now, and see what was going to bedone. There were three meninJ cnnnia 
Major’sclubsaid they were not going to vote, because the way how those women 
were doing they were afraid to vote. 

Q. Was John Major's club a Democratic club? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you a white man or a colored man? 

A. A colored man. 


Dennis Lockwood (Record, 620); lived on St. Helena Island. Hetes- 
tifies as to threats, intimidation, and violence upon the part of the col- 
ored Republicans, 

Andrew Smalls (Record, 621); lived on St. Helena Island. Was in the 
United States Navy during the war. (Refer to Record, page622.) He 
testifies as to threats, intimidation, and violence. 

R. N. Wright (Record, 622); livedin Beaufort. He testifies to threats, 
bulldozing, and boycotting. 

Ben. Smalls (Record, ate lived at St. Helena Island. He testifies 
to threats, abuse, and intimidation, and that he heard Smalls ina speech 
advise the women to leave their husbands if they were Democrats, and 
af any penoa was living on a woman’s land she must make him 

eave i 

Jack Freeman (Record, 625); lived on St. Helena Island; intended to 

vote for Elliott, but did not. He testified that he met Smallsin Beau- 


‘fort, and Smalls said to men standing around him, ‘‘You boys ought to 


tie him [Freeman] and lick him.” He further testifies that on the 
day before the election he was taken down by force from a platform, 
from which he was issuing Elliott tickets, by fifty or sixty men. 

J. C. Mardenborough (Record, 603); lived at Port Royal, Beaufort 
County; was born in New York City; graduated from Howard Uni- 
versity, Washington; studied law in New York City; was admitted to 
practice in supreme court of that city and afterwards in the State of 
South Carolina. Been a resident of Beaufort County since 1877; was 
appointed postmaster by President Hayes in 1880, and held that posi- 

on until he resigned in 1885. He was first introduced as a witness 
by the contestant, and his credibility is therefore vouched for. 

His testimony is too lengthy; I can not read it. I refer the House 
to it. It will well pay for a careful perusal, as showing the most 
shameful system of intimidation and bulldozing by Smalls and his fol- 
lowers. 

March Aiken (Record, 294); lived on St. Helena Island. This man 
was introduced as a witness by the contestant and proved to be an un- 
fortunate witness for him, for he testified that Democrats were threat- 
ened and were told that they should not be allowed on the island, and 
many that were to vote the Democratic ticket did not vote it. 

Dr. T. G. White (Record, 600); livesat Beaufort. He testifies thatin 
1884 he was one of the managers of the Federal poll in the town of 
Beaufort, and that night, after having canvassed the vote, as he emerged 
from the polling A pi he encountered a mob of infuriated colored pe 
sons, who violently assaulted him, prostrating him upon the ground by 
kicks and buffets, breaking the bone of one arm, lacerating his face, 
and cutting him over the eye. The assaulting party were men and 
women—women armed with sugar-canes and the men with sticks. 

Washington Y. Fripp (Record, 602); lives near St. Helena. He testi- 
fies that during the canvass of 1886 he attended a political meeti 
and while speaking cries were raised, ‘‘ Pull him down,” *‘ Don’t 
want to hear from him,” and that thereupon a large-sized black bot- 
tle was thrown at him, which broke to atoms against the side of the 
house. He also testifies that many threats and violent speeches were 
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made; that there were a great many rumors on the island that col- | ers were as active as any in promoting discord and disturbance and 


ored men who voted the Democratic ticket would be badly beaten. 

E. W. Tripp (Record, 626); lived on St. Helena Island. He was the 
regularly appointed manager of that precinct, and testifies that during 
the day there was much disturbance, which necessitated the closing 
of the polls three different times; that about 2 o’clock he went out 
of the polling-room and meta man in acrowd of about fifteenor twenty, 
who said to them, *‘ This is the Democrat who would not let me vote 
without showing my ticket’? (meaning his registration certificate). 
“Come, let us mob him.” But heattempted noviolence. That since 
theelection, driving along the road, he met twocarts; that he gave part 
of the road and the driver of one of the carts did the same, when the 
man in thecart behind said, ‘‘ What do you give that damn Democrat 
the road for? You must not give a Democrat the road. Let him get 
along the best way he can.” This man owns 722 acres of land on this 
island and is a white man. 

Here are thirty-one witnesses, all colored but two. One of them 
the superintendent of abandoned plantations after the war, one a post- 
master under the administrations of Presidents Hayes and Arthur, 
and two of them honorably discharged soldiers of the Union Army, 
one of them a wounded veteran and a pensioner. 

Each testifies in direct terms to a state of affairs that should bring 
the blush to the cheek of any man who believes in the great boon of a 
free ballot and that every citizen, white or colored, should be permit- 
ted to go forth in the broad sunlight of oyr institutions and deposit 
his ballot without let or hindrance, without fear or intimidation. 

At these precincts and throughont their surroundings it required 
almost reckless courage and desperate nerve to meet and face not only 
the male partisans of the contestant, but the inflamed and enraged 
women who were there in his interest, blocking the roadways, filling 
the streets, and lying in wait, armed with their sticks and bludgeons 
to use them on Democrats. The law makes no such requirement of 
a voter. If the condition was such as to reasonably affect a man of 
ordinary temperament, that was sufficient. The law does not require 
a voter to go forward through a mob, or to take the chances of a beating 
or even any great humiliation before the poll can be set aside for in- 
timidation. 

Men may meet without flinching an army of men with banners and 
glistening bayonets and display only the courage of men, butshow me 
the man who will face a mob of women with their eyes bloodshot with 
rage and their passions heated to a red heat by fanatic appeals, armed 
with only sticks and bludgeons! To fall before the one is glory, to 
go down betore the other is ignominy. 

Sir, it is frequently well for us in measuring the courage of others 
under trying circumstances to place oarselves in their situation. We 
can only test our own strength when the emergency arises. Men out 
of danger’s reach are oittimes as courageous as the king of the forest, 
who, when confronted with it, are only as valiant as the mouse. 

The colored men at these precincts who were desirous of voting the 
Democratic ticket, and refrained from voting it and went home, ex- 
hibited that prudence which even strong and most courageous men 
would have done; they knew well the temper of the people who were 
dominating the polls; they knew how these people had been advised 
by the contestant and his leaders; they knew how the few who with 
recklessness had voted for Elliott had been kicked and cuffed, threat- 
ened and abused. 

Sir, violence, intimidation, and bulldozing held high carnival during 
that canvass in the boundaries of these precincts, and should they be 
counted this Congress will grant a license which will render every 
election in similar sections in the South in'the future only a farce and 
make the ballot-box only the depository of the will of the colored mob. 

But while this open and direct violence did its work well, there 
were other acts and other agencies resorted to which, though of a dif- 
ferent character, were as potential and powerful. The sanctity of these 
Democratic colored men’s homes was invaded and their marital rela- 
tions were interrupted. Their wives were urged to leave them, and 
in some instances they did. Their church relations were disturbed 
and they were threatened with expulsion, and in some instances were 
expelled. Social ostracism andsociety banishment went out as the in- 
exorable decree, and they were sneered at and buffeted and hounded 
as though they had been beasts rather than human beings. 

All these things were in the direct line of the teachings of the con- 
testant, who, by precept and example, advised and encouraged them. 
On the stump and off of it, everywhere and on all occasions, he was 
the brand kindling the fires of conjugal infelicity, church disturbance, 
and society trouble. 

His inflammatory language was such always, on the stump and else- 
where, as to render it unfit for utterance on this floor or anywhere 
within gunshot of decent ears. and stamps him as a man too foul of 
mouth to associate with even his delnded followers, and only a fit com- 
panion for the denizens of the slams of the lowest and most depraved. 

In his crusade upon the rights of his people and upon the ballot, 
upon the happiness of homes and the peace of the sanctuaries of God, 
he seems to have found willing and effective allies among the leaders 
of the flocks, and whose mission it was to preach Christ and Him cru- 
cified, peace and good-will among brethren, and these political preach- 


furthering the cause of the contestant during the canvass and since, 
even to the taking up of collections in the churches to aid him in this 
contest. = 

But I have said enough in this connection, and will pass on to other 
points. I can not entertain a doubt this House will sustain the ma- 
jority of the committee in their action in excluding this precinetb— 
Brick Church, or St. Helena Island. 

I shall now speak of the precinct known as Brick Episcopal Church. 
This precinct was rejected by both the county and State boards, and 
their action has been sustained by the majority of the committee, and 
ĮI say rightfully sustained. It was a new voting place, and there was 
no registration book for it; at least it was blank. The supervisor of 
registration for the county of Berkeley, in which this precinct was lo- 
cated, after it was created opened a book of registration, but no one ap- 
plied to be registered or to be transferred, and of course no voter was 
registered or transferred, The supervisor did his duty, but the voters 
failed to avail themselves of their privilege. It issaid they were regis- 
tered at another point. Suppose they were. The law says no voter 
shall vote at any precinct but the one at which he is registered, The 
men who in spite of the law went through the form of voting at this 
point were doing a perfectly futile thing. 

There was not alegal vote cast, and this box can not be counted un- 
less this House ignores utterly the law of the State of South Carolina 
and regulates the manner and mode of conducting her elections and 
prescribes the qualifications of voters for her. That this House has 
the right to invade a sovereign Stute and make laws to govern her peo- 
ple in the matter of the qualification of her voters so long as the fif- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States is not vio- 
lated no member on this floor will pretend to assert. Then, sir, the 
law of South Carolina standing as the supreme law in this case and de- 
claring that the votes cast atthe Brick Episcopal Church precinct were 
illegal, this House will not, can not make them legal; will not, can not 
count them. : 

Upon this point I cite an authority which I suppose will be reeognized 
on this floor, Cooley on Constitutional Limitations, and I propose to 
put that authority against the judgment of the distinguished gentleman 
irom Illinois [Mr. KOWELL]. Upon this point Judge Cooley says: 

And where the law requires such registry and forbids the reception of votes 
from any persons not registered, an election in atownship where such registry 
has never been made will be void, and can not be sustained by making proof 
that none in fact but duly qualified electors have voted. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] insisted on yesterday, 
as the House will remember, that there was proof in this case that none 
but duly qualified voters had cast their votes at this poll, and that 
therefore their votes ought to be counted. 

Judge Cooley says that they can not be counted even though the 
evidence may show that the electors were duly qualified. But in fact 
no such voters could be properly described as duly qualified, because 
one of the things required under the law to qualify them as voters was 
this registration. 

Judge Cooley, continuing, says: 

Tt is no answer to say that such a rule may enable the officers, by 
neglecting their duty, to disfranchise the electors altogether; the remedy of the 
electors is by proceedings to compel the performance of the duty, and the stat- 
ute, being imperative and mandatory, can not be disregarded. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question at that point? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Certainly. $ 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I want to understand the point which 
the gentleman makes. Do you contend that where there are two voting 
places in the same precinct it is the duty of the voter to see that he is 
registered twice, or will one registration be sufficient? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. In reply to the gentleman I-will say that there 
is no law of South Carolina requiring two voting places in any one pre- 


cinct. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That dodges the question. My ques- 
tion is, if there are two voting places in any one precinct must the voter 
see that he is registered twice, or has he done his duty when he has reg- 
istered once? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir; he need not register twice. One regis- 
tration is sufficient, but he must vote at the poll where he is registered. 
He can not vote at the other. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Onequestion further. If the author- 
ities make two voting places in one precinct, one for State officers and 
the other for Congressmen, 6 miles from the first, how is the voter to 
vote unless the authorities of each polling-place have a copy of the reg- 
istration ? p g 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, under the laws of South Carolina 
there is a registration-book for each place; there is a registration-book 
at the precinct for the election of State officers and also at the precinct 
for the election of Congressmen. Now, the facts in regard to this pre- 
cinct, as I understand them, are simply these: That until a short time 
before this election there was a precinct at which voters cast their votes 
who lived in the Seventh Congressional district and also voters who 
lived in the First Congressional district. That is, all the voters who 
lived in a little town called Mount Pleasant voted in Mount Pleasant, 
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which was in the First district, and the voters of the Seventh district 
who lived in the country outside of Mount Pleasant also voted in that 
town. 

But the Legislature of South Carolina, in order to facilitate voting 
and to give a better opportunity for the voters living in the country 
than they had theretofore enjoyed, made a new precinct out in the 
country, 6 miles from Mount Pleasant, in the Seventh ional 
district—the precinct known as the Brick Episcopal Church. That was 
done in order that the voters should not have to travel 6 miles to vote, 
as they had been doing theretofore. These are the facts about that 
precinct. But Judge Cooley says distinctly that where the law re- 

uires registration, as in this case, and required it at the precinct, the 
that proof may be offered that the men who cast their votes there 
were qualified—I suppose he means qualified in every other respect ex- 
cept that they were not registered—that such proof makes no differ- 
ence and that those votes can not be counted. 

Now comes the precinct known as Santee. The minority report ad- 
mits that the election here was conducted by only one manager, when 
the law requires three, but says that as there is no impeachment of the 
fairness or charge of irregularity it should be counted, and that the ac- 
tion of the board and of the majority of the committee in rejecting it 
was wrong. 

The law of South Carolina requires three managers, and provides that 
when they meet they shall organize themselves into a board and elect 
one of their number chairman, and that when the polls are closed they, 
the managers, shall count the ballots and sign the returns, ‘‘Organize 
themselves intoa board and elect one of their number chairman”? is the 
language of the statute. Thisis a sine gua non—an indispensable con- 
dition to the holding of an election. : 

There wasno board organized; there was no chairman selected; the 

were never there to organize the board or elect a chairman. 
One man could not constitute a board, for the word implies more than 
one. 

A single, solitary colored man arrogated to himself the power to con- 
duct the election, and he proceeded to organize himself into a board, 
that is, to make three men out of himself; and thus divided up into 
three men, these three imaginary men elected him chairman, and the 
election proceeded. 

Sir, I lay down the proposition that never in the history of legal ju- 
risprudence has the action of less than a majority of a board been held 
to be legal unless authorized specially in the act creating the board. 

This in itself vitiated this poll, and I might stop right here so far as 
it is concerned. 

But in addition to this, the evidence shows that the poll was in open 
air, under a tree, no space railed off, and every one allowed to vote, 
whether a legal voter or not, and that at least 59 illegal votes were 
cast; how many more no one knows. 

If this poll should be counted we might as well wipe from every 
statute-book the law regulating the conduct of elections and tear down 
every safeguard which wisdom and experience have thrown around the 
ballot-box. If the gentlemen of the minority can whistle down the 
winds the facts developed in regard to this precinct, then, sir, the 
sooner we are brought face to face with the direful consequences which 
will ensue the better, for the sooner will we find the necessity of arous- 
ing ourselves to meet the dangers which threaten our institutions. 

The next precinct in order in the report of the minority is Gadsden. 
I was surprised to find that this precinct was one of the number which 
the distinguished gentlemen of the minority insist upon counting for 
the contestant. 

In the argument of this case the able counsel for the contestant 
em any demand for counting it. He says in his brief, on page 

02: 

While slight deviation as to time is not material, yet when more than one- 
third of the time aliowed for voting passes by and no poll is opened the devia- 
tion becomes serious, and will be presumed to have affected the result, so that 


the vote can not be ascertained with any degree of certainty, and contestant 
abandons his demand for counting in his favor the vote polled at Gadsden. 


Here, sir, is a verdict rendered against the contestant as to this pre- 
cinct by the contestant himself and his able and zealous counsel, yet 
we find our friends of the minority insisting in spite of this abandon- 
ment upon counting this poll. 

I ask with all due deference are our friends simply partisans and vot 
judges? Are those who sit in judgment more zealous in behalf of the 
contestant than the attorney whois employed to prosecute? Can their 
action, in the language of Burke, be ‘‘the cold neutrality of an impar- 
tial jadge?” Isubmit these questions for the candid answers of candid 
men. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as the gentlemen insist in the teeth of the with- 
drawal of the claim of the contestant to count this vote by the con- 
testant and his counsel, let us look at the facts. 

Managers were regularly appointed but did not attend, and about 10 
o’clock the Republican precinct chairman appointed three m 
and the voting commenced. There was no registration book present; 
two of these so-called managers swear that there were 431 votes cast for 
Smallsand none for Elliott and the other oneswears that there were some- 
thing over 500 for Smalls and one hundred and eighty odd for Elliott, 


-, moreor less, and upon this evidence our friends propose to count 431 votes 


for Smalls and none for Elliott. These witnesses were introduced by the 
contestant himself. Not amanager waspresent, notan oath wasadmin- 
istered to the three men appointed by the Republican precinct chairman 
by any one authorized to administer an oath, no registration book 
present, no space riled off, not a compliance with a solitary require- 
ment of the election laws, and the polls opened at 10 o’clock when 
they should have been opened at 7 o’clock under the law. 

Now, sir, let us see why the managers did not attend; let ussee why 
they did not open the polls. Why wasit? It was because they were 
afraid to act as managers; because they were afraid of personal violence 
on account of the desperate character of the colored Republican leaders 
and their followers at this point. In 1884 a serious disturbance oc- 
curred, and at an election a short time before the managers had to tel- 
egraph to Columbia for help to quell a disturbance. It has been diffi- 
cult to get men to act as managers on account of the notoriously disor- 
derly and dangerous state of affairs there at elections. 

If the contestant suffered by the failure of the managers to open this 
poll he and his followers are responsible and the result of his teaching is 
coming hometo plague him. I know of no law, moralor statute, which 
requires men to endanger life or limb in opening and conducting a poll 
surrounded by law-breakers and law-defiers; and standing here in my 
place and possessing, I trust, a reasonable amount of moral and phys- 
ical courage, I justify these managers in their refusal to open and con- 
duct this poll. 

But ing to the weightof testimony Elliott was injured and not 
Smalls by their refusal, for the Democratic vote here was estimated at 
300—200 whites and 100 colored—and the Republican vote at 230. 

This brings me to the next points in issue between the majority and 
minority. I refer to the charge made by the minority of ballot-box 
stuffing at Pocotaligo, Providence, and Green Pond. 

The minority allege that at Pocotaligo the poll-list showed 143 votes 
east. The majority deny that there is any such evidence. There isa 
paper filed purporting to be a poll-list, but it has no authentication, 
does not pretend to be a certified copy, and is worthless as evidence. 

The minority say that when the box was opened an excess of 105 bal- 
lots was found, and that 105 Smalls ballots were thereupon drawn from 
the box; the majority assert that one of the two witnesses introduced 
by contestant (Deveaux), a Republican su T, who was present 
when the drawing took place, swears that of the 105 ballots drawn out 
only 49 of them were Smalls ballots, so that 56 Elliott ballots must 
have been drawn to make 105. (See Record, page 215.) 

The gentlemen, in preparing their report, copy in full the testimony 
of one Bampfield, the son-in-law of Smalls, and roll it as a sweet mor- 
sel under their tongues, but are as silent as the tomb as to the testi- 
mony of Deveaux, the colored Republican supervisor and supporter of 
Smalls, and a man who could read and write, who contradicted in di- 
rect terms this swift son-in-law witness. 

After thus enjoying this sweet morsel and charging that the box was 
stuffed, they triumphantly inquire, ‘‘How was it done? Who had 
charge of it?’’ And they proceed to declare that ‘‘ three Democratic 
managers, a Democratie clerk, and two Democratic constables’? had it 
in charge. I reply that Deveaux, the Republican supervisor, swore 
that he in=pected the box, opened it, and turned it upside down when 
the polls were opened, and it was clear of any ballots; so, unless the 
contestant’s own witness swore falsely, the ballots were put in during 
the day while the ballots were being cast and before the polls closed, 
and while the box was under his eye and guarded by him. 

I ask, in turn, who put these excessive ballots in the box? Under 
the law no hand could deposit a ballot in the box but the hand of the 
voter, and I infer that under the vigilant eye of this Republican super- 
visor no other hand deposited a ballot. 

The inference must then be drawn that many of the voters voted 
double ballots, Whto were these voters? Were they Democrats or Re- 
publicans, or both? Who will say? 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is no evidence as to what the returns were 
from this precinct. There is no certified copy which could easily have 
been procured. There is a paper pretending to set out the returns, 
but it is a paper which does not assume to be an original paper nor a 
certified copy. Of course that is not evidence, and as a copy of the 
returns could have been had in due and legal form we must infer it 
would not have sustained the pretensions of the contestant, else he 
would have procured it. With this statement of the facts in connec- 
tion with this precinct I shall on. 

I hardly think it is necessary to detain the House in referring to the 
position taken in regard to the precinct known as Providence. 

There was an excess of ballots in this box; all were put back, mixed, 
a boy called and he drew out the excess, and the remainder was counted; 
that is all there isin it. A man by the name of Mahoney tells a cock- 
and-bull story about the laying aside, first, the Elliott ballots and then 
the Smalls ballots, then placing the ballots for Elliott in the box and 
the Smalls ballots on top of them and then drawing from the box only 
Smalls ballots. Itis only necessary to read this testimony to see its 
falsity. But there is no evidence what return was made from this pre- 
cinct; therefore it is a waste of time to further consider it. 

Next in order is Green Pond precinct. 

There is no legal evidence what rote was counted from this precinct, 
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No certified or even uncertified copy of the returnsisin evidence. Ac- 
cording to no rule of evidence can any man say what the returns were. 
I can not give the House any better idea of the evidence in regard to 
this precinct than by reading from the report of the majority, page 5: 
Contestant charges that 195 votes were polled at this precinct, of which the 
county board of canvassers credited to Elliott 160 votes and to Smalls 35 votes; 
fraud upon the managers of election because eight or ten minutes 
ela between the closing of the polls and the ty pecan of the count, during 
which the public could not see the ballot-box, and charges that 130 witnesses 
swear they voted for Smalls. There is no legal evidence of what vote was 
counted by the canvassers from this precinct. Neither the returns or any cer- 
tified or uncertified"copy thereof appears in the record. These returns were 
easily accessible. The irregularity complained of was this: The polling-place 
was the back room of a store; in the partition which separated this room from 
store was a door which was open during the day. When the polls closed 
the managers went into the store, where there was a counter, and proceeded 
publicly to count the vote. No charge or intimation of fraud or impropriety 
was made at the time, and the evidence now relied on to establish fraud is that 
of 150 witnesses, who, it is claimed, each testify that he voted for Smalls. Nearly 
all of these witnesses are very ignorant; can neither read nor write. They do 
say they voted for Smalls, but when cross-examined many say they could not 
tell whether their tickets were Smalls or Elliott tickets. Many of them did not 
know for what office Smalls was running, and the cross-examination shows that 
some of them did not vote but only thought they had. 


Now, we are brought to consider briefly the precinct designated as 
Lake City, which the minority claim was notin the Seventh district, 
and yet votes were cast there for Elliott and counted for him. 

Again I read from the majority report, page 9, where the facts are 
so succinctly stated that no one can fail to understand them and in 
my opinion to hold that the votes cast at this precinct should be 
counted. 

Contestant claims that this precinct is in the Sixth Congressional district, and 
that the vote cost there for Elliott should be deducted from the count. There 
is absolutely no evidence in the record to sustain this claim. The precinct is 
what is called a “ Line precinct,” and ballots were there received in separate 
boxes both for the candidates in the Sixth and Seventh districts, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have swung around the circle with the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen until I am brought face to face with what they 
have grouped together under what they term ‘‘ miscellaneous frauds.’ 

Sir, when I came to these I was more impressed than ever with the 
weakness of their cause, yet reminded of the lines of Goldsmith: 

In arguing, too, the parson own’d his skill; 
For, e’en though vanquishd, he could argue still. 


But I give the — credit for their prudence in not claiming 
any benefit from these alleged miscellaneous frauds, for they discovered 
it would be a two-edged sword. 


I have now endeavored to answer seriatim every position taken by 
my learned Republican colleagues on the Committee on Elections, It 
has been my purpose to treat them with that courtesy which should 
characterize every member on this floor, and I trust I have succeeded. 

I have referred to all the points embraced in the minority report. I 
have endeavored to confine myself strictly to the record. I have notin 
any respect, so far as I now remember, gone out of it. In the time yet 
allowed me I propose to address myself to some of the general features 
of this case. 

This district, Mr. Speaker, is what is understood as a “‘colored dis- 
trict.” This fact itself accounts for this contest. Whenever a Congres- 
sional election takes place in this country, our Republican brethren look, 
not at the political complexion of the voters, but at the complexion of 
their skin. They take the census; and if they find that in any particu- 
lar Congressional district in the South there is a majority of colored 
voters, they inquire no further, but proceed at once to connt that dis- 
trictasa Republican district. And ifan investigation should show that 
that district has gone Democratic and that but for the bulldozing and 

iption and intimidation of the colored Republican leadersand their 
followers the Democratic majority would have been much larger, they 
sneer at the idea and denounce it as false. Colored men by the hun- 
dreds or even by the thousands may swear to it, as well as white men; 
but a solitary denial on the part of a single Republican leader will off- 
set all; and he will stand in their estimation as the one just man in the 
multitude. 

Why is it thus? Is it by reason of some law under which every col- 
ored man must be a Republican? Is it by reason of some decree, hu- 
man or divine, under which every colored voter must vote the Repub- 
lican ticket? If there be such a law or decree it has been reserved for 
the eyes of our Republican brethren and has not been thrown open to 
the gaze of the whole people of this country. When under the thir- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution slavery was abolished, and under 
the fourteenth the colored man was made a citizen, and under the fif- 
teenth he was clothed with the right of suffrage, was this done upon 
the condition that he should be forever bound to vote the Republican 
ticket or swear allegiance to the Republican party? No, sir; he became 
a freeman in body and mind. He was not relieved of the bondage of 
slavery to put on the yokeof partyservitude. He passed not from one 
master to be driven by another. He laid aside the shackles not to put 
a ringin his nose. When freedom flashed upon him it was the freedom 
of an American citizen, carrying with it every right under the law 
guarantied to the highest and most exalted under the Constitution of 
this country. 

Has he been abridged of this right? Yes, in every ional 


district in the South where the colored voters predominate. How? By 
fe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY -12, 


a bs aig of violence, intimidation, and proscription; and this case fur- 
nishes a remarkable instance of it. By whom has he been abridged of 
his freedom? By the colored Republican leaders and their followers, 
supported and sustained by the Republican leaders of the nation. In 
the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina the evidence in 
this case shows as clearly as if it were recorded in Holy Writ that in 
the election of 1886 there was a strong tendency and desire on the 

of a very large percen of the colored voters of that district to vote 
for Colonel Elliott, but that they were prevented from exercising freely 
their right of suffrage by the contestant and his followers—abridged in 
their freedom, abridged in their right to vote as they saw-proper and 
as their conscience dictated. 

I have already referred to the reign of terror which existed on St. 
Helena Island, Ladies’ Island, and in Beaufort, before that election, on 
the day of the election and which continued after the election. But 
the tale would not be half told if I were to stop with that. In every 
neighborhood, in every section, in every nook and corner of that Con- 
gressional district this spirit of violence, intimidation, proscription, and 
exclusion ran wild and could hardly be surpassed in its madness by the 
madness of the jungles of Africa, and was only held in check atall by the 
fear of legal punishment. 

But the question is no doubt presenting itself in the minds of some 
of our Republican brethren, why should these colored men have de- 
sired so earnestly to vote the Democratic ticket? I might respond 
by asking, why should they have a desire to vote the Republican ticket? 
The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] on yester- 
day said that the colored men of South Caroline were earnest Repub- 
licans because they knew how their freedom came about; how the 
shackles were stricken from their limbs, and why they were no longer 
sold in the markets as chattels. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCrEARY in the chair), The 
time of the gentleman from Virginia has expired. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I would like a few moments longer. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think now is the proper time to at- 
tempt an agreement as to some limit to this debate, and I therefore 
renew my proposition that the debate extend for five hours on each side 
exclusive of the time already occupied. We have already occupied 
one hour and forty-two minutes on this side, and the gentleman from 
Georgia on yesterday occupied two hours and ten minutes; and one 
hour has been occupied by the gentleman from Virginia this morning. 
I believe that if that arrangement can be entered into the suggestion I 
have made will meet the approval of the members of the committee on 
this side of the House, except that it may be possible, if either the con- 
testant or the contestee desires to ask the attention of the House, addi- 
tional time will be asked for that purpose. 

Mr. CRISP. I hardly think, Mr. Speaker, that it is possible to do 
this, for if we agree to five hours on each side certainly the contestant 
or the contestee should have time out of that and not expect additional 


time. 

Mr. ROWELL. All right; I submit the proposition that we make 
it five hours on either side. 

Mr. CRISP. That is, exclusive of the time already occupied ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. I think that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. LODGE. Excuse me; if that is to be the case—that is, if this is 
to be inclusive of the time already occupied—I do not see how we can 
give the contestant an hour out of it, because there are three members 
of the committee who will want an hour each, and hence I think his 
time should be separate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It seems to me that four hours on a side isa 
sufficient time to discuss this case. The ground has been pretty 
thoroughly gone over already, and the facts have been presented and 
the argument drawn. Now, there is another con -election case 
behind this, and if this case drags itself over into Thurdsay or Fri- 
day and occupies that day the chances will be against the hearing of 
the other case at this session. Every day on this case diminishes the 
chance of hearing the other case, and we are desirous of reaching that 
also. I think four hours are ample. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The records in this case show that 
the committee passed on this question in last June, and the report was 
never filed by the majority of the committee until the 7th of Decem- 
ber. It is pretty late here now to talk about limiting the time of de- 
bate to a few brief hours when the case is brought before the House for 
consideration. It is no time to attempt to curtail the rights of the 
members of the committee who desire to be heard. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I am inclined myself to accept the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Illinois, which is that the debate on this 
question be limited to five hours on a side exclusive of the time already 
used. 


Mr. LODGE. I object to that. 

Mr. CRISP. Then Ishall be compelled to give notice that I will call 
the previous question and ask the House to sustain the demand at five 
minutes before 5 o’clock this evening, and gentlemen must take the 
consequences. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I will tell the gentleman that he will have to 
find a quorum to do it. 
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Mr. CRISP. When the representative of the minority of the com- 
mittee agrees to the proposition which is acceptable to the representative 
of the majority of the committee, it would seem that it ought to be 
reasonably satisfactory to the other members of the committee. 

ae LODGE. No; but give us an hour more if the contestant wants 
time. 

Mr. CRISP. Five hours on a side certainly ought to be ample. 

Mr. LODGE. As one of the minority of the committee I am per- 
fectly willing to agree to any reasonable arrangement; but I think 
that the three members of the minority who desire to speak are en- 
titled each to his hour, especially as each has agreed to give some time 
to other members, and whatever time is to be allowed to the contestant 
ought not to be taken out of our time. If four hours are given to 
either side exclusive of what has been already used I have no objec- 
tion. That will give us three hours to the committee and one hour for 
the contestant, think it will save time to make an arrangement ot 
this character now rather than have a struggle over it and a refusal 
by the House to order the previous question by refusing a quorum, 
which can be easily done. 

Mr, CRISP. It always saves time to make a reasonable arrange- 
ment, and it always consumes time for an unreasonable proposition to 
be made, as in this case, where there has been an agreement between 
the representatives of the minority and the majority of the com- 
mittee; and I ask the House to give its consent to ratify that agree- 
ment. =: : 

Mr. REED. It must be perfectly ap t to the gentleman from 
Georgia that his original idea of the length of time necessary to discuss 
this question has been subject to much modification. Instead of tak- 
ing an hour himself he found it necessary to occupy two hours and ten 
minutes to discuss the case, and the gentleman who followed him re- 
uired an hour and forty minutes. The gentleman on the side of the 
arkua of the committee, who has already spoken an hour, has not 
got through with his statement of the case and asks additional time. 
his clearly shows to the House that it is a case which requires a good 
deal of discussion. The time asked by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts seems to be reasonable and necessary to enable the members of 
the committee who are prepared to speak on the question to submit 
their remarks, and also to allow the contestant his time, such as has 
been customary in these proceedings. I submit, therefore, to the gen- 
‘tleman from Georgia that it ought to be apparent to him and to other 
members of the House that the case is of such a character that the 
oo of the gentleman from Massachusetts is reasonableness 
tse k $ 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
Maine that I do not see why the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] should be considered any more reasonable 
than the suggestion of the representative of the minority, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. REED. Simply because this is a question that has got to be 
decided by the view of the members of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman represents the minority. 

Mr. ROWELL. My impression is that the gentleman from Maine 
will not disagree with me on this point. It is an important matter ` 
My first proposition was to give five hours—giving the contestant and 
the contestee time out of that. I now ask for five hours. It gives 
eighteen minutes to the contestant, one hour to the contestee, and 
three hours to the members of the committee. My proposition was to 
give the contestant extra time, that to come out of the time, which 
would allow the contestant eighteen minutes, and I thought that he 
would probably not want any more; and hence I made the compromise 
to confine it to five hours. That is, that five hours should be used by 
the House and the additional time by the contestant and the contestee, 
if the House should grant them the time. Then there will be eighteen 
minutes’ time for the contestant, besides giving three hours to the 
members on the committee. 

Mr, REED (to Mr. ROWELL). In what does that differ from the 
original proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts, except to 
De erten of forty minutes which have been granted to you person- 

y 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that I have just asked the contestant, and he says that he will ask the 
Honn for an hour; and it seems to me that it ought to be accorded 
Mr. REED, I think this proposition is reasonable, and I think that 
the gentleman from Georgia will look atit in that way, in the light of 
what has already occurred. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. As to its reasonableness, it ought to be consid- 
ered in connection with the business of the House, the shortness of the 
time remaining of this session, and the fact that the appropriation bills 
have not been passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This is a matter of higher privilege than the busi- 
ness the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is a matter of higher importance that we 
should vote; but itis nota matter of higher importance that we should 
talk it over and over again. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwish to say that Iam entirely wise todo anything 
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that will bring us to a vote upon this question. Iwill agree, or, rather, 
I will ask unanimous consent, then, that the time be limited to six 
hours on a side, and that the House wills it this evening until 6 o’clock. 
That is not unreasonable. 

Mr. LODGE. Six o’clock this evening. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask whether you count the time 
oceupied by the gentleman from Illinois on Saturday last? 

Mr. KELLEY. The vote to be taken in the morning? 

Mr. CRISP. If the arrangement I ask for be made no vote will be 
taken to-day. We would only be using so much of the time remain- 
ing, which would not allow of a vote to-day. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Georgia state 
his proposition again? The Chair did not hear it, 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that after six hours of de- 
bate on each side, inclusive of that already had, the previous question 
would be ordered upon the election case, the understanding being that 
to-day we will continue to debate—not vote—until 6 o'clock, 

Mr. LODGE. I only want to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
whether it is the purpose to continue the case to-morrow, or will it go 
over until Thursday on account of the electoral count? 

Mr. CRISP. It will be my purpose to go on with the case to-mor- 
row. I presume the electoral count will not occupy more than an hour 
or an hour and a half; and we can get a vote and have it disposed of. 

Mr. REED. That is all right. 

Mr. CRISP. That is inclusive of the time to be used by the con- 
testant and the contestee and everybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isit the request of the gentleman that 
general debate shall close at 6 o’clock? 

Mr. CRISP. It is simply that the House remain in session until 6 
o’clock for debate. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Isthere objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized, and desire to 
yield so much of the time accorded to me as will enable the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] to complete his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, when my time expired I was say- 
ing that the principal question in the minds of our Republican breth- 
ren was doubtless why there should have been such an earnest desire 
on the part of many colored menin the State of South Carolina to vote 
the Democratic ticket in the election of 1886. 

I might respond, why should they desire to vote the Republican 
ticket? Should they desire to vote the Republican ticket, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois, because the Republican party gave them 
their freedom? Certainly not; because the intelligent ones among 
them—and their number is becoming greater and greater as time ad- 
vances—know that such is not the fact. Many of them have arrived 
at such a stage of advancement that they can read and learn for them- 
selves, 

They can read the speech of Mr. Lincoln, made at Charlestown, Tl., 
September 18, 1858, in which he said: 

Iam not now nor ever have been in favor of bringing aboutin any way the spe- 
cialand pona equality of the white and black races; Iam not nor ever have 
been in favor of making voters or jurors of n , nor of qualifying them to 
hold office, nor to interm with white people; and I will say in addition to 
this that there is a physical difference between the white and black races which, 
I believe, will forever forbid the two races living together on any social or po- 
litical equality. And inasmuch as they can not so live, while they remain there 
must be the position of superior or inferior, and I, as muchas any other man, am 
in favor of having the superior position assigned to the white race. 

_ This seems to have been a direct declaration in favor of Anglo-Saxon 
supremacy. 

They can read the letter of President Lincoln to Senator Gilmer, in 
December, 1860, after his election, in which he said: 

I have no thought of recommending the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, 

They can read his inaugural address on the 4th day of March, 1861, 
in which he declared in the face of the listening multitude: 

I have no purpose directly or indirectly to interfere with the institution of 
slavery in the States where it exists. I believe I have no lawful t to do so. 
and y no inclination to do so. Those who nominated me did so with full 
knowledge that I had made this and many similar declarations, and had never 
recanted them. * * * (See American Politics, book 1, page 121.) 

They can read his message to Congress March 2, 1862, in which he 
recommended— 

The co-operation ofthe United States with any State which mightadopt ual 
abolishment of slavery, giving to such State pecuniary sid to be used such 
State in its meen px to compensate for the inconvenience, public and private, 
produced by such change,—American Politics, book 1, page 136. 

They can read that on the 9th day of May, 1862, by an order of 
General David Hunter, commanding the Department of the South, the 
slaves in Georgia, Florida, and South Carolina were declared free; but 
on ora was annulled by the proclamation of President Lincoln ten 

8 later. 

They can read his address to the Representatives and Senators of the 
border slaveholding States, who were present at the Executive Man- 
sion July 12, 1862, by special invitation from him, in which he wged 


1794 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


upon them gradual emancipation and the colonization of the colored 
people in South America (American Politics, book 1, page 137). 

They can follow this up and read his public telegraphic a 
dated August 22, 1862, addressed to Horace Greeley, in 
_ letter from that gentleman, i in which he gave utterance to his See, a 
follows: 

If there be those who would not save the Union unless they at the same time 
could save slavery, I do not agree with them. If there be those who would not 
save the Union unless they could at the same time destroy slavery, Ido notagree 

— tenn reiia paramount object is to save the Union, and not either to save 
ort I could save mike Union without freeing any slaves I would do it; if I could 
save it by freeing some and leaving others alone I would do that. 

hat I do about slavery and the colored race I do because I believe it helps 
to save the Union; and what I forbear, I forbear because I do not believe it 
would help to save the Union. _ I shail do less whenever I shall believe what I 
am doing hurts the cause, and I shall do more whenever I believe doing more 
will help the cause. 

They can follow this up and read that in his message of September 
22, 1862, he simply proposed to emancipate— 

‘All persons held as slaves within any State or designated part of a State the 
ct age tripe shall bein petanan ty eon the United st States b by the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1863, ns were not in good faith represented in Congress.— 
American Patitis, book 1, page 141, 

They then can read the actual emancipation proclamation of Janu- 
ary 1, 1863, in which he only emancipated in the States in rebellion 
and left slavery still in existencein the States not in rebellion. (Ameri- 
can Politics, book 1, page 143.) 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I will yield for a question by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KERR] if he will not consume too much of my time. 

Mr. KERR. I want to ask the gentleman if he does = know that 
President Lincoln wrote to Lieutenant-Governor Hahn, of Louisiana, 
insisting that the colored men of that State should be allowed to vote, 
and’ giving as a reason for it ‘‘ that in some time in the future it would 
aid to keep the jewel of liberty in the family of freedom.” [Laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. OFER L. That is the first time that I ever heard of any 

poetry coming from Mr. Lincoln. [Laughter.] Ireply to the gentle- 
man that I do not know whether Mr. Lincoln wrote any such letter or 
not. Iam not acquainted with the private dence of the gen- 
tleman to whom the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] refers, but I 
say that if Mr. Lincoln did write any such letter as that it is incon- 
sistent with his declarations which are recorded in history and which 
I have just cited. 

Mr. KERR. Well, he did write it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I can not yield any farther. I know perfectly 
well that when the gentleman gets started his tongue is like a race- 
horse; it runs the faster the less weight it carries. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these intelligent colored men have learned for 
themselyes that when the Republican party came into power in 1861 
it did not favor interference with slavery in the States where it existed. 
They have learned that the great Republican President—and when I 
say **the great Republican President” I use that expression in its full 
significance—they have learned that the great Republican President 
was emphatic in his opposition toit. They have learned, further, that 
as the war in order to secure the support of the border 
slaveholding States, he p gradual emancipation and coloniza- 
tion, with remuneration for the slaves; that it was only upon the re- 
jection of that proposition that he issued his conditional proclamation 
of emancipation, and that upon the failure of that attempt to bring the 
seceded States back to the Union, he issued his actual emancipation 
proclamation. They have learned all thesethings. They havelearned, 
too, that as the war progressed it was the Union party in the North, 
composed of Democrats and Republicans united, that preserved thé 
Union. and that out of tht preservation their freedom was born. 

So they have learned that they owe no allegiance to the Republican 

, and there is no particular reason for them to vote the Repub- 
nticket. Many colored men whosetestimony is given in thisrecord 
state in better than I can use the reasons which induced them 
to vote ordesire t » vote the Democratic ticket in South Carolina. They 
say that since the election of 1876 the fears which they had previously 
entertained as to bad treatment in case the Democrats came into power 
have been removed; that they have been fairly treated since that time; 
that their taxes are lower than they were before; that their public- 
school system is better; that they are not assessed now, as they used 
to be under Republican rule, forcampaign purposes. For these reasons 
large numbers of the colored voters of the South desire to vote the 
Democratic ticket. And are they not strong and potential reasons ? 

Why should they desire to return to Republican rule under which 
their taxes were increased, their public-school system broken down, 
and by which they were condemned to bear all the ills under which 
they suffered up to 1876, when South Carolina was raised up from the 
slough of corruption and the slimy rule of carpet-bagism by the pure 
and incorruptible Hampton, whose word was his oath and whose 
pledge was his bond? Upon reading these things to which I have 
referred light has come into their minds, and with light has come 
the power to break through the environments of blind passion and un- 
reasonable prejudice, and, like white men, to formulate their opin- 


ions with intelligence and look with clear vision to their best interests, 
Mr. Spea ‘er, in the Southern States these intelligent colored men have 
been reading and learning and teaching and gradually tearing out of 
their hearts the idol which they had set up in their days of ignorance. 

In every election from 1876 up they have had every reason to vote 
the Democratic ticket. In the election of 1886 they had peculiar rea- 
sons—still stronger reasons, perhaps, than they had ever had. They 
had as the candidate of the Democratic party a man whose aA, 
as shown by the evıdence in this case, is as pure as the snow which 
sm a wintry cap to the Northern mountainsand as clear as their crys- 

tal streams; a man whose natare isall kindness and whose hand is 
ever open to the calis of charity; a man who has freely given of his 
substance for the benefit of these colored people, and whose fine ability 
has ever been exerted without fee or reward in their defense and in 
the vindication of their rights. Contrast him with the candidate of 
the Republican party. Who was he and what was he? A convicted 
and sentenced felon—convicted and sentenced, too, for taking a bribe 
of $5,000 for his vote as a member of the State senate of South Carolina; 
convicted by a jury composed of a majority of Republicans and half 
of them colored men, and the verdict of that jury sustained by a Re- 
publican judge—Judge Townsend. 

But these gentlemen say that he has been pardoned—pardoned, too, 
eae by a Democratic governor; and he says, pending an 
appeal; He was pardoned, sir—pardoned by a Democratic governor. 

hether he was pardoned pending an appeal or not I do not know, nor 
do I care. He accepted that pardon and thereby admitted his guilt, 
If he was an innocent man why did he not do as a consciously inno- 
cent man would have done—spurn the proffered pardon, prosecute his 
appeal and not accept the pardon before that appeal had been heard? 
But, sir, did that pardon cleanse him and make him a reputable citi- 
zen? Hardly, I imagine. It restored him to his legal rights, but it 
did not wipe from him the stain which a jury of his countrymen had 
placed upon him—that verdict sustained by a Republican judge, and 
that verdict, as I am told, sustained, too, by the court of appeals of 
South Carolina. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that no man can take the testimony in this case 
and read it without biasor prejudice and fail to come to any other con- 
clusion than that the contestant in this case isso covered with corrup- 
tion and besmirched from head to foot that ifany one were seeking for 
aman covered all over and besmirched all over, he would say upon - 
meeting Smalls, as Nathan said to David, ‘‘ Thou art the man,” 

Then, sir, with such a man as Smalls ‘presented by the Republican 
party as its candidate for Congress, and such a man as William El- 
liott presented by the Democrats as his opponent, how much greater 
was the reason for the intelligent and virtuous colored men of that 
Congressional district to vote for Colonel Elliott orremain at home. Is 
it not a wonder, sir, that Smalls received as large a vote as he did; and 
can it be accounted for upon any other ground than that he and his 
wild and maddened followers coerced a great number of the colored 
men into voting for him or not voting for Colonel Elliott? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House much longer, as my ex- 
tended time has nearly expired. Inconclusion, I want to say thatsolong 
as I have the honor of occupying a seat on this floor, as long as my voice 
shall be loud enough to be heard above a whisper, as long as God en- 
dows me with the courage to stand by the right, I shall demand that 
the colored men of the South as well as the colored men of the North 
shall not be abridged in their right to vote as their conscience may dic- 
tate, and that no man shall be recognized on this floor who comes, as 
the contestant in this case comes, as the ring-leader and crowned king 
of bulldozers and intimidators of his own race in his Congressional 
district and throughout South Carolina wherever his influence can 
reach. [Applause. ] 

As a Southern tative, sir, I demand that the colored man 
shall have the same rights in the South as he has in the North, and 
that he shall be permitted to go to the polls and in the full sunlight 
of the institutions of this land deposit his ballot without fear or in- 
timidation. As a Southern Representative I shall stand here and 
with all the power of mind and strength of will that Omnipotence 
has given me I shall resist every attempt, either openly or covertly, 
directly or indirectly, to deprive him of the right of suffrage and 
thereby settle the problem known as the negro problem (which seems 
now to be disturbing the serenity of some of our Republican breth- 
ren, particularly the distinguished Senator from the State of Kansas, 
Senator INGALLS, who recently made a visit to the Southern States) 
by wresting from his hands the ballot, denying him the right of rep- 
resentation, or colonizing his race in South Americaor elsewhere. The 
South is peculiarly his home. Itis adapted to him in climate and in 
poaa If it were not so he would be still a slave. If he could 

ave been made profitable in the frigid and icy regions of New England 
the virtue and humanity which so long slumbered there would have 
continued to slumber and he would have been still retained as a chattel. 

Only a few days ago I came across some relics of the olden time. 

In a Beston newspaper, of which Green & Russell were the printers, 
published in 1768, I find this advertisement: 

TO BE SOLD. 
RARE OTS UR PUTIN SAN EOE ESE OE ON Se 
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husbandry and waiting on a gentleman; can havea good recommendation, and 
is sold for no fault, Inquire of Green & Russell, 

(Laughter. ] 

I do not know but what he may have been waiting on some people 
of the same blood of those upon the other side of the House who are 
now so denunciatory of the Southern people for being slaveholders. 
I am not, however, disposed to condemn the Massachusetts people of 
that day as slaveholders, for I remember Abraham was a slaveholder, 
Abraham with whom the covenant was made for the salvation of the 
world. I remember that all the patriarchs were slaveholders, and 
therefore I am disinclined to condemn the people who lived in Massa- 
chusetts at that time for being slaveholders. EREA 

AN WORCESTER, June 14, 1768. 

Ran away from his master, Robert Barber, of Worcester, this morning, a ne- 
gro man named Mark, of middling stature, about thirty-five years of age, very 
much pock-broken, and can read and write ; he carried away with him two blue 


coats, one lined and bound with red,the other not lined,a pair of green plush 
breeches, a pair of trousers, and an old beaver hat. X 


A very good description of him, and the advertiser is very anxious 
to get him back. But the advertisement goes on: x 


i ned cgt hy peer ake w vee runaway and convey him to his said master shall 
receive $6 reward an necessary charges paid, 
j ROBERT BARBER. 


On Thursday next, 30th instant, at 3 o’clock afternoon, will be sold by publie 
ondun Ae ne gpa Sarpy in Da aea variety eai goods, amang which 
eS YA RA a > J. RUSSELL, Auctioneer. 

This negro girl, thirteen years old, was a chattel, and was billed and 
sold like goods, and is put down together with linen and calico. 


Again: 
AT PRIVATE SALE, 


Two pipes of sterling madeira; a negro man, forty years of age; a boy of 
fourteen, and two giris about twelve years of age; a second-hand chaise and 
harness, etc, 


ee are the relics of olden times when slavery prevailed in Massa- 
usetts. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman say that occurred in the State of 
Massachusetts? It was a colony in 1763. Slavery never existed for a 
moment in the State of Massachusetts. By a decision of the supreme 
court of Massachusetts it was declared that it never existed there by 
law. ‘Applause, 

Mr. O’FERRALL, -I agree there was some sort of when 
they passed from the condition of colonists into that of citizens of the 
State of Massachusetts; but, sir, the people who created the State of 
Massachusetts were the same people who lived in the colony of Mas- 
sachusetts, [Applause.] I want to say this: I know as well as my 
friend from usetts it was held by the supreme court of that 
State that the constitution of 1780, if I remember the date correctly, 
abolished slavery. 

Mr. DAVIS. Precisely. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. But does he not agree, as suggested by a gen- 
tleman near me, that slavery must have existed to have been abolished? 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

It is also a historical fact that Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Connecti- 
cut, Rhode Island, and New York passed gradual emancipation procla- 
mations, but not one of them proposed to emancipate the colored man 
at once. In those States also it is a historical fact that but few negroes 
ever got their freedom. They were sold to planters in the South, and 
when their owners had put the money which they received for them 
into their pockets, like the Pharisees of old, they thanked God that they 
were not like their brothers of the South, slaveholders and traffickers 
ae fiesh and blood. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. 

These are very unpleasant things for me to callup, Itisnota pleas- 
ure for me to say a disagreeable thing. I am sorry I have disturbed 
the equilibrium of any of my friends over there by recalling these facts, 
They seem to be tender-footed on this question. I meant no harm, but 
simply desired to give a part of the history of the country. 


Mr. Speaker, we want thecolored man amongst us. Weare his true | th 


friends. He knows us, and we know him. All we ask is that he be 
let alone, and wicked and malicious and designing men may seek other 
fields for their nefarious work, Then a new South in fact will dawn, 
bearing upon its wings the choicest blessings which Heaven bestows 
upon its most favored climes. Then our mountains will yield up their 
treasures, our grain fields wave with their rich harvests, our cotton 
vales whiten with their opening bolls, our waterfalls hum with machin- 
ery, our forests echo with the woodman’s ax, and our hills and valleys 
light the heavens with the fires of their forges, rolling-mills, and fur- 
naces. I beg the honorable Representatives of this great American Re- 
public—a country the marvel of all and the equal of any—not to im- 
e this dawning, but let it come; let itcome inall its brightness and 
ullness and glory, for it will add to, the heritage of all and shed its 
bl npon a common country, a common heirship, and a common 
people. [Applause.] 
I thank the House for the extension of my time and for the attention 
which I have had. 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the very full, complete, and exhaustive 
statement of the testimony in this case by my distinguished friend and 


colleague upon the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Row- 
ELL], on yesterday, relieves me from any necessity of wearying either 
the House or myself by doing more than simply calling attention to 
some of the prominent facts of the case; and I desire at the outset of 
this discussion by me to call the attention of the House to some of the 
conditions existing in this Seventh district of South Carolina at the time 
of the election out of which this contest arose. 

I desire first, Mr. Speaker, to call attention to the conformation of 
the district itself. It is manifest that when the Democratic Legisla- 
ture of the State of South Carolina undertook the work of apportioning 
the State into Congressional districts they found it absolutely impossi- 
ble to apportion the State so as to avoid making at least one district 
overwhelmingly Republican; and as it had to be certainly Repub- 
lican, they, inspired by the wisdom of the children of this world, de- 
termined to put as many Republicans into that district as possible, and 
at the same time eliminate from it as many Democrats as they could. 
They therefore, in drawing the boundaries of the Seventh Congres- 
sional district and its adjacent district, the First South Carolina, ran 
a sinuous, zigzag, tortuous line, as you will observe by glancing at the 
map which I now hold in my hand. [Exhibiting.] 

It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, from this map that the districts in 
question are both ‘‘ fearfully and wonderfully made.” Ichallenge the 
ponnn of their equal in any territorial apportionment which has 

made since the morning stars sang together. [Laughter.] This 
map, you will observe, is divided into two colors, red and blue, and the 
bluedistrictis the Seventh Congressional district, from which this contest 
arose, while the red shows the First district. You will observe, also, 
that in making the apportionment of these districts, in ọrder to put 
into the Seventh district as much as possible of the territory which was 
densely populated by colored Republicans, and eliminating therefrom 
any spot where the white Democrats resided, they not only divided 
cõunties, but they divided townships and precincts and villages, and 
then divided and separated these districts Pia potty 

You will see that the First district runs right across and through 
the Seventh and up for 35 miles along the coast like the tail of a gigan- 
tic catamount rampant running across the back of the Seventh district, 
[Laughter.] The Constitution provides and requires that these dis- 
tricts shall be made of contiguous territory; but, sir, the Constitu- 
tion is but as water in the presence of Democratic necessity. How is 
the Seventh district composed of contiguous territory, unless it be by 
the water in the harbor, and if that is a water tie which binds these 
severed portions of the Seventh district together? And if that portion 
of it belongs to the Seventh district, where is the continuity of the 
First district? It is surely divided into two separate parts which do 
not touch, or vice versa, the Seventh district is cut in two. 

Mr. Speaker, is there a doubt in the mind of anybody that there 
was ‘‘ method in the madness’’ of this arrangement? Why this long, 
narrow strip of the First district, running down and through and 
across and up behind the Seventh district? Why run the narrow strip 
along the coast this 30 miles but for the purpose, as I said in the be- 
ginning, of putting in the First district every Democrat in that region? 
Does anybody believe, is there a man in this presence who believes, that 
if the Legislature of the State of South Carolina had the slightest idea 
that there could be a Democrat elected in the Seventh district there 
would have beensuch an apportionment? I thrust this apportionment 
in the face of the gentlemen on the other side of the House, and from 
it I challenge a denial that they dedicated the Seventh district to the 
colored Republicans therein. 

Again, as another feature of the case, I call your attention, Mr. 
Speaker, to the election laws of the State of South: Carolina, by which 
the Democratic governor of that State appoints three commissioners of 
elections for every county, who in turn appoint three managers of 
elections for each voting precinct, who appoint a clerk, etc. 

The voters of the respective precincts have absolutely no voice in 
the selection of the officers of their elections, nor is there any provis- 
ion for any representation of more than one political party on any of 

e boards. 


The county managers so appointed are also a board of canvassers to 
inspect. count, and return the votes to theState board. In other words, 
the entire election machinery, the registration, the opening of the polls, 
the receiving of the votes, and decision of all questions as to the right 
to vote, the counting of the votes, and return are all in the hands of the 
Democracy. 

Again, under this law there must be eight different tickets and as 
many different ballot-boxes, namely, one for governor and lieutenant- 
governor, one for the other State officers, one for circuit solicitor, one 
for State senator, one for member of the house of representatives, one 
for county officers, one for Representative in Congress, and one for Presi- 
dential electors; the opening in the top of each ballot-box being only 
wide enough to admit one ticketatatime. The space where the ballot- 
boxes are placed for voting is to be railed off at each side as the judges 
deem proper, with one place for entrance and one place for exit. 

The tickets must all be of the same color, size, and shape, without 
any mark of difference, and each voter is required to enter the voting 
space alone and himself put the tickets into the proper boxes without 
the privilege of speaking to any one except the Democratic managers. 
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If he can not read and puts his ticket in the wrong box it is not to be 
counted. Whatchance, sir, has the illiterate Republican there? What 
friend is there to designate to him which box is the one where he shall 
deposit his ballot? He has no friend to advise; none of whom he may 
inquire. Heis by law prevented from speaking to anybody, and the 
Democratic judges are not bound to respond if he asks for information, 
or if they do, they are not forbidden to answer in any other way than 
to mislead him, while the illiterate Democrat may expect and receive 
the assistance of his party friends there present, 

I submit, sir, that I have always understood the object of the elec- 
tion laws was not only to protect the ballot-box from the invasion ot 
illegal votes, but to protect the legal and qualified voter in the exercise 
of the right of suffrage. But manifestly the election laws there are 
made to accomplish a different purpose. They are made expressly to 
prevent the exercise of the dearest right of an American freeman, a 
right given to him by the Constitution of his country and guarantied 
to him by the law. I submit that it is an educational test from which 
all the redeeming features of that somewhat odious test have been 
eliminated, that it is an unfair and unjust and partisan educational 


test. 

But I desire to call the attention of the House especially to the fact 
that in the face of all these things; in the face of ion by his op- 
ponent of all theelection machinery; inthe face of the testimony here 
showing unjust interference with the rights of registration, that men 
were refused the right of registration, and refused a certificate of regis- 
tration where they were clearly entitled thereto; that in spite of all 
the frauds, miscounts, and outrages to which attention has been called, 
and to which I shall still further call your attention; in spite of all 
these things, yet, sir, of the votesactually castin this district, asreturned 
by the election managers, the contestant received more than 1,200 ma- 
jority; and of those whose votes were received by these Democratjc 
managers as votes cast by legal voters, and that the Democratic man- 
agers counted and certified to as legal, true, and correct, this contest- 
ant has more than 800 majority. 

I want that fact to haunt this House and haunt the gentlemen upon 
the other side until they have disposed of this case. I want them to 
remember hereafter that it is necessary to throw out whole precincts 
and to cast aside ballots that were certified to by their own Democratic 

- managers to prevent this district from being represented by a man of 
its choice, and prevent this contestant from occupying this seat to which 
he was elected, and to enable a man to sit on the other side who was 
never elected, thereby enabling him to participate during these two 
years in the proceedings of this House, and to take a part in legislation 
which is for the entire country and which the whole country is bound 
to obey, as well in Ohio as in South Carolina. 

Again, I desire to call attention to the fact that this district has a 
colored Republican majority of more than 25,000, With so large an 
adverse majority the contestee in this case seems to feel called upon to 
offer an excuse for the strange announcement that there was a majority 
of votes in favor of himself instead of the Republican candidate; and I 
call attention to the excuses which are made as the ground for this 
strange result. The contestee says that Smalls wasunpopular. That 
argument was made yesterday and to-day; it is said that he had been 
convicted of an offense against the laws of South Carolina and therefore 
the people repudiated him. Now, sir, I do not desire to discuss the 
merits of that prosecution; I know nothing about it, or what the testi- 
mony for the prosecution or the defense was; but I do know that the 
record shows that he was convicted. I know further that, pendingan 
appeal to the Supreme Court, the Democratic governor of that State 
put his foot upon this prosecution and stamped it out; I know that 
since that prosecution terminated in 1877 and prior to this election in 
1886 the voters of that district have three times elected Mr. Smalls to 
Congress by overwhelming majorities. 

Why, sir, in 1884, the last election before this, when these transac- 
tions out of which this prosecution grew were that much fresher inthe 
minds of his neighbors, they gave him ahout 4,000 majority in this 
district. Is it not the thinnest and baldest pretense to come here now 
and say that this prosecution, which is nine years old, and after he 
had been three times elected to this House, rose up and became the 
frightful raw-head and bloody-bones which drove men away from the 
support of their neighbor? Is it anything more than a mere pretense 
now made for the purposes of this case? Sir, he was not unpopular. 
The overwhelming weight of the testimony in this case shows that he 
was popular, and there was every reason why the Republicans in his 
district should have supported him as they did. He was their neigh- 
bor. He was a colored Republican, He was identified with five-sixths 
of the voters of that district by reason of partisan affiliation and polit- 
ical principles in race, in color, and in class, He was the last member 
of his color leftin this House, That being the case, it was but natural 
pe hee member of his race and color should rally round him, and 

ey did. 

Although there was a generous emulation for the nomination, and 
other men contested the place with him, he was nominated upon the 
first ballot by more than three-fourths of the votes of the delegates, and 
after the nomination the Republican ranks closed up solidly, and from 
that time on marched in solid column, touching elbows, as they supposed, 


to certain Tua Again, it is said that some of these colored men be- 
came wearied of the Republican, and had concluded to vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket. It would be an incredible thing that they should, and 
I stand here and say, and I challenge an investigation of the testimony 
to show that there were many of these cases. The testimony over- 
whelmingly in this case contradicts any such proposition, and shows that 
while there was an occasional instance of a colored man voting the Demo- 
cratic ticket, they were only occasional and rare, and the great body 
of the Republican party stood solidly together supporting Mr. Smalls. 

Mr. Elliott’s next claim is that, although there were not a sufficient 
number of colored men voting for him to elect him, there were many 
who wished to do so, but who were frightened, and therefore did not 
do so. And itis upon this claim of intimidation, this claim that the 
poor colored Republicans in South Carolina intimidated and bulldozed 
South Carolina Democrats, that this election is set aside and this con- 
testant deprived of his seat. A statement of the proposition is enough 
to excite a smile in any citizen outside of this Hall, and thereis notin 
the testimony a particle of evidence that will verify any such ridicu- 
lous conclusion. 

What is the testimony as to the question of intimidation and what 
does the testimony amount to when you sift it down? Simply that a ° 
few colored preachers who were representatives of their race in this dis- 
trict had for years—not particularly during this campaign, but for 
years—been calling the attention of the people of their color to the ont- 
rages to which they, as a people, had been subjected, to the bull-whip- 
ping, to the torch-burning, to the assassinations that had been going 
on against them, and have given their views in rather a positive man- 
ner as to what respect should be shown by black men to other black 
men who would thus turn recreant to their race and join with those 
who have been hounding them out of their rights. That is all there 
is of this matter of intimidation when you sift it down. 

Some preachers were alleged to have advised violence, but when the 
preachers are called upon the stand they all deny the language attrib- 
uted to them, and in this denial they are all supported by those who 
heard them. Some old women, too, talked as if they would be un- 
willing to accept as a son-in-law a colored man who was a Democrat; 
and who blames them for that? [Laughter.] That is all that this 
talk aboutintimidation amounts to. True, a few fellows came forward 
and testified to actual attempts at intimidation. The leader of them 
is Chance Green, who goes the full length of attempting to testify to 
actual intimidation. But this Chance Green so contradicts himself 
and is so manifestly a perjured scoundrel that my honest, frank friend, 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. CRISP], proposes to leave him out. 
I should think he would be glad to do so, and yet when you omit 
Chance Green from this portion of the case you have dropped out the 
crown jewel of the list. 

The intimidation testimony in this case, with Chance Green’s testi- 
mony eliminated, is like the play of Hamlet with Hamlet left out. It 
is upon him that the case depends, For fourteen or fifteen wearisome 
pages of this record he drags his perjured trail upward and downward, 
backward and forward, contradicting himself with every other breath 
and being contradicted by everybody whom he meets. He would have 
you believe that there was actual intimidation at the polls at the Epis- 
copal Church precinct. He says he was there; that he put down the 
names of 416 colored men who wanted to vote the Democratic ticket, 
who were hungering and thirsting for the privilege of voting the Demo- 
cratic ticket; their souls panted for it as the hart pants for the water- 
brook, but they—that is, these 416—were afraid to vote the Democratic 
ticket lest they should be bulldozed. Now, in fact, there were but 528 
voters in the whole precinct, and he would have us believe that these 
416 Democrats were frightened, terrified, by the remaining 112, who 
were Republicans, [Laughter.] What cowards their consciences must 
have made them! 

But when he comes to name some one upon whom this intimidation 
was actually practiced he breaks down entirely. The only man he 
can name is Jonas Howard. Green says that man Howard was 
pulled down and his clothes were torn off his back, a Democratic ticket 
taken from him, and Howard driven from the pollsin terror; but Howard 
himself, when put upon the stand, testifies thatno such thing occurred, 
that he was not knocked down, that his clothes were not torn off, that 
he was not subjected to any violence, and that he was not prevented 
from voting the Democratic ticket, because he never intended to vote 
it [laughter]; that he went there intending to vote for Smalls, but that 
his vote was rejected by the Democratic officers of election because he 
was not properly registered, and in this statement he is supported by 
all the other witnesses except Green. 

This Chance Green, the vilest ‘‘ chance” I ever met, was undoubtedly 
testifying in the hope of reward, and his hope was not disappointed, 
for we find that soon after he had done this work he is found in the 
employ of this Administration, borne upon the rolls of the Treasury 
Department, upon the theory, no doubt, that ‘‘ public office is a public 
trust.” [Laughter on the Republican side.] A few others follow in 


his wake in their testimony, but they amount to little, and when sifted 
down they pan out about upon the same average. This talk about in- 
timidation as a justification of the disfranchisement of this district is 
one of the thinnest pretenses that I ever met, thinner and weaker thaw 
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the soup alleged to have been made of the shadow of a pigeon that had 
starved to death. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, starting out with the proposition that more than 
800 of the votes accepted and counted and certified by the Democratic 
managers were improperly counted, I wish to call attention to other 
votes which ought to have been allowed and which would have swelled 
the majority of the contestant immensely. And first, in the Brick Chuch 
precinct it is conceded there were 503 legal votes cast by legally quali- 
fied voters for Mr. Smalls and 45 for Mr. Elliott, giving Smalls a ma- 
jority of 458, or more than enough to overbalance the majority which 
the committee find in favor of Elliott, because they find only 323. I 
say the acceptance of this precinct alone would overcome the majority 
given by the committee for the contestee and would leave contestant 
135 majority. 

And why was this precinct thrown out by the canvassers? Upon 
two grounds. They say that three times during the day the managers 
of election stopped receiving tickets for a few minutes; twice because 
the voters were not observing the rule which requires them to come in 
singly, and the third time because the outsiders—not those present in 
the room where the polls were held and the election was carried on, 
but those outside the house—were indulging in loud talking and laugh- 
ing, and thus interfering with the work of the clerks. ‘There is no 
pretense that there was any violence there, nor is there any pretense 
that a man was prevented from voting there who desired to vote. There 
was nothing of that kind, but simply what I have stated, and for such 
reasons this precinct is to be thrown out and these 505 voters, far more 
than enough to elect Smalls, are to be denied the privilege of having 
their votes counted. The other objection is that two of the Democratic 
managers of election refused to serve. Well, the third Democratic 
manager filled their places, swore in two others, and proceeded to hold 
the election. 

It was a quiet, orderly, and fair election. None but legal votes were 
received and counted. There was no pretense of anything wrong there 
except that two of the men whose duty was to open the polls refused 
to do their duty and stood by and declined to serve; and for that rea- 
son these voters, who were in no way in default, are to be denied the 
right to have their yotes counted. What a simple method for thwart- 
ing the will of the people and for destroying the right of suffrage! 
Well might the bull-whip be laid aside, the revolver allowed to rust, 
and the torch expire for the simpler remedy now provided for defeating 
the will of the people—not to open the polls! I insist, of course, 
that these 503 votes for Smalls, which were all cast by legally qualified 
voters and honestly counted and returned, should now be allowed to 
Mr. Smalls. 

In Pocotaligo box precinctall the managers were Democratic. There 
were 143 men voted, and although no one had access to the box but 
the managers, yet when they took the tickets out of the box there 
were found to be more than 100, probably 148 tickets too many in 
the box. Nobody knows how they got in there. My friend from 
Georgia says there is no testimony how those tickets got there. That 
is true; for nobody knew how they got there except the Democratic 
managers, who were the only ones permitted to be present; and they 
carefully avoided telling; and the contestee carefully avoided inviting 
them to tell. 

The tickets were all returned to the box and a Democratic manager 
then drew tickets out of the box until there were but 143 remaining. 
These were then counted and reported as showing Elliott 87 and Smalls 
56; Elliott’s majority 31, and yet 118 men of the 143 who voted and 
whose names appear on the poll-books kept by the Democratic managers 
as having voted there on that day come forward and testify that they 
voted for Smalls. It also appears that of the remaining 25 of the 143 
who voted 5 were not legal voters, so that this return should be Smalls 
118, Elliott 20; Smalls’s majority 98. 

In Fort Motte precinct, Orangeburgh County,all the managers were 
Democratic, and all agree that the election was regular, orderly, and 
fair. None but legal votes.received, which were honestly counted and 
the returns made out in the proper form. The box was duly locked 
and sealed up and taken by one of the Democratic managers to be de- 
livered to the board of county canvassers. He gave it to another Dem- 
ocrat, who took it (the box) to the president of the board of canvassers, 
who would not receive it. The box was then taken by the first Dem- 
ocrat and deposited in the office of the probate judge. 

The vote in this precinctis admitted to be, for Smalls, 239, for El- 
liott, 58; but was rejected by the canvassers. The box was produced 
before the notary in this case and was being opened in his presence 
when it was forcibly taken by some of the friends of the contestee 
and has not been seen since. These votes duly cast and counted for 
Smalls should now be allowed to him. 

In Adams Run precinct, in Colleton County, the managers were 
all Democrats. The election is admitted to have been regular and fair 
in all respects. The votes were honestly counted; showing that Smalls 
had received 117 and Elliott 37 votes. The returns were regularly 
made out, the box sealed and taken by one of the Democratic man- 
agers, but has not been heard of since. This precinct was rejected by 
the canvassers. It surely should be allowed. 

In Green Pond precinct the managers were all Democrats, the voting 


place the back room of a store, the voting done through a window, 
which, after the polls were closed, was shut and the ballot-box left for 
awhile alone with the Democratic managers. When the box was after- 
wards brought into the front room and the tickets counted the result 
was, for Elliott, 160; for Smalls, 35; and yet 134 men, who swear that 
they then and there voted and whose names are upon the poll-books 
kept by the Democratic officers as having voted there on that day, tes- 
tify that they voted for Smalls, showing that the count should be, for 
Smalls, 134; for Elliott, 61; majority for Smalls, 73, instead of 125 for 
Elliott, as allowed by the canvassers. 

The question, what became of the 134 votes for Smalls which were 
put into the box ? none but the Democratic managers can answer, and 
they have not attempted to do so. 

In the Brick Episcopal Charch precinct the managers, as usual, were 
all Democrats. The election was conceded to have been fair, orderly, 
and regular, and the count honestly made, showing 267 votes for Smalls 
and 3 for Elliott. 

It appears that in this precinct there is a little village named Mount 
Pleasant, in which live some white Democrats, and the Legislature, in 
order to place them outside of the ‘‘black Seventh,” divided the pre- 
cinct by running the line of the First district so as to include Mount 
Pleasant, the county seat of Berkeley County. The Democratic super- 
visor made out the registration list of both these precincts, they being 
the same township, in one book, and delivered it to Mr. Robert J. Kirk, 
the Democratic chairman of the county board of canvassers, who isa -> 
citizen and voter in the First district. Mr. Kirk retained the list for 
the Brick Episcopal Church precinct, where there were two candidates 
and 270 votes cast, and returned the one for Mount Pleasant, where 
there was but one candidate and but 61 votes cast, all for Mr. DIBBLE, 
the Democratic candidate in the First district. who had no opposition. 

Now, the House will remember that this precinct was rejected be- 

use there was no registration book returned by the Democratic officer 
whose duty it was to return such a book; and it will also be remem- 
bered that the voters had done all that they could to qualify them- 
selves; they had registered; they held registration certificates, which 
they presented to the managers, and were allowed to vote. 

At the meeting of the county board of canvassers Mr. Kirk promptly 
voted to reject the 270 votes cast at the Brick Episcopal Church pre- 
cinct because the registration list, which he had hi detained, had 
not been returned, and the vote of this precinct was accordingly thrown 
out. 

Clearly these 270 votes, lawfully cast and counted, should now be 
allowed. 

In Biggin’s Church precinct the evidence shows there are about 350 
or 400 Republican voters and 12 Democrats. 

On the election day the Republicans were at the polls desiring to 
vote, but the Democratic managers refused to open the polls or hold 
any election. The Republicans complained and entreated, but I sup- 
pose met the usual response of, ‘‘ What are you going to do aboutit??? 
And that was all there was about it. No votes were cast or counted. 

In Gadsden precinct the Democratic managers on the day of election 
refused to serve. The supervisors swore others in and the election pro- 
ceeded, All testify that the election was quiet and fairly and honestly 
conducted; that none but legal voters were permitted to vote; thatthe 
votes were honestly counted and returned, showing 451 majority in 
that precinct for Smalls. This vote was rejected by the canvassers be- 
cause the regularly appointed managers did not serve. In other words, 
these votes were rejected by these Democratic supervisors because the 
Democratic managers refused to perform the duties of their office, tak- 
ing advantage of their own work and their own wrong. ‘This vote 
should be allowed. 

In Grahamville precinct the managers were all Democrats. It is 
in evidence that during the voting one of the rs frequently used 
his pencil to push the tickets down into the box, and there is no attempt 
to account for the presence of marked or torn tickets in any other way. 
When the votes were taken out of the box the managers claimed there 
were 49 marked and torn tickets with Smalls’s name on 48of them and 
Elliott’son1. Thatonewasofcourseamistake. The managers rejected 
these 49 tickets and promptly and prudently burned them, thus de- 
stroying the evidence they might have afforded us upon the question 
of their being marked or torn. That they were marked and torn by the 
pencil of this Democratic manager there can be but little doubt. 

In Providence Box precinct the managers were all Democrats. There 
were 119 votes polled, but when the tickets were taken out of the box 
there were found to be 199 of them. How the extra 80 tickets gotinto 
the box neither the managers nor any one else try to explain. It was 
agreed that all the tickets should be returned into the box and the sur- 
plus 80 drawnout. Now, in taking the tickets out the Democratic mana- 
gers laid all those upon which Smalls’s name appeared in one pile and 
the Elliott tickets in another. When he returned them into the box he 
promptly put all of the Elliott tickets in first and then put the Smalls. 
tickets on top, and after brushing his hand over the pile drew out80 or 
the top tickets, which were of course for Smalls ; when the remaining 
119 tickets were counted the result was announced to be for Elliott 119, 
for Smalls none. 

This was so bald-faced that even one of the Democratic managers 
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- objected, and would not sign the tones but the canvassers counted 
it without hesitation; and the majority of the Committee on Elections 
have followed in their footsteps. 

In Sandy Island precinct two of the Democratic managers refused 
to serve on election day, so the other manager, with the supervisor and 
clerk, opened the polls. ‘The election is admitted to have been con- 
ducted fairly and honestly. None but legal voters were permitted to 
vote. The count and return showed that Smalls had received 33 votes 
and Elliott none. ‘This vote was rejected because of the refusal of the 
managers to serve. 

In Cedar Creek precinct the election was in all respects fair, honest, 
and regular, except that one of the Democratic managers would not 
serve on election day. At this precinct Elliott received 4 votes and 
Smalls 18. The canvassers threw out this precinct because one man- 
ager refused to act. 

The case of Grier’s precinct is sin The election was in all re- 
spects fairly and honestly conducted, and in all respects regular, ex- 
cept that one Democratic manager refused to serve. His place was 
filled by another. No votes but those of legal voters were received, and 
of these Smalls received 65 and Elliott 4. The return was duly made 
out, but the vote was thrown out by the canvassers. 

In Santee district two of the Democratic managers, although present 
at the polls most of the day, refused to serve as managers. The super- 
visors called others and opened the polls. The votes honestly and 
legally cast, counted, and returned were 212 for Smalls and 5 for Elliott. 
This precinct was thrown out for the same reason as the last two. 

In the Lake City precinct, in Williamsburgh County, the returns 
show 101 votes for Elliott and none for Smalls, and these were allowed 
to Elliott by the canvassers, although neither the village nor the town- 
ship in which the election was held was in the Seventh district. They 
were both in the Sixthdistrict, in which Mr. DARGAN was the Demo- 
cratic candidate, and had no opposition, and of course did not need the 


votes. 

In Muddy Creek precinct the supervisor of the election testifies, and 
his statement is not contradicted by any one, that the place where the 
election was held was not in the Seventh, but was in the Sixth dis- 
trict. That they had two boxes for Congressional election, one for the 
Sixth and one for the Seventh district. That in the ballot-box for the 
Seventh district there were 9 votes for Elliott and 1 for Smalls. That 
in the box for the Sixth district there were 83 votes for Mr. DARGAN 
and none for any one else; but the managers gave to Elliott in the Sev- 
enth all the votes which had been cast for DARGAN in theSixth, and re- 
turned the vote 91 for Elliott and 1 for Smalls and none for DARGAN, 
and the canvassers so counted and allowed the vote. Mr. DARGAN did 
not need the votes; he had no opposition. 

It is alleged there is no evidence that these votes were counted by 
the canvassers. But it is in evidence that they were counted by the 
managers and returned to the canvassers; and I am justified, I think, 
in inferring, in the absenceof proof to the contrary, that the canvassers 
did not avail themselves of this opportunity to act in favor of the 
right. 

Now, I shall not occupy any more of the time of this House in call- 
ing attention to these frauds, these miscounts, these outrages upon the 
ballot-box, for surely there can be no doubt in any impartial mind that 
the contestant was elected by an overwhelming majority. Yet I re- 
gret, sir, that I can notentertain a confident expectation that this House 
will honor itself or do justice-to this contestant or to this district by 
seating the man who was elected; for, sir, the dominant side of this 
House has profited too long and too much, I fear, to permit them to 
take a new departure now. 

I do not propose to discuss the merits of slavery, nor to go back into 
an examination of our history in colonial times, as my distinguished 
friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], for the purposes of Virginia 
or somewhere else, has, but as he has invited attention to the Southern 
condition, I wish to say it is unquestionable that the methods and 

ices which have been narrated in this testimony are among the 

offensive and odious of those by which that portion of the Repub- 
lic, naturally most strongly Republican, has been added to the Demo- 
cratic ‘solid South.” This claim which was made yesterday and re- 
peated to-day, that colored men are now voting the Democratic ticket 
in the South, and therefore the South has become solid, is scarcely 
waas outside of this Hall; and I do not believe it will mislead anybody 
inside. 

Sir, the solidity of that portion of the country has been accomplished 
by a gigantic and successful conspiracy against the Constitution, against 
the dearest rights of the citizen, and against the laws of the land. In 
that region this is not ordinarily denied; it is admitted and justified. 
Why, sir, even the liberal leader of the so-called ‘‘ New South ” an- 
nounces that ‘‘the enfranchisement of the black man condemns the 
South to solidity as naturally as that self-defense is the first law of 
nature.” This is repeated and approved also by the Louisville Courier- 
Journal, if I am not mistaken in my recollection. 

A distinguished member of this House, in a widely-reported and 
hitherto uncontradicted interview, has stated that the ‘‘ solid South” 
could only be broken by eliminating the negro from politics. A lead- 
ing religious paper, representing the largest religious denomination in 
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the South, instead of claiming that the two races are now amicably, 
voting the same ticket, announces that this contest between them must 
go on until one is driven to the wall. And in his recent message the 
governor of South Carolina states that the South can accept no condi- 
tions which are not based on white supremacy. 

Why, sir, so thoroughly has that become a part of the system of that 
region—so thoroughly are the people there satisfied with it, that they 
regard any objection to it as an assault upon their institutions; and 
therefore when the most illustrious of the living soldiers of this Repub- 
lic dared recently to express the opinion that the negro must be per- 
mitted to vote and his vote counted, or the ultimate result might be 
violence and bloodshed, he is responded to in the following manner by 
one of the leading newspapers of that region: 

For this wretch whose soul is the essence of a demon, whose record is the 
history of a fiend, I am glad there isa hell. It requires the nerve of a Christian 
martyr to wish this awful beast to escape the doom of an endless hell, I thank 
God there is a Hell— 

With a big H. 

Sir, it is incredible that many colored men should vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket, for although they may not be intelligent citizens they do 
know that from the first the Republican party has been and now still 
is the colored man’s friend, and the Democratic party his foe. 

They know that during the years in which the Democratic party con- 
trolled the country all the influence and power of the party were given 
to the work of preserving and strengthening the right of white men to 
own, buy, and sell colored men and their wives and children. That 
for this purpose the Democratic party enacted infamous laws, violated 
solemn compacts, wageda bloody war against a sister republic, formed 
a Supreme Court which declared that in this land of the free colored 
men had no rights, and finally inaugurated the great rebellion, fill- 
ing the land for years with war and desolation in an effort to establish 
a government under which forever all colored men should be slaves. 

And these colored men further know that if they are now free 
invested with the peerless rights of American citizens, it is because the 
Republican party gave all this to them, and that it is because of this 
that their white neighbors still hate the Republican party and continue 
to vote the Democratic ticket. 

Sir, the same reasons, traditions, and prejudices which cause the old 
slaveholder and Confederate to remain a Democrat unite with greater 
force to keep the colored man a Republican. But, sir, if it be necessary 
to prove that these men do not vote the Democratic ticket, I call atten- 
tion to some election statistics—some figures—furnished by Democratic 
election judges and managers, which show that the negro either does 
not vote at all or that his vote is not counted, For instance, in theseven 
Co: ional districts of South Carolina there are, as shown by the last 
census, 118,889 colored voters. Yetatthe Congressional election in that 
State in 1886 there were in the whole State polled only 39,077 votes, a 
number only equal to one-third of the colored vote alone, saying noth- 
ing of the 80,000 white voters. 

In Georgia there were by the last census 143,471 colored voters, but 
at the Congressional election in 1886 there were only 27,520 votes cast, 
equal only to three-fourths of the number cast in the single district in 
Ohio which I have the honor to represent, and less than equal to one- 
fifth of the colored voters in Georgia. 

In Mississippi there are 130,276 colored voters, but at the same Con- 
gressional election there were cast in the entire State but 43,348 votes, 
equal to about one-third the number of colored voters. 

Again, in the First Congressional district of Alabama the total num- 
ber of votes cast at the 1886 Congressional election was 4,220, not equal 
in number to the one-third of the colored voters in the district, they 
numbering 14,889. 

In the Second district in that State there are 13,812 colored voters, 
while the total vote cast in the district at the election in 1886 was 5,659. 

In the Third district of Ala ama there are 17,477 colored voters, and 
the total number of votes cast at the election in 1886 in this district was 
4,666, or a little more than one-fourth the number of colored voters. 

In the Sixth district of that State there are 12,297 colored voters, 
while the total vote cast at the last election was 6,333, or in amount 
equal to about half the colored vote. In the Fourth district of Louisi- 
ana there 18,375 colored voters, but the total vote cast at that Congres- 
sional election in that district was 5,747, a number less than equal to 
one-third of the colored voters. And the total number of votes cast in 
the Fifth and Sişth Congressional districts in that State at the Congres- 
sional election in 1886 is not equal to one-half of the number of the col- 
ored voters in those districts. 

Without pursuing these statistics further I call attention to the fact 
that in most of these districts the Republican vote has entirely disap- 
peared. We search in vain for any trace of it in the election returns. 
In other words, in that portion of the country which is most densely 
populated by colored voters, and therefore naturally most strongly Re- 
ah Rpa the Republican vote has vanished; this vote, as I have already 
shown, has not gone to the Democratic party, but has wholly disappeared; 
or if the Republican voters have voted at all, their votes have not been 
counted in the returns. 

We are sometimes told that the colored men in this portion of our 
country have voluntarily quit voting; that they do not desire to vote. 
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Now it may be true that they have quit voting, but I do not and can 
not believe that they have no desire to vote. 

That these colored men, who with reason so bitterly remember the 
degradation of their condition when in slavery, and who now are com- 
pelled so often to smart under humiliations received from the whites, 
should spurn the elevating and equalizing privileges of American citi- 
zenship—that they should forget or refuse to go to the ballot-box, the one 
place where they are the peers of the proudest and greatest of white 
men, and there exercise the highest privilege given to free men, is sim- 
ply incredible. History, reason, and observation are all against such a 
conclusion; for they all prove that always has a newly enfranchised class 
nas highly prized the right of suffrage than those who have long en- 
joyed it. 

No, sir; if the colored men there do not vote it is simply because the 
shotgun, bull-whip, and torch have taught them the peril of voting as 
they desire, or because tissue ballots and false counts and returns have 
proven to them the hollow mockery of their going through the form of 
voting; and in either case they have found the Constitution to be 
practically nullified and the fundamental law of the Republic set aside; 
in either case we are teaching a great mass of our citizens to distrust 
our institutions as false pretenses. 

Pris SPINOLA. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

n? 

Mr. COOPER. Iwill ifitdoes not come out of my time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iwill yield to the gentleman a portion of my time. 

Mr. COOPER. Very well, then; I will yield to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then why does not the gentleman from Ohio, and 
why do not his Republican associateson theotherside of the House, come 
forward and recommend one of these colored men for a position in the 
Cabinet of President Harrison? 

Mr. COOPER. Iam willing to recommend any man on account of 
fitness and qualification, but I am not willing to recommend any 
American citizen, no matter what may be his color, simply on account 
of his color. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. You do not answer my question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL rose, 

Mr. COOPER. Idonotcare what may be thecolor ofa man, whether 
white, black, or yellow, provided he is an American citizen and com- 
petent to discharge the position to which he is appointed. Thatismy 
platform. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

It has been said that the governor of the State of South Carolina, 
where this contest arose, has said that the supreme question of the hour 
isthe supremacy of the Anglo-Saxon race, and upon this he throws down 
the gauntlet. On theotherside, we demand the supremacy of the Con- 
stitution and the laws, and the rights of all men under them, while 
they ask for the supremacy of the white race at the sacrifice of every- 
thing else; and while on that issue that portion of the country may be 
solid, it will find, and ought to find, the residue of the Republic, North, 
East and West, will be solid in the defense of the Constitution, the 
laws, the rights of the people, and the government by the majority; 
solid for the Constitution and against a doctrine dangerous to all por- 
tionsof the Republic; for, sir, it needs no inspiration or gift of prophecy 
to enable me to say to gentlemen of the solid South, if you continue 
these practices they will ultimately turnagain and rend you. They sear 
all respect for our institutions and dry up the fountains of patriotism 
in the soul. 

Well may the leading paper in that region cry out in alarm, as itre- 
cently did— 

That these practices are demoralizing to the people, and that it must lower 
the younger men in particular in their own eyes to see the spirit of our institu- 
tions violated at eleetion, and it appals thinking men to know and see 
the present and the generation of white men in the South are taught in 
practice that ublican institutions are a failure and that elections are to be car- 
ried, not by the honest vote of a fair majority, but by campaigning, which begins 
Aae Ea ny the trickery SATNI hy whieh they eveuce victory Goan 
the colored people suffer by defeat. 7 pals 

And is this not true, and does it not afford good reason for alarm? 
Is it not demoralizing indeed for the young to hear in the forum, on 
the stump, and on all public occasions the glorification of the great Re- 
public as the land where all men are equal—hear our Constitution 
eulogized because under it the majority of the people govern and the 
will of the people as expressed without molestation or fear at the ballot- 
box is supreme in the land, when they are in practice taught that all 
this is but hollow mockery; that in fact the minority should and does 
govern, and that a great portion of the citizens should not and are not 
permitted to vote as they desire? 

‘This is certainly a condition of affairs which should be corrected at 
the earliest practicable moment; and I appeal to my friends on the oppo- 
site side, as they are now about to take their final and everlasting de- 
parture from power, to soften the memory of their former misdeeds in 
this behalf by now, even at this late hour, improving the opportunity 
of repudiating and rebuking these violations of the Constitution and 
the dearest rights of the people. 

Gentlemen, you may thus mellow the light upon the evening of your 
day of powerand verify what was said of one of England’s great states- 
men, ‘*No part of your official life became you so well as your leaving 


it.” If you will march out to the music of the protection of all men 
in their constitutional rights I will gladly stand with uncovered head 
while your procession passes by. [Applause.] 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
that it had agreed to the amendment of the House to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of 
the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, for the year 
1887, with an amendment in which concurrence was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had a concurrent resolution authorizing 
the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 1888. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the foliowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3060) granting the right of way to the Pima Land and 
Water Company across the Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of the 
bark Philena; 

A bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear, deter- 
mine, and render final judgment upon the claim of the Old Settler or 
Western Cherokee Indians; 

A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; and 

A bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of Harry Adams. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. § , I shall be glad to be 
notified when I have consumed twenty-five minutes of the time al- 
lotted to me. 

I can hardly hope, sir, to add anything to the argument in this case 
after the very exhaustive and thorough speeches made by the gentle- 
man irom Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] on yesterday and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. COOPER] to-day, my colleagues on the Committee on 
Elections. They have traversed the ground as to the main facts in the 
case, and I shall merely call the attention of the House to one of the 
main points involved in it, and, then, perhaps, answer somewhat briefly 
the speech made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], and at- 
tempt to answer partly the speech made by the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. O’FERRALL], a speech that was made for the benefit of his con- 
stituents and the galleries, and not addressed to this case. 

I have always made it a rule in my practice when I haveone strong 

point in a case to rest my case upon that; and as we have one point in 
this case that gentlemen can not get away from, a point which is un- 
answerable by them, I propose to call the attention of the Democratic 
side of the House to that point and make it the main basis of my ar- 
gument in support of the claim of the contestant. The majority of 
the committee have made up their report, and in making it they claim 
that Mr. Elliott, the sitting member, has 323 majority. The return- 
ing board gives Mr. Elliott over 500 majority; but the Democratic ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections in their wisdom and in some sense 
of justice cut that majority down to 323, and by doing that they did 
Robert Smalls a great injustice as to the facts in the case, which I will 
show you. 
Mr. Smalls, however, by that arrangement has but 323 majority to 
overcome, and if he can do thatin any one of the controverted precincts 
it is all that is required to establish his claim to theseat. In the county 
of Beaufort and at the Brick Church precinct in that county, according 
to the returns as made up, Robert Smalls had a majority of 500 votes; 
that is to say, he received 545 votes there, and Mr. Elliott 45, leaving 
him a clear majority of 500. If, then, that vote at the Brick Church 
honestly belongs to Robert Smalls, according to the findings of the 
Democratic majority of this committee, he is elected by 272 majority. 
Now, then, to the facts of the case. 

The Democratic majority of this committee seek to throw out that 
vote, because they say it was controlled by ‘‘intimidation.’’ Mr. 
Speaker, I call upon the other side of this House to examine this evi- 
dence, and 1 challenge every Democratic member from the Committee 
on Elections to show me the evidence of intimidation that is to over- 
come the sworn testimony of every officer who held the election—two 
Democratic managers and one Republican—all three swearing that it 
was a fair and impartial election. Iknow your witness, Chance Green, 


swears that there was intimidation, but I know that two Democratic 
election officers, appointed by the governor of South Carolina, swear 
that is not true. I know that Chance Green swears that the colored 
women were present in numbersand intimidated the voters, but | know 
the Democratic officers of election swear that there was not a woman 
on the ground, except a few who were running a huckster stand across 
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the street, and that they never approached the polls. I know that 
every single man that your witness, Chance Green, swears was intimi- 
dated has taken the witness stand and swears that Chance Green com- 
mitted willful and deliberate perjury, every one of them. 

Now, let me call upon the members on the other side of this House, 
and ask if you are going to set an example because one colored man 
swears there was intimidation; are you going to override the oath of 
the two Democratic officials appointed by the governor of South Caro- 
lina to conduct that election, and for what purpose? For the purpose 
of keeping in his seat Colonel Elliott, of South Carolina, and keeping 
Robert Smalls out, because that is all it amounts to and thatis all there 
isin the argument. Why, Mr. Speaker, it has come to a pretty pass, 
and I could not help but think about it when I heard the eloquent gen- 
tleman from Virginia making his speech. Twenty-eight years ago that 
gentleman and his associates told the people of the South that they 
could go up North and whip a half dozen Yankees apiece before break- 
fast. [Laughter.] No trouble about that. But now they are hold- 
ing up their hands in holy horror, and praying Almighty God to pro- 
tect them from the intimidation of a few negro women in the South. 
(Laughter. ] 

I could not help but think further, when the eloquent gentleman 
from Virginia was making his speech and attempting to convince the 
colored men in the galleries that Abraham Lincoln was not their 
friend—when he said that Abraham Lincoln did not want to abolish 
slavery then, when Abraham Lincoln said ‘‘ he would save this Gov- 
ernment without it, but if he could not he would abolish it’’—I could 
not help think this: That at that very time, when my eloquent friend 
from Virginia was contending that Abraham Lincoln did not mean 
what he said, he went into rebellion because he insisted that Abraham 
Lincoln wasaliar. Now, then, when twenty-eight years ago this gen- 
tleman could not take Abraham Lincoln at what he said he ought not 
to bring his name in here for the benefit of the galleries or for a Con- 
gressional speech over in Virginia. 

Now, my friend from Georgia, an eloquent man, and a gentleman 
whom I esteem, made, as I consider it, yesterday a very ingenious and 
elaborate and a very effective speech from his standpoint; but he ig- 
nored the main facts and attempted, as we often do in trying a case be- 
fore a country jury, to lead the jury away from the main points in the 
case. Inorder to do that my learned friend said that the smallness of 
Mr. Smalls’s vote arose from the fact that he was a very unpopularman, 
and therefore the voters of his district refused to vote for him—that he 
had been convicted of a crime. Even Mr. Elliott, the sitting member, 
says in his notice of contest the Republicans gave him their support be- 
cause Smalls had been convicted ofa crime. He uses this language: 

v large f his own polit 
ScHiuls sances wean gora eia hiiri fest Shan stnioars @ gener! 
election was pending in the State of South Carolina there was no contest between 
the political parties,and the issue in this district became one betw individuals, 

Following up that, the learned gentleman from Georgia says that they. 
refused to vote for Smalls because he was an unpopular man. They 
refused to vote for him because they did not believe that he was an 
honest man and they voted for Colonel Elliott because he was an hon- 
est man; in the language of the gentleman from Virginia, because his 
hand and purse had been open to the poor. Now, I want to call your 
attention to page 167in the record. I commend that page to the care- 
ful consideration of my friend from Georgia, and see whether or not it 
does not answer every argument of my friend from Georgia made against 
the unpopularity of Mr. Smalls. 

The First district of that State is represented by a very talented gen- 
tleman, a courteous gentleman. That is the long red strip there on 
that map that runs in and cuts Smalls’s district in two. The gentle- 
man that now represents that district got 3,515 votes. The honorable 
gentleman who represents the Second district got 5,212 votes. The 
gentleman who represents the Third district got 4,402 votes; the gentle- 
man who represents the Fifth district got 4,470; and my gentlemanly 
and personal friend who sits before me [Mr. HEMPHILL], who repre- 
sents the Sixth district, got 4,411 votes, And now take the vote of 
Robert Smalls. After the returning board of South Carolina had robbed 
him of every vote that they had the conscience to take away from him 
he still had left 5,961 votes—more votes than any other candidate for 

gotin South Carolina. Now, if Mr. Smalls was so very unpop- 
ular, what a pitiable condition the other six members must be in in 
the great State of South Carolina! [Loud laughter. ] 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia said, ‘“‘Why, heis so unpopular that 
he only got a thousand majority in his own county.” In looking over 
this list I take the county of Beaufort and find that Robert Smalls 

ot more votes in the county of Beaufort after they took 545 away from 

im by highway robbery than any member of Congress from South 
Carolina got in any county in hisdistrict. Nota very unpopular man at 
home! Because if you add 500 votes that they robbed Mr. Smalls of 
to the sixteen hundred and odd votes, he got more votes in his own 
county than the honorable gentleman who represents the Third district 
of Georgia got in his whole Congressional district. [Laughter. 

Now, then, will any man say that the honorable gentleman who rep- 
resents the Third district of Georgia is not a popular man, a perfect 
gentleman, the soul of honor, and still he only gets 1,700 votes in six 
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counties! Mr. Smalls gets, according to the returns, 1,654 votes in 
one county, after they had robbed him of 545. [Laughter.] If Brother 
Smalls is so very unpopular, I might repeat, what a pitiable condition 
the gentleman from Georgia must be in at home. [Laughter.] 

Now, that has nothing todo with the main facts in this case. I only 
referred to it to show that the gentleman from Georgia is endeavoring 
to divert the minds of gentlemen on the other side of the House from 
the main facts in this case. This, I say, has simply nothing to do with 
the main facts in this case; but when the gentleman traveled outside 
of the record and attempted to bring in matters that should influence 
the mind of no juror, and no man who sits to try a case, under his 
oath, according to the law and the evidence, if the answer should come 
back so that it does not suit them exactly, they must take it in good 


part. 

Now take the votes conceded to Smalls by the majority of the com- 
mittee, and you take the 500 votes that he is entitled to at the Brick 
Church, where both the Democratic judges of election swear it was a 
peaceable and quiet election; where fifty witnesses swear there was no 
trouble; where every man sworn by Smalls’s side swears that the men 
who testified upon the other side testified falsely. The election officers 
decided the question that it was a fair election, and then when you 
take the concession made by the Democratic majority of this commit- 
tee and add the 500 votes that they have robbed him of by means of 
the State returning board you put Robert Smalls in his seat. 

Now let me appeal to gentlemen upon the other side—I know there 
are honest men om the Democratic sideof this House who will not per- 
mit themselves, for party purposes, to be prejudiced against a man who 
wears a black skin—I appeal to those gentlemen and I remind them 
that there is a judgment day coming. There is a time coming when 
this precedent, if you make it now, will rise to stare you in the face 
and confound you. If you are going to throw out a precinct with 500 
majority for Robert Smalls because—conceding the fact fora moment— 
a few women told their husbands that if they did not vote for Smalls 
they would not live with them (for that is the amountof it), if youdo 
that you are treading upon dangerous ground, There will be no more 
firing of cannon to notify the negroes that you are going to have ‘‘a 
me election’’ if that rule is to be applied and established by this 

ouse. 

You are setting up a rule by which you must expect to have your 
own cases decided in the future. There will be no more telling men 
that they had better not stand at the polls to take the names of voters 
that put their ballots in the box, as was done in a certain district in 
Alabama. ‘There will be no more such intimidation as that passed 
over by a national Congress if you establish this rule. Ah! but, says 
the gentleman from Georgia far. Crisp], the intimidation need not 
be at the polls; it may be done beforehand. Establish that rule, and 
there will be no more night riders going through the country telling 
the negroes they had better not come to the election next day. The 
man who holds a seat from » district of that kind will be ousted by a 
Republican Congress for fraud and intimidation; because let me serve 
notice on you gentlemen now that we are here to stay until the princi- 
ple is established in this country that every white and black, can 
cast an honest vote and have it fairly counted. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP (sotto voce). The gentleman from Indiana is not going to 
stay himself. 
ee MILLIKEN, But some of the rest of us are going to stay here 

see it. 

Mr. CRISP. He said ‘‘ we.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No; I do not expect to be here. 
[Laughter.] I know something myself of what a gerrymander means. 
I took a district with a thousand votes against me; I had no trouble to 
overcome the first 900, but the last 100 I lacked 40 votes of overcoming. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, then, I appeal to you gentlemen who have not examined the 
evidence to take the findings of your Democratic committee as to every 
vote except the Brick Church in Beaufort County, and then take up 
that evidence and tell me upon your honor whether there is enough 
proof there to overcome the sworn testimony of three judges appointed 
by the governor and sworn to discharge their duties. When you have 
passed upon that question, if you find with the minority of the com- 
mittee, then you have got to find Robert Smalls is entitled to his seat 
upon this floor. 

I was a little surprised at the argument made by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], who argued so elaborately here to prove 
that the majority of the negroes in the South are Democrats. Iam 
prepared for almost any kind of revelation in a contested-election case, 
but I never expected to hear honorable gentlemen trying to make the 
people of this country believe that a majority of the negroes of the 
South were Democrats. If that be true, why have your registration 
laws fixed astheyare? Why, in the language of adistinguished South 
Carolinian, is it necessary to have two ballot-boxes and to make the 
poor ignorant negro pick out his ticket and pick out the right kind of 
a ticket and get it in the right kind ofa box, although he can not read? 
Why is that necessary if the majority of the negroes are Democrats? 
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But the gentleman closed up with a smile which seemed to say, ‘‘ Boys, 
that’s better than shooting them.” 

Gentlemen, you will never make the negro believe that the majority ot 
the negroes at the South are Democrats; you will never make the white 
men believe it; you will never make the country believe it. But these 
gentlemen have paid a tribute to two negro Union soldiers because they 
testified against Smalls. Has it come to this that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. O’FERRALL] 
hold that a man is to be believed any more because he wore the Union 
blue than if he wore the Confederate gray? No,sir. But they talk 
this way for a purpose. Why did not those gentlemen tell you at the 
same time that Robert Smalls himself wasa Unionsoldier? Why did not 
they tell you that the ‘‘crime’’ they are oppressing and persecuting 
him for was taking a vessel out of the Confederate service, running the 
blockade, and carrying her into the Union lines? 

Talk about you gentlemen being the negro’s friend. You men who 
make these es to-day and attempt to make the black man believe 
that you are the friendsof the negro are the men who Jashed their backs 
to unwillingand unpaid toil. Youare the men who took their children 
and tore them from their mothers’ breasts and placed them upon the 
auction block and sold them into bondage. 

You are the men who separated their families and sold them, and 
when the Republican party said you could gono further in your in- 
humanity to man, then you rebelled and tried to break down this 
Government in order to perpetuate human slavery. And now you 
come back, with a smile upon your countenance, and tell the negro 
that you have always been his friend! [Applause on the Republican 
side.| Ah, the black man, though he may be ignorant, can detect 
and uncover such hypocrisy even though it be practiced upon the floor 
of the American Congress. 

Mr. McCOMAS. © Mr. Speaker, a contest like this against Eliiott, 
the white sitting member, by Smalls, a colored man, for a seat to which 
Smalls was elected ina district with 32,000 colored voters and but7,000 
white voters, would be impossible twenty years hence. 

Others in this debate have discussed the series of frauds by election 
officers and canvassers, all Democrats; the systematic denial of registra- 
tion or transfer of colored voters; the bold rejection of colored voters 
when registered; the illegal throwing out by the Democratic canvassers 
of several thousand votes actually cast for Smalls and solidly cast in a 
dozen black precincts rejected on a dozen trivial pretexts; the precon- 
certed plan or willful neglect of Democratic election officers who failed 
to qualify or refused to serve, and thus disfranchised thousands of voters 
ready to vote forSmalls. I will not discuss the theft of ballot-boxes, the 
stuffing of ballot-boxes, or the long catalogue of frauds, crimes, and per- 
juries whereby a black majority of 25,000 was disfranchised. This House 
is expected to connive at the disfranchisement of this black district of 
South Carolina. The sitting member will retain the seat to which 
Smalls, the colored man, was elected. 

After eighteen years.of negro suffrage this case of Smalls against 
Elliott is only a striking case of usurpation of power. The like has 
often occurred since 1876. What wascalled anuprising against carpet- 
bag rule, bribery, and robbery has ended in the abridgment of the civil 
and political rights of the colored people of the South. Therefore, all 
the years since 1876 whip and goad us to a better settlement. 

After two decades of negro the white Democratic represent- 
atives in Congress from the Black belt declare that the blacks are to be 
forever servile. They revive the old cry that civil and political rights 
mean social equality. Twenty years of negro suffrage have at least 
shown that this is a fool cry. For two decades the blacks by law, if 
not in fact, have had impersonal civil rights without change to the per- 
sonal social relations of the whites. 

All the apologists for such crimes as abound in this case of Smalls 
rs. Elliott insist that they are necessary to keep up the white rule in 
crea mh, because intelligence, character, and property have the right 

‘o rule, 

Intelligence and character rightly weigh most in government, but is 
this Asiatic domination of the whites over the blacks without their 
consent the best expression of white intelligence and character? There 
is no moral right of class rule among men, of the white man to rule 
the black man without his consent. This Republic and this Chamber 
attest that the right to rule is the consent of the ruled and isin the 
majority by the consent of all. 

Intelligence, character, and property in the white States mean ma- 
jority rule, but in the black States they mean minority rule. In the 
white States labor is more powerful than property, in the black States 
property dominates labor. There has been, I admit, sympathy in the 
white States with the intelligent whites of the South in their control 
of the police, health, judicial, and taxing powers in municipal and 
county governments. In the name of intelligence, character, and prop- 
erty, but by the show of force or the practice of fraud, the Southern 
Democrats have for years practically excluded the black majority from 
co-ordinate power. 
` With white rule secure in the black States, it is painful to consider 
how little political discussion has advanced. When the war and re- 
construction had ended, when all the sections of our common country 
successively discussed ie resumption, questions of currency, civil 
service, administrative reform or the tariff, at each recurring election 


the intelligence, character, and property in the Black belt have con- 
fined the flower of its youth to discussing afresh the old question of 


negro servility and annually resolving by the election that this isa ` 


white man’s Government. This race problem is difficult to solve, but 
after twenty-five repetitions this annual resolve of white supremacy 
and black servility is fatuous. Thisisnosolution. Fifty years hence, 
according to Senators PUGH and MORGAN, theSouth will, fortheseventy- 
fifth time, declare that this is a white man’s Government. 

The blacks do not emigrate, and with a fecundity superior to the 
whites, have increased in some States until they exceed in numbers the 
white population. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have no time to yield. 

Mr. OATES. I merely wish to ask the gentleman a question. Do 
I understand the gentleman to say there would be eight States con- 
trolled by black men? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have said there were three States where the 
black population exceeded in numbers the white population. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman what was his statement. If he 
asserted there were eight States controlled by a majority of black peo- 
ple, I deny it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Isay there areat leastseven States, wherein within 
fifteen years there will probably be a majority of black people. In 
Louisiana, South Carolina, and Mississippi each the blacks by the last 
census greatly exceed the whites now. 

Mr. OATES. Iask the gentleman if he knows how many more 
white voters there were according to the census of 1880 in the eleven 
States which composed the late Confederacy than there were of colored 
voters? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the figures here and if I had more time 
would have given themin detail. But it is true, as I have stated, that 
in some of the Southern States the black population exceeds the white 
population now, and that the black voters nearly equal in number the 
white voters in the gentleman’s own State of Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. I will say that in Alabama the census of 1880 showed 
a white majority of 62,000, and it also showed a majority of white 
voters of 23,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the figures as given by the census of 1880 
and will give them in my remarks as printed, showing the increase of 
population, and they will not sustain the gentleman from Alabama in 
the statement which he has made as to the relative numbers of the 
white and black voting population in the State of Alabama and in 
other States of the South. In the course of years they stay there, not 
emigrating, and these black people multiply rapidly. I appeal to 
thoughtful gentlemen like my friend to consider this proposition. 

Mr. OATES. Ihave been a student of this problem perhaps to as 
great an extent as the gentleman from Maryland. E 

Mr. McCOMAS. But the gentleman must consider that while the 
white population grows slowly the colored population is rapidly mul- 
tiplying. In three of the States South the black voters are more in 
number than the white voters. 

Mr. OATES. Why, take it in the State of Louisiana; the census 
there shows a majority of 800 white voters. These are facts—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘I can not yield; I have not the time. 

Mr. OATES. But I suppose the gentleman wants to be correct. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will put in a tabulated statement from the cen- 
sus concerning all of these points. 3 

Surely Bourbonism after a quarter of acentury has made no progress 
with the negro problem, has been a failure and a curse to the South. 
The young men of the South have outgrown their beliefs of yesterday; 
they will next discard the leaders of yesterday. The ghosts of negro 
equality and the white man’s party already begin, like the ghosts in 
Hamlet, to scent the morning air in the new South. 

We can not go backward; we can not stay where we are. The black 
man as a slave drove the North and West toa war for his freedom. To- 
day the North and West are driven to insist on the exercise of his fran- 
chiseasa citizen. Theirrepressible conflict in behalf of the slave then 
is the irrepressible conflict in behalf of the present and future status of 
the black citizen now. The organized labor of the North, West, and 
border is averse to a growing competition with a race of increasing 
ignorant pauper laborers, and realizes more clearly that whatever keeps 
down the black labor of the South can not elevate the white labor which 
practically rules the white States. 

The manufactures and industries of the white States will not long 
tolerate the counting of the blacks in representation whereby one 
favored white free-trade vote in South Carolina avails as much as five 
less favored white protection votes in Kansas. The tide of race preju- 
dice thus spreads beyond the borders of the black States, Its waves 
reach this Capitol. One white man in the black States on this floor 
equals five white men in the North in representative power. Its in- 
fluence during the fouryears past has controlled the Executive and this 
Hall of Representatives. The triumph of white rule does not end with 
local white government. The Southern white Democracy counts the 
black man effectively in forty votes in the electoral college and forty 
Representatives on this floor. By the supremacy of the white Democ- 
racy in the black States the nation is unduly controlled by the white 
minority, and the less intelligent white minority, in our country. 
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Of the twenty millions in the South six millions are illiterates by the 
last census. * In the Black belt 25 per cent. of the native white and 78 
per cent. of the colored people are illiterates; 45 per cent. in these 
eight States can not read the name on their ballots. States with 49 
per cent. of illiterate voters represent 76 per cent. of the majority of 
the electoral college and of this House of Kepresentatives. 

Mr. HERBERT, Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not yield for an interruption. I have buta 
few moments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have the correct figures as to the population of 
Alabama, to which State the gentleman has referred. x 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have them here in my hand, a table of them, 
which I will insert with my remarks. 

Mr. HERBERT. Here is the Compendium of the Census, showing the 
figures in detail. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have the figures here. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like the gentleman to quote the figures, 
then, to which he has referred. 

‘Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman can read as much as he pleases to 
read in his own time. I have the table here showing the number of 
whites and blacks in his State and in every district of his State, and I 
have here in his own district a table showing that ing to the cen- 
sus there are 1,200 more, blacks than whites in his own Congressional 


district. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is entirely a mistake. There are 888 ma- 
jority of white voters. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This shows a preponderance of 1,200 blacks. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And you assume that every one of them is a Re- 
publican because he is black? 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I will put these figuresin my remarks. In Alabama’s 
Second Congressional district, Mr. HERBERT received 5,659 votes, and 
this district by the census has 29,275 of voting age, and in all 67,815 
whites and 69,060 blacks by the census. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me insert a part of this table from the cen- 


sus. 
Mr. McCOMAS. The whole book, if you want to, in your own 


Mr. HERBERT. Very well. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘Turn for a moment from the condition of the suf- 
frage in the South to the condition oi the suffragein the North. When 
the North charges intimidation of black peasants in the Southern cot- 
ton fields, the South alleges intimidation of employés in Northern 
factories, 

In the North vast sums of money are spent to carry elections in the 
close States. 

Both great parties in the last election are justly accused of bribery. 
In the close States the venal vote increases and the sums of money 
spent in bribery increase annually. 

To-day the Legislatures of half of the States of the North and West 
are engaged in considering the modern devices to prevent bribery at 
elections. 

Mr. FORAN. Where does it come from ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘To-day it comes from both parties, 

Mr. FORAN. It comes from the manufacturer. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It comes from the importers more freely than from 
the manufacturers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of it came from Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Some from Cabinet officers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And some of it from those who wanted to be 
Cabinet officers. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The crimes of bribery have become so numerous 
and so serious that the attention of all legislative bodies in the North 
is gradually being concentrated upon the means of preventing them, 
and the mode of securing purity of elections and accuracy in the returns 
of the elections. 

In ex parte Yarborough (110 United States Reports, 667) Justice Mil- 
ler, speaking for the Supreme Court, declares that if the recurrence of 
acts of intimidation— 

Are too common in one quarter of the country and give omen of danger from 
lawless violence, the free use of money in elections, arising from the vast growth 
of recent wealth in other quarters, presents equal cause for anxiety. 

If the Government of the United States has within its constitutional domain 
no authority to provide against these evils, if the very source of power many be 
poisoned by corruption or controlled by violence and outrage, without legal! re- 
straint, then, indeed, is the country in danger, and its best powers, its highest 

the hopes which it inspires, the love which enshrines it, are at the 
mercy of the combinations of those who respect no right but brute force on 
the one hand, and unprincipled corruptionists on the other. 

And in the same case the Supreme Court say (pages 657-662): 


If this Government is anything more thana mere on of delegated 
agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior to the Gen- 
eral Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on which its 
existence depends from violence and corruption. 

If it has not this power it is left helpless before the two great natural and his- 
torical enemies of all republics, open violence and insidious corruption. 

Congress been slow to exercise powers expressly conferred u itin 
— m to elections by the fourth section of the rat article of the Constitu- 


in. 
‘This section declares that— 
“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the 


Congress may, at any time, make or alter such regulations, except as to the 
place of choosing iy i 


Senstors." 


It was not until 1842 that Congress took ny action under the power here con- 

ferred, when, conceiving that the system of electing all the members of the 

House of Representatives from a State by general ticket, as it was called; 

is, every elector voting for as many names as the State was entitled to 

sent in that House, worked injustice to other States which did not adopt t 

system, and gave an baat ig iene of power to the political party which 

had a majority of votes in the State, however small, enacted that each member 

ore ae ge by a separate district composed of contiguous territory. (6 
s., 491, 

And to remedy more than one evil arising from the election of members of 
Congress occurring at different times in the different States, Congress, by the 
act of February 2, 1872, thirty years later, required all tho elections for such 
members to be held on the Tuesday after the first Monday in November in 1876, 
and on the same day of every second year th r. 

Will it be denied that it is in the power of that body to provide laws for the 
proper conduct of those elections? To periti; if necessary, the oficer who 

conduct them and make return of the result? And especially to provide, 
in an election held under its own authority, for security of life and limb to the 
voter while in the exercise of this function? Can it be doubted that Congress 
can by law protect the act of voting, the place where it is done, and the man 
who votes from personal violence or intimidation and the election itself from 
corruption and fraud ? 
ese questions answer themselves; and it is only because the Congress of 
the United States, through long habit and long years of forbearance has, in def- 
erence and respect to the States, refrained from the exercise of these powers, 
that they are now doubted. 


The awakening of the moral sense of this country to the necessity 
or an honest ballot and honest count and an honest return of the elec- 
tions is favorable to a national effort which will include the North and 
South, include bribery and intimidation alike. Bribery, whether by 
Republicans or Democrats, is bribery. Intimidation, whether of em- 
ployés in Northern factories or of black peasants in Southern cotton- 
fields, is intimidation. Fraud in the election and return of members 
of this House reaches from the remotest State up to the Speaker’s 
gavel in this Hall of Representatives. d 

Let us here, representing the North and the South, legislate without 
crimination and recrimination to prevent bribery, intimidation, and 
fraud, by a Federal statute controlling and supervising Federal elec- 
tions. Let us unite in a war upon both bribery and intimidation, 

Congress has power to punish frauds perpetrated in an attempt to 
prevent a fair election for members of Congress, and can not Congress, 
with due respect for the rights of the States in the machinery of election, 
with due heed to the admonitions of the Supreme Court, and without 
prejudice to election and registration laws in the different States in 
State elections, so far make and alter regulations as to the manner ot 
electing Representatives in Congress as to make them uniformly free 
from bribery, intimidation, and fraud? 

The modern devices to prevent bribery which are now engaging the 
attention of every parliamentary body in the world are devices which 
would equally prevent intimidation. Bribery and intimidation alike 
can best be prevented by every form of secrecy; for instance, a space 
of 100 feet square near the ballot-box, a separate booth wherein the 
elector may be alone to receive or mark his ballot, the uniformity of 
ballots to be furnished by the Government, the purging of the con- 
scienee of the Representative-elect, all these help to repress intimida- 
tion and bribery alike. If these and other expedients should be ap- 
plied by act of Congress to elections for members of Congress in Indiana, 
Connecticut, and New Jersey, as well as in Louisiana, South Carolina, 
and Mississippi, and if the whole election machinery for Representa- 
tives in Congress start from the fountain-head of Federal supervision, as 
our fathers provided, it may secure honest elections, and the base of 
the colossal statue of our Republic may no longer be undermined on 
the North side or the South side. 

Ibelieve thatin this time of peace, with the publicattention now drawn 
to bribery and intimidation alike, when the purity of the election is 
not a sectional question, this long-drawn dormant power in the Con- 
stitution should be applied and the Congress should now by law make 
and alter the regulations of the States, North and South, by general Fed- 
eral law, to prevent bribery and intimidation alike, and to secure an 
honest count and return ofthe election of Representatives in Congress. 

Election laws are not self-executing. Honest officers are essential. 

What good reason is there why the President should not appoint 
State election canvassers of opposite politics, citizens residing in each 
State, and also Congressional resident canvassers in each Congressional 
district? Why may not the United States cirenit and district courts be 
trusted to appoint subordinate Congressional boards, with their clerks 
men of opposite politics, who after the most approved methods of elec- 
toral reform, with devices to prevent fraud, intimidation, and bribery, 
may select the registrars, judges, and clerks of election, provide forin- 
spectors, supervisors, and challengers, and the canvassing of the re- 
turns of the Congressional elections? May we not repose the power 
of approval of minor election officers at Congressional elections in the 
hands of the Federal judges, who, holding life offices, have no tempta- 
tion to place the machinery in the hands of corruptionists or violent 
men? 

The patriotic men in Congress could worthily unite in some such 
measure. We can afford to go back to this provision the fathers gave 
us in the Constitution, and the nation can afford the expense of the 
machinery which assures the honest election and return of members or 
Congress. 
State pride ought not to bar the way. The State elections will not 
be interfered with by a law confined to the election of members of Con- 


gress, 
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Such a law may wisely offer this national election machinery at the 
expense of the nation to the States who may adopt this mode of choos- 
ing electors for President and Vice-President. 

The stale cry of ‘‘ the bloody shirt ’’ is beneath the level of this great 
question. The evils of bribery and intimidation at national elections 
are worthy of temperate discussion. 

I do not here and now consider the grave question of local control in 
the black States nor suggest a remedy for the suppression of colored 
votes in municipal, county, and State government, The forces of civil- 
ization, the influence of religion, and the sense of justice in man- 
kind will, in the great chain of eternal order, bring a to-morrow for the 
black people of the South, and new leaders in the South will see the 
value of its labor wedded to capital and wisely transform a servile 
peasantry into useful citizens, 

I see that throughout the new South to-day between the crude ore 
and the liquid metal stand black forms, the giant labor force destined to 
transmute the hidden mineral wealth of the South into minted gold. 
Before they exult in the power of organized numbers in leagues, unions, 
and secret orders, which have charms for their race, give them the 
spelling-book. As a republic can not forever boycott a whole race, let 
us educate it for citizenship. ‘The common school will not make all 
blacks good citizens, but it will help alleviate ‘the roosting curse” of 
race antagonism. 

Enfranchisement by the nation was a half measure. To abolish il- 
literacy among citizens is the other half measure too long delayed. The 
blacks do not emigrate. They multiply rapidly. They will soon out- 
number the whites in seven States of the South, 

You gentlemen of the Black belt see the steam rising and you sit on 
the safety-valve. Peaceful repression may soon be followed by an ex- 

losion. _Common-school education isa debt the South owes the blacks. 

t is a debt with two hundred and fifty years’ interest. While the 
States struggle to pay the debt the nation should by the Blair bill pay 
the interest. 

When all the native whites of the South and 90 per cent. of the blacks 
of the South can read and write, the remedy of Federal election laws 
thus supplemented by national aided schools will decrease race preju- 
dice and increase immigration. The blackest sections will longest re- 
sist the light and the law. In Mississippi, North Carolina, South Car- 
olina, and Alabama, the districts once conceded to the blacks are now 
represented by white Democratic Representatives, advocates of the white 
man’s supremacy. = 

From the Fourth districtof Alabama, with 27,189 whites and 110,365 
blacks; from the Third district of Mississippi, with 25,374 whites and 
104,271 blacks; from the Second district of North Carolina, with 68,753 
whites and 115,441 blacks; and from the Seventh district of South 
Carolina, containing about 35,000 whites and 160,000 blacks, come 
. Bourbon Democratic Representatives. 

If the elections be fair, the Democratic party has become the black 
man’s party, and the mass of the blacks believe in the supremacy of 
their white neighbors as the white man’s party. The tables I hold in 
my hands show with remarkable uniformity that wherever the per- 
centage of black vote is greatest the Representative on this floor is a 
Democrat. 

By these census tables half of the districts of Alabama are black 
districts, represented here by white Democrats; six out of ten districts 
in Georgia are black districts, represented here by white Democrats; 
five out of six districts in Louisiana are black districts, represented 
here by white Democrats; six out of seven districts in Mississippi are 
black districts, represented here by white Democrats. The distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Elections [ Mr. CRISP] represents 
a district which had 63,419 whites and 89,132 blacks, and of a total 
vote of 31,602 he bears a commission here of 1,700 electors, and all 
for Crisp. I concede his ability, but deny that his experience fits him 
to judge contested elections. 

The census, compared with the election returns from the Congres- 
sional districts of Tennessee for the members of this House, beautifully 
illustrates my position that in this House Democrats represent the 
blackest sections and the Republicans the whitest sections of the South. 
The whiter the vote the larger the Republican majority. Of theStates 
once cursed with human slavery, West Virginia, the whitest region, 
has just become Republican. Old Virginia, with an enormous influx 
of white immigration, is with increasing whiteness fast becoming a Re- 
publican State. Missouri and Maryland, the next whitest slave States, 
are advancing to Republicanism. In Maryland where the percentage 
of black vote is greatest, in the First Congressional district, my Demo- 
cratic colleague, Mr. GIBSON, represents 55,149 blacks and 96,870 
whites. I, a Republican, represent 21,397 blacks and 142,591 whites, 
according to the last census, while my Democratic colleague, Mr. Comp- 
TON, represents all the counties in Maryland wherein the black popu- 
lation outnumbers the white. 

After two decades this is a startling result. The centers of white 
population in the South have accepted negro suffrage in good faith. 

In the Black belt black suffrage has failed and white Democracy is 
supreme. In the whiter portions of the South and border the Repub- 
lican party prevails, and the black man votes and is counted. 

The progressive white people of the Virginias, Maryland, North Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Missouri look to the Republican party 


to continue the protective tariff, to take off the internal taxes on agri- 
culture, and to grant national aid to the illiterates in separate schools 
for whites and blacks. : 

As in the early days of the last war the border States, with a loyal 
sentiment dominant in the white sections, turned the tide in favor of the 
Union, so the border States to-day, where the white sections are the 
Republican strongholds, may once more turn the scale in favor of con- 
stitutional laws to afford the nation pure Congressional elections, free 
alike from bribery and intimidation. [Applause. ] 


TABLE No. 1.—Population of Tennessee in the several Congressional dis- 
tricts by race and by voting age (from the Tenth Census) compared with 
the vote for the members of the Fiftieth Congress. 


1 33, 565 
2 30, 189 
3 31,843 
4 31, 132 
5 82, 602 
6 38, 570. 
7 81,477 
8 31,168 
9 33, 904 
10 35, 849 


TABLE No. 2,—Numerical gain and the gain per cent. of each race in the 
old slave States from 1870 to 1880. 


712, 089 830, 858 
678, 470 867, 242 
289, 667 391,105 
638, 926 816, 906 
96, 057 142, 605 
521, 334 662, 185 
382, 896 479, 393 
362, 065 s, 


COLORED. 
Virginia 512,841 631,616} 118,775 23.1 
North Carolina... 391, 654 531, 139, 35.6 
South Carolina 415,814 604, 188,518 45. L 
Bis 545, 142 725. 133 179, 991 32.8 
Florida... 91, 689 126, 690 35, 001 33.0 
Alabama. 475,510 600, 103 124, 593 26.2 
Mississippi 444,201 650, 291 206, 090 46.3 
nisiana... 364, 210 483, 655 119, 455 32.8 
TOO MEST BANESE 3,241,057 | 4,353,097 1,112, 010 | 34.3 
TABLE No. 3.—The Black belt. 
[Census 1880.) 
Total po 
States. elation. 


9, 053, 610 | 4, O89, 253 


TABLE No. 4.—Population of Alabama in the several Congressional dis- 
tricts by race and by voting age. 


[From the Tenth Census.] 


Demo- 
cratie 
vote. 


Repub- 
lican 
vote, 


White. 


Cobb (D)...... 
Bankhead (D). 
Forney (D)..... 
Wheeler (D) 
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* Independent vote, 2,519. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to occupy the time of this 
House for a brief period in considering the question to be voted upon 
to-morrow or next day. This district, it is claimed by gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House, was, by the Legislature of South Carolina, 
set apart and consecrated to the Republican party because it was certi- 
fied as containing a greater number of colored voters than other dis- 
tricts in that State. Ifis an assumption of the Republican members 
here that they have a proprietary interest in the votes of the colored 
votersat the South. It was coupled in the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] with something in the nature of an ad- 
mission that the colored voters everywhere throughout the whole coun- 
try, in the North as well as in the South, vote solidly the Republican 
ticket. While Iam not prepared to accept that admission as true, 
Iam ready just now to make a remark or two upon the effect of the 
admission, 

It is an admission that the Republican party elected its President at 
the recent election by virtue of the negro vote of this country. It is 
an admission that the great State of Ohio would be Democratic if it 
were not for the negro voters therein; that the great State of New York 
would cast its electoral vote for Grover Cleveland if it were not for the 
negro votes therein; that the State of Indiana and other States which 
I might name would all be Democratic if it were not for the ascendency 
given the Republicans by the negro voters who hold the balance of 
power in these States. And in this connection I have a suggestion to 
make to our friends upon the other side who are so solicitous that that 
element should be properly recognized and represented in the govern- 
ment of this country. I have not ventured up to this time, upon any 
occasion, to indulge in cabinet-making, but as the admission is made 
by gentlemen on the other side that the Republican party owes its 
coming ascendency to the negro vote in the North, I suggest that here 
is a proper opportunity for you gentleman to recognize that vote, I 
suggest that gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber unite in rec- 
ommending to President Harrison, Robert Smalls for a position in his 
Cabinet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. We might do worse than that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know you might do worse than that. He 
might perhaps find a congenial spirit there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We might take the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Which one? The map presented here of the 
district that is under discussion has been remarked upon as an illus- 
tration of the unfairness of the districting in the State of South Caro- 
lina. If gentlemen will observe, the county of Charleston is repre- 
sented on that map. It is within the pink line which runs along the 
seaboard, and joins cornering with the other pink portion of the map. 
The two blue portions also corner in Charleston Bay. Why, gentlemen 
of the House, we have had such things before. Yea, we have had even 
worse things. When the Republicans had control of the State they 
made a district which was separated in parts by whole counties. 

‘The county of Richland was thus separated from the rest of the dis- 
trict, of which it composed a part, by the counties of Fairfield and Lex- 
ington. 

There is scarcely a State in the North in which the same abuse has 
not been perpetrated by the Republican PB ped A few years ago we 
had in the State of Ohio what was called the Shoestring district, no 
county of it lying side by side with any other, the district stretching 
across the State, the counties just joining at the corners or by small 
portions. I am informed that one of the ablest representatives upon 
this floor from the State of Iowa represents a district which stretches 
nearly across the State, and which was made on purpose that he might 
have a sure and safe district. These districts, however, and this ques- 
tion of districting, have very little to do, itseems to me, with the real 
question before this House. On page 71 of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Elections, in that portion of the report which is called the mi- 
nority report, gentlemen will find a recapitulation of the vote at the 
different precincts. : 

On page 36 of the report is found a similar recapitulation by a ma- 
jority of the committee. Both the majority and the minority start 
from a given point of agreement, as it were, that point being the num- 
ber of votes assigned to each candi@ate by the final canvassing board. 
I wish to take up these precincts and deal with them separately and to 
give hastily the reasons that have actuated mein the course that I 
take with regard to this election contest. When I first heard the argu- 
ment of counsel, when the facts were first presented to me in the body of 
the committee, it was a question with me whether or not there had been 
a fair election in this district. I therefore took up each one of the 
precincts in its order, went through its history carefully, and applied, 
to the best of my ability, my knowledge of the law to the evidence in 
reference to such precinct, to see where it would lead me, without re- 
gard to the result. If I had time, and it would take about as much 
time as the chairman occupied in his opening speech, I should like to 

over the whole of these precincts and take them up separately as I 

id for my own satisfaction, and present them to the House, but I have 
not time. I will therefore content myself with going over this table, 
which is found on page 71. z 

Voters refused registration, intending to vote for Robert Smalls, 22. 

I say to this House that in each case the judgment of the canvassing 
board that rejected these voters seems to me to be fair and just, with 


the exception of four. In only four cases did it occur to me that their 
ruling was arbitrary and senseless and ought to be overruled. But 
that is a small number, and I have not dwelt uponit. I might be 
willing to admit that the whole of the 22 should be counted; yet if 
would not change the result; it would simply reduce the majority 
for Mr. Elliott. 

I shall pass over for the present the next two precincts and come to 
Sandy Island precinct, Georgetown County. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentlemana question? 
Supposing registration were improperly disallowed, do you hold that 
the votes should be counted for the candidate for whom the parties say 
they would have cast their votes? 

hom OUTHWAITE. I hold that if the vote was rejected improp- 
erly —— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Butif they were not registered and 
therefore could not properly apply to vote? 

R Mr. OUTHWAITE. Registration is a prerequisite to voting in this 
tate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well. Now, if the registration 
was even improperly refused, do you hold that the votes ought to be 
allowed ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isaid that I might be willing to count those; 
the number is so small that it makes no difference in the general result. 
I have not said anything about the law. I have said that as a matter 
of equity or fairness I might be willing to bave them counted. 

Mr. OATES. If a person entitled to registration is improperly re- 
fused registration, can he not compel the registering officer to allow 
him to register? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Hecan. I take next Sandy Island precinct, 
Georgetown County; but that is disposed of in a very few words. 
There was no notice of this precinct in the notice of the contestant, or 
rat .er if it was mentioned at one time it was agreed that that subject 
should not be considered. Why should the minority of the committee 
consider and report upon it here and claim the number of votes from 
that precinct when it was agreed, ata time when the contestee might 
otherwise have desired to take testimony upon the subject, that it 
should not be considered ? 

As to Cedar Creek precinct, Georgetown County, and as to Grier pre- 
cinct, Georgetown County, and as to Adams Run precinct, Colleton 
County, and Fort Motte precinct, Orangeburgh County, the majority 
of the committee have agreed that they should be counted. Two of 
them were rejected, the ballot-boxes having been spirited away, one 
apparently, and the other having been carelessly sent up and refused ta 
be received because it came in the hands of an unauthorized person. 
All four of these precincts, when under consideration by the county 
canvassers, were rejected upon the motion of the Republican member of 
that county board, he taking the view of the law which was finally 
taken by the superior canvassing board. 

It might be well to say just here of this law, attacked so vigorously 
and criticised so severely, that I understand it is a remnant of Repub- 
lican rule in South Carolina; that most of this law was enacted by the 
Republican party when they had the ascendency there. If the Democ- 
racy insubsequent years had changed it, you would have heard through- 
out the North—perhaps not in the South, but throughout the North— 
the declaration that the Democrats of South Carolina were destroying 
one of the fruits of the war, were destroying the valuable registration 
and election law which the Republicans had granted to that State. 

There are two other precincts that come now under our observation— 
Gadsden precinct and Santee precinct. These precincts were those at 
which regularly authorized manageri did not appear or did not par- 
ticipate in holding the elections. It is claimed that this absence of the 
managers or this failure of the managers to appear and conduct the 
election was the result of a conspiracy. 

There is no evidence to sustain any such proposition. On the con- 
trary, it is shown in the evidence that the contestee himself made vig- 
orous efforts to have managers appointed, to have elections conducted 
at every precinct throughout that district; that he took unusual in- 
terest in this matter; that he visited the officials and insisted upon 
their making proper preparation to hold the election, and that the 
officer to whom was assigned the duty of providing for these precincts 
went to extraordinary effort in order to have managers at Gadsden pre- 
cinct, even offered persons money if they would go down and attend to 
holding the election there—offered the inducement of ed aed to men 
if they would act as managers. Gentlemen across the aisle sneer at 
the idea that two of the men refused because of their business and yet 
appeared at the State polls afterwards during the day. These gentle- 
men did not testify that they declined because they were too busy; 
they did not testify that they declined because it would take them 
away trom their business; but they declined for the reason that if they- 
were officers in that particular district they might be ostracized and 
their business interfered with because of that fact, or that they might 
be brought into trouble or distress, and perhaps be assaulted because 
of their action. They had in their minds the case of Dr. White at a 
preceding election, who, as the testimony shows, for no reason in the 
world except that he acted as a manager, was assaulted and brutally 
beaten, and came within a very little of losing his life. 

While on this subject I may mention that one of the officers at this 
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election—one who served at Brick Church, Beaufort County—when he 
made his appearance in public was threatened with beingmobbed. A 
man who had been present at the election and had attempted to put 
his ticket in without showing his registration certificate, said: 

me, is the man who made me show wy registration certificate; let us kill 


And other gentlemen testified the stores of Democrats had been 
threatened to be burned. 

In Santee the alleged election was held out in the fields; begun two 
or three hours after the time when the law provided it should be be- 
gun; conducted byno sworn officer; conducted by men without author- 
ity of law and unsworn; conducted in such a manner that twenty-five 
men voted who were not istered at all and thirty-four who were 
illegal voters. The returns from this precinct were not certified to in 
the proper way. In some other respects this election was performed 
without the usual safeguards; the election law of South Carolina has 
some safeguards which are n there, whichare being adopted in 
other communities, as in the State of Ohio. A portion of space shall 
be railed off before the polls, in which the voter shall have an oppor- 
tunity to be entirely by himself before he casts his ballot; in which 
the voter shall have the opportunity if he chooses to change the ballot 
which has been forced upon him as he goes-to the voting-place and put 
in another; in which the voter may have time to reflect, to consider; 
in which the voter shall be free of every manner of intimidation or 
threatening. 

Nothing of this kind was established at either of these precincts— 
no such space railed off. This election held out in an open field, as if 
men gather at a base-ball game, and said what the vote should be, and 
sent some note of it down to the county canvassers, could not surely 
be valid under the law. 

The precincts of Pocotaligo and Green Pond and Providence, in the 
ballot-boxes of which there was found to be a surplus of ballots, and 
which surplus was disposed of in strict conformity to the law, come 
next. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House say the managers were all 
Democrats. The people who were in the room in one instance were 
Democrats. There was no exclusion when the counting came on, for 
the son-in-law of Mr. Smalls was there when the surplus was discov- 
ered. As was said by the chairman of the committee, each voter is re- 
quired to deposit his own ballot. 

There is no evidence which tends to show in the slightest way that 
any officer of the election had anything to do with putting in the sur- 
plus ballots. The surplus ballots could not have been putin by the 
officers without all conspiring to do so, and the probability is the sur- 
plus ballots were not put in by the officers. You who claim the con- 
trary would have to assume that every one of these election officers 
stood there violating their oaths, committing perjury, and rendering 
themselves liable to civil actions and criminal punishments. 

There does not seem to have been any corrupting influence in the air 
in favor of the contestee as against the contestant. There is not a 
syllable of testimony in all this record which points to him in the re- 
motest way as being guilty of bribery, fraud, or corruption, directly 
or indirectly. Nota syllable of testimony points to him as anywhere 
seeking his election in any other way than by the full and fair vote of 
the citizens of that district. 

What is the record as to the contestant? Before I get through I will 
show by the evidence the manner in which he obtained his nomina- 
tion, which was by fraud and bribery, and the manner in which he 
brought out and used every evil means to secure his own election. 

But now to consider further these three precincts. When the con- 
testant makes up his case he has not brought in the returns which were 
sent up to the canvassing officers. Nor does he bring in the report of 
the action of the canvassing officers. The contestant in other cases, 
where he seemed to have some ground to stand upon, brought into the 
record the returns certified and properly, and not only the returns cer- 
tified properly, but the action of the county canvassers, the resolutions 
which they passed, the disposition which they made of the vote of the 
precinct, showing whether the vote of that precinct was counted or 
not, and if counted, for whom. 

Now I say to gentlemen on the other side, members of this Com- 
mittee on Elections, can you point to any testimony which shows 
whether these precincts were counted for or against the contestant? 
Can you point to any evidence that shows they are not included in the 
count as made up? 

I have been unable, sir, to find any testimony whatever that would 
show whether the total votes of the two or three districts wereincluded 
in the vote as made up, or whether they were rejected, and I do not 
believe that any such testimony exists in the record. I think, there- 
fore, it is asking a very great deal of this House that it shall assume 
they were not counted, and therefore add to the votes of the contest- 
ant, as claimed by gentlemen upon the other side, such portion as the 
contestant assumes he ought to have and such votes as he assumes the 
contestee might have. 

Thave now disposed of all the precincts except two, Brick Church, in 
Beaufort County, and Brick Episcopal Church, in Berkeley County, I 
will take the latter first. This is the precinct in which the gentleman 


said that Mount Pleasant was situated, and that, therefore, a copy of 
the registration of that precinct should have been sent to Brick Episco- 
pal Church, Berkeley County. Now the facts are that the people in 
Mount Pleasant do not vote at Brick Church for Congressman. + Mount 
Pleasant is a precinct composed of the town of Mount Pleasant and some 
territory adjacent to it for Congressional and State purposes—for State 
purposes a greater area than for the other. 

Mr. ROWELL. Let me ask my colleague, does not every man who 
votes at Brick Church for Federal officers vote at the Mount Pleasant 
precinct for State officers ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is true, and I have not said anything to 
the contrary. But every man who votes at Mount Pleasant for State 
officers does not vote there for Con man. 

Mr. ROWELL. Some of DarGAn’s vote was from there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; you are mistaken about that; these who 
lived within the town vote in the town for State officers as well, but 
those who live out of the town go to the Brick Church to vote for Con- 
gressman and Federal officers. 

This, Mr. Speaker, I say, was a new precinct created by law recently 
for Federal election purposes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Do you believe that the voters who voted at Brick 
Episcopal Church ought to be excluded because they did not have adu- 
plicate register ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe they ought to be excluded, not because 
they had not a duplicate register, but because they had no certificates, 
There were no registration books there. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But is it not true that at Mount Pleasant they 
voted for State officers and at Brick Church for Congressman ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They voted at Mount Pleasant as they were en- 
titled to vote, being registered in that precinct, for State officers, but 
the new precinct being created, the law of South Carolina did not pro- 
vide or does not provide for a copy of the voters’ register being sent to 
the new precinct. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Does the law provide that where a man is to vote 
at one precinct for State officers but at another for Federal officers that 
he must have duplicate registration papers ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It provides that when a new precinct has been 
opened or erected by law the registered voter must himself appear and 
request to have his name put upon the registration list for that pre- 
cinct. 

Mr. ROWELL. Was there anew precinct established, or a new vot- 
ing district created, of a part of the Mount Pleasant precinct for the 
Congressional election ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was a new precinct for the Federal elec- 


tion. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is there any possibility under the law of South Car- 
olina to create a precinct for Federal elections? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, thatis just what was done, and was done 
by the law of South Carolina, as I understand it. 

Mr. ROWELL. Not by the law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, by the law. I will not stop to read the 
law, but the requirements were as I have stated. 

In this case at Brick Church, as I have said, those who desired to 
vote were not registered. Gentlemen may complain of the registration 
law. It was bequeathed by the Republican party when they were in 
power in the State. That kind of a population is a population that 
can easily evade election laws. I do not assume that they are any 
better or worse than people generally; I do not assume that they are 
more likely to ‘‘ repeat” than other people; but I do say that a rigid 
registration law was necessary to prevent the possibility of their re- 
peating without detection. 

Ido not complain of the makers of such laws. Registration and 
location of voters prevent fraud. 

It is almost impossible for any one seeing a large number of these 
men together to recognize any one of that number next day should he 
meet him. That is the simple fact, without any disrespect for the peo- 
ple; a fact with which everybody who has had any experience will 


Now, as to the vote at the Brick Church, in Beaufort County. Gen- 
tlemen have said here upon the floor that the managers of the election 
had testified that was a fair and quiet election and that there was no 
intimidation at that election. I take issue right there with the gen- 
tlemen who make thatstatement. I say that the testimony shows that 
the conduct of the election was so interfered with that it was neces- 
sary to suspend the election two or three times during the day. This 
is the election precinct in which a voter quarreled with the managers 
for refusing to permit him to vote without presenting his registration 
certificate; this is the precinct at which one of the managers was com- 
pelled to go out and quiet the crowd so as to enable the election to pro- 
ceed; this is the precinct at which gathered a mob of women, brought 
there by the appeals of the contestant, for the purpose of whipping any 
colored man who voted for the Democratic nominee; this is the pre- 
cinct in the immediate vicinity of which a club was organized, a Dem- 
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ocratic colored club. At Ladies’ Island there wasa colored club, and 
at St. Helena Island there was another club of Democratic colored 
‘voters. The minority of the committee sneeringly allude to three men 
being chased by women. The contestant, describing the same event in 
his speech, said: 

I saw forty men from Ladies’ Island marching in s Democratic club, and Iwas 
ashamed of them, But they were brick-batted, so that they had to get down and 
cross the ferry at night-time. 

This is the precinct in which men’s houses were shot at because they 
were Democrats. This is the precinct in which a reign of terror pre- 
vailed to such an extent as would have justified the casting out of the 
we if it bad been cast for Mr. Eliott, for similar bulldozing upon 

e 

I will give you some of the testimony as to that particular precinct, 
but before I do that I want to present to this House Mr. Smalls, the 
contestant, as he appeared to his own poopie. I will not go into a dis- 
cussion of the question as to whether he was guilty of bribery or not. 
I am not going to dwell upon that for an instant. When the gentle- 
mamn from Illinois says that he was convicted upon the uncorroborated 
testimony of an accomplice, I simply say that the cashier of the bank 
at which this $5,000 check was deposited appeared in court and testi- 
fied, and with his book there showed that Mr. Smalls did deposit the 
$5,000 about the date that this accomplice testified he had received it, 
and that a memorandum had been made in that bank-book that it was to 
becharged to the account of Woodruff, the briber. The possession ofthe 
$5,000 by Smalls at that time has never been accounted for in any other 
way. Why has he not at least attem to do so? 

The House will please bear in mind that it is claimed that because 
this is a large negro district, therefore it is a large Smalls district. I 
wish to show that his glory had departed even among his own kith and 
kin and fellow-citizens. I will not read much of the testimony, but 
the testimony goes to show distinctly that there was a bitter contest in 
his own party againsthim. There were others there who felt that they 
ought to come here. There were some who felt that Mr. Smalls ought 
no to come here, because of his position on the Freedman’s Bank 
matter, and because for other reasons pertaining to his course they were 
dissatisfied. Butthe great objection which they had to him was that he 
was a convicted felon. ‘‘Oh, but,” say gentlemen advocating his case, 
“the had been elected to Congress two or three times after that event;’’ 
as if an election to Congress washed the sins away from all. 

The poopie down there had not had this subject brought to their at- 
tention. It had not been discussed before them. This was the first 
time that it was brought before them, and it wa’ brought before them 
not by white Democrats, because if it had been brought to their atten- 
tion only by white Democrats it might not have been accepted by them; 
they would not have been so likely to consider it; but it was brought 
to their attention by many of the colored leaders; by men i 

rty affairs; by men who were determined to defeat this man and who 
Pad the confidence of the people. They broughtit to the attention of 
the people quite frequently. 

Let us see how he received his nomination, If he received his nomi- 
nation by force, or by fraud, or by bulldozing, it will go to show why 
it was—for that question was asked by gentlemen on the other side— 
why it was that 25,000 negroes did not vote for him. ‘Take the whole 
vote that he claims to have in the district, and still it is short about 
25,000 negro voters. This fact may be worth considering by those 

tlemen upon the other side who so frequently repeat that mem- 

upon this side of the House from the South appear here with such 

a 1 number of votes. The negroes are not, unless specially in- 
terested in the election, in the habit of turning out at the polls. 

But as to the manner of his nomination. A gentleman testifies who 
is described as a Republican from the State of Maine, down there man- 

ing some works in which he has several hundred men in his employ. 
nAaR that he was at one of the prim :ry meetings in which this man 
Smalls was seeking his nomination, wnich ended in a quarrel— 

And after I had left, not before, after a of the colored 
had left, then these (Smalls’s) delegates Ea lane spe ai 


Mr. ROWELL. “After I had left I heard’’—is. that good evi- 


denee? 
k = OUTHWAITE. Wait and I will show what was done before 
e left: 


W.H. Thompson, a colored man, who has been a leading Republican since the 
“reconstruction” period; who was inspector of customs under the Republican 
collector and turned out by his Democratic successor; who was Republican 
county chairman of Charleston County in 1872; member of the State executive 
committee from 1878 to 1880; Republican county chairman for Berkeley County 
from 1884 to 1886,and Republican Congressional county chairman for the last 
campaign, testifies (pages 630-635), among other things, as follows: 

“O 12. Did you support the Republican nominee for Congress during that 
campaign? T 

m 
“Q.13. Will p. state the reasons why you did not? 
“A. Because I believed that the so-called Republican nominee was improp- 


erly nominated, 

Q. 14. In what way was heim) y nominated? And please state fully 

derations which ope: upon you and Induced you to withhold 
your support from him. 

onal convention from. 

publicans 


“A. use the delegatesthat were seated in 


Congressi 
Berkeley County were not entitled to their seats. See pira 
Gd tin ALA wank Goaonen SEE hans he Sains from W: 


n. 


When he came home he said tome, ‘I understand that you are going to oppose 
me.’ My answer to him was, ‘It will depend upon what you willdo to cause 
me to come out actively in opposition to you.’ He then struck nis right-hand 
pocket and said, ‘A fat dog can always beata lean one.’ This statement was 


made in bevel ginger nay of adozen or more of the precinct chairmen, who were 
then opp to him. The first meeting we had to elect delegates to county 
convention after that declaration was at St. Andrew’s, at which place a precinct 
ehairman was to be elected to fill a vacancy caused by the death of the former 
one, I presided at the meeting for the election of delegate to the county Con- 
greesional convention at the suggestion of General Smalls, as Con, 

county chairman, he claiming that Ostendorff had no juisdiction. When the 
delegates were elected (and they were all elected against him), then he infu- 
riated the people, and demanded and told them to demand that Ostendorf go 
back on the stand and order an election for another preeinetchairman. Osten- 
dorff refused,stating that he hadalready declared one preeinet chairman elected, 
Upon that General Smalls said, * By God, kill him, and don’t let him leave this 
ground until he does call this m ing toorder.’ Ostendorff said, ‘I had better 
go back to save myself from bodily harm,’ and upon that he did call the meet- 
me to order, and people that remained there voted for another precinct 
rman, 


That was the way Mr. Smalls began his canvass in that campaign. 
Another man named Smalls testifies on that subject in about the same 
way, showing that Mr. Smalls was not the choice of his own people, 
and there is other testimony which corroborates that proposition, 

Mr. Sawtelle again testifies as follows: 


Q. Did you or did you not hear any speeches by Republicans on the day that 
ibat menan was balay z ira a 


A. Idid. 
Q. What did you hear; did you or did you nothear any charge made against 


Smalls by ublicans? 
A, I did; I heard him charged as a bribe-taker and a convicted felon. 
Q. Was Smalls present? 
A. He 
Q. Who made the charge? 
A. Aman named Brown, 
Q. Was Brown a white or a colored man? 
A. He was a colored man 


SDa or did not Smalls say anything in regard to the charge; and if so, 
w 


to. 
A. He said he did not know what Smalls’s bullies might do, 


William H. Thompson says that Smalls was charged with derelic- 
tion of duty and with being absolutely unfit to represent his people in 
Congress; also that he was charged with being “a convicted felon ’’ and 
“a bribe-taker.’’ 

I will read again from this testimony: 


Q. Colonel Elliott says, in the twelfth h of his answer, that the fact 
that Sesalle ad been onnvicted of miig a brite had bean made an bane Tn the 
cam gn., 

A. That is a fact. 


He alsosays that this gave him the support of a large number of supporters 
of Smalls’s political party, 

A, It certainly did carry a great many Republicans to Colonel Elliott. 

J. C. Mardenborough testified that they op him ‘‘ principally 
because of his conviction of accepting a bribe.” The people (he said) 
are becoming more enlightened; consequently, more sensible. C. B. 
Smalls, a colored man, testifies to the fact that Robert Smalls was un- 
poyon among his people and was not their choice, 

now call attention to another matter which may throw some light 
upon the question of who it was that stuffed the ballot-boxes. Mr. 
Sawtelle testified as follows: 

Q Did or did you not have any conversation with Smalls prior to the election 
in regara to the probable result? State what. 

A, I did; I hada conversation with him in regard to Bowen getting the nom- 
ination; he said Bowen had not money enough, but he had money enough to 
carry him through. 

Again, Mr. W. H. Thompson testifies: 


Q. In what way was he improperly nominated? And please state fully all the 
Siuenacesty vema Jenas operated upon you and induced you to withhold your 
suppo: m'him, 

Pe Because the delegates that were seated in Cangressional convention from 
Berkeley County were not entitled to their seats. 


These were the delegates. that were elected after others had been 
elected by a full convention, and after the majority had gone out. 
Smalls, by threats and intimidation, had compelled the chairman to 
go back and call the meeting to order again. This witness further 
says: 

A mi ty of the ublicans of the district posed to Smalls w 
came cen ied Teen oparoa When he ‘Guna hover ea es me, n, I re 
stand that you are going to oppose me.” My answer to him was, “It will de- 
pend on what you will do to cause me to come out actively in opposition to 
rafi He then struck his right-hand pocket and said, “A fat dog can always 

a lean one.” 

Until I read this testimony I had an idea that a Senator from ‘‘a 
State which never sent a Democratie Representative to Congress’? was 
the originator of that use of the word ‘*fat,’? when he proposed to ‘‘ fry 
the fat’? out of the large manufacturers (who, as he said, received the 
chief benefit of the protective tariff) in order to carry on the recent 
cam , but I see now that the credit of originating it belongs te 
South Porcine. [Laughter. ] 

But F must briefly consider Brick Church, Beaufort County. The 
question is, were the colored men so intimidated at this precinct that 
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we are justified in throwing it ont? On the subject of intimidation 
in the district, first, I refer again to Mr. Sawtelle’s testimony: 
Q. OT er a not know of any colored men who desired to support 
the last election? And, if so, state what number 
A. There were several, and | know of five. 
Do you or do you not know if any were prevented from supporting Colo- 


Q. 
nel Elliott? 
A. They were nted through fear of the other colored people. 
@ How many DIEAS aa PIATE DERART 
. From three to five hundred. 
$ Did all of Pol dona hands go to vote on election day? 


ry Did or did not as many of your hands vote on election day as at previous 
arrra to.) 

ot 

Q. State the difference in the number of your hands voting at the last election 
and the previous elections as nearly as you can. 


A. At previous elections all voters went to the polls; at the last election there 
were very few; I do not think more than ten went, 


Ten out of three to five hundred were all that went to the polls at 
that district. How can you account for this Jack of interest? They 
were all opposed to Smalls in that precinct; that is the testimony. 
That, however, is not the precinct I have under consideration. I have 
introduced it to show that this intimidation was general. I will now 
come to the immediate vicinity. J.C. Mardenborough testifies that he 
heard Smalls speak on St. Helena Island: 


Ou St. Helena Island I heard him speak. There were a number of peo- 
present, a great many of whom were women—a feature of Republican meet- 
On that island there exists a Democratic clnb, consisting mainly of col- 
ored young men. Thisclub, in 1836, assumed considerable proportions, so much 
sgo that the Republican leaders became alarmed, and held frequent meetings 
there, when in Dnon ear they did not have more than one asa rule, At 
one of these m malls, addressing the old people, told them that their 
sons were bei pen oy in voting against him, and told hem that the land they 
owned was sold to them by the Republican party; that the Bins neg oer party 
was their friend, and so was he; that their sons had joined Demoeratie 
party, who were ‘not their friends. as they knew from years of 
them ‘of the time when they bad masters; told them of the who did own 
the lands upon which they live; of bad treatment; of children 
their mothers, and of scars upon their backs. Th: iese things are 
stir up women. He told them if their sons voted fora Democrat to put them off 
their lands; told women to see that their husbands and sons voted for him; to 
be at the polls on election day and see that they voted the Repu! ubliean ticket. 


ean 

In pursuance of this advice of Smalls he says that a large number 
of colored women were within 300 feet of the polls, armed*with sticks 
and bludgeons to prevent men from voting the Democratic ticket. I 
would like to see some members of this committee who sneer at men 
being run by colored ee would like to see them pursued by a 
crowd of that kind. would make the liveliest time Santee 
ever made in their verlag Laughter. ] 

Let me next refer to the testimony of E. M. Whaley: 


Q. How many persons did you see come in with the Republican ticket and 
then vote the Democratic ticket? 
g Pp hieaiora 
ou name any? 
= Tae ne to name them, because some of them asked me not to say that 
they did it, because it would hurt them with their associates. 


A good deal of testimony has been read as to intimidation, and it is 
well that members, if they have the time, should look at that testimony 
for themselves. An attempt has been made to create the impression 
that there was no intimidation because there was no actual killing of 
anybody on election day. I will again read from the testimony of Mr. 
Sawtelle, on page 15 of the report: 


& a Have you witnessed elections in your neighborhood in past years? 

Q 28. Do you or do you not know anything of the means used by colored Re 
publicans to make colored voters vote? 

A. Up to the last election every voter had to go to vote or be whipped by the 
women, 

. s * > a 

Q. 40. From your observation and EE S E 
you or do you not re it safe for a colored es to vote the Democratic ticket 
“Tao not Republicans are in the majority ? 

” 41. Give your reasons for your opinion. 
z T think thoy would mob him, if not kill him. 
Q. 42. Have you or have you not ever voted the Democratic ticket? 
AI a eE ies lng hos py iyo oe nd eo 
* * 
T "Have you cae eitaaandl age olaia ok the North? 
veral. 

Q. 52. Have you or have you not ever seen the same means pees to keep 
voters within party lines as you have seen adopted by colored Republicans to 
mere uaus Soe within the Republican lines in this State? 

never have. 


Now, I will ask your attention to the testimony of Emanuel Haynes. 


Before election the colored Democrats on Ladies’ Island were treated shame- 
fully ASA the Republicans. They were abused in public, and were threatened to 
be killed out beeause they were Democrats. Witness was threatened to be killed 
three or four times by Larry Green, cousin of Samuel Green, who fired off his 
pistol four times in witness's presence, and other times at his house repeatedly. 
At the polis the Democrats were told not to let 6 o'clock catch them there; and 
Larry Green fired off Mo istol and said, “ Look out, Democrats,” 

Home Democrats to leave the island, and wituess is constantly ex- 
Suating toute, and belienan ine will hams AIORA tie olor. 

Witness gives the names of nine men; all Solorens aes extagen to vote for 
contestee, t would not on account of threats, the people had their free 


will contestee would have the poll. 


Another one of these witnesses says that if the people had had their © 


the leading Republicans? 


free will at this poll the contestee would have had 300 majority; that 
was his view of the situation. This same Emanuel Haynes, aiter tes- 
tifying, was intimidated or attempted to be intimidated. He was as- 
sailed by some of the friends of the contestant, who threatened to break 
his neck because ot his testimony. Aaron Alston testifies: 


Resided on Ladies’ Island. Was a member of the Ladies’ Island Democratic 
Club, and wes at the mass meeting at Beaufort. Describes peiting of the club 
with brick-bats. During the campaign-witness’s life was threatened 
he was a Democrat. He had charge of a Sabbath school, and was told that “no 
Democratic nigger should teach our children.” The school was broken up on 
this a They threatened to kick the Democrats outof thechurer. There 
was a club of women organi to prevent Democrats from voting, and Samuel 
Green and other leaders told the women not to let the Democrats come in their 
houses. On n day James Green, brother of Samuel Green, tried to make 
a fuss with a Democrat named Devereaux, and witness had to drive Devereaux 
off in his buggy to prevont a row. They meta large crowd of women on the 
road, at Samuel Green’s house, armed with canes and sticks. Witness’s horse 

was caught by the bridle and jerked about because he was driving a Democrat, 
were threatened during the day. Many men who a erp to vote 


the Democratic were afraid tode so on account of cularly of 
Samuel Green. 
Robert Houston testifies that— 
On election day there were a great many women on the zoyi apea 
speech to turn 


threatening to mob the Democrats, Contestant told them in his 
witness out of the church if he voted the Dem ticket. 
William Lockwood testifies that he— 


Attended a meeting held by neg Tet Sage on Ladies’ Island day before the elec- 
tion; many women were there, all with sticks. They said they hadthem to kill 
Democratie dogs. Mr. Elliott was to speak on ee ane AT 
women said he should not pass them. Contestant spoke at the meeting. 
that any woman married to a Democrat, she must kick cee cera 

Tom Bonner (page 558), colored; age about forty-two: 


Lives on Ladies’ Island. During the campaign there were many threats 
Republicans of killing and whipping Democrats. Jack Jobnson, a prominent 
Republican and delegate to the convention, said the Republicans intended to 
carry the island or kill the last damn man onit. On election day the women 
behaved just like they intended to fight a battle, according to the clubs they 
had. They said they romped to kill owt, whip out, and drive out the last man 
that voted the Demoeratie tick ‘The Democrats left the polls early for fear of 


Is not that intimidation? Whoof these timid men would care to 
endanger their lives by going to vote with such threats made by one of 
“Oh,”’ say gentlemen with a sneer, ‘‘if the 
ts were in a large majority why should they have feared in- 
timidation?”” Have they not been talking continually about the Re- 
publicans being in a large majority in the districts of the South and 
yet being intimidated? Is it not possible for an organized force, hav- 
ing in its control erganization and influence, and backed up by a mem- 
ber of Congress inciting them to evil deeds of this kind—is it not pos- 
sible to intimidate men to such a degree that they would rather stay 
at home than go out to vote? 
Felix Bonner testifies: 


He is forty-four years old, and has lived on Ladies’ Island for nine years; be- 
longs to the Ladies’ Island Democratic ClInb, and earried the club flag to a Dem- 


st the 
would have ed the polls. io di wise mane wee at the 
with — iep usingsuch threats as“ We wilt kill you Democrat Pret ree Gt 
“Never d, the roads to one ie 


ill ix to-night.” 
er a nt apapa aA on the day of 


That is another Iesson they had been taught by the member of Con- 
gress from that district. I read further down from the testimony of the 
same witness: 


Q. Was anything said by them why they made tiris attack on ? 
A; After I did nat get out they didn't get hold of mre: See hese words, 


“We intend to kill every ocrat 


A. 
could; I left on Sunday; 
hariak habe teak aeons EÀ Thad to hire two of my friends 


from there. 
BQ, Why could couldn't you go back: were you prevented by anything, or were you 
to 
A. Ary Souoe te for not going back is because I had a doubt; I was afraid of 
being mobbed by the Republican party. 


The next is on page 33 of the report. D. J. Lawrence, colored 
(page 567); forty-one years of age. He was a Union soldier, and there 
were two or three other colored ex-Union soldiers in the list of wit- 
nesses who asserted their manhood to testify in this ease, and his tes- 
timony proves the position we maintain, there was such intimidation 
at Ladies’ Island that at this very precinet there was not a fair elec- 
tion. 

He says: 


Resides at Beaufort; attorney at law; trial justiee for Beaufort Coun’ 
learned to read and write as a slave; was first ——— Company E, Thirty: 
fourth United States Colored Troops ; engaged in severa several battles; was wounded 
twice at the battle of Honey Hil. promoted quartermaster-serreant; honor- 
ably discharged from that regiment and enlisted in Fortieth United States 
peiie after leaving the Army taught school and studied law, and was ad- 
mitted to the bar in South Carolina; have been a Democrat since 1876; attended 
several Republican meetings in Beaufort during last campaiges; was 
and ordered to lenve, as no negro Democrat was allowed there 
Reynolds, Republican State senator, tell the people to go to the pe armed, 
and to go knee-deep in blood, if necessary, to carry the election; heard Joseph 


Robinson, ex-representative, at another meeting, say “that the law allowed 

him to carry arms, and that he would go as far as any man to carry the county 

against the Democrats; heard Robert Smalls, contestant, say in several pub- 

lic hes in Beaufort ‘that any colored woman Haria a Democratic hus- 

pee hoar aig him out of the house, and that they could have his assistance 
oing so. 


Gentlemen say, forsooth, that talk of Smalls had no influence, be- 
cause the women who were married to Democrats did not abandon 
them; that only two did abandon their husbands, but afterwards re- 
turned to them. 

Lawrence goes on further: 


There is no such thing in Beaufort County as a free election and a fair count 
among the Republicans. I have been a Democrat in Charleston County for a 
number of years and voted unmolested; but I am told here in Beaufort County 
that this is a Republican county, and no nigger can vote here forthe Democrats. 
I have a daughter, a young lady, who attends public school in the town of Beau- 
fort. who has been abused more than once on accountof her father being a Dem- 
ocrat, I had to stop her from the school until I saw the principal in reference 
to this matter, I complained to him by letter and havehisreply; not only her, 
but my family, my wife, and myself have been ostracized in the church and so- 
cially, and felt the estrangement keenly, on account of my political views, 


Here was abuse of a young lady because she was the daughter of a 
Democrat. 

W. H. Bartless (page 616); forty-four yearsold. This witness givesa 
description showing a little pleasant amusement indulged in like that 
which was described the other day by the gentleman from Illinois. 


Lives in the town of Beaufort, at Green's Ferry ; isa lumber manufacturer, On 
the 22d of October, 1886, after the Democratic mass meeting in Beaufort, was at 
the saw-mill, near the ferry; heard a great noise in the street leading to the 
ferry, yelling and whooping, so much so that witness left his work and went 
to see what the matter was; saw some colored men running from a crowd of 
oe Shy boys and women who were throwing brickbats at them, One man 
was bleeding from a wound in the head. The air was full of bricks. Some fell 
in the mill-yard; some struck the kitchen across the street; found that the 
men who were being brickbatted were members of the Ladies’ Island colored 
Democratic club. itness (telephoned for the town marshal, who made one or 
two arrests, but did not commit any one, The men went down to th 
and seemed to be very much in| j saw a hack go down there with one 


Beaufort against colored De 
fix them ;’ iaag tat Doe Tay iria ona cs fees bert 

of Samuel Green, runs Green's Ferry. A aian je before the election witness 
was down at the landing; a boat had just pi off; Samuel Green was in it, 


that boat,” meaning colored Democrat. From what 
various times in the town of Beaufort, he would say it required the highest or- 
der of courage in a colored man to vyote the Democratic ticket. 


Parris Sherman (page 619), colored; seventy years of age: 


Resides on St. Helena Island; did not vote at the last election; went to the 
Congressional poll for the ean pin of voting for Mr. Elliott for Congress; did 
not vote because there was such an uproar there, got him so rig Seige he did 
not rey ; heard heap of threatening, and being old thought he had better get 
out ol way. 


A. B. Colonel (page 619), colored; forty-two years old: 


jored Troo 


Repu! 
ticket; C; 
and stru 
threatened 
a great man 
crats would 


William Lockwood (page 558) says: 

What did Smalls say in his speech should be done to the Democrats? 

Py He said that an: = betes that married to a Democratic mau the woman 
must kick him out of the house; and if any man’s daughter married to a Dem- 
ocratic dog they must kick them out, too; ‘cause if we don't both parties will 
lose their vote if we have any row, and after the poll was clo: then they 
could do as they choose, 


8. D. J. Lawrence, on page 568, an ex-Federal soldier, says: 


I heard Mr. Robert Smalls, the contestant, say on more than one occasion in 
a public in Beaufort that any colored woman that hada Democratic hus- 
band, she should put him out ofthe house, and not allow him to come in there 

any means, and could have his assistance, and in consequence of this speech 
I know of several cases where husband and wife have been separated. 


Roland White (page 612), also an ex-Federal soldier, says: 
Q. During the last political campaign did you hear Robert Smalls make a 
speech, at Brick Ch ? 


A. Yes. 

Q. What did he tell the le to do with the Democrats? 

A. Hetoldthe people this: “Who that votes a Democratic ticket the women 
must puthim outand have no use for him, and who votes a Democratic ticket 
votes against his own right. The women must do away with their husbands 
if they vote a Democraticticket.” My wife she left my house forovertwo weeks 
and went to her mother’s house. 


Jack Freeman says (page 625): 


lone! 
congequence 
were kept from voting Democratic ticket; thinks that the Demo- 


Freeman himself A 
him.” id him I considered m; self a negro and not a nigger. He said, “* Y 
a a "I said," You are neither a negro 


George Rivers says (page 376): 
Q. Dia Fon hont Robert Salis maxa any speeches on St, Helena before the 
A. Yes,Ido, 
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Q. What did he say the le ought to do with the men who wanted to vote 
the Democratic ticket? PIENE 

A. Yes, sir; any one who vote the Democratic ticket for Col. William Elliott, 
he was ashamed of them, The other day when he was standing in Beaufort, 
on Bay street, “seen forty mans of Ladies’ Island—I was ashamed of myself- 


coming under a Democratic banner. What use Democrat have fora colored 


man? The Democrat carried them and feed them in Fincken horse stable; the 
lowest place you can imagine; that night half had to take the creek to Sammy 
Green's ferry by the women and boys brickbat them till a constable had to go 
down and protect them; and these few Democrats on St. Helena ought to done 
the same way. to those few Democrats which are on the island.” 


Mr. Smalls was a witness on the, stand, and he did not deny there 
was intimidation. He knows this intimidation continued from the be- 
ginning to the end of the campaign. He did not deny that he was re- 
sponsible for making disturbances, which existed in this precinct, which 
were of such a character as prevented a fair election. ` 

Two witnesses say that they believed Mr. Elliott carried the poll. 
One says he believes he would have had 300 at this poll if it had not 
been for this conduct, which rendered the people excited and turbulent 
and lawless. 

Under these circumstances it seems to me this House would encour- 
age, would be responsible for future bloodshed, possibly, if it permit- 
ted such a precinct under such circumstances to be counted for the con- 
testant. And itis in the testimony that this intimidation prevailed 
on the whole island. Men were driven away; some were assaulted and 
some were threatened to be killed, I agreé with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr, Jounston] that the counting of this ct or the non- 
counting of it should determine the election, and that if counted the 
contestant should have his seat, and if not counted the contestee should 
have the seat. [Applause, ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] `. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that the 
contestant may be allowed to proceed for an hour to address the House 
in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

RESERVATION OF CERTAIN GALLERIES. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent before the con- 
testant proceeds to submit a resolution which it is necessary to adopt 
now. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all of the west gallery, exclusive of l execu- 

be reserved on ierte an February ine HA pa to; ane gal- 

the resolution of the House of February 8, for the admission of 

persons holding tickets issued by the Speaker, as provided for in said resolution, 
and none others shall be admitted on said day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has not provision been already 
made for the seats to be occupied by the holders of tickets? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. For two tickets to each of the members, but 
there are not enough seats provided in the galleries set apart to supply 
those holding tickets. 

Mr. KEAN. It is necessary to adopt this resolution in order that 
a tickets may not be rendercd useless in the hands of those who hold 

em. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I asked because I understood 
provision had been made already for this purpose. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. SMALLS (contestant). Mr. Speaker, [had thought that I would 
not find it necessary to have a word to say in regard to this contested- 
election case. I had felt that the American Congress would try this case 
upon the evidence taken in the Seventh Congressional district in South 
Carolina. But, to my surprise, I find, going entirely outside of the 
question, that I am arraigned here and Hh es on trial for an act said to 
have been committed in 1873 in South Carolina. It is true, sir, that I 
was arrested in that State in 1877, charged by the Democrats of the 
State with receiving a bribe in 1873. This was done after the Demo- 
cratic party had taken charge of State affairs; but the evidence upon 
which this trumped-up charge was brought was that of one Josephus 
Woodruff, who was clerk of the senate and also public printer of that 
State, and who had acknowledged that he bad robbed the State out of 
over $250,000, and had ran away and was brought back from Pennsyl- 
vania by a writ issued on the governor of that State. 

He testified that of twenty checks which he had given to ‘‘ cash ™ or 
to ‘bearer’? one was given to Robert Smalls. Why so? 

Simply because they found that I had deposited in the Banking and 
Trust Company of that State $5,000 on the 18th day of January, 1873. 
But when they went to examine the record they found that the check 
in question was drawn on the 19th day of said month. On = 
the calendar they found that the 19th day of January was Sunday, an 
that if the check was given to me on that day I could not have depos- 
ited until the 20th. 

Mr. Speaker, in the days of slavery there was a law in South Caro- 
lina, I believe, which prevented the negro from having money, but I 
did not know that there was now any restriction, and especially, sir, after 
I had given four years to my country in thewar, doing all that was in 
my power to perpetuate that flag which floats above your head. Is it 
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"because I had taken a steam-boat out of Charleston under the guns 
lof Forts Sumter and Moultrie and surrendered her with all her ammu- 
nition to the Federal Government, and given my service to that Govern- 
‘ment, pointing out the torpedoes laid to destroy the Federal gunboats, 
pointing out the masked batteries and taking the Federal vessel under 
their very guns and driving some of them from their homes that I am 
now to be arraigned and tried on sach a charge? I hope not, gentle- 
men. I hope you will take this case upon the evidence submitted for 
your consideration. 

The gentleman preceding me [Mr. OUTHWAITE] a few moments ago 
said that I was convicted, the testimony being corroborated by the 
cashier ôf the bank. That gentleman is a member of the Committee 
on Elections; but, sir, he could not have read the record in this case. 
The cashier of that bank was a man named Jacobs, who had been 
charged, as the record shows, under four indictments for perjury, and 
had fied the State, and a man by the name of Zealy brought in a lit- 
tle slip of paper, written m pencil, and said it was the handwriting of 
Mr. Jacobs, the cashier of the bank. Mr. Woodruff himself testified 
that he had made arrangeme:ts to borrow money, or had been trying 
to do so, and asked me to loan him $5,000, and that when I brought 
the money to him he had already made the arrangements to get $20,- 
000 from Dr. Nagle. Iam as innocent of that charge, Mr. Speaker, as 
you who sit in that chair, and the House knows well that you are in- 
nocent. 

But, sir, that matter is brought in here. The State of South Caro- 
lina was in the hands of the Democratic party. It has been said that 
Judge Townsend was a Republican. That is the first I have ever 
known of it. He was not elected as a Republican, but as a Democrat, 
from Marlborough County, and to-day stands there as a Democrat. No 
one ever heard of Judge Townsend in the Republican ranks anywhere 
or at any time until now it seems convenient to serve a Democratic 
purpose. 

If any one has, I have not heard of it. It was said again by gentle- 
men on the other side that I was convicted by a jury of colored men or 
Republicans. Mr. Speaker, there were two colored men that might 
have been Republicans on that jury; but every man on that jury had 
been a Democrat and had worked and voted for Wade Hampton. There 
is Jo Taylor. Where is he to-day? Somewhere in Canada. Heisa 
good Democrat; but he stole twenty bales of cotton the other day and 
has now gone somewhere else. [Laughter.] I stand here to-day and 
I say that I am just as innocent of that charge as a child unborn. 

And even if I were guilty, Mr. § er, what has that to do with 
the election in the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina? 
This trial took place in 1877. I was just elected then to the Forty- 
fifth Congress. , Mr. TILLMAN, from the Fifth Congressional district, 
then contested my seat in a Democratic Congress. That contest went 
on to the end, and that Congress took no cognizance of it whatever. 
I ran again for the next Congress. But before I come to that let me say 
that after that trial and after I was arrested I appealed to the supreme 
court of the State. The supreme court held that opinion off over one 
year, as this record will show. After I had run a second time the su- 
preme court rendered a decision sustaining the action of the lower 
court, After that was done, under section 641 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, I took an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, came 
here to Washington, and appeared before that court. This record 
shows it. I went before Chief-Justice Waite, and he granted the ap- 
peal and docketed the case. 

No sooner was this done, and no sooner had I returned to South Car- 
olina than, without a single word from me or a friend of mine, directly 
or indirectly, Governor Simpson, of South Carolina, issued and sent to 
me in Beaufort a pardon which I have here in this paper. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Iat once called a meeting in the town of Beau- 
fort—not such a bulldozing meeting as some gentlemen on this floor 
may imagine; but the people turned out, white and black, and I de- 
nounced Governor Simpson in as strong terms as I was capable of using 
for giving me that pardon pending an appeal to the Supreme Court. 
[Applause on the Republican side] I went to Columbia, where Gov- 
ernor Simpson resided, and there I was serenaded by the people for my 
conduct. There, upon Lady street and Assembly street, I said alla 
man could say against Governor Simpson for doing this pending an ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States, thus depriving me of 
all the right God Almighty gave me, and here I am standing in the 
American Congress, and here distinguished gentlemen, because I was 
deprived of a right belonging to every American citizen in the vindi- 
cation of his character, are trying to prejudice the minds of men on 
that side of the House to vote against me. 

But, Mr. Speaker, a few days after, or a little while after, I had re- 
turned from Washington to South Carolina, Mr. Youmans, the attor- 
ney-general of South Carolina, slips up here to the Supreme Court, 
goes into the court and asks that this case be stricken from the docket, 
'on the ground that it had been adjudicated in the State. I knew 
nothing of this at all until I happened to see a sketch of it in the 
News and Courier, published in Charleston, saying that Mr. Youmans 
jwas in Washi and had made sucha motion. Iat once telegraphed 
ito my lawyer, William A. Cook, in Washington. I did not get an an- 
swer, and I telegraphed to Mr. T. J. Minton: 
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I see by the papers that Youmans was in Washington, and that he has moved 
to strike my case from the docket on account of its being settled by the State. 
Stop it. There isa principle involved. My right is involved. Do what you 
ean to stop it, Please write. 


I got a telegram from Washington in reply stating “‘ it was stricken 
off yesterday.” When I first learned of Youmans’s action I took the 
next train for Washington, and when I got to Charleston I received the 
telegram that had been sent to Beaufort and forwarded to me at Charles- 
ton. 

I came on to Washington, however, and found that Youmans had 
gone and met C. C. Cole, who was then the partner of Mr. Cook, and 
had gone before the Supreme Court. Mr. Cole had said to him that the 
expenses were $125, as I wasinformed. Mr. Youmans paid the $125 
to Mr. Cole, and Mr. Cole went and drew the $125 that I had deposited. 
[Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, these are about the facts in the case 
so far as they go. Governor Simpson knew that he was right. He 
knew there was no evidence against me. Governor Wade Hampton 
told me with his own lips, ‘‘ Smalls, there is nothing against you. We 
are notafter you. We are after these infernal carpet-baggers. Those 
are the men we want to get rid of.” 

It is to be remembered that at the time there were a good many men 
away from South Carolina. They were hunting them everywhere—in ` 
Canada and God knows where. Some of them have neverbeen found. 
Mr. Butler, now the librarian here, who was an officer, had warrants 
for them and went all over the United States hunting them. It must be 
borne in mind that at that time the Democrats of South Carolina were 
prosecating every Republican who had held an office in the State and 
was in office at that time. I stood my ground like a man. I knew 
that I wasinnocent. [Applause.] Governor Simpson, a very few days 
after, knowing I had been unjustly persecuted, and like an honorable 
man endeavoring in some slight degree to repair the wanton outrage, 
issued mea commission as captain of one of the militia companies of the 
State, and in that commission speaks in very commending terms of me, 
and says it was issued for ‘‘meritorious services rendered.” Gentle- 
men, do not think that the governor would have said this if he had be- 
lieved the charge. I do not think he would. 

There was something peculiar in this case. I was arrested in Beau- 
fort and I was brought to Columbia. When I got toColumbia Mr. Wood- 
ruff was not there. I went and saw General Connor, who was then 
the attorney-general. I was in charge of a constable. General Con- 
ner says, ‘‘Smalls, that is all right; you are all right; we know you 
won’t go anywhere.’’ I staid in that town, and I walked it for five 
days before Joe Woodruff was sent for and brought from Charleston. 
When he came he went up to the trial justice’s office, and I gave a 
bond for $5,000 for my appearance, and then came back to Washington 
and took my seat, to which I had been fairly and honorably elected, 
in the Forty-fifth Congress. When the case was called for trial I left 
here and went down and stood my trial like a man. 

But while I was there, before the trial came off, Mr. Cochrane, the 
chairman of this great investigating committee appointed by the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina, said to me, ‘“‘Smalls, you had better resign.” 
“ Resign what?” ‘‘ Resign your seatin Congress.” ‘‘ What,’’ says I, 
“‘ the seat the people elected me to?” ‘‘ Yes; you had better resign, 
because if you don’t they are going to convict you.” Says I, ‘‘I don’t 
believe that, sir. Iam innocent and they can not doit.” ‘‘ Well,” 
said he, ‘‘ bear in mind that these men have got the court, they have 
got the jury, and an indictment is aconviction.’’ I did not believe it, 
but I tell you those gentlemen taught meit wasso. [Laughter.] And 
itwasso. [Renewed laughter.] Iwassought by another gentleman, a 
gentleman from Aiken County, Mr. Drayton, the editor of a paper there. 
He came to me and said, ‘‘ Smalls, we don’t want to harm you. Getout 
oftheway. We know you have been kind to the peoplejust after the sur- 
render, and Governor Hampton says he don’t want to injure you. We 
wantthis government and we must have it. If you will vacate your of- 
fice, here is oe $10,000 for your two years’ salary.” SaysI, ‘‘ Mr. Dray- 
ton, where did you get this money to giveme?’’ Says he, ‘Smalls, don’t 
youaskthat, Wehavegotthemoney. ThepeopleofSouth Carolinahave 
paid in10 per cent, on their taxes to Penei e ene goss government 
and we intend to have it.” SaysI, ‘Sir, if you want me to resign my 
position you must call meetings all over the Congressional district and 
get those people who elected me to pass resolutions requiring me to re- 
sign, and then you can have the office without a penny. Otherwise L- 
would suffer myself to go into the penitentiary and rot before I would 
resign an office that I was elected to on a trumped-up charge against 
me for the purpose of making me resign.” [Applauseon the iy Sx ei 
side.] I thank the gentlemen on the other side of the House for bring- 
ing up this matter and giving me an opportunity to say a few wordsin 
regard to this persecution which was perpetrated upon me twelve or 
fifteen years ago. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel sorry for the people of my State if one-half that 
has been said on the other side of the House by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CRISP] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
who has just preceded me is true. Gentlemen, think of what you 
have done! The State of South Carolina to-day has every judge in it 
a Democrat, every prosecuting officer a t, every constable a 


Democrat, and yet they have allo all thi and threat- 
ening of life, aad thèse attempts to drive people out of the church and 
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away from their homes, and they have not arresteda man. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Not a single man has been brought into 
court for any of these offenses. Not even an old woman. [Renewed 
applause and laughter.] They brought in fourteen men charged with 
committing an assault on Dr. White, and the evidence shows that Dr. 
White was drunk and fell down over some planks as he came out of 
the door, and Dr, White will testify if he is put upon the stand that I. 
went into the room and stood byhim and went to his home with him. 

Mr. Elliott himself will not say half as much about the condition of 
things down there as some of the gentlemen on that side of the House 
have said. I hope, in the name of God, that the gentlemen who have 
made those statements doconscientiously believe what they have said. 
[Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, who are the men that make these 
charges? Is there a gentleman on this floor, and especially a gentle- 
man in the Democratic party, who has not had opposition for the nom- 
ination? Why, sir, I saw the other day in the papers that some of 
them have been a month getting a nomination. [Laughter.] I got 
mine on the first ballot. [Renewed laughter.] And I got every vote 
witk the exception of 7, and they were from Sumter County, and the 
candidate from Sumter County moved that the nomination be made 
unanimous and went home and stumped every precinct in the county 
for my election, and his testimony shows that fact. 

Mr. Bowen was acandidate. Mr. Thompson wasa candidate. Neither 
one of those gentlemen belongs in the district. Mr. Thompson does 
not belong in the district. Mr. Bowen does not belong in the district. 
Both those gentlemen livein Charleston. Mr. Sawtelle does not belong 
in the district. You have not heard read here the testimony of asingle 
man who is a resident and voter in the Seventh Congressional district 
outside of Beaufort County to sustain these charges of fraud on the part 
of my friends, who, if asked the question, ‘‘ Whom did you vote for?” 
will not say “I did not vote,” because if they had voted they would 

bably have been indicted for illegal voting, for the reason that they 

id not belong in the district. 

There was not, Mr. Speaker, a single dissenting voice in that district 
as to my nomination until after the election and not until the testimony 
hrd begun to be taken. And, sir, I could refer to this very record to 
show you how some of these men testified. In the county of Berkeley 
they created an office. We have here the testimony of the chairman of 
the board of county commissioners and the clerk of the board of county 
commissioners of Berkeley County. That office, known as the detective 
of Berkeley County, was created, at a salary of $50 a month, an office 
not known to the laws of South Carolina, an office that does not exist in 
any other county in that State. When that office was created some one 
said to Thompson, *‘ You can have thisoffice;’’ another said to Mr. Aaron, 
the Dutchman, “‘ You can have that office,”’ In the same way the office 
was offered to several others. But no one could have it until he had out- 
rivaled the others telling the best lies against me. There was really a 
competitive examination in falsehood for this position. [Laughter.] 
But this mixed-breed, white Republican, Aaron, succeeded over all the 
negroes and got the position, and he holds it to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to look this record over, and if I was not honestly and squarely elected 
to this House I ask you, gentlemen, in God's name, be honest, be true to 
your convictions, and do not vote to seat me. If after careful exam- 
ination you come to the conclusion (thongh I can not for my life see 
how you en do so) that I was not elected, do not vote for me. 

Now, I have said enough in regard to this matter of bribery. I 
would be glad before I close to have read from the Clerk’s desk a pe- 
tition for a change of venue that I filed with the judge of that court 
before my case was tried. That petition is in this record; and if any 
decent man calling himself a judge or a lawyer, except Judge Town- 
send, would have attempted to try that case after that petition was 
filed, I would like to seethat man. ButJudge Townsend, in his anxiety 
to retain his office, can scarcely be considered responsible at that time, 
because he had been elected in South Carolina by the Republicans, 
and just as soon as the Democrats got into power they said that all the 
judges elected by the Republicans, notwithstanding they had been in 
office ten years, were illegally elected; that the constitution said they 
must be elected by ballot, and they had been elected by a viva voce 
vote of the General Assembly. A resolution declaring their elections 
illegal, and which was finally passed, was then pending before the 
Legislature, and Judge Townsend was just as “‘dodgetul’’ as one of 
those pariaan down our way—what you call quails in the North. 
[Laughter.] He was dodging day by day, waiting for the Legislature 

er or not he was a judge, and Attorney-General Connor 
had him do as he pleased. 

The record is all here. I wonld ask you gentlemen, after you have 
cast your votes against me, to take this record home and in yonr leisure 
moments read the testimony; read the record of the case as it went to 
the supreme court; read what is said Mr. Zealy, not the cashier of 
the bank; read what Mr. Woodruff said; and when you get through 

ou will say to yourselves, “I have done one negro a wrong in my life.” 

gr could only stop with saying ‘‘one!’’ [Langhterand applause. ] 

r, Speaker, I shall not undertake to deal with the legal questions 

ansing upon this testimony, because I am not a lawyer; and some- 

times I thank God that I am not [laughter], because now I can agree 
upon something. [Lanughter.] 


Mr, Speaker, I have my certificate of registration. [Producing it.] 
Gentlemen on the other side say thata man must have two certificates; 
in other words, that if he votes at the Episcopal Brick Church, 6 miles 
from Mount Pleasant, he must have a certificate for that box, and must 
have one also for Mount Pleasant; for it will be borne in mind that 
Mount Pleasant and the Episcopal Brick Church are both in the county 
of Berkeley; one is the Congressional polling place, and the other the 
polling place for State and county officers. Now, if a man had to change 
his certificate to the Brick Episcopal Church hecanse he lived outside 
of the corporate limits of the town, he could not vote for State or county 
officers unless he had another certificate on which to ca-t that vote, 
The law does not provide for any such thing. I have here the certifi- 
cate on which I voted for State and county officers at the court-house 
in Beaufort. Then I tramped down a mile to the council-room in the 
town, and there I cast my vote for Thomas Miller for Congress and 
Harrison and Morton Presidential electors on the same identical cer- 
can and I have never had it changed sjnce it was issued to me in 


We have a peculiar law, sir, in our State. The gentleman says it is 
a Republican law; that it was passed by the Republicans. ‘This regis- 
tration law was passed by the Democratic Lrgislature of 1881. The 
Republicans were cleaned out of office in South Carolina in 1876. We 
had a different registration law in the State then. Every man before 
he voted would go up to the polls, lift his hand, and swear he was quali- 
fied under the constitution and that he had not voted anywhere else 
during that day, and he was then allowed to deposit his vote, his name 
being taken. But now you must register before you can vote. Do I 
say you must register? No; you can notregister. Why do I say this? 
I will tell you. You had a chance to register in 1882, and any man 
who was twenty-one years of age in 1882, who did not register then, 
can not vote or register in South Carolina to-day. 

The constitution of our State says thatany man who goes into the 
State of South Carolina and lives in the State for one year, and for 
sixty days in the county, is entitled to vote. But, Mr. Speaker, if you 
go there to-day and stay there until Gabriel shall blow his born call- 
ing us tocome to the place, wherever it may be, that we are to go, you 
can not register except by courtesy. There is no law which author- 
izes a man who moves into the State to register as a matter of right. 
The law says that only those who become of age since 1882 can regis- 
ter, and the decision has been rendered time and again that any man 
who was twenty-one years of age and neglected to register in 1882 can 
not register now and vote. 

Mr, HAUGEN. Is that a decision of the courts or of the register- 
ing officers? 

Mr. SMALLS (contestant), Of the registering officers, 

Again, sir, the registrar goes to the court-house on each Monday, or 
rather on the first Monday of every month, commencing in January and 
continuing until July, and if you happen to live 30 or 60 miles from 
the court-honse you must go to that point, pay your own fare on the 
train, 30 or 60 miles, and then be i after you have passed 
through all kinds of objections, if permitted registration at all. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, two years ago, before I ran for Congress, on 
Edisto Island there were one hundred and thirty-odd men without cer- 
tificates of registration. They made an agreement with the steam-boat 
Pilot Boy, running between Edisto and Charleston, to take them to 
Charleston for one fare. One hundred and thirty men went to Charles- 
ton and went from there to Mount Pleasant on the day fixed for registra- 
tion, but no registrar put in his appearance during the entire day, and 
they had to return home without a single man of that number being 


registered. 

But, sir, they tell you that my vote has fallen off, that my people 
have gone against me. They say that I have become unpopular. The 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia, the chairman of this committee, 
says that the votes had fallen off over 10,000, No, sir, no vote has 
fallen off. The vote is the same to-day and more, but Democrats 
have improved their methods of preventing votes from getting into the 
box. [Laughter.] ‘There weresix thousand and odd votersin Beaufort 
County colored, and 693 white voters, according to the census of 1880. 

Now, gentlemen, think of it for a moment. I have become very 
unpopular, All the negroes have quit me down there and are craving 
to vote the Demecratic ticket. [Lanughter.] All of them are votin: 
that ticket except those who are balldozed, and yet nobody is 
for that offense. Still the Democrats do not get their votes. What is 
the matter? What has become of the Democratic votes? Are they 
goingtome? They have quitted the contestee and do not vote for him. 
He did not get but 6,000 votes in the whole Congressional district, where 
he is entitled to 7,000. I have 32,000 votes in the district: he has 
7,000. Still, he gets but six thousand and odd votes and says he is a 

man and I am unpopular. Nobody votes forme. According 
to his theory he ought toget the 7,000 Democratic votes and all of mine 
too. [Laughter.] Why, it looksodd. I do not know how the dis- 
tinguished gentleman accounts for it. Are you disfranchising the 
white men down there? I do not think so. I will tell you, sir. A 


majority, or a large percentage of the honorable Democrats of that dis- 


trict feel and have said it time and again, and say now, that it was a 
shame that an honorable man like Colonel Elliott was willing to re- 
ceive the benefits of such a gigantic steal as has been perpetrated upon 
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that district. They have said it time and again, and I am not saying 
anything but what the papers and the people say themselves. A 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I heard that said to you myself while 
I was there. 

Mr. SMALLS, And if any gentleman on this floor will go down 
there I will guaranty him to-day, upon my oath, if I am seated in this 
House, to permit you, Mr. Speaker, to withhold every dollar if you do 
not find-that a majority of the honorable men in the district will tell 
you the same thing, and you may donate the money, if it is not true, 
to some charitable institution, and I am as poor as any you can send 
it to, but do not give it to me. 

Now, sir, the people of that district are just as much allied to me to- 
day as they have ever been. The question wasasked me, ‘‘ Whydidyou 
not run again for Congress?” WhydidI not? Simply because I could 
not doit. I had not the means. I paid in this contest $5,200, and 
there are vouchers to-day in the room of the Committee on Elections, 
sworn to by men who say that they received the respective amounts 
from me, making up thatsum. That has been the amount of my ex- 
penses; and yet that committee allowed me $2,000 for it. Besides that, 
Iam kept out of the seat; and I knew that it I did ran I would have 
another contest on hand. I was very unpopular, as they said. Still, 
another popular man did run, and he has a contest now. He had no 
opposition after his nomination; that is to say, after he received the 
nomination every Republican went to work for hi 

There has been something said about the Brick Church. I.say, sir, 
that precinct gave me 503 votes and Colonel Elliott 45 votes. Gentlemen 
have made allusions here about intimidation, Ever since the recon- 
struction there has been a small number of Democrats ora dissatisfied 
element on that island. In the first election that we ever had in South 
Carolina, in 1867, to elect delegates to the constitutional convention, 
Samuel DeNett got 75 votes on St. Helena Island. And there has 
been no election since the reconstruction when there has not been a 
dissatisfied element on that island. Men whose votes the man gets 
who pays for them. [Laughter.] And they have been let alone by 
me and others. [Laughter.] Mr. Elliott got them this time. Now, 
sir, every Democratic officer, with one exception, swears that on that 
island there was a peaceable and quiet election. There is not a single 
syllable in the testimony from beginning to end to prove that a single 
man had been deprived of his right to vote. Wherever any witness 
has stated such to be the fact, the party named by the witness when 
called upon the stand has denied it, and has stated that he either did 
not attempt to vote or did not vote, but testified that he would have 
voted for me if he had voted at all. But it was very necessary that 
these votes should be thrown out. The 503 alone would give me 
enough votes to give me a seat here, and you, Mr. Speaker, would have 
to vote for me. 

Take again the Santee precinct. Think of it, gentlemen. When I 
went before this Berkeley County board, Mr. Elliott, by his atvorneys, 
Messrs. Barnwell & Brawley, protested against over half a dozen of the 
precincts on the ground that there were no barricades in front of the 
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Pi me tell you something about these barricades. The law of that 
State says that there shall be a barricade 6 feet high and 20 feet long 
in front of the door, so that no one can see persons in the room or how 
the ballot-boxes are arranged. But one voter is allowed in the room 
at atime. No one is in this room but the three Democratic managers 
of the election and one clerk. f 

Then the law says again that whenever the number of ballots in the 
box exceeds the number of names upon the poll-list, the ballots shall 
be placed back in the box and one of the managers, without seeing 
them, shall draw out the excess of ballots and immediately destroy 
them. I tell you, sir, that we can not get the votes, for, while the Re- 

ublicans may cast 600 votes, they docket 150 or 200 votes on the poll- 
ist and then the excess vote must be taken out. There is nobody the 
to protest. ~ y 

But, sir, Mr. Elliott found that by making this charge against the 
poll not being properly barricaded he was going to defeat himself, be- 
cause half the polls were not barricaded, and those among the polls 
where he got the most votes. Next day he was advised of this; and, 
as the record shows here, Mr. Barnwell, an honorable and distinguished 
lawyer in the State, came into court and withdrew the protest against 
the Berkeley votes, and they wentin. But when they got up to San- 
tee, where I had 212and Mr. Elliott only got 4, there was no barricade, 
and this committee says that must not be counted. Generous commit- 
tee! [Laughter.] 

If you are going to throw out votes at all the polls where there were 
no barricades, it would defeat Mr. Elliott, and therefore that would 
not do. [Laughter.] Again, this committee says that Gadsden, that 
gives me 451 votes, must not be counted. One of the reasons given is 
because it was not opened until 10 o’clock in the morning. I passed 
on the floor yesterday and heard my distinguished friend, Colonel El- 
liott, laboring with some Democrats on the other side of the House, 
andsaying, *‘ Why, don’t yousee heabandoned it himself? Hislawyer 
abandoned it. Weli, now, Mr. Speaker, what does the committee do 
with Salter’s precinct, in Williamsburgh County? That did not 
open at all until 120’clock? That wasfor Elliott. Smalls did not get 


any votes there; and though it did not open until 12 o’clock this com- 
mittee says, ** That is all right.” 

Mr. BURROWS, Did they count it? 

Mr. SMALLS, They counted that, though it did not open until 12 
o'clock. But they did not count Gadsden, where it was opened at 10 
o'clock. Butstill, Mr. Speaker, not a single man testifies that he went 
to that poll of Gadsden and could not vote. There was no shape of 
fraud or attempt to drive them away from the polis; but just simply 
because the two Democratic managers who were appointed would not 
serve, the United States supervisor swore in two other men, and they 
held an honorable election. Every man who went to the poll exhib- 
ited his certificate to show that he was entitled to vote before he cast 
a ballot. But those 400 votes would of course elect Smalls again. 
[Laughter.] So Smalls must go. [Laughter.] And I suppose he will 
go when the vote is taken to-morrow. [| Laughter. ] 

But, gentlemen, he will go good-naturedly, because he will be up here 
himself next year and will be likely to see some of you go out, too. 
[Great laughter.] The only difference is that I am going out before 
you; but I can afford to wait. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, there 
has been a good deal said about several of these precincts, but I have 
not heard a single word said by a member of the committee about the 
Lake City precinct. Iam going to ask the Representative from the 
Sixth district of South Carolina, whom I seein hisseat [Mr. DARGAN], 
to rise upon this floor and state whether Lake City is in the Seventh or 
Sixth Congressional district, and if he says it isin the Seventh I will 
not say another word. 

Mr. DARGAN. I will say, in response to the gentleman’s inquiry, 
that I understand that Lake City is on the line between the Sixth and 
the Seventh districts; that the line runs through Lake City. Ido not 
know that myself, but such is my understanding. Iunderstand further 
that the voters of both districts vote there at a common precinct. I 
have no personal knowledge of that, however, but my understanding is 
that both the Sixth and the Seventh district voters vote at Lake City 
at a common precinct, in separate boxes, because the line runs through 
that town. 

Mr. SMALLS. I have some little knowledge of the subject, and I 
certainly am ready to take the word of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. I take stock in him. [Laughter.] He is all right. 

Mr. DARGAN. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMALLS. But, Mr. Speaker, I say here that Lake City is in 
the Sixth Congressional district, and over a mile from the line; so far 
into the Sixth district that at no election when I have ever run for 
Congress did we have a single manager or supervisor there from fhe 
Seventh district. We never had a representative at that poll. That 
poll gave Mr. Elliott a considerable vote. They cheated my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. DarGan] out of a large vote there, because 
it was necessary to make a majority for Mr. Elliott in the other dis- 
trict. They might have placed my distinguished friend [Mr. DAR- 
GAN] in the same position I amin, by taking his vote from the Sixth 
district and putting it over into the Seventh. [Laughter.] 

There has been a good deal said and a good deal of testimony quoted 
here, and among others we have had the testimony of S. J. Bampfield, 
and it has been remarked that Mr. Bampfield is my son-in-law. That 
is true, I have had the pleasure in my life of educating a daughter 
in Massachusetts, at West Newton. This young man was once the 
servant of Mr. Trenholm, but he had the fortune to graduate at Lin- 
coln University, in Pennsylvania, and he has been clerk of Beaufort 
County for twelve long years. He has just been re-elected, and every 
Democratic judge in the State that comes to Beaufort says that not- 
withstanding he is a negro, he is one of the best clerks in that State. 
Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw Mr, Bampfield’s testimony from the rec- 
ord and ask that no attention be given to it, if Mr. Elliott himself will 
rise in his place here and say that he would not believe him under 
oath. I have heard Mr, Elliott say time and again that Bampfield is 
one of the most accomplished clerks he ever met, and for truth and 
veracity he is second to nobody; and because he happened to marry 
my daughter, must he perjure himself for me? I do not support 
anur him or his wife. They have their own house and live by them- 

ves. 

But he was at Pocotaligo. That is where he lives and where he 
taught school before he was elected a member of the State Legislature. 
He is elected to every county convention from that precinct as a dele- 
gate. Mr. Elliott says himself—I have heard him say it time and 
again—that Mr. Bampfield is as respectable and reliable a man as he 
ever met; and if be says now that he never said so, I will withdraw 
every line of Mr. Bampfield’s testimony from the record and lay nostresg 
upon it in regard to Pocotaligo precinct. 

Now, another point that there has been a good deal of comment about 
is this poll-list coming down without being certified. Well, I could 
not help that. If the chairman of the committee will look at the re- 
ceipt iu the committee-room he will find that the secretary of state 
charged me for certifying it. [Laughter.] He will find that it is on 
the paper with the rest of them that have been certified as brought 
from the secretary of state’s office. 

Mr. Speaker, I had a fearful time in getting this record. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] said yesterday the record was very 
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easily gotten; that all I had to do was to pier get it. I went up to 
Columbia and spent two days myself and I came away without it. I 
was told that the papers were not there; that they had not been sent 
up. The law requires that a copy should be left with the clerk of the 
court. I tried to get the record at the clerk’s office without going 208 
miles to Columbia. At the clerk’s office I was told ‘‘ There is not a 
copy here; it has never been left here.” Then I must go 208 miles to 
Columbia to the secretary of state; and I must wait until he chooses to 
give it tome. He says he is busy with other business, and will send 
it to mein a few days. Inafew daysit wassent. Isupposed the papers 
were all correct. I do not make any chargeof intentional wrong-doing 
against that secretary, whois now dead. Iam charitable enough to say 
that I believe what he did was done by mistake, and that this is the 
reason he did notsign thesé papers with therest. The bundle of papers 
was sent to my lawyer, and when they were offered as evidence this 
one was objected to by Mr. Elliott’s lawyer, for the reason it was not 
properly certified to. ‘The names on the poll-list tally with the names 
of the men who swore they voted for me at Pocotaligo. 

Bear in mind the law allowed me in taking testimony forty days. 
I used my forty days. Mr. Elliott then had forty days in which to 
take evidence on the other side. He never commenced taking his 
testimony until the last ten days, except at Beaufort. There he 
started eighteen days before his time ran out, and he took testimony 
every day until the expiration of the time; but he took evidence at 
some six or eight places at the same time; and I had to have my law- 
yers scattered all over the Congressional district to keep up with him. 
After his time was out the law allowed me ten days in which to take 
my testimony in rebuttal. He would not receive notice from me un- 
til his time was up; and under the law I must give him five days’ no- 


tice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). The time allowed 
the gentleman under the rules has expired. * 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that he may proceed and 
finish his remarks. 

Mr. SMALLS. This is the quickest hour I ever knew in my life. 
[Langhter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Car- 
olina be allowed to continue his remarks. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose this extension of time will be de- 
ducted from the time of the other side.’ 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, you should not ask any deduction; he has done 
better than you did. auher] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is suggested by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that the extension ot time be deducted from 
the six hours allowed on that side of the case. 

Mr. ROWELL. Our time is all apportioned; if this courtesy is 
granted it must be simply an extension of the time. This is in effect 
only a request for unanimous consent that the House may continue in 
session hil such time as the gentleman from South Carolina may desire 
to 

Mr. HEMPH ILL. How much longer will that be? 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, let bim go on; you can stand it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We do not want to beunreasonable on our side, 
and we do not want you to be unreasonable on your side. Anything 
that is fair can no doubt be agreed upon. 

Mr. SMALLS. I will say to the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. HEMPHILL] that if I can be allowed just fifteen minutes to- 
morrow—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I have no objection to granting fifteen minutes 
now. 

Mr. SMALLS. I shall not say much more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate the request. The 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON ] asks unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from South Carolina be allowed to continue his remarks, 
the time to be taken from the six hours allowed to that side. 

Mr. NELSON. That was not my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated the request with the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OvTHWAITE]. 

Mr. ROWELL. The time on our side has all been allotted. 

Mr. NELSON. The amendmentof the gentleman from Ohio was no 
part of my request. Willthe Chair please put my request as I stated 
it? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The proposition, as I understand, is to 
extend the time of Mr. Smalls this evening, allowing him to take such 
time as he wants. I understand him to want fifteen or twenty min- 
utes. If this request is denied it will not make a very comfortable 
precedent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Carolina be allowed 
to proceed and finish his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object, unless this extension of time is taken 
out of the time allowed on the other side. I do notcareif he occupies 
all the rest of the time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio (to Mr. OuTHWAITE), What are you 
afraid of? Let him go on. 

Mr. DALZELL, There is good reason to be afraid. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. We are not very much afraid. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I do not think gentlemen on the other 
side want to set the precedent of denying this courtesy to a contestant, 
for it may return to plague them in the next Congress. Idonotthink 
it is wise for them to cut off this contestant. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. So far as I am concerned, Iam perfectly willing 
he shall go on a reasonable time, but I do not want to stay here all 
night. 

A MEMBER. Say half an hour, , 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam perfectly willing to agree to that, if it be 
taken ont of the time of the other side. i 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman simply asks to be allowed fifteen 
minutes to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis asked that the gentleman from 
South Carolina be allowed an extension of fifteen minutes, Is there 
objection? The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from South 
Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. SMALLS. Thanking the House for its courtesy, I will say that 
the next precinct to which 1 wish to refer is the precinctof Green Pond. 
Green Pond is in a section of country where scarcely anybody lives but 
Republicans. Itis among the rice fields; the people living there are 
almost entirely colored people; and Istate here upon thehonorof a man 
that no investigation can prove that six Democrats have ever lived or 
voted at Green Pond. Yet on election day Green Pond gave 200 votes 
outof a registration of about 800; 165 for William Elliott and 35 for 
Robert Smalls. 

The gentleman on the other side quoted yesterday some of the testi- 
mony which those poor people gave. I regretted somewhat that this 
was done by a Southern man, because if those people are ignorant, the 
Southern whites are responsible for it. They closed the school-house 
door against us. Prior to the warit wasa crime for usto carry a book. 
I can remember myself how before the war I used to try to hide my 
book. And those people, if they can not express themselves properly, 
certainly know how to vote. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side, ] ` 

I will tell you, gentlemen on the other side, that I for one have no 
objection to a colored man being a Democrat, but I do not want him 
to bea Democrat until the Democratic party have done something for 
the negro. What have you done? You have voted against every 
amendment to the Constitution; you have voted against every proposi- 
tion to give the negro a right to vote. In South Carolina you have 
enacted one of the most infamous election laws known anywhere in the 
world. There is nothing to equal it anywhere. Fora man to vote for 
State or county officers, he must go into a precinct where there are six 
or eight ballot-boxes. No one is allowed in the room but him. 

If the voter puts one of these tickets in the wrong box that vote is 
not counted. He is not told which is the right box. He comes in, 
and here are the boxes—one for governor, one for each of the other 
State officers, one for the candidate for Congress—and he puts his tickets 
in the boxes, and just so soon as his back is turned one of the Demo- 
cratic managers changes the position of the boxes, and, of course, the 
ballots are constantly being put in the wrong boxes. [Laughter.] 
The Democrats change the boxes and you have to start again. It is 
done to throw our votes out. Then, because that is done and the bal- 
lots are thrown out, you say, ‘‘Oh, Smalls is unpopular; the people 
have gone back on him.” [Laughter and applause.] Of course it is 
unfair, butit is all of a piece. 

I am sorry the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp], came here and tried to set you men of the North 
against me. He made a fine speech, and he can doit, as I have been 
told he was a good judge on the circuit. But he need not attack me 
for having lost. those votes. I see the Congressional Directory says 
thatheonly had 1,704 out of a possible 35,000 votes at the last election. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I sup he will 
say he had no opposition. No, he did not, and if he had the result 
would have been the same. It would have amounted to the same 
thing. [Laughter.] 

I will ask members to turn to the record and see the testimony of J. 
H. Chapman, which is uncontradicted, as to the votes cast at Green 
Pond. Mr. Elliott didnot dare to put the manager on the stand. 
Some of these managers of the election said, ‘‘ We have done the work, 
but do not ask us to swear to it.” [Laughter. ] 

Any man can know as to the vote at Green Pond; there is no secret 
about it. The report is there. 

I speak of this because the chairman of the committee went out of 
the record to attack me in the House of Representatives—to brand me 
with the worst infamy which could come from his lips. He did not 
gain anything by it. 

The same thing occurred at Grahamville. It would be well to no- 
tice how this vote wascounted. Forty-nine ballots were cast forSmalls, 
one for Elliott. It was a fair, square, honest election. The managers 
saw the ballots placed in the box, and when the voter put in his bal- 
lot the manager would take his pencil and push it down. When the 


election was over those ballots were not counted, but rejected as mutis 
lated because they had that slight pencil mark on them. Forty-eight 
for me and one for Elliott were thrown out for that reason. [Laughter. ] 

It was insisted those ballots with a slight pencil mark should be 
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counted, or at least sent to the State board for the canvassers to pass 
upon them; but no, one of the county canvassers threw them into the 
fire and burned them. Dead men tell no tales! [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] So I was deprived of those 48 votes which had been cast for 
nie. 

A Member, Forty-nine votes were thrown out for that reason. 

Mr. SMALLS. Yes, sir; and they were cast into the fire and burned. 
It is all to be found in the testimony. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not trespass upon the good feeling of this 
House any longer, but will simply ask to be allowed to print in the 
Recorp my petition filed in the court, asking that I be allowed to 
change the venue in the case against me. Thisis all, with the excep- 
tion of a few other portions of my testimony, and also, Mr. Speaker, a 
table which I hold in my hand from the census of the district. They 
make a fuss about Richland County. If every Democratic votein that 
county had been polled they could not have had but 225 as against 
1,642, and I only got there 451, although I am charged with intimi- 
dating them, and they will not even count that. [Laughter.] But 
they will count, as I say in conclusion, the vote at Salter precinct, 
where the polls were not opened until 12 0’clock. 

I ask to extend my remarks to this extent, and I thank the House 
for its courtesy, 

There was no objection. 

The articles referred to by Mr. Smalls are as follows: 


The board of county canvassers failed and refused to count and include in the 
returns made by them to the State board the whole number of legal votes cast, 
Serene and returned by the boards of managers of election as follows, to 
wit: 


| _ For For 
Precincts. Robert | William 
Smalls. | Elliott, 


In Beaufort County : 
Brick Church......... eovsveceessesesesesne ences: Prod no vonscedshodct osenen dodos 
Berkeley County: 
Brick Episcopal Church......ssssssesses sosse epee eneceees cneees agancsos 
Georgetown County: 
Grier’s precinct. .....096 
Santee precinct 


Population and number of males of voting age, classified by race, in the Seventh Con- 
gressional district of Sowth Carolina, according to the census of 1880, 


Males of 21 years 
of age and over. 


Counties and townships. Total. 


White. | Colored. 


187,536 7, 695 82, 893 
19, 613 852 3,449 
30, 176 693 6,127 
87, 037 2,273 4,980 
i E E AEP ES RETRY siovvssevssssie 
ip of Amelia. 3, 664 169 609 
Township of Goodby’s 1,490 %5 199 
Township of Lyons... eal 2,428 103 369 
Township of Pine Grove.. 1,994 89 323 
Township of Poplar. % 1,512 110 223 
Township of Provid 1, 260 150 
Township of Vance's. 1, 286 47 191 
Williamsburgh County... 15, 681 |.. oa. owisáes 
Township of Anderso: 783 O04 
Township of Ho 2,326 28 
Township of India: 1,914 75 271 
Townshipof King’s,excep 
the town of Kingstree.... 2,458 H 358 
Township of Laws... vn 1, 295 50 198 
Township of Mingo.. 1,871 89 177 
Township of Penn 1,481 1,24 58 234 
2,001 1,591 101 249 
779 547 46 92 
1,323 1,013 58 182 
12, 961 easseeeecesece| seeevesneweoesel ovccsssueassore 
1,431 1,041 98 271 
Township of Adam’s Run 4,409 3, 872 154 SiL 
Township of Glover......... 1,337 1,158 45 242 
Township of Fraser .... 1,708 1,548 46 384 
Township of Lowndes 1,555 1,497 27 363 
Township of Blake........... 2,521 2,472 28 574 
Charleston County, except 
those portions in First d 
e PRE A 49,553 42,699 1,735 9,817 
Richland County: 
Lower township... 8,881 7, 964 252 1,642 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, County of Richland: 


Court of general sessions. 
The State vs. Robert Smalls. Indictment for accepting a bribe. 
To the honorable the court of general sessions for the county of Richland, in 
the said State: 
The defendant in this cause, Robert Smalls, humbly petitioning, shows unto 
your honorable court that he has been indicted by the grand jury of this county 
and is now held under bail to answer in this court to indictment for the alleged 


crime of receiving a bribe in his official capacity to influence his acts in the office 
of State senator of South Carolina, on or about the 18th day of December, inthe 
year of our Lord 1872, as is more fully set forth in the said indictment; that of 
all and each of said crimes and offenses set forth in said indictment this defend- 
ant, upon his oath, solemuly declares he is not guilty, and is only desirous to 
have the trial thereof before an unprejudiced, fair, and impartial court andjury. 

That this defendant is a person of color, and was formerly a slave, and was 
afterwards a captain and pilot in the service of the United States. That the of- 
fense cha in the said indictment relating to his action as said State senator 
has been the subject of much comment, bothin private conversation among the 
citizens of the county and in several of the public newspapers published and 
largely circulated in the said county, from the residents of which the jury has 
been summoned for this trial. 

‘That by the laws of the United States of America, as well as the constitution 
and laws of the State of South Carolina, he is entitled by right to trial by a fair 
and impartial jury, who shall pass upon the offense cha between him and 
the State, without biasor prejudice. That he isinformed and believes that great 
prejudice exists against him on account of his race, color, and previous condi- 
tion of servitude, so that he can not hate a fair and impartial trial in this hon- 
orable court, by reason of political excitement, and by reason of the prejudice 
excited against him by articles published in the newspapers. 

That at the general election held in this State, on the 7th day of November, 
1876, this defendant was elected a Representative of the Fifth district of the State 
of South Carolina, in the House of Representatives of the United States, to hold 
his seat as such in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States, and that he has 
been admitted to said seat by the said House of Representatives of the said Con- 
gress, but a contest for his said seat is being prosecuted and now exists by one 

eo D. Tillman, who claims to haye been elected Representative of the 
United States from said district to said Congress. And your petitioner verily 
believes that the said prosecution on the indictment above set forth is incited 
against him by a conspiracy to prevent him, by intimidation, from holding an 
office under the United States, and from discharging the duties thereof; and by 
the same to injure him in his property, and to molest, interrupt, hinder, and 
impede him in the discharge of his official duties; and that said indictment is 
prosecuted with intention to deprive him of his rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties secured by the Constitution and laws of the United States to which, as a 
citizen of the United States, he is entitled. And, further, your petitioner verily 
believes that by reason of the said contest for his said seat as a Representative 
as aforesaid there is an intense prejudice inst this defendant in the minds of 
a large number of the residents of the said county who differ in political asso- 
ciations with this defendant. À 

And your petitioner further shows that he verily believesthat he can not have 
a fair and impartial trial of the said cause before the Hon. O. P. Townsend, cir- 
cuit judge, now presiding in the said court; that he believes that the mind of 
the said judge is prejudiced inst him Aspe of his race, color, and pre- 
vious condition of servitude; that his belief is founded in the rulings and charge 
of the said judge in a certain cause wherein F. L, Cardozo, a person of the same 
race and color of this defendant, was tried on indictment fora conspiracy to 
cheat the State of South Carolina at this term of the said court. 

And your petitioner further shows that for the reasous above stated, and for 
other reasons more at to be shown in the proper court, he is denied and 
can not enforce in the judicial tribunals of the part of the State where the said 
prosecution is pending the rights secured to him by the laws providing for the 
equal civil rights as citizens of the United States of all persons within the juris- 
diction of the United States. > 

That the said cause on indictment aforesaid against this defendant has not 
been tried or finally heard by this court. 

Wherefore, the said defen t, Robert Smalls, files this petition in this hon- 
orable court, before the trial or final hearing of the cause, verified by his oath, 
and prays that the cause here ding be removed to the circuit court of the 
United States for the district of South Carolina for trial, and that all ig ge 
in this honorable court shall cease and shall not be resumed unless he, the said 
Robert Smalls, shall be denied copies of said J poston against him, and all depo» 
sitions, indictment, pleadings, and other testimony in the case, so that he can 
not file them in said court on the first day of the session of the said circuit court 
of the United States, or shall fail to prove the refusal or neglect of said clerk of 
this court so to furnish said copies, and a certificate of such refusal or neglect, 
under the seal of said court, shall be given and produced in this honorable court. 

And your petitioner, Robert Smalls, doth verify the facts by him stated by hia 
solemn oath appended hereto, administered by a proper officer for administer- 
ing oaths forsaid State of South Carolina, Andas in duty bound, your petitioner 


will ever pray, and so forth. 
ROBERT SMALLS. 
TEE STATE or SOUTH CAROLINA, County of Richland: 


Robert Smalls, the defendant in the above-entitled action, being duly sworn, 
says that the foregoing petition is true, to his own knowledge, exceptas to those 
matters therein stated on information and belief, and those he believes to be true, 


ROBERT SMALLS. 
Sworn to before me this 7th day of November, 1877. 
B. I. BOONE, [v. 8.] 
Notary ic, 8. ©. 


HARDIN COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Ken- 
tucky, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read’ subject to ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and required, on 
appeal to him made, to refund and pay back to the county of Hardin, State of 

entucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any 
and all money collected from any and all corporations or from any other person 
or party whatsoever, as internal-revenue taxes on dividends on shares of stock 
owned by said county, any statute of limitations to the contrary notwithstand- 

ng. Z 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

After the.word “county,” in line 10, insert: 

“In the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, to the extent that such 
taxes were deducted from any dividends due and payable to said county.” 

Mr. BURROWS. How much is involved in this bill? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. About $4,000. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is it recommended by any Department? 

Mr. TAULBEE, Yes, sir; by the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue; a very strong recommendation. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well; I have no objection. > 
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aoe KILGORE. DoI understand this is the last one of that batch 
eases? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Itis the last one that I know of. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The same tax has been refunded to every other 
county inthe State. - 

Mr. KILGORE. All of them? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Every une of them, so far as known to me or tothe 
Department. The letter of the Department cites the action in the 
other counties as a precedent for this. 

Mr. KILGORE. So longa time has elapsed in these cases that I 
fear they will be able to trump up others. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I think this is all. 

There being ne objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the concurrence 
of the House was reynested, the bill (H. R. 12329) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes. 

RETURN OF A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives providing for the 
printing of the annual volumes of the Astronomical Observations of the 
Naval Observatory for the years 1886, 1887, and 1888 was sent to the 
‘Senate by mistake; and it is requested that an order be made asking 
the Senate to return the resolution. Without objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHEYENNE STREET RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1804) 
to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company to build its road 
on and across the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to ob- 


on. 
a bill was read, as follows: 


such right of way shall not exceed 60 à be subject 
such change or removal as may be provided by the Secretary of War, at the ex- 
pense of the said railroad company. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered toa 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT, GEORGIA. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the House Calendar from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 3786) to change the date for the commencement of the March 
terms of the district court for the northern district of Giorgia. 

This bill defines the time when the term of the court shall begin. 
I will state that it is necessary to pass this bill to determine the time 
wher the jurors shall be drawn. In does not exceed three lines in 
length. 


tion. 
‘The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the regular terms of the district court for the 
northern district of Georgia, now held on the first Monday in March, shall com- 
mence on the second Monday in March of each year. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered toa 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL (at 6-0’clock nnd 30 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12572) granting a pension 
te George E. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12573) to establish a bridge across the Illinois 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 


River, within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point 
within 5 miles of Kampsville, ın Ca.houn County, in the State of INi- 
nois—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 12574) granting right of way and 
other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railway Company—to 
the Committee on Military Aflairs. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of 
James M. Barrett—to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bili (H. R. 12576) for the relief of 
S. M. Edmunds—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of farmers of Somerset Grange, of Potter- 
ville, Mass., for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. * 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of F. A, Froy and 16 others, for protection 
to agricultnre—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resoiution of the Legislature of 
Kansas, relating to the assassination of Johu M. Clayton in Arkansas— 
to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislatureof Kansas, in relation to 
pensions to militiamen and others, and asking for the repeal of the limit- 
ation in section 4693 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of estate of Ulger V. Boehsuax, de- 
ceased, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petition for a national Sunday-rest law was received 
and referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. LODGE: Of 39 citizens of the Indian Territory. 

The following petitions praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and 
severally referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of H. Snyder and 83 others, citizens of Della, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. sei ain Of William W. Campbell and 44 others, citi- 
zens of New Egypt, N 

By Mr. COLLINS: or G. W. Flynn and 29 others, citizens of Bos- 
ton, Mass. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of W. F. Wilkerseli and 15 others, citizens of 
Emerson, Nebr. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of W. H. Brown and 270 others, citi- 
zens of Chatham, Conn. 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): Of A. B. Dibble and 217 others, 
citizens of Danbury, Conn. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Of 6,187 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. McADOO: Of James Cummings and 54 others, citizens of 
Jersey City, N. J. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Of J. J. Summbers and 133 others, citizens of 
Milford, N. J. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of Benjamin Hawkins and 26 others, citizens of 
New Burlington, Ohio. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of Robinson Locke and 37 others, citizens of To- 
ledo, Ohio. 

By Mr. J.B. WHITE: Of R.S. Goodman and 41 others, citizens of 
Kendallville, Ind. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Light-House Board submitting an estimate for an appropri- 
ation of $3,500 for the purchase of land required for the Beaver Tail 
(Rhode Island) fog-signal station; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General inclosing copies of letters from the chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia and United States marshal, accom- 
panied with a report from the health officer, addressed to the com- 
missioners of the District, relative to the sanitary condition of the City 
Hall; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


1889. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of A. J. Coe 
and 197 others (96 voters and 102 women), citizens of Burlingame, 
Kans., praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional pro- 
hibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of E. B. Dwinėll and 55 others 
(23 voters and 33 women), citizens of Marshfield, Vt., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 
aarti and sale of liquors, ete.; which was to lie on the 
table. ; 

Mr, HALE presented the petition of George A. Mahoney and 89 
others (44 voters and 46 women), citizens of Camden, Me., praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of H. Snyder and 82 others 
(52 voters and 31 women), citizens of Delta, Ohio, praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of M. D. Coolbaugh and 634 
others (325 voters and 310 women), citizens of Newark, N. J., and eight 
petitions of Independence, Jefferson, Malaga, Swedesborough, Borden- 
town, New Egypt, Milford, Rahway, and Westfield, in the State of New 
Jersey, and a petition of citizens of Mercer County, New Jersey, all 
praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of William T. Mikesell 
and 15 voters (12 voters and 4 women), citizens of Emerson, Nebr.; the 
petition of W. H. Rice and 51 others (32 voters and 20 women), citizens 
of Chapman, Nebr.; the petition of George H. Kemp and 169 others 
(135 voters and 35 women), citizers of Grand Forks, Dak. ; the petition 
of Leslie I. Puckett and 45 others (25 voters and 21 women), citizens 
of Spring Bank, Nebr., praying for the submission to the States of a 
enn prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Albion, Boone County, 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr, STEWART presented the petition of E. Donovan and 34 others 
(5 voters and 30 women), citizens of Gold Hill, Nev., and the petition 
of J. R. Hammond and 65 others (28 voters and 38 women), citizens 
of Ruby Hill, Nev., praying for the submission to the States of a consti- 
tutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on thetable. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Young Men’s Union Prayer 
Meeting of Union, S. C., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of W. N. Ogborn and 57 
others (25 voters and 33 women), citizens of Bridgeport, N.J., and the 
petition of James Cumming and 57 others (30 voters and 28 women), 
citizens of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the proposal of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exporta- 
tion, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. G. Johnson, a citizen of Pitman 
Grove, Gloucester County, New Jersey, praying for the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington Territory, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
authorizing the county commissioners of Whitman County, Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the purpose of building a court-house and 
jail, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 1,252 citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of A. N. Allen and 18 others 
(6 voters and 13 women), citizens of Southbury, Conn., praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors us a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 100 citizens of Sheldon, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of M. E. Gammons and 57 others 
(22 voters and 36 women), citizens of Westport, Mass., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of C. B. Hathaway and 103 others 
(49 voters and 55 women), citizens of Raynham, Mass., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exporta ion, transportati: n, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9874) for the reliefof administrator of Alfred Al- 
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corn, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ma R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright; 

A bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 

A bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; and 

A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE; from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; and 

A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following hills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 6886) granting a pension to Hannah McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; and 

A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3944) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler; and 

A bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian 
of Samuel Howard, reported it without amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (8. 1804) to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company 
to build its road on and across the Fort D. A. Russell military reser- 
vation; and 

A bill (S. 3786) to change the date for the commencement of the 
March terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HEIRS OF REAR-ADMIRAL CHARLES H. BALDWIN, 


Mr. PAYNE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 125) authoriz- 
ing the heirs of Rear-Admiral Charles H. Baldwin, United: States 
Navy, to receive a snuff-box set in diamonds from the Czar of Russia, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I desire present action 
on the joint resolution. I ask that the letter which I forward to the 
desk may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

New YORK, January 31, 1889, 


Dear Ste: I take the liberty to address you as chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to ask if you will endeavor to have a bill reported back to 
ee a that was introduced by Senator CHANDLER and referred to your com- 
m > 

This is a bill to enable the heirs of the late Rear-Admiral Baldwin to retain a 
gold ae that was presented to him by the present Czar of Russia at his 
coronation, 

Friends of the late rear-admiral did present a bill some years ago, but no 
action was reached, and as my latefriend wasill for three or four years before his 
death, no effort was made to get this attended to. 

Of course now the family would like to retain this as a memento. 

Iam one of the executors, and with the great friendship that has always ex- 
isted for Admiral Baldwin and his family, explains the interest that I take in 
this matter, 

I remain, very truly, 


©. ADOLPHE LOW. 
Hon, Jonyx SHERMAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the joint resolution may be now considered. It will 
be read at length for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, cte, That the heirs of the late Rear-Admiral Charles H. Baldwin, 
United States Navy, be, and hereby are, authorized to receive the snuff-box set 
in diamonds presented to the rear-admiral by the Czar of Russia, while he was 
special naval representative of the Government at the coronation of the em- 
peror, in 1883. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


- 
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ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 18%, having met, after full and free coufcrence have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 7,13, 25, 26, and 27. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
aonne 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to 

1e same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11 and 12, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Substitute for thesum proposed the following: ‘*$378,500;”" and the Senateagree 


to the same, 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Sena'e, 


JAMES B. McCREARY, 

CHAS. E, HOOKER, 

ROBERT R. HITT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report, the question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the same? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the Senator explain what 
is .one with the amendments in regard to Samoa. 

Mr. HALE. The large appropriation which was made by an amend- 
ment in the Senate of half a million dollars is left in the bill and be- 
comes a part of the report. 

‘The item of $100,000, which covered the taking possession of the sta- 
tion which the United States has at Pago Pago, is struck out of this 
bill for the reason that the House of Representatives put it in a better 
form in the naval appropriation bill, so that the work which is to be 
done there will be done under the Navy Department. The Senate 
has already consented to that amendment and it has passed both 
Houses upon that bill, and will undoubtedly in a few days become a | 
law upon that bill. Otherwise there are no substantial changes in the 
bill from the Senate’s action. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the committce of conference ? 

The report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Hunt; which was read twice byits title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3961) to secure to all citi- | 
zens of the United States the right to vote at certain elections without 
distinction of sex, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its | 
title, and referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3962) to amend the first, 
second, and twenty-third sections of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enforce | 
the right of citizens of the United States to vote in the several States ! 
of this Union, and for other purposes,’’ approved May 31, 1870; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3963) granting a pension to 
Jeanie Brent Davenport; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3964) to authorize 
an extension of a patent for improvement in sewerage to Walter Scott 
West; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 


Will the Senate concur in the report 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 7 
Mr. MCPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
-Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittce on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN EDUCATION AND CIVILIZATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which, to- 
gether with the accompanying document, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring 
That 5,000 copies of the report on Indian education and civilization, by Alice C 
Fletcher, be printed; 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 2,000 for distribution by the Commissioner of Education. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire to call attention to Order of Business 2435, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. At the 


time that bill passed the Senate and was reconsidered on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] it was understood that the 
bill after being reconsidered should occupy the place of a Senate bill 
which was Order of Business 2026. I moye to have the House bill 
changed from Order of Business 2435 to 2026, the place where it prop- 
erly belongs. I called the attention of the Senator from Vermont to 
this mistake in the Order of Business of this bill and he agreed that it 
should be put at 2026. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed change in the enumeration of 
change will be made. 


WHITE EARTH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. SABIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 12443) granting 
to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right 
of way through the White Earth Indian reservation in the State of 
Minnesota, and I desire to have action by the Senate on the same at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by him may be now consid- 
ered. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length for infor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was,in 
section 2, line 24, to strike out the words ‘‘ as to the amount of said 
compensation ’’ and insert ‘‘to the provisions of this act;’’ so as to read: 


But no right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any 

of the right of wzy herein provided for until pace thereof, made upon ual 
survey for the definite location of such railroad, and including grounds for sta- 
tion buildings, depots, machine shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water stations 
shall have been approve by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the com- 
pensation aforesaid shall haye been fixed and paid, and the consent of the In- 
dians on said reservation to the provisions of this act shall have been first ob- 
tained in a manner satisfactory to the President of the United States. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 3919, upon the same sub- 
ject, if there be no objection, will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the difference between the bill that has been 
passed and the bill for which the Senator asks the indefinite postpone- 
ment? 

Mr. SABIN.. They are identical, with the amendment made by the 
committee to the House bill. 

I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
SABIN, and Mr. Jones of Arkansas were appointed. 


THE ELECTORAL COUNT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ifthe morning business is concluded —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to morning 
business ? 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make what I suppose is a privileged motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his motion. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that at ten minutes before 1 o’clock to-day the 
Senate proceed to the Hall of the House of Representatives, there to 
take part under the Constitution and laws in the count of the electoral 
votes for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that question is put I should like to in- 
quire whether the usual custom has not been to await notice from the 
House of Representatives ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tenipore. The Chair has just been notified by 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives that no notification will be 
forwarded, but that the House will be ready to receive the Senate at 
the time appointed in the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, My impression is that heretofore the custom has 
always been for the House of Representatives to notify the Senate that 
they are ready to receive the Senate so that the votes may be counted. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the departure by the House of Representa- 
tives from the usual custom may perhaps be explained by the fact that 
there is now for the first time in existence a statute regulating the 
whole proceedings which makes it a legal duty. I suppose, therefore, 
it would not be necessary or proper or becoming for the Senate towait 
for an invitation. The Constitution provides for the assembling or 


The Chair hears no objection to the 
the Order of Business, and that 
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these two bodies at the count of the electoral votes, and the statute 
places the Hall of the House of Representatives at the command of the 
convention for that purpose and provides who shall preside. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the 
concurrent resolution agreed to by both Houses does not fix the hour 
atwhich the Senate shall appear in the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives? 

Mr. HOAR. It does. 

Mr, HARRIS. Itseems to me that that is sufficient. 

Mr. HOAR. -I suppose the Chair perhaps would not execute that 
resolution without an order of the Senate. The statute requires the 
two Houses to be at that place at 1 o’clock to-day. This motion is 
that the Senate proceed—I will say at five minutes before 1 o’clock— 
that the Senate leave this Chamber for that purpose at five minutes 
before 1 o'clock, so that they will be on the spot at the appointed time. 
I modify the motion and make it five minutes before 1 o’clock, which 
will give, I suppose, time enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has heard the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that at five minutes before 1 o’clock 
to-day the Senate will proceed to the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives as required by the concurrent resolution for the ascertainment 
and counting of the electoral vote. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

JACOB CRAMER. 

Mr. CAMERON. LI ask the Senate at this time to consider House 
bill 855, Order of Business 2606. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calender under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of 
Jacob Cramer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? £ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the hill. It provides for the issuance by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to the heirs of Jacob Cramer of a bounty-land 
warrant for 200 acres of land, the warrant to be locatable only on pub- 
lic land subject to private entry, for services rendered by Cramer as a 
lieutenant in the Pennsylvania Continental Line in the Revolutionary 
war, he being entitled thereto pursuant to the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Congress of September 16, 1776, and the provisions of the act of 
July 27, 1842, extended by the act of February 8, 1854. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

HENRY M. RECTOR. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the vote by which the bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rec- 
tor was passed may be reconsidered, and that the House of Representa- 
tives be requested to return the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 3439, Order of Business 2315. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 3439) authorizing the Secretary 
of War toascertain the amount of money which has been expended and 
the obligations assumed by the State of California, growing out of In- 
dian hostilities therein and upon the borders thereof, not heretofore 
reimbursed by the United States, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend the bill by striking out the 
clause beginning in line 18 down to and including line 22, as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the 
amount of interest paid and assumed by said State on obligations incurred for 
the purposes hereinbefore enumerated, and which has not heretofore been re- 
imbursed by the United States. 

And also, in line 26, after the word ‘‘ enumerated,” by striking out 
all down to and including ‘‘ United States,” in line 29, as follows: 

Including the amount of interest actually paid and assumed by said State on 
moneys borrowed for the purposes above enumerated and not heretofore reim- 
bursed by the United States, 

So as to make the clause read: 


The Secretary of War shall report to Congress the amount of money which 
ATAT thus ascertained to have been actually paid and assumed by the State 
of California on account of the matters above enumerated. V 

Mr. STEWART. I haveno objection to the amendment: 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave mored to strike out all that relates to in- 
terest. Asa matter of course, if the Goverment ought to pay interest 
(which I deny, for the Government does not pay interest anyway) it 
should pay it without respect to any rate paid by the State of California. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill as it is would not commit us to anything 
except what has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is arecoguition of the claim, and I think it had 
better be stricken out, 


Mr. STEWART. Ido not care about delaying the bill by discussion, 
and I will consent to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 

J. J. FINLEY. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report favorably upon the petition of J. J. Finley, and ac- 
companying the report there is a resolution. - 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that that resolution may be 
now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana, from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, reports a resolution, which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to pay, out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, to J. J. Finley, who was appoin a Senator of the 
United States by the governor of the State of Florida, a sum equivalent to the 
salary of a Senator from March 5, 1887, the day of his appointment, to May 10, 
1887, the day of the election of a Senator to fill the vacancy to which he was 
appointed, 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that that resolution may be 
now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the 
rules the resolution should be referred to the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Very well, then; I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 


THE ELECTORAL COUNT. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time has arrived for the execu- 
tion of the order of the Senate. 

The Senate, preceded by the President oc tempore and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, thereupon proceeded to the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives for the purpose of participating in the count of theelectoral votes 
for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 2 0’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m., and the President pro tempore resumed the chair. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the tellers who were appointed 
on behalf of the Senate in pursuance of the concurrent resolution of, 
the two Houses to ascertain the result of the election for President and 
Vice-President of the United States beg leave to report that the two 
Houses met in joint convention in pursuance of the resolution, and 
that thereupon the certificates of the electors of the various States of 
their votes for those officers were opened by the President of the Sen- 
ate and delivered to the tellers; and on being examined it appeared 
that the votes of the several States had been cast in accordance with 
the list which I send to the Chair. 

From those votes it appeared that the whole number of electors ap- 
pointed to vote for President and Vice-President of the United States 
for the term of office beginning on the 4th day of March, 1889, was 
401, of which a majority was 201. The state of the vote for President 
of the United States appeared to be: 

For Benjamin Harrison, of the State of Indiana, 233. 

For Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, 168. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States ap- 
peared to be: 

For Levi P. Morton, of the State of New York, 233. 

For Allen G. Thurman, of the State of Ohio, 168. 

Which result having been ascertained and counted by the tellers was 
delivered by them to the President pro tempore of the Senate, where- 
upon the President pro tempore of the Senate announced the state of 
the vote to be, that Benjamin Harrison, of the State of Indiana, had re- 
ceived 233 electoral votes, and that Grover Cleveland, of the State of 
New York, had received 168 electoral votes, for the office of President of 
the United States; and that Levi P. Morton, of the State of New York, had 
received 233 votes, and that Allen G. Thurman, of the State of Ohio, had 
received 168 votes, for the office of Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be entered on the Journal, I presume. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The certificate of the ascertainment 
and counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President of 
the United States submitted by the tellers will be entered at large upon 
the Journal of the Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The report had also better be entered in connec- - 


tion with the certificate. It is a written report. 

The PRESIDNET pro tempore. It is proper that there should ap- 
pear, the Chair thinks, between the certificates signed by the tellers 
and the announcement of the state of the vote by the President of 
the Senate, the direction of the President of the Senate to the tellers 
to report in accordance with law the result of their counting and ascer- 
tainment of the vote. If there be no objection that will be inserted. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Then havethe report entered in the Journal as well, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report also will be entered in 
the Journal. 
Mr. HOAR. This document is the report signed by the tellers. 
The report of the tellers, as entered on the Journal, is as follows: 
The undersigned, CHARLES F, MANDERSON and IsHam G. Harris, tellers on 
the of the Senate, and DANTEL ERMENTROUT and CHARLES S, BAKER, tellers 
on part of the House of Representatives, report the following as the result 
of the ascertainment and counting of the electoral votes for Presidentand Vice- 
President of the United States for the term beginning March 4, 1889: 
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CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Tellers on the part of the Senate. 


DANIEL ERMENTROUT, 
CHAS, 8S. BAKER, 
Tellers on the part of the House of Representatives, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore thereupon announced the state of the 
vote, as follows: 
The state of the vote for President of the United States, as delivered 
to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 
‘The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for President of 
the United States is 401, of which a majority is 201. 
Benjamin Harrison, of the State of Indiana, has received, for Presi- 
dent of the United States, 233 votes; and 
Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, has received 168 votes. 
The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States, as de- 
livered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 
The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States is 401, of which a majority is 201. 
Levi P. Morton, of the State of New York, has received 233 votes; 


Allen G. Thurman, of the State of Ohio, has received 168 votes. 

This announcement of the state of the vote by the President of the 
Senate is, by law, a sufficient declaration that Benjamin Har ison, of 
the State of Indiana, is elected President of the United States, and 
that Levi P. Morton, of the State of New York, is elected Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, each for the term beginning March 4, 1889, 
and will be entered, together with a list of the votes, on the Journals 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3880) for the relief of Hardin County, Ken- 
tacky, reported it without amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent resolu- 
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tion of the Senate to print extra copies of the report of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (S. 3116) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne. 

The message also announced that the House had ordered the Clerk 
to request the Senate to return to the House the House concurrent res- 
olution providing for the printing of the annual volumes of the Astro- 
nomical Observations of the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887, and 1888, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 12th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. eet granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling; 

An act (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 

An act (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash; 

An act (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

An act (S. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth; 

An act e 3249) for the relief of Zo. 8. Cook; 

An act (8. 2623) granting an increase of pension to James Patterson; 

An act (S. 3794) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through a part of the Crow Indian reservation in 
Montana Territory; 

An act (S. 379) to increase pensions in certain cases; 

An act (S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 
Columbia; and 

An act (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected of 
James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 


The PRES T pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the untinished bnsiness, being the resolution reported by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] from the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to revise the existing laws regulating elections of 
members of Congress. Is the Senate ready for the question upon 
agreeing to the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed care- 
ey to revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Congress, 
with a view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the 


elective franchise, and forthe punishment of offenses against it, and to report 
tothe next legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution which has just been read ? 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to debate, so far as 
I now know, that resolution. When the Senate adjourned last even- 
ing the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs] had the floor for the 
purpose, as I understood, of submitting remarks upon it, and as he is 
not present at this time I supposed that it would be informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it stand over until he comes in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the pending business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and that I may be permitted to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received if 
there be no objection. 


KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the of the Interior be, and he is is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate what peang pe if any, have been had in his Depart- 
ment relative to the survey and sale of the Klamath Indian reservation, in the 
State of California, in pursuance of the provisions of the act es April 8, 
mar ne “An act to provide for the better organization of Indian affairs in 

‘ornia,”’ 


DISTRICT MILITIA, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senate is thin and the Senator 
from New York, who has the floor, is absent. Therefore, unless there 
is something pressing, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us go on and do other business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I very much desire to have a little bill finished that 
was under consideration the other day. J 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe resolution reported from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections can be laid aside informally, so that it will not 
lose its place, I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the pending business is informally laid aside. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration ofa bill that was debated for a while the other day upon which 
we practically arrived at an understanding—Heuse bill No. 4961, Cal- 
endar number 2648. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (A. R. 4961) to provide for the organi- 
zation of the militia of the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. That bill has been read. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] offered an amendment which, I presume, he 
wilirenew. This begins practically de novo. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was pending. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do we take up the proceedings where they were 
left off, or, according to parliamentary law, would not the whole pro- 
ceedings drop then? Will the Chair inform me does the Senate resume 
the consideration at the point where it left off the other night? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate proceeds to the con- 
sideration of the bill moved by the Senator from Connecticut, the ques- 
tion pending at the time when the bill was last under consideration 
will be the one submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question, then, ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply say that the amendment I offered isthe 
bill that was fully considered in the Senate and passed by the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And I beg leave to add that the House bill that 
comes here covers very much the same ground; but it is an improve- 
ment in some respects, and the Senate bill is an improvement in other 
respects. A conference will no doubt make.a good bill from the two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and pussed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to call up Calendar 1464, being the bill (S. 
1030) to submit to the Court of Claims for adjudication the title of 
William McGarrahan to the mineral interest of the rancho ‘* Panoche 
Grande” in the State of California, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York is enti- 
tled to the floor.on the pending business (which was informally laid 
aside) if he desires to proceed. f 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill not call this bill up now if the Senator from 
New York desires to go on. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional 
elections. The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections were pa in charge of an inquiry into transactions in Wash- 
ington County, Texas. These transactions had to do with the election 
of 1886, which was in part a municipal election covering an important 
number of offices and em ing many candidates, a large list upon 
either side. There was also at the same time an election for a mem- 
ber of Congress in the Congressional district of which Washington 
County formed.a part. ‘There was no particular excitement in the can- 
vass or preparation for the election that I am aware of, as appeared be- 
fore the committee, in respect of the election of a Congressman, but 
there was a very animated canvass and a very wide-spread interest in 
the result of the municipal election, As the elements of that contro- 
versy there came to be a great disturbance at various polls held within 
that county; and owing to this earnest contest for place and for pre- 
dominance.of party, and from incidents that occurred in it, there came 
about following the election a proscription in the population there of 
certain active Republicans who had taken a part, a distinctive part, an 
aggressive part, if you please, on the one side, as against a distinctive 
and aggressive part taken on the other side in disposing of the result 
of the contest. 

By that proscription it was alleged that certain Republican citizens 
had heen driven from their homes by violence and threats of violence, 
by fear of their lives, and to the sacrifice of their property of which 
they were owners in that county, producing a fatal result to theirinter- 
ests not to be repaired. A very well conceived, a very clearly expressed 
petition from three of the victims of this proscription was presented to 
the Senate, and I will introduce the situation by reading their own 
statement of the positions which they held in the community and 
among their neighbors at the time of this election: 


Your petitioner, Stephen A. Hackworth, is a native-born citizen of said Wash- 
ington County, Texas; has resided a greater part of his life in said city of Bren- 
ham ; is now forty-seven years of age; is by occupation a dealer in real z 


and from 1879 to 1882 held several civil positions in said county; owned real es- 
tate and personal prope: in said city of Brenham to the value of $4,000; was 
comfortably situated, the income from his ‘business securing an assured sup- 
port for himself and family. 


Your petitioner, James L. Moore, is a native of the State of Alabama, but has 
been a citizen of said Washington County, Texas, since 1856; is now (orty-tive 
years of age, and by occupation a merchant; and from 1876 to 1842 held the office 
of district clerk, and from 1882 to 1884 held the office of sheriff of said county; 
owned real and personal property in said city of Brenham to the value of $6,000; 
See en situated and earning a comfortable living for himself and 

y, 

Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was born in Germany, but was many years ago 
naturalized, and has resided in the United States during the t thirty years, 
and has been a citizen of said Washington County since 1871; is now thirty-five 
ary of age and unmarried; is by profession a lawyér, and from 1877 to 1888 

eld the oflice of district attorney of said county and State; was until recently 
editor ofa German Republican newspaper published at the said city of Bren- 
ham, known as the Staats Zeitung; was comfortably s tuated, owning personal 
property to the value of $3,000; the income from his profession and paper earn- 

ng hima competent support, 


These statements are verified by the evidence and are accepted and 
reported by the committee as showing their situation in that coms 
munity before this alleged proscription drove them from home, 


aly ioe are white citizens of the United States, and dared to believe 
and ntain the right-to be Republicans in politics, 

For this, their only crime, your petitioners are now exiles from their homes, 
having been compelled to leave under serious threats of assassination, an 
abandon their property or accept for it such prices as were proffered them. 

Your petitioner, 5. A. Hackworth, was obliged to sell his homestead for $1,150, 
being less than one-half its real value. 

Your petitioner, James L. Moore, was obliged to sell his homestead for $2,000, 
being less than one-half its real value. 

Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was compelled to remove his paper to Galves- 
ton, Tex., thereby destroying its patronage and support, and preventing him 
from obtaining even one-tenth of its real value. 


These were the grievances that had been suffered by these petitioners, , 


and the committee have found in substance and effect that these griev- 
ances were suffered by them with no pretense of exercise of this poweg 
against them that is at all supported in the evidence except their ac. 
tivity in ‘the canvass and in support.of the ticket and the principles of 
the Republican party. 

It will be easily understood, if we left. ont of view any other cireum: 
stances or influences that govern the actions of men, if we left out of 
view all but the elements of this transaction which belong to the char- 
acter and situation of these men and the surrounding population under 
whose proscription they suffered these injuries—it must be admitted by 
all that no greater encroachments upon the dearest rights of the com» 
mon citizens of the country could ever be practiced than those which 
have been practiced upon them, And when therefore the committea 
came to the conclusions they did on the ropositions of their 
attitude there in this home of theirs and in ithe exercise of rights not 
denied or to be denied to any citizen of the United States, and when 
out of political transactions, political excitements, local inflammations, 
this strange consequence had ‘been visited upon the mere exercise of 
suffrage, the committee were prepared to look with interest upon the 
further investigation that was to show what there was in these circum, 
stances of the election and in this:antagonism between political parties 
and the ordinary efforts of candidates and of parties that could have 
produced out of what upon the face of things should be a perfectly 
quiet and lawful exercise of the suffrage this ex i result. 

It was quite important, though not wholly necessary, that at the 
outset-of our examination, as we shall submit it to the Senate, and I 
shall hope to point out in its outlines and principal features, we should 
see whether there was any just ground upon which the evidence sub- 
mitted to us would present these aggrieved sufferers in any attitude of 
disfavor or discredit with their neighbors and their friends in the or- 
dinary conduct of citizenship and in the probity of life. We could not 
find, and we have so reported, that these citizens.can be accused of any 
such misconduct as should place them or did place them out of the 
ordinary relations that belong to the peaceful and quiet citizen. 

Whatever allowance might properly be made for the acerbities and 
irritations which belong to politics, whatever might properly be yielded 
to the adverse observations and the different aspects in which the con- 
duct of these citizens could be placed, there was not, inour judgment, 
anything that should disturb us in our treatment of this investigation 
and the results that we should assign to it, that should at all vary this 
transaction from being in substance and effect an inflammation and 
agitation in politics and with no other rightful basis for irritation or 
proscription towards these sufferers than that which belongs to this 
excited canvass between parties situated as they were and as I shall 
disclose. 

With this view taken of the situation of these citizens at home, we 
also were of the opinion and are of the opinion from the testimony 
which has been fully expanded before the committee and thoroughly 
and earnestly canvassed by cross-examination, and also by the light 
shed upon it by bitter and earnest political opponents, some of the per- 
sons themselves deeply involved in the inculpated conduct which it is 
the purpose of the Senate to pass judgment upon—we think there has 
been no other aspersion of these sufferers from proscription than such 
as belongs to the canvass, the excitements, the oppositions, and the 
severities of canvass that attend elections. 

The testimony they gave, not very much of it depending wholly 
upon their own evidence, is entitled, as we submit to the Senate, to 
the same credit that we have given to them, not everything that they 
have said must be taken as accurate and as complete, and that-counter- 
vailing evidence may not be rightfully brought to qualify,or reduce or 
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to fill out the testimony given in behalf of these petitioners, but that 
there is no discredit thrown upon the truthfulness of the statements of 
these petitioners. 

The next situation that I need to call attention to will be the politi- 
cal situation before the election of 1886. Washington County, Texas, 
is a county, as I understand, largely occupied by farms and peopled 
by farmers. There is a very large proportion of white population there 
of the Germans, who, so far as I can understand from the testimony, 
are good citizens, good farmers, and a good population in all the ordi- 
nary sense of the make up of neighborhoods of this kind. 

The election of 1886 was for county officers, as I have said, and for a 
member of Congress. As between the two great political parties of the 
county, Republican and Democratic, the voters were divided accord- 
ing to various estimates in about the proportion of a Republican ma- 
jority of from 600 to 1,600 out of an aggregate vote of 5,600. As be- 
tween the voters of that county, the division between white and colored 
voters was about 2,500 to 3,100 of whites and about 2,500 to 2,800 of 
colored, thus producing a somewhat nearly equal division between the 
white and colored population. There was a large element of German 


citizens and voters in that county, namely 1,900, 1,600 of whom were ' 


Republicans, and it is estimated that on a full count of white voters 
alone the Republicansoutnumbered the Democrats by a majority of 300 
at least, and probably by 500 or more. 

The plan upon which this report has been made is to append to such 
propositions of fact as I have stated wherever they may occur in these 
elections’the testimony, intending to present as reasonably as may be 
the opposite estimates and views of every point considered. Of course 
in a great body of testimony like this, testimony which began in Feb- 
ruary, 1887, and was not closed until March, 1888, testimony of some 
700 pages with the prolixity, and the n prolixity, of direct ex- 
aminations and cross-examinations of a multitude of witnesses, I think 
sixty or more having been examined, it is not ee to be sure 
that you select adequately to show the situation t the testimony 
should present nor to be quite secure that you can make it impartial, 
but the fairest way, as the committee thought, was, while stating dis- 
tinctly their conclusions upon any point of fact or of the elements of 
controversy, to take such extracts as could be conveniently grouped from 
whatever part of the testimony the evidence was to be drawn, gronped 
under these heads. It was a work of considerable labor, and I hope 
that an examination by the Senate, if they shall read the evidence ad- 
duced in the report and then carry their investigation further by read- 
ing the body of the testimony, will show that this has been success- 
fully, as it has been very seriously, undertaken by the committee. 

Besides this testimony there comes to be added a record of a trial that 
was held in Texas involving an investigation into the transactions of 
this disturbed election, which took place at the Au term of the 
United States court in 1887. The indictment and the result of the 
jury’s deliberations in their verdict and the full record of the steno- 
graphic report of the evidence taken are appended to the volume of 
the testimony proper taken by our committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. The entire testimony in the case? 

Mr. EVARTS. The full record. This record was brought also to 
the notice of the committee and was po aye to the examination of 
some part of the important witnesses a that trial had been con- 
cluded, and therefore in our testimony as we have recorded it and pre- 
sented it as the basis for our conclusions, we have not hesitated to em- 
body from this record as well as from our own testimony what from 
authentic assurance bears upon particular points. 

That being the situation of the political divisions between the two 
classes of population depending upon color, I will ask attention as 
briefly as may be to the particular transactions themselves at each of 
the polls where encroachment upon thesuffrage and the rights of voters 
was practiced, and to the incidents, not necessary to that, but the in- 
cidents that did grow out of these disturbances, incidents of the most 
excited nature, which of course tended to aggravate, on all sides if you 

lease, the severity of the antagonisms that were provoked by the mere 
Farana upon the suffrage if no such great injuries had followed to 
life. 

This county has I do not know how many precincts, but at four 
precincts independent and not connected there were great interferences 
with the suffrage, and I will begin with that at the polls in Chapel 
Hill district. But in order here to understand fully the transaction 
of the election of 1886 it is necessary to look back upon the election of 
1884. At the election in 1884, which was of the same nature, that is, 
for county officers and for a member of Congress, disturbances had arisen 
at the polls held there and the remembrance on all sides of those occur- 
rences had a direct bearing upon the fate of the election in 1886. 

The Republican party in this county of Washington had been in pos- 
session of focal power substantially since the close of the war until 1884, 
when a very vigorous effort was made on the part of the opponents of 
the Republican party there and of the administrators of affairs that had 
thus been committed to them to substitute a new set of officers and 
give supremacy to the opposite party. That effort, that canvass, that 
conflict ended in the success of the opponents of the Republican party 
and placed in power from that time onward to 1886 representatives of 
the opponents of the Republican party, 


At the election in 1884,which was the critical period of contest for 
a continuance of power by the Republicans or the subversion of it, this 
occurred at Chapel Hill precinct. I read from the report: 


At that election the ballot-boxes then in the possession of thg officers of elec- 
tion, being colored men, were “ raided "— ` 


Using a phrase that is familiar to all of us, unhappily— 


at3or 4 o'clockinthe morning after the day of election by masked and armed 
men, Three of these colored officers of election were shot, and one of them 
died of his wounds, but the other two recovered. 

One of these men, by hiding with the ballot-boxes under the table, was able 
to escape, and the ballots were brought in and counted and returned. No ef- 
ae were made apparently to discover or punish the actors in this outrage and 
murder. ' š 


In preparation for the election of 1886 the Chapel Hill district was 
divided into three precincts, and. one of the precincts was known as 
Chadwick’s Gin. The polls were not opened at this přecinct at all 
during the election of 1886, and the situation by which the opening of 
the polls was discouraged or prevented can be most readily understood 
by reading a few words in our report on that subject: - 


There was also a | attendance of colored voters ready and desirous fo 
vote the Republican ticket. Mr, J. M. Nicholson, a white man and a Democrat, 
and enlisted in the success of the “ People’s ticket’’— 


Which was the form given to the opposition to the Republican 
ticket— 


attended with proper papers and stated his readiness to open the polls if a nec- 
essary number of competent men to conduct the election would volunteer. He 
declined to serve in the number, assigning as an excuse that he was suffering 
from neuralgia. The voters staid about the pe through the day in the hope 
of being able to vote. Mr. Nicholson staid there himself through the day. 

His statements are that there were not enough men, black and white, com- 
petent in intelligence and auu to read and write, to make up the necessary 
number. The colored men declined to undertake it. There were sundry white 
men attending there armed. Some colored men had been advised not to take 
part in the election. Others showed an unwillingness to undertake the con- 
duct of the election unless some white men were in the board. 

Apparently— - 

The committee say— } 

Apparently the occurrences at the last election were understood by all, and 
it seems to the committee that there would have been no difficulty in organiz- 
an | a competent board if the white men had wished it organized and had been 
willing to share in that duty, but that the colored men were afraid to expose 
themselves to the perils of the service if unsupported by the participation of 
white men. The failure to hold the polls at this precinet, the committee thinks, 
is chargeable to the leaders of the opposition ticket and in that interest, with 
the motive to discourage and suppress the Republican vote there, and to the 
colored Republican voters being unwilling to expose themselves to the fate 
which was visited upon the colored judges of the election at Chapel Hill in 
1884. A few extracts from the testimony are cited to this point. 


Passages are cited from the evidence that bring us to that conclusion. 
This was a strong Republican precinct, and the vote therefore by what- 
ever degree of oppression or inquiry it may have been attended, the 
refusal to open the polls or their not being opened of course excluded 
the apparent and expected majority of the Republican ticket. 

The next district that we have occasion to consider is that of Lott’s 
Store. 


This was a strong Republican precinct. Theelection was quiet and not inter- 
fered with. The votes cast for the Republicans were 156, those for the o i- 
tion were 33. The latter were all white and Democratic, and the former all Re- 
publican. The clerk of the election, a Democrat, after the count, started with 
a companion to take the ballot and the tally-sheets to Brenham, to make the 
return there in accordance with his duty. This was on the day after the elec- 
tion, and as they were nearing Brenbam, after dark, three armed and masked 
men stopped the carriage and demanded, under threats to fire, the surrender of 
the ballot-box and the tally-sheets. The clerk refused to hand over the ballot- 
box and the armed men took it from the carriage. They then required the de- 
livery of the tally-sheets and the clerk gave them up. The clerk reported this 
transaction to the county clerk and the judge, both of whom were on the oppo- 
sition, Lewis and Kirk,-but nothing was done about it, and the vote at Lott's 
Store was thus suppressed, 


The clerk of the election, Mr. Spann, who it is, I believe, stated was 
a Democrat, gives his own statement upon that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. What election was that? 

Mr. EVARTS. Exceptin the first preliminary instance it was all in 
1886. That was all suppressed. 

Then the polls at Graball’s, another precinct, need attention. 


This was a strong Republican precinct, and the colored ple were there some 
five to one of the whites. The election proceeded quietly, and while the count 
was going on, and it had been ascertained that the votes cast were 347 and they 
had counted and strung all the votes but 96, which were still in the ballot-box, 
three armed and masked men entered the room, called the judges to “hold up,’ 
and at the point of the pistol seized the ballot-box, the string of votes, and one 
of the tally-sheets, The ballot-box ey. carried away, and while still in the 
room they tore up the votes and the tally-sheet they seized. The tally-sheet 
which one of the judges had retained was carried to Brenham and delivered to 
the county judge, Lafayette Kirk. There is some indistinctness, from conflict 
and pone A in the testimony, as to the exact state of the polls. 

The committee, however, thinks that there was a majority of something like 
100 for the straight cra tee gion ticket among the votes strung, and that all bal- 
lots remaining in the box were Republican. Not long before the “raid” upon 
the ballot-box, a prominent Democrat had entered the room and conferred with 
one of the Democratic judges, and read s note to him and left it with him, the 
contents of which the committee was not able to ascertain. The manner in 
pie the seizure of the votes and the ballot-box was made is shown in the 
testimony. 


And the citations are given. 

I come now to the fourth vote, and that was at Flewellen’s, and that 
transaction embraced in it a most lamentable occurrence without refer- 
ence to the question of the fatal result, and that was the slaying of 
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young Bolton, and as briefly as possible the committee have set forth 
that occurrence, and I will read it from the report: 


At about 12 m. of election day Kirk, who was a candidate for county judge on 
the People’s ticket, sent a telegram from Brenham to D. D. Bolton at Courtney, 
near Graball’s, who was on the same ticket as county commissioner, in 


words: 
“Things here look doubtful. Do your work.” 
There been an agreement the day befare for the conveyance of informa- 


tion as to the look of the voting. D. D. Boiton received this message at dusk 
and showed it to his son Dewees Bolton, and on starting for his home, not dis- 
tant, directed his son to come with him, and he did so. Graball’s is 4} miles 
os Flewellen’s. The latter polls was astrong Republican and colored voting- 
place. 

The election was quietly conducted and the officers were engaged in counting 
the votes when Kirk came in, inquired how the votes were running, looked at 
the tally-list, which had been counted up to 69 out of about 159 votes, and look- 
ing over the tally-sheet on the table, called out, “Jimmie Hewitt 43, and Charlie 
Herbst 19.” These were Hewitt, colored, Republican, and Herbst, Democrat, op- 

ing candidates fordistrict clerk. Kirk called the presiding judge, whiteand 
emocrat, Robinson, out of the room, and after a few minutes Robinson re- 
turned alone. They went on with the count and in about half an houras knock- 
ing was h: upon a closed door, and upon its being repeated, an answer was 
made from the room, “‘Comein.’’ The door was opened from without, whether 
by force or not seems uncertain, and three men, armed and disguised, presented 
their pistols and some or one of them called out, ** Hold up” or “ Hands up,” 
and demanded the ballot-box. 

The foremost man in entering turned out to be young Bolton. There were 
several colored men in room, unarmed an je; but one of them, 
Polk Hill, passed out of the room, through a door opposite that at which the en- 
trance was asked, into a gallery where there were some shotguns. Instantly 
upon the demand of the ballot-box at the point of the pistol, a ray was 
fired from the gallery through the partly open door, and young Bolton fell dead 
across the threshold, his pistol falling at his feet. e was disguised in a yellow 
waterproof, called a “slicker,” covering his body, and a white handkerchief 
covering the below the eyes, knotted behind his neck. Allinthe room fled 
at once in dismay, and the dead man was left alone, uncared for, as he lay, all 
night, the lamp burning brightly. 

‘cowards morning Presiding Judge Robinson persuaded an aged colored man, 
his neighbor, Alfred Jones, to leave the sick-bed of his wife and go with him to 


the scene of the homicide on the plea that he was afraid to go alone, man 
had no knowledge of the bloody occurrence until informed of it by Robinson 
but their visit to the dead body, which had been untouched, the ion of 


the cigs ro delicti, and observation of the scene of the transaction, cost him his 
life. This made him a witness of the disguise, and the murderous weapon of 
Bolton, and the manner of his fall. When afterwardsan attempt wasto be made 
to make out Bolton an unarmed and undisguised and innocent and peaceful 
visitor to the poiling place, and slain by unprovoked violence of the colored 
men, Alfred was arrested, put in jail, and hung, upon no conceivable incentive 
but to make way with his testimony. 

The ballot-box was emptied, the ballots scattered about the floor, and werenot 
counted in the election. 

The following extracts from the testimony exhibit in bold featuresthe bloody 
catastrophe at Flewellen’s. 


Lamentable as was this transaction, there followed a greater loss and 
certainly a more deliberate taking of life as a consequence of this bloody 
occurrence at the polls. After the election Judge Kirk, who was the 
county judge elected in 1884 and a candidate for re-election and re-elected 
in this unfortunate election, issued this committal: 

The State of Texas to the sheriff or any constable of Harris County, greeting: 

You are hereby commanded that you take into custody, and commit to the 
jail of aone county, Steve Jackson, Alfred Jones, Ephraim Jones, Shad Felder, 
John Glass, William Davis, Phelix Kinlow, Andy Hays, charged with murder, 
and there safely keep to appear at the next term of our county court, to be hel 
at Brenham on the 19th day of November, 1886, unless he gives good and suf- 
ficient bond in the sum of k 

Given under my hand officially this 9th day of November, A. D. 1886. 

[sear] LAFAYETTE KIRK. 


County Judge, W. Co. 
Issued 9th November, 1836. sió, 


This commitment included five colored men. The only ground of 
committal at all was that assigned in this commitment, and that was 
murder; but by the laws of Texas, as we were advised and is almost 
apparent without an inquiry, a commitment for murder upon a mere 
suretyship of $500 is foreign to our system of jurisprudence, and the 
committee must look at this as a comprehension in this form of law of 
these unfortunate colored men that they might be there kept and dealt 
with as might be conceived in the future. There they were, at any 
rate, shut up uuder a commitment which I am told—though of course 
subject to correction, if I shall hear it from the Senators from that State— 
a commitment that on its face was not lawful, as it was a commitment 
only on conditions of suretyship of $500, the law being that there can 
be no bail formurder without examination. That is on commitment, 
and never after that except on examination. 

Upon some demonstration or indication that an attack would be made on the 
jail, these prisoners were sent to Houston and there held in jail. While there 
the prisoners were visited by their counsel, Mr. F. D. Jodon, who there pre- 
pared the papers to take them out of jail by habeas corpus. With Mr. Jodon 
was associated Mr. C. R. Breedlove, a prominent lawyer and citizen of Bren- 


ham, a Democrat, and they had been retained fessionally and fees paid th 
by the friends of the prisoners. ai A = rr 


The papers are according to the forms and one of them is set forth 
which is adequate for understanding the real situation. 


On the 18th or 19th of November these prisoners, without any application to 
that end, as far as appears, and after these papers were og 4 for their presen- 
tation to the judge of the district of Houston, but before their presentation, 
were sent back to Brenham and lodged in jail. This transfer required the prep- 
aration of a new set of Li a On the 2d of December, about midnight or a 
little later, the jail was visited by an armed and masked com ny, some six or 
eightin number. The guards were awake and away from the 
adjacent court-house, up stairs, sitting by the stove. The town constable on 
watch that night was upstairs with these guards, and upon hearing the noise and 
looking from their windows the three men started to go down the street. Th 
were covered by the guns of some of the assailants of the jail and ordered to 


e jail and in the 


th 
“keep quiet” and they would not be hurt, and they returned to the room and 


remained there to look out spe the removal of three prisoners from the jail 
by this company of armed and masked men. 

These midnight visitors were admitted by the jailer, they informing him that 
they had a prisoner for the jail. The jailer, who seems to have had the keys of 
the cells in his hands, laid them down by the lamp which he deposited on a 
table in full sight. The armed men entering forced the jailer behind the opened 
door, threw a waterproof over his head, and two men held guard over him. 
bas bree eta the keys from the jailer was superseded by their observing the 

eys ins i 

Some of the party opened the cells of the eight colored men, ascertained from 
them their res; ve names, selected from them Alfred Jones, Ephraim (called 
also Stuart) Jones, and Shad Felder, and leaving the other five locked in their 
cells, took these three from the jail. They marched their pinioned captives be- 
fore them out through the streets of the town, where they were joined by a 
mounted armed escort, spoken of variously as from twenty-five to seventy-five. 
The cavalcade condacted their captives along the public road to a point about 
a mile from Brenham. Here these colored men were hung “on a tree,” 
and there left until they were cut down the next morning by citizens who had 
come from the town. 

The dead bodies were taken to the jail, when, in the language of the local 
paper, the Brenham Banner, “new drawers, undershirts, and nice shrouds were 
pu and good co! procured, and the bodies prepared for burial, after 
which they were turned over to their friends and relatives, who took them to 
their homes near Flewellen’s for burial.” 

A coroner’s inquest was held, evidence heard, and the conclusion reached 


was— 

“ We, the jury, find that A. Jones, E. Jones, and S. Felder came to death by 
being hanged by parties to us unknown.” 

It does not appear to the committee that any participation, certainly any guilty 
complicity, in the death of Bolton was imputed by any one to either of these 
murde men, The selection for execution, from among the eight imprisoned, 
was careful, deliberate, and systematic, The other five were immediately set 
at large on merely formal bonds of $00 each. Polk Hill, then and now in cus- 
toar was the only person suspected or accused of being the actor in the homi- 

e. 


I have spoken already of the illegality of the commitment, and there 
was no other charge against these men except the charge of murder. - 
The committee is, therefore, upon all the evidence, of the opinion that these 
murders were each committed upon the motive and in the interest of the policy 
and pu that had countenanced and caused the “ raids” on the ballot-boxes 
atthatelection. The sacrifice ofthese worthy and blameless lives was demanded 
for the suppression of their evidence, which would have demonstrated the death 
of Bolton as befalling him in the act of a pecconeeriea attack upon the ballot- 
boxatFlewellen’s to defeat the election of the Republican ticket. committee 
ay not find jon escape from conclusion upon the whole body and weight 

Then extracts, to a considerable extent, are given. 

In our conduct of this examination we gave the largest and the most 
liberal system of inquiries that was asked for on either side. We de- 
sired that these should be as full and as honest and as adequate upon 
all, not these mere distinct and evident facts that would be included 
within a narrow compass, but all that should fairly enter, upon the 
demand of either side, into all the occurrences and circumstances, states 
of feeling, ramors, conditions of solicitude or fear that could bear rea- 
sonably or at all upon any explanation, we will not say justification, 
for perhaps no one would claim any such justification, but such like 
aspect that would relieve the occurrences from the natural judgment in 
the conduct of men on the part of all honest, peace-loving people. 

One of the first lines of this inquiry was to see whether any efforts 
to punish the raids perpetrated upon the ballot-box, or to discover or 
punish the murders of colored men had taken place. Our conclusions 
are set, forth very definitely that we can not find that there was any 
such course or any such action. There was a coroner’s jury, and the 
verdict was as I have stated it. But if Senators will examine the body 
of the testimony they will find that there was a prevalent fear under 
caution of self-protection that pervaded the weaker portion of the com- 
munity, the colored race, and a very strong enlistment on the part of 
the managers, and leaders, and body, if you please, of the white or- 
ganization in politics and in society, that should leave it as bareas possi- 
ble from anything like exaggeration of wrong on the part of the per- 
petrators of these injuries, and no tone that we could discover of pub- 
lic opinion or of even a very limited cohesion on the part of citizens of 
oh neighborhood towards discovering and punishing these heinous of- 

enses, 

The evidence is spread out, and we regarded it as not an unimpor- 
tant matter. Of course, when we confine ourselves to the mere corpus 
delicti, the criminal assassination as a matter of indictment and pun- 
ishment, these extraneous examinations have no effi in law or in 
logic; but they may bear upon the heinousness of the offense and the 
degree of punishment with which a guilty person should be visited. 

But that was not the inquiry here. e inquiry was not what it 
would have been before a grand jury looking only to the indictment 
of any of the discovered perpetrators of this hanging of the colored men 
or of the transaction on the side of Bolton. Really the very subject- 
matter of our inquiry was that these proscribed and exiled petitioners 
were themselves made the victims of this incitement and inflamma- 
tion and violence on the part of that community. 

I do not think that any one who reads the whole body of the testi- 
mony can hesitate to think that there is no evidence to them, as there 
has been, as we say, no evidence to us, that can disturb or vary the con- 
clusion that the community did not arouse themselves to any resent- 
ment whatever over this infliction upon the black men, nor in any 
punishment of the violence and injuries to the sufferers. There did 
occur, after our examination was well under way, a criminal prosecu- 
tion in the courts of the United States, which I am glad to think and 
glad to say was earnestly and honestly conducted by the United States 
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attorney of the district within which the cognizance of these crimes 
fell, and tho judge was firm. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state what was the charge, the issue 
in that criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Senators will see that the only jurisdiction of the 
United States court was under our provisions protecting the suffrage 
and punishing violation of it to a certain extent, partaking substan- 
tially only of the nature of conspiracies, and the indictment pursued 
the lines entirely of an interference with the polls. Ofcourse, the crime 
of the hanging of the black men was a crime under the laws of Texas 
not under the laws of the United States. There was no possibility of 

ning to punishment any of the guilty tors if they could 
ve been found and if the evidence could be brought against them. 

This indictmentis not copied in the report, but is found in the body 
of the record, at pages 646 and on. There were three counts, but all 

ingthissameline, The persons accused upon each of these counts 
uded Mr. Kirk and various others, eight or ten, and the resalt ot 
the trial was: 

We, the jary, find as follows: 

On the count in the indictment we can not agree. 

On thesecond count in the indictment we find the defendants Lafayette Kirk, 
Bayliss Wisenant, Joda Route, Joe Tolan, and Will Crawford not guilty; and 
as io the defendants Milton “ly and John Crawford we can not agree, 

On the third count in the in t we can not agree. 

The result of that prosecution, however honestly conducted and faith- 
fully, as I understand it to have been; by the United States attorney 
and by the judge in the conduct of the trial, as belonged to him asa 
judge, was wholly ineffectual. 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator, if he will it me, that 
pen ast icra that afterwards those parties were again and ac- 

uit 
sd Mr. EVARTS. That was the situation of this trial, and then a sec- 
ond trial was had considerably later, I imagine. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. The result of which was that there was no convic- 
tion and all were acquitted. So that is a very good illustration of the 
very imperfect condition of our protective legislation affecting the suf- 
frage under the Federal rights and powers under the Constitution. 
‘Therefore what we must consider in our conclusion, so far as it goes, it 
seems to us borne out, that when the actual transactions were of the 
very distinct nature I have stated—I now refer wholly to the violence 
to the polls, the ballot-box, etc.—for some reason or other under the 
indictment for conspiracy against the suffrage, the ballot-box, ete., the 
prosecutions were wholly fruitless. 

Another subject of interest was one to which we gave the largest lib- 
erty, although we regarded it a remote consideration as really bearing 
upon the very transactions themselves, which had for their principal 
substance and results the exile of these petitioners. Yet it was allowed, 
and that is what was proved under the head of the ‘‘ conduct of county 
affairs by the Republican oe to the election of 1884.” There 
is a good deal of evidence ing upon this topic, and the important 
parts, as I think, are cited here. 

‘The effort was made to show, and certainly was not at all curtailed 
or embarrassed by the committee in the freedom of its allowance in 
showing, that this Republican administration of affairs in this commu- 
nity, in this local government, had been a corrupt, an incompetent, an 
unsatisfactory, a harmful and pernicious conduct of power which had 
excited and aroused resentments that would color and infuse into the 
canvass elements that were not of this division of parties proper or di- 
vision between the distinctions of color. | 

It appeared that the conduct of affairs was from the disordered state 
of things immediately following the war, and was continued in the 
same hands, not always the same officers, until 1884; and it was said 
that the situation and the record of that administration of affairs jus- 
tified and led to a subversion of Republican control there, which might 
have been a very good reason for accomplishing those results by the 
ordinary means which excite opinions and influence conduct through the 
peacefal methods of the suffrage. But we do not find that there was 
any such extravagance of misconduct or incompetency or corruption in 
the management of affairs there as is imputed. It was, I think, not 
until 1875 or 1876 that the laws of Texas allowed land to be sold for 
taxes. There was an interval of some years, I think, up to that time, 
which would carry us ten years after the close of the war. The people 
were all poor from the war, and the resource for the conduct of public 
affairs was not very ample, especially if there was no sanction permitted 
to the sale of y for taxes, and most of the property was real 
estate there. But they rubbed along as well as they might. The 
public securities were down at one time as low as 20 or 30, and it had 
worked out prior to 1884 until this scrip was up to, as some say, from 
80 to 85, and others say from 85 to 90. So you will perceive that, so 
far as that conduct of affairs was concerned, nothing could be said 
in the way of plunder or of spoliation that had shown that these par- 
ties were going from worse to worse. It is shown also that public im- 
provements had taken place and been paid for out of the imperfect re- 
sources of that community. 

Then it was said that there had been peculations and embezzlements; 
but after all it was reduced, as I think, to this, that there were only two 


persons who were really brought to responsible charge for these accu- . 
sations, two of them being under indictments, the result of one of which 
was the acquittal of the accused, and of the other, if I am right about 
it, a nolle prosequi. So an ag.revation or accumulation or mass of 
misconduct that would carry a community out of the methods, and 
powerful methods, which belong to peaceful discussions of such subjects 
does not seem upon this evidence to have found any place that would 
iustify any exasperation of feeling. 

Then there was a point made, and a feeling to some extent prevailed 
perhaps, though it was searched pretty thoroughly and not found to 
be very substantial, that as an attendant or in concurrence with this 
imprisonmentof black men and their execution the public there were 
in a state of alarm or of terror against an expectation or a fear that 
in some parts of that country an insurrection or violent combinations 
on the part of colored men might invade the peace nnd expose the lives 
of that community. To that also very thorough examination was 
given, with everything that belonged to rumors and fears and facts, 
We are not wrong in concluding that as a matter of fact there never 
was such an element of movement and of purpose or combination on 
the part of the colored people. 

Then the question was, how much fear there was of that; and fear 
might take the place of fact, of course, in affecting judgment. It was 
very difficult for us to come toa conclusion that there was any real 
fear on the part of the people in Brenham orin the suburbs of Brenham 
which really showed that they were arrayed for themselves and for 
their color against any such combinations. But this evidence is very 
fully shown in the report of the committee, and from the different as- 
pects which Senators bring to such matters, in regard to which, of 
course, there are those more conversant than I am with the condition 
of Southern feeling and of Southern fears in this neighborhood, or in 
any populations where there is a nearly equal division between the 
blacks and whites; they are better able to judge perhaps than I am as 
to whether vagueness and unsubstantial fears really may have prevailed 
upon a state of facts and a condition of rumor such as is disclosed here, 

Then there was another ground by which the excitement and re- 
sentful heat of popular movements against this Republican ticket and 
these Republican canvassers and leaders and public speakers sought to 
be justified, by connecting them with having made at the canvass pre- 
liminary to the election, at different gatherings, speeches which would 
in brief and in a somewhat summary way embrace what were called 
incendiary speeches, That was probed to the bottom, we think; first, 
as to what the speeches were; secondly, how much the people who 
testified about them knew what they were; and third, as to what in- 
cendiary speech meant by those people who on the proof of such facts 
or such utterances could be thus embraced in a charge of incendiary 
speeches. The committee dispose of that matter in this way: 


Some color was sought to be given to the excitement in Washington County 
which followed the election by assigning as a contributory cause of the excesses 
which marked the election and its sequel the making of what were stigmatized 
as incendiary speeches at Republican meetings or at political gatherings of col- 


ored voters. 
The committee allowed a wide range in the in support and in ref- 
opportunity should 


utation of these accusations. It seemed but fair that ev 
be gi upon this nt,as accurately and 
The exploration this subject has, the committee 
onstrated that the accusations themselves were vague and mere 


As to a een or incentive to no- 
Jompo any results by violence, the Repu 
sem 


What the witnesses very largely adduced, perhaps as largely as from 
any one, Lafayette Kirk, the Democratic judge, a political leader 
down there, enters into the substance of our evidence. The subject is 
an interesting one no doubt. It was properly aired into, and en- 
ables perhaps all who shall care to examine into the general situation 
of political controversies in communities that are under the operation 
of a nearly equally divided population between the colored and the 
white, and the methods, disturbances, and consequences of irregular 
intrusion into what should be everywhere a peaceful exercise of the 


suffrage. 

Mr. President, the conclusion to which the committee have come 
will, I hope, be conceived by all Senators who shall examine the con- 
clusion, and will receive from them the approval of not extending be- 
yond the absolute necessary conclusions from the evidence which we 
have presented. Nor have we undertaken to go into censorship of com- 
munities, or their natural or at least habitual prejudices or feelings— 
if they are to be called prejudices, On the very grave subjectof which 
this transaction forms but an instance the conclusions are these: 


The committee has extended its examination into the political transactions 
in Washington County over the widest range asked for either by the petitioners 
or by the inculpated parties, It has embraced in its inquiries every topic bear- 
ing upon the state of prevalent in any portion of that population, or en- 
tering into the rivalries competitions which animated the political contest 


out of which arose these outrages upon the freedom of election, upon the peace 
and order of society, upon the personal safety and immunities in their homeg 
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and universal princi of constituti and vidual liberty which 
are the common right, all over the land, of of the United States. 
This extensive survey and patient investigation the committee has thought 


good 
of the neighborhoods where they occur, nor of the States within whose borders 
these d mischiefs pass unchecked, unredressed, and uncondemned, 
They tend to weaken and set back the sincere desire of the country at large to 
obliterate all disti. , as between geographical or political divisions, inthe 
prevalence of justice, peace, -will, aud equality of right in discussing and 
solving all the problems which affect wel of this great p e. 
While, in the opinion of the committee, the state of feeling in t! commu- 
nities is not ripe to receive justand permanent impressions from in i 
such as have been conducted by the Senate, it can not but expect considerable 
benefit in the country at large from a dispassionate and responsible exhibition 
of the true and the princi traits of this transaction. The moral, social, and 
itical bearings of such a condition of things, as is displayed upon the evi- 
noe taken by the committee, upon the community in which it exists address 
themselves to the calm judgment of thoughtful and patriotic minds in these 
populations. Not less do they engage the earnest attention of the great bod 
of the American people which are removed from the environment in whi 
these occurrences take place, 
It can not be expected that these incidents, when looked at from opposite 
ints of view, will make the same impression or lead to the same conclusions 
n all parts of the country or upon all political parties, But concurrence as to 
the facts is the first step and a great step towards a vonciliation of views and 
an appreciation of the influences which obstruct a concurrence of judgments. 
Besides, no element for the formation of a sound public opinion can be 
suggested that a wider and wider spread should be given to a knowledge 
of and an interest in the real nature of this and similar proceedings wherever 


they may occur. oroas into the light where “a thousand intell may 
burn upon it,” the truth will surely force these evils and dangers, anywhere in 
this the conscience and the responsibility 


bayser et be and their consequences, upon 
of the pens. 

The statutes of the United States have treated with circumspection and vigor 
the difficult province of regulating Federal elections where the constitutional 
rights of voters are not acce le to the general sense and interests of the com- 
munities as they understand them, These regulations, however, depend, like 
all other laws, for their eflicacy upon the zeal, activity, intelligence, and per- 
sistency of their execution. h all these the executive department of the 
Government is wholly charged under the Constitution. The selection and su- 

vision of all subordinate officers throws upon the Chief Magistrate, the Presi- 

t, the responsibility of that the whole weight of Government is 
to be thrown in the protection of the elective and the punishment of 
all violators of the laws that have been passed to guard it, Beyond this every 
just, every possible authority and influence that attend upon official station 
should show themselves in every neighborhood asa “terror to evil-doers and 
a praise to them that do well.” Many mi: many shortcomings in 
reaching complete success in these efforts of the executive government may be 
looked upon by the people of the country with an indulgent temper. But the 
absence of such efforts, or a languid prosecution of them, will not be toler- 
ated by public opinion or left unvisited by political condemnation, 

The committee recommends a careful revision of the laws, and con- 
cludes with the resolution which forms the subject of this debate as 
now on the Calendar of the Senate. 

Mr. President, there seemed to the committee—there certainly seemed 
to me when this matter was first introduced for examination to the Sen- 
ate—that there could be no more propitious time for an investigation 
than that which was open to us when this petition was presented. It 
was as close as possible after the last election of 1886, itself not con- 
nected with the Federal election otherwise than in respect of the choice 
of a Congressman, and it was as far as possible from the election and 
canvass for the great contest of the parties in the country at large in 
1888. 

It was not expected that so protracted an examination would at all 
be necessary, but from time to time on each side there was a demand 
for a larger inquiry and a reinvestigation, adducing witnesses to con- 
tradict or qualify what had proceeded from others, till when we really 
terminated our actual production of testimony at the end of March, 
1888, it was thought then that it should be kept open during the sum- 
mer. No testimony, however, was called subsequent to that time. 

I can only properly bere, and I hope not with any undue emphasis, 
call attention to the fact that while this examination was still open 
an‘ unconcluded, one of the very important and valuable, not only wit- 
nesses, but valuable men, in the consent, I think, of all parties, Joe 
Hoftmann, as he is familiarly called, long an office-holder, a German of 
excellent character and conduct, having the confidence, as I believe, of 
that community in all that relates to probity and propriety and duty 
of social and other obligations, fell a victim to an assassination. In 
that assassination was included another victim, a very important and, 
as I understand, excellent man of the Democratic party, Mr. Holt, 
known well, I take it, to the Senators from Texas, and well known, 
perhaps generally, in Democratic circles. This was an assassination, 
and aclear assassination. These two men were sitting together in front 
of a restaurant, and it was the heat of a canvass for the approaching 
election of 1488. The same aggravations, or zeal and interest, about 
the municipal affairs were then in , and were to culminate in 
an election. Out of the dark, at a safe distance, the discharge of two 
barrels of a shotgun killed both of these men. 

Mr. COKE. One Democrat and one Republican. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have stated that. One of them, Mr. Holt, it was 
supposed might survive and recover. Hoffmann was killed instantly. 

Mr. COKE. Holt died also. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; I know. It was expected that Holt might re- 
cover, and at one turn of his wounds there was, I believe, a confident 


opinion that he would recover, but by relapseor discouragement there 
was a disappointment of these hopes, and he died. 

It is impossible not to connect tha. transaction, under the light of 
this evidence, as being a part of a continuous and protracted situation 
of this disturbance. Mr, Hoffmann, so far as our examination showed, 
had not incurred any enmity or any ill opinion in any quarter, but he 
was a leader in opposition to the ticket which was headed by Judge 


Lafayette Kirk, and it was a question of restoration of power by the 
Republicans or continued power inthe same hands that held it. ; 

With to Mr. Holt, altbough I think there is not any doubt 
that he was in all things wholly a Democrat, an important one, there 
is, I believe, an opinion on our part that Mr. Holt purposed and 
had perhaps shown a purpose to take part against the powers that be 
in that coming election. I may be wrong about that, but that is our 
notion. 

Therefore, we have this unhappy result growing out of violence un- 
checked, unpunished, unresisted, uncondemned, an easy occurrence two 
years alterwardsresulting in so deplorable and wholly inexcusable mur- 
der, for there were no such heats, or renconters or terrorsor fears, vague or 
ofany kind. It was, as it would appear, a result in execution of asys- 
tematic purpose that at whatever cost the supremacy in local affairs 
should be maintained by the men and the adherents of them who then 
held that power. 

I donot propose to allude to any other occurrences connected with elec- 
tions and with fatal disasters to life, but it opens the general question 
(and I earnestly submit to all Senators who shall discuss this matter 
tarther, as unquestionably they will and should) that this is a case in 
which there was a reasonable opportunity of getting at the facts; that 
the investigation has been conducted with as much intelligence and 
legal faculties as belong to the members of the committee who were in- 
trusted asa subcommittee with the taking of testimony, Senator Evstis 
and Senator PUGH representing the minority, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
TELLER, and myself the majority; and that the investigation has been 
patient. ‘There has been no important irritation in the conduct of it. 
Everything has been explored. Everybody has had an opportunity on 
either side, at whatever expense to the Government, for neither of us 
thought that that was an element which for a single instant should 
bear upon this investigation. 

If it shall be held that the majority of the committee and the major- 
ity of the subcommittee have not given as impartial and exact a view 
in general of this transaction as they should have done, it is to be re- 
gretted; but it is a regret not without a remedy, for the whole body of 
the testimony is here, and, so far as I can see, it embraces a general dis- 
cussion of what the disturbing influences are that in these communi- 
ties draw a distinction between what individual transactions are open 
to the condemnation of everybody, and those violences against the suf- 
frage, violences that have attacked life, have sacrificed life, and those 
violences that have proscribed and driven away some citizens not open 
to condemnation by law or by society upon any general opinions of 
condemnation. I do not know where else we can find a better scene 
of transaction and a treatment of evidence that would enable us to 
better consider whether there is really in our affairs a great persistent 
power that is to suppress, overpower, and set aside the Government of 
the Constitution and the laws passed in pursuance of it, and the execu- 
tion of the law through officers and the administration of justice, for 
that at last must come to be the question. 

The relations of the Federal Government directly to elections in the 
States and the great authority the States have over those elections 
in regard-to the absolute possession of the basis of the suffrage, except 
when controlled by the amendments to the Constitution, are all under- 
stood; and elections are to go on year by year, so long as any one can 
see, to the end of the cohesion of these States. We are one people. 
We are divided into States. We have one great opinion that prevails 
all over the United States on certain subjects, and the Constitution of 
the United States and its laws and the suffrage under them is one of 
those. There is no private or local public opinionaccorded in any part 
of this country by either of those questions. All the States, all citi- 
zens, from Maine to Georgia and off to California, are parties, the same 
parties, of equal authority, of equal courage, and of equalduty. That 
public opinion which is the life-blood of our institutions everywhere is 
the public opinion that is behind the power and the duty of the Fed- 
eral Government, and there is no power or right to divide off and mo- 
nopolize freedom on that subject either in expression or in conclusion 
to one part of this country. 

The magnitude of the value and of, as I hope, the perpetuity of local 
influence and local control over what belongs to local administration 
and State authority, I have no desire to disparage, either in Texas or in 
New York; but if it ever comes to this, that as to which of these great 
areas of opinion shall control, if there shall be irreconcilable con- 
flicts between them, the end must be, as I submit, that the opinion of 
the whole country must finally settle that behind the law and behind 
the Constitution. Its prevalence, and the general and complete rights 
of society and of suffrage are to be asclearly, as thoroughly, and I should 
hope, as quietly all over this country in one part as in another. 

Mr. President, I shall not go into the large considerations while the 
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discussion rests upon the exposure of the facts and the situation upon 
which the debate is to proceed. Iask that the report of the committee 
may be printed in the RECORD. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro fempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
The report is as follows: 


Mr. Evarts, from the Coinmittee on Privileges and Elections, submitted tae 
following reportto accompany Senate resolutions of January 26, 1887, and Feb- 


ruary 28, 1888: 
The Committee on Privileges and Elections respectfully reports that it has 


inquired into the circumstances and events referred to in the resolutions of the 


Senate J tn January 26, 1887, and presents to the Senate the testimony taken 
before the committee and the conclusions upon such testimony to which it has 
come. 

The resolutions referred to the committee are as follows: 


“ RESOLUTIONS, 


“ Whereas Stephen A, Hackworth, a native citizen of the United States and 
of the State of Texas; James L. Moore, anative of Alabama, and now for twenty 
years a citizen of Texas; and Carl Schutze, a native of Germany, forthirty years 
a resident ofthe United States and now a naturalized citizen thereof, have pre- 
sented their tion to the Senate, wherein they allege that the ve been 
driven from ir homes in Washington County, Texas, and compelled to aban- 
don their property at a great sacrifice, and that armed and lawless bands of ruf- 
fians have taken possession of and destroyed certain ballot-boxes in said county 
at a late election therein for county officers and member of Congress, and have 
murdered three citizens of said county, and overthrown republican government 
therein, and committed other outrages and crimes, all of which have n done 
in order that the majority of the voters therein may be deprived of their lawful 
and constitutional rights of suffrage, and that the minority may unlawtully 
usurp and exercise control in said county, and, that the constituted authorities 
of said county and State refuse all remedy for said ou and crimes: 

“ Be it resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it is 
hao instructed to inquire into all the circumstances of, and connected with, 
the said alleged events, and that it reportas soonas may be ; and that said com- 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers, to employ a rap kpt 
and to act by any subcommittee, and that any such subcommittee shall, for the 
purposes of such investigation, be a committee of the Senate to all intents and 


ur] 
5 "Be it resol: That the necessary expenses of said committee in said investi; 
tion be paid out of the appropriation for the miscellaneous items of the contin- 
eak fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman there- 
of. 


The petition to Congress upon which the resolutions of the Senate were based 
states with perspicuity and conciseness the history of the transactions in Wash- 
ington County, Texas, out of which the grievances of which the Poona 
complain arose, and which constitute the public grounds upon which their ap- 
peal is made to Congress to investigate these transactions, and take such action 
as in its wisdom may seem appropriate to its jurisdiction and duty in the prem- 


The petition reads as follows: 
“PETITION. . 
“ To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

“Your pennaa; Stephen A, Hackworth, James L. Moore, and Carl Schutze, 
respectfully state— 

“That they are citizens of Brenham, Washington County, Texas, but that they 
are now gees from their homes in consequence of political persecutions, 

“That they are law-abiding citizens and are not charged with the commission 
of any crime whatever against the laws of said State,and they possess the con- 
fidence and esteem of all law-abiding citizens who know them. 

“That, baving in vain ap’ ed for protection for theirlives and property and 
for the security and property of their ilies to the local and State authorities 
of said county and State, they have now no other recourse except to ap to 
you in the earnest hope that there may somewhere exist sufficient power to 
protect a citizen of the United States in his own country. 

“Your petitioner, Stephen A. Hackworth, is a native-born citizen of said 
Washington County, Texas; has resided a greater part of his life in said city 
of Brenham; is now forty-seven years of ages is by occupation a dealer in real 
estate; and from 1870 to held several civil pee tions in said county; owned 
real estate and pee pi rty in said city of Brenham to the value of $4,000; 
was comfortably situated, the income from his business securing an assured 
support for himself and family, 

“Your petitioner, James L. Moore, is a native of the State of Alabama, but 
has been a citizen of said Washington County, Texas, since 1866; is now forty- 
five years of age, and by occupation a merchant; and from 1876 to 1882 held the 
office of district clerk, and from 1882 to 1884 held the office of sheriff of said 
county; owned real and personal property in said city of Brenham tothe value 
of $6,000; was comfortably situated and earning a comfortable living for him- 
self and family. 

“ Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was born in Germany, but was many years 
ago naturalized, and has resided in the United States during the past thirty years, 
and has been a citizen of said Washington County since 1871; is now thirty- 
five years of and unmarried; is by profession a lawyer, and from 1877 to 
1890 held the office of district attorney of said county and State; was, until re- 
cently, editor of a German Republican newspaper, published at the said city of 
Brenham, known as the Staats Zeitung; was comfortably situated, owning per- 
sonal property to the value of $3,000; the income from his profession and paper 
earning him acompetent support. 

“Your petitioners are white citizensofthe United States, and dared to believe 
and maintain the right to be Republicans in politics, 

*“ For this, their oniy crime, your petitioners are now exilesfrom their hom 
having been compelled to leave under serious threats of assassination, an: 
abandon their property or accept for it such prices as were proffered them, 

“Your petitioner, 5. A. Hack worth, was obliged to sell his homestead for $1,150, 
baay less than one-half its real valuo. 

“Your petitioner, James L. Moore, was obliged to sell his homestead for $2,000, 
betig less than one-half its real value, 

“ Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was compelled to remove his paper to Gal- 
veston, Tex., thereby destroying its patronage and support, and preventing him 
from obtaining even one-tenth of its real value. 

“Your petitioners would further state that at an election held on the 2d 
day of November last for the election of county and State officers and member 
of Congress from the Ninth Congressional district of Texas (of which said Con- 
gressional district said Washington County forms a part) a ‘ect reign of ter- 
ror existed in said county, caused by armed bands of white ruffians, who, by 
violence and by the destruction of ballot-boxes at Graball, Flewellen’s, and Lott’s 
Store election precincts, prevented the free and fair expression of suffrage by 
the citizens of said county, whereby men in whose in these crimes were 
committed were deel elected who were not in fact elected, and by the most 
shameless and unblushing frauds the election was made a farce. 


“That every effort made by your petitioners and other peaceable, law- 


abiding citizens to obtain lawful and peaceable redress for wrongs, and security 


for their lives and property, by appeal to the local and State authorities of said 
county and State, has n prevented by the wanton and cruel murder of im- 
portant witnesses, and by the further fact that a body of State troops, ostensibly 
ordered to said county by the State authorities to preserve law and order, in 
fact acted in open concert with the lawless men who had committed the election 
outrages, and were then actually engaged in terrorizing the county preparatory 
to the commission of other outrages, alterwards perpetrated by them. 

“ Your petitioners further state that, since the said 2d day of November last, 
no protection has existed in said county for the lives and property of citizens 
who are Republicansin politics; that one-half or more of the white citizens of 
said county are Republicans in politics, and, together with the colored citizens 
who are Republicans, have at least 2,000 majority votes over and above the citi- 
zens of said county who are Democrats in politics, and also own more than one» 
half of the real estate and personal property of said county; that said citizens 
are peaceable and law-abiding, and have never resorted to unlawful acts or 
measures to secure political ascendancy or to redress their many grievances; 
that if said citizens should collect in sufficient numbers to secure protection to 
the lives of proscribed Republicans, such an assemblage would be declared to 
be a ‘negro insurrection’ by the civil authorities, and would furnish a desir- 
able pretext to said civil authorities and theirarmed bandsof ruffians to call for 
and obtain from the State authorities sufficient re-enforcement of State troops 
to Pappas the so-called ‘negro insurrection,’ 

“ Your petitioners further deelare that in pursuance of such repressive policy, 
and to prevent Republicans from securing their political rights and privileges 
in said county, Alfred Jones, Shadrach Felder, and Stewart Jones, three colored 
Republicans, were arrested upon pretended and malicious charges of crime, 

nd, while in the custody of the civil authorities of said county, were, on the 
2d day of December ultimo, surrendered by said civil authorities into the hands 
of large numbers of armed and disguised men—known as Ku-Klux—who wan- 
tonly and cruelly hung them to death; that this outrage was committed while 
the friends of these men were preparing lo have their cases fully heard and in- 
vestigated by habeas corpus proceedings, and the civilauthorities of said county, 
together with their leading political friends, well knowing that reasonable and 
adequate evidence would be obtained at such trial which would ex and 
make public their political crimes and outrages, ordered and insti „as your 

titioners verily believe, the death of said Alfred Jones, Shadrach Felder, and 
tewart Jones; that John Ireland, governor of said State, has failed and re- 
fused to make any effort whatever to have arrested and brought to trial the 
lawless men who committed this outrage, although the facts were made known 
to him and he was earnestly requested to take prompt action therein. 

»“And your petitioners further declare that prompt action upon the part of the 
civil authorities of ssid county and State, together with the earnest protest of 
Democratic political leaders of said county and State, against the lawless acts 
of said bands of armed ruffians would have, at any time since the said 2d day 
of November last, restored the suprem of law and order and secured ample 
protection to the lives and property of all citizens of said county and State; but, 
as already stated, no effort or protest has been made by either the said civil au- 
thorities or the leading Democratic politicians to prevent the commission of 
such crimes by said lawless bands of armed ruffians. 

“And your petitioners further declare that there exists no republican govern- 
ment in said Washington County; that large numbers of citizens who are Re- 
publicans in politics have been terrorized and compelled to leave said county 
mh opro threats of murder and violence made by said lawless bands of 
armed ruffians, who are acting under orders of said civil authorities and lead- 
ing Democratic politicians of said county aad State; that the lives and property 
of other citizens of said county, who are unable and unwilling to leave said 
county, are now in great peril, and in their PORER See petitioners humbly and 
earnestly appeal to you for their relief and protection. 

“And your petitioners further declare that the commission of such crimes 
and outrages is resorted to in other sections of said State, to prevent citizens 
who are Republicahs in polities from making organized efforts to secure repre- 
sentation in the local and State and Federal governments, and the dangers at- 
tending such organized efforts is so well known and understood thatin many 
sections of said State Republicans have disbanded their political organizations 
and abandoned all hope of securing such representation. 

“And your itioners further state that on the 4th day of December, ultimo, 
they were informed by a prominent member of the Democratic executive com- 
mittee of said county,who wasacting for, and in behalf, and with the full knowl- 
edge and consent of said Democratic executive committee and civil authorities, 
that if they would leave the country at once their lives would be spared, but if 
they refused to do so their lives would be sacrificed ; and your petitioners bein 
without hope, worn out by persecutions, and at the complete mercy of arm: 
ruffians who were then collecting and preparing to murder them, and well know- 
ing that their lives would be sac: unless they did not comply with the 
SOROS OF the leading Democrats, had thus to abandon their homes and be- 
come exiles, 

“And your petitioner Stephen A. Hackworth was, on the 16th day of Decem- 
ber, ultimo, escorted to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway depot at said 
city of Brenham by members of the Democratic executive committee of said 
county, also by a number of friends who went with him to protect him from 
being murdered by armed bands of ruftians who had collected in said city of 
Brenham, on the 5th and 6th of December ultimo, for the purpose of murder- 
ing him if he refused to obey the demands of the said Democratic executive 
committee requiring him to leave said county, and as the train bore him away 
from the depot said lawless bands of armed ruffians rent the air with several 
prolonged and exultant yells of triumph. And your petitioner, S. A. Hack- 
worth, further states that no time was given him toremove his family from said 
city of Brenham; and knowing it to be unsafe for him to remainin Texas, he 
came to Washington, D. C., where he is now temporarily residing. 

“ Your petitioner James L. Moore was permitted to remain until the 12th of 
December, ultimo, to enable him to dispose of his property, and on said date he, 
with sah left Brenham for Los Angeles, Ca!., where he and his family 
now reside. 

“Your Linge eg Carl Schutze was compelled to leave Brenham on said 6th 
of December ultimo, but returned to Brenham on the 13th of December ultimo, 
for the pu of removing his paper, the Staats Zeitung, to Galveston, Tex., 
and on said 13th day of December was, while leaving the depot at Brenham for 
Galveston, attacked by armed ruffians, who fired two yro shots, and also threw 
a heavy stone at him through the car window, but he escaped unhurt, and is 
now in Galveston, Tex, 

“And your petitioners further say that they are unable within the limits of 
this petition to state all the facts and set forth the long lists of cruel crimes com- 
mitted upon helpless citizens of said county because they dared to exercise 
their political rights as Republicans to obtain representation in the local, State, 
and Federal governments of the country; and your petitioners are prepared; 
and stand ready when called upon to do so, to establish by conclusive evidence 
the truth of nli facts herein set forth and submitted. 

“And your petitioners hereby respectfully submit all matters herein stated 
and complained of to your honorable body for your careful consideration, and 
such action as you may deem necessary to cure the evils herein stated, and 
thereby secure to all citizens of the United States their rights under a repub- 
ey poate ar orenen in reve as ser e in name. 

“Asin du and, your joners ever vray. 

z - a “STEPHEN A. HACK WORTH. 
“JAMES L. MOORE, 
“CARL SCHUTZE. 
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“ By the written authority and request of Messrs. James L. Moore and Carl 
Shaan, I have signed their names to the above and foregoing petition, this the 


eres pat “S, A. HACK WORTH.” 


Before considering the specific incidents in the election in Washington County 
on the 2d day of November, 1886, which make up the alleged ontrages on the 
suffrage at the election and produced the defeat of the Republican majority, it 
seems to the committee due to the petitioners to express its opinions as to their 
character and conduct, as citizens and as participants in the disturbed politics 
of Washington County at and before that election. 

These citizens of Washington County have been made the subjects of much 
criticism and contumely by the principal actors and their abettors in the politi- 
cal outrages, which the petitioners have denounced to public condemnation and 
have exposed before the committee of the Senate. 

Much attempt has been made by insinuation, if not by testimony in the course 
of the examination, to show that these petitioners were not proscribed at home 
for their Republican principles and their maintenance of those principles in the 
methods of free speech, free suffrage, and political organization which are the 
common right of all parties and of all citizens. It has been pressed upon the 
attention of the committee that, as a matter of fact, these petitioners were not, 
subsequent to the election,in peril among the population where they lived; 
that they were not driven from their homes, their Property. sacrificed, their hon- 
est livelihood broken up and their exile a cruel and brutal banishment by vio- 
lence and fear for their lives. 


THE PETITIONERS RESPECTABLE AND SUBSTANTIAL CITIZENS AT HOME, 


The committee is unable to attach any importance to the efforts in the testi- 
mony to cispames the characters and lives of these petitioners. 
But for the political agitations, the fierce pesons; the violent and cruel and 


aaay incidents whic mark the election of n County and its sequel, 
e committee is persuaded that the people of Bre: where the petitioners 
for any refl: ns upon 


had long been ents, would have found no occasion 
them other than su 


in the controversy belongs to the K ees comparison of 


compelled to flee from them are in substance and effect sustained by the evi- 
dence. These averments are as follows:~ - 

“That they are citizensof Brenham, Washington orny: Texas, but thatthey 
are now refugees from their homes in consequence of tical 

“That they are law-abiding citizens and are not 
sion of any crime whatever against the laws of said State, and they possess the 
eonfidence and esteem ofall law-abiding citizens who know them. 

“Your petitioner, Stephen A. Hackworth, is a native-born citizen of said 
Washington County, Texas; has resided a greater part of his life in said city of 
Brenham; is now forty-seven years of age; is by occupatian a dealer in real 
estate; and from 1870 to 1882 held several civil —- in said county; owned 
real estate and personal ie ee in said city of Brenham to the value of $4,000; 
was comfortably situated, © income from his business securing an assured 
3, 94 for himself and family. 

“Your petitioner, James L. Moore, is a native of the State of Alabama, but 
has been acitizen of said Washington County, Texas, since 1866; is now forty- 
five years of age, and by occupation a merchant; and from 1876 to 1482 held the 
office of district clerk, and from 1882 to 1884 held the office of sheriff of said 
county; owned real and personal property in said city of Brenham tothe value 

,000; was comfortably situa’ and earning a comfortable living for him- 
selfand family. 

“Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was born in Germany, but was many years 
ago naturalized, and has resided the United States d the past thirty 
years, and has been a citizen of said Washington County since 1871; 
thirty-five years ofage and unmarried ; is by profession a lawyer, and from 1877 
to 1580 held the office of district attorney of said county and State; was, until 
recently, editor of a German Republican newspaper, published at the said city 
of Brenham, known as the Staats Zeitung; was comfortably situated, pwaten 
personal property to the value of §3,000; the income from iis profession an 
paper him a epi arar papih Lay 

“ Your petitioners are white citizens of the United States, and dared to be- 
lieve and maintain the right to be Republicans in politics, is 

“For this, their only crime, your petitioners are now exiles from their homes, 
having been compelled to leave under serious threats of assassination, and aban- 
don their property or accept for it such prices as were proffered them. 

“Your petitioner, S. A. Hackworth, was obliged to sell his homestead for 
$1,150, being less than one-half its real value. 

‘Your petitioner, James L. Moore, was obliged tosell his homestead for $2,000, 
bee | less than one-half its real value. 

“Your petitioner, Carl Schutze, was compelled to move his paper to Galves- 
ton, Tex., thereby destroying its ronage and support and preventing him 
from obtaining even one-tenth of its real value.” 


DEMONSTRATIONS WHICH DROVE THE PETITIONERS FROM THEIR HOMES IN TEXAS, 


The evidence bearing upon the expulsion of the petitioners in Texas occupied 
much of the attention of the committee and filled many pages of the testimony. 

The direct and explicit affirmative evidence in the case of each of the petition- 
ers of their banishment under threats and fears for their lives seems to the com- 
mittee wholly unimpaired in its conclusive effect by any opinions or convic- 
tions to the contrary expressed by those who would weaken or palliate the 
severity of their proscription and their expulsion. Some extracts from the testi- 
mony of either aspect will leave no doubt of the soundness of the conclusions 
which the committee has reached on this head of its inquiry, 

Mr. Hackworth's testimony on this point is as follows: 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. Did you receive any notices to leave? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Have you got any of them? 

“The Wiryress, Do you mean written notices? 

* Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

"A. No, sir; I have not. 

“Q. Tell usall you know about it. You left there, did you? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Why did you leave? 

“A. The excitement had grown so intense and the efforts we made to get 
these colored men released under writof habeas corpus and their hanging had 


is now 
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created such a terrible excitement, that I found it would be impossible for me 
to remain there any longer without not only great danger to myself, but great 
danger to the lives of my friends. 

“Q. Did you hayeany advice from Democrats thatyou ought toleave? 

“ A. Oh, yes, sir; a t many advised me, 

“Q. Iasked you a little while ago to give me the names of the ies, Demo- 
crats, who notified you, if any there were, to leave, or who ad you that it 
was necessary for your safety to leave? 

"A.I am not monoa to give the name of but one, and that is Mr. Louis 
Bryan, who conducted the negotiations, 

“Q. Tell us about that; you know all about it? 

“A, This was after the colored men were hung. I think it was on Friday, the 
3d. Iwas up at Mr. Schutze's office and we were talking over the matter as to 
what we thought wasbest to bedone. Mr. Schutze ad with me and said 
that he thought everything was hopeless, from the warningswe had received, 
and that from the state of feeling we would be compelled to leave. About that 
time Mr. Bryan came up in the office and inquired abouta case in the court in 
which he was on one side and Mr. Schutze on the other side. Aftertalkingafew 
moments this letter of Judge Kirk’s came up; I think [brought that up myself. 
It had been said over town that myself, Mr. Schutze, Mr. Moore, and leading Re- 
publicans had that letter written to Judge Kirk, and it was creating a great 
deal of bad feeling over Brenham. Iknew this letter was bogus, or felt satis- 
fied of it. I knew it was gotten up for the purpose of provoking a riot, or some- 
thing of that kind, to pire an excuse or pretense to murderers, and I spoke to 
Mr. Sevan aboutit. I told him that we not written the letter nor ad 
any one to write it; that we were for peace, and were doing everything that 
could be done to pare peana and harmony in the county, and that I felt satis- 
fied from what Democratic friends had told me that Mr. Rodgers had written the 
letter to Judge Kirk, and that he had done it with Judge Kirk’s knowledge; 
that I was not certain of; but I felt certain of one thing, and that was that no 
Republican sent the letter. Mr. an then stated to me, * You then deny all 
knowledge of theletter?? AndI said of course we did. Hethen walked out of 

room, and he called Mr. Schutze and took him out into the hall with him, 
and had a long conversation with him. Idid not overhear any of the conversa- 
tion, but in a few minutes Mr. Schutze came back very much excited and said 
‘ Bryan is waiting for you in my dining-room; he wants to talk to you,’ I wen 
on back and had a talk with Mr. Bryan. Mr. Bryan went on to talk about the 
state of feeling. He said it was impossible to keep their bulldozers off of usany 
longer; that these men who had hung the negroes were determined men; that 
they were o; ized, and they were determined that the leading white Repub- 
licans had to leave the county or else they would murder them; that it was im- 
ible for him or the other ocrats to do anything further to keep them off 
rom us, and that he had talked to Mr. Schutze about buying out his r, and 
he wanted to talk with me about buying out my homestead. I told him I would 
unwilling to leave unless I could sell my hom k 

“Mr, PueH. Who was this having this conversation ? 

“Mr. Spooner, It was Mr. Bryan, who was secretary of the first indignation 
meeting. 

* + e * 


s . * 
“The Wrrness. He asked me how much my homestead was worth, and I 
told him it had cost me over $2,500. 


“ By Mr. SPOONER : 

“Q. Is Mr. a man of property? 

" A. Yes, sir; has property in mham. He told me he would let me 
know next day how much he could get forit. He wantedto > get what he could. 
He seemed to diy en es afriend. I had learned enough t morning from 
other Democrats (if I have to give their names I will not tell what it was) to 
know that there was a mobforming to come into Brenham either Saturday or 
Sunday to hang us, perhaps; the same men who hung these colored men. 

“Q. What was the event of these negotiations for the purchase of your home? 

“A. Mr. Bryan came back to me on Monday, and the most he could get 
— ot, and I might just aswell take it and be done with it, as there was no 

e to lose. 

“Q. Did he tell you there was no time to lose? 

“A. Yes, sir; he told methat; that I must leave Monday night, and that men 
were in Brenham. I got thatfrom many friends, I went into town once and 
hurried back home, and I was in my office fora few minutes,and Mr. Bryan 
came up in that back room and told me, ‘ the men are here and they are com- 
ing in, and it is ni for you to make your Arran; nts and you and 
your wife sign that d immediately and go away.’ agreed to doit, and 
Pgh the deed, I can not remember, of course, all that occurred, only I knew 

e ger was great, - 

* Q. Did you leave for any other reason than the one you have stated? 

“A. No, sir; I did not leave for any other reason. Itwas never my intention 
to leave Washington County. 

PR — you committed any offense against the laws? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Had there been any complaint made against you asa citizen? 

“A. None whatever. 

“Q. Do you know of any reason for this excitement and feeling and threats 
against you other than political? 

es t was all; it was all political. 

"Q. Did you take the $1,150? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And conveyed your homestead? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And left? 

“A, Yes, sir; and left. The money was paid to my wife. 

“Q. What was the property worth? 

“A. The property was worth, I think, $2,500, and I think I could have gotthat 
for ae might not have got it all in money, but I know I could in trading 
around. 

“Q. Who bought it? 

“A. I think Mr. R. Hoffmann; I do not remember. I wasso excited at the 
time I looked at the deed I can not say” et “ee apr oi 

The testimony of Carl Schutze, esq., showing how he was driven from Wash- 
ington County, is as follows: 

“Q. Did you have any order to leave there; any order, written or verbal? 

“ALT had no direct order to leave, written or verbal. I can not say that any 
letter was sent to me, or other paper. No man came to me and told me that [I 
must leave, but to every man who lived there it was very evident that I could 
not =, there. My friends who were with me, they had friends in town, and 
some of them were Masons, and they received information, of course, from their 
fraternity and others. Mr. Hackworth, for instance, has a very large family 
and has relations in town there who were mostly all Democrats, and from state- 
ments that were given to these persons and from what I saw in the town my- 
self I knew that I could not live there any longer. I left town twice. On the 
evening of Wednesday—that is, the day after the election, all the Republicans 
had to hide out that night—— 

“Q. You do not mean all the Republicans in the city? 

“A. I mean these leading Republicans, Mr. Hackworth, Mr. Hoffmann, and 
others. They did not sleep in their own houses. Mr. Hoffmann, who used to 
stay at my place, did not sleep there that aight He received notice in the after- 
noon, about 5 o'clock, I think it was, that he must leave there at once, or they 
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would come up to the office and kill us, and we took arms and went down to 
Mr. Hackworth’s house. They went to another house to sleep, and I went to 
Galveston that night, because I have no family, and I did not want to bother 
anybody by remaining there. 

“Q. Did you se nar ener there? 

“A, No, sir; 1 di sell it. I will tell you about that, 

"Q. State, a Ferae ee as you can about it. 

“A. After the colored — em = teers on Thursday morning, the next day 
I think it was on Friday, M. an came up to my office. He looked 
very much excited and eure caer Br talked very fast. He wanted to know 
about the papers in the case of Zapp against Amslers & Brothers, I think, and 
said something about eee case to the March term of thet eounty court, 
I did not know whether it had been coutinued or not, and it seemed to me very 

extraordinary that ihe sheath dean EAD EE thet thine. It was on the 2d of De- 
cember, the court had adjourned some time, and the next term of court would 


not be until the middle of January. 1 thought it was very stran; While he 
was sitting there Mr. Hackworth ap: him on the subject of aletter which 
he had apparently written to Judge Kirk, Judge Kirk ed that he had re- 
ceived it from the post-office. I had heard of that letter m; f, and I heard that 
& man by the name of Rankin, who was part owner of the Brenham Banner, 
had been going around the streets with that letter and inquiring of everybody 
if I or Steve Hackworth had not written the letter. I think he told Mr. Jodon 


about it, and Mr. Jodon said that it was notin my handwriting or in Mr, Hack- 
worth’s either. They went all over town asking people about it. 

“Q. This Brenham Banner was a Democratic newspaper? 

“A. zo sir. They asked if we had not written it to try to excite people 
Of course every man who is not half-witted would know that it 
Was not to our interest to do anything of that kind to get ourselves into a diffi- 


. Did zon write that letter? 
mh No, sir; I did 
that he thou; 


said he wanted to see me. arama Schutze, it is very evident thas ona 
can not live here.’ 
“a. Excuse me a moment; was this Mr. Bryan a Democrat? 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Is he connected officially with the Democratic county organization as a 
member of the executive committee or anything of that kind? 


“A, It was generally understood in Brenham that he to the execu- 
tive committee, Mr. Bryan then stated to me, ‘It is very e nt that you can 
notlive here; that they are determined to kill you, Hack worth, and Moore, and,’ 
he sa, * we do not want you 5 te peerage ac ETA ou want to leave 
we will buy you out,’ I said,‘ {can you give me?’ ‘Well,’ he said, ‘about 
two or undred dollars.’ 


trid of that 
t’ cling 


came the morning looking 
Bryan had told him that they were 


very white and pale, and told me that Mr. 
coming in that et TESS ASE OL Oe Be aS ORY Seen ON as 
to it that they would not burt him. 

ae yee to buy Mr. Hackworth out, too? 


“A. 
“Q. To utes him some! to leave with? 
“A, Yes,sir. I Ae peto yan afterwards that Mr. Bryan talked with Mr. Hack- 
13100 o 8.00 to buy the aa rOn ee gece in of tat 
x buy me o wor thin that 
id he had no use for tbh paper, That 


é 
H 
Fe 
5 


worth left. 
deal of stir. Ap iera seelaa 
those men, and knew w. they wanted, and I left that day at 
mt down into the country. I knew that my life was not worth a 


ETE TEINS (EP 
That is, I returned after that to wind up my affairs. I was 
assured by Mr. Breedlove that he had assurances that I Bagiri not be molested 
if I came back to wind up my affairs, and re would buy me out. But 
they refused to buy me out, Mr. the matter with Mr. 
ag they could not stand the amount I comedy, and I had to move the paper 
to Galveston. On the Monday following Mr. Hackworth left, and on the next 
Monday I left on ent even’ train, and that was the time when they fired two 
or three shots at the car. ought it was onl 4 oecighocs shots a pra red at the 


time, but Tom Foley, the donne told me ts fired, 
“Q. State more fully in to that, if you pe nso 
“A, As the was s g some shots were fi: and a rock was 
ure into ~, window. I wos alti the = = argue or 
icating], and the rock came ere cating], an outa o 
the shutte and dashed it to Fre 


“Q. The stone was thrown into the window of the car near where you were 


sitting? 

“A. Yes, sir; just to my right, a little ahead of me. It passed within perhaps 
an inch of my face. 

Sy abe ek or odes Ss path ed 

HA. No, sir. 

ET Ah nat penal DiC aote ao Ware Arad 


Q. Were bullets shot into the car? 
“A. I did not see any. Ido not know whether the shots were fired into the 
caror not, but they were close up to it, 
“Q. Did you hear of any threats made by sie Renee: or were the threats 
that were made aeria oe eragin to the Democrats? 
“A. Yes; they were entirely confined to the Democrats, 
bd . s s s . s 


“Q. rite anaa back to Brenham since you ee Galveston ? 


“A. I was there, as I stated, on the 13th of January, I will state to youhow I 
got there. I went up there at night becauso I knew it was unsafe, on the cen- 
an as a should see me, when I got 


morning, and then I took a horse and rode out to see Mr Julius n,3 
the country, and returned by er so that they would not fol- 
low me. Isaw Mr. patch LLA tis KIASAN Shah ease ite PARIR epee: that the 
deputy sheriff had made certain remarks about me; and I rode around and 
wen Kaai a bank dot and sates inte sateen, and was told by the proprietor 


and clerk that these fellows I mentioned were hunting me, and he begged 
e cage bana gale B emir „and I rode to Albert Vernon’s, and he ker ny plaate 4 
to the depot, and the train left in three minutes; and instead of goin; a 
went northand went around and came back to Galveston” (pages 
Mr, Moore's testimony is as follows: 

Do you know of any threats being made there against the EE 

publicans about «lection time or after the election ? 
Myself, og tied others. 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Le hale ane aS a aaa a aiana teda 
“A, They were made by the leading RSN Reelin. 
Se an ne Mame the: the panon tinag 
“Q. Who 
ther Mr. Hac h, Mr. Schutze, Mr. Potter, Mr, Gilder, Mr. Lockett, and 
others, 
“Q. What was the nature of those threats? 


the kuklux portion of the Democracy, might decide to 
Did you receive any notice to leave ? 

“A. No written notice; mine was verbal. 

“Q. From whom did you receive such notice? 

VA. From several Democrats. 

“Q. Who were they? 

“A. I received some of those communicationsin a way: and would 
not like to disclose them unless I am compelled to do so. The principal part of 
my L A Repu on came through Mr, B, F. Robertson. 


; he is a Democrat. 


“Q. They eT a that advice to you in friendship and under promise 
of secrecy on rsy 
“A. Yes, sir; ex 
what he told me. 


in his ‘he and called rm 


OH ENON a property-owner there? uW County. 
ds es, sir; I owned some rty there ‘ashington County. 
Did you voluntarily leave Posuknee with your family? 
“A. No, sir; I did not, 
did you kavs? 


mocrats. 
“Q. You knew of the meeting which had been held at Eldridge Hall? 
“A. I heard of it; A wania bowo as Hae ume 


Who did you se ur to? 
E tt ier er, a prominent Democrat there. 


negotiated for the sale of the pro 
“A. Me's Robertson did the most of it, and Sure AEREI representing my in- 


a tint pout ore, perty been fi sale prior to this time? 
. your for sale 
“A. I had said I would take a certain price for it. 

“Q. What did you estimate it to be worth? 

WA ed $6,000 for it. 

“Q. What did vo bate sell it for? 


“A, I owed three notes, and one of them was due on the Ist of last January, 
reopen neg ence ist O baa the third was due in two years. The 

rty who bought the assumed the debt that was on the property of 
AS hl taped ng a 

"e at was the price of your pro; 

A The I asked for it was about 

“Q. And how much did ee play emg son DESE OA he notes? 

“A. I owed $1,500 on the seit rubia er ratte ond thes arab neve lL ee i 


January— 
Q. Then pa $2,000 for it? 
ra Yes, si assumed the payment of these three notes for 
$1,500 and we ang in 
"Q. So you sacrificed you! perty? 
“A. Yes, sir; printese ee did not get half what it was worth nor half 
what it cost me, 
“Q, crime had you committed that you should not be permitted to live 
int reee that I heard can tac ith being be i peg 
z e m: w vas 
KAn atl NAINE eae BO eE speeches and retay $a nduce Re- 
easy So aone the Republican People’s ticket or 
ocratic 


“Q. You had made no social-equality Rs 
“A, Inever made a pot eet tee Be speech in my life, and I never heard a 
Republican make one, that I reme: 
“Bi When did you leave Brenham? 
be Wirxess, For California? 
Spooxer. For good, 
oe I left there about the 13th of last December, I think. 
“Q. You rook your family with you? 
“ A. Yes, sir. 
Aa You left because you did not consider it safe to live there ? 
. That was my reason for leaving. 
“O And the ms uo which had been created against you was, so far as you 


know, 
“A, Í can assign no other cause. 
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“Q. Andis chargeable to the fact that you had been an active leader in the 
of that coun! 


so much against Mr. Moore. I never heard them made against him, but in re- 
to Mr. Haeck worth and Mr. Schutze I heard ! ores In 
the state of feeling in our community for a long wanes was ply terrible. 


It not only extended to Republicans, but to all classes of l good, uiet citizens. 
Our town was for a-while under the control of a mob, men w. anne their head- 
quarters at saloons, and who were armed, and the state of feeling was very bad 
indeed ” (page 182), 

Many other prominent Republicans were ordered to leave their homes and 
establish themselyeselsewhere. Below are given afew of the notices that were 
Bent to them: 

“George W. Brown (colored) was recalled and further examined. 

“* By Mr, FEREENA 

“Q. Have seen the paper which I now show you before this time [hand- 

ing a rag of paper to sr to the witness}? 


“Q. Where did you first see it? 
“A. T first seen that paper tied to my saddle, 
E Et Is this the paper SINA you testified yesterday was found tied to your 


As Yes, sir. 
bk a Waa ae aka eS Aoa n en S, 
GA It was just after, 
“Q, It has been in your asen A aliat 
potas Yes, sir; I have had it folded up and have carried it in my pocket all the 


“Mr. Spooner. I will read what is on 

“t GEORGE W. Brown. As casita a oh dead, in Washington Coun- 
ty, you better resign and leave the county, or you will be killed.’—with a pict- 
ure of a cocked gun ay the bottom of it” page 109). 

©. B. Potter's testimony: 

“Q. Have you known of any notices being served on men in that county in- 
structin: — within a given time to leave the county? 
“A, = sir; I have known of several, and have seen several of them, 
“Q. Tell us what you know about that. 
“A. I can give you my notice if you want it. . 
“Q. One was ser n you? 
“A. Yes, sir; this one [handing $ paper to Mr. SPOONER]. 
oe When was that sent to you? 

A. I can not say; the date of it is there, but I do not recollect it, 

“Q. Is this the identical paper? 
“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Just = it came? 
“A. Yes. sir, 
“Q. With this broad band of AE around it? . 
“A. Yes, sir; exactly like that, It has not been changed a particle. 
wQ. This Pah eaa December 21 

“A. I do not recollect the date. 
“Q. You rip not stop to study the date? 
“A. No, sir; I was somewhat excited, I judge that is the 2ist. 


“Mr, SPOONER, I will read it: 
BE pgichnn tw brent sd eB 
ou to 
you persist Taylor tose 
in a very severe manner. 
“*OITIZENS W. CO. 


“iSi: We have been waiting forsome time for 
and leave this county. This is to notify you that 
many days longer you will be dealt with 

“O, B. POTTER.’ 

“ By Mr. SPOONER : 


ibe This signature, ‘Citizens W. Co.,’ I understand means Washington 
unty ? 


es, sir,” 
W. H. Blount’s testimony: 
“Mr, Spooyer, This notice reads as follows: 

“: BRENHAM, TEX., December 9, 1886, 
“You are hereby notified to leave the county without ay boy bie 
“tY, H. BLOUNT.’ 


“Mr, SPOONER, Let that be marked as an exhibit, and put in evidence, 
“Q. What crime had you committed? 


“A. They say none. One mak the fellows who notified me met me on the street 
Ape Ge asked me, he pga What is your name?’ and I said ‘ Blount.’ 
esaid,* Aha, ‘Well, he: o ays I have a message to deliver to you.’ I said, 


sall right; let’s hear it’ He says, You must leave the county, and,’ he says, 
*you must leave it ee I Says, ` What is your name?’ He says, ‘I 
am from the lower counties.’ I said, ‘That is not the question I asked you; and 
he said, ‘ That is all ou will get, by God.’ I said, ‘Do you expect I am air 
tive from justice, a thief, or a robber, or what do you consider me?’ He said, 
‘No, you are a pretty falr citizen, they say, but you wield an uence amon: 
the freedmen that is detrimental to the white people, and they won't stand it’ 
(page 123) 
Joseph Hoffmann's testimony: 
“Q. Did yon receive any written notices to quit? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
Q, = e oe got one of those notices now? 
“ALY 
ote linai prodnced the notice called for and handed it to the chairman.) 
“Q. Has this been in your possession ever since? 
“A. Yes, sir. I have shown it to several parties and they have had itin their 
hands, but thatisall, That is the envelope it camein. 
“Mr, Evarts, This note reads as follows: 
“t DECENBER 8, 1886. 
“Jos HOFFMANN: 


“t You are requested to vacate ARENAN RARE DS POTIS Rapes 


“That is written in red ink. 
“Q, TAUNO USAO bees 
“A. Yes, sir; and tho post-office mark on it is the 7th. I received it on the 
‘7th (page 134). 
“William W. Hackworth, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol- 
3: 
“By Mr. EVARTS: 
“Q. Are you a son of S. A. Hackworth? 


“A, Yes, 
"Q, Where do you live 
“A, In Brenham, Washington County, Texas, 
"È one still live there? 
ae Q. And fs have continued to live there, although your father left? 
es, sir. 

ro How long have you lived there? 

I was born and raised there. 
“Q What is your ieee age ? 
“A. Iwill be twenty next ahar 
“Q y aig you in rooted t the time of the Eldridge Hall meeting? 


sir. 
x @ bia Did’ you go toit? 
“Q. Dir you hear the resolution that wasadopted and the speeches that were 


e? 
= AE, mama Taat 
E ou are & su; 
“A. Well, I never have voted. si 
Aa x Serie not entitled to vote yet? 
“Q. But you sympathize with the Republican and not with the Democratic 


party 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you hear the resolution which was offered by Judge Kirk in regard | 
to A ae dors people to leave? 


3 fa ‘ou hear offered by Judge Kirk at that meeting the resolution that 
poy tog rege pard to requiring people to leave? 
Va Q What was it that he eee in the resolution? 
“A, He a motion that S. A. Hack worth, J. L. Moore, Ed, Lockett, and 
Larney Gilder be given j erain eera hours to leave the county in. 
: ao TA ey shouid leave the county in twenty-four hours? 


Lafayette Kirk, the Democratic IBN judge, who offered theresolutions re- 


ferred to above, testified as follow: 

“When I went into the sneeting I had ust been informed that Mr. Potter had 
said that he was in favor of ing in with the negroes and resorting to the shot- 
gun pols “a to their 

“Q. Had Mr. Potter said an 

“A. I had been so notified at and ying? a, and acted on that information, 

“Q. How long had you known Potter? 

RO Ba ine AOT geod SNo Toha nest 

a pretty he not 

Nagy So faras I knew. I didn’t Reto about him except in this can- 

s He had been a pretty good pe pee on rp ree ciples? 

me He had so far as I know. I had nothing to him much, 

AAR ross Spas ne man mired gig the county on cian some tellow said with- 
ou n 

“ALT sald’ in th in neat avout athe had said it in his speech. 

he Did you hear him say any such thing? 

. Never. 
“Q. Why did he recommend them to adopt the shotgun policy? 

“A. To eatapoa thats TINTA © ie suppose, zi 
iam aN is, if the white Democrats raided the ballot-boxes that they ought 

sho! 

“A, I did not know what he had in his mind. 

“Q. Don’t you think it would have been a good idea to have found out what 
he said beforo undertaking to Longe him? 

“A Ido, The gentleman who informed me said he was making statements 
of that character; that he was in favor of arming them. 

AN ES salad after the election that he was so reported? 

bs es, sir, 

“Q. Itis nottruethat you weretold that Mr. Potter justified the shooting, when 
it was necessary, of men who raided the ballot-boxes? 

“A. I was not told that: I ye B bor told ee ae a conversation in which he 
said he was in favor of arming to the shotgun policy. 
BAS. Had not that rumor bees tr r. Potter made a denial 

“A, Not af that time, it bad not. 

RATAN Sa was there; what other crime had mee ma men committed? 


sgl hades not 


we They had 
cans, 


they 
“A, I think their leaving the county was due to the fact that they had played 
Sa, outthere. They had no social standing or financial credit, and no 
means of support, except—— 
"Q. You were not proposing to any ponien apera to drive poor devils out 
had no financial standing o 


because 

“A, No, What caused me to make here itcame on the heels 
of the Sevsa the killing of Bolton. advice was that he had been killed 
by negroes who had been advised to Ane ie wean sarn eh y Batman 
ing under the advice of Gilder and ett; and following that I heard that 
Mr. dry had made this statement, that he was ak favor of arming himself and 
acting on the shotgun oer a a enforcing his rights. and in the course of my 
remarks at that meeting I said I was in favor of notifying them that such things 
must be or they must leave the county. 

Lewis R. Bryan, another Democrat who was present at this meeting, testifies 
that the resolution of Judge Kirk ordered certain Republican leaders to leave 
within twenty-four hours 

“Q. Do you know whether the date at which these people were required to 
— T orea by Judge Kirk? 
ent At you sure that he did not name some date within which they must 


“A. It was to notify them to leave within twenty-four hours if they did not 


"Q. That was his resolution as amended? 
a sanad roe You said the date; if you had said the 
time I would have un od. 


Bh It was twenty-four hours, then, was it? 


Yes, sir, 
uly, Were any persons mentioned who would be required to leave within 
Tinea hours if these things were not stopped—by Judge Kirk's resolution, 
mean 
“a I have asked you reget an uestion. 
‘A. Hackworth, Moore, Potter, Gider, and Lockett, 
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“Q. One of the andience cried out an additional name, then, to put on the 


? 

“A, Yes, sir; Schutze; Carl Schutze. 

“Q. Who was it that called out that? 

“A. Dr. Joseph Tristram, a German. 

“Q. You knew at the time that it was he who did it? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you remember what he said? 

“A, He said, * Don’t forget Carl Schutze’ (pp. 574,575).”” 

Mr. Bryan, in the following passage, shows under what fears these petition- 
ers were placed: 

“Q. Now, without knowing who wrote this letter to Judge Kirk, or whether 
it was written as a joke or seriously, or was written by an enemy of Judge 
Kirk, or whether it was written by a Democrat or a Republican, why did you 
say that ifany harm came to Judge Kirk, Mr. Hackworth and these other men 
would be heid responsible for it? 

“A, I mean exactly what I said; that we would hold them responsible forit: 
that nobody was going to hurt them but somebody who was in their interest 
and was instigated by them. They hated Judge Kirk like they did the Old 
Son himself, and it could come from no other source but that. That is the 

ea I have. 

“Q. But whether right or wrong, whether they had anything to do with itor 
not, in that state of feeling if harm came to Judge Kirk these men would be 
hel nsible for it? 

AS ey would have been, sir, undoubtedly; yes, sir. 

. “Q. In what way would they have been held responsible? 

“A. Ido not know, sir, in what way. 

“Q. What was in your mind? 

“A, Ido not know; I had nonein my mind, 

“Q. Do you mean they would be hanged? 

"A, I do not know, sir, 

“Q. Well, it might have included hanging? 

“A, Yes,sir; it might have been. 

“Q. Was not that the most natural result? 

“A, I do not know whether it would have been, but that is generally the way 
thatamobtakes. Ifithad taken the form ofa mob, that is generally the way in 
which they act, 

“Q. Aud it would have been a mob with which you would have sympa- 


thized ? 

“A. If Judge Kirk had been killed I would have been with it, sir. 

“Q. And all the other good Democrats would have been with it, too? 

“A. The Democrats, and as good Republicans, Senator, as there are in the 
State of Texas or anywhere else. 

rQ ag wey put in all you pleasé so long as you put in all the Democrats. 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And that would have been the state of things and the treatment given 


to these men if harm had come to Judge Kirk? 
“A, Ithink so; I am only giving my individual views. 
“Q. Of course we can not get anybody else's opinion but = far as 
re 


you know, that was the oma opinion among the Democra' 

“A. Yes, sir; as far as I know. 

“Q. And in your answers you speak of both Hackworth and Schutze? 

“A, Yes, sir; they were both present. 

“Q. And you told them they would be responsible, and you were serious 
about it, were you not? 

“A, I meant exactly what I said. 

“Q. You meant that if any harm came to Judge Kirk those men would be 


nged? 

“A. I did not mean that they would be hanged. 

“Q. Or shot; I will ameliorate it in that way. 

“A. I meant that they would suffer forit in some way. Of course, if they had 

- happened to get away from them they could not do it. 

La k If you could not hang them or shoot them, of course you would have been 
excused. 

, “A, I meant they would suffer the consequences. 

a Q. Taala yon meant that would be very serious? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. But that would be about the shape of the thing, would it not? 

“A. Yes, sir; something of the kind. 

Ph Q. S heh seriously to these men? 

‘A, Yes, sir. 

An account of the meeting at Eldridge Hall, to which reference has been made 
in several of the citations which have been given, taken from a Democratic lo- 
cal paper, is inserted: 

M CITIZENS’ MEETING. 


“On Thursday, at 2p. m., November 5, there met at Eldridge Hall upward of 
three hundred leading citizens from all of the country. The committee 
appointed at a meeting held November 3 submitted the following report: 

=: Your committee, appointed at a former meeting to consultand recommend 
a course of action to be pursued in view of recent acts of lawlessness, frauds, 
and intimidation practiced at the recent election, respectfully report: 

“That we have duly considered the matters referred to and deprecate and 
rondenin the character of political speeches made by the leading white Repub- 
Jicans as incendiary and calculated to engender e and bad feelings between 
the races, which, if permitted, must inevitably lead to bloodshed, 

"t That those designing white men are responsible for the present unfortu- 
nate condition of feeling between the races and for the murder of Dewees Bol- 
ton, a peaceable and unoffending citizen, guilty of no offense except a desire to 
witness the count of ballots. 

“That we assure all citizens that they shall be tected in the e: 
all their rights. but that we will not allow incendiary speeches to be made to 
to ne coloréd people whereby our lives and property shall be placed in 

eo f 

eRThat we congratulate the good people of Washington County upon the tri- 

umph of the People’s ticket and the election of men to office who wil cen renee 
rd your rights inst the attacks upon the ballot-box and the reprehensi- 
Bie methods adopted by the o; ition. 

“That we recommend to all the observance of law, and the preservation of 
law and order by every means in our power.’ 

“Colonel Giddings said, speaking to the resolution, he had been with the 
people for thirty-two years, and never had he seen a more intelligent gathering 
of representative men; he felt the occasion and we were interested as no one 
peaks be; we were tied to Washington County soil; we could not pick up like 
the carpet-bagger and run; a large mass of the voters of the county were igno- 
rant and only influenced by fear; their party had used every means of intimi- 
dation to influence votes, and such means kept up would result in war between 
races, and bloodshed, The People’s ticket, representing the best interests of 
Washington County, were, with one exception, el by good majorities. 
That one man, though called by the people, bad refused to run on their ticket; 
but now, if elected, he should be allowed to serve. There was no need of vio- 

ed and thein- 
e pard now 
feeling for using 

extoroed, In 


entof 


lence or force; that time should have been when the canvass o 
eendiary speeches were made to the ignorant and vicious of 
we should see the law prevail. He knew there was s deep 
t the law take its course and be rigidly 


violence, but advised 


the future no one should be allowed to make speeches to incite the violence of 
the ignorant. The people who owned the county should have it stopped. 

“ Harry Haynes said ordinarily he was for peace and was a peaceable man, 
but when he heard of the outrages and rumors of outrage he was for war. He 
was for holding what we had accomplished by force, if necessary. We were right 
and should stand b; ourselves. Incendiary speakers should be repressed, and 
their infamous ods put down. Asa legitimate fruit of their infamy a foul 
murder had been coi itted, instigated by designing villains, who had made 
tools of the negroes. He wanted, in the resolution, the name of the murdered 
man, so that the whole world should know our grievance, name was 
Dewees Bolton; a pure man and good citizen, 

A i tar a Reser said weshould be cool and act coolly, and counseled holding on 
o the victory. 
"W. W. Searcy and L. R. Bryan said the same in substance. 
E Judge Kirk said he had served the ple for two years; had tried to act 
mpartially, and bad done his best for their interests; that he had talked to tho 
negroes and thought most of them were on the right side; there were six or 
mtoa whito men in the county instigating these outrages; he could name 
em, 

“Joseph Tristram being called up said he fully indorsed the report. H. Hodde 
said the same in substance, and moved the adoption of the report, which was 
carried by a rising vote. 

“The chairman stated that the precinct committees appointed at the previous 
meetings were permanent, and would meet again at the call of their chairman, 
H. Hodde. The meeting then adjourned.” 


POLITICAL SITUATION BEFORE THE ELECTION or 1836. 


The election of 1886 in Washington County, of which Brenham isthe principal 
town, was for county officers, and also for a member of Congress in the district 
of which Washington formed a part. 

As between the two great political ‘parties of the country, Republican and 
Democratic, the voters were divided, according to various estimates, in about 
rt, a of a Republican majority of from 600 to 1,600, out of an aggregate 
vote of 5,600, 

As between the voters of that county the division between white and colored 
voters was about 2,800 to 3,100 of whites and about 2,500 to 2,800 of colored. There 
was a large clementof German citizens and voters in ery a namely, 1,900, 
1,600 of whom were Republicans, and it is estimated that ina fullcount of white 
voters alone the Republicans outnumbered the Democrats by a majority of 300 
at least, and probably by 500 or more. 

Extracts from the testimony of Florent D. Jodon, esq., Prohibitionist, Lewis 
R. Bryan, Democrat, and Stephen A, Hackworth, a Republican, as to the polit- 
ical complexion of Washington County,are herewith appended. 


‘TESTIMONY OF FLORENT D. JODON (page 167), 
“Florent D. Jodon, baying been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. What are you, politically? 
“A. Lam a Prohib: ist for State officers and an Loree aereaced in our county 
politics. I voted for men on both tickets at the last el Ses 


“Q. Have you evef been a zopa] 

“A. Never, Upto 1873 I voted the straight Democratic ticket. 

“Q. Were you in the army during the war? 

“A. Yes, sir; I wasin the Southern army. I voted at the last election for Mr, 
Duhonay for governor. 

pai is the political complexion of Washington County? 

"A. Itis Republican. 

“Q. How long has it been so, to your knowl ? 

“A. Ever since I have lived in the county, for twenty years with one excep- 


tion. 
K on — has been the average Republican majority there on the county 

CK! 

“A. Some of the officers on the county ticket, of course, would be more pop- 
ular than others, but the Sas was from five hundred to fifteen or sixteen 
hundred. Mr, Joe Hoffmann, I believe, got nearly seventeen hundred. 

“Q. What is the average, about? 

“A, I presume about seven oreight hundred, Ihave no precise data, but that 
is my remembrance. 

“Q. About how many colored voters are there in the county? 

“A. The vote of the county is about equally divided between the whites and 
blacks, and has been for some time. At one time there was a majority of about 
two or three hundred. 

“Q. What is the total vote of the county? 

“A. About fifty-six hundred to fifty-eight hundred votes. 

py Q. About one-half colored? 


A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. The colored men, as a rule, are Republicans? 

“A. Yes, sir; that is the rule. Atthe last election they voted solid, almost. 
anes one eer papers so stated, as I can show by my scrap-book, and that was 

e tact, 

“Q. There are a great many Germans in that county, are there not? 

“A. Yes, sir; a great many. The Germans have been increasing in number, 
and the white Americans have been decreasing by moving out for some time, 


“Lewis R. Bryan, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Eustis: 


“Q. What is your full name? 
“A, Lewis R. Bryan. 
“Q. What is yourage? 
“A, Lam twenty-eight years old. 
“Q. Where do you live? 
“A. In Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 
“Q. How long have you lived there? 
“A. I have lived in the town of Brenham about six years, but have lived in 
Washington County for twenty-four years. 
“Q. What is your business? 
“A, Tam a lawyer. 
“Q. What are your politics? 
“A, Tam a Democrat, 
“Q. Have you had any regular Democratic nominations in that county since 
? 


“A. We have not. I will go on and state about that matter, knowing of 
course what you want, and it willsavetime. In 1884, justasthe oi witnesses 
have stated here, the condition of our county had been, from a few years after 
the the war up to 1884, a peculiar one. The county had been maniy under Re- 
publican rule. I wish to state here that Washington County isa Republican 
county. It is understood that on a strict party vote on national and State issues 
the majorities in Washington County zango from 600 to 800 or 900 in favor of the 
Republicans. My recollection is that Garfield got a majority of some 800 votes 
over General Hancock in 1880,and Blaine’s majority was some 600 or 700 over 
Mr. Cleveland. The statement was made by some one here yesterday that out 
of 5,500 or 5,600 votes in the county there was usually about 2,500 colored and 
about 3,000 white. Ofthe white vote we usually estimate 1,200 cr 1.300 ss the 
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American vote and about 1,700 or 1,800 as the foreign vote, and in that forei 

vote, as we call it, we include the Germans, Polanders, and Bohemians, The 

ee generally vote the Democratic ticket, and there are about 200 of 
em, 

“ The German vote is generally Republican, with the exception of a few old 
Germans who came there prior to the war. The most of the Germans in our 
county have come there since the war, and they are generally Republicans, 
They are these gentlemen we have here with us as witnesses. 


“TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN A, HACKWORTH (pages 215, 216). 


: “Stephen A. Hackworth, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol- 
ows: 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. What is your full name? 
“A, Stephen A. Hack worth, 
“Q. You are one of the signers of the memorial or tion under which this 
girs pe was ordered and is now being condu ? 
p es, sir, 


“Q. How old are you? 

"A. Iam in my forty-seventh year. 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A, Ilive at Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 

“Q. How long have you lived there? 

“A, I have lived in Washington County all my life. Iwas born and raised 


ere. 
“Q. What are you politically, a Republican or a Democrat? 
“A. Iam a Republican. 

"Q. How long have you been a Republican ? 

"A. I have been a Republican ever since the reconstruction; ever since the 


war, 

“Q. What isthe total vote, as near as you can get at it, in that county, the avy- 
arage total vote? 

* A. It is about 5,600, or very near it. 

“Q. What proportion of that is colored? 

“A, I think about 2,300 or 2,400; I did have the exact figures; I donot know 
whether I have them here or not, 

“Q. Are the colored voters erally Republican ? 

“A. Yes, sir; generally. There are about 1,700, perhaps, of them that will 
vote the Republican ticket without scratching the ticket, while there are per- 
haps 400 or 500 who will vote the Republican ticket, but will scratch ii 

nid Q oe asp now and then? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

REA one think there are about 1,700 who will vote the straight Republican 
e 

“A, Yes, sir; about 1.700. 

“Q. How many Germans are there in the county? 

“A. I think there are about 1,900 German voters. 

k “Q Bh doa proportion of them vote the Republican ticket ordinarily, if you 
now 

“A, Well, we count that there are perhaps about 1,600 of those who are Re- 
publicans, but they do not always vote the straight Republican ticket; they do 
a good deal of scratching, 

“Q. What has been the usual Republican majority in that county since you 
have known of its political affairs? 

“A. It has ran all the way from 500 to 2,000 majority. I think in a fair 
election, where there would be no bulldozing, that our majority would be 2,000, 
about” (pages 215, 216). 

In preparation for the election of that year the Republicans presented a full 
ticket for county officers,and the opposition, under the name of the People’s 
ticket, included the Democrats and such adherents as, for the nonce, could be 
incorporated with them, The Republican ticket was as follows: 


“ [Republican ticket. ] 


“ For governor, A. M. Cochran; for lieutenant-governor, Lock McDaniel; for 
comptroller, J.M. Brown; for d commissioner, A. Zadeck ; for attorney-gen- 
eral, C. W. Johnson; for State treasurer, Frank Cleaves; for justice supreme 
court, W. H. Burkhart,; for superintendent of public instruction, Henry Cline; 
for Congress, J. D. Rankin; for representative, seventy-second district, Dennis 
Farr; for representative, seventy-first district, W. H. Blount; for district attor- 
ney, twenty-first district, ©. C. Lockett; for county judas, Carl Schutze; for 
county attorney, A. W. Wilder; for district clerk, J.C. Hewitt; for county clerk, 
©. O. Bryan; for county assessor, Joe Ho: n; for county collector, William 
Ehlert; for sheriff, Faul Fricke; for county treasurer, T. J. Lockett; for justice 
of the peace, precinct No. 4, B.C. Anderson ; for constable, precinct No, 4, D. E. 
Teague; for commissioner, William Holle.” 


The testimony does not show the whole of the opposition ticket, but for Con- 
gressman and the principal local county officers these names were upon that 
ticket: For Congress, Roger Mills; for bates A judge, Lafayette Kirk; for 
poai attorney, B. S. Rogers; for county clerk, Hugh M, Lewis; for sheriff, N, 

. Dever. 

An effort made at the county election in 1884 to overcome the Republican ma- 
jority by a combination on the part of the opposition on the canvass of the votes 
was declared successful. In 1886 the contest was vehement, and the opposition 
bent upon a desperate struggle with the Republicans for continual supremacy 
in the county, and for the permanent retention of the offices. 

The canvass was conducted with much severity on the part of the opposition, 
the whole project of its success turning epon pig ri intimidation of the 
colored voters and violent denunciation of white Republicans as agitators, in- 
cendiaries, and dangerous to the peace of the community. 

All this might have given no great occasion for public or serious notice had 
not the grave occurrences of the election itself given importance to these pre- 
liminary agitations as leading to them,and as justifying or palliating in the 
minds of the guilty their crimes on election day, 

Out of the testimony as to the traits of the canvass which are above stated, 
the committee presents some distinct evidence on the subject. 

Adam Newell, in the criminal trial of Kirk and others, testified as follows 
(see page 726): 

“Q. Where did you live in November, 1886? 

“A, I don’t know nothing about the years. 

“Q. Where did you live last year? 

“A. In Washington County. 

“Q. Do you remember the last election? 

“A. Yes, sir; I know when it was. 

“Q. Do you know any of these defendants here at the bar? 

“A. Yes. sir. 

“Q. Which one do you know? 

“A, Sligh, I don't know anybody else that I know of. 

“Q. Do you know Tolen? 

“A. I don't know. 

“Q. Do youknow Rout? 

“A. Yes, sir; I know Jodg Rout. 

“Q. Is he here? 

“A. Yes, sir; yonder, 


“Q. State what you know about him, if anything, on the day of the election, 
before or after, 

“A, I was not there the day of election. 

“Q. Did he talk to you about the election? 

“a, Yes, sir; that was my reason for not being there. I met him in Chapel 
Hill, and he says, ‘Adam,’ says he, ' we have been after you a long time to vote 
our way and you would not do it, and the election comes off next week, and 
you have to vote the way I say or I will kill you.’ I said,‘ You have been a 
friend to me and you tell me the way to vote and I will do it.’ He said he 
wanted me to vote for Rogers and the others, and I had heard he said he wanted 
to kill, and I wanted time to get away ; so I promised to vote ashe said, I came 
up here and I went back Tuesday night and hauled in corn for his brother. 
Rout came‘along and he asked me who I had voted for. I said I was mighty 
sorry, but I could not get to vote atall. I let on to him I could not get to vote. 
Isaid my son wrote to me from Richmond that he was very sick and that I 
could not come back in time. He said, ‘By God, that is all that saved you, but 
we beat the election.’ ” 

8. A. Hack worth testifies as follows (see pages 231, 232): 

ee Son maga speeches there during the campaign? 

"A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You addressed white audiences as well as colored audiences? 

“A. Yes, sir; we had several mixed meetings. 

“Q. Did you make any speech during that campaign which was calculated or 
aed ti to create any race excitement or prejudice among the negroes against 
the whites? 

“A. No, sir; right to the contrary. All the speeches I made I think were cal- 
culated to bring aboutand keep up aspiritof feeling between both races. I 
was as much inte asany white citizen in the country in seeing that done. 

“Q. You did not make any speech that could be fairly called an incendiary 


speech? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. Or moy speech other than the ordinary Republican speeches in behalf of 
your part: 

tA Jugo Kirk may have called it an incendiary speech, because it was 
against him. Weshowed about the theft of the school fund and made it pretty 
plain that these stealings had occurred with his knowledge. That was about 
the most incendiary speech that we had made. 

“Q. That is the first we have heard about that, What is there about that? 
Was it during Judge Kirk's administration? 


A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Is it possible? What was there of it? 

“A. We Rot a certificate of the county treasurer. I donot know whether Mr, 
Hoffmann has it or not. We have the statement here. Inthe first place, Judge 
Kirk has charge of the free schools and issues vouchers to the school teachers. 
These vouchers are signed by him and have his seal of office placed on them 
and then the teacher can go and draw his money. There were several forged 
vouchers found out by the county treasurer. Forged vouchers had been drawn 
on the county treasurer and had been pen by him, and Judge Kirk’s name was 
waned to those vouchers, and so well signed thateven the county treasurer him- 
self believed it was Judge Kirk’s genuine signature. The strange feature was 
that these forged vouchers had the county seal on them. We showed this, be- 
cause we had a certificate from the county treasurer, and I told Judge Kirk at 
several of our meetings about it. He complained of the attack I was going to 
make on him. I told Judge Kirk that I mae eine to charge him with the re- 
sponsibility for the theft of money from the ool fund, and that he should de- 
fend himself the best he could. e charged that all the way through the can- 
vass, and it is published in Mr. Schutze’s paper, and I believe that is another 
reason why Ju Kirk and his friends were determined he should not go out 
of office. should not be surprised if there was quite a large amount of the 
school fund missing. I think there has a great deal of fraud gone on., But we 
only know that there was a lot of money stolen by forged vouchers, 

“Q. How much altogether? 

“A, Three or four hundred dollars; I think that was all he could get hold of. 


“By Mr. Evarts: 


“Q. That was the topic insisted on? 

“A, Yes,sir; that was the only incendiary speech that was made. J udge Kirk 
got very angry several times, and I suppose he called it ‘incendiary.’ Wel 

uring the whole canvass they had a certain lot of men, men who were nated 
with murder,and were under indictment for murder,,;who went around with 
them, and those men were armed, 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. Who do you mean? 

“A, I mean Judge Kirk, Mr. Rogers, and the Democrats. 

“Q. Were they at your meetings? 

“A, Yes, sir; they were atall our meetings with armed men. 

“Q. Attended youe meetings, Republican meetings? 

ý “A. Yes, sir; y would come to our meetings and demand a division of the 
me. 

“Q. Who else beside Judge Kirk did that? 

“A. Ju Kirk and Mr. rs were the leading men. 

“Q. And these armed men with them? 

“A. Yes, sir; these armed men were with them, 

“Q. How many such men? 

“A. I think they generally carried about six or seven men with them, 

“Q. How did you know they were armed? 

“A. We saw the weapons. 

“Q. Revolvers? 

“A. Yes, sir; and six-shooters, some of them, 

“Q. What sort of men were they? 

“A, Some were white and some were colored men; some were under indict- 
ment for murder, Mr. John Taylor wasone. He did not attend all the meet- 
ings, but he attended the meetings held at Chapel Hill precinct. He was under 
indictment for murder. A colored man named Sloan was under indictment for 
murder in Washington precinct. and they had another man under indictment 
for murder, Mr. John Ewing. These men were completely in their power and 
were ready and willing to do their bidding. At one of the meetings at 
Hill one of our men drew a pistol on them and it broke up the meeting. There 
were a lot or Germans in the meeting, and they withdrew from the meeting 
and waited until Judge Kirk went away, and we called a meeting, after they 
had gone, outside of the house, and I made my talk to them there. And at 
ert Hill on another occasion I was informed that pistols were drawn on me 
while I was on the stand, and I know I was cursed by their bulldozers. 

“Q. You mean to say, then, there was something of intimidation among the 
Democratic spies prior to election day? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“s 2. At Republican meetings? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you divide the time with Judge Kirk at any of those meetings? 
“A, Yes, sir; we had it to do, 

“Q. That was compulsory? 

“A. Yes, sir, 

“Q. It was demanded? 

"A, Yes, sir (pages 231, 232). 
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another error, in which I am reported to 


Pew ree Fn furor oe a 

ne of the meetings at Cedar Hill one of our men drew a pistol on 
Susie saute Deokoe up the TOEI I wish this corrected, for I said that at one 
of the Republican meetings held at Cedar Hill one of the bulldozers drew a pis- 
aly drt ORS SEOC gt ae aad Te ace a This broke 


the oe felt certain they would beat us without nee 
to violence, I inin 
cans had 


meetin; 
would bave been igar con but we took the insults and went right straight aan 
with our ae I believe there was some violence; I came very near for- 
On the day we held our ny nang convention in some 


of J Kirk's colored friends came sy ernie and raised a disturbance, They 
beat one or two colored men over their with six-shooters when they came 
down on the street, and one colored man was fined for carrying a six-shooter, 
and Judge Kirk very promptly paid his fine for him, so Iwas rmed. There 
was violence then. 
“By Mr, EVARTS: 
Q. What day was this? 
“A, That was on the day when we had our Republican convention. They 


tried to break it up and prevent usfrom nominating aticket. They did that by 
sending armed colored men there to provoke difficulties, Pistols were drawn 
there in the convention room by those colored Democrats, and after the conven- 


tion adjourned some of the colored men came one or streets and were brutally 
beaten over the head by Democratic freedmen pistols, and one colored 
man was arrested the city pone and Jud, vine would not permit him 


to be examined on the of carrying apistol on the streets 
shal, but took him back in pry and I understand that Ju 
wards paid the fine of this negro in the mayor’s court (page 237). 


J. L. Moore testifies as follows (see page 518): 


“Q. You say that the Republicans would have had a large majority in the 
county if it were not for bulldozing? 
“A. Aside from improper influences and bulldozing Ta might have used 


the city mar- 
Kirk after- 


against them they would i have hada orge ne ef 
*Q. Did not the Democrats carry that county in 1884 
“A. Well, yes, sir. 


PRA Was the = any trouble of any kind or any disturbance except at the 
“A, I thin think shore was a good deal of bulldozing, as there erally is when 
there is an election. = “a5 7, 
“Q. Do you mean to say that the colored people were bulldozed in 1834? 
“The Wirsxrss. Do you ask meif they were? 
“Mr. You said they were. 
lose i improper ia F influences brought to bear on the oto red people. ieoi 
m ences bro on the colo; 
gari the word balaosing or intimidation s 
De Yes, sir; peered 
“Q. What bulldoz 


“A. It is done in Hous ways; ihere are a great many colored men who own 


their own farms, agreat number of them are employed by white e 
and Democrats. These colored people that the Danona hive fa es te 
male portion of them, ado p jonoral me „are compelled, under threats losing 
their positions, tô vote the cratic ticket, 


POLLS IN CHAPEL HILL DISTRICT. 


In order to appreciate the occurrences in one of the precincts of pee aise = 
at the election of 1886, it is necessary to advert to the transactions at polls 
there at the election of 1884. 

At that election the ballot-boxes then in the possession of the officers of elec- 
tion, being colored men, were “ raided” at 3 or 4o’clock in the after 
the day ofe election by masked and armed men. Three of these colored officers 
of election were shot, and one of them died of his wounds, but the other two 


recov: 
One of these men, ~ Bs hiding with the ballot-boxes under the table, was able 
to escape, and the bal were brought in and countedand returned. Noefforts 
‘were made apparently to discover or punish the actors in this outrage and 
mu 

In preparation of the election of 1886 Chape? Hill district was divided into three 
precincts, and one of the polling places was known as Chadwick’s Gin. The 
polls were not opened here at the election of November 2, 1886. 

There was a large attendance of colored voters ready and desirous to —— 
Republican ticket. Mr. J. M. Nicholson,a white man and a Democrat, and 
listed in the success of the ** People’s ticket,” pera mrcape tnd with proper papers 


prey the polls ony 
son staid there hinseelt 


number, white 
men attending ace armed. Some colored men isd been eivieed notto take 
part in the slonicn. Others showed an unwillingness to undertake the conduct 
of the election unless some white men were in the board. 

Apparently the occurrences at the last election were understood by all, and it 
seems to the committee'that there would have no iar pony u organizing a 
com been willing 
to in that auy pos 


selves to the 
men. The Aitea to KA pag oie at H i agadan 


e e = of the o; an 
ble to the lead f thi rikang 
motive to disco and suppress t e Republican’ vote there, and to the colored 
Republican voters being unwilling to expose themselves to the which was 
visited upon the colored judges of the election at Chapel Hin in1834. A few ex- 
tracts from the testimony are cited on this point. 

A. G. Scott (colored) testifies (see pages 70,71): 

"Q. Did you go to the Chadwick polling place? 

WA. I went there that yo ig 

“Q. What time in the day? 

“A, It was soon after 8 o'clock, I su re nso CK cicada ae It was 

after 8 when I am Slangar, and it was pi ty 8.15 when I got there. 
“Q. Isthat pepa ublican polling piece? 

“A. Th PRA it Ís in the majo: 

“Q. Is the place at rA re many colored Peeling oe blicans vote? 

“A. Yes, sir; there were a many sround there morning when I 
gers A there. 

“Q. Were the polls open? 

“A. No, sir; they were not o) opes 

“Q. Do you know whether they were open that day or not? 


Ae Thay wae not. onppee. I passed by there that morning, and they 


were not open. 
“Q. How many colored men were there—voters? 
“A. I never counted them, They were lying around there. I suppose be- 
tween 65 and 70. 
ae Len to say there were 6 or 70 colored Republicans waiting 


>e uA. ‘$? pert ine 
Do you know finda boat 11 e not opened ? 
we I Ae boy tha here, some of the boys way Sewer were 


not voting, and ner said oxson said he was not goin: 
overthe polls; that they locked a a egy or a wre thes enough. i diarias 
Lockett was there. He was runnin; ngoe district attorn , and he came to me 
and said that we could get a man t would praida. "told Ain ae: be so; 
that I would inquire ee boys; and I asked a man ‘oster, 
a member of my church, who said he would act, would in rte pared and he 
went around to see if he could get somebody else, and thoy said they did not 
want to goin; they feared something would occur like it at Chapel Hill 
two years sago, and Lockett told them that he would stay there with them, 
What bad hex Lown at Chapel Hill two years ago? 
“A. Three colo: men, I believe, got shot there. 
“Q. While acting as officers of the election? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. The polls were raided by men in disguise, were they not? 
‘A. Yes, sir; they say so. I was not there. 
we. And these colored Foam co not want to act that day for fear of a repeti- 
tion of that outrage, did 
“A. That is what they ai Vand Tleft. Ididnot staythere more than an hour 
then. I went off visiting.” 
Richmond Hayden testified as follows in the trial of Kirk and others (see 
pages 698, 699): 
Ps Where ae ro live? 
At Cha 
“G. In W AGOR County? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Where is your voting place? 
“A. Chapel Hill is the place. 
wQ Was that the voting place in 1886? 


A. Yes, sir. 
“@ Di pid Zon have an election at Chadwick’s Gin in 1886? 
“Q State why you did not; state the facts. 
We all met that day—— 
to by defense as irrelevant.) 

e all met there at 8 o’clock and went down, intending to vote. Nichol- 
son, the presiding officer, was there; we could get no clerk. Nicholson got the 
law book and went to the boys and s me igen otis a open the poll if we had a 
mind to. The party objected. could not write his name, 
and could not sit up at night to ome ee nai and we could not get®any other 
man to hy tos gantry Eye ee eee 

“Q, white people did you see there in the morning 

“A.I sy Ben Rogers, James Nicholson, Walter Hill, Dee Lockhart, and Dr. 


Were any of these defendants there? 
on I don’t think Sligh was; Joe Bob Rout, and Gergman and Bennett, and 
Traylor were there. 
“Q. Were any of them armed? 
“A, I think one of them, Mr. Haire, had a six-shooter, 
“ By the CHAIRMAN: 
“Q. Did you see any of these defendants there that day? 
cae I Soroa Bob Routand John Traylor; I don’t know whether he hada 
or no 
z “Q mae talk to you about the election that day ? 


“A. N 
“Q. Who talked to you the day before? 
“A. Sligh and Rout told me I had better aos ae DAS in the election or I 
would into trouble. They told me this at church that evening, 
he say who would make the trouble? 
“A. He did not say who. 


oS Renee ate dei, Joe Bob Rout, he told I had better 
; Joe me 
ROGA SOTER ON L WONNI Eeh tana A et) 

(Ohjoctea etense and objection overrul 

“Q. What did dna say? 

“A. He took me out to the fence and said that I had better leave here or I 
might get hurt. Moore was making Sr caps on the stand at that time, I told 
him I was doing nothing and bad n g todo with them. He was down at 
Chadwick's Gin, and they were standing around until about 4 o'clock, and I left 


oS. Gg estes mang ear i to town, 
A you open the po! 
“A. We tried to get enough men to open them.” 


J. N. Seales, in the same trial, testified as follows (see pages 700, 701): 
"Q Where was your voting ee November 2, 1886? 


A. Chadwick's Gin. 
“Q State now to the court an: what occurred there that day. 
“A. Well, there wus a great whites and colored peop Se thas; some of 
them asked me about the clerk, and when I saw so many whites there with 
pistols I drew back. I heard Baily Whesnat said to Kirkman that if the polls 
were opened there would be some dead niggers there that night. 


“ÈN oe ere penan that day? 
No, 
& Whodia see with the pistols? 
oe I saw Kirkem n Sana Rogers and Every one had a pistol. 


ue Sometimes together and sometimes a They were there the best 


“Q. That was on the 2d of November, 18865? 

“A, Yes, sir.” 

POLLS AT LOTT’S STORE. 

This va a ipa Republican precinct. The election was quiet and not in- 
terfered wi! The votes cast for the Republicans were 156, those for the AP Ee. 
sition were = The latter were all white and Democratic, and hepa ine fon 
publican. The clerk of the election, a Democrat, after count, started wi 
companion to take the ballot and the tally-sheets to Brenham, to make gon me 
turn there in accordance with his duty. is was on theday after the election, 
and, as Loy were nearing Brenham, after dark, three armed and 

Koppe the carriage and demanded, ‘under threats to fire, the surrender of the 
ballot-box and tally-sheets. The clerk refused to hand over the ballot-box and 
the armed men took it from the carriage. They then required the ourer of 
the tally-sheets and the clerk gave them u The clerk reported this transacti as s 

tion, Lew. 


tore was thus 


ed men 


to the county clerk and the {odes both of whom were on the op 
and Kirk, but nothing was 


ne about it, and the vote at Lott's! 


1889. 
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‘suppressed. The clerk of the election, Mr. C. P. Spann, states the seizure of the 
t-box as follows: 


“TESTIMONY OF C. P. SPANN (pages 7 and $), 
“©, P. Spann, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
“By Mr, TELLER: 


“Q. What is your name? 
"A. O. P. Spann. 


“By Mr. Spooner: 
“Q. Where do you reside? 
“Al In here a County, Texas. 
“Q. At what place? 
“A. At a place called Lott’s Store; that fs our post-office. I reside in the 


“Q. How long have you resided in Texas? 
i I was born and raised there, and have lived there for thirty-five or thirty- 


eis geama What are your politics, a Democrat or a Republican? 
“ey peipei ti recincts there in that ty of Washington 
. How many election precincts are there coun! 
“A. I can not tell you how many there are in the county; I think there hie 
about six or seven boxes in that precinct. 
tQ. You mean in the precinct that you live in? 
“A. Yes, sir. 


“By Mr. TELLER: 


“Q. Do you call that Lott’s precinct? 
“A. No, sir; that is Lott’s Store. 


By Mr. SPOONER: 
What is the name of this precinct? 
fg The n Precinct No. 1. EE 
ow many Vo! ng places were ere aae aer 
“A. I think there are six; the one I was at was fifth, and think there was 
another one. 
“Q. The one you were at was at Lott's Store? 
“A. Yes, sir; at Lott's Store. 
mee rer ou one of the officers? 
me You had a general election there on the 6th of November last? 
“Q. An a election for what officers? 
“A, For county and State officers. 
“Q. And for members of Co: ? 
“A. Yes, sir; for members of Congress also. 
“Q. What oficial function were paan a <p. to discharge at that election? 
“A, I think I was a clerk; yes, There were three managers 
and two clerks, 
“Q. Are there negro voters in that precinct? 
“A. Yes,sir; there are both whites and n: 
“Q. Be kind enough to state to the co what proportion of the votes 
cast at Saas ee ee WAO ee nee eee 
“A, There were 189 votes cast altogether; rc ae ra area it 
cratic votes, or what was called votes for the People’s tick: 
“Q. What proportion was the white vote to the cond vote? 
“A, The — for the People’s ticket, the 33 votes, were all white. 
were colored? 


“Q. Ani ‘he colored men voted the Foye gma ticket? 
x “A. Yes,sir; a ticket. 
n = there; at sundown? 


7 have,after the Closing of the polls, anything to do with the 
coun! the vote? 
“A. Yes, sir; I made out a tally-sheet and kept an account of the votes. 
“Q. How many tally-sheets do you make there? 
“A, We make One the presiding officer keeps, one is delivered to the 
county clerk, and one to the county judge. 
ae: Who was presiding judge of election? I understand you have such an 
ice’ 
KA. Yes,sir; my father was the presiding officer. 
“Q. How dis poe wake yous retire of clactiona thers? 
“A. We deliver one tally-sheet and the ballot-box to the county clerk, and 
another tally-sheet to the county judge. 
he Do you have anything to do with the return, with the making of the re- 


turn 

Ehe Wrrvess. Do you mean carrying the box? 

“Mr. SPOONER, Yes. 

HA. Yes, sir. 
State to the committee what you had to do with that. 

“A. Istarted to carry the box from Lott’s Store to Brenham on the 3d of 
November; I left home, I reckon, about 3 or 4 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Who was with you? 
wean The young man who has just left here, Marshall Booker; [asked him to 


Oo Phat was the next day after the election ? 

m We Yes, sir. 

“Q. He went with you at your request? 

“ A. Yes, sir; when we got to Independence, about 10 miles distant, we gene] 
that our buggy was broken, and we stopped there and borrowed a hack, and 
gt supper zane they were getting the hack ready. then started on to 

nham, and when we had gotten to 2} or 3 miles from Independence we were 
stop) by three masked rie who were armed. 
What time was this 
“A. It was between 8 “et 9 o’clock at night, I reckon. 
mE Ven air: Gary baad to DA ot a Windheitar or shckgun’ Tenia aot 
es, sir; they two and a Win or m, I cor D 
tell which at night, sf = 


“Q. Were they d ised at al 
nee Yes; they Lee diercliefs tied across the lower part of their faces, 
down over their foreheads, 


and their hats were pulled 
“Q. Was ita light ora dark night? 
“A. As near as I can remember it was a moonlight night. I think it was 
cloudy, and think they ry enc us in a shady lane, which made it almost dark, 

Q. What did they say 
aes One of pe arerp = ete out tae front of the horses and told usto hold ee and 
what the mean of it was, and he said that th 

want the ballot bar. He said he knew I it, and that it was justas well 
Tesla it to him without bas aking any "Akestas or having any fuss about it. 
ld them that th = f had the drop me, and that I could not make aay re- 
sistance; that I w. fa nobgive itte thom, bus thas they could take it, He said, 


« 
By God, he could do that,’ and he ao a his hand inso pny og 
took it out. Then he told me he wanted tally-sheets, and I gave 
him, and he told us then we could drive ae 
“A. Did they ask for anything else? 
MA. No, coy ya did not ask for anything else. 
“Q, Phy id you do after that? 

MACE on to ote and got there about 11.39 o'clock at night. 
It was too ie en to report to the county judge or to the clerk, but the next 
morning I went out and reported the facts to both of those officers. 

“Q. To whom did you report? 

“A. First I went to the county clerk’s office and re zepoan to the Arrens Mr, 
Lewis, and then I went to the county judge's office and reported to him. 

“Q. What did he say? 

“A. He said he supposed Teould not help it. I told him no; that the men 
were armed, and I not propose to run any risk on it,” 

Marshall Booker testifies as follows on this point (see pages 4, 5, and 6): 

“TESTIMONY OF MARSHALL BOOKER (page 4). 
“Marshall Booker, haying been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 
Where do you reside? 
“R I live at Independence, Washington County, Texas, 
is your age? Pe 

“A. Tam twenty-six years old, 

“Q. How long have you lived in Texas? 

“ A. I have been in Texas thirteen years. 

“Q. How long have you lived in Washington County? 

t- A. Ever since I have been there in the State. 

“Q. What is your business? 

si “A. Iam a farmer. 

. What are your politics? 

SÈ Well, Lam nota politician by any means. uiy iet I vote I mix my 
vote wed y well: itis ours to the man who is running for office. 

= ou vote 

uo Xe At Lott's ca He which is about 12 miles from Independence, 

“Q ma you have anything to do with the election? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Did you have anything to do with the ballot-boxes 

“A. I went with Mr. Spann—he asked me to go with kais Brenham to 
make his returns. 

“Q. When was that? 

“A. That was on the 3d of November. 

“Q. The day after the election? 

“A. Yes, sir. 


5 Q Did he have any oficial connection with the election? 
“A, He was one ene of the judges. 
“Q. What did he ask you to do? 
“A. He asked me if I would not go to Brenham with him, as he had to make 
the returns; and I hace A began i living there, and I thought it a very good 


chance to see him, and so I went. 

aQ; Did he have in his custod , do you know, any ballot-box used on elec: 
tion day, w he was going to nham 

“A. Yes, sir; he had the box. He had to make the returns, 
“Q. Did he take the box along with him? 


, ifanything, on the way? What time in the day was it 
that you 


“AL KAE we started it was about 4 o’clock. 
e afternoon? 


a Hov di ayon got the post-office at Mr, Lott’s, in a buggy. 
e *s, 's, ina 
“Q. This election was ‘held at what is called Lott’s Store? 
“A. Yes, sir; at Lott’sStore. 
at In- 


Q. You may proceed. 
“A. I put vep Ér of my horses and he put in one of his, and we sto: 5 
gle-tree 


dependence. When we got there we lost the tap off the bolt of the 
that holds the single-tree to the double-tree. 
No matter about that, 
“A. And we stopped at my brother's to get his hack to go on to Brenham in, 
and I suppose it was about sundown when we got there. 
“Q. It was about sundown when you got where? 
vA. When we got to Independence. 
How far is Independence from Lott's Store? 
“A. I think it is about 9 or 10 miles. 
ag Wests sup r,and when we got through supper and had fed ur 
2 n n up o 
hor we hitched rig ht up and started for Brenham. 
“Q. en ee on 3d? 


“A. Yes, sir; it was on the 3d. When w 
miles, I suppose, three armed men came out u 
halted us and told be to hold up. 

What $ 
“A. They just walker out and said, ‘Hold u them, he 
says, * What does this mean?’ One of them said, *I want that ballot-box.’ 
‘Q. Who said that? 

“A. One of the armed men. Mr. ges didn’t say anythin then. 
he says, ‘we want it." He says, ‘Hold your guns on them.’ re were two 
pistols and a Winchester, I took it to oe I don’t know whether they were six 
or seven shooters, but there were two pistols. 

“Q. Was bene man armed? 

“A. Yes, AIPS ORON cm stacey AO EO A ODS cage O o orig 
‘Stand on mathe > opposite s side and hold your Ka them.’ Mr. says, ‘I 
will not give up. box.’ The man said, * we will have X Mr. Spann 
said, ‘If i, you will have to take it: Tel not give it Then one of 
them said, * Well, by God, I can take it." The box was down in t of us under 
the seat, right i in ‘the front of the hack, and he reached his hand in and took it 
out. Then he said, ‘We want the tally-sheets,’ and Mr. Spann put his hand 
a to get them out, and the man said,* We do not want any 

Then Mr. Spann pu Hed them out and hand 


Independence, about 2 
eth DIE of te Gear aad 


.' Mr. Spann asked 


disturbance. 
ed him one, and ree said, ‘I think 
there is another,’ tnd he handed him a second ws and he said, “Well, Ibelieve 
there ought to be another.’ Mr.Spann said, ‘I have no other.’ ‘Well,’ he said, 


‘drive on’ somewhere, and so we drove on, 
““Q. They took the ballot-box, did they? 
“A. Yes. sir; they took the ballot-box. 
“Q. And the tally-sheets? 

“A, Yes, sir. 
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“Q. Did they ask for anything besides the ballot-box and tally-sheets? 
“A, That was all they asked for. 
“Q. Did yee pig who they were? 
“A. No, sir; I did not, 
“Q. Do you oe whether they were white men or not? 
“A. No, sir; I can not say whether they were white or black, because they 
were masked. 
“Q. Were their hands masked? 
“A. I can not say that they were or that they were not. 
“Q. How dark was it? à 
“A. The moon was shining, but this was under the shade of the trees. 
“Q. What sort of masks id they have on? 
had handkerchiefs over a faces and hats pulled down over their 


uQ. What did you do then? 

“A. Mr, Spann drove on, We just drove on to Brenham and reported. 

“Q. Who did i report to? 

“A. To Hugh Lewis, the county clerk, and to Judge Kirk, the judge of that 


eounty. 
nmtleman who is here [indicating]? 
me eet joda I do not know. 


him? 
hat we ae halted by three masked men and that the bal- 
lot-box was demanded of us. 
“Q. What did he say? 
“A, I do not know what he said now. 
“Q. Do you know the proportion of colored and white voters in that pre- 


cb? 
“A. No, sir; I do not. 
“ By Mr. Eustis: 
2 “Q You ay you voted at Lott’s post-office precinct? 


‘A, Yes, 
Was ite or nota quiet and orderly election at that precinct? 
we Yes, sir; it was so. 
Was there any disturbance of any kind at that precinot? 
oe Not a particle. 
A: às ere any intimidation of any kind towards any voters? 
“ o, si 


ue Q. Everybody voted freely and as he wanted to? 
+ es, 
x re Were ye you at Lott's Store during the whole day until the polls closed? 
es, Bi) 
“Q. If any gUn at that precinct wanted to vote the Republican Late could 
he not do it with freedom and without molestation just the same as any O- 
crat would do? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
"Mr, Eustis, That is all I desire to ask,” 


THE POLLS AT GRABALL’S, 


This was a strong Republican precinct and the colored people were there 
some 5 to 1 of the whites. The sition proceeded quietly, and while the count 
was going on, and it had been ascertained that the votes cast were 347 and they 
had counted Se poste all the votes but 96, which were still in the ballot-box, 

armed and ed men entered the room, called the judges to “hold up,’ 
and at the point of the pistol seized the ballot-box, the string of votes, and one 
of the tally-sheets. The ballot-box they carried away, and while still in the 
room they tore up the vee and the tally-sheet they seized, The tally-sheet 
which one of the ju: had retained was carried to and delivered to 
the county judge, yette Kirk. ‘There is some indistinctness, from conflict 
and obscurity in the testimony, as rede the exact state of the polls. 

The committee, however, thinks that there was a majority of something like 
100 for the ‘ht Re paoue ticket among the votes strung, and that all bal- 
lots remaining the be x were Republican. Not long before the “raid upon 
the ballot-box, a prominent Democrat had entered the room and conferred with 
one of the Democratic judges, and read a note to him and left it with him, the 
contents of which the committee was not able to ascertain, The manner in 
which the seizure of the votes and the ballot-box was made is shown in the tes- 
timony, as follows: 


“TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM M, SHAW. 


Beda M. Shaw (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated as 
ows: 


“ By Mr. SPOONER: 


How old are you? 
n I will be twenty-four in about the 8th sae March, coming. 
“Q. Where do you live? 
“A. In Washington County, Texas, 
yl ae How long have youx lived nae 
. Iwas there; al apura 
“a What do you do for a living? 
“A. Lam farming. 
“Q. Are yous Dered man? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. What are you in politics, aRepublican or Democrat? 
“A, I am a Republican. 
Z ye rv bed polling place do you vote? 
"È. ware ou eae at the election on the 2d of November last? 
. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Do you know how many votes were cast at that polling place? 
MA. Three hundred and forty-seven. 
a About how many of that number were Republican, and how many of 
the People's ticket? 
“A. I think there were about 69 for the Democratic ticket. 
By that you mean the Peo ae ticket which was running at that time ? 
“A. I mean the Democratic ti 
"a ADA ee the rest were Rapablican votes, were they ? 
. es, sir 
“Q. How many of these Republican votes were colored votes 
vA. I suppose all the rest remaining were colored Republican tickets, 
Do you mean to say that the most of the Republicans who voted at that 
ct were colored men? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The white men were Democrats, generally? 
DA Well, some few colored voted in with ‘hem. It amounted to about 60 


rat That is, the white and colored Democrats amounted to 60 tickets? 
“A, Yes, sir; and those scratched, too. 

“Q. And the others were straight Republicans? 
HA. Yes, sir; right straight through. 
wh Were you one of the officers of that election? 


Y 
"Q. What were ou? 
“A, Judge. x 


about it. 
ete I could not exactly tell the hour, but it was two or three hours before 


I mean about two hours and a half, I thi 


best to pick out the Democratic tickets and Peo 
that were marked—and then after that we wou 
we would get along faster. 


at, the side of t 


his 


"Q. Presiding judge? 

“A No, sir. dtm 

ah One of the side judges? 
Yes, si 


Q. What ee ned at that election? 
oe Well, the box was taken. 
“Q. Tell us all about it in your own way; what time of the day it was and al 


y. 
‘Q. Do you mean after the polls closed? 
“A. Oh, no, sir; it was way after the | sey niee ps closed; it was past midnight. 
fore 
sh Q- ane oon went along quietly all day? oy: 
z es, 
ae Then snór the polls closed you took a count of the votes? 
hy Yes, sir. 
“Q. Who were the officers with you there that day? 
“A. Ed, Brown was one, 
“Q. Was he colored? 


“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. Who else ? 
“A, Ben Aubrey. 
“Q. Was he colored? 
“A. No, sir: he was white. 
ay “Q. A Republican or Democrat? 
A. A Democrat. 
y &: Who else? 
“A. There was Paul Connell, 
“Q. Was he a white man or a colored man? 
“A, A white man. 
“Q. And a Democrat? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Who else? 
“A. There was Butcher; his first name I am not acquainted with. 
“Q. Was he a colored or a white man. 
vA. He was a white man. 
And a Democrat? 
De Well, he said he didn’t vote for nobody; that was what he said, 
Who else was there? 
“A. And I, William Shaw. 
"Q There were only two colored men, then, on that board ? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. You and Ed. Brown? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
a s ou the other three were white men and Democrats? 
ae 2 VAN, pma did you commence counting the votes—when the polls closed? 
s es, sir. 
u And you kept counting until 3 o’clock in the morning? 
. Yes; until about 3 o'clock in the night. 
“O. Had you finished the count at that time? 
“A, No, sir. 
"Q. What made the count so slow ? 
“A. Well, we were going along, and Mr. Connell he stated that it would be 
eee tickets, you know—those 
id tally by fives. He said that 


“Q. So you went through all the ballots and picked out the Democratic or 


People’s ticket, and then picked out the Republican tickets. 


“A. Yes; we were on them. 
“Q. You were picking them out? 
“A. We bad done tallied up these Democratic or paoe) s tickets. 
s Q Payo you began to tally the Republican tickets 
“Q, But bad not finished them? 
“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Then what happened? 
“A. Well, the box was taken. 
“Q. Who took it and how was it taken? 
“A, I don't know, sir; but there were some white men who took it, 
“Q. Did the men come into the room? 
“A, Yes, sir, 
“Q. Well, tell us about it. How many m 
HA ME y Calloway, he brought in a note na Talled Mr. Connell away, 

“Q. Who was Mr. Calloway? 

NA. Mr, Milton Calloway. 

“Q. Was he a Democrat? 
“A, Ido not know, x 
“Q. Was he a white man? 
“A, Yes, sir, 

“Q. Mr. Sonnet went out then, did he? 
“A. Yes, sir; off on the back—well, fully as far, I suppose, as it is to that map 
he room {indicating}. 

. Then what happened? 

“A. Then he read a note to him. 
“Q. Then Calloway read a note to Connell? 
“A. Yes, and Mr. Connell then called Mr, Butcher and read it to him, and 


then a brouphs it back and laid it on the table, 


yon see it? 
oe Yes; I was looking at it, but I didn’t get to read it, 
“Q. Did you try to read it? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. Did you read any of it? 
“A, No, sir. 
“Q. What prevented your reading it? 
“A. He taken it up and put it in his pocket. 
"Q. Did he jerk it away? 
“A. Wen; he raised up that way [indicating] and just held it up and put itin 
ket 
So you had no chance to read it? 


“A. No, sir, 
“Q, What happened then? 
“A. Abouta het hour after that three men came in and taken the tickets, 
“Q. What was their a; appearance; how did they look? 
"A. They had someth over their faces, a kind of mask, 
“Q. What sort of hats did they have on? 
“A. One had on a |; white hat and the other two had on small hats, 
“Q. How were they ? 
Be T neye noticed | theirdress, I just looked at them and saw that they were 
maske 
“Q. Do vos know who they were? 
“A. No, sir. 
sQ Were eie armed? 
"A. Yes, sir y presented their pistols and said, ‘Hold up, hold up, hold 
up.’ , 
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“Q. What else did they say? 

“A. Then they grabbed the box, and Mr. Aubrey, he 
in his arms in that way [indicating], and they threw out their hands and gra! 
hold of the box, and punched the side of His head that way with a pistol [indi- 


cating). 
“Q. And took the box away from him? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were all the ballots in the box? 

“A. No, sir; I had strung a right smart of them, 

"Q. There were some ballots in the box? 

“A. Oh, yes, sir. 

“Q. How many? 

“A, There were about 96. 

“Q. And they were all Republican ballots, were they not? 

“A. Yes, sir; every one right through. 

“Q. What did they do with the box? 

“A, They carried it out of doors. 

“Q. Did these gentlemen, these Democrats, protestat all or say anything; that 
is, Mr. Connell or Mr. Butcher? What did they say or do? 

“A. When they taken the box, at the time they taken the box, they just dis- 
Speveree outside of the door, you know, and Mr, Connell he laughed and said 
* Boys, what are you going to do; I wish they had come in about two hours ani 
a an en the box. now ey were go o it, anyhow. 

ae S d taken the box. Ik ed thi ing to do it, anyhow.’ 

“Q. Who said that; Mr. Connell? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

"Q. You say he laughed? 

"A. xes sir; he laughed, and then jumped up and went right out as though 


he was going home. 

“Q, ‘That was the end of that election? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And those votes were not counted? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What became of the ballots? 

“A. They took those, too. I had those, and they taken those too, 

“Q. Did you have any tally-sheets? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What became of them? 

“A. They taken those, too; they taken everything. 

“Q. Did they have horses, do you know? 

“A, I did not see them with any horses, 

“Q. You never saw those ballots any more? 

“A, No, sir, 

“Q. Northe box? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. Had there been some colored people around there during the evening 
before this happened? 

“A. Yes, sir; Henry Gardner, and Wright, and a good many more were 


there, 

“Q. They were not there when this thing occurred, were they? 

“A. He told me that after they had taken the box (he was living at father’s) 
how they went down the road. 

ve Q aa os been some shooting before this box was taken? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How long before this box was taken? 

“A, That was in the first part of the night. 

“Q. They had frightened most of the colored people away from the polls, had 


they not? 
“A. Well, when I got out there were not many. I don’t know whether they 
ran them off or what. 
q ae How long before the morning was it when these men came into the 
room 
“ A, 1t was about twoand a half hours before daylight. 
“Q. What justice's precinct, if you know, was this Graball polling place in? 
“A. It is precinct No.1 at Graball. 
“Q. Was that the stron; Republican precinctin the county, do you know? 
“A. I do not know. I thought that Brenham was the strongest. 
R ia = was the largest colored precinct in the county ? 
. Yes, sir. 
ue at is to say, it was the principal colored precinct of the county? 
. » yes, sir. 
“Q. You heard of other ballot-boxes being raided that day or night, did you 


not? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. At Flewellen's? 

“A, Yes, sir; at Flewellen’s, 
Re And you heard of the ballot-box and tally-sheets from Lott's Store being 

en? 

“A. Yes, sir; I heard about that. 

“Q. These things only happened at that election in the colored precincts? 
You did not hear of any such a thing happening in any of the white precincts? 

“A. No, sir” (pages 50-55). 

E. B. Brown (colored), haying been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 

“By Mr. SPOONER: 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A. In Washington County, in the State of Texas, 

“Q. What is your age? 

“A. Iam about forty-five years old. 

“Q. How long have you lived in Washington County, Texas 

“A. In Washington County I have lived twenty-one years, 
the spring of 1866. 

“Q. How long have you lived in Texas? 

“A. Altogether about twenty-six or twenty-seven years. 

“Q. What is your business? 

“A, Farming. 

“Q. Do you own land there? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. At what polling place do you vote? 

HA. At Graball. 

ar Did you attend the general election held there on the 2d of November 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were you one of the officers of the election ? 

“A, Yes, sir, 

“Q. What position did you hold there? 

“A. I was a clerk. 

* . * * * . . 

“Q. Just tell the committee all about that in your own way ; describe every- 
thing that happened. 

“A. Well, we counted on up until we got up to that amount, and then three 
men walked in. 

oe Did anybody come in there before anybody came and took the ballot- 


box 
“A. Yes, sir; we had a heap of passing in, 


bbed it and folded it 
bbed 


? 
I went there in 


“Q. Was any note sent in there? 
“A, Yes, sir; Mr. Calloway, Mr. Milton Calloway. 
“Q. What is he—a Democrat? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Well, what about him? 

“A. He brought in a note there and called two of the officers from the table, 

“Q. Were they white or colored men? 7 

“A. He called two of the white ones from the table, about as far as from here 
to those chairs [indicating]. We had a nice, big lamp in there, and we could 
5 Apex, and he was reading it off to them secretly. I don’t know what 
was in 

“Q. He was reading in a low tone of voice? 

“A. Yes, sir; he whispered it,so that I didn't know what he said. 

“Q. Did one of those men bring that note and lay it down on the table? 

“A. Yes, sir; Mr. Butcher; he could not see there in the rear of the 

eitto him and he brought it before him just so [indicating], and 
spread it out and looked at it, and I was sitting like that gentieman there | indi- 
cating}, and he was sitting at the head of the table, just as I am bere, and look- 
ing down at it, and I sort of peeped at it; I wanted to get a chance to look atit, 
I don’t nerall do such things, but I looked that way, and he catched my eye, 
like, and he folded it up nicely and put it in his pocket. 

“Q. You did not see it? 

“A. No,sir; I never got to see what was in it, About half an hour after that 
the box was taken. 

“Q. Tell us about that. 

“A. Three white men came there. 

“Q. How were they dressed? 

“A. All three were dressed Drot much alike, in black suits, and had their 
coats all buttoned up very nicely, and something white over their faces; they 
had it down along here [indicating below the eyes]. 

Did you know who they were? 
“A. No, sir. 
“Q. Did you know any of them? 


“A. No, sir. < 
armed? 


“Q. Were the 

“A. Yes, sir; three of them had very large pistols and presented them, 

“Q. Revolvers? 

“A. Yea, sir. 

“Q. What did they do with their pistols? 

“A. They presented them on us and threw them down, and said, ‘ Hold up.’ 

“Q. Did they say what they wanted? 

“A. No, sir; they just said, ‘Hold up,’ and we put our hands down, and I had 
my tally-list before me there, and the box was sitting pretty much like that 
stand [indicating], and they grabbed that, and then there was a string of 
tickets, and they bed them, and grabbed my tally-sheet and Mr, Connell's 
and went kind of sideways out of the door and slammed the door behind them. 

“Q. What did these white men do who were officers with you? 

“A. They said if they are going to takeit, they wish er had come two hours 
and a half sooner, and then we would have been home asleep instead of sitting 
up all night for nothing. 

“Q. They did not resist them, did they? 

“A. Mr, Aubrey grabbed at it a little. 


58-41). 

Mr. Aubrey, a Democrat, who served as an officer of election at Graball’s, 
tells the same story precenpora 

“Q. Evidence has been given here that this box was raided, as they call it? 

“A. Yes,sir; it was. 

“Q. What time was that? 

“A. The box was captured about 11 o'clock or a little after. 

“Q. Eleven o'clock at night? 

“A, Yes,sir; I don’t know exactly the time. I did not have ony. time-piece 
myself, but I know it was about 1! ora little after. I got home a little before 
12, a few minutes before 12, and I lived about a mile and a half from the voting 


place. 

“Q. Was it done by masked men? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you see them? 

“A, Yes,sir; I saw two of them. Two of them came in the room where we 
were counting the votes, and there was a third one, but he didn’t come into the 
room; he stood in the door and never came any further than the door. But 
two of them came in the room, 

“Q. Have you ever formed any impression as to who those two men were? 

“A. I could not positively say who they were; I could not tell from the way 
they were masked. That is, I could not swear to them who they were. 

“Q. I know, but I speak of your impression? 

“A, Well, the onl ee ae characters that I saw about there that 
day were two men from who were trying to control the vote. 

ni Who were they? 

‘A. The name of one of them was Lockett, and the other was Gilder; Ed. 
Lockett and Lonny Gilder. They were officiating around there that day, 
pretty much all day. 


“By Mr. TELLER: 


“Q. You say Lockett was one; who was the other? 
“A. Ed. Lockett and Lonny Gilder. They were trying to influence some 
people to vote. 


“ By Mr, Eustis: 


“Q. To vote which ticket? 
“A. They were trying to influence them to vote their way. 

“Q. Which way is that? 

“A. They were Republicans. 

"Q. What is the character of those men; their general reputation? 

“A, Tam not very well acquainted with either of them, but from what I could 
learn about them they are a sort of hangers-on around the county seat at Bren- 
ham. They are not competent to fill an office, or the people haven’t confidence 
in them to put them in, but it seems that they promised them a divide in their 
salary if they will officiate around and control the ignorant people enough to 
get their ticket through. 


“By Mr. TELLER: 


"Q. You are telling mae: you have heard ; you don't pretend to knowit? 
“A. J only bear this. I saw them there offi gx around. 

“Q. But you heard the; eepe ire todivide with them ; youdonot know it? 
“A, No, sir; I have only that, 


1834 


“Q. You do not pretend you know anything about that? 
“A. No, sir; Ido not know it, but that is Aen I have heard. I know they 
were there officiating around that day. 


“By Mr, Evsris: 


“Q. Did you hear anybody say that two of those masked men were Lockett 
and Gilder? 


“A, No, sir; E OORA SaS A 80; baut, as I say, they were officiating 
aro’ there all day, and Funde: ‘atbar wards t were at Mr. Flewellen’s, 
which is the next voting box from our precinct, and the next morning as svon 


as I could get to Bren to make the report of what had happened at our 
box, before I got out of the Ruy oe that I drove there in, two men were 
the first two men who met me that I knew, and they asked me what was the 
news down in our part of the ne neighborhood, and I told them what was the 
news, that the box was captured a young man had been killed at the other 
voting place; and they asked me several questions concerning the election and 
then left me, and I never have seen or heard of them since, and jt seemed as 

though they must be guilty of something or they would not have left the coun- 


“Q Had you any intimation whatever that this box would be raided? 

“A, No, sir; I didy not; it wasallasurprise to me. At the time the box was taken 
there was a negro that was on the ground that day with a Iunch-stand that I 
‘was well acquainted with and I had sent out for him to bring us in some coffee, 
and there were two of them came in with it, and one staid in while the other 
stepped back to get some sugar to sweeten the coffee, and about the time that 
he passed out at the door this party came in. We bad had the door fastened 

vious to these black people yaa ths or with the hot coffee, and when we un- 

the door to let them in, as this one went out to get the sugar he had for- 

m it, this party of Jo hats pace gaaer de 

r until some one hollered, * “Lookout!” “This was in the front room of the 

hones of our neighborhood physician, we were counting the votes. I 

to make my escape into the back room with the box, and one of them hollered, 

* Look out,’ and as I looked around the end of a ] touched me on the end 
of the nose, ie he taken the box and also gral thetickets that were strung. 

We strung these enero as we counted them, and he bed them and tore 


them all to pieces, scattered them all over the floor, and went off with the box, 

“Q. PEOR B a you? 

CAs ae 

s s * s 

“Q, Ts thaS a Republican precinct? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

py von a eres PA EE 

“Q; What proportion do you are Democrats, or those who vote the Peo- 

con pig mp orn ten Ae ng 

“A. As I say, the peiin kordin one in that but at the last 
Siad” (paces and ine election, they were tolerably well di- 


THE POLIS AT ARENEVA AND YOUNG BOLTON SLAIN IN THE ACT OF " RAID- 
ING” THE BALLOT-BOX. 


At about 12 m, ofelection day Kirk, who was a candidate for county 
the People’s ticket, sent a telegram from Brenham to D. D. Bolton, ate 
near Graball’s, who was on the same ticket as county commissioner, in 


words: 
ao pod look doubtful, tthe yon Aaaa a oi ene 

ere nan ment the S ore for the conyeyance orma- 
tion as to the look of the voting. D. D. Bolton received this message at dusk 
and showed it to his son, Dewees Bolton, and on starting for his home, not dis- 
tant, directed his son to come with him, and he did so. Graball’s is 4} miles 
—— from Flewellen’s, The latter polls was a strong Republican and colored 
vot 


ng place. 
The election was quietly conducted and the officers were engaged in count- 
the votes when Kirk came in, inquired how the votes were running, looked 
wadirarsinape disap bah ie had been counted up to 69 out of about 159 votes, and 
looking over the tally-sheet on the table, called ont," Jimmie Hewitt 43, and 
Charlie Herbst 19.” These were Hewitt, colored, Republican, and Her! - 
ocrat, opposing hewn gee peratz clerk. Kirk 


mm, 


an 
‘om with- 


Iton. ‘There were 
Polk Hill, passed o ine through go pposite A thak SEATER che 
out room, a door o) at which the 

entrance was asked, intos gallery where there were some shops, Instantly 
upon the demand of the ballot-box at the point of the pistol, a n was 


d 
ops sired the m Sa young Bolton fell dead 
torah ho pl tal nts et Be wan Sean errs 
low oe E E apo Nr aa oe and a white handker- 
ec at pooh below te the yen ree hon behind his neck. All in the 
room fled at in dismay, and the dead man was left alone, uncared for, as 
ne tas lay, all night, ght, the — Burnt 


ap: ee E 
Towards mornin ge Robinso aded an aged colored man, 
his neighbor, Seon triacs tine stots? od of his wife and go with him to 


the scene of the homicide, on the plea that he was afraid to go alone. This man 
had no knowledge of the bloody occurrence until informed of it by Robinson, 
but their visit to the dead body, which had been untouched, theinspection of the 
us delicti, and observation of the scenes of the transaction, eost him his life. 

This made him a witness of the disguise, and the murderous weapon of Bolton, 
and the manner of his fall. When afterwards an attempt was to be made to 
make out Bolton an unarmed and undisguised and innocent and peaceful visi- 
tor to the polling place, and slain by unprovoked violence of the eolored men, 
Alfred was arrested, put in jail, and hung upon no conceivable incentive but to 
make away with his testimony. 

The ballot-box was emptied, the ballots scattered about the floor, and were not 

counted in the election. 

The following extracts from the testimony exhibit, in bold features, the bloody 
catastrophe at Flewellen’s: 


“TESTIMONY OF T. M. JONES. 
“T, M. Jones (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


“ By Mr. SPOONER : 
Aa What is your name? 
'. M. Jones, 

“Q Where do you live? 
“A. Ilivein Washington County, Texas, 
“Q. At what place in the county? 
“A. My home is in Brenham, Jat eotaide of the 6a 

in the feiras that is where my work is—schoo 
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on, but my work 1s | 


FEBRUARY 13, 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. What is age? 
“A. My twenty-three. 


Ay 3 How long have you lived in Washington County? 

my days—for the last twenty-three 

se Q in what precinct were you a voter on the Ins last election, on the 2d of No- 
vember 

“A. I voted in Justice's precinet No. 1. 

“Q. Were you an officer of the election? 

“A, I was clerk of the election. 

“Q. At that poll? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

EE aye the 2d of November last? 

Ns we That is in the black district, or black belt, as it was called? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. When you had partially completed the count, what occurred? 

“A. Some men entered the house; Ido not know how many there were. They 
came into the house and had on these long yellow rubber coats. I don’t Kane: 
what time of the night it wus, 

“Q. Were they ail re pobre dressed in rubber coats? 

“A, I ean not tell you, but I am sure one of them was. 

“Q. How many came in? 

“A. I could not tell you. It scared me and I could not tell you how many 
there were or whether they were all dressed that way or not. 

“Q. Were they armed? 

“A, Iam sure one of them ben R could notidentify but one who was armed, 

“Q. Were they in aea 

i Yes, sir, partly; wil pir haasclnachich Cell Aedes histo SnAteattna:kiiuas tise 


“Q. Ho ow many do youthink there were of them? 

“A. I could not tell. 

oe ware there onan ho y 

more than two; ut three, I suppose. 

“Q. What time in the evening was this? 

“A, It was something past 11 aloske 

a oy bapa fend you were all there counting the votes? 

“Q. What did they do; how did getin; did they force their way in? 

“A, They came up to the door phos bria ked on pr seen once, and ak that 
time one of the men in the room walked out of the door, and then Mr. Robinson 
said, ‘There noe one man after his shotgun’—in that tone of voice; and that 

time the second knock came on the back door; Mr. Robinson ‘Come in; 19 

and then they turned the button of the door and pushed it open and came in, 
and one presented a pistol and said something, but I could not tell you awed it 


was, because the handkerchief was tied over his mouth; but he put his pistol 
down in that way [indicating]. I ran out of the same door they came in. 
“Q. Did yous e one of them as you were going out? 


“A. Yes, sir; I was stooping to go out, and I butted one of them in thestomach, 
the one that was the foremost one coming in. 

“Q. Did he strike you when you did that? 

“A. Yes, sir; just as I stooped to go out and butted him he struck me on the 
back with something hard. I suppose it was the handle of a pistol. I felt it 
strike me in the back, 


“A I could not te as er did, because I was outside. 

“Q. Did you go back again 

“A. No, sir; I did not go A into the house. Immediately after I got out of 
the door I heard two shots fired in quick succession. 

“Q. Do you know what became of the ballot-box or the ballots? 

vA No, sir; I do not, 

"Q, Did any one call there half an hour before this occurrence 

“A. Yes, sir; I could not tell whether ie was halt AA belek aor wk, but it was 
re. oes before that. 

Who was it? 
“A roe 


Kirk came in before that occurred. 
as hear as you can how long it was before these men came there. 
we Web), jast before Judge Kirk came in—a few minutes before he came 
n— 
dicating]? 
poa na) me for my watch-ke 


“Q. Do you mean this gence ome 
“A. Yes, sir. Before he came in 
aanp wateh, whi er E teens ad I took out my watch and n't 
in my hand and told him to take the watech-key and wind up his watch. But 
my key would not fit his veer and he asked me what time it yr and I told 
him it was a quarter 10, I think, or rs past 10; it was 
forty-five minutes 10; and I suppose it was about a pest RE of an hour 
from that time unti Judge Kirk came in. 
gi wQ T would make it about 11 o'clock? 


sir. 

“Q, What did he come there for? 

“A. I donot know. He came in and asked, ‘How aregoinga ing, boys?’ and 
one of the officers said, ‘ We can’t tell how thin Sie sid ‘You can 
give an idea of the count; let me see how He are running;’ and 
he turned the tally-sheet on the table that Calls had and paid? ‘Jim Hewitt 43 
and Charlie Herbst 19. 

“Q. Who was Jim Hewitt? 
Fe eUn colored man running on the Republican ticket for district 


cler! 

z @ on boy other man was the People’s candidate for the same office? 

"Q. You say Judge Kirk looked over them and took note of the count as to 
oe two officers? 

A. Yes, sir; he said ‘ Jim Hewitt 43 and Charlie Herbst 19.’ 

<Q Then did he goaway? 

A. Yes, sir; he went to a bed where one of the gentlemen was lying—Mr, 
Rogers—and shook him and talked to him, and then came on back to where 
Mr. Robinson was at the table; that is, beside the table. 

“Q. Who went out with Judge Kirk—anybody? 
“The Wrrxess, Do you mean when he out? 
“Mr. SPOONER, Yes, 
“The WITNESS. Yes, sir. When he started out he said, * Robinson, let mesee 
yous minute;’ and Robinson said, ‘I haven’ttime; I am Then he said, 
I only want ios to you afew minutes.’ So Robinson went out and spoke 
toh him abouta ute or two. 
“Q. He went outside? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
How long after Judge Kirk's visit to the polis and his examination of 
was it beter these gentlemen made their appearance with the pistols 


and disguise? 
“A, I can not tell exactly, but I guess it was about half an hour; I suppose it 
was, 


1889. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1835 


“A. Yes, sir. Some one, I can ae Areaan gt it was, asked him was he 
from Brenham, and he said, * No, ghee They said, ‘ How is things at 
Graball's ? and he said *Gtaball's i is all ri 

“Q. You never went back to complete pee 

nA. No, sir; I did not. 

"Q. Have you heard sayihing about whether it was completed ? 

“A. No, sir; I have not 

“Q. Did you hear anything about what became of the ballots or ballot-box 
that were taken away by these men? 

“A. I could not say; Ihave not heard. I have heard many borage itis 
not.worth while to state them, for I do not believe hardly anything 

“Q. Did all these men leave the room? 
acd Ido not know. I was the first to leave, I believe, because I was nearest 

door. 

“Q, wags was the presiding judge? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was he a Democrat or a Republican? 

“A, Ido not know. I was not much acquainted around there, 

R Q. n = a white man, was he not? 

«Q. Wash he the one who said, ‘There goes a man for his shotgun?’ 
es, sir. 

“Q. Did he say that in a loud or a low tone of voice? 

“A. Ina ey, loud tone of voice, I believe; he spoke out tolerably loud. 

“Q. How did he happen tosay this? 

“A. I could nottell you. By the man’s going out the door; that is the only 
reason I could say. 

“Q. Did you hear these men in the alley at that time? 

“A. Yes, sir; we heard them when they first entered the gallery on the back 
side, and there was a portico on the front side. 

“Q. Did you hearthem at the time he made thisremark 

“A. Yes,sir. When they walked up on the gallery all stopped writing imme- 
diately, and as they walked up and shook the door Any man went out, 

“Q. You have heard, have you not, that this ballot-box was carried away at 
bear aoe, and that the votes cast at that polling place were not counted? 

x es, sir, 
z ar And you have not heard that contradicted, have you? 
r. Eustis. I submit that that is hardly evidence. 

“Me VORAER. I think itis perfectly per to show thatan armed body of men 
came in and the judges ran away, an pa pei toshow what the report isabout; whether 
such is the public rumor or not. 

“ Mr. SPOONER, I will not press it. [To the witness:] 

“Q, In counting, were these mostly Republican tickets as far as you had 
counted? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q, Straight tickets? 

“A, A few of them were scratched, 

“Q. How did yest count them, in tens? 

“A. We started to count them in tens first, We made two tallies first, 

“Q. Did you count slowly or rapidly ? 

HA. wes cha ; Salenabig slowly. 

“Q. How long had you been counting when these men came 

ek 3 do asaos now exactly, but we started to count about 7 aek, as near 
Rs I 

“Qe And ba had. only counted 69? 

"Q Most Ot ‘them straight Republican tickets,as you say? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“By Mr. Eustis: 
“a. me tpi know a man named Polk Hill? . 
A. 

“Q. Was he at that precinct that night? 

“A, Yes,sir; he was. 

“Q, Is he a white or a colored man? 

BA. He is a colored man. 

“Q. Did you see him SaS ES stare T 

“A. Yes, sir; I saw him there. 

“Q. Was he ‘armed? 

“A, I do not know whether he was or not. I saw him sitting in b= payee 

e ot have gun in the him, ot see him wi 
He {ae t ha =, in the house with I did not 

$ You testified before the coroner’s inquest about the killing of Bolten aid 
yona not ? 


es, sir. 

s Q: You said there, A know that Polk Hill had a gun on the ground.’ 

" A. During the day he had one, but I did not seo him with one that night. 
He may have had one home; I could not tel) you. I know he came there with 
one that day when he voted. 

“Q. What time did he come there? 

“A. [think it was npon 12 o'clock. 

“Q. He came with a 

“A. Yes, sir; withas ASAA hanging across his shoulder, 

Fe ~ Who were present outside that night? Do you remember seeing Shad 

e - 

He was not outside. Those I saw on the inside were Polk Hill, Shad 
Felder Felix Kinlaw, and Stewart Jones. 
What were they doing there? 

“A, They were sitting down on a lorig bench in the house. 

“Q. Were they white or colored men? 

HA Colored men. 

“Q. Do you know they were not armed? 

“A. Ido not Enoy sir, I did not see them with a sen that is, they did not 
have it in there. In fact, I I was so busy I did not notice any one in the house. 
But I know I saw some of them with a sgu. that day. Isaw Polk Hill have a 
gun that day, and whether he had one night or not I can not say. 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. Who else did you see with a gun? 
“A, Let me see; did I see any one else. [Pausing.] Probably I did, but I can 
notremember, It has been a good while. 


“By Mr. Eustis: 


“Q. Don’t you know that Shad Felder, Andy Harot Alfred Jones, and some 
arms within their reach if 


others, colored men, were there that night, and had 
not on their persons? 

“A. No, sir; I do not know that. I did not inquire into the matter. 

“Q. And that they had come there armed? 

“A. No, sir; I did not know it; I did not know that any one at all had come 
there armed, in fact, because I did not think of such a thing, I was in 
the house ali day and didn’t know anything that was going on outside. 

“Q. What made you so frightened merely because a man came there into the 


room? 
“A, Well, I Kaw hme SET O E nper that one of the men, I can 
hot remember who it was—Calls or Robinson, one, spoke of it—of the men 


coming in during the da; ST oe er 
us like they d id at Chapel Hill. “there wo! aay sheat coma anga 
that language. Hoan E ie 

“ By Mr. TELLER: 
“Q. You say this was Robinson who said that? 


“A. Itwas Robinson or Calis; I can not say which, But that frightened me; 
I was scared all the evening. 


“ By Mr. EusTIS: 
“Q. Who was it that was killed that night ? 
MA. Mr, Dewees Bolton, 
“Q. Who killed him? 

“A. I do not know any more than I heard. I heard that Polk Hill said that 
he killed him; I do not know it; I only heard it. 

“Q. Polk Hill is the man whom Robinson alluded to when he said there goes 
aman for a gun? 

“A. Yes; he was the man 

“Q. Jon said that some of these tickets were scratched? 

“Ài s 

“Q. In ones favor were they scratched? 

“A, Inevertook notice. Someof the Republican tickets were scratched I am 
sure, and on the People’s ticket I noticed that there was one man running, Ran- 
kin Í think it was, and that was the only name that I noticed on the People’s 
ticket that was scratch 

“Q. Did you notice any scratching in favor of Judge Kirk 

nd Schatz sir; there were a few Republican tickets aad in favor of Kirk 

an utze. 
“Q. Who did you hear say that Polk Hill killed Bolton? 
“A. I could not tell you who I heard say so; I could not tell where it started 


om. 
“Q. It was a general repo! 


“A. Ido not know hous te being general, but I heard several parties say 
made that statement. 


that he 


“ By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. They said that he had mado that statement? 
“A. Yes, sir. 


“By Mr. Eustis: 
“Q. Do you remember any of their names? 
a Ko, sir; I do not, I donot remember taking note of their names. 
BS Where did you go when you left that precinct, that house, or polling 
? 
POA “A. I went down to my brother's, about 2 miles below, I guess. 
“Q. Did you come back? 
“A. No, sir; I did not come back. 
“Q. Did you come back the next morning? 

“A. No, sir; I went on out to where I was teaching school, and a young man 
named Flewellen came after me; he came on past there; it was not very far 
from there. 

“Q. Where was the inquest held? 

“A. At the same place, in the mae room, 

“Q. Did you not testify there 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You were present there, con if you testified? 

“A. Yes, sir; I was present there. 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 
age ypa wan this man Bolton ; did you know him? 
es, 
“Q. Was his father a candidate on the People’s ticket at that election for 
county commissioner? 
“A. Yes, sir. 4 
‘Q. Where was Bolton shot? 
A. He was shotin that room, 
soe “G. ya he in disguise when ho was shot? 


es, sir, 
“A. k a has Gag ofa 


“A. Ido not know that, When he came into the room I saw a handkerchief 


tied around his face. 
“Q. As he lay dead? 
NA. No, sir; I mean when is Aai Gael i oa te corinne. 
Did you recognize him when he came into the room? 
“A, I think I knowed who he was, but I was not itive, 
“Q. He was one of the men who camein in disguise? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Was he armed, do you know? 
“A. Yes, sir; he hada pistol in his hand, 
“By Mr. TELLER: 
“Q, He had a handkerchief over his face and a water-proof coat on? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Was ita rainy night? 
“A, No,sir; it was not a rainy night. 
“Q. Was the water-proof coat for the purpose of disguise; was that what it 
was put on for? 
“A. Ido not know, 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. What sort of a night was it? 
“a Sk wes S carps t, moonlight night. 
A warm 
“A, Yes,sir, I w we had no use for fires in the room, so that it must 
have been a warm night. 
“TESTIMONY OF T, M. JONES (recalled), 
“T, M. Jones (colored), having been recalled, was interrogated, as follows: 
“By Mr, SPOONER : 
I want to ask you a few additional questions, In connection with this 


el you reco! men were hung? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q, Was your brother one of them? 
“A. Yes, sir. 


“Q. Was he there this evening that you testified in relation to yesterday? 

“A, Yes, sir; he was there, 

“Q. Where was he? 

we og Wrrxess. When the shooting occurred? 

Mr. SPOONER, Yes. 

on I do not know. sir. He said he was on the outside one time, but he was 
not in the house at the time. 
tec: Q. ate long before had you seen him—I mean before these men came into 

6 room 

“A. I remember seeing them here about dark. He came there at that time, 
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Q What did he come there for? 
“A. He came tor the purpose of bringing me some supper, as I didn’t have 
any dinner that day.” 
“Q. Was hearmed at all? 
“A. Ifhe was I didn’t know it. I told him to bring me my overcoat and 
r. and if he was armed I did not know it. 


“Q. How old was he? 

“A, He was thirty years old. 

“Q. i long had he lived there? - 

“A, He had been living there about ten years,I suppose, 

“Q. What was his business? 

“A. He was farming. 

“Q. Did he own land Phere? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was he a man of family? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What was he in politics? 

“A. He was a Republican. He never took much stock in politics in any wa: 
more than just voting; but he voted the Republican ticket, I remember he sai 

“Q. He was a Republican? 

“tA. Yes, sir. 

“Q. When was he hanged? 

“A. On the night of the 2d of December, 

ue zats month from this election? 

es, sir. 
dja tae nul. pean, that Mr. Bolton, this man’s father, was on two tick- 
you no! 

aoe Yes, sir; I think I did. 

“Q. Have you any explanation to make about that? 

“A. Yes, sir, Yesterday I stated that he Goto but since that time I have 
thought of it and think he was not on both tickets. There wass People’sticket 
and another diamond-shaped Republican ticket, and he was not on that ticket, 
Iremember. Butthere was some tickets came in there in the afternoon; who 
printed them I do not know, and his name was on them. 

“Q. It wasa bogus ticket for me use of the darkies, ‘wasn't it? 

“A. I suppose so (pages 14- 


“ TESTIMONY OF LEWIS P. PENNINGTON. 


“Lewis P, Pennington (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated 
as follows: 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


Where do you live? 
“A. In Washington County, Texas. 
“Q. How oldare you? 
“A. Tam sf laang Hata years old. 
“Q. How long have you lived in ering 
“A. I was born there and raised th 
“Q. How long have ron lived in Washington County? 
“A. I was born in Washington County. 
“Q. What partof Washington County do you live in now 
Bo don’t know the precinct. I thinkit is precinct No.1; PSR it, Mr. Hack- 
worth? 
“Mr. HACKWORTH. It is precinct No. 8. 
“Q. At what paling place do you vote? 
“A, I vote at Flewellen’s. 
x “Q At Sry is called Flewellen's voting place? 


bent 
58 Q. That is in enes precinct No. 1. What is your business? 
“A. Iam farmin 
“Q. Rozie you own land there? 
A. 
“Q, Are poe man of family? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
"Q, Havi e yon a wife and children? 
wA. Yes, 
“Q. What are you in politics? 
“ A. Well, I am a Republican 
n "Q Zon had a general election at your polling place last November? 


es, sir. 
“ Q e was on the 2d of November? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
~Q. Were ou there that day ? 
"A. an si 


es, 8 

“Q. Will rent tell ‘the committee what happened there thatday? First, what 
office did you hold w connection with the election ? 

“A. I was judge of the electien. 

“Q. Presiding judge? 

“A, I was one of the judges of election. 

Bs Q. ae tell the committee, if you please, in your own way what happened 
there that 

“A. Well, Waring the day the election went on very quietly and up until 
about 11 o'clock in the night, when there was some men come in at the back 
door. They knocked at the door, and there was a man sitting there by the 
name of Polk Hill, and when they knocked he got up and walked out at the 
north door, and Mr. Robinson said to them when they knocked the second 
time, be said, ‘Come in,’ and they threw the door open and came right in, and 
three of them presented pistols right on us who was around the table. and says. 
‘t Hands up,’ and ‘Give up that box.’ Mr. Robinson jumpedjup said, ‘ Boys 
don’t do that, don’t do that,’ and about that time there was a gun fired. Ihad 
then got away from my seat to get out of the ho and ust before I stepped to 
the door this man fell ihat got killed, Mr. Bolton; right at my feet, and 
the pistol struck the floor within 6 or § inches of my tock, and it me, an 
I sort of jumped behind the door, and staid there for about three minutes, until 
the shooting was over, and then I walked out. 

“Q. What were you doing when these men came there ? 

“A. I had the box of counted tickets, and I was looking for No. 288 ticket. 
There was a mistake made in the number of two tickets, and Mr. Robinson said 
to me, ‘ Lewis, look in that box there, the counted box, and see if you see ae 
other 288 ticket there, and hand itto me from the box.’ That was handed to 
may and he told me tohold that and look for the other one, and as I was doing 

these men came to the door. 

arty Who was in the room when these men knocked? 

“The WiTNEss. Besides the officers? 

“Mr, SPOONER, Name the officers who were there? 

“A. Mr. Robinson, Mr, Calls, Mr. Wright, Mr. and myself, and Tom 

Jones, and Felix Kinlaw, and Andy Hayes—— 


“Q. Name the officers first. 
“A. Mr. rs was there; he was not an officer. The officers were Mr, 
Robinson, Mr. Calls, Mr. Wright, Tom Jones, and myself. 
Ms How aaa many of you were colored? 
A È In addition to the officers, who were there? 
“A. Shad Felder, tia! Hayes, and Felix Kinlaw. I believe that was all. 
“Q. Colored men? 
NA. Yes, sir; they were colored men. 
“Q. Did you notice these men when the: came in 
“A. I did not just as quick as they got in; I did a notice them; I was not 
thinking anything about it, and did not pay ‘attention to them when they first 
came in. 
“Q. Bat you saw them after ers some in? 
“A, Yes, sir; and before a 
“Q. Were they i in di 
“A. They had on Foer poet over their faces so that a man could not see 
their seen) and white hats, and slickers on; Jarge white hats and these slick- 
ers o! 
<Q. ‘What do you mean by ‘slickers?’ 
eS Laan oTa t 
w you recognize any o em? 
“A. No, sir; I was not acquainted with any of the people in that settlement. 
“Q. Was the man who was shot the man who demanded the ballot- t-box ? 
“A. Icould not tell you which one demanded it. They cameinabreast. They 
just threw the door open and every man just filed in, 
“Q. You say they were armed? 
“A. Yes, sir; they were armed, I saw three pistols 
“Q. What did they say; anything else except ea ee that you surrender 
the ballot-box? 
“A. That is the only word I heard used. 
“Q. How long was that before the shooting was done? 
“A. Right immediately, 
“Q. How many votes were polled there that day ? 
“A. One hundred and fifty-nine. 
"Q. Who had the most, the Republicans or the others? 
“A. Spe Republicans were in the majority. 
“Q. How much of a majority about; we do not expect you togive it to a vote, 
ae e teehee aan I t identify ii jitively, but I think 
“A ust a guess; I can not iden » por vely, but I think 85 to 90. 
a Q. You — 55 or 9 Republican majority ? 
“e 7 This precinct is what is called the * Black belt’'or ‘Black district?’ 
es, sir, 
Q Do you know whether the votes cast at that polling place were counted 
at the county seat at that election? 
“A. Ido not. 
“Q. Do you know what became of the box? 
“A, No, sir. 
“Q. Do you know now who those men were—either of them? 
“The Witxess, The men that came there? 
‘Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the men who came in to raid the ballot-box. 
Ee ie The one that was killed was Dewees Bolton; that was the only’ one I 
ne 
zi "You -s not know any of the others? 
a o, sir. 
“Q. Was there any effort made there, that you ever heard of, to detect or dis- 
atid ype ag were or to bring them to justice? 
o, sir. 
EQ What became of the colored men who were in there with you when these 
men came in? 
SA ‘They ran out. 
“Q. Where are say, now 
vA. One of them is dead; na was hung. 
“Q. Which was that? 
“A. Shadrack Felder. 
“Q. Who else was hung; there were three men hung, mere they not? 
“A. Yes; a fellow named Ephraim Jones and Alfred Jon 
“Q. Were they there that night? 
x “A. Mo; sir. Ephraim Jones was there, but Alfred Jones was not to my 
nowing. 
“Q. When were they pangs abo sbouti a month later, were they not? 
“A. Yes, sir; on the 2d or December, 
“Q. Who was in the room before pollo men came in there; did any one come 
to the room? 
“A. Yes, sir; hae Kirk came in there. 
“Q. How long before these men came into the room, these raiders, as [ call 
them; was it before Judge Kirk came there? 
“A. As near as I can get at it, it was half past 11 o'clock when he left there, 
“Q. When who left there? 
“A, Judge Kirk; and about 12 o'clock these men came in. 
“Q. Then you think it was about half an hour after Judge Kirk left when 


these men came in? 
“A. Yes; halfto th uarters of an hour. 
irk live? 


“Q. Where does J udge 

“A, At Brenham, 

“Q. How far is Brenham from this Flewellen poll? 

BAY It is said to be about 15 miles. 

“Q. Had Judge Kirk been there about the polls during the day ? 

“A. Notthat I know of. 

“Q. You do not remember to have seen him, then, that day or evening until 
he came into the room? 
“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What did he want there? 

“A. He just came in and asked the boys how they were getting on and how 
they were running, and taken a look overon the list on the tally-sheet, and 
mentioned something about some one being—he called the names of some and 
how they were running, but I never paid much attention toit and I do not recol- 
lect them exactly. ButI noticed that he looked on the tally-sheet and said 
something about Charlie Herbst and Jim Hewitt; that Herbst had 18 and Hewitt 
th, or something like that; I do not recollect it. 

F ie Sf ho cys Hewitt, the colored Republican? 

“Q. Who was the other man, Herbst? 

“A. He was a Democrat. 

“Q. You heard Judge Kirk when he looked over the list speak those names 
and state the number of votes that each had received? 


“A. Y 
oe As it appeared then on the list? 


Yes, 
3 g You haa not finished your count then? 
Ss O, 
"s a You had been counting ya. Somiy during the evening 
. Yes, sir; we counted very sl 
tenets first, and they were so straight 


We counted some Siew Re 
Mr. Robinson said, ‘ We w 


ublican 
count 
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those tickets that are mixed up, scratched up, first, and when we get through 
with them we will go along with the Republican tickets.’ 

“Q. Did any one go out of the room with Judge Kirk? 

“A, Yes, sir; Mr. Robinson did. 

“Q. How cid he happen to go out with him ? 

"A. The judge told him he wanted to see him a minute. 

6 g Judge Kirk told Mr. Robinson that he wanted to see him a minute? 


. Yes, sir, 
“Q. Was that before or after he had examined the poll-list? a 

“A. I do not recollect; I think it was afterwards, 

“Q. Robinson was the presiding judge, was he? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What were his politics? 

“A. He said that he did not have time to go out, that he was busy there and 
could not leave, and he said ‘Appoint Rogers.’ 

“Q. Judge Kirk said that? - 

"A. Yes, sir. 

7 hg SEn is, to keep that place while he was gone? 

. Yes, sir, 

“Q. So that after having appointed Rogers, in obedience to Judge Kirk's 
advice, he went out, did he? : 

“A, Yes, sir; but he did not appoint Rogers. 

“Q. Who did he appoint—anybody? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. Buthe went ont? 

we ia! a X S 

= ow long was he gone? 

“A, Not more three minutes, 

“Q. Did he have conversation in that room with any other officer of the elec- 


tion? 

“A, Not thatI know of. 

"Q. Did he with Mr. Rogers? 

ere = went to the bed where Mr. Rogers was lying down; but I did not 
notice them, 

“Q. Did he hold a whispered conversation with Mr. Rogers. 

of If he did I did not see him, 

"Q. You do not know that? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Was Mr. Rogers an officer of the election at the polls? 

“A. 1 did not exactly understand it. He was the man who had ap inted 
me as one of the judges, but after that Robinson taken possession, and I do not 
.know who really the head man was. 

“Q. Was Rogers either a judge or clerk, or was he connected with the elec- 
tion as an officer at all? 

“A. No, sir. Ithink the box was signed in Rogers’s name, but after it got 
out there be got Robinson to take his place. 

“Q. How long after this conversation outside between Robinson and Judge 
Kirk was it before these gentlemen in masks made their appearance? 

“A, It was between half and three-quarters of an hour. 

“Q.. Have you stated all that happened that you recollect after they came in 


and before they left? 
“A, Yes, sir; that is all I can recollect. 
* * * + * * * 
“By Mr, EvstīIs: 


“Q. I will read you the statement that you made at the coroner’s inquest, 
was also made under oath, and I will ask Fete whether it is true or not, 
Reading.) ‘Testimony of Lewis Pennington, duly sworn. I was one of the 
nudges of election held on the 2d day of November, 1£86. The election was go- 
ngon qour and orderly. Iwas pay boca votes when somebody knocked 
onthe door. At the same time Polk Hill got up from his seat and ran to the 
door. Ido not know who did the shooting which took place about 11 o'clock 
.m. Outside of the officers of election there were present in the room Chad 
‘elder, Andy Hayes, Felix Kinlaw. And Polk Hill went out of the door.’ 
And upon re-examination you made the following statement: ‘Statement of 
Lewis caret rt being re-examined. I did not see anybody coming in the 
door disgui with a pistol in hand, I was sitting close to the fireplace, in 
plain view of two doors.’ Is that statement correct? 
“A. No, sir; that is not correct. 
“Q. Say in what respect it is not correct. 
“A. Well, there was double-barreled shotguns and six-shooters around 
there until I was naturally afraid to teil the truth, 


“ By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. You mean at the inquest? 
“A. Yes, sir; at the inquest. 
* * 


. . . . s 
“Q. You na f that in your testimony atthe inquest you did not state that these 
men — in isguise, and all the facts about it, because you were afraid? 
bee es, sir. 
“Q. Was there t excitement there? 


grea 
“A, Yes, sir; I should think there was. 
"Q. A good deal of talk about a nigger insurrection and a race war? 
“A. I could not state anything about that, There were too many guns and 
six-shooters there for me, 


“By Mr. Everts: 

“Q. Was Polk Hill in the room at the time that knocki: 

“A, Yes, sir. When they first knocked Polk Hill walk 

“Q. He was there when they first knocked? 

“A. Yes, sir; he was in the house when the first knock was made. 

“Q. Was he not armed? 

“A, Ifhe was it is more than I know, 
did not go out of the house. 

“Q. Did you see Shad Felder there? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was he armed? 

“A, No, sir; not that I know of. 

“Q. Andy Hayes, was he armed? 

“A, He came there that morning—— 

"Qt of the night, at the time of this disturbance. 

“A. No, sir; not that I know of. 

“Q, Felix Kinlaw, was he armed? 

“A. No, sir; not that I know of. 

“Q, Were these four men whose names I have mentioned here all colored 


took place? 
out. 


I was not allowed out of the house and 


men? 

“A. Yes, sir; they were colored men.” 
i Felix Kinlaw, one of the colored men present in the room, testified as fol- 
OWS: 

“Q. Were you in the room where they were counting votes? 

“A. I was; yes, sir. 


“Q. How long were you in the room ? 
“A. I was there pey much plumb till I had to get out, 
+ ha Did you go in when they commenced counting? 


. Yes, sir. 
“Q. And staid until you had to come out? 
“A, Well, I runned out when 1 did come. 
“Q. Tell us about it. 
“A, Well, there was some men came in the back door and one flings down a 
pistol and said, ‘Hands up.’ and when they said ‘Hands up’ I flew. 
ow many men were there 
“QH there? 
“A, As near as I can recollect there was about four. 
“Q. How were they dressed? 
“A. They had on these yellow slickers, all buttoned up, 
“Q. Do you mean oil-cloth coats? 
“A, Yes, sir; all buttoned up, and handkerchiefs across here (indicating his 
face} and hats pulled down over their faces, 
“Q. What sort of hats did they have on? 
“A. Two of them in front had sort of white hats on. 
“Q. Did you say that they had pistols? 
“A. Yes, sir; they did. 
“Q. You did not stay long? 
. No, sir; I mov m there, 
“A, No, sir; I ed from th 
“Q. Did you know who they were? 
“A. No, sir; when they came in I did not know. 
“Q. Who was there with you? 
“The Witxess. In the room? 
“Mr. SPOONER. Yes, I mean besides the officers of election. 
“A, Andy Hayes was in the room and Felder was in the room outside 
of the office, and Polk Hill. 
“Q. Shad Felder was there, was he? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. Were you armed? 
“A, No,sir; I did not have any arms at all, 
“Q. Was armed? . 
“A, No, sir; not that I know of. 
“Q. You saw no arms? 
“A. No, sir” (page 39). 
Kinlaw’s testimony is corroborated by that of Andy Hayes. 
“Q. What happened there? Just tell the committee what you saw there dur- 
ing the evening. 
“A. At night? Well, I saws man get shot. 
“Q. Did somebody come in there while the vote was being counted? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. How many men? 
“A, I reckon about four, as near as I can tell, 
5 How were they dressed? 
“A. Well, they had on slickers. 
“Q. Do yo mean these long yellow oil-cloth coats? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. What sort of hats did they have on? 
“A. The hats I don’t remember about; they were white, I think. 
“Q. Did they have anything to cover their faces? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. What? 
“A, White handkerchiefs. 
“Q. So that you could not tell who they were? 
“A, No, sir. 
“Q. Had they any weapons or any arms? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. You saw them, did you? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. What did they have in the way of arms? 
“A. They had pistols. 
“Q. What did they my when they came in? : 
E à ane, ame in and presented pistols and hollowed ‘ hands up.’ 
hat else? 
“A. They didn’t say anything else. The firing was done then. They just 
came in and at that time one of them was shot. 
“Q. Then what? 
“A, Well, we all ran, 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. How did you happen to go back there? 


“Q. This man was lying there dead? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How long were you kept there in arrest? 

“A. I was kept there until about 6 o’clock in the evening, I reckon. 

á =o How did the man look when you went in there; was he lying on the 
joor 

“A, Yes, sir. 

*Q. How was his face? 

“A, When I first went there his face was still covered up” (p. 48). 

F.D. odon segen Independent or Prohibitionist in poli who acted as 
counsel for the eight colored men who were imprisoned without trial after the 
homicide at Flewellyn’s, testified as follows as to his conversation with the three 
colored men who were hung: s 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. Who was it who was hung? 

“A. Shad Felder, Alfred Jones, and Stewart Jones, 

“Q. Which of them was an old man? 

“A. Alf. Jones was between sixty-fiveand seventy years of age, I think. 

“Q: Was he a man of family? 

“A, Ido notknow. He told me he had a bed-ridden wife. 

“Q. Was he a reputable man? 

“A, 'The colored popio ali said that he was a church member and a good 
man. I did not know him until I investigated this case. 

“Q. Had he committed any offense that you know of against the law? 

“A. I never heard of any; no, sir. 

“Q. Had he anything to do with the shooting of Bolton ? 

“A. I never heard him harge with it; he was not there, 

“Q. Was he present at the shooting? 

“A. He told me not. 

“a. Did he tell you where he was at the time of the shooting? 
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“A. He said he was at home; that it was between 11 and 12 o'clock when he 
heard the shooting. He wasa short distance, about 100 or 150 yards, from the 
place of shooting. 


“By Mr. EVARTS: 
“Q. That araiye aeea maior ged aeaee ? 
“ee Yes, oie where he lived, on the Flewellen p antation, mange LSA 
150 from the counting ý kapiga ray he po n ea a Pep ar iea ok eT 
on an 5 


thin 
pede pd minutes his dogs began to bark loudly, and he went out on the porch 


and He got up and 
called the dogs off, and Mr, Robinson jum 
headed and sat down in a chair. Mr. nson said,‘ Uncle A 


his son, Oliver Jones, would go. He went off, Uncle 
in about two hours he came back to Uncle Alf’s and asked him if he would 
go down to the polling place; that there was a man down thereand he did 
not like to go down alone. Uncle Alf said that he woulddoso. He wentdown 
there with Judge Robinson, and they found both the front and rear doors of the 
bouse open, with a uap: sitting on the table and a bright light in the room. 
They went in on the gallery and found Bolton lying across the door. 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. What do you say about a gallery? 
“A. The Flewellen dwelling-place had a gallery. That is where the countin: 
Jace was. There was a littte fone in front covering the one door thatente 
room. The front door and back door were both wide open, They wentin 

and found Bolton lying across the door with his feet out near the hinges of the 
door, and his head in the other direction, with*his hat off. stepped across 
Bolton's body and they went through, Judge Robinson in advance—— 

“Mr, Evsris, Whose recital is this? 

“Mr. Spooner. It is a recital of Alf Jones, the man who was hanged, as 
made to the witness. 

“The Wrrness. Yes; he made the statement to me. 

“Tho Wise ig ag ee t out of the gallery they 

e Wrrxess. Yes, sir. went oi e 

ber of men at the front gate, which is about thirty steps distant. They did not 
know whoit was, and they all went back into the room, and Judge Robinson 
stopped at the table. Robinson to be , and did not know who it 
was coming in at the time, Uncle Alf said that he, instead of ng and going 
out back, just backed out over the dead man. He said he not know who 
they were, and he wanted to face in that direction to see who were. He 
stepped back out on the gallery and leaned up Hie ee of door, and 
stuoped down and looked atthe man. He said he a handkerchief or 
cloth of some description, he could not tell which, it was very bloody, tied 
across his nose; that he was lying u his right side and back partly, with his 
left leg drawn up a little and the right one straightened out, and with a pistol 
at one of his fect; he could not remember which foot. He had a slicker on, one 
of those yellow rain-coats-—— 

“Mr. Eustis. I would suggest that inasmuch as we have eye-witnesses to 
Lr whole transaction, there is hardly any necessity for this minute descrip- 
tion. 

* Mr. Spooner. If it is not to be denied that this man wasin disguise, perhaps 


not. 

“Mr. ccnp When you have already had direct testimony about the whole 
transaction. 

“ Mr. Evarts. This testimony not only shows these facts, but it shows that 
this man was not at the polls and had nothing to do with the shooting. 

a Bec degen 1 understand that, if the witness confines himself to that por- 

on of it. 

aia Wrrxxss, He told me he had not been at the polls after 4 o'clock until 
$time. 

“Mr, Evarts. We are not going into the killing, but the way he found Bolton 
lying is important. 

2 Mr, Evsrtıs, This witness did not find him, 

Serpptiae ere ine bedoe tite man ok gpa py han aan gee potas E 
quest presi udge, this dead y., and described itness, 
who was his counsel, } e he found that dead body, in what condition he found 
it, and that we wish to prove, 


proceed with your statement. 
“A. He down and looked at him. 
face, which was pisoay and he could not tell 
a cloth. Iasked him if 
tell whether it was buttoned or unbuttoned, he was so excited, 
and he was lying with his face y wares Aara he could see that his right 
eye had been shot out. He iust about time the 
came in, Tom Evans in advance. Evans took the lamp 
and sat iit down by the man’s head and said, Fs ios this is Dewees Bolton. 
Uncle Alf said he had not known who it was before; that he could not tell 
then went home, he said, and the next day he was arrested in 


who it wax. He 


the field where he was at work. 

“Q. he testify at the coroner’s inquest ? 

“ A. I understand so. Tan Repel COASSER E 

“Judge Kırx. Yes; he 

“Phe Wrrness. Uncle Alf said that at the suyos inquest Mr. Vernon, who 
held it, told him that there was nothing against him, and he could go, and Steve 
Jackson also, and that somebody in the crowd said, ‘No, put them with the 
rest of them.” 

Q Is that all you care to 


say about Alfred Jones? 

A. Yes, sir; I believe I have stated all the material points. 
“Q. What about the other ? 

“A. Well, Shad Felder told me 


“Q. He was the man who owned the property there? 

“A. Yes,sir; he owned a farm. He was hung also, He said that he had been 
there all day at the polls, aud at night they were coun the ballots and h 
was sitting on a bench looking on at the count, with Hayes and Felix 
Kinlaw. o said about 10 or 1! o'clock Judge Kirk came room and 
spoke to them—to the white officers, I beliceve—and them how things 


were going there, and they made some reply; I forget what he said it was. 

Then they asked J Kirk, ‘ Where are you from, judge: are you from Bren- 

ham?’ and he said, * No, I am not; I am from G: z asked 

things were goi 

then went to Mr. 
“Q. Is hea white man? 
“A, Yes, sir. 


at Graball, and he said rng Ta going straight. He 


“Q. And a Democrat? 

~A, Tecan not ee aa: He lived on the Flewellen place. Ido not know 
him, and never saw him. 

“Q. He was not an officer of the election? 

“A. No,sir; he was lying on the bed, and Judge Kirk talked to him a little 
while in a low tone of voice. Then they came back to the table,and he took 
him out in the yard and talked to him awhile. 

“Q. He took who out? 

“A. Judge Kirk took Dick Robinson, the presiding judge, out. Robinson 
then came back, and in about half an hour afterwards said somebody 
knocked on the back door. The back door was shut and the front door was 
open. He said that when the man knocked on the back door, Polk Hill, who 
was sitting on the end of the bench nearest to the front door, got up and went 
out on the porch. Somebody had said, ‘Come in,’ to the first knock, and there 
was no reply toit. At the second knock somebody told them to come in, and 

e door was p! open with co; erable g in oor 
the d ushed ith considerable force, and standing in the d 
Way were three men with these yellow slickers or rain-coats on, and behind 
them on the gallery were two more men, the three in front presenting pistols, 
and one behind presenting a l over their heads, and they said something, 
Ido not think he told me what it was. Shad said he was badly scared, and 
ro o e bench and crawled under the an yos and Fo 

lled off the bench and led under the bed with Handy Ha: d Felix 
Kinlaw ; they crawled under the bed. I asked him how many shots he heard 
fired, and he said he was so badly scared that he did not remember any shots, 
The other one, Felix Kinlaw, said, I think, that he heard one shot fired, and 
they all ran out of the room—no, the others went out of the back door, and after 
it was over these two were under the bed. Rogers got upin the bed,and said to 
the men in front, ‘Don’t shootin here, boys,’ After they went out they came 
from under the bed and went out also. they said, been a little 
under the influence of liquor, 

“Q. He denied any partici on in the affair? 

“A. Yes, sir; they both said they had nothing in the world to do with it, 

“Q. What about Stewart Jones? 

“A. He told me that he came down there to bring his brother, Tom Jones, his 
supper. 
Te Tom was one of the election officers? 

“A. Yes, sir. He said he came down there to bring his brother his sopper 
and his overcoat. It was a pleasant, mild night, Stewart said, and he was lying 
out in the frontyard asleep with John Glass when the shot was fired, and that 
waked him up and he ran off. 


“By Mr. EVARTS: 


“Q. Those were the three men who were hanged? 

“A. Yes, sir (pages 177-180).’’ 

Kirk shows his presence at Flewellen, and his whispered conference with 
Robinson, the Democratic judge of election. 

“Q. You went from Chapel Hill to Flewellen? 

“A. Yes, sir; Idid. 

“Q. What time did you get to Flewellen? 

“A, I think about half past 10 o'clock. 

“Q. How far was Graball from Chapel Hill? 

“A. I suppose about 12 or 14 miles, 

“Q. How did it lic with reference to Flewellen ? 

ae acc voting place was about half way distant between Chapel Hill 
and Brenham. 


west ADAT, WATA wes rane agen pyres acme ae 


udge out and had a talk witb him 
not take him out of the room. 
“Q. But you called him to one side and had a whispered conversation with 


“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. What were you talking about? 

“A, I asked him what hethought the colored people had voted that day; what 
he thought would be the result, if he could form any idea from th: 


e way the 
ballots were de $ 
ua Well he said the the Republicans had majority there. 
ay he e a 
“Q. How largea jority ? 


bythe 


“A. He said he thought there had been a good deal of eai = 
erable oug: 


colored ple, but they would give a consi majority; he 
the had donee deal of scratching there that day. but they panor 
eand harran = ses ponte yes co: that was his , improsaion about it, be- 
ing one of udges seeing ballots deposited ” (page e 

a aes SS en Ok the testimony of Democrats as to the dis- 
guise oi n, 


Lafayette Kirk testifies (page 266): 


SB gl AT SFER he had ona rubber coat, and an oil- 
coat 

“A, I neyer heard it disputed that he had on one of those yellow rain-coats, 
commonly known as ‘slickers’ in our section. 

“Q. And you knew it was not a rainy night? 

“A. Those coats were generally universally worn by the people in the coun- 


‘Q. Was it a rainy night? 

“A, It was nota very rainy ni 

“Q. No, it was not raining at 

“A, It was not raining, but it was aright cool night.” 


William Cause, a clerk of the election at Flewellen, testifies (page 304): 


“Q. Do you know whether he was masked ? 
“A, Ido not; I didn’t see any mask. He had on one of those water-proof 


coats. 

“Q. Did you see his face? 

“A. I do not remember seeing his face that night at all. Ididn’t pay anyat- 
tention toit. We were so badly scared that we were for getting out of the room 
as quick as we could. I was expecting to get a shot every moment after I saw 


that muzzle of the gun stuck in the door. I never paid any to any- 
body and never went back there until the next morning. 
. : s * . * . 

“Q. When did you go back there? 

ie AT , I reckon, about 8 or 9 o'clock the next morning; 
ut 

“Q. Did you see the body of the dead man? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did he have any mask or ise on his face? 

“A. No, sir. I think there was a dkerchief just laid over his face, and he 


AAE EASA, = 
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MNE DAAA a WENSE Sie ae Se eesiet, wane piondy Aen Share wee 
a very large pool of under him.” 


R. P. L. Wright, a ei Democratic officer of election, testified as follows in 
the trial of Kirk and others (see pages 756-757) : 
“Q. What sort of a night was that; was it rainy? 
“A. No, sir. 
“Q. Was it a cold night? 
“A. It was not cold, it was not warm—it was cool, 
“Q. Did you have a fire? 


“A. No, sir. 

* * * * * ® 
“Q. You left after the shooting? z 
“A. Yes, sir. 


“Q. When did you come back? 
S A. weai Sabres [omen a SEN OE S 


at Who spread the handkerchief over his face? 
I don’t know; it was a handkerchief or a towel. 

uQ Was it bloody and torn? 

“A. I don’t know, 

“Q. Did you notice whether it was knotted around his neck? 

“A. Ldon't know, 

‘Q. RAES you look up before the shot was fired? 

1A 

uy When you looked up the man had already been shot? 

“Q. Who did you see then? 

“A. Isawamanthere. He had sgun, I went out pretty lively atthesame 
door Bolton was shot. 

“Q. Did he have a slicker on? 

“A, Yes, sir; buttoned up at the throat.” 


D. D. Bolton, the father of the dead man, testified as below in the same trial 
(see page 766): 

“Q. Was he disguised in any way at all? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. Was there anything over his face 

“A. Robinson had spread a handkerchief over his face, 

“Q. Was there one tied around his neck? 

= as ah tn unusual ingt 

$ yas an unus 

“ A. He was in the habit of wearing it.” 


Kirk, when testifyin: oe tore the committee, atteny 
as to the telegram which he sent D. D. Bolton on the 
at that time was as follows (see pages 251, 252): 


“Q. Did you send any telegrams on election day? 
“A. I had one ee sent, I believe, to a man at the Graball box. 
“Q. Did yousend an: on election day? 
“The Wrrsess. Did any? 
“Mr. Spooner, Yes; did you send any? 
“A. I did send one, and then sent another or had it sent. 
“Q. Why didn’t you answer that way when you first answered my question 
ree me saying that you had one paar You know how many you sent on 
at day 
“A. I had two sent. Isent one myself and had one sent, 
“Q. Why didn’t you say so then? 
“o. afer evhiie, H tel did d off on election day? 
ns! er awhile. How man: legrams you send off on 
“A. The two I refer to that related to the election. 
=Q. Who were they sent to? 
“A. I sent one near about 12 o'clock on election day to D. D. Bolton. I told 
him I could not tell much about that time as to how the vote was going. 
“Q. Give me the language of your telegram? 
“A. As I best recollect, I told wus things were mixed ; that it was mixed there 
in. the town of Brenham, and that the result was dou 
What else did you say? 
“A. That is all I said; I think so. 
“Q. Don’t you know that that is not all ou said? ‘ 
BA. no sir; I Son know row is er all I said. AES cata 
‘Q. en you have nothing butan opinion on perua wish you w: 
take the time to remember what you said in that tel 
“A. Theidea I intended to convey to Mr. Bolton cio sy 
“Q. No; I want your words, and we will try and get at the idea, 
ax My best recollection is that I said things were mixed. 
“Q. What else? 
“A. That is all. 
“Q. Do you swear that is all? 
“A. That is my best recollection on the subject. 
“Q. Do you swear that is all? 
“A. Ido not know. If I said anything else, I donotremember. I willswear 
to my best recollection that that was the contents of the telegram. 
“Q. Didn’t you say something like this; didn’t you send atelegram to Mr. 
Boltonin eno you said ‘things look gloomy,’ or‘ look bad; doyour work?’ 
“A. I said things were doubtful. That was the ides so be conveyed. 
Answer the question. Didn't you telegraph to Mr. Bolton on election 
day that * things look gloomy’ or ‘look bad; do your work?’ 
“A. I do not recollect any such expression as in the telegram. 
“Q. That is not an answer to my question. You will be pretty likely to recol- 
lect it in view of what happened afterwards? 
HA, I think so, 
“Q. Did you or not send to Dewees Bolton on election day a ? 
HA, I didn’t send a telegram to Dewees Bolton at all; it was to D. D. Bolton, 
“Q. er you send a telegram to him? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. In which you said things looked gloomy or bad; do your work? 
“A. I think part of the contents of the telegram was that things were mixed; 
that Pruga raos doubtful. That is my best recollection of the telegram. 


to evade the 
ion day. Hise 


What else? 
“A. That is all I remember, and I think that is all there was in the telegram. 
“Q. Did you or not send a telegram to Mr. Bolton saying things looked 
SOL or looked bad or looked mixed (I don’t care which); do your work? 
. I dọ not think I had any such expression as ‘do your work’ in the tel- 
egram. oT I Sew stated that things looked doubtful or mixed. 
“Q. Ma: Ser. bave sent such a telegram? 
"A, Ido not I did. 


- “Q. Is ita mere matter of opinion with you? 

“A. I am satisfied I did not, 

“Q. Are you willing to swear that you did not? 

“A. I do not undertake to say exactly what the mrp the 

“Q. I want you t» swear, if you can, whether y: i> Mr. Bol: Bol- 
ton on that day which was substantially like this: Thines ook gloomy,’ or 
‘things look bad,’ or ‘ things look mixed; do your work.’ 

SAL rap motřeco lleot sending any such tel egram, and to the best of my reeol- 
lection I never sendany 

**Q. Do you recollect aie you hrer not send any such telegram? 

“A. I do not think I d 

“Q. Will you swear that you did not? 

ue. I gave you my best recollection as to the contents of the telegram, 

ill you swear that you did not send such a tel 

we I will notswear to anything on the subject except as to Suk my best rec- 
ollection of the telegram was. 

Are you positive that you did not send to Mr. Bolton on election day a 
telegram in which yousaid,‘thingslook bad,’ or * things look gloomy,’ or ‘ things 
look mixed’ (you may take your choice of those w. ); ‘do your work?’ 

“A. I will give you my best recollection as to what the contents of it were, 
and [have done that. 

“Q. I want an answer to my question, if I can getit. Are you itive that 
you did not send to Mr. Bolton on election day a telegram of purport, 
‘things look gloomy,’ or ‘things look bad,’ or things. look mixed; Rio your 
work?’ Are you positive you did not send ‘such a telegram? 

“A. Tam not positive that I did not send such a telegram, but my best recol- 
et EAE telegram were that things were doubtful or 
m 

“Q. Where was that telegram sent to? 

it A. To Courtney, which was the nearest telegraph office to Graball. 

“Q. Who was Mr. Bolton? 

“ A. He was a candidate for county commissioner down there. 

“Q. Was he a Democrat? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. He was the father of the young man who was killed that Corine 

“A, Yes, sir; he was his father. 

“Q. When had you seen him last before election day ? 

“ A, On Monday before. 

“Q. The election was on Tuesday? 

“ A. I think I had seen him Saturday before, 

“Q. The election was on Tuesday? 

“A. Yes, sir; it was on Tuesday.” 

Later in the Javeon howeveř, the telegram vest was produced, and a 
copy is given w, together with the testimony of the telegraph operator 
identifying it. (See; pages 645 and 657.) The following ithe telegram ash to: 


“ NOVEMBER 2, 1886, 
“To D. D. BOLTON, 


“Things here look doubtful. Do your work. ley: iy 


James E, Slater, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
“ By Senator SPOONER: 


ng on Atte been examined before in this investigation, have you not? 
r, es, sir. 
A akpa nan 


“Q. You Sn aro folosreph — at Brenham? 

“A. Yes, sir; at Brenham, Tex. 

“Q. How long have you been operator at that place? 

“A. The last time since ey iag but I was in the office before. 

ue Wee. ba in charge of the office there in 1886? 

s es, 6 

“Q. Have you ever seen this before [showing a telegram to the witness]? 

“ A. I of course have seen it, the words ‘seven, paid’ are in my hand- 
writing, and ‘fied 12 m.’ is in my handwriting, and the time of the message 
sent to Houston is my handwriting. 

“Q. What time was it sent to Houston ? 

“A. It was sent to Houston at 12.50 oe it as fer hete. 

“a. That was received by you to tted at 12m. on November 2, 


s RA. Y. sir. 
was transmitted by you? 

“E Yes, sir; there is tho paR atk of it. 

“Q. It was transmitted nay rh m.? 

“A, This is the evidence of it. 

“Q. That is the memorandum made by you at the time? 

“A. Yes,sir; at the time. Whenever we send a message-we mark the mes- 
sages as we send them. When we receive a message we put in here [indicat- 
ing] when they were filed. It = received at 12 o’clock to send to Houston. 

ey ne is the original of the message which was handed to you for trans- 
mission 

“A. Yes, sir. 

ae Aad yo fag sent it to Courtney by way of Houston? 


THE DIAMOND TICKETS. 


fraud practiced upon their ebay andsim rdtamond ti p e T So 
iamond tickets. me question 
la i 


not returned as Ra to be canvassed by the returning boards. 
Sig A. Mayo (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol- 


“Q. What are you in politics, a Republican? 
uG Atw . rd te? 
po nct do you vo 
“A. Indepen are 
“Q. How long have you voted in that precinct? 
“A. Ever since I have been there. I went there in 1869. The whole county 


voted at Brenham when I first went there, but I have voted there eversince. 
Sh, 2 eR son ent the election at that polling place on the 2d of No- 


bir Yes, air, 
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“Q. Do you know which party was in the majority? 

“A. The Republican party. 

“Q. How much was the Republican majority? 7 

“A, About 45 on the whole, I believe. 

“Q. Did you have any official connection with the election at that poll? 

“A. I was called in to be an inspector. 

Be 2 Bog ayo one of the inspectors of the election? 

. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Engegoa in discharging that duty all day at the polls? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were you present at the count? 

“A, Yes, sir, 

“Q, There were two tickets at that election, were there, the People’s ticket 
and the Republican ticket? 

“A, There wasa ei aged ticket, a Republican ticket, and a good many more 
little mixed tickets with names on them, 

“Q. Split tickets, as they are called? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

a & os rn main tickets wero the Republican and the People’s ticket? 

. Yes, sir. 

“Q. The People’s ticket was the ticket voted ape Sed the Democrats? 

“A, Yes, sir; that contained all the Democratic candidates. 
wl When T speak of the Republican ticket I mean the straight Republican 

e! 

“A. Yes, sir; that was a diamond-shaped ticket, 

“Q. They had printed on them the names of the Republican candidates? 

“A, Yes, sir; in full. 

SRE And the office for which each was a candidate? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were those tickets counted? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Who were the officers of thatelection at that polling place? 

“A. Mr. George Seward was one. 

“Q. Is he a Democrat and a white man? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. He was presiding judge? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Who else? « 

“A, A colored man named Mose Bird and another white gentleman named 
Rouse: I forget his other name. 

“Q. Who else? 

“A, Just those three. 

“Q. They had two clerks, did they not? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Who were they? 

“A. The other Mr, Seward and a gentleman named Burt, 

“Q. Were they white or colored men? 

“A, They are both white men and Democrats. 

“Q. Then there were but two colored Republicans on the board? 

“A. Only one; I was called in as an inspector. 

“Q. What happened there about the counting of those tickets? 

“A. When they commenced to count, the first Mr. Seward, he wanted to put 
the box in a glass case and retire to supper, and I told the colored man to ob- 
ject, that there was no law for him to carry the box away until the tickets 
were counted, and Mr. Seward said he would see about it, and he went and 
got the law and read it and said, ‘Allright,I will proceed to count.’ In about 
an hour or such a matter he began to count, and counted up until he reached 
about ten Republican tickets. 

“Q. That is these diamond-shaped tickets? 

“A, Yes, sir; and when he got up to that number— 

“Q. = counted ten and they were tallied? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Had they separated the le’s ticket and counted them? 

“A, No, sir; they counted in full. We hadn’t counted any more than two or 
three Democratic tickets when Mr. Seward, the presiding officer, said—like Iam 
at the end of the bench and Captain Clay there [indicating }—— 

“Q. Who is Captain Clay? 

“A. A Democrat who owned a great deal of real estate there. He voted at 
another box, but he was present at that time. 

“Q. Te did not vote at that polling place? 

“A. No, sir; notatall, He just stood there, and he said something I did not 
understand, I was sitting about like this gentleman over there presypeeny 2 
and Mr. Seward said, *I was thinking that myself, and I will reject them, and I 
on not count those tickets any further; they are not legal; I will just rule 
them out. 

“Q. Who said that? 

“A, The judge—the presiding officer. 

"Q. This Captain Clay said something to him you did not understand, and 
this prvsiding udge said, ‘I was thinking so myself?’ 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. And he said, ‘I will make the objection,’ didn’t he? 

“A, He said, ‘I object to those tickets being counted any further; I willrule 
them out.’ Then everything was silent for ten or fifteen minutes, and a good 
many gentlemen around there—white men, Democrats—didn’t like it somehow 
or another; some good citizens, and Mr. Williams was there. 

“Q. You say several white Democrats objected to their being ruled out? 

“A, Yes, sir; they spoke agin it. t 

Q. Including this Mr. Williams? 

“A. Yes, sir. After ten or fifteen minutes Mr. Seward said, ‘I will see about 
that,’ and they said ‘Telephone to Brenham,’ and he right away went over to 
the telephone office, and he came back, and in a very high tone ho says, ‘It is 
just like I said; they are flinging them out all over the county,’ and he spoke 
of a little precinct above Brenham where there was a Democratic majority up 
there of two-thirds, and said the diamond-shaped tickets were being flung out 
all over the county, and he ruled them to be flung out; and he said ‘ We will 
take a vote on it? He said ‘There are three of us,’ and looking at me he said, 
‘You can uot vote,’ aud I said, I wasn’t asking to vote,’ and he said, ‘If I can 
get another one to go with me we will vote itout.’ At that time Mr. Williams 
and some other gentlemen stepped in and said, ‘There is no law for it—for the 
flinging of these tickets out; and the way you are mixing up things up here 
you will get yoursel/ into trouble about it? Then some one said, * We will have 
atest.’ * Well,’ they said, ‘let them havea test,’ and Mr. Seward proceeded to 
vote and so did the other officers in regard to flinging them out, and the most 
of the board voted againstit. So when [ came to them they commenced to lay 
them out one side, and I said, * I object to that. I say these tickets ought to be 
strung and put in that box and carried up to the commissioner's court.’ Mr. 
Sewnr said, ‘All right, we will string them." So we had a needle and we strung 
them, and I kept a sort of tally, you know, and I was sitting there, and he said 
to Mr. Young, * You keep a special tally here outside; I want to see how these 


things run;’ and Mr. Clay and Mr. Young kept that tally, and when they wound 
up that tally he said, * How many more of those diamond-shaped things have 
you got there?’ and Captain Clay said, ‘We are near through ;’ and.just before 
we got roan wan them Captain Clay wrote a little note and passed it to Mr. 
Young, and . Young looked at it and he passed it to the presiding officer, 
and he lookedat itandtoreitup. Andassoonasthey got thro the diamond- 
shaped tickets Captain Clay he raised up on his feet, and the tally he kept, the 
tally, he tore it all to pieces. 

“Q. That is, they counted these diamond-shaped tickets after they had ruled 


“A. Yes, sir; counted them inthe whole. 
“Q. And he kept tally of them? 
we A rr this note passed d? 
A n en note was aroun 
“A, Yes, sir; by Captain Clay. x 
And he tore up the record of the number? 

“A, Yes, sir; when the presiding officer read it he tore it up, and — man 
said, ‘ You ought not to suffer that thing to be done; > and I said, ‘Things are 
too critical here; you remember Chapel Hill; Idon'tdaretosaya word.’ Then 
some one walked in and touched Mr. Young with his walkin e and he 
walked out, and the colored poopie commenced getting scared, t ae about 
Chapel Hill two TAO told them all to be quiet. I says, ‘This thing will 
be attended to. I don’t want anybody to get hurt, so bestill;’ and they all kept 
still. Mr, Seward, after he got through counting, got up and put all the tickets 
into the box and said, ‘ You see they will all go to Brenham, and they will de- 
cide it between us there,’ and then went straight home. 

“Q. How many of those tickets were there? 

“O. That ia to say, Ist oF eroi uled out, diamond-shaped tickets? 

w t say, oi re r ol on e 

"A. Yes, sir” (pages 63-65). 


Carl Schutze, esq., testified as follows: 


“ By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. Are those Republican votes you are talking about? 
“A. Yes, sir; Republican votes, the E Siapa es ticket, the straight Re- 
publican ticket, and it makes a total of 475. 


“By Mr. Eustis: 
“Q. What box do you mean by Felder’s box ? 


“A. I am notso well posted in that section of the country that I should know. 
It is called Felder’s box. 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q, You mean to be understood as saying that in the county canvass 475 dia- 
mond-shaped tickets were thrown out? 

“A. Yes, sir; ad were thrown out. They were straight Republican tickets, 
I will state that I take these figures from an article fag pe an in my news- 
paper on the lith of November. I charge also that the following Republican 
majorities were in the boxes that were stolen, if you desire to hear 


ment, 

“Q. Republican majorities in the stolen boxes, you mean? 

“A, Yes, sir. At Graball's, 360; at Flewellen’s, 150; and at Lott's Store, 123, 

"Q. Where do you get your figures? 

“A. I got them from all sources that I could get them at that time. I under- 
stood at the time,and have learned since, that these figures are correct, and I 
think they have ‘been sworn to here. That makesa total of 1,108 votes that 
were thrown out and stolen. 

“Q. That is, Republican votes? 

"A. Yes, sir; 1,108 votes that were stolen from there and thrown out. In this 
connection I might state the majorities which, according to ary figuring on the 
face of the returns, the several officers had. Paul Fricke, 580, that is the mi- 
nority which we had on the face of the returns; Carl Schutze, 582. 

"Q. What are those figures? 

“A. They are the minorities on the fave of the returns. 

“Q. Who ran against you in that election? 

“A, Judge Kirk, 

“Q. Then you mean to say that on the returns as they were canvassed by 
Judge Kirk and the county commissioners, he, Kirk, had 582 majority? 

“A. I think that was it. That is the way I received the res. Ido not 
know whether they are exactly fair or not, But that is the way I received them 
at the time, and I have not looked at them since. William ert, for collector, 
612, and ©, C. Bryan, 704 for county clerk; Allen Wilder, for county attorney, 
742. He is a colored man. 

“Q. Who was the Democrat who was running against Wilder? 

“A, Mr, Rodgers. nst these minorities on the face of the returns we 
have to set off 1,108, and we claim we are elected by from 400 to 600 majority. 

> t have you on the member of assembly ? 

“A. I did not pay any attention to that in my article. Ijust read from the 
cea waich I wrote at the time, and I have no personal recollection of it since 


e state- 


“By Mr, Eustis: 


“Q. How many votes do you claim you were elected by as against Judge 
Kirk, leaving out Phas digg | else? 

“ Mr, SPOONER, That is, if his votes had been counted. 

“A, On the face of the returns they had 582, Take 1,108 votes that were thrown 
out and still that leaves 526 votes. I claim I was elected by a majority of 526 
votes. 

“Q. That is, counting all the ballots that were thrown out and stolen? 
“A. Yes, sir; and the majorities that were stolen” (page 215). 
Florence D. Jodon testifies as follows as to the notice to the judges of the 

Soon that the diamond tickets were held to be valid by the supreme court of 
'exas: 

“Q. About these diamond-shaped tickets. How long had they been in usein 
that county prior to this election? 

“A, I never saw them before. 

“Q. How long had they been in use in the State? 

A “A, They had been used in Brazoria County, in the southern part of the 

tate, 

re Q. Prior to this election your court had held them valid? 


A. Yes, sir. 
x “Q. Had this decision of the court been published generally throughout the 
tate? 
“A. Yes, sir; itis published in 63 Texas Reports, page 393. 
4 2. oa bee volume of reports been published before this election? 
‘A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. How long before? 
“A. Some months before; and not only published there, but publish in 
all our law journals. As fast as they are given they are published in pamphles 


1889. 


form in the law journals, and then the State reporter puts them into the State 
volumes of reports. 

“Q. So that it had come to the knowledge of the profession generally? 

“A. Yes, sir” (page 186). 

R. P. Hackworth testifies as follows: 

“Q. And now, in regard to the other place, Independence. They threw out 
the diamond-shaped tickets there? 2 em 

“A. Yes, sir; and at two polis in the Chapel Hill precinct—at Felder’s Gin 
bie in the town of Chapel Hill. There they threw out the diamond-shaped 

ckets. : 
5 “Q Were diamond-shaped tickets cast in other parts of the county by Repub- 
cans? 

“A. Yes, sir; it was the straight Republican ticket throughout the county. 

“Q. Were they thrown out all over the county? 

"A. No, sir; only at those three boxes, 

“Q. Thecanvassers counted the diamond-shaped tickets polled at Democratic 
Tmemnerene only threw out the diamond-shaped tickets from these Republican 
polls 
“A, Yes, sir. 

"Q. Who made up that board of county canvassers? 
“A, Judge Kirk and the county commissioners. 
“Q. Who were the county commissioners? 

“A. Mr. Felder was one, and Mr. Bolton, the father of the young man who was 
killed, was another. 

“Q. He was a candidate on the ticket? 

“A. Yes,sir; and there were two other commissioners. 

"Q. Were they Democrats or Republicans? 

“A, All Democrats. 

“Q. Was there a lawyer on that board except Judge Kirk? 

“A. I think not; I am sure there was no AES lawyer but Judge Kirk. 

R ~ ga he s practicing lawyer in your community? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How long has he been in practice? 

“A. I think ever since 1880. 

“Q. How long has Judge Kirk lived there? 

“A. I think he was born and raised in the county ” (page 233), 

BES = Potter testifies as follows as to the reason and purpose of the diamond 
ickets ; 


“Q. Do you know why the tickets were made diamond-shaped ? 

“A, I could tell you what my opinion is about it, if you would like to know. 

“Q. I should like to have it. 

“A, Well, the large majority of the colored people of that county can not read ; 
they are unable to read their tickets—a large majority of them, and if they do 
not have a ticket by which they can know they are voting the Republican ticket 
without reading it, why they are not satisfied; and for that reason, as I sup’ 
to prevent oo men nging their tickets, and interlining and putting te 
Democrats in of Republicans, they made a straight Republican ticket, dif- 
ferent in shape from any ticket in the field, in order that those men who could 
not read should be certain they were voting a straight Republican ticket, as they 
all desired to do, or nearly all” (pages 125 and 126). 


THE MURDER OF THE COLORED MEN, ALFRED JONES, EPHRAIM JONES, AND SHAD 
FELDER. 


On the 9th of November, one week after the election, Kirk committed to jail 
at Brenham eight colored men. The commitment was as follows: 


“ The State of Texas to the sheriff or any constable of Harris County, greeting: 


* You are hereby commanded that you take into custody, and commit to the 
jail of your county, Steve Jackson, Alfred Jones, Ephraim Jones, Shad Felder, 
John Glass, William Davis, Phelix Kinlow, Andy Hayes, charged with murder, 
and there safely keep to appear at the next term of our county court, to be held 
at Brenham on the 19th day of November, 1885, unless he gives good and suffi- 
cient bond in the sum of $500. 

“Given under my hand officially this 9th day of November, A. D. 1886, 

“[SEAL.] LAFAYETTE KIRK 


“County Judge W. Co. 
“Issued 9th November, 1886,” t bic 


Upon some demonstration or indication that an attack would be made on the 
jail, these prisoners were sent to Houston and there held in jail. While there 
the prisoners were visited by their ponei Mr. F. D. Jodon, who there pre- 


“To the Hon. I. B. MCFARLAND, 
“ Judge of the Twenty-first Judicial District of the State of Texas: 


“The petition of Steward Jones lly represents that your itioner 

is illegally restrained of his liberty by N. È. Dever, sheriff oe Whehington 
County, Texas, under the;charge of murder, and thatthe said N. E. Dever re- 
strains your petitioner, as aforesaid, by virtue of a warrant to him directed b: 
John A. Vernon, a justice of the peace in and for said county, a copy of which 
is hereto attached, Wherefore your petitioner 2 as your honor to grant him 
the writ of habeas corpus di to the said N. E. Dever, sheriff as aforesaid, 
commanding him to bring your petitioner, together with the authority for his 
arrest and detention, before your honoratsuch time and place asto your honor 
may seem fit, that justice may be done in the premises. 

i “STEWART JONES, 

“ Before me this day in n came Stewart Jones, who, being duly sworn. 

says that the allegations of the foregoin tition are true, acco: to his be- 

lief, this 30th day of Ni ovember, 1886 eine 

“R. P. HACK WORTH, 


* Justice of the Peace, Washington County.” 
“THE STATE OF Texas, Washington County: 


“ To the Hon. I. B, MCFARLAND, 
“Judge 21st Jud. D.: 


“Your petitioner, John Glass, respectfully represents that jhe is illegally re- 
strained of his liberty by Georgo Ellis, sheriff o. Harris County, Texas, under a 
commitment issued by L. Kirk, county judge of Washington County, Te: a 
copy of which is ed hereto and made part of this petition. Wherefore he 
prays that a writ of habeas corpus may issue in his behal 


f. 
JOHN (his x mark) GLASS.” 


“Personally appeared before the undersigned authority John Glass, the i- 
tioner above named, who, on oath, says that the pa er ka in the a aa 
petition are true, according to the belief of the petitioner. 

“Sworn to and subscribed (by mark) before me this November 16, 1886, 

* ALEX. ERICHRON, 
“ Clerk County Court, Harris County, Texas, 
“By L. H. WARING, Deputy,” 
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On the 18th or 19th of November these prisoners, without any application to 
that end, as far as ap , and after these papers were ready for their presenta- 
tion to the judge of the district of Houston, but before their presentation, were 
sent back to Brenham and lodged in jail. This transfer required the prepara- 
tion of a new set of papers. On the 2d of December, about midnight or a little 
Ee. mele was visited by an armed and masked company, some six or eight 

n number. 

The guards were awake and away from the jail and in the adjacent court- 
house, upstairs, sitting by the stove. The town constable on watch that night 
was upstairs, with these guards, and upon hearing the noise and looking from 
their windows the three men started to go down tothe street. They were cov- 
ered by the guns of some of the assailants of the jail and ordered to " keep quiet” 
and they would not be hurt, and they returned to the room and remained there 
to look out upon the removal of three prisoners from the jail by this company 
of armed and masked men. 

These midnight visitors were admitted by the jailer, they informing him that 
they had a prisoner for the jail. The jailer, who seems to have had the keys of ' 
the cells in his hands, laid them down 7 the lamp which he deposited on a table 
in full sight. The armed men entering forced the jailer behind the opened door, 
threw a waterproof over his head, and two men held guard over him. Thede- 
ane of the keys from the jailer was superseded by their observing the keys in 
sight. 

Some of the party opened the cells of the eight colored men, ascertained from 
them their respective names, selected from them Alfred Jones, Ephraim (called 
also Stuart) Jones, and Shad Felder, and lea the other five locked in their 
cells, took these three from the jail. They ed their pinioned captives be- 
fore them out through the streets of the town, where they were joined by a 
mounted armed escort, prem of variously as from twenty-five to seventy-five. 
The cavalcade conducted their captives along the public road to a point about 
a mile from B; am. Here these colored men were aop "on a pecan os 
and there left until they were cut down the next morning by citizens who had 
come from the town. 

The dead bodies were taken to the jail, when, in the lan, of the local 
paper, the Brenham Banner, “new drawers, undershirts, and nice shrouds 
were purchased and good coffins procured, and the bodies pared for burial, 
after which they were turned over to their friends and relatives, who took them 
to their homes near Flewellen’s for burial.” 

A coroner’s inquest was held, evidence heard,and the conclusion reached was— 

“We, the jury, find that A, Jones, E. Jones, and S. Felder came to death by 
being hanged by parties to us unknown.” 

It does not appear to the committee that any participation, certainly any 
guilty complicity, in the death of Bolton was imputed by any one to either of 
these murdered men. The selection for execution from among the eight im- 
riata was careful, delibe: ic. The otber five were imme- 


rate, and 
iately set at large on merely formal bonds of $500 each. Polk Hill, then and 
novan cust: ony was the only person suspected or accused of being the actor in 

e homicide. 

The committal of the eight ig besoa according to the evidence before the com- 
mittee, and their discharge on bond were equally illegal, as the charge of mur- 
der, the only one all against them, was not by the law of Texas bailable, as 
are tsp pos made it, nor bailable after committal except after judicial exami- 
nation. 

The committee is, therefore, upon all the evidence, of the opinion that these 
murders were each committed upon the motive and in the interestof the policy 
and pu: had countenanced and caused the “raids” on the ballot-boxes 
at that election. The sacrifice of these worthy and blameless lives was de- 
manded for the suppression of their evidence, which would have demonstrated 
the death of Bolton, as befalling him in the act of a preconcerted attack “pee 
the ballot-box at Flewellen’s to defeat the election of the Republican ticket. 
‘The committee can not find any escape from this conclusion upon the whole 
body and weight of the testimony. e following extracts from the evidence 
support this conclusion; 


“W, S. Buster, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


“Q. What political party do you belong to there? 

“A. The Democratic party. 

Se A Soca aie always been a Democrat and are still? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

7 am Did you know of the fact of three of those eight men being taken out of 
jail and hung? 

“A, Yes, sir; I wason duty as a policeman in town the night they were taken 
out. 

“Q. What were you engaged about as policeman at that time; where was 
your station? ° 

“A, My station included the whole town, pretty much. There is one officer 
on ata time. At the time they came I was down at the city hall, near the jail. 
The city hall is an upper story and commanded a view of the jail-yard in the 
adjoining building. 

“Q. Were you up there in the second story? 

“A, I was up there when the crowd came—in the second story of the build- 
ing, in the city hall. 

~Q. You commanded the jail from where you stood ? 

“A, I could see the front of the jail-yard; I commanded a view of the front 
of the jail-yard. It was night when they came. 

“Q. What time of the day or night was it that you were looking on and saw 
what you have described ? 

“A. Well, I went up there, I presume, about a quarter past 12. I think it was 
that time when I went up into the city hall. 

“Q. In the daytime? 

"A. No,sir; in the night. Ihad not been up there but a few minutes, I don’t 
know exactly how long, when the gentlemen who were there with me—there 
were two with me—— 

“Q. Who was with pe ? 

“A. There was Mr. nard G, and John Lockett. They were there as guards 


for the on 

* Q. Where were they? 

“A. They were in the city halltoo. I was u 
hadn't been there but a few minutes,and I think Mr. Leonard G. looked out 
and said, ‘The yard is full of men.” I looked then, and I could seeseveral men 
in the apap iran tO pU Arn dy chang hoon The way Lhad to go down 
was througha stairway which went from the outside. I ran on down tothe 
street in front, and as I started down there were three or four men rode around 
in front of the steps and halted us,and asked who we were, and Mr. Lockett, 
who was with me, told them who we were, and they told us then to go back up 
in the room and keep silent; *Keep quict,’ they said, 

"Q. Who told you this? 

“A. I don’t know,sir. It was a man onthe street on horseback. I could not 
recognize who he was, 

Re Yen ait: he had I could see that several had 

o es, sir; he a . Icould see sev guns. 

“<Q. What did you do then? 

“A. I went e hall, 

“Q. You went upstairs? 


there sitting by the stove, andjI 
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“A. Yes. sir; I went speras rs where they told me to go. 
“Q one borame of two banat were with you? A 
went too: one hem went back with me upstairs 
O And the had th 


“A. Yes, sir; he staid there; he didn’t come down at all. 
oe Ten bas ny were crenata See 


BP arch uire as you went down what the disturbance was about? 
"A.N ys minae os fa singe So 
SG. Bid you know w bat iew i 
w t was. 

Q. What did you sup 
“A. I sup) what t kat onan ioe: I had heard of an attempt being 

once I had heard of something which led me to believe that was 
what it was for. 


been some threats made that they would take them 
acto eira ean paa 
tong this had you heard that? 


away. They were taken off to Houston forawhile, sra 
back, and this wasa few days aiee 
Ibad heard ne threats or anything after a returned until thin 

+Q; aes. Son Panes aes you heard there were threats to 


“A. Well, it had been a week or two; T E SS 
“Q Fron TOA mine gem ral this while? 


“O. Hed done anything about it? 
shes Thai 
“ Who was the head of the police force of which you were a member? 
“A. Mr. T. L. Swa: is our marsbal. 
=Q. Did you see greet oe es cart 
ah we No, sir; Isaw him in the forepart of the night, I believe, early in the 


t. 
fa At the time you were there did you see him at all? 
“A. No, sir. 


s When you went down stairs let SE IE LES RE HY 
on nok of what tim dibarhaace wan Sn 


“A. No, sir; I did not. 
“Q. You thought you knew, did not 
A. Well, yes, sir; I it I knew what the 
Q. Who was the person whospoke to you; qinsuine EEA 
there first spoke to you? 

"A, This man I speak of around on his horse e to us, halted us, 
and asked us who we were, and Mr. Lockett told him who we were and gave 
him our names, 

“Q. Who was Mr. Lockett? 

“A. Mr. Lockett was one of the who went down with us. 


“Q. How did this man call, the one who was on horseback ; what d 
J and then he says, ‘ Who is that?’ 

* he says, * epeen vrdi Ser het b roo 
molested,’ or something. He had a 


=Q. Did he say he would fire if you came down? 
=A, No, sir; he made no further threats, but we understood by his motions 
what he would do. 


sQ, a punoa Ma pea a anne told you to go back and be quiet and you 
would not ol 


ested? 
MA. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Were you armed? 
“A. I had a pistol. 
A Aa Sk ockitt cement 


A. Yes, sir; Iwent 
Y “Q What took place after meres went up sx ee 
‘A. They remained there a few minutes, I 


could not see who they 


“Q. But you could see the men eens brought ean 


“A. I could not see but one of them that I identified % Arae 
eame out of the front door they had a light with renie and when th 
came out some of them held the light eee in the building, and as the first six 


or refi oth en oe out of the 


like, with his hands pinioned behind him, but I could not say 
“A. Conid see that he wasa colored man? 
"A. Yes, sir. 
a Pepe pg meri O emerge 


A. Yes, sir; itap] were; he held his hands in that 
7 Q Did these oon eee hold iat leat poSon. 
“A. No, sir; not say tbat they. did. 
“Q. Was hein , in the midst of them 


among ? 
“A. Yes, sir; he was right in the midst ofthem—he was surrounded by them. 
Then bene blew out the light, and I could only see the dark bulk of the men as 


t along. 
As this procession came out from the jail they put out their lights? 
or fa aa before the last ones got out. 
What further 


“A. Icould not see a hs reir Rint Week Nax the je went 
to the front together wpove there teal a Ohast and they blew a whistle 
as a sort of I suppose, and soon after that we could hear the horsemen 


coming down the street in 


*Q. These men on horseback approached at that ? 
“A. Yes, sir; the men on horseback followed the in a sort of pro- 
cession, from what I could find out. 
“Q. Í understood you to say that after the signal men on horseback came 
wn thedifferent t streets? 


Pr aa this party and all went off together ? 


“Q. Was that the end of that matter? 
“A, It was the end of it so far as I could see” (pages 77-81). 
The character of the colored nomate murdered is shown by the fol- 
lowing testimony of W. H. Blount (see 
“Q. You knew these men who aioe did you? 
SA. Yes, sir. 
How long bad 


“a Were natant ane? 
“A. No, 
“Q. were men of good reputation? 


not a member of the church. 
“Q. What was their business? 
“A. They were farmers. Shad Felder owned a nice little farm of his own, 
with a steam-gin on it, and wan in gond- alreumtianats, 
“Q. Was he a man of family? 
“A. Yes, sir; he had a wife and one child. 
=Q. How about the others? 
“A. I do not know as to the families of the others, 
though, butI do not know about the number. 
“Q. But each had a wife and children? 
“A, Lean not say about a wife and children, but each had a wife, I know, 
“Q. You say one of them owned a place? 
“A. Yes, sir; he owned a Place, ; a nice little farm. 
“Q. And lived on his own farm? 


They have got families, 


rented farms. 
znleed their own crops? 


“Q. Both of them? 
“A. Yes, sir.” 


Joseph Hoffmann, the candidate for the position of assessor on both tickets, 
testities as follows (see pages 142, 143): 


=Q. Now, did you not understand, and was it not understood in the commun- 
bn Shen these three men were hanged because they could tell the truth about 
took place at the killing of Bolton? 
“A. Yes,sir; that has been the general wey bape peepee 
R Did'one of those three men the coroner’s inquest held upon 


Bolton 
wa A Yaa wea Guertin your question. 
q: as obey OE aay Aaa en arsaa t E E hanged give evidence 


care apea ee 
“A, Yes, sir; think $0. 

“Q. Did he at the inquest state that Bolton was masked 

“A. I heard that Shad Felder stated ah the inquest that Bolton was masked; 
that is my understanding of it. 

“Q. And he was was he not? 

“A. Yes; he was 


F. D.Jodon, esq., testified as follows (see pages 171-177, 181): 
bie on know, other than from hearsay, of the arrest of these negroes, do 


bet Oh, yes, sir; I was counsel for them in preparing application for the writ 


* Q. These men were all were they not? 


“A. Yes, sir; I have no do 
“Q. AB colored 


> men? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. When did you first see them after their arrest? 
“A. I saw them at Houston about the 15th of November. 
They were arrested on the 3d of November? 
waits Yes, sir; on the morning of th the 3d. They were brought to the Brenham 
a aeneae came up, so we heard, for the purpose of 


hing hem: you see the 


"A. No, sir; I did not. a Ghali AA LENE bad snes this Gamelan tas 


Dodo a ae miles from that 
aa Tee Bae any ot Cake Tae whe Diy work tn jel ob Eee? 
“A, No, sir. 
“Q. You were not retained pe diecast until after their removal to Houston? 
Wet ds in fact, their Republican friends were afraid to go to see them. 
TERDAN 'asked me to prepare a writ of habeas corpus; Mr. ve had asked 


PRQ, AO ANE SORER AT E err Houston were you retained? 
“A. I was about the lith or Lith of November and paid a fee, Mr, 


“Q. Did you know u; m whai agin rae men were committed to ? 
“A. When I went to Houston the only I could = 


of it. 


from was the commitment of Judge Kirk on charge of murder. 
“=Q. Do you mean to say that these men were committed to jail by Judge 
“A. I found out afterw: when I second application at Bren- 
, that they were put in there by A. Vernon. 
Sots í gag AP 


“Q. Did ot prepare applications for habeas corpus ? 

“A. Yes, sir; two sets of them, 

“Q. For each of these men? 

“A. Yes, sir; each of these men, and I have them here, 

“Q. Had there been any examination of these men on this charge? 

“A. None atall within my knowledge. 

ated Are they in the habit, when men are charged with murder down there 
in that country, of admitting them to five-hundred-dollar bail before examina- 


tion? 

“A. No, sir; our law is that no man charged with murder can be bailed until 
he has had an examination, and a justice of the peace can not bail him at all 
in a murder case. The county judge and others can, bul it must be after an 


ae =a ee 


KQ wW hen did you 
“A. On the 15th or leth or yh oia mi I went to Houston, Peg er 
them ct ~ court-house there and took the ex-deputy county clerk with me to 
swear 
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“Q, Is this a copy of your pepltention?. 
“A. No, sir; that is the application itself of each one. It is the original. I 
never presented them to the jud They were brought back before I could 
do, it, and that necessitated a by en agreng 
“Q, When were these man brought from that jail at Brenbam ? 
“A. About the 18th or 19th of November. 


Was the fact that you had drawn the papers and were were proposing to a ap- 
ply dors a writ of habeas corpus known throughout Brenham ? 
Yes, sir; well known. 


“G Who was retained with you as a lawyer to secure the liberation of these 
men upon a writ of habeas corpus? 

“A, Mr. O. R. Breedlove, 

“Q, Is he a prominent lawyer there? 

“A. Yes, sir; quite prominent. 
“QA ublican or Democrat? 

“a Bae nen ted this first ethan? eee 

~ ore you presen! men were 
taken pon Houston and returned to Brenham? 

Judge McFarland 


begun 
not per apay tegeta oag nohia as He told usto hold a 
while. mean time they were brought up from Houston two days 
her i left Houston. 


“Q. Why were these men taken to Houston 
“A, E ase NEA cece AAI S oe hang DEIS Oba Mina Nine DOR heuer’ 


ue average weap ary thee patie anys yeasts 
"Q. Were they taken there at the instance of the sheriff alone? 
VA. I ean not say. 
“Q They were takon therein order that they might be protected froma mob? 
“A. Yes sir; to aapea hae yong 


5 goireis DEE, They were brought back without my knowl- 
edge of anythingofthekind. They were broughtup one night while I wasdown 
at the depot talking toa friend. 

“Q. Why were they brought back; do you know. 
“A. 1 do not know. 
“Q. At whose instance were they brought back? 
“A. It is said — the county commissioners’ court issued an order for them 


t had, and we 


the necessity that led to their original re- 
moval in order to pratect them still existed ? 

“A. No, sir, I did not; although Mr. Fricke warned me all the time that when 
the men were back they would be hanged, but I laughed at him. 

“Q. When were they brou; net back? 

“ A, On the 18th or 19th of November. 

“Q. When were they hanged? 

“A, On the 2d of December. 

“Q. Did you ever have any talk with those men? 

“A, Yes, sir; at a es and Brenham I had full conversation with 


them in regard to what 
Tick ihe eight men? 


“Q. Did you talk with 
ng Why did yoa aa tthe writ of habeas issued? 
y you not ge! e ol corpus 
“The Wrrxess. Do you mean the first or last time? 
“Mr. SPOONER. No; since 
r In the first place the judge told us to wait until he had a little more leis- 
ure time, 
“*Mr. Evarts. What judge? 
“The Witness. The wits HP. Hack worth, B. McFarland, And in the next place I 
had gone down to jail with R. 
lication, and Jailer Eatis was Sag reamhar the time, 
pasen the applications to mite MeFarland t that day, and that night they were 
ung. 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. Was it generally knownin otme that Mr. Breedlove had started with 
the ap lication for a writ of habeas corpus 
PP believe lieve so. I made it Known mpeol I did not conceal it at all. 
“a. And that night, before they eould be presented to the judge, they were 


? 
“A. Yes, sir; eae. may have been presented and in the hands of the judge, 
but I do not 


sires wrists 
“Q. But before this writ was served on the sheriff they were hanged? 
“A. IOAR 
> * * 


“Q. , T> thero any general sentiment in that community as to tho cause or pur- 
barra ag yr eee Sheva opinies ini a hay hanged t their 
es, sir; the gen opinion was were 

viSis from ferea brought forward. I have heard INAP Of case of bem 
parties say tha 

Mr. S. A. Hackworth testifies as follows (see pages 230, 237, 238): 

‘> You had something to do with this habeas corpus application, did you 
not? 

“A. Be sir; I took an active part in it. 

“Q. The theory on which that was asked was that if the examination had 
een eae it would develop the names of the persons who had raided the ballot- 

xes 
sir. 


owt your claim is that those men were killed to obliterate their testi- 
mony 
Pir a there is no doubt of that. The day before these colored men were 


Judge Kirk, Mr. Rogers. Mr. Searc: Perris Mo ant nearly all the Democratic of- 

im close consultation, not only ni- bni ere somes whispering, but 
they would come out on the streets. and seemed to be very excited. Mr. Fricke 
came to me in the evening and said, * There is Aia taboos: T can tell b; 


ithe way these fellows are acting at the court-house there is some plot on han 
nd,’ ko = ‘tam very fearful these freedmen in jail will be ung. They 
now a 


reedlove has gone to see about getting the habeas be een 

“Q. You understand that the anxiety of Judge Kirk to induce these men to 

exe bonds to secure their liberty rather than bed have an examination upon ha~ 
this examination 


corpus was to prevent the disclosures which would 
be made there? 


“A. Oh, yes; there is no doubt in the world about that, If the truth was 


kno Jaap Krena a Nia SMAN Sess enh Soe secret, inani Tan 
satished well as I can be about any fact I donot know. They were at 
the head of the whole thing. 
* * * * £ + * 

“ By Mr. PUGH: 
“Q. I have not been here during your examination and am ni 
you in reference to w testified before I came in. 


‘es, sir. 
“S ga il a ie ET 
Yes, 
“Q. You do not state that on personal knowledge ? 
“g Well, from all the sureomediies circumstances, E am satisfied that the 
bs act is correct. 


“Q, Taksis to state upon EENE IALL a E E AA 
the statement that these negroes knew whe raided these ballot-boxes, or any 


them. 
“A. Tieg kates Bet Ration wet one at Gam, 


had that knowl 


been 
a am asking you now about those who were hung, 
a aN T understand the question 


have to go before the court, 
"e hat FT havo To go befor that those negroes were hung to destroy their 


enti Yes; and to prevent other evidence which would have been obtained at 
=Q, Which would have disclosed who those people were who raided the bal- 
a Ay as 


like to learn what is the foundation of your opinion, upon what facts and in- 
formation it is based. Why do you that negroes who raided 
those ballot-boxes 

Sn. Tendamnasd ob iho time Rie sag green ay atone 
men away from the place, that some of these colored men in running, 


ized some of their voices. I did pr aan that. Ido not know 
fee eee but, from all the surrounding ci hat 
if the trial could have been had, that not Sate tt the testim 


the testimony of other i reprann tben have been 


“Q. Were there any other 
taken that had the same knowl 
“A. No, sir; I think not.” 


Mr. J. L. Moore corroborates Mr. Hackworth's testimony (see page 512) : 
“Q. ur know of three negroes being taken from the jail there and 


Theard of their bef ORE tha NORE MONENE SNOEIT NS Bangad, 


the jail from which these three were 
hat the three beat 


oe Do you know who 

“A. = sir; Shad Felder and the the two Joneses, 

“Q. Do you ‘know why they were hanged? 

“A. From rumor. 

**Q. Give me the general opinion, if you can. 

“A. My opinion and the general opinion I heard expressed was that they 
were hanged in order to prevent their evidence from g brought out on 
we corpus ings that were being instituted ; thay wore i= jail at the 

me, 

“Q. Do you mean by that it was feared they would identify the perpetrators 
of, the outrage there at Flewellen? 

A. That was the impression. Itwasthe common rumor that they were hung 
Masis they knew too much about the who committed the outrage; 
that was the common report there; that y were hung for the purpose of de- 

rhe Pe akin: to that subject ? 

> we you anyth more to say on 

“A. That is about the substance of it.”” 


local paper, will conclude the extracts on this 


“ HANGED—SHAD FELDER, ALFRED JONES, AND EPH JONES TAKEN FROM THE 
JAIL—THEY ARE FOUND DEAD HANGING TO A PECAN TREE. 
“Thursday morning, at 1 o'clock, Mr. Jim =<. the jailer, was awakened by 
aman at tha Jall door, who; tn responen ia an ts nq! . said that he was Schley 
and that he had a prisoner to put reasonable, and Estes 
got up, lit his lantern, and went the riem first putting the lantern and jail keys 


ona box in the hall. When he opened the door three masked gentlemen, two 
=e w and 
covered him with their 
and, looking prt peed discovered them. They 


BERS the doex, aud taking a Keim coad from the wall throw it over his 
Others then came in, and, unloeking the jail, men went up tothe cell room and 
rangeren = the prisoners took out Shad Felder, aged forty-five, Alfred J 
Eph Jones, aged forty. They locked the pelle apd jail and 
tpt keys onthe foo they carried the lantern to the gate, blew it out, 


“Leonard Geeand John Lockett, who were emp! od sian WON irs 
in the city hall; they started to come downstairs covered wi guns 
in the hands of masked men and told to keep stili, they oakin’ tbe hurt. Itis 


stated all the streets ing the jail were carefully guarded, The num- 
ber of the mob is estimated all the way from twenty to seventy-five men. ich 
came to town on horseback in the most quiet manner i 


imaginable, and th: 
peers was not suspected till the jail was surrow: The men had pot wt 


and were as orderly as soldiers on dress parade; where they came from 
viaa A aana they went is a mystery. 
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“The hanging was the general theme of conversation during the day and a 


variety of opinions were expressed; most citizens regret the hanging, but 
in the present state of public feeling it is regarded as one of those occurrences 
that could not well be avoided, and also that the negroes got no more than they 


justly deserved. 
; oy , epia Bolton and the subsequent mobbing of these a Se is the di- 
rect outgrowth of the incendiary speeches made by the Republicans during 
the canvass and the advice of the two envoys who induced the n to arm 
themselves and go to the voting place at Flewellen’s. The Republican leaders 
will doubtless attempt to make political capital of this affair, and the defunct 
darkeys will be mentioned as having fallen martyrs to the cause of Republican- 
ism in Texas. The hanging of these negroes by a mob is an occurence to be re- 
gretted, but it was brought on by the very men who professed ta have the great- 
est friendship for the negro, and whose friendship consisted in arraying the col- 
ored people against their employers and true friends, 
“THE VERDICT. 


. 

“The jury ofinquest summoned by Justice Hackworth to inquire into the cause 
of the death of Shad Felder, Alfred Jones, and Ephraim Jones, who were taken 
from jail at 1 o'clock on the morning of the 2d instant, on ERAUL ORAO re- 
turned a verdict that the parties named came to their death by hanging, and 
that the parties who hanged them are unknown. The testimony cove: four- 
teen of paper, but nothing was elicited calculated to identify the men 
who did the hanging. 

“At an early hour in the morning the dead bodies of the three negroes named 
were found hanging to the limb of a pecan tree, about a mile from the jail, on 
the Independence road, near the bridge over Sandy. The news of the hanging 
spread rapidly and was the cause of no little surprise, because no one had the 
least suspicion that a hanging was contemplated. In addition to the three 
han; negroes there were five more, namely, Stephen Jackson, Felix Kinlow, 
Wili Davis, Andy Hays, and John Glass, in jail; all of them were ch: 
with being implicated in the murder of Dewees Bolton, who was murde: by 
Polk Hill, a negro at Flewellen’s, on the night of the election, and this hanging 
may properly be said to be a uel to the unprovoked murder. Justice Hack- 
worth impaneled a jury, who viewed the ies of the dead negroes and pro- 
ceeded to take evidence. A number of witnesses were examined, but no testi- 
mony was elicited tending in the remotest degree to identify any member of 
the mob. The inquest was adjourned over till Tuesday next at 10 o'clock. 

“The negroes were scientifically han with new grass ropes, and when 
found mer were all facing one way, with their feet about 30 inches from the 
ground. The bodies were cut down and hauled to town in a wagon about 10 
o'clock in the morning, and deposited in the jail, New drawers, undershirts, 
and nice shrouds were pu and good coffins procured, and the bodies 

repared for burial, after which they were turned over to their friends and reia- 
Tives: who took them to their former homes near Flewellen’s for burial. 

* A few days after their arrest the eight negroes were sent to Houston for safe- 
keeping, and only last week were brought back by order of the commissioner's 
court, who evidently apprehended no danger. They madea miscalculation. The 
officers were anxious to get the negroes out of jail, and offered to release all of 
them on bonds of $500 each and to take such bonds as they could make, but the 
negroes, acting under the advice of their Republican friends, refused to make 
bond, but a lawyer was preparing papers to get them released on habeas corpus. 
‘Thursday afternoon the remaining five were released ou bonds of $500 each, go- 
ing on each other's bond. They were greatly rejoiced at their supposed nar- 
row escape and left for home at once,” 


In connection with Mr. Jodon's participation in the effort to obtain the re- 
lease of these colored men, it isdeemed relevant to cite the following testimony 
and to say that in the entire testimony not a single charge is made detrimental 
to Mr, Jodon’s character, He oppos always to have been an aiaee “pu citi- 
zen and a faithful and competent lawyer. r. Jodon testifies (page 180, : 

“Q. Were you threatened in any way in connection with this employment? 

“A. Not until after I was counsel of the negroes that were ged, I gota 
letter the next morning after they were hanged. I will say, in advance, that 
when Polk Hillcame up from Flewellen’s that night he shape f through Brenham 
and, I understand, staid at his mother’s. A day or two afterwards Mr. Hack- 
worth and I were accused of having harbored Polk Hill. I was out‘around the 

lling place the whole night and until 12 o'clock the next day looking on. 
ut this is the letter I got the nextday. It was not dated, as well as I remem- 
ber, but it was post-marked, I will read it if you wish me to, or youcan do so. 

“Q. Do you know who wrote this letter? 

“A, Yes, sir; I have good reason to believe that Frank Harven wrote it. 

“Q. Who is he ? 

“A. A young attorney there, d 

“Q. Is he a Democrat? 

“A. Yes, sir; and a particular friend of Judge Kirk's and others active in the 


canvass, 
“Mr. Spooner, I will read this letter. 


“F, D. Jopon, Esq., Brenham, Tex. : 

‘After careful investigation we find that you have used every means in your 
power to justify the uncalled-for outrage at Flewellen’s store by continued false 
reports for no other had iio than to influence publie opinion in favor of mur- 
derers. You have falsely advised and harbored and protected murderers hid- 
ing from justice, and in every ible way done all in your tore nst the 
interests of the tax-payers of this county. We therefore find it actually neces- 
sary for peace and good order, and to avoid further trouble between the races, 
to request that you leaye the county in ten days. 

“*COMMITTEE,’ 


oe Witness, I received that letter by mail. My little boy brought it tome 
on the strect. 

“Mr. Spooner. It is postmarked ‘Brenham, Dec.3,11 a.m., 1886, Texas,’ and 
is addressed to ‘F.D.Jodon, Brenham, Tex.’ * 7 4 
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“In regard to the letter I received, I did not for three days make it known 
even to my wife. I sent a copy of itto the Galveston News, with a little expla- 
nation as to what part I had taken with those negroes, and they refused to pub- 
lish it unless I paid them forty-two or forty-three dollars; and that I would not 
do, and they sentit back. But there was Mr. Breedlove anda number of friends, 
one who wasthe city marshal and bad been for from sixteen to seventeen years; 
I went to them and said, ‘Gentlemen, this isa serious time; shall I leave or 
not?’ Mr.Swain told me, ‘Mr. Jodon, things have come to such a pass that I 
can not give you any advice;’ and Mr. Breedlove said the same thing. Hesaid, 
*I would advise you to leave,’ and he gave me this letter to a friend of his, Col. 
G. W. Jones, in Bastrop, describing the situation. 

“Q. Where does Mr. Jones live? 

“A. In Bastrop, Tex. He was a Representative here a number of years ago. 
“Q. How far is Bastrop from Brenham? 

“A. I suppose it is about 60 miles. 

“ Mr. EVARTS. This letter is as follows: 


‘“*BrRENHAM, TEX., December 8, 1886. 


“* Col. G, W. JONES: 
“Dean SIR: There is a bad state of feeling here, and F. D, Jodon is under the 


ban for some cause, He has been warned to leave here, and, under all the cir- 
br east be have advised him to go. 

““*Mr, Jodon is honest and trustworthy and possessed of good business quali- 
fications, Withal heis a very fair yo fe He goes to Bastrop to look for a lo- 
cation. I will be under additional obligation to you if you will assist Mr, Jo- 
don in getting a location. 

“t Your friend, ete., 


“ By Mr. EVARTS: 


“Q. You say Mr. Jones was formerly a member here? 

"A. Yes,sir; he wasa member of here several years ago? 

“Q. After this advice and your getting this letter from Mr. Breedlove what 
did you then determine to do? : 

“A. On the streets during the time it was well known I had received the let- 
ter—in fact before I made it known myself it was known on the streets, 

Se a you saida word in regard to it? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. The fact that the letter had been sent you was bruited about? 

“A. Yes,sir. A friend came and told my wife about it. My wife asked me if 
I had received it, and I told her, ‘Jennie, what would they send me a letter 
for?’ but I had to tell her; Ifelt it was my duty to doso. During that time, the 
ten days, even my best friends, those who had been lifelong friends, or at least 
friends of mine since I had been living there, avoided me on the streets and 
would not stop and talk tome. In the mean time, on Friday, after I received 


“0, R. BREEDLOVE.’ 


elt, that I wou 
gota and some ammuni- 
to stay there, I did stay there against the advice of my 
them. I felt this way: That if any mob did attack me at 
night I could go up in the second story of my house, my boy and myself, and 
I could at least make an alarm such as would call the neighbors to me. 

“Q. How old was your son? 

“A, Seventeen years of age. 

"Q. Is he the oldest member of your family? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How many children had you? 

“A. Seven, 

“Q. All living at home? 

“A. Yes, sir; six boys and one girl. 

“Q. Did any of your friends or neighbors stay with you? 

“A. No,sir. There were one or two who would have done so, but I told thera 
I did not want to involve them in my quarrels or troubles. I toldthem I thought 
I could defend myself; that is what I thought about it. 

“Q. How long wasit before you felt at ease so as to be able to dismiss these 


fears? 
“A. Never while I remained in Brenham; I never did until I came up herc.” 


When Mr. Jodon was called again before the committee, a year later, he testi- 
fied as follows (pages 683-685): 

“Q. Have you been back to Brenham since your testimony was given before 
in this matter? 

“A. Yes, sir; I reached there on the 23d of last October? 

“Q. You may state what your experience was at Brenham. 

" A, I will state in the outset that Mr. Swearingen, in a conversation here the 
other day, said I would be as safe in Brenham as he would be. 

“Q. Who is this gentleman? 

“A, The gentleman here present, an attorney and witness. His name is 
J. T. Swearingen, 

“Q. A gentleman from that county? 

"A. From Washington County, now here representing the defense. 


“ By Senator PUGH : 

“Q. Are yos not here in the prosecution of this case? 

“A. I will tell you what my condition is as I go along, Mr, PUGH. 
‘By Senator TELLER: 


“ 


Q. Go on. 

“A, After I left here I went over into Maryland, I was there aboutten days, 
I suppose, visiting friends and relatives. 

“Q. You started to tell what Mr. Swearingen said. 

“A. In a conversation here on Monday, which he brought up, we were dis- 
cussing the situation in Washington County. He si that I would be justas 
safe in Freskinaton County as he would h If. Itold him that that surely 
was not true. 

“Now I will go on and state about it. I wentover into Maryland, and while 
at Emmitsburg I received a letter from my wife g me not to come back, 
and in a little while I got, I suppose, half a dozen letters from different friends 
warning me not to come back. My intention was to go k just as soon as 
my visit was over, but through my wife's entreaties and the warnings of my 
friends I did not go back. I staid in Maryland and West Virginia until about 
the 16th of last October. Then I determined, against my wife's desire and 
against my friends’ wishes, that I would not stay away from my family any 
longer. I went back there with the idea that they would not disturb me, be- 
cause I had done nothing more than I have done here, I had done what I 
thought was my duty asa citizen, I had been brought into the case because I 
had been an attorney for the n: that were hanged, and nothing else. I 
had no part in the political troubles; never have voted the Republican ticket, 
except occasionally for county officers, neverin my life. When I got back there 
some of my friends told me I was in danger, and that I ought not to havecome 
back. In judgment I disagreed with them. 

* About three weeks afterwards I was out in the street one day, talking toa 
friend, when Bob Wright, who wasa witness up here before, and who was one 
of the officers at Flewellen’s, I saw coming across thestreet directly opposite me 
on Hosea’s corner. I also saw Hunt, Gus Hopkins, and several other Demo- 
cratic colored men who had taken a very active part in itdown there, and I saw 
the county officers out in front of the court-house, on the east side of it, ina 
group. I had been warned about Bob Wright, that he would make an attack 
upon me. I didn't think he would do it. I had no arms or anything of the 
kind about me. A little before the attack was made, John Lockett, a police- 
man, who was the man that was on guard at the jail the night the negroes were 
taken out, and who left his post and went up into an adjoining building where 
it was not possible for him to defend them—John Lockett came behind me and 
psd on a barrel. I knew he was a bitter enemy of mine, just as bitter as he could 


“ By Senator PUGH : 
“Q. What are his politics? 
"A. Democratic; t is, one with the People’s ticket all the way through. 
I consider him a Democrat on account, 
“Q. All those who voted the People’s ticketare Democrats? : 
“A, No, no; I don’t think so, Mr, Poa; I don’t charge so, I know it is no} 
80, 


1889. 
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“By Senator TELLER: 

“Q. Go on with your story. 

“A. He came behind me, within three or four steps, and sat down u 
barrel. I was suspicious the moment he came and sat down, and when I saw 
these other parties around different places I was more so. In afew minutes I 
saw Wright walking across the strects with his hands in pockets, and I was 
satisfied he had somethinginthem, My wife had warned me about Bob Wright, 
because some of my friends had told her before I came back that he would at- 
tack me. I was sorry then that I had gone upon the streets, because I thought 
difficulty was coming. He came up to me, walked up very close, and the first 
thing he said he wanted to know what I had stated up at Washington at this 
investigation. Isaidto him, ‘Bob, whatever I have said issworn to, and in black 
and white.’ Then he went on to state that I had spoken badly about him up 
here; that I had said he had lied in all his testimony. I told him there was no 
truth in it; that the record would show there was no truth init. He told me 
that Mr. David and a number of others had told him that I had said he had lied. 
I told him I had the record at the house. I wanted toavoid a difficulty, because 
I was in no situation to getinto one. I hadn’ta friend there to depend upon. 
He kept eine Seen at last I backed off from him. In the mean time I had 

up from barrel and stepped around the corner, and I kope trying to 

e him as much as I could, and at last turned to leave him, and as I turned 

to leave, he struck me on the back of the head; I don't know whether it was 
with a pair of brass knuckles or what it but I know it nearly knocked me 
down, and raised quite a lump. As soon as I arose we exchanged a good many 


lows. à 
“Q. Youmean you and Wright exchan; blows? / 
no arms, and I was afterwards glad 


“A. Yes,sir; after he struck me, I h: 
of it, My friends had told me not to carry arms, because if I did and they were 
shown on the streetsit would not be well for me, and I took their advice, I 
thought it was useless to fight under the circumstances, After that I was ar- 
rested and fined for having struck the first blow. Mr. Lockett and Mr. Wright 
swore that I had struck the first blow, and I could not find a witness to testify 
anything about it for me, although there was quite a number of, ns around 
atthe time. Ifound pa: afterwards who saw itandtold me they saw Wright 
strike the first blow, but it was too late then.’ After that my friends came to me 
and told me that I must leave the place. I told them I was not situated so I 
could leave; that I didn’t have the means to leave with; that I had been away 
from my family so long, and I thought there wasa prospect of my being able 
to sell my property, and I would like to take my family with me when I went. 
They told me that if I staid there I must not go upon the streets; that if I did I 
would have to take the consequences. So from the 20th of November until the 
8th day of February I never went upon the streets of Brenham except two or 
three times, perhaps halfa dozen times, at ht to visit friends on the out- 
skirts, It was not that I was too cowardly atall, but I didn’t feel that I ought 
fo ran such risks, I had already run more risks than I felt I was justified in 
oing. 

“Q. What did you do then? 

“A. Isent to my brother-in-law in West NET jaron and et some money; I 
couldn’t raise it there; that is the truth of it. But when Mr. Swear m says 
I am as safe in Brenham as he is he tells what he knows is not true. There is 
no man who has a wife and seven children would have staid away from home 
the length of time I have, and you know it [addressing Mr. pia ] God 
amie, will punish you men for this thing before you are done with it, if man 

jon’ t. 


NO EFFORTS To PUNISH THE “RAIDS”? PERPETRATED ON THE BALLOT-BOXES, OR 
DISCOVER OR PUNISH THE MURDERERS OF THE COLORED MEN. 


The evidence before the committee showed that no attempt was made by the 
authorities of the county of Washington or of the State of ‘Texas to bring to in- 
dictment, trial, or punishment any of the actors in the several raids on the 
bailot-boxes at the election of 1886. No such saan had been made in respect 
ofthe outrage upon the ballot-box and the shooting of the colored judges of 
election at Chapel Hill in the election of 1884. No zeal or interest was shown 
by the citizens of Brenham, nor by the leaders of opinon thereand bom 
the country, to vindicate their good name orjclear their skirts of complicity in 
these crimes. On the contrary the whole drift and purpose of sentiment and ac- 
tion seems to have been to cover and either justify or excuse the transaction, de- 
feat the public justice, screen and protect all actors and abettors of the outrages, 
hide or pervert the truth, and turn indignation and accusation away from the 
guilty, and seek to inculpate the innocent victims and their surviving friends 
and sympathizers. 

The wrath of this community was all excited, and was all visited upon the 
white and colored Republicans, who had striven at the polls to assert the will 
of the majority to decide by their votes and the canvass of them the pending 
election. The committee calls attention, in support of these views, to some ex- 
tracts from the testimony showing the drift of the prevalent feeling, and also 


a A peices of prominent citizens of Texas, co ously those of Governor 
re $ 

Testimony of Carl Schutze, esq. (see page 201): 

“Q. There is no dispute thus far about those occurren and the point 1 


wantto getat in this connection is simply whether you know ofany ste ving 
been taken by the Democratic county administration leading to the discovery 
and arrest of the perpetrators of those out: 

“The Witness. No, sir; I know that they have not made any attempts in that 
direction. 
“Q. Was any reward offered at any time by the county officers or sheriff for 
the apprehension of these men? 

. No, sir. 

“Q. Does your sheriff offer rewards in Texas where murders haye been com- 
mitted, in order to discover the criminals? s 

“A, Yes, sir; sometimes they do. 
"Q. You heard about these negroes being hanged? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
"Q. Did you know those men? 
“A, N: 


. No, sir. 
“Q. Were any efforts made, so far as you know, to discover and arrest the 
perpetrators of that outrage? 
“A, None whatever. 
“Q. Do you know of any reward having been offered for their discovery? 
“A, I know there has been none offered.” 


Mr. S. A. Hackworth testifies as follows in regard to the outrage at Cha; 
Hill in 1884 (see page 218): pel 


a. San there was an outrage there in 1834, was there not? 


es, sir. 

“Q, In what did it consist? 

“A. Well, armed and masked men went out into the election room about 3 or 
4o0’clock in the morning and shot two colored men, and one died afterwards from 
his wounds, and the ers recovered; there were three men shot. 

“Q. Were they officers of the election? 

“A, I think so, 

"Q. There were white officers at that same election at that poll? 


. 


“A. I donot think there were any white officers there. That election precinct 
was divided up after Judge Kirk got in into three election precincts. 
“Q. Do you know of any effort having been made by the Democratic county 
officials to discover and apprehend the perpetrators of that outrage ? 
“A, No,sir; not a single effort was ever made. 
“Q. Were any rewa 
“A. No, sir. 
2 P a. ie the grand jury make any investigation into the matter, so far as you 
now 
“A. So far as I know, I think not; I never heard of any.” 


W. H. Blount testifies (pages 218, 219): 

“Q. You heard about the ballot-boxes being raided, of course? 

“A. Oh, yes, sir, 

"Q. And some of the colored men being kengod? 

“A. Yes, sir; I saw the three colored men a! they were hanged, the next 
day, and one of my wagons took them back to the jail. 

“Q. Where were the banged; 
4 as Abouta mile and a half north of Brenham, near the city limits, on a pecan 

mb, 

“Q. Do you know whether any effort was ever made to discover and arrest 
the men who hanged them? ` 

“A. No, sir; I never heard of any. 

oe sa you read the newspapers published in that county? 

. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you ever happen to read any proclamation signed by the governor 
ets a a for the arrest of men who had hanged those men? 

“A. No, sir. 

‘Q. Did you ever see or hear of any reward being offered by any of the county 
officers for the arrest of those men ? 

“A. No, sir; I have not, 

A & Bi TOMARA offered for the discovery and arrest of those men? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. Did you ever hear of any reward being offered for the discovery and ar- 
rest of the men who raided the ballot-boxes in the colored belt on election day? 

“A, No,sir; I haye not.” 


Paul Fricke testifies (page 158) : 


“Q. There were two Democratic meetings there in the nature of indignation 
meetin , were there not, after the election? 


offered for their apprehension? 


A. Yes, sir, 
"Q. It was reported through the county that in this Washington precinct the 
Parnas had been raided and the ballots stolen? 


. Yes, sir, 

“Q, Did you hear of that being condemned at all at any of those indignation 
7 Wes A 

"A. No, sir; I did not, 

"Q. The condemnation was directed against the shooting of Bolton mostly, 
was it not? 

“A. Yes, sir, 

“Q. Did you know of any rewards being offered, or efforts being made to dis- 
OTN sag, pence the perpetrators of these outrages upon the ballot-boxes? 

5 o, sir. 

“Q. You did nothear anything of the kind? 

“A, No, sir, 

“Q. Do you remember about the hanging of those colored men? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you know those men? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You knew the three colored men who were hanged? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. They were Republicans, were they? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were they reputable men? 

“A. Yes, sir; men of good peer yes chee far as I know. 

“Q. Did you know of any effort being made to arrest and discover the man or 
any of the men who h: them? 

“A. No, sir; not that I know of. 

“Q, No rewards have been offered for their apprehension? 

“A. No, sir.” 


Mr. Jodon testifies (page 185) : 


“Q, I want to ask ya this question: Do you know of any effort having been 
made to discover and arrest the men who hung these three colored men ? 

“A, No, sir; none at all. 

“Q. Do you know of any reward having been offered by the governor or the 
county officers for their apprehension? 

“A, I have never heard anything of it. 

a pee no arrests have ever been made? 

‘A, No, sir. 

“Q. Do you know of any efforts being made or steps having been taken to a 
aecorg) the men who raided the ballot-boxes at Flewellen's and the other dose 

that justice’s precinct? 

“A. No, sir; none to my knowledge. 

“Q. Do you know of any rewards 

“A. Lheard of none. 

“Q. And no arrests have been made? 

“Q Did ye hear a Democrat in Brenha indignati 

you ever hear a Democra’ renham express any on over 
the outrages upon the ballot-box? 

“A, Yes, sir; I have heard a number. 

“Q. A good many? 

“A, Yes, sir, I have; and I have heard a good many P ainaka py mang ln to the 
contrary, and say that it was a white man’s country, and they paid the taxes and 
ought to hold the offices.” 

: e testimony of Lafayette Kirk, a leading Democrat of Brenham, is as fol- 
ows È 


(page 25) : 
= =e you knowof any efforts having been made to find the men who hung 


em 
“A. Yes,sir; I do. 
“Q. Was any reward offered for the apprehension of the men who hung them? 
“A. None that I know of. The county attorney and the justice of the peace of 
the Brenham precinct were both together and conducted the inquest; they took 
down the mony of al] the witnesses, 
“Q. They had to do that according to law? 
“A, Yes, sir; it is the business and duty of the justice to hold an inquest, 
Pe 6 had an examination of the witnesses that they thought could shed any 
gi y 


m the subject. 
ow do you know what they thought? 

“A. Well, I talked with the county attorney about it and the justice of the 
peace, and it was generally unders! that they devoted one day to the inves- 
tigation and adjourned the inquest proceedings for three or four days. The ob- 
ject of the adjournment in the mean time was to sce if they could get any addi- 


ving been offered for that purpose? 


1846 


tional testimony, or ascertain any witnesses who knew anything that would 
develop who aid the hanging or who were implicated in it, or anything tbat 
would be the basis of a complaint or charge against any penen or persons. 

“Q. Were any other steps taken that you are aware of to discover the men 
who hanged these three colored men? 

“A. No, sir; no other steps. 

“Q. Except the holding of the inquest? 

“A. That is all that has ever been done that I know of. 

“Q. Have you heard of any steps being taken to discover and arrest the men 
who raided the ballot-boxes? 
Hoe tat state in that connection that the grand jury, which is the proper 

unal— 
ae Please answer the question whether any steps haye been taken to that 


“A, I do not know of any. 
“Q. Were any rewards offered for their apprehension? 
“A. Ido not know of any rewards that were offered.” 


Governor Ireland appeared before the committee and testified as follows on 
this point (pages 344-347) : 

“Q. Do you know what happened in that county at the last election in No- 
vember? 

“A. I know it from general information. 

“Q. What do you understand occurred there? 

“The WirnEss. Do you speak with reference to this investigation and the 
memorial which has been presented? 

“ Mr. Spooner, I with reference to the offenses against the ballot-box. 

“A, I understand t a peaceable, quiet white man was down there for 
making his appearance at one of the voting places by a lot of negroes under 
orders from white men to shoot any white man that presented himself at that 
poll that day, that night. 

“Q. Do you know anything about it personally? 

“A. I do not. 

“Q. Well, what else do you understand? 

“A. I understand that there was a ballot-box destroyed at some precinct of 
the county; I can not remember the name of it. 

“Q. Was it at the Flewellen precinct? 

“A, No. 

“Q, Was it at the Graball precinct? 

“A. Yes; it was at Graball, I eve, 

“Q. What else? 

‘A. That is abont all I remember that occurred of any note, so far as the gen- 
eral history of the matter is concerned. 

“Q. Do you remember to have heard of the ballot-box containing ballots cast 
at the Lott's polling place being taken by armed men from the custodians of it? 

“A. No,sir. I heard that there had been a ballot-box or two destroyed in 
that county, but I remember but one, a polling place that was called Graball 

recinet, 
È . Do you remember hearing of the hanging of the three negroes who were 
ung there? 

“A. That occurred some time after the election, 

“Q. Not a very great while after the election? 

“A, Well, several days; some time. 

“Q. Was your attention called at any time to outrages upon the ballot in that 
county? 

Te Wirness. Do you mean officially ? 

“Mr. Spooner. What do you mean by ‘officially?’ 

“The Wirngss, You asked me if my attention was called to it. 

“Q. I mean, did any reputable citizen of Texas bring to your notice, as gov- 
ernor of that State, the fact that outrages had been perpetrated on the ballot- 
boxes in that county? 

“A. No, sir; they did not; there was no representation made to me, 

“Q. Do you know Mr. Hackworth? 

“A. No, sir; Ido not know Mr. Hackworth. 

“Q. Did you receive a printed circular from any one in Washington County 
giving a history of what occurred in that election? 

“A. I did not, If the circular was sent to the governor, to the office of the 

vernor of Texas, it probably went into the waste-basket, I never read circu- 
ly The governor of Texas has other business to do besides reading circulars, 

“Q. I presume that is true. I suppose if a circular ing serious offenses 
against the law in that State, and over the signature of a citizen of that State, 
came to your knowledge, you would deign to read it? 

“A. I have never found time to read such circulars while I was governor of 


“Q. Do you know Ly t Rector? _ 

“A, Judge Rector who lives in Austin? 

ant : of the Republican State central committee. 

‘A. Yes, sir. y 

“Q, Did you have any conversation with him at any time in regard to the 
i upon the ballot-boxes in Washington County ? 

“A. No,sir; I did not. 

“Q. Oras to the hanging of the colored people there? 

“A. There was a con between J Rector and myself about the 
han, ing of those people.. 

6. he fact of their being hanged was brought to your notice as governor 
State? 

“A. Yes; by Judge Rector. 

“Q. You did not consider that officially brought to your notice perhaps ? 

“A. Well, sir; I considered it officially brought to my knowledge. Judge 
Rector waited upon me because I was governor of Texas, and I considered it 
an official communication, or rather I received it officially. He could bavehad 
no other motive in coming to me than that I was governor. 

“Q. I suppose you took no measures to discover the perpetrators of that out- 

? 


No,sir. The conversation between Judge Rector and myself was s pri- 


vate one. 

“Q. Iam not asking you to give it if you do not choose to. 

ue And the reason why I took no measures in the matter was because of 
reasons su; to me by Judge Rector, and he might not want them dis- 


josed, 
“Q. Is it customary for the governor of Texas to offer rewards when out- 
committed 


rages mu: are ? 
oli eprom e EET s N S Oa of his finding 

an: ng. 

Ta When he is requested by whom? 

“A. By some person interested in the matter, or some persons who know the 
surroundings in the case. 

x You were not requested to offer any reward? 

“A. It was suggested to me; the matter was suggested. 

“Q. But no reward was offered? ` 

“A. No, sir; none was offered, and I will tell you the reason why. It was 
papano that in no instance had any member of a mob of that sort, who came 
at night and committed a deed of that kind, ever been ished, and that the 
reward would effect nothing atall. I OANA GOs AABE VARINA 
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pa Q: It would not have cost the State of Texas anything to have made the offer 
en 

“A, No, sir; it would not, but it would have been regarded as a bid for hrib- 
ery, a bid for corruption. 

“Q. Why in that case any more than in any other case of murder or any other 
heinous crime? 

“A. We knew that that murder had been committed and the men had been 
taken out and hung. 

“Q. Itisalways known that a murder has been committed before the governor 
offers a reward? 

“A, It is generally supposed, at least, that a murder has been committed if it 
isnot known, Your asking me these things places me under the necessity of 
telling what Judge Rector ssid to me. 

“Q. Ido nt want to pns you in any position which you feel fairly calls upon 
you to do anything which a gentleman ought not to do; certainly not. 

“A. You have already got down the fact that it was brought tomy knowl- 
edzve that the negroes had been lynched, and Judge Rector waited on me and 
suggested rewards; you havealready got that, 

“Q. You said in your direct examination, as I understood, that you had re- 
fused assistance? 

“A. That was in the election and in the ballot-box matter, 

“Q. Very well; make any statement you choose, 

“A. Judge Bactoe sukeseee to me that no good could come ofa reward being 
offered. Judge Rector isagentleman,a clever man, and an honest one; and he 
su that I offer a reward, although stating at the same time that it could 
effect no good; that the men could not be convicted ifapprehended and identi- 
fied, but that it would take from the Republican party in the North ahandlein 
the coming elections. 

“Q. That is, you say Judge Rector told youthat? 


“A. Yes; he suggested that. 
“Q, That is to say, Judge Rect ted to you the offering of a reward 
You do 


and then advised you not to offer it, at the same time? 

“A. He did not advise me to offer a reward, and I did not so state. 
not state it correctly. He suggested the offering of a reward, but stated that he 
did not believe it would effect any good, except to stop, probably, the very pro- 
ceeding that is now going on here by this Senate, and to take out of the mouth 
of the Republican pany. in the North a hue and cry against the South which 
they would have if I did not offer rewards. 

“Q. He was chairman of the Republican State central committee of Texas, 
and he waited upon you and informed you of the hanging of these three men, 
and suggested to you the offering of a reward for the apprehension of the men 
who hanged tł em, and then he to you as a reason why perhaps the 
reward ought not to be offered? 

“A. No; not why it ought to be offered, 

“Q. Why it ought to be offered? 

“A. Yes, sir 


A. A 

“Q. That if it were offered it would deprive his party in the North of the op- 

ity to use that fact against the Democratic panys 

“A. Yes; that isexactiy what he said. And he said further that no instance 
could be mentioned and probably no number or body of men like that would 
ever be punished by law. 

“Q. And you offered no reward? 

“A. No, sir; I did not offer any reward. 

“Q. You do not know of any steps whatever haying been taken looking to 
the apprehension of those men? 

“A. I do not, 

“Q. You say you were not called upon to offer any reward for the apprehen- 
sion of these parties who committed depredations upon the ballot-box ? 

“A. No, sir; I was not, and if I had been I would not have offered the reward, 
The reward fund is not placed at the disposal of the governor of Texas for the 
popo of convicting men of misdemeanors. That was a misdemeanor under 

he laws of Texas, and we do not offer rewards there in such cases, 

“Q. So that if any ballot-boxes in Washington County had been seized by 

ed men before the ballots were counted in them, upon a conspiracy, or to 
pursue a conspiracy, you, as governor, would not have felt it incumbent upon 
you to take any steps ing to the apprehension of the persons who committed 
that offense, because it was a misdemeanor? 

“A. Your question is a very sweeping one. As to what the governor would 
do if the vote or the ballot-boxes in a State like Texas were destroyed is hard to 


tell. 

“Q. I did not say in the State; I said Washington County. 

“A. No, sir; I do not know that I would, because we are not in the habit of 
one itin pyrex ty Lets nerpapessensd E of i a 

“Q. Then you not offer a rew: ‘or the apprehension of men who raid 
the ballot-boxes, because it was a misdemeanor? ‘ 

“A. Yes, sir; and because I was not requested to do it.” 

The public sentiment is further shown by the fact that Governor Ireland, ex- 
Marre ahpa Hancock, and other leading lawyers of Texas, volunteered with- 
out fee to defend Kirk and others in A , 1887, when they were tried for con- 
spiracy to “raid” the ballot-boxes. fact will appear from the following 

mony: 


3 “Stephen A. Hackworth, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol- 
ows: 
“By Senator SPOONER: : 

“Q. Were you present at the trial of this case ‘of the United States against 
Kirk and others, at Austin? 

“A. Yes, sir. 
ug Rudolh Kleberg, the United States district attorney, and Mr. Franklin, 
A. olp! e Un an a 
who was employed by the United States to assist Kleberg. à 

“Q. Is he the assistant district attorney? 

“A. No, sir; he was specially employed for that case only. 

“Q. Who defended the case? 

“A, Ex-Goyernor Ireland, ex-Congressman John Hancock, Seth Shepherd, 
W. W. Searcy, known as *‘ Buck ” Searcy, and one or two Democratic lawyers 
around Austin whose names I do not remember. 

“The Witness. The attorneys for the defense filed pleas to have the indict- 
ments against the defendants dismissed upon the ground that United States dis- 
trict courts had no rap dagona to try white citizens of a sovereign State for elec- 
tion offenses; that it only applied to colored citizens alone. e motion was 
argued for about three days. Finally, Judge Turner overruled the motion to 
dismiss the indictment and they went to trial. United States Senator COKE was 
at the trial and sat inside the bar with the defendants, Judge Kirk and his at- 
with them, and his 
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After the trial a public meeting was heid, at which resolutions of thanks to 
the defenders of Kirk and others were passed, and Inter an amount of money 
was mised by subscription sufficient to toy n gold-headed cane, which was pre- 
sented to Mr, Shepherd. These facts are supported by y as below: 

S. A. Hackworth testifies (page 660) : 

“After the trials were over—I believe some of the defendants were acquitted ; 
there was a hung jury on one or two of the main counts in the indictments 
against Kirk—and the defendants went home a mass meeting was called in 
Brenham, in which thanks were returned to ex-Governor Ireland. ex-Congress- 
man Hancock, Mr. Shepherd, and other attorneys for having defended the de- 
fendants from made against them and for having done so without legal 
fee. Asa matter of course they had a right to do that. ut it is usual with at- 
torneys in defending men charged with grave offenses to charge very high fees, 
I know that the entire influence of the Democratic — and the leading Dem- 
ae politicians of Texas has been used to prevent the conviction of these de- 

en ts." 


Henry Muller, a Democrat, testifies (page 655}: 

“Q. Do you know of any public meeting being held there after the trial, at 
which resolutions of thanks to counsel were passed—to counsel who defended 
Kirk and others? 

“A. Yes, sir; I heard of that. 

“Q. Were you present at the meeting? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Do you know who attended it? 

“A. A number of citizens; I do not know who, though. 

“Q. Was ita public meeting? 

“A, Yes, sir; a publie meeting. 

“Q. Anadvertised meeting? 

“A. I think so; I am not certain, 

"Q. Was it largely attended? 

“A. Moderately so, I think.” 


J, T. Swearingen, esq., a Democrat and a prominent leader in Washington 
County, testifies pasate 687, 688): 


“ By Senator TELLER: 


“Q. Do you know anything about a subscription or the raising of money to 
gerona ee people who were indicted, charged with this offense, in the Fed- 
eral court 

“A, Ldon’t know about any money being raised. There wasa cane presented 
to some of them. 

“Q. Presented to whom? 

“A, J think it was to Mr. Shepherd. 

“Q. Was he an attorney? 

“A. He came from Dallas, some distance from Austin; he had been raised in 
our county, and was a personal friend of some of the men indicted. He came 
from Dallas down to Austin and defended them. He is a lawyer of prominence 
and ability, and his time is valuable. A cane was presented to him by the de- 
fendants and their friends. 


gol cane? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How was the m raised for that; do you know? 

“A, I think it was rai by contributions. 
ites were the contributions coilected? Was there a public call for con- 

utions? 

** A. No, sir; there was a public announcement of thanks for the attorneys. 
I think this contribution was just made by four or five of the boys putting in the 
mone. and going over to a jewelry store and ordering it. There was no sub- 
scription list. 

“Q. Do you not know that there was money raised to defray the of 
wonge Kirk and his associates and of the witnesses going down to Austin to this 

ial? ; 

“A. No, sir; I don’t know it of my own knowledge. 

“Q. Have you never heard of it? 

"A. I think 1 have heard something about that. 

“Q. Was it not a matter of common notoriety there? 

“A. It may have been; I don’t know about that. I confine myself to my of- 
fice rally and do not know everything that is going on. 
cS You did not participate in that? 

“A. I did not. I do not think that any demand was ever made upon me or I 
would have done so. 

“Q. You are pretty well satisfied, are you not, that there wasa fund raised of 
some amount? 

“A. Not to call ita fund; there may have been some money raised to pay the 
expenses of witnesses to Austin; that is very probable; but I do not think any- 
thing like a fund to pay attorneys’ fees or to pay expenses 
“Q. How did you understand these attorneys were paid? 

“A, Idon’t think they were paid at all. 

“Q. Were they volunteer attorneys? 

“A. I think so. 

“Q. Ex-Governor Ireland was one attorney, I believe; what other attorneys 
d 


appeared? 

“A. Mr. Seth Shepherd and Mr. Searcy, I suppose, were the defendants’ attor- 
neys in the case. There were SS pe a number of defendants in the case, and 
some of them may have retained other attorneys, and I think they did. 

“Q. Were they all influential attorneys? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

The following extracis throw light on the public sentiment of Washington 
County, Texas, in regard to the subject of this investigation, 


William Perry, a Democrat, testifies (page 439): 


"Q. If the facts were as claimed by the negroes, what would you say about 
the killing of Bolton? 

“A, Isay it would be unjustifiable either by whites or blacks. 

“Q. You would not think it was right to defend a ballot-box with a pistol 
against a man who was taking it with a pistol? 

“A, I never saw sny necessity for that. 

“Q. Bat if the statement was true as the negroes claim? They claim that 
_ Bolton camein there with a pistol drawn and demanded the ball x at once, 
the first thing. Now, if that were true—you need not assume it was true—butif 
it was true, what would you say about his being killed: would you think it was 
a great outrage to kill a man under those circumstances? 

“A. Yes, sir: I should think it was, 

“Q. Suppose it had been a negro coming in there and demanding the ballot- 
box under those circumstances? 

“A. ldo not think they had any right to do it. 

“Q. Would you surrender the box if you were in charge of it? 

“A. I think I would most surely surrender it before I would risk my life the 
way our politics are. 

~Q. You would not think it was right to defend the box? 

“A. It might be wrong in one sense of word; circumstances alter cases. 

“Q. So even if you had known thet the facts were as claimed, you would still 
have considered the killing of Bolton a great outrage? 


“A. Yes, sir; knowing all the facts about the matter I do consider it was a 
cold-blooded murder. 
y 2 a reference to what Bolton was doing or attempting to do? 
~ es, sir. 
y Q Ifa man should break into your house in the night-time and present a 
“A. Oh, that is a different circumstance. 
“Q. But you would think you had a right to kill him, wouldn't you? 
“A. That is a different thing. 
cate I want to see how high you hold the right of voting, or the franchise of 
vote. 
“A. I think every man is entitled to his vote. 
“Q. But that right to vote you do not regard as much in value as you would 
s Silver dollar that you might have in your pocket? 
“A. Ido not think they go together. 
“Q. Which would justify you in killing the man who was to steal ? 
“A. I donot think they go together; I think it isa different thing altogether.” 


Mr. Jodon testifies (page,640): 


“Tn Sate to Mr. Rouse and the conversation I bad with him. It was in Ju- 
lius MeFarland’s book-store in the presence of Jake Miller and others. Wegot 
to talking about the matter, and he was approving of the whole affair, and I 
asked him how he could do it, and he said. * This is a white man’s.country, and 
they pay the taxes and ought to hold the offices.’ Itoldhim that wasqueertalk - 
from an Englishman, for a man from a country where the laws were so 
obeyed and carried out. He said it did not make any difference, that was 
feel That is about all I have to state.” 


Mr. rr yaa testimony as to the conversation referred to above is as follows 

“Q. Do you know Mr, Jodon? 

“A, Yes, sir; Ido. 

“Q. Did you bave a talk with him at Julius MceFarland’s book-store about 
the middle of December in the presence of John Scholl, Jack Miller, Mr. Alien, 
Captain Burt, and Julius McFarland? © 

“A. Yes, sir; [recollect being there, 

“Q. Did you say, in that conversation, to Mr. Jodon that youapproved of the 
Democrats taking the offices, as you believed in a white man's government; 
that the white men paid the taxes of the county and ought to have the o ? 

“A. No. sir; I didn’t say anything of the kind in that language. 

“Q. Did you say anything of that kind in any language? 

“A. Yes, sir; I did. A 

“Q. What did you say? 

"A. I said that where there were ignorant colored voters and white tax-pay- 
ers, I thought the white tax-payers ought to rule the country; that is what I 


said. 

“Q. Are you an American citizen? 

“A, No,sir; I am an Englisheitizen. I have lived twenty-seven years in this 
country; twenty-three years in the of Texas, twenty years of which I have 
lived in the city of Brenham or in the county.” 


Judge Kirk testifies as follows in rd to the publie meeting at Eldridge Hall, 
at which he offered resolutions g Hackworth, Moore, and others from 
the county (see pages 256, 257): 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. You knew at the time this meeting was held that the ballot-box at Fle- 
wellen had been stolen? 

“A. No,sir. 

“Q. You knew that it had been taken forcibly from the polls? 

“A. No, sir; I do not know it yet. 

“Mr. here has not been s particle of evidence of that. 

“The Witwess. I can tell you what my information was on the subject, 

“Q. You knew that the polls had been raided ? 

“A. I knew that Bolton been killed. and so far as I could ascertain from 
all the information I could gather that they found next morning, when the 
went there and held an inquest, the ballot-boxes, ballots, and tally-sheets poe 
tered all around, 

“Q. You knew that at Graball the ballot-box had been taken ? 

“A. Yes, sir; I knew that, 

“Q. And the count interrupted ? 

“A. I knew that after the count had progressed to about 221 yotes the box 


was taken. 

“Q. You knew that while the count was being made it was interrupted and 
the ballot-box taken? 

“A. I understood so, 

“Q. You knew, too, that the men bearing the ballot-box from Lott’s Store to 
the nag ed ary had been stopped and the ballot-box taken from them? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did it occur to you in this law-and-order speech of yours to condemn 
those performances? 

“A, Well, sir, I didn’t say anything about it. 1 

“Q. You confined yourself altogether to the character of the Republican can- 


vass? 

“A, I alluded to that in my speech and to what T heard. 

“Q. But you can not remember hearing any condemnation in that meeting 
of the outrages on the ballot-boxes? 

“A. The speeches most generally which were spoken there were advocating 

observance of law—— 

“Q. Will you kindly answer my question? 

“A, I do not know that that was specifically mentioned. 

“Q. Do you remember hearing any condemnation expressed of the assaults 
o ican ballot-boxes? 

“A, I do not remember that I did, 
“Q. Don’t you remember that you did not? 
“A. My best is that I did not hear that mentioned specifically." 


CONDUCT OF COUNTY AFFAIRS BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY PRIOR TO ELECTION 
or 1854. 


It was pressed n the attention of the committee that the political issue 
in 1881 between the Republican ticket and the People’s ticket was conducted 
upon the basisof an effortto change the political control of the county, because 
af zekarren dishonest management of affairs by the Republicans and to 
retrieve the credit of the county. 

The county government has been in the control] of the Republican party from 
the close of the war until 1884, when the People's ticket was elected. 

The larger part of this time was during the impoverished and disordered 
condition not only of Washington County, but of the whole or greater of 
Texas. Not until 1876 was the sale of lands for taxes allowed by law, and as 
Washington County was almost wholly a region of farms and farmers the 
finances of the county were not prosperous, the treasury not full, its revenues 
anticipated by the issue of scrip for expenditures, and, necessarily, at fluctuat- 
ing and depressed rates. 


£ 


1848 


Prior to 1884 the credit of the county had been brought up; necessary and per- 
manent improvements, such as building the jail, constructing bridges, and im- 
proving roads, had been made, 

The most retiable statements before the committee show that thecounty scrip 
in 1883-"84 sold at 85 to 90 and 95 per cent. The only contrast in this respect by 
mr peng y= 3 the Republican control shown by the testimony is that the scrip by 
1885 or 1886 had risen to par. 

There were also loose and general charges that defalcation had occurred dur- 
ing the broken state of things in the county while the Republicans had control, 
and that these incited the public mind to demand a change. Sifted, however, it 
Was ap’ nt that most of these charges were in the nature of political and clec- 
tioneering clamor; that only two during the whole period were of substance 
enough to justify the imputation, and the cases were prosecuted either to can- 
viction and punishment or acquittal. In neithercase was the accused a colored 
person. 

An extensive examination, and with liberal latitude of hearsay, was al- 
lowed by the committee on this head, although it could not beregarded as per- 
tinent or valuable on the subject of the “raids” on the ballot-boxes, the slaying 
of Bolton, or the murder of the colored men, The committee call attention to 
a few passa from the testimony thought specific enough, in either aspect 
given to the topic, to justify their citation, 

J.S. Moore testifies as follows (see page 527): 

“Q. What was county scrip worth when you first went to that county? 

“A. When I first went there it was in 1867 or 1868, pretty soon after the war, 
and I donot know whether there was any then or not. 

“Q. Things were in a pretty badly demoralized condition, and the credit of 
that and other counties were pretty bad, was it not? 

“A, Yes, sir; I do not think it had any credit about that time. 

a F — oe were poor and just beginning to pick up after the war? 

. Yes, sir. 

n During the Republican administration, from that time out; how was the 
credit of the county, constantly improving or otherwise? 

“A, It gradually improved. When I commenced paying attention to it scrip 
was down to 40 or 50 cents on the dollar, and it gradually went up until in 1884, 
when it was sometimes at par and sometimes at a smali discount, 
cee to 1876 lands were not allowed to be sold for the non-payment of 

xes 
“A. No, sir. 

“Q. And the land-owners of that county did not pay their taxes to any con- 
siderable extent? 

“A, A great many of them refused to pay their taxes, and there was no way 
of forcing them to do it, 7 

“HQ. And the county treasury was therefore not by any means plethoric of 
money? 

“A. No, sir. 

" 2 After 1876 machinery was adopted by the Legislature for collecting un- 
paid taxes? 

“A. Yes,sir, The present constitution went into seacchen gine the tax laws, 

“Q. And from that time the credit of the county improved 

“A, Yes,sir; because they could enforce the collection of taxes. 

“Q. Were there any improvements made in the county under Republican 
administration? 

“A, Yes, sir; they commenced then a new court-house and a jail. 

“Q. How many defalcations were there by Republican office-holders? 

“A. Only two that I know of. 5 

“Q. There has been some talk here on the part of witnesses about the gen- 
eral stealing and waste by Republican office-holders? 

“A. I do notremember but two cases, one the tax collector and the other the 

unty treasurer, 

“Q. Two in how many years? 

“A. I do not remember but two having occurred during my residence there, 
which has been for nineteen years; that is all I can remember. There was 


` pomething said about some school vouchers being forged within the last two or 


three years, but I don’t know whether that amounts to a defaleation."’ 
Lafayette Kirk, the Democratic judge, testifies as follows (see pages 278-280) : 
“Q. You referred to the fact that the credit of your county was low. Do you 
issue county orders or certificates there? 


. Yes, sir, 

“Q. What do you mean by the credit of the county; do you mean that they 
could not borrow money? 

“A. Whenever a man does a piece of work for the county, under a contract 
or otherwise, he goes to the county clerk and scrip is issued, and goes to the 
treasurer and if there is any money it is’paid. 

“Q. When you say the credit is poor and sometimes ran from 25 to 75 cents 
on the,dollar, you mean the price of the county scrip? 

“A, I said it ran from 40 to 75 cents. 

“Q. I beg pardon. You mean the price of the county surip? 

“A. Yes, sir; I mean the county scrip, 


“By Mr. Eustis: 


“Q. What is the scrip worth now? 
“A, It is worth dollar per dollar. 
“Q. How long has it been worth that? 
“A, For about two years, 
“By Mr, SPOONER: 
“Q. When was it worth 40 cents? 
“A. Jt has been several years since it was worth 40 cents, 
“Q. Do you know any counties in Texas whose scrip sold higher than 40 cents 
immediately after the war? 
“A. Ido not know what it sold for. 
“Q. The country was impoverished? = 
“A, At that time I was so young I did not know what the scrip sold for. 
“Q. When do you remember any of the scrip to have sold at W cents in 
Washington County? 
“A, Ido not know that, except by general reputation and hearsay. 
“Q. It is so long ago that you do not know anything about it yourself? 
“A. I have not examined the records myself personally to see. 
“Q. Then you donot know much about it, do you? 
4 sian 1 know that the county credit had varied from 40 to 75 cents on the 
ollar. 
“Q. But when it was 40 cents you do not know? 
“A. It was about ten years ago, I think, when it was down that low. 
“Q. Did it constantly improve from that time on? 
“A. It got some little better. 
“Q. It went from 40, under Republican administration, up to 75? 
“A. Yes,sir; about that. 
“Q. No higher? 
“A, I do not know. 
"Q, If you do not know, why do you say it was 75? 
“A. I say it varied from 40 to.75. A few years ago it might have got better, 
“Q, Better than 75? 
“A. It might; a little better than 75, 
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"Q. Did it, in fact, go up to 95? 
“A. Ido not think it ever did. 

"Q. Did it go up to 90? 

“A. I think, maybe, it got to 85 or 90 at times; it fluctuated. 

“Q. It went from 40 under a Republican administration to 85 or 90? 

“A. Yes, sir; that is so. 

“Q. What was it when the honest administration went into power in 1884? 

“A. The commissioners’ courts have control of county affairs, and there had 
been some good men on the commissioners’ court for several years. 

“Q. Were they Democrats or Republicaes? 

“A. Republicans, 

“Q. Is that possible? 

“A. Yes, sir; EAA (pst es 

“Q. So that the credit was pretty fair? 

“A. It had been improving, sir. 

“Q. How much has it improved since 1884? 

“A. It is dollar for dollar now: 

“Q. What was it then? 

“A, There were some debts against the county then and there was no money 
in the treasury to pay off any of the scrip, but when the taxes were collected — 

“Q. What would it sell for? 

" A, It was worth about 90 cents on the dollar, 

“Q. With no money in the county treasury? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. You call that pretty fair credit, do you not? 

“A. Well, it had improved. 

“Q. Under Republican administration ? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Then, when you said that the course of Republican administration had 
been one of malfeasance and defalcation in destroying the credit of the county 
you did not quite mean that, did you? 

“A. I mean that exactly. 

“Q. That is, in these two instances of defaleation ? 

“A, I mean it had been down low when there was no necessit 
ought to have been at par fifteen years ago. There were no public improve- 
ments, and with the taxes there should have been no debts of the county. 

“Q. You do not mean to say that there were no public improvements? 

“A. Well, very few. 

“Q. Why did you say so? s 

“A. There was a jail built, that is the only thing I know of. 

“Q. Were any bridges built? 

“A. Yes, sir; a few. 

“Q. What do you mean, then, when you say there were no public improve- 
ments? 

“A. I mean to say there were not many; it amounted to nothing. 

“Q. You say there was a jail built? 

“A. Yes, sir. : 

“Q. When was that jail built? 

“A, Some years ago; I do not know how many rs.” 

John Ireland, ex-governor of Texas, testifies as follows (see Fane 341-343) : 

“Q. I unders ou to say somethin about the revenues of thecounty, Let 
us see; they had a Republican administration in that county from the recon- 
struction days down to two years ago, did they not? 

“A. Until two or three years ago, or four years ago. 

“Q. Well, down to 1884? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Then for the first time a Democratic ticket was elected? 

i A. A Democratic, or Conservative, or People’s ticket I believe they call it, 

“Q. I understood you to say that from the reconstruction days down to the 
-_ ci of this ticket in 1884 the revenues of that county had been wasted and 
stolen 

rp o Aona lores as Lon ghar fers spree ob yes, sir, i 

= as to tha m that re to interrogate you briefly. Will you be 
a little more specific, if you please, on that subject? 73 z Ż 

“A. Iam notable to s , not living in that neighborhood, but it is a mat- 
‘ter of notoriety that their revenues were d , wasted, and stolen, to the 
amount, in one case, I think of $20,000 or $25,000, i 

“Q. But the term during which the Republicans had the administration of 
affairs in that county was from the reconstruction pags fn I understand it, 
down to 1884, a many years. ‘The general charge which I understood you 
to make against the Republican administration of the county is that during 
those years the revenues were wasted and stolen? 

“A. No; I repeat to you that I only mention that as one item, and I did not 
eas to say that the revenues during the whole time had been wasted or’ 
stolen. 

"Q. I understand that was one of the items, but that was your statement in 
connection with that item? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now I want to know what Republican officials during those years were 
found to have been defaulters? 

“A. Lam not able to mention them. ' 

“Q. Ido not care as to the names; I only want to know as to the ofice? 

“A, I think it was a county treasurer, though Iam not positive. 

“Q. What other one? 

“A. There was no other. I can not specify whether there were any sheriffs 
or collectors, 

“Q. I want to ask you, then, to name the Republican county officials who, 
ering the years of Republican administration in that Soay down to 1884, 
found to have improperly used any of the public moneys 

“A. I repeat Ican not name them, because I only know that revenues 
were destroyed and wasted. 

“Q. Thatisa pretty general indictment against the men who held those of- 
fices. I would like to have some fications. 

“A. Aman not living there and not being personally interested could not 
specify, and I can not Goit. I repeat to you 1 can not do it. 

“Q. Then you know nothing about it except that you have heard that the 
Republican county treasurer defaulted to the extent of twenty or twenty-five 
thousand dollars; is that true? 

“A. Yes. sir; that is true, 

“Q. And that is the only specific offense or the only instanee which you can 
give upon which you base your assertion that the revenues were wasted and 
the moneys stolen, is it? 

“A. Yes; is the only instance which I can mention. 

“Q. Do you consider that an adequate foundation for the broad charge you 
made, Jaa during those years the revenues were wasted and the public moneys 

en 

“A, I repeat to you, Senator, that I did not intend to say that the revenues 
during those years were wasted and stolen. I intended to mention that as an 
item that occurred during those years. 

“Q. Then all you mean to be understood as saying on that subject is that one 
reac 4 officer during those years was found to have been a defaulter to the exe 
tent of $25,000? 

“A. Yes, sir; that is all. 


for it. It 
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“Q. Then you do not mean to say at all, having reference to the current ad- 
ministration from year to year in that county, that they were found to have 
been dishonest or wasted the public moneys? 

“A, No, sir; I do not mean to say that. 

e = s s s s = 

Q. Then you do not undertake to criticise from wt acho ag knowledge or in 
any Sesame way the methods which have been ordinarily resorted to by the 
Republicans of Washington County? y 

“A. No, sir; I have no personal knowledge of the subject.” 
B. S. Rogers, the Democratic county attorney, testifies as follows (see page 


555): 
ar g Excuse me for repeating the question, but how long do yon say you have 
lived in the county ? 
“A. I have eek in Washington County since 1866, 
“HQ. From the time of your advent into the county down to 1884 the general 
administration of the county been Republican, had it not? 
“A. Yes, sir; so . 
PR EEA now and then some individual candidate was elected to some 
office ? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Do you know what the credit of the county was in 1884? 
“A, I think scrip was perhaps about 80 to 85 cents in 1884. 
"Q. Some of the witnesses have put it at 90 to 95. 
I think I sold some at 80 to $5 cents. 
“Q. About what was it when the Republicans took hold; what was it when 
you first knew about it in 1866? 
“A. I do not know that I could state what it was for that year; itrandownas 
low as 20 to 25 cents on the dollar under their administration. 
“Q. When? 
“A. That was along in the seventies, I think. 
“Q. Then it increased right along? 
“A. No, sir; there was very little increase. 
“Q. There was a good deal of increase from 25 to 95 cents? 
“A. Yes, sir; but they did not run it then. 
“Q. In 1884, before the People's ticket was elected, was it not 85 to 95? 
“A. I think it was about 85 when we went into office. 
“Q. That came about under Republican administration? 
“A. I do not know that it did, 
“Q. It was while the general administration of the county was Republican, 
was it not 
“A. Well, there were two or three Democrats in office; there was a Demo- 
cratie treasurer, a Democratic prosecuting attorney, and a Democratic county 
des De ti ti tto: d a De th t 
clerk. 
“Q. But it reached 85, you think? 
“A, During all these years it ranged from 20 up to about 85 cents.” 


RUMORS OF POSSIBLE INSURRECTION IN SOME INDEFINITE REGIONS IS AN ELE- 
MENT IN THE DISORDERS OF THE ELECTION OR ITS SEQUEL. 


A favorable aspect was undertaken in the testimony to be given to the ex- 
cesses in suppression of the suffrage, and in the violence which followed it, by 
imputing them to excitement, rage, and terror from rumors and fears of insur- 
rection at some indefinite points in the county. The committee find no support 
of this suggestion as matter of fact, nor do they conceive that any such appre- 
hension was felt in that direction at Brenham or elsewhere. ‘Therumorsseem 
to have been mere inventions to cover or palliate the outrages and to extin- 
Kuik any tendency to reaction in favor of a just resentment against the law- 

reakers, and to anticipate any such movement. 

Some extracts that seem most pertinent to this topic will dispel any notion 
that any honest suspicion ever excited fear in any one. 

Florent D. Jodon, a prehibitionist, testifies as follows (see page 185): 

Fr “Q. There was talk there, was there not, of an anticipated negro insurrec- 
on? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you know whether or not there was any foundation for that? 

“A. None in the world. I have heard good Democrats and other parties talk- 
ing about itand ridiculing the idea. 

“Q. But threats were being made there agai nst various leading Republicans? 

“A. Oh, yes, sir; they were so common that I did not eyen take upon my 
memory the names of those who made them, 

a you remember hearing any threats from the Republicans? 

“A, No, sir; none whatever.” 


S. A. Hackworth testifies as follows (see page £30): 


S There were rumors there, were there not, of alleged or pretended negro 
uprisings? 
RA, es, sir. 

"Q. Was there, so far as you know, the slightest foundation for any such 


rum 
The Democrats knew it, and the 


“A. Perhaps it was. 


or? 
“A. No, sir; and no one else thought so. 
whole matter was gotten up to keep up the spirit of mob violence every time 
the excitement would die down. I put about three thousand copies of thiscir- 
cular all over the county, and that began to create a favorable reaction in our 
behalf, and then they would get up a report of a negro insurrection. ‘There was 
never any negro insurrection in the county. eden knew the advice we had 
giren the colored people. We had told the colored people repeatedly during 

e canvass that in the event a fight was brought on between the Republicans 
and the white Democrats, they were to leave immediately and go home and take 
no part in it, and let the white Republicans and Democrats fight it out among 
themselves. We did not want the colored men to be mixed up in any row, We 


knew that the moment a colored man killed a white man it would furnish a 
pretext to bring on a negro massacre, 

“Q. Then there was no foundation for any such rumor? 

“A. No, sir; there was no more foundation for itthan to sup the negroes 


would create an insurrection here in Washington City; not a bit,” 
William H, Blount testifies as follows (see page 129); 


“Q. You had been in office in that county before? 

“A. Yes, sir; I served as county commissioner for three years in the county, 

“Q. During what years? 

“A, During 1883 and 1884. 

“Q. Had you heard at any time about that election, or after it, of any threat- 
ened uprising among the negroes, the colored people, against the whites? 

“A. Yes, sir. It wasrumored all over the country that the negroes were about 
to have an insurrection in the lower part of my precinct, down there in the 
Graball settlement, and I also heard one day, I forgot what time of the month 
it was, that it was reported about Brenham that I had organized about one 
hundred negroes with bayonets, and that we were coming toslaughter the white 
people. I heard that on the road going to Brenham: andit they ad run across 
me they might have pulled me on a limb, and I dodged out of the way. 

“Q. Wasthere the slightest foundation for those reports that the colored people 
were contemplating rising ? 

“A, No, sir: Ido not think they did, 


“Q. Or were they contemplating running? 
“A. Yes, sir, The only rising was their going on their heels and getting in 
the thickets and gullies and out of the way, so far as I know,” 


O. B. Potter testifies as follows (see page 614): 


“Mr. Jopon. Now, this n uprising in Brenham, that has been spoken 
about, I will ask you in relation to, Did the people believe it was going to hap- 
pen, or did they ridicule the idea? 

“The Witness, There was nobody who thought of any- negro ha ace there; 
in fact, it was very difficult to get a Lr to stic his head outof his cabin. The 
negroes were so and badly frightened, all of them, that they were eran 
ing very dark ; nobody had any anticipation ofany uprising that I ever heard of.” 


Lafayette Kirk, Democrat, testifies as follows (see pages 261, 262) : 

“Q. Was there any uprising or arming of the negroes? 

“A. It was generally so reported. 

“Q. ButI am talking about the fact. 

“A. I never saw any uprising of the negroes. 

“Q. And you do not know of any uprising of the negroes? 

“A. Ido not know of any uprising. 
p “Q. And you do not know of any threats among the negroes of an uprising, 

o you? 
“A. No,sir; I do not.” 

Fricke testifies as follows (pages 158, 159): 

“Q. There were rumors of a negro insurrection there? 

“A. Yes,sir. š 

E rd on ig know of any foundation for any such reports? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. There was a great excitement among the ni , I sup] ? 

“A. They all kept themselves mighty close in their houses; they. were afraid 
to talk to anybody, so far as I could see and hear, 

“Q. Did you hear of any threats being made by Republicans against any- 


body? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. The threats came from the Democracy, did they? 

“A. Yes, sir; they did that, A 

“Q. Did you know of any Republicans, leading Republicans, creating or at- 
tempting to get up an excitement? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q. How about Democrats? 

“A. It was just the reverse,” 


Harry Haynes, Democrat, testifies as follows (see pages 410-418): 

“Q. What expression of feeling was given by that meeting while they were 
in session; what was the character of the speeches, if there were any? 

“A. There were several speeches made which were distinguished for consery- 
atism, the result of which was that we determined we had achieved the victory 
and would hold to it. 

“Q. What evidence did you have that there were any persons organized in 
poe oma to prevent the lawful resultof the election from being recognized and 
enforce ; 

“ A. Well, in some parts of the county I suppose they had ocular evidence of 
it, but in my section of the county we had nothing more than current rumor, 
We were connected by telegraph and telephone with other sections of the 
county, and through this medium of communication we had been informed that 
in the eastern part of the county these insurrections, riots, rebellions, or what- 
ever you choose to term them, were being organized. I supposein the eastern 

rt of the county these things came under the observation of individuals, but 
n my part of the county we saw nothing of the sort, except that the town in 
which 1 live, a village situated 15 miles north of Brenham, was entirely d 
by the male colored population. It was a notorious fact that for twenty-four 
hours not a negro man was seen in the town, nor scarcely any who were able 
to go away at all. 

“Q. At what point was that? 

“A. At Independence. The women were very closely housed, but the men 
had all gone, and we have never been able to find out just exactly where they 
went. The supposition with us was that they had gone to the of 
the county to join these mobs that were being organized. We have no positive 
evidence, however, to thatend. There were usually a good may colored peo- 
ple in our town, but for twenty-four or thirty-six hours we did not seea colored 
man there at all, and that confirmed the rumors we had received that these 
mobs were being organized in different parts of the county. 

* * * * * > * 

“Q. You say there were very grave apprehensions in the community of a 

negro insurrection? . 


. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You have lived in Texas all your life? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q, And were living there during the war? 

“A. Yes, sir, 

“Q. aa were as many colored people probably in that section as now? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

Hy Q. Was there any insurrection there during the war? 

“A, None that I heard of. 

“Q. Did you ever hear of any negro insurrection anywhere in your section 
during the war? 

“A. Ido not recall any just at this moment. 

“Q. Do he recollect any which have occurred since the war? 

“A. Weill, no, sir. 

“Q. But you thought then that there must be an insurrection because the 
men were not there at home? 

“A. I think it argued in that direction,” 


J.M. Wesson (see pages 545-457): 

“J.M. Wesson, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
“By Mr. Eustis: 

“Q. What is your full name? 

“A. J. M. Wesson. 

“Q. How old are you? 

“A. I am twenty-three years of age. 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A. In Navasota, Grimes County, Texas, 

“Q. What is your business? 

“A, Tama lawyer by profession. 

“Q. Are you in the militia? 

“A, Yes, sir; I am captain of a militia company there. 

“Q. In November last were you and your company ordered to Graball? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. By whom? 

“A. I received a telegram from Adjutant-General King. 

“Q. Is he the adjutant-general of the State? 

“A. Yes, sir, 
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“Q. What was that telegram? 
“A. T haven’t the telegram with me, but as near as I remember it—— 
“Mr. Spooner, See if this wasit; I guess it was: 


“AUSTIN, TEX., November 8. 


“*Capt. J. M. Wesson, Navasota: 


“* Pnt your company under arms and report to J, H. Roberts, secretary of the 
citizens’ meeting. gigit fonaa the peace at ail hazards. ses 
“tW, H. KING, Adjutant-General.’ 


“The Witress. That is the te! Y 

“Q. How many men did you take with you? 

“A. Sixteen men of my company besides myself. 

“Q. You went to Graball at once? 

“A, Yes, sir; to Lott's Store, very near to Graball—a mile and a half on the 
other side of Graball, 

“Q. When did you get there? 

“A. I got there about half past 11 o’clock that night, 

“Q. What day of the month was it? 

“A. It was the Sth of November. 

“Q. To whom did you report? 

“A. When I arrived there I found some members of the citizens’ committee. 
I did not go to Mr. Roberts's house; I sent some of my men there, though. We 
were distributed then among the houses of the citizens in the vicinity. I think 
three of the men went to one house, and they were distributed around in that 
big There was no reporting done to any one that night, though I reported 
to Mr. Roberts next morning at a citizens’ meeting near ’s Store. 

“Q. You went there armed and equipped? 

“A. We went as militiamen to preserve eo 

“Q. What did you understand from Mr. Roberts or the citizens was the oc- 
casion of your going there? 

“A. I understood that they had been alarmed by reports from the negroes in 
the vicinity; that they apprehended trouble with them. 
“Q. What do you mean by trouble? 

“A. They arprehended that their houses would be burned and that they 
would be attacked. 

“Q. That the white people would be? 

“A. Yes, sir; the white people—the white Democrats of the vicinity. 

“Q. In other words, you understood there would be an uprising of the ne- 
groes in that locality? 

* Mr. Spooner. He is an intelligent man; let him tell. 

“Q. I ask you if that is true? 

“A. Yes; that is what they apprehended or what they seemed to apprehend, 

“Q. And that is what you understood was reason and occasion of your 
going vee as the captain of a militia company? 

A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Ordered there by the adjutant-general of the State? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How long did you remain there? 

“A. We arrived there, as I said, about 11 o’clock on the night of the Sth, and 
haha remained there all day on the 9th, leaving about sundown, and returning to 

‘avasota. 

“Q. You say you ee ee men around? 

“A. Iscattered them aro that night for lodgings. As I say, next morning 
we all got together and remained together while we were in the county. 

“Q. Where did you remain together, at what place? 

“A. As I said, they had a ent sty o near Lott's Store, and we left Lott’s Store 
and went to Flewellen, where the killing of Bolton had taken place. 

“Q. How far is that from Lott’s Store? 

“A, Ishould jadge it was about 4 miles. We got there about 10 or 11 o'clock 
the next morning and remained there several hours, and then returned home 
by a somewhat circuitous route; it was sundown before we got out of the 


county. 

a Q. Ayiee you left everything appeared to be quiet? 

A. Yes, sir. 

“Q, And you considered that you had fulfilled your orders? 

“A. Yes, sir; I saw no further necessity for remain ng, 

“Q. Did you make any Tt to the pe Pexobabapaneeranns ? 

“A. Yes, sir; in writiug. that I had eto the country as directed 
and had returned, as I saw no further necessity for my staying there. 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q an mn that you reported that you had gone to the country ? 
‘A. Yes, sir. 
“Q; And did you report that you saw no occasion for your staying there? 
I reported that saw no occasion for my remaining in the country any 


v 
A. 
longer. * 

ay iN zoa uy everything was peaceable and quiet when you left there? - 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was not everything quiet and peaceable when you arrived there? 

“A, Sofar as I saw; beyond the alarm of the citizens I saw no demonstration 
of violence on the part of any one. 

“Q. And nothing to warrant you in the supposition that such a thing had 
been thought of among the negroes, was there? 

“A. Nomore than the testimony of the darkies, which I considered unworthy 
of belief entirely. 

s Q. — ban there from another county? 

A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. It did not take you ips Sacha cs satisfied that there was nothing in this 


apprehension of the 
“A. I can not say that I did come to the conclusion that there was nothing in 
there would be no more trouble; at least I thought there 


it, but I felt 
would be no more. 

“Q. There had not been any trouble, had there? 

“A. There had been these reports by the negroes. 

“Q. That was not trouble? 

“ A. But it was sufficient to cause an apprehension of trouble. 

“Q. But you were not satisfied that there would be no more reports; the 
presence of your company diu not prevent reports being circulated ? 

“A. No, sir. What I mean is I consider that the display of force made by my 
com ny was sufficient. 

‘en ow many men did you have? 

“ A. Thad sixteen men under me, and I considered that display of force would 
be sufficient to prevent the darkies from mak the attack, which I have no 
doubt epee bad talked about, Whetherthey ously contemplated it or not I 
can not say. 

“Q. You got there about what time? 

“A. About 1! o'clock. 

“Q. When did zoa leave? 

to Navasota about half- 9 in the evening. 

“Q, You a pretty good time while you were there, did you not? 

“The Wrrxess. Do you mean in Washington County? 

“Mr, SPOONER? Yes. 

“A. No, sir; I can not say that we had any enjoyable time at all, It was rain- 
ing, and we rode there through the rain, 


J. H. Roberts, Democrat, testified as follows (see page 349) : 
” 
Q. State what you know about the sending of telegrams for 
“A. I have a telegram here that I sent off piere the telegram i 
“Q. You say there was a meeting held? 
“A. Yes, sir; there was a meeting held, 
“Q. Where wasit held? 
“A. It was held at the Baptist church, in the neighborhood. 


" By Mr. TELLER : 


“Q. Was it held at Graball ? 
“A, No,sir; not at Graball, but about 2 miles from Graball. 


“By Mr. Eustis: 


“Q. What was the meeting for? 

“A, After the killing of Bolton ont at this voting precinct of Flewellen the 
county was under a good deal of excitement, and there wasa rt came into 
the neighborhood there that the negroes—this was on Sunday, after the killing 
of Bolton. Bolton, you understand, was killed on the night after the election. 

“Q. You mean he was killed on the night of the election ? P . 

“A. Yes, sir; he was killed on the night of the election, and on the next Sun- 
day the negroes had preaching out there in the neighborhood, and they were so 
thoroughly stirred up and excited abont the arrest of these parties, you know, 
that had been accused of killing Bolton that they would not go in the house 
to hear the preacher atall. They sat outside caueussing among themselves, 
and they made some threats and said if these negroes were not turned loose by 
Thursday that they intended to rise and release the negroes and massacre the 
white people, That was the news that was brought to the white people of the 
neighborhood. The news was bronght in the neighborhood and a meeting of 
the people called. In that end of the county the niggers outnumbered us about 
six to one, and we were ren! pratt at their merey, and held a meeting and de- 
cided on calling for help, and that was the origin of that dispateh. 

“Q. Were you secretary of the meeting? 

“A. Yes, sir; I was secretary of the meeting. 
dispatch you sent (handing a dispatch to the witness}? 


“Mr, Evarts. That meh piena had beiter go in evidence. 
“The following is the telegram referred to: 


“t COURTNEY, November 8, 1885—5 p. m. 
“To Sheriff: 


“ ‘Send to Lott’s Store, immediately, fifty armed men,on horseback. Weap 
prehend an insurrection from the negroes. 
“J.H. ROBERTS, 


y Citizens’ Meeting.’ 


“s 


“By Mr. EvsTIs: °. 
"Q. State whether your request for those troops was complied with by the 


eriff. 
“A. Yes,sir; it was. He came down with about sixteen or eighteen men.” 


Sheriff Dever, Democrat, testifies as follows (see pages 625, 625): 

“Mr. Jopox. From whom was the insurrection apprehended 7 

“The Wrrsess, From the negroes. 

“Mr. Joox. Within your knowledge as sheriff wasthereany basis whatever 
for supposing there would be an uprising of the negroes? 4 

“The Wrrxess. I really did not think so. 

Katine ea Have you ever learned anything since which would make you 
leve it? 

“The Wrrwess. I did not apprehend any danger, except when I received that 
telegram and went down there. There are but few white people in that end of the 
county, and the women and children down there were terribly frightened. That 
was the cause of that meeting and the cause of that te being sent to me, 

“Mr. Jopoy. Did you of your own knowledge, up to that time, know of any 
acts by negroes pointing to an insurrection, or have you ever learned since 
anyth: which show that they intended to rise? 

“The Wrrsess. No, sir; I do notknow that I did, 

“Mr. Jopon. It is not acknowledged in Washington County that there was 
no ground whatever for the belief that the negroes would uprise in an insur- 
rection? 

“The Wrryess. Well, only those people being scared, and the day we went 
down there you could not see any of the negroes, or but very few. 

“Mr. Jobos. Don’t you know from general report that the negroes were so 
seared that they had hidden out; don't you know that that bas since devel 
oped as the reason they were absent, that they were too scared to come out? 

“The Wityess. I do not know what was the cause. They have come ont 
since, and there is no trouble, 

“Mr. Jopox. Have you not heard that was the reason, that they were so badly 
seared that they did not dare to show themselves; haven’t you heard that talked 


“The Wirsess. Yes, sir.” 
D. Kirk, Democrat, testifies as follows (see pages 274, 275): 


“By Mr. Eustis: 

“Q. What were you going to say about Mr. Roberts? 

“A. I was going aos / that Mr, Roberts went down in that section of country 
known as the black belt, and he sent a telegram up there a few days after the 
killing of Bolton, stating that he believed there would be an uprising, and re- 
questing the sheriff to come down there with a posse of armed men. As soon 
as that report was made known there the sheriff and others telephoned to 
Chapel Hilland Independence this report of this Sip! aoegye rer uprising, and the 
sheriff got a number of men from Brenham to go down there, and they did go, 
and perhaps a military company came. 

“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. And he found there was nothing in it? 
“A. He found there was no uprising. 


. * + * e 7 


- 

“Q. Was it not generally understood that these men whom the sheriff met 
were going to Brenham to hang the negroes? 

“A. There were conflicting reports about that, 

“Q. What did the sheriff tell you about that? 

“A. The sheriff told me that they reported to him and fell in with him, 

“Q. What did they report about it? 

“A, That they had received these telephone messages that were telephoned 
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1 Hill and to Independ- 
f way between Brenham 


from Brenham. 
ence, and also to Navasota, 
and Graball. 
“Q. Do you remember what you said in those telephone messages? 
uA. I do not remember my exact language. 
“Q. Do you remember what you said? 

“A. No, sir; I do not remember. 

“Q, State as near as ret can recollect it. 

“A. Ijusttold them that there were wild rumors of uprising down there some- 
where in that Graball country. 

“ By Mr. Eustis: 

“Q. Uprising by whom? 

“A. By the negroes, and that the sheriff had gone down there, and telephoned 
some of them to go. I said I telephoned to Navasota, and I believe I nded 
to a telephone from there. They had heard of it from some source and asked 
about it, and I told them the best I could.” 

Fricke testifies as follows (see page 113): 
oe What was your understanding as to the object and purpose of the meet- 

g? 

“A. My understanding of the pu Laon ened parna | br preci rales was to be 
done with those Kepublicans— as they called them—who had been 
Oe ed tone and rebellion Sai ail all that kind of thing, as they claimed. 

ad there been any insurrection or rebellion? 

¥s a Not that I know of, 

“Q. Had there been an y uprising among the negroes? 

SA. Not that I know oi 

"Q. Had there been any threatened uprising among the negroes? 

“A. Not that I know of. 

"Q. Had there been, to your knowledge, any eee except the raiding of 
the ballot-boxes and the hanging of those colored men? 

i A. None, except the shooting of Bolton. 

“Q. He wasone of the men who raided the ballot-box? 

“A. Yes, sir; he was one of the men, I understand. 

“Q. there any foundation, so far as you know, for the rumors as to an 


I had telephoned myself both to Cha; 
ph I think they met him 


alleged negro u ng? 

“A, I think they were manufactured by the Democrats for the purpose of 
creating a pretext T them to commit outrages on the Republican leaders of 
Washington County. 

“Q. Isay, was there, to your knowledge, any aano for those rumors? 

“A. Not the slightest, except the foundation created by the rumors them- 
selves, Beier were circulated in the county by the Domoit for the purpose 

y me. 
“Q. Do you know of any real movement on the part of the negroes to uprise 


against the whites? 
“A. They had no tion to do it, or cause to do it, or inclination to do it. 
ay Do you know of their having been counseled by prominent Republicans 
th On the contrary, the Republicans had counseled them when they made 
contracts with the farmers, the land-owners, to stand up to their contracts and 
carry them out in good faith, but when they made a contract to sell the land- 
owner their labor or their produce to be careful Hepa a a their vote; not 


to sell to the Democrats there the co! men’s Repu! not to try to 
intimidate Democrats and require them to vote the Republican an ekok and, on 
the other hand, not to be inde y Democrats to vote 


uced, bought, or persuaded 
the Democratic ticket. That is about the kind of ST we used to them, 
Was there any excitement at the time of the election in Brenham ? 
sath Yes, sir; just nner the election,and it continued until the time when I 
there. 

“Q. So far as you know. by whom, by what gn; and for what was 
that excitement brought about and stimulated inte 

“A. For the purpose of breaking up the Bepablican party and getting rid of 
the Republican leaders. It was brought about by Democrats circulating false 
reports and having false publications made in their organ, the Brenham Banner. 

*Q. Reports of what; of the uprising on the part of the negroes? 

“A, Yes, sir; and threats of violence. 

“Q. There was an alleged apprehension of an u 

“A. It was a pretended neg amg of an uprising; Sites I understood it, 
they were merely circulating those reports in order to create a pretext to get 
excited shore naires and to aid them in breaking up the Republican party and 
drivin off its leaders. 

Q What was the general sentiment there as to the ticket which had been 

elected in that county by the votes cast? - 

“A, The general impression was that the apaan ee ticket had been elected, 

“Q vee talk at that time of contesting 

‘A. Yes. 


Carl Schutze testifies as follows (see page 205): 


“Q. Were bullets shot into the car? 
“A. Idid notseeany. Ido not know whether the shots were fired into the 
car or aar; but they were close up to it. 


“Q. Was there any foundation whatever, so far as you know, for these ru- 
mors Line were c ted ofa negro uprising ? 
“A o; sir, 


“Q. Did you hear of any threats made by the Republicans, or were the 
ihia that were*made entirely confined to the Democrats? 
** A. Yes; they were entirely confined to the Democrats.” 
8. A. Hack worth testifies as follows: 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. Did you bear of any threats being made by Republicans? 
“A. None at all. 
“Q. White or black? 
“A. No, sir. 
“Q. Did you hear an wea of insurrection from colored people? 
“A. None in the world; 
ss “Q. Who circulated Rakes oni of threatened and apprehended insurrec- 
on? 
* “A, All the news we got about it was from the Democrats. 
“Q. Doyourememberany prominent Democrats who were officious and active 
in, creating excitement there, and perpetuating it? 
“A. Yes,sir; I know of a good many who were. 
“Q. Name erp of them; who were they? 
“A. Mr. C. C. Boyd is one that I would hear talking a good deal; and [heard 
of Mr. Tristam talkin „and Mr. Leman talking. 
“Q. How about Ju ge Kirk? 
“A. I have heard of his talking, too, t deal. 
aj 3 Then these rumors of appeehenaa violence from the negroes came from 
the Democrats? 
“A. Yes, sir; altogether.” 
ALLEGED I..CENDIARY SPEECHES AT REPUBLIC ‘\§ MEETINGS DURING THE CAN- 
VASS, 
lor was sought to be given to the excitement in Washington County 


e col 
which ‘followed the lector by assigning as a coutributory cause of the excesses 
which marked the election and its sequel the making of what were stigmatized 


as sare pect speeches at Republican meetings, or at political gatherings of col- 
ored voters. 

‘The committee allowed a wide range in the testimony in support and in refu- 
tation of these accusations. It seemed but fair that every opportunity should 
be given to present the canvass, as bearing upon this point, as accurately and 
intelligently as possible. The exploration of this subject has, the committee 
thinks, demonstrated that the accusations themselves were vague and mere hear- 
say; that the imputations, when reduced to any definite expressions, came to 
nothing more serious than the ordinary methods of political argument and per- 
suasion ; that the infusion into these arguments of any race prejudices or prefer- 
ences in the canvass did not transcend the legitimate and natural scope of party 
zeal for candidates and that any stimulant to passion and disorder was entirel 
absent from the canvass. As to any combination or incentive to accomplis! 
any results by violence, the Republican speakers and the colored assembiages 
were entirely exonerated by the testimony from any such charges. A perusal 
of the following extracts from the testimony will, the committee subunit. ex- 
tinguish any impression that ‘incendiary speeches’ entered into the canvass, 
and will justify its conclusion that no substantial or reasonable support for such 
imputations ever had any basis in fact. 


Lafayette Kirk, the Democratic judge, testifies as follows (see page 259): 


“Q. You consider it a pretty serious thing not toallow a man, white or black, 
a citizen of as United States, to live where he chooses, do you not? 
“A. Yes, sir; Ido, 
* a. What had these men done thatthey should be driven from Washington 
y, and no longer permitted to live there in that community? 
CAS ï “do not think any of them were driven from the county. 
“Q. What had they done that they should be compelled tocease doing under 
penalty of exile? 
“A, As I say, I considered their course and conduct in the canyass—— 
Q. What courseand what conduct? 
“A. The character of speeches ey: made, 
cQ What character of sj 
. Speeches calculated to arouse the prejudices and passions of the negroes, 
“Q In what way did they do that? 
“A. By appeals to their prejudices and passions, and by. lies and falsehoods, 
5% The lies they were telling about you was the principal thing that aggra- 
vated you? 
“A. It did provoke me a great deal. 

“Q. Tell us some speech that any one of these men made, and what it was 
that caused their being put to thatalternative to either stop making Republican 
speeches of that kind or leave the county? 

“A. It was not so m the they would make as the applause and 
countenance they would give to speeches 

“Q. What have you in mind now? 

“A, On one occasion there was a negro,a Republican canvasser, and in the 
course of his remarks he ed to hiscolored friends, and he said, “You can 
not eat with the white people, you can not sleep with the Democrats, ou can 
not te with them, and what do you want to vote for them for And 
these gentlemen, whenever they were present, when such a T were 
cnet use of, would become convulsed with laughterand would applaud vocifer- 


ong: Your idea was that they must be prohibited from becoming convulsed 

with laughter when they found something to laugh at or leave the county? 
“A. The reason that induced me to make the statement was—— 

“Q. I want to get at the offenses these men had committed. One you say is 
that they became convulsed with laughter when some negro said that iter could 
not eat or sleep with Democrats, That negro did not lie much, did he? 

“A. He was exactly right so far as at was concerned; but I do not think 
that was a Republican speech which ought to be made. 

“Q. You do not hold the party or its ers responsible for everything that 
a man would say? 

“A. Ido, when their laughter induces them to say it; when by their conduct 
and actions, by their rappia or otherwise, they encourage it. 


“Q. Who ap; 
“A, Atthis, Senne sosot the memorialists, Jim Moore, was present. 
“Q. Did he laugh, snicker, snort, or what? 


“A, He wee very vociferous in his applause, indicating his approval of what 


the to ike 
The repo said that no negro could sleep with a white Democrat, and 
Mr. g en applauded that, and you consider that a mortal offense, for which 
he should be compelled to leave the eounty? 
“A. No, sir; I do not consider that so bad as some others, 
s What else? 
“A. When I went into that meeting I had just been informed that Mr. Potter 
had said that he was in favor of going in with the negroes and resorting to the 
shotgun policy to enforce their rights, 
Had Mr. Potter said anything? 
“A, I had been so notified and informed, and acted on that information. 
“Q. How long had you known Potter? 
“A. Ever since I had been in town. 
“Q. He is a pretty good neighbor. is he not? 
bso os peg I knew, I didn't port munh about him ae in Aig canvass. 
* e been a pretty good neighbor, on general p: 
oe He had, so far as I know. I had nothing to do with hie Snel 
“Q. Would’ you drive a man out of the county on what some fellow said, 
without makug probs inquiry about it? 
e event he had said it in his speech. 
“Q Did you hear him say any such thi ng? 
“A. Never. 
“Q. Why did he recommend them to adopt the shotgun policy? 
“A. To enforce their rights, I suppose. 
ay Shree is, if the white Democrats raided the ballot-boxes that they ought 
to be shot? 
“A. IL do not know what he had in his mind. 
“Q. Don’t you think it would have been a good idea to have found out what 
he said before undertaking to paii him? 
“A. Ido, The gentleman who informed me said he was making statements 
of | that character, that he was in favor of arming them. 
ny = after the election that he was 80 reported? 
AS sir. 
PO Isit it nottrue that you were told that Mr. Potter justified the shooting, 
when it was necessary, of men who raided the ballot-boxes? 
“A. I was not told that; T wasjust told about a conversation in which he said 
he, was in favor of arming the negroes and resorting to the shotgun policy. 
ae not that rumor been traced up, and had not Mr. Potter made a de- 
nial of it? 
“A. Not at that time, it had not. 
“Q. What eise was there; what other crime had these men committed ? 
“A. Some of them were notoriously bad characters there, 
ug Bad in what way? 
. They had no bh ee socially or otherwise. 
y g What other specific offenses had these men committed in the campaign ? 
One of them had laughed and applauded these colored men, other was 


made by negroes. 


reported to have said something that he denied saying. Now, what else was 
there of which you complain? 
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“A. They have detailed some of my social-equality es, and I will 
explain about that matter. In our district court there, all these men, I think 
every one of them, I can not remember which one, but they appealed to the 
negroes and said, “* There is Dever, the Democratic sheriff, who has divided the 
district court-room, and made the negroes sit on one side and the white people 
on the other, and you see how the white men treat you. There are no negroes 
on the jury; and they said the same thing about the county court. The fact 
was that Judge McFarland, who was the Republican district judge, had made 
the order, which I considered a proper one, but in order to meet these sort of 
appeals, which did arouse race prejudice in the en I told them that no 


such thing had been done; that Dever did not divide the county court-room, 
but that Ju McFarland did divide it. And they would make the statement, 
all of them, t the negroes had no representative on the People’s ticket as 


elected, and were not permitted to sit on juries, and that their wives, when they 
had business to transact at the court-room, were not treated with respect, but 
were allowed to stand in the cold and shiver, and that they could not get near 
the stove, all of which was absolutely false. 

“Q, Who did you hear make such a speech as that? 

“A. Mr. Hackworth, and a number of the negro speakers made similar 


speeches, 

“Q. And in reply to that, you showed that the negroes all sat around with 
the white people in your court? 

“A. I said in reply to that that Mr. Dever did not make any order dividing 
the county court room, and did not divide the district court room. 

“Q. And that in your court there was no such division? 

“A, Yes, sir; and I denied the charges that the negroes had no representa- 
tion. That was calculated, I considered, to arouse the and array them 
against the whites, They said they had no representation anywhere, and that 
they were not permitted to sit on juries, while the fact was thatas many of them 

sat on the “id under that administration as in any former administrations. 
I had examined the records to see what proportion of negro jurors we had. 

“Q. Those are the incendiary speeches you refer to? 

“A. Yes, sir; and those were some of the things stated at the public AD PaA 
that we held. They would try to prevent anybody góing up,and Mr. Hack- 
worth and Mr. Potter would make charges wpe me of a personal character. 
which were without any foundation in truth or in fact, and then they would 
try to prevail on their chairman of the meeting not to permit me to answer the 
charges or represent my candidacy or do anything of the kind. 

~Q. They were not your meetings, were they? 

“A. They were public mectings. 

“Q. They were Republican meetings, were they not? 

“A, No,sir; they were meetings generally. 

“Q. Were they not meetings called by Republican speakers? , 

“A, They were called by negroes. 

“Q. Were they not Republican meetings called by Republicans? 

“A. Well, the majority of those who attended them were Republicans. 

- Q Rec they not Republican meetings in contradistinction to Democratic 
meetin, 

sup you would call them that. 

HQ. You know what a Republican meeting is, a meeting called by the Re- 
publican local organization? 

“A. I will tell you how the meetings were gotten up. They would go out in 
the country in the evening, and they would get the negroes together and elect 
a chairman, and then they would address them, and they have done that during 
the last two canvasses. 

“Q. What other crimes did these men commit that you thought worthy of 
punishment? 

“A. No other that I know of. 

"Q. You have given, then, the head and front of their offending, have you? 

“A. I stated in the outset what caused me to make the statement I inthe 
citizens’ meeting. If you want that repeated I can repeat it. 

“Q. How is that? 

“A. T say I can t what caused me to make the statement about their 

unishment, as I did in the citizens’ meeting. I was never in favor of their be- 
en made to leave after that; after I found out that Mr. Potter disclaimed this 
Pair red I never said anything about his leaving or any of the rest of them 

leaving. 
x Q. You remember pretty distinctly what was said in these various speeches 


that Abe Lincoln was their friend, and that the 
Republican party had been their friend always? 

“A. Yes; t did that. 

“Q. Wasn't that incendiary? 

“ A. No, sir; I do not think so. 

“Q. Thatisfunny. What else do you remember? 

“A, I remember the meetings ore in camp there near Brenham in what 
is called Camp Town, a portion of the town where the negroes resided. They 
hvd a number of meetings down there, and I had known on several occasions 
two or three n to go down there with shotguns and Winchesters, and had 
endeavored, and successfully, to yo me—sometimes successfully—to keep me 
or anybody else from replying to their charges that Mr. Hackworth and his co- 
horts were making against me or men on our ticket. 


“By Mr. TELLER: 


they were or not? 

“A, They were called by Republican negroes, 

= Q. They were called by Republicans, to have Republican speakers address 

them? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q, And they declined to allow you to address them? 

“A, Yes; and bret declined to allow the a ers to address 
them, if they wanted to defend any men not on the Republican ticket. 


“By Mr. SPOONER: 


“Q. That was nothing against you? 

“A. No, sir; but I do not think they had any right to get up and make false 
ce es and not allow me to disprove them. 

“Q. That was not so much a matter of race or color as it was a matter between 
you and those men? 


“A. They would try to get the negroes to prevent my speaking, and under 


their advice they would prevent it. 
one Rd ve that advice? 
“A, Mr. 


ckwo! 


“A. Atevery meeting that was held in Camp Town. 
“Q. You would come there and demand a hearing? 
“A, I would, 
“Q. Why didn’t you call your own meeting after they had gone and have # 
mocratic meeting and speeches? 

“A. Because I proposed to meet those very things. 

“Q. Had you a right to force yourself on a Republican meeting against the 
bey vg pe e right speak i li ting thai 

“A. n a to n any public meetin; t was called for 
the discussion of the Republican candidates. = 

“Q. Do you understand that when a Republican meeting is called you have 


a right to go there and ? f 
“A, If it wasa pig publican mer ee, donot knowthatI would. These 
meetings were called for the purpose of public discussion 


“Q. These meetings were not called for the purpose of public discussion in 
that sense, but for the purpose of hearing Republican a aan denounce the 
Democratic candidates. 

“A. I was always invited tothose meetings by the negroes; almost universally 
invited there by the negroes, 

“Q. By Republican negroes? 

“A. You donot findanything else but Republican negroes, oratleastI haven't, 
down in our section, 

a “Q. pus they can not always safely vote for the Republican ticket and have 
counted, 

“A, Well, they did say that at this last election, 

“Q. Did Mr. Potter ask you at any point to stay at any meeting ? 

“A, Ido not remember anything af the kind, 

“Q. Did Mr. Hackworth tell you in advance of the charges he proposed to 
make against you in the SAORA? 

“A, No, sir. 

*Q. You are sure of that? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Did he before he made the es? 

“A. No, sir; and the first I h of them was on the stump. 

“Q. Do you remember ali that he said at any meeting on the stump? 

“A, No, sir; I could not undertake to repeat any of his speeches, 

“Q Did you attend a Republican meeting at which you insisted that nobody 
should speak unless you were permitted to speak? 

“A, I got up on the same stump he was on, and I told him if he made those 
sarees and would not permit me to answer or reply to them, that the meeting 
would have to adjourn, even if I staid there a week. 

“Q. Did it adjourn? 

“A. He took the band away with him—— 

"Q. And the band carried all the meeting with it? 

“A. No, sir; it left a considerable number of them there, and I staid there 
and addressed them—made a speech to them (page 236). 

s = = * e . s 

“Q. Before the election’did you hear any incendiary speeches made by Re- 
publican orators? 

“A. I heard such speeches as I considered rather incendiary. 

%4 z Son have given an account, I understand, of some of those you heard? 


> sir. 
“Q, ‘And have said all that you care to say on that subject? 
“A, About all that I could recall, I have given samples of them. 
“Q. Were those the extremest or severest instances of incendiary speeches 
that you heard? 


eee They were about as severe, I believe. It was their practices as much as 

=, Semel 
“Q. Lhaven’t asked you that. I ask you if you have given the severest ins 

stances of these incen speeches that you heard? 

“A, I believe I have given those that I heard, 


“TESTIMONY OF B, S. ROGERS. ; 
“B, S. Rogers, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


“By Mr, Eustis: 


“Q. What is your full name? 

“A, Ben S. Rogers. 

“Q. How old are you? 

“A, Iam thirty-five years old, 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A, In Brenham, 4 

"Q. How long have you lived there? 

“A, I have lived in Brenham a little over two years, perhaps three years, but 
I have lived near there for about twenty years. 

“Q. What is your oceu n? 

“A, Iam a practicin; wyer. 

“Q. Did you ever hold any office? 
‘ “A. Yes, sir; I am county attorney of Washington County at the present 

ime. 
“Q. How long have you held that office? 
“A. Since 1884, 
“Q You were elected in 1884? 


A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. And re-elected in 1886? 
“A, Yes, sir. > 
. kd . = . . e. 

“Q. Did you take an active part in the last canvass? 

“O. Did you h of those speeches made by the Re: 

“ you hear any ose es © by the ublican leaders? 

“A, Lheard a great many of them. ” 

“Q. Were they what you would call incendiary speeches, some of them? 

“A. Ido not know that I would term them that. They made use of a great 
many psn and declarations had a tendency to discontent tho ne- 
groes and make them dissatisfied with their condition, 

“Q. I mean did you hear any appeals made to their prejudices as colored peo- 
ple or to their fears as inoran? poopie ? 

“A. Yes, their speeches had tendency. 

“Q. Go on and state what you recollect about it? 

“A. Ido not know that I could give what each or any of the eaten said 
particularly, except in a fewinstances perhaps. Some of the Republican = 
ers made use of the that ‘the Democrats dente let you with 

r 


of their speeches? 

“A. Well, they woul go on and tell the negroes that the Democratic 
was the cause of their situation, was the cause of 
of their cotton being worth but 6or § cents, and 


being r,and t 
cause thie cause of 
a low price for the picking of the cotton, that it was occasioned by $ 
also the earthq we were ha’ atthe time were 
tions of Providence upon the party for treatment of the 
groes, 
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“Mr. Spooyer. That was a joke, wasn't it? 

“Colonel Grppines. No, sir; it was not. 

e = Ld kd s s kd 

“Q. You have spoken about these incendiary speeches; you do not mean to 
characterize these as incendiary speeches, do you? 

“A, Ido not know that that is the proper term for them. 

“Q. Did they differ from the ordinary Republican hes you had been in 
the habit of hearing for years, except as to the earthquake, part of it, which 
was new? 

“A, Yes, sir; I think they were a little worse than any I ever heard before. 

“Q. What was there specially bad about them? 

“A. They presented such arguments as that to the negro, that the Democratic 
tariff was the cause of their situation, 

“Q. Is that the worst thing, in your opinion? 

“A, Well, such as that. 

“Q. Is that the worst thing, in your opinion, that was said by the speakers? 

“A, I do not know that it was. 

"Q. It was as bad as anything, wasn’t it? 

“A. Then, again, the speeches that were made by some of the negroes there 
that I spoke of a while ago. 

"Q. Iam talking about speeches made by white ons pe! 

“A. They would say themselves the very meanest things that were said; 
they would generally put a negro up to it. 

“Q. How do you know they put a negro up to it? 

“A. By the working of the machinery? 

Pike Do yon know of any white Republican advising any insurrection among 
negroes 
* A. No, sir; I do not'of my own knowledge. 

"Q. Or advising any violent or unlawful act among the negroes? 

“A, I do not of my own knowledge, 

“Q. There was a little of that sort of talk among the Democrats, was there not, 
at the n cargcary a 

“A, I did not e sense of your question. 

“Q. What di A yes tell them at cash ore, prah pii ou made speeches to 
these negroes; didn’t you tell them about the beauties of free trade and all that 
sort of thing? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. You defended the Democratic tariff, did you not? 

“A. No, sir; I did not. 

“Q. What did you talk to them about? 

“A, I told the ni that these men were lying to them and had been for 
twenty years, and I tried to prove it. 

“Q. Did you hear Judge Kirk make any speech? 

“A. I heard him make several. 

“Q. In which he told them that the Republican district judge, McFarland, di- 
vided off his court-room so as to have the negroes on one side and the white 
men on the other? 


court—were treated He gere white people, and were not compelled toseparate? 


“A. I do not know that he said that, : 

" Q. Didn't he say that the county judge’s office and your office were always 
full of negroes, and that they were just as well treated as the whites? 

“A, He said something of thatsort. I do not know that those were the words 
that he used. 

“Q. But that wasthe idea? 

“A. The idea was that a negro was not prohibited from entering the court- 
house and yrn Page same attention that his business demanded that a whi 
man would (page . 

“Q. And the idea also was that a white Republican judge discriminated 
against the negroes and pes, gripe them to separate from the whites, while the 
mirpo o gin county judge and districtattorney did not; that was the idea, was 

not? 

“A. No, sir; I will tell Te precisely how it came about. Mr. Hackworth 
and Mr, Moore got up and charged that there was a discrimination against the 
negroes; that they were not allowed to enter the court-room or the court-house, 
or take seats in the offices, or come behind the railings, and that they might 
have icicles on the skirts of their women and they would not be permitted to 
warm themselves at the stove, and so on; and he said that Dever, the sheriff, 
had discriminated inst the nepro eg were using it as an argument 

inst him as a candidate then ; that he required the negroes to take one 
de of the court-house and the white people the other, and that they had con- 
tributed their taxes toward the building of the court-house and were entitled 
to sit where they pleased. Judge Kirk and myself, in defending Mr. Dever on 
that score, told them that Judge McFarland had drawn that line in the district 
courtroom, and that Mr. Dever, who also waited on the county court-room, 

. had not drawn the line there. 

“Q. So that all there was in it on either side was this: That in a cam y 
talking to colored men, the Republican ~ eo told them that they were dis- 
criminated against by the Democratic officers? 

“A. And we told them they were not, 

Pen And told them that they were discriminated against by the Republican 
officers? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. That was six of one and half a dozen of the other in regard to incendia- 
rism, wasn’t it? 

“A, Ido not know that that would be considered incendiary. 

“Q. You do not refer to that, then, as incendiary at all? 
ines Na sir; those rye =i dante Nir pga al night for of amona, those 

erent s es, and I paid very ea on to some o; m, and some 
of them I listened to.” 7 


B. F. Robertson testifies as follows (see page 540) : 

“Q. Atthe time of the Eldridge Hall meeting there was very much excite- 
ment in Brenham? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

oe Y Anda very great prejudice against Mr. Potter, Mr. Hackworth, and those 
Republicans? 

. Yes, sir; I suppose there was some. 

“Q. Would you consider a man who got up in sucha meeting as that and 
said that it was reported that Mr. Moore had made negro equality specches and 
that certain Republicans had advised the negroes to go armed at the polls and 
to shoot white men, as making an incendiary speech? 

“A. Well, if they were to get up— 

“Q. Answer my question. 

“A. Well, yes; I suppose if a man would get up and make that kind of a 


8 N 
“Q. You would consider that an incendi 5) i ? 
nE daa iary speech, under the circumstances 


“Q. Do you mean to that tnecay 
the Bidridge Hallmotaer N: such diary speech as that was made at 


do. They said if thus and so was the case; if it was the case that 


“A 


PoE was advising them to go and get their shotguns and take them to the 
polls—— 
“Q. Was it not stated that that was the case? 

“A, It might have been; I think it was stated that it was the case. 

“Q. On that theory, this proposition was made that they ought to be com- 
pelled to leave the country, wasn’t it? Would younot call thatan incen: 
speech, with all the excitement and all the surroundings? 

"A Yes, sir; but it was— 

“Q. But it wasa Democratie incendiary speech, and that makes all the dif- 
ference in the wide, wide world ? 

“A. There is a heap ofdifference between that and a negro meeting. 

“ Mr. Eustis (to the witness), Don’t you mean by an incendiary speech—— 

“Mr. Spooner. He means what he says. Give him achance to be original; we 
have had more of your meaning than of his,” 


Lewis R. Bryan, esq., Democrat, testifies as follows (see page 569): 
“ By Mr. EVARTS: 


“Q. Who circulated those stories that Republican orators had accused the 
prea ae party for the responsibility of earthquakes and the low price of 

ton? 

“A. The candidates— 

“Q. I say who circulated those stories that the Republican orators had said 
these things about the earthquakes and the low price of cotton? 

“The Witygss. Do you want the names of the individuals? 

“Mr. Evarts. If you know, you can tell us, 

“A. I say the candidates on the People's ticket and perona who would go— 
others also who would attend those negro meetings. They were just talked of 
asa joke, but I do not believe that it was just a joke, a thing of that kind, and 
they could not appreciate the effect of it. 

“Q. Who were the men who circulated these stories that the Republican 
orators in the campaign accused the Democratic party of the responsibility for 
the earthquake at Charleston and the low price of cotton? 

“A, Ido not understand. 

“Mr. Evarts. Read the question. 

“The reporter read the question, as follows: 

“QQ. Who were the men who circulated|these storiesithat the Republican ora- 
tors in the campaign accused the Democratic party of the responsibility for the 
earthquake at rleston and the low price of cotton?’ 

“A. I think I just answered it; that I got my information, of course, from 
men ae were in sympathy with the People’s ticket who had gone to these 
meetings. ; 

“Q. you give the names of any persons? 

“A, Well, Sir totes the candidate for county attorney. 

vE Se = these things? 

‘A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Who else said these things, that the orators of the Republican party 
claimed so and so? 

“ A. Judge Kirk, and it seems to me I have heard others say it, but I can not 


tell. 

“Q. Ido not want you tosay anybody that you can not identify, but those 
you can say? z 

“A, I think I can safely say that they did, because I have heard them talking 
about it; they were the most active, 

“Q. The county attorney and the county judge were the persons who circu- 
lated those stories? 5 

"A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And they were on the People’s ticket? 

“A. Yes, sir. $ 

“Q. What effect did those stories thus circulated by Judge Kirk and the 
county attorney, rs, have on the votes of your people down there? 

“A. I can not answer that. 

“Q. Very well, if you can not, say so, and we will go on and do something 
else; I don’t want to carry on a conversation with you. 

* Mr. Eustis. If the witnesses were correctly understood, Judge Kirk and Mr, 
Rodgers testified that they had heard those es made. 

“Mr. Evarts. Iam cross-examining him on his own views and not upon what 
has been said by other people. You can answer that. 

“The Wrrness. As to the effect? No, sir; I can not. As to— 

“Q. Very well, that is enough. Whateffect did it have on your mind in re- 
gard to the election? z 

“A. Onmy mind it had this effect: I just thought all that sort of talk was ab- 
surd and just showed the desperate efforts they were making-— 

"Q. That who were making! 

“A. The Republican candidates—the candidates on the Republican ticket— 
the desperate efforts they were making to be elected when they would Sopi 
in any such manner to an ignorant people who did not know any better; it 
that effect on my mind. 

“Q. Did you not think it was a d e effort of Judge Kirk and County 
aane Bon igers to circulate such stories to affect the elections in their favor? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. You did not? 

“A. No, sir; because I thought it was true, 

"Q. It may be that you thought it was true, but you expected to get Demo- 
crats to vote for the People’s ticket by that talk, did doha not? 

“A. Well, yes, sir; of course, I suppose so; certainly; yes, sir.” 

W. W. Searcy, esq., chairman of the Democratic executive committee, testi- 
fies as follows (see page 396): 

“Q. As to Mr. Moore, what are your objections to him? 

“A. The principal objection to Mr. Moore is the character of speeches that 
he is reputed to have made down there in canvassing. 

“Q, That wasin politics; public hes ? 

“A, Yes,sir; public speeches; king to the negroes. I donot know any- 
thing about Mr. Moore rsonally atall, 

“Q. And therefore w ver feeling prevails there against Mr. Moore is, so 
far as you know, because of his political demonstrations? 

“A. It was because of the character of speeches that he is reputed to have made 
there to the negroes. 

“Q. In political ec! pe gel 

“A. Yes,sir; in political campaigns. 

“Q. Did you ever hear one of those speeches? 

“A. I never did. Inever went to one of those meetings in my life. 

“Q. Did you ever hear Lent bey ran any speech he made? 

"A, Yes, sir; I have heard that he advised social equality and all that sort of 
thing to the negroes down in that county. 
vat $ ‘All that sort of thing? How many sorts of things are there down 

ere 

“A. That means a good deal with our people. 

“Q. You said ‘all t sort of thing?’ 

“A. Well, he advised them toact against the white people, and advised social 


mality. 
eno. 5 ee what are called incen 


speeches? 
“A. I judge so, sir. I never heard one 


those speeches, 
“Q. But you have heard in Democratic circles of the speeches of Republic- 
ans as being incendiary ? 
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“A. There were a good many Republicans down there, and I have heard them 
talk about the character of these speeches they have heard these men make, 
“Q. And called them incendiary? 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. And you understand that incendiary speeches are speeches that advise 
uality and the uniting of the blacks againstagainst the whites? 
"A. Yes, ae that is what I consider them to be, 
ie debate the 


“Q. Now, you spoke of this Mr. Moore as irele wane urged in publie 
union of the eolored people against the whites. In what wer aun he ees 


to go ‘into white people’s parlors, and to be permitted to dine with them, and to 
be permitted to white women, and all that sort of thin; is what 
we mean td social equality down there. 

That was ahead of my inquiry. You had two heads; one social equality, 
and the other the uniting of the colored people against the whites. My last ques- 
tion has nothing to do with the social-equality branch, but but with 4 this other 


branch. 

“The Wrrsess. Do you mean whether he advised them to vote against the 
white people down there? 

r. Evarts. Yes, at the elections, 

“A Yes, sir; he did. sa 

“Q. At the elections? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was there any white man’s ticket aoe there? 

“A, No. sir; I do not think there was Geen EE ler that name 
down there. ighe People's ticket was gen supposed to be the white men’s 


ticket. 
“Q. Mr. repay did not thal he up a nae man’s ticket, did he? 


“A, No, sir; I 

“Q. All he See ee ee ta laden dhl nia tian Aii Lae ade 
ple’s ticket, was a not? 

“A. Idid nuk reaper g tengo Raye gan is what I understood. 

hive re is what you mean by uniting the colored people against the 
white e 

"A. Yes, sir. 
“Q To yote for their ticket as against the other ticket ? 
“A. Yes, sir.” 


S. A. Hackworth, Republican, testifies as follows (see page 231): 

xi e Sos nisde speeches there during the campaign ? 

A es, sir. 

“Q. You addressed white audiences as well as colored audiences? 

“A. Yes, sir; we had several mixed meetings. 

“Q. Did rego make any speech during EEA T EN which was calculated or 
intended A PA AET TER negroes against 


to the conttary. thespeeches I made I think were cal- 
ring about and keep aes of good feeling between both races. 
I was as much interested as any w. tizen in the county in seeing that done. 
“Q, pa did not make any speech that could be fairly called an incendiary 


“A. No, sir. 

sas Or Rie enna Aar Cin Ais GETAFE amen Speen Le RRE E 

our party ? 

4 “A, Judge Kirk may have called it an incendiary speech, because it was 

against him. We showed about the theft of the school fund and made it pretty 
in that these stealings had occurred with his knowledge. That was ut 


most speech that we had made. 
“Q. That is the we have heard about that. What is there about that? 
, Was A SERE Soie Kirk’s administration ? 


sir, 
“ 
wQ. Ts it possible? What was there of it? 

A. We a certificate of the county treasurer. I do not know whether Mr. 
‘eae not. We have the prod OA In aly wpe econ Judge 
Kirk has charge of the free and issues v to the school-teachers. 
‘These vouchers are signed Ip or ge and ace hie teak a of office placed on the 
and then the teacher can go and draw his money. There were several 
voue: found out by a SSON: treasurer. Forged 
on the county treasurer and had bees paid by him, and J 

te those vouchers, and so well signed that 
self believed it was J Kirk's 
was that these forged vou 
because we had a certificate from the county 
at several “of our 
te make on him, I told J Kirk that 
the responsibility for the th 
should defend himself the best he charged all 
the canvass, and it is ished in Mr. Schutze’s paper, and I believe is an- 
other reason why Ju Kirk and his friends were determined he should not 
out of office. [should not be surprised if there was oma ine i a large amount of 


the school fund missing. I think there has a great deal of fraud goneon. But 
we only know that there was a lot of money stolen by forged vouchers, 
“Q. How much al P 


R ah od td hundred dollars; I think that was all that he could get 
“By Mr. EVARTS: 
"Q. ‘That was the ay ogee 


Kirk get very an 
Well, ring the w 
petite and were under indictment 
with them, bap those men were armed. 
“By Mr. SPOONER: 
“Q. Who do you mean 
“A. I mean ir n Kirk, Titr. Rogers, and the Democrats, 
“Q. Were y at your meetings? 
ue Yes, sir; they were atall our meetings with armed men, 
“Q. Attanded your meetings, Republican meetings? 
“A. Yes, sir; they would come to our meetihgs and demand a division of the 


time. 
“Q. Who else beside J Kirk did that? 
“A. Judge Kirk and Mr. rs were the leading men, 
And these armed men with them? 
“A. Yes, sir; these armed men were with them. 
“Q. How many such men? 
“A. I think they Seeesally canrees about six or seven with them, 
“Q. How did you know y were armed? 
“A, We saw 
“Q. Revolvers? 
“A. Yes, sir; and six-shooters, some ofthem, 
“Q. What sort of men were they? 
“A, Some were white and some colored men; some were under indictment 


weapons. 


for murder. Mr. John Traylor was one. He did not attend all the meetin 
but he attended the meetings held at Chapel Hill precinct. He was 
dictment for murder. A colored man named Sloan was under indictment for 
murder in Washington precinct. and they had another man under indictment 
for murder, Mr. John cen s These men were completely in their power, and 
were ready and willing todo their bidding. At one of the meetings at Cedar 
Hill one of our men drew a pistol on them, and it broke up the meeting. Thero 
were a lot of Germans in the and they withdrew from the meeting and 
waited until Judge Kirk went away. and we called a , after had 
ne, outside of the house, and I made my talk to them there. ' And at pel 
l on another occasion I was informed pistols were drawn on me while 
I was on the stand, and I know I was cursed a their bulldozers, 
“Q. You mean to say, „thero was something of intimidation among the 
Dosnpecetio ie leaders prior to election day? oe 
“Q. At Thenoblican meetings? 
“A. Yes, sir. 


es, 
“Q. Did you divide the time with Ju Kirk at any of those meetings? 
UA. Yes, sir; we had it to do, age é 

That was compulsory ? 


wQ Did you make any of what are called negro-equality speeches? 


~ Q Did you hear any speeches of that kind made? 
Bip aeit "speech tab? a wae muss ts rs Rt k Shi eae, 
social-equality tI was e udge Kirk an r. 
They denounced Ju McFarland for dividing the races in court-room, 
Judge Kirk boasted in his court-room the ng e eea and blacks all mixed up 
together and there was no dilference made the races. He boasted 
that in all his or words to effect. That was the nearest to a so- 
cial-equality that i heard during the canvas, and f stated that openly in 
reular of the 1 
a circular of the 10th. 
Q. The statements in that ciroular are true, so far as you know? 
SA. Yes, sir; so fur as I know are true, 
“Q. Was there any contest for the election ? 
“A. No, sir; there was no chance of it; the danger was too great. 
. But there was none, was there? 
“A” No, sir; there was none, 


‘ 
‘Q. ay ae not? 
“AL hanging of these three colored men and the running off 
of Re Sree Er large numbers of colored people left the county that wo 
would have to use as w Yon understand that when a ballot-box 
is destroyed the only way we can prove how the vote is voted is to summon tho 
voters, are or four hundred colored, who havo been run out 
of the county, and some of the white Republicans, and there was Lordy to 
contest it; they were afraid to contest it; it would be useless to attempt ft, 


Joseph Hoffmann, Republican, testifies as follows (see page 136) : 


"Q. Something has been said about incendiary speeches being made by the 
Republican Near eon and leaders, Did you hear any incendiary speech 


from mp eee 

“A. I have been one of the Republicans who have been in Caos d canvass in 
the last years, yos mar say and I never bave heard any Re lican make 
an incend: speech or uality speech. I have heard Mr. Hack worth 
and others ean to keep their contracts with the white folik, but he told 
them, ‘when you make such contracts carry them out, but don’t your yote 


with the contract. 
“Q. Was that called an incendiary speech? 


“© ao thee aie aon “i speeches d: th What do th 

se ‘ow, the: ut incen es down there. tho 
vane an incendiary made by a Republican ? 

“A. Well, my idea of what they would mean by an 


e people, I reckon, to get up and kill one another; Met ta hat 


be to just tell 
I would call incend jary. 
R Mep aas So USA DOTAT ipentrearg VEA Ben OAI Ton ae ias 
p wan makes on Inosndiaty wpeyee 5 what do they mean? What sortofaspeech 
“A, nA fs bp Usehcatls Chic tape Topina Abn, 
“Q. And isall? 
‘A. That isall E know of. 


“G AAE seh acts Ra pir nes whe dae EOE VOE OR S wong 


«G. it have them counted if they could? 

“A. That is my idea of it. I know that after we were charged with having 
made incendiary while Mr. Hackworth and Mr. Moore were in Bren- 
ham, that we publ acard in the yf emg Banner—I paid Mr. Rankin $3 
aT tak mons unlityspees Seah a aa Se de nied Se, naar on ty in thelr 

an peak t es, and we de open oir 
own newspaper, it has never been contradicted by them, 
“Q. You know hr l Poea ert toe 6 oe 
“A. Yes, sir; I believe I Ste hha oat Seon suybady. 
19- He was the oditor of the paper at Brenham? 


“Q. What was the name of his paper? 

“A. The Texas Staats Zeitung. 

“Q. That was a paper which i circulated in that neighborhood among the Ger- 
mans? 

“A. Yes, sir; generally in Washington County. Some few numbers of it went 
to foe and Fayette O Counties, the petenboxt counties, 

“Q, It was oi German paper, I suppose 

“A. No, sir; there was an German paper published there, 

“Q. What was the name of that? 

“A. That was the Texas Volksblatter. 

“Q. Was that a Democratic paper? 

“A. The editor used to claim to be a Republican, but during the last two can- 
Moret he has always taken the Democratic side, as far as I have seen, in county 
afai 

“Q. iwas a German paper, published in the German tongue, and patronized 
by Germans, both of these papers you have spoken of were? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did Mr. Schutze make any speeches during this campaign last Novem- 


ber? 

“A, Mr. Schutze never made a public speech one time, and that was 
when he came to Burton, to my house. and I do not believe any of the gentle- 
men knew of that. I took him out to my p erra avin and there was s 
little gathering there, a friendly gatheringof a few , and he made alittle 


talk in German, and he and [ were the only ped ace there, It was in apri- 
vate house; it was no meeting. 

“Q. And ‘his remarks were made in the German tongue? 

“A. pS sir; hes 


“m 
ume A fe A few rot them 


ke in German. 
ere do not understand German, do they? 
understand it. 
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“Q. How does that happen ? 
“A, are! pick it up justas the Americansdo. We haveAmericansthere who 
talk as German as I can. 


poo th deen eli A pea 


such a speech pt and mayealt: 
nQ Look at this pa he fow persons present and myself refer toas having 
published [h: ‘a newspaper extract to the witness). 
SA. ayes eit; that is ecard, 
“Mr, Evants. I will read it: 
“* To the people of Washington: County: 


“We, the und 
aa e not 


“*Brrnuam, November 9, 1886. 


hereby declare that during the entire can- 
make, nor ec te hear any Republicans make, any 


pet by vb 
ection from certain iarr] acts of our adversaries, and we Lan ee 
earnestly ask a suspension of itis pA pripr dan naen until we can be 

heard in regard to all matters complained of against us. 


“<0 O. BRYAN. 
"MOORE. 
“S, A. HACKWORTH. 
RICKE. 


“By Mr, EVARTS: 


“Q, Is this a true statement which you made and signed here? 
“A. Yes, sir; that ie true. 
“Q. Who drew this ar? 
“A, I believe it was either Mr. Hackworth or Mr. Schutze who drew it, 
“Q. One or the other of those gentlemen? 
“A, x sir. 
“Q; And zos pape tribas tornig a ait rs 
Pees Yes, sir; Pria ape the printing office myself, and paid forit, and had it 


uQ. How long did the,excitement on one side against you Republicans, and 
your be ear aerians es re 
t contin’ a long time, even through month of December, mostly 
because my house, as I have stated before, nse Aer ai every night, and I was 
afraid and did not commence my paper of Boome. Soom generally start right off 
after New Year's, and commence assessing in the py Aa Brenham first; but I 
did not commence there this until the 15th of January. 
on a> Why did you delay so. ? 
The reason I delayed was, Í was afraid to commence assessing rightafter 
thes excitement, after I had left home. I could hear nothing from ga a meea I 
was at Barton, only 13 or 14 miles off, but I could hear nothing. 
“Q. What effect did this ent or movement praduce upon the colored 
Licts tage out there? 
hey were afraid, and a great many of them have left the county to my 


know 
“Q. Where have they gone? 
A, Loy A have eee ne to Brazoria, to Wharton, to Matagorda, and Fort Bend, 
and some of ve moved inte Burleson and Lee Counties, that I know of. 
“Q. How many Republicans have removed? 
“A. The only ones that I can say have removed, although I know some of 
them ran off, or that they were made to leave—. 
“Q. Who were those? 
“A, There were five of them that I heard of. 
=Q. Who were they? 
“A. Ed. Lockett pot he was not made to leave), Mr. Schutze, Mr. 
and J. L. Moore Lockett and Mr. Gilder they left, I 
day after the election, before that meeting at Eldridge Hall. The reason I <a 
that is that he came and borrowed m y six-shooter, and he left that day. 
he was afraid t E ragap Spora apret kaorit p Anpa laeni Hg 
and Lockett of having armed those negroes down there at ig gue s, and he 
ee aaia ee ee erat as he left; en1 Ed. Lockett, I believe, staid a 
day or two longer. then he uae a ra any nse y viagra giang hires. 
“Q. Do you know where he Went? 
“A. I do not know, sir. 
"Q. And these other gentlemen who left, Hackworth, oe a ant 
SA. Halos staid there quite a while yet before they lefi. 
“Q.H areny fpe a 
“A. Yes, sir (page @4 
“Mr. Evarts. I want to put iato the record the card of Mr. Potter as pub- 
lished ma the Brenham Banner of November 5, 1886. 


“The card referred to is as follows: 
=‘ [From the Brenham Daily DAHON Brenham, Tex., Friday morning, Novem- 
PREN, ber 5, 1886.] 


"t Whoever says that I have, either directly or indirectly, advised the eolored 
people to arm themselves, etc., lies willfully and parca wei Fe Myself and all 
others who are Republ: have advised colored people just to the con- 

„and have assured. that the conservative element of white people 
would not permit any unlawtul acts or violence to be performed upon them. 
The colored tiga relying upon our assurances, apprehend no danger, nor 


are they arm: 
“*O. B: POTTER.’ 


“Mr. EVARTS. It is coneeded, I believe, that the Brenham Banner is a paper 
issued early in the morning? 

“Mr. Jopon. Yes, sir; it ts published at night and is carried around early in 
the morning.” 


ny: G. Scott, colored, who voted the People’s ticket, testifies as follows (see page 


“Q. Do you remember when an indignation meeting was held at Brenham 
by the Democrats? 

“A. I take the Brenham Banner, and J saw in the Banner that on the Friday, 
I believe it was, if I mistake not, after the shooting of young Dewees Bolton, that 
Colonel en. I think, Pree a meeting of the Democrats of the county, and 
in that meeting i pees ted three aberag of each précinct, and 
precinct, Chapel ne Felder was and— 

“Q. What were those committees aprobaten for? 

“A. Ido not just remember, I think the Banner said they were appointed 
to take under consideration the | depen ara ot the people or to consider peace, 

re was great disturbance in country there. 

“Q. Who was the committee for your precinct that you were about to name? 

my prvets Sepia Felder, Mr. Darne, and Mr. Rouse, I think, were the three from 

in 
Who was the first man you named? 


“A. Mr. Miles Felder, Heiss white man there. 
A Democrat? 


Knoxsor Hill eolored to leave,and for that reason he feared 

y | eae on and Se ernie dha aeekeminind a a toask him about it, 
“A. He was steward of my church, a colored man. He said that Mr. Higgins 

and another w man had been there the evening before and had ordere: 

and all the colored on that hill of the Knoxson family to leave th re, 

and that was the m of the meeting they had held. I told Creecy I did 


oe o did they say t were t 

A They said it was Tist for old man Knoxson. Thatthey were notafter the 
colored Beste but after ~ leading men whe s 

“Q. did they name 


ho 
PL; They said it was brought about by Gilder and Ed, Lockett; that they ad- 


vised the colored Dewees Bolton was killed to go armed ; 
and old man Dottes end and Steve Hackworth and that crowd; he some five 
or speakers that made > he said those were the 


ones they were after. 
“Q. You have named Mr. Hackworth and Knoxson? 


“A. Mr. Hackworth and O. B. Potter and J.L. Moore., They had spoken on 
Saturday before and said some rough words. 
“Q. mentioned J. E. Moore did they? 


“AL Rage 
=Q. Did mention Shutze among the rest? 
. “A. I do not remember whether he mentioned Schutze or not, 

=A Ho ehi thoy mantel ats tanas and t on to. that the ad- 

y neen: $ went on tossy 
ministration of these Re had been very bad; that they 
had robbed the eounty, so that good citizens on the Peeple’s ticket, many of 
them, were tired of them; and I told them that when I voted I voted for the 
good men; that E had voted for Judge Kirk forcounty clerk, and for Mr, mes 

s Sa What did they say they were going to do about the carpet-baggers 
A. He did not ssy, only that they were the ones that seemed to ae the 
epic against which the meeting was held. He did not tell me what they were 
going to wegen He said Aogas were the ones they were after; that they were not 
after the meaag A oy and they would not trouble them. 

“Q. Were Mr. and Mr. Glass both pieces at that conversation? 

“A. Yes, sir. Mr. Glass was the justice of the peace. We were sitting in the 
doctor's shop by the post-office.” 

CONCLUSIONS. - 

The committee has extended its examination into pa litical transactions 
in Washington County over the widest range asked for er by the petitioners 
or by the inculpated parties. It has embracedin its manteis every topic bear- 
ing upon the state of feeling prevalent in aas partion of that population, or 
entering into thè rivalries and competitions which animated the political con- 
test out of which arose these outrages upon the freedom of el , upon the 
pasi and order of society, upon the ——— safely and immunities in their 

of the brave and Jafiinching ‘fenders, potd Ergel a rasna of the 
essential and universal princi lesa of constitutional, and individual lib- 
erty which are the commor all ever the land, of citizens of the United 


States, 
This extensive and DanS AS the committee has thought 
juatiied by Ha conviction that the actual case presented not unfairly the features 
that illustrate the political which afflict portions of our country w. 


disorders 

the population is at all nearly divided between white and colored citizens. 
These disorders do not alone disturb and threaten the good fame and security 
of the neighborhoods where they occur, nor of the States within whose borders 
these disastrous misehiefs pass unehecked, un and wncondemned, 
They tend to weaken and set f back the sincere Ry ores of the country at large to 
obilierate all distinctions, as between geographical or political divisions, in the 
prevalence of jus ice, peace, good-will, and equality of right in discussing and 
solving all the problems which affeet the welfare of this t people. 

While, in the opinion of the committee, the state of feeling in these com- 
munities is not ripe to receive jnst and anent impressions from invest 
tions such as have been conducted by the Senate, it can not but expect consid- 
erahle benefit, in the country at large, from a dis jonate and responsible ex- 
hibition of the true and the principal traits of this transaction. The moral, so- 
ein}, and polkical bearings of such a condition of things, as is displayed upon 
the evidence taken by the committee, upon the community in which it exists 
pean themselves to the calm judgment of thoughtful and patriotie minds in 

populations. Not less do they engage the earnest attention of the great 
body orth the American people, which are removed from the environment in 
ich these occurrences take place. 

= can not be expected that these incidents, when looked at from opposite 
pobite of view, will make the same aeaee or lead to the same conclusion 
n all parts of the country or Padge all political parties. But concurrence as to 


the fnets is the first ® great step towards a conciliation of views and 
whieh obstruct a concurrence of judgments, 


step and 
an appreciation of the influences 
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Besides, no greater element for the formation of a sound public opinion can be 

suggested than that a wider and wider should be given to a knowledge 

of and an interest in the real nature of and similar proceedings wherever 

they may occur. Brought into the light where “a thousand intelligences may 

burn upon it,” the truth will surely force these evils and dan anywhere in 

eager „and ene consequences upon the conscience and the responsibility 
e whole je. 

The statutes of the United States have treated with circum ion and vigor 
the difficult province of regulating Federal elections where the constitutional 
rights of voters are not acceptable to the general sense and interests of the com- 
munities as they understand them. These ulations, however, depend, like 
all other laws, for their efficacy upon the zeal, activity, intelligence, and Bh 
sistency of their execution. With all these the executive department of the 
Government is wholly charged under the Constitution. The selection and 
supervision of all subordinate offices throws upon the Chief Magistrate, the 
President, the responsibility of seeing that the whole weight of Government is 
to be thrown in the Procion of the elective franchise and the punishment of 
all violators of the laws that have been passed to guard it. Beyond this every 
just, every possible authority and influence that attend upon official station 
should show themselves in every neighborhood as a “terror to evil-doers and 
a praise to them that do well.” Many miscarriages, many shortcomings in 
reaching pay toma success in these efforts of the executive government may be 
looked upon by the people of the country with an indulgent temper, But the 
absence of such efforts, or a languid prosecution of them, will not long be tol- 
erated by public opinion or left unvisited by political condemnation. 

The committee recommends the careful revision of the existing laws ny Yozont 
ing elections of members of Con and an examination of the proposed legis- 
lation pertinent to the same subjects, which have been peepee in Congress, 
with the view of providing fora more complete protection of the exercise of the 
elective franchise by act of Congress, and more efficient provisions for the pun- 
ishment of offenses against it. 

They therefore ay eed for adoption by the Senate the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed carefully 
to revise the existing laws regulating elections of members of Con, witha 
view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the elective 
franchise, and for the punishment of offenses against it, and to report to the next 
legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. COKE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas if he will yield to a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business ? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. SAWYER. Before doing that I ask the Senator to yield to me 
to present a conference report. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will yield forthat purpose, the Senator from Texas 
having yielded to me. 


THOMAS WYNNE, 


Mr. SAWYER. Isubmit a conference report and ask that it may 

be considered at this time. 
The-PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3116) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its di ementto theamendmentof the House, 
and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the part pro- 
pea to be inserted in the amendment of the House, insert of $35 a month in 

ieu of the pension he is now receiving ;’’ and the House n to the same, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 

EDWARD LANE 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
E. N. MO 


Managers onthe part of the House 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the conference report the question is on concurring 
in the same. 
The report was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, - 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjoarn. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ihope the Senator from Massachusetts will allow us 
to have a brief executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. I doubt whether there will be Senators enough in at- 
tendance on such a session to transact any business of importance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance to know-the fact that there are several Sena- 
tors in committee-ruoms attending to committee duties who will come 
here when their presence is necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The 
ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam inclined to call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have not a quorum here. 

Mr. HARRIS. We have a quorum in the building that can be ob- 
tained in a few moments. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
whether my request that the report of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections be printed in the RECORD was agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was so ordered, The question is 


on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 
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Mr. HOAR. I call for a division on the motion. 

The question put, the ayes were 14. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the call for a division if there is no 
objection. The Senator from Tennessee undoubtedly would not make 
the motion unless he had some good reason for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not seek to transact any business unless there 
is a quorum here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and eleven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 14, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 13th day of February, 1889. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

Eugene E. White, of Prescott, Ark., to be an Indian inspector, vice 
Eli D. Bannister, resigned. 

POSTMASTER. 

Sam M. Adams, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Pike and 
State of Alabama, in the place of Stephen A. Pilley, whose commis- 
sion expired January 22, 1889. ‘ 

PROMOTJONS IN THE ARMY. 

Lieut. Col. Edward M. Heyl, inspector-general, to be inspector-gen- 
eral with the rank of colonel, February 12, 1889, vice Breckinridge, 
appointed Inspector-General with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Maj. Henry W. Lawton, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 12, 1889, vice Heyl, 
promoted. 

Capt. Joseph P. Sanger, First Artillery, to be inspector-general with 
the rank of major, February 12, 1889, vice Lawton, nominated for pro- 
motion. 


f CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1889. 
POSTMASTERS, 
z John T. McAeney, to be postmaster at Lisbon, Ransom County, Da- 
ota. 
Willard N. Meyer, to be postmaster at Leoti, Wichita County, Kansas, 
Isaac Conner, to be postmaster at Ponca, Dixon County, Nebraska. 
William J. Brennan, to be postmaster at Sidney, Cheyenne County, 
Nebraska. 
coche Harvey, to be postmaster at Hudson, Columbia County, 
ew York. 
Mrs. Cora E. Clark, to be postmaster at Whitesborough, Grayson 
County, Texas. f 
= se E, Aiken, to be postmaster at Brookings, Brookings Connty, 
akota. 
William E. C. Worcester, to be postmaster at Hudson, Middlesex 
County, Massachusetts. 
O im W. Robbins, to be postmaster at Niles, Trumbull County, 
io. 
John A. Turley, to be postmaster at Athens, MeMinn County, Ten- 


nessee. 
= Sylvester S. Munger, tobe postmasterat Lampasas, Lampasas County, 

‘exas. 

Edward B. Yancey, to be postmaster at South Boston, Halifax County, 
Virginia, 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Ira M. Kurtz, of Indiana, to be register of the land office at North 

Yakima, Wash. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


Norman J. Colman, of Missouri, to be Secretary of Agriculture. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
First Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Thomas T. Knox, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Albert L, Miils, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. James Jackson, of the First Cavalry, to be major. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
Lieut. Col. Loomis L. Langdon, of the Second Artillery, to be colonel, 
Capt. John Egan, of the Fourth Artillery, to be major. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Maj. Royal T. Frank, of the First Artillery, to be lieutenant-colore}, 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 


First Lieut. Richard P. Strong, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Adelbert Cronkhite, to be first lientenant, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. - 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ELI GARRETT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message; which 
was referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed: : 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return withoutapproval House bill No. 9163, entitled "An act granting a pen- 
sion to Eli Garrett,” 

This beneficiary enlisted in the Confederate army December 1, 1862.. He was 
captured by the United States forces on the 26th of November, 1863, and enlisted 
in the Union Navy January 22, 1864, 

He was discharged from the Navy for disability September 8, 1864, upon the 
certificate of a naval surgeon, which states that he had valvular cardiac disease 
l Gigas at of the heart), and that there was no evidence that it originated in the 

ine of duty. 

His claim for pension was rejected in 1882 upon the ground that the act which 
permits pensions to Confederate soldiers who joined the Union Army did not 
extend to such soldiers who enlisted in the Navy. 

I can see no reason why such a distinction should exist, and the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner of Pensions made in 1887, that this discrimination be 
removed, should be adopted by the enactment of a jaw for that urpose, 

In this case, however, I am unable to discover any evidence that the trouble 
with which this beneficiary appears to be afflicted is related to his naval service 
which should overcome the plain statement of the surgeon upon whose certifi- 
cate he was discharged, to the effect that there was no evidence that his disabil- 
ity originated in the line of naval duty. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcurTIVE MANEION, February 12, 1889. 


JULIA TRIGGS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 
which was referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 5752, entitled "An act for the relief 
of Julia Triggs.” 

This hsp pose filed an spoicaian for pension in 1882, claiming that her son 
William Triggs died in 1875 from the effects of poison taken alae lega military 
service in the water which had been poisoned by the rebels, and in food eaten 
in rebel houses which had also been poisoned. 

He was discharged from the Army with his company, July 24, 1865, after a 
service of more than four years. - 

The cause of his death is reported to have been an abscess of the lung. 

‘The case wasspecially examined and the evidence elicited to support the claim 
of poisoning appearsto have been anything but satisfactory. 

he mother herself testified that her son was absent from Chicago, where she 
oh? Tee in the South from 1868 to 1869, and that he was in Indiana from 1869 


The claim was rejected on the 12th day of February, 1887, on the ground that 
evidence could not be obtained upon special examination showing that the sol- 
dier’s death was due to any disability contracted in the military service. 
While I am unable to see how any other conclusion could have been reached 
upon the facts in this case, there is reason to believe thata favorable determi- 
nation upon its merits would be of no avail, since on the 17th day of Apr AEE. 
a letter was filed in the Pension Office from a citizen of Chicago, in which it is 
stated that the beneficiary named in this bill died on the 27th + e of February, 
1888, and an application is therein made on behalf of her daughter for reimburse- 
ment of money expended for her mother in her last illness and for her burial, 


GROVER OLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 12, 1889, s 
CLARA M. OWEN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 11052, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Clara M. Owen.” 

The husband of this beneficiary was pensioned for a gunshot wound in the 
left chest and lung, received in action on the 30th day of September, 1864. 

He was drowned August 31, 1884. It appears that he was found in a stream 
where he frequently bathed, in a depth of water variously given from 5 to 8 
feet. He had undressed and apparently gone into the water as usual. 

Medical opinions are produ tending to show that drowning was not the 
cause of death, 

No post-mortem examination was had, and it seems to me itmust be conceded 
that a conclusion that death was in any degree the result of wounds received 
in military service rests upon the most unsatisfactory con. 


ecture, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 12, 1889. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. STEELE. Idesire to ask my colleague [Mr. MATSON] how 
many bills with veto messages which have been referred to his com- 
mittee have been reported back to the House during the present ses- 
sion? 

a cape . All that have been pressed. [Cries of “Regular 
order ! 

Mr, STEELE. I move as an amendment that the bill and message 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 104. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The message was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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SANITARY CONDITION OF CITY HALL, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying correspond- 
ence, a letter from the Attorney-General relative to the sanitary condi- 
tion of the city hall in Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12329) 
making appropriation for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The SPEAKER also announced that the Senate had returned to the 
House with amendments the concurrent resolution to print 50,000 cop- 
ies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution from the Senate: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 12, 1889, 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted and bound in cloth 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, together with the usual 
necessary progress ske and illustrations, 1,000 copies of which shall be for 
the use of the Tanatos 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 
and 2,000 copies for the use of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That resolution has already been reported 
favorably by the Committee on Printing of the House, and I ask now 
that it be considered. 

There was no objection; and the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Yost, on account of sickness. 


ADMISSION OF LADIES TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I offer the following resolution, and ask for 
its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be directed to admit to the floor of the House 
ladies having tickets issued for the reserved galleries during the joint session 
for the count of the electoral vote, and also, upon request of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, the ladies of their families. 


Mr. MILLS. I would suggest an amendment, that the resolution 
shall read so as not to include the seats reserved for the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The officers of the House will see to the manner 
of seating the ladies. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS WYNNE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I rise to present a privileged conference report on 
the bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill se 8116) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Wynne, having met, after full and free confer- 
oe vere agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the part pro- 

eps Da ATE ghey Caenia arom of ore House insert “ mpari month, in 
eu e on he is now ;” and the House e same, 
d EDWARD LAN. 


D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the partof the Senate, 
STATEMENT, 

The bill as it d the Senate gave to the beneficiary a pension of $50 
month. The House amended by striking out ‘$50 ” and inserting "for all dise 
abilities now found to exist. It has been shown to your committee that this 
soldier is in a helpless condition and not likely to live many months, and that 


the House amendment would be delaying the relief sought without lessening 
the amount. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the conference committee was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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SMALES-ELLIOTT CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. CRISP. It was my intention to ask the House to consider for 
half an hour at least the pending contested-election ease before the time 
arrived when the Senate is to meet with the House to count the elect- 
oral vote. But suggestions have been made to me that there is so much 
confusion on the floor, and there will necessarily be from now until 
then, that perhaps thatisimpracticable. I want, however, to make this 
statement, that there are two hours and thirty-seven minutes of debate 
remaining upon this case under the agreement—one hour and twenty- 
five minutes on this side, and an hour and twelve minutes on the other 
side. Four years ago, on a like occasion, the Senate remained in the 
House one hour and seventeen minutes. If no greater time is taken 
to-day than was taken then, the House will be in a position by half 
past 2 o'clock to resume the consideration of this case. The statement 
I wish to make is that we shall then ask that the case be resumed and 
that the House remain in session until it is disposed of. In that way 
we can reach a vote by about 5 clock. I make this announcement 
now so that members may know that we intend to pursue this course 
in regard to the pending case, in order that it may be di: posed of to- 
day; but as there is so much confusion on the floor I shall not ask to 
call it up until immediately after the Senate retires. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 
der is the eall of committees for reports. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 11393) to amend the naturalization laws 
of the United States, a bill (H. R. 12577) to amend the naturalization 
laws of the United States.. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that bill, 
with the substitute and report, be printed and recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to report back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be printed and recommitted if the 
gentleman from Alabama so desires. 

Mr. OATES. I do. 

The bill was recommitted, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SENEY] and myself, I ask leave to file the views of the minority 
on that bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CAPT. GEORGE S. ANDERSON. 


- Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back the joint resolution (H. Res. 235) authorizing Capt. George S. An- 
derson, Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of chevalier of the National 
Order of the Legion of Honor; which was referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. It is understood and agreed that the minority 
shall have leave to file their views at any time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


CHIEF ENGINEER GEORGE W. MELVILLE, 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2659) for the rewarding ot 
Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, for meritorious 
services; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

DEBT OF ARKANSAS TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to file the views of the 
minority in relation to the bill (H. R. 3288) reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Publie Lands, anthorizing the settlement of the debt 
due to the United States by the State of Arkansas. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FORT SEDGWICK MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8634) to 
ponie for the sale of the Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the 

tate of Colorado and Territory of Wyoming, to actual settlers; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. “Js 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 12578} making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department.and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


N 


ARIZONA, IDAHO, AND WYOMING. . 

Mr. SPRINGER (when the Committee on the Territóries was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report from the Committee on Ter- 
Titories, but as it is not quite ready, I ask leave to file it with the Clerk 
during the day. 

Mr. COX. What report is it? ¢ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis a bill to enable the people of Arizona, Idaho, 
and Wyoming to form constitutions and State governments, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? g 

There was no objection. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9983) granting an increase of pension to Moses W. 
Adley; 

A bill (H. R. 9867) for the relief of Catherine Millen; 

A bill (H. R. 10995) granting a pension to John W. Sidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 11491) granting a pension to J. M. Stevens, Company 
A, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 5224) granting a pension to Jacob Zannuck. 

MARTHA RHODES. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WARREN F. Woop. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7914) to pension Warren F. Wood; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC D. FULLER. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 5154) to increase the pension of 
Isaac D. Fuller; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DILLON. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 10900) granting a pension to 
John Dillon; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

VALENTINE M. CURRIN. 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 11859) granting an increase of 
pension to Valentine M. Currin; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ARTIFICIAL EYES FOR PENSIONERS. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9152) to amend the act approved August 
15, 1876, allowing artificial limbs, so as to allow artificial eyes to p-n- 
sioners; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN CURRON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11919) for the relief of John Curron; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MES. MARGARET E. HARNIE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10785) for the relief of Mrs, Margaret 
E. Harnie; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY A. BAILEY. 

Mr. BLESS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11829) to pension Mary A. Bailey; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whoie House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN HAYES. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6931) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HUNTER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 124510) granting a pension to George Hunter; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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AMANDA L. WISNER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11486) granting a pension to Amanda L. Wisner; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M’CLENACHAN, 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11526) granting a pension to Sarah McClena- 
chan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
zee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. : 
: ELIZABETH L. SNELL. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth 
L. Snell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHAFFER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Schafier; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

POWELL’S BATTALION, MISSOURI MOUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3513) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion, 
Missouri Mounted Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. HALLIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R.11995) for the relief of James H. Hallin, 
Hirman Avery, and Joseph Tesson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with theac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND SANDY SPRING RAILROAD COMPANY, 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
porc back with amendments the bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the 

ashington and Sandy Spring Narrow rie Railroad and Street 
Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. CLARDY, by unanimousconsent, the Committee on 
Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of Miscella- 
neous Document No. 88, in reference to aforfeitureof the Pacific rail- 
an grants; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pacific 

lroads. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, the Committeeon the Post-Officeand Post- | 


Ronds instructed me to present to the House a report and ask unan- 
imous consent forits present consideration. I now send it to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be under this call; the Chair isnow 
executing the regular order, which has been demanded. 

Mr. PEEL. I wish to submit a conference report. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the House take a recess until five minutes 
before 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Arkansas a conference 
report which the Chair thinks will have precedence of that motion. 

ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. PEEL submitted the following conference report: 
The com mittee of conference on the & ing votes of the two Houses on 


ts of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6612) to grant the of way 
through the Indian Territory to St. Louis and way Com- 
pany, for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 


That the House recede from to ame ts of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 

8. W. PE 

B. W.P. $ 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

JAMES K. JO 

FRANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. _ 


Mr. HOLMAN, I ask that the Senate amendments be read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments, 7 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, oneof its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (S. R. 125} authorizing the 
heirs of Rear-Admiral Charles W. Baldwin, United States Navy, to re- 
eive a snuff-box set in diamonds from the Czar of Russia; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes, 


Also, that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacob Cramer. 


WITHDRAWAL OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 75) withdrawing from pub- 
lie sale and settlement vacant public lands along Columbia River be- 
tween The DallesCity and Celilo, being in Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory, as a reservation for future improvement of river navigation be- 
tween said points; which was referred to the House Calendar, and,with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the read- 
ing of the Senate amendments to the conference report submitted by 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. CRISP. If this is to lead to discussion I shall raise the ques- 
tion of consideration upon it. 

Mr.PEEL. Ido not think it will take any time. ` 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised, which will 
be regarded as pending, and the regular order of business will be sus- 
pended for the present, as the Chair is informed that the Senate will 
leave its Hall at five minutes before 1 o'clock. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the Honse to the fact that 
under the act of February 3, 1887, in regard to the proceedings of the 
two Houses in joint convention for the counting of the electoral TAA 
it is provided that the Senators shall be seated in that part of the 
on the right of the Presiding Officer. 

COUNTING OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 

At two minutes before 1 o’clock p. m, the Doorkeeper announced 
the Senate of the United States. 

The Senate entered the Hall, preceded by its Sergeant-at-Arms and 
headed by the President and Secretary of the Senate, the members and 
officers of the House rising to receive them. > 

The President of the Senate [Mr. INGALLS] took his seat as Presid- 
ing Officer of the joint convention of the two Honses, the Speaker [ Mr. 
CARLISLE] occupying the chair on his left. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. This being the day and the 
honr appointed for opening the certificates and counting the votes of 
electors for President and Vice-President, the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives have met together pursuant to the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. If there be no objection to the electoral vote of 
the State of Alabama, the certificate will be read by the tellers, who 
will make a list of the votes therefrom. 

There being no objection, Mr. MANDERSON (one of the tellers) read 
at length the certificate of the vote of the State of Alabama, giving 10 
votes for Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, for President of 
the United States, and 10 votes for Allen G. Thurman, of the State of 
Ohio, for Vice-President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Following the precedents 
observed upon former occasions, unless in any case there be a demand 
that the certificate be reported in full, the tellers, having ascertained 
the certificates are in due form and properly authenticated, will omit 
the executive certificate of the ascertainment of the electors appointed 
and the preliminary formal statement of the proceedings of the college. 

Mr. HARRIS (one of the tellers) read the certificate of the electors of 
the State of Arkansas, and announced the electoral vote of that State 
for President and Vice-President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask by unanimous consent the tellers, having 
examined the certificates andfound them to be regular, will simply an- 
nounce the result and the number of votes of the State, whatever the 
result may be, and save thetime of reading the papers. Weall under- 
stand they have examined them and found them to be regular. 

The PRESIDENTOF THE SENATE. If there be no objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the States 
of California, Colorado, and Connecticut. 

Mr. COX. I desire to call the attention of the President to the 
language of the law of February 3, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The gentleman from New 
York ean proceed only by unanimous consent, debate not being in order, 

Mr. COX. Ido not propose to debate, but will have the law read 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The Chair thinks that in 
the nature of debate. 

Mr. COX. I will ask unanimous consent to read one sentence of the 
law, in order, if possible, to prevent any improper precedent from creep» 
ing into the count of the electoral vote. ‘‘Upon such reading of any 
such certificate or paper the President of the Senate shall call for ob- 
iections, if any.” That means, sir, if anything, objections after tha 


The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the 
States of Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minneseta, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, and Ohio, to which there wag 
no objection. = 
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During the announcement of the electoral vote of Indiana there were 
manifestations of applause. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The Chair is confident his 
suggestion that manifestations of applause or disapproval are in viola- 
tion of the rules of the Senate and of the House of Representatives, 
and that they disturb the dignity and decorum which should character- 
ize the great transaction which is now proceeding in the presence of the 
representatives of the American people will be sufficient to prevent a 
repetition of the disorder which has just occurred. 

‘When the State of Oregon was reached, 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The President of the Senate 
has received two certificates and two other papers purporting to be certifi- 
cates from the State of Oregon. Heis required by law to deliver them 
all, and delivers them to the tellers, who will, ifthere be no objection, 
read those certificates which are authenticated by the signatures of the 
electors certified by the governorof Oregon to have been duty appointed 
in that State, as appears by the copy of such certificate, transmitted 
to the two Houses of Congress; and will make a list of the votes as they 
appear therefrom. 

Senator MANDERSON (one of the tellers). The tellers have ex- 
amined the different certificates presented to them, and they find but 
one in duplicate thatis certified by the governorof the State of Oregon, 
over the great seal of that State. It seems to be in due form, and by 
it it appears that Benjamin Harrison, of Indiana, received 3 votes for 
President of the United States, and Levi P. Morton, of New York, re- 
ceived 3 votes for Vice-President of the United States. 

There was no objection. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the States 
of Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, to which there was no 
objection. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The certificates having now 
all been opened and read, the tellers will deliver the result of the ascer- 
tainment and counting of the votes to the President of the Senate. 

Senator MANDERSON (one of the tellers). The tellers on the part 
of the Senate and House of Representatives report the following as the 
result of the ascertainment and counting of the electoral votes for Pres- 
ident and Vice-President of the United States for the term beginning 
March 4, 1889. 

The following is the report: 


List of votes for President and Vice-President of the United States for the 
constitutional term to commence on the 4th day of March, 1889. 


À F For President,| FOF Vice-Presi- 
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CHARLES 8, BAKER, 
Tellers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Senator MANDERSON (one of the tellers). The total number of 
votes cast is 401, of which Benjamin Harrison, of Indiana, receives for 
President of the United States 233; Grover Cleveland, of New York, 
168; and of which Levi P. Morton, of New York, receives for Vice- 
eager of the United States 233 votes, and Allen G. Thurman, of 

io, 168. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The state of the vote for 
President of the United States, as delivered to the President of the 
Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for President of 
the United States is 401, of which a majority is 201. 

Benjamin Harrison, of the State of Indiana, has received for Presi- 
dent of the United States 233 votes, and 

Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, has received 168 votes. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States, as de- 
livered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States is 401, of which a majority is 201. 

=n P. Morton, of the State of New York, has received 233 votes, 
an 

Allen G. Thurman, of the State of Ohio, has received 168 votes. 

This announcement of the state of the vote by the President of the 
Senate is, by law, a sufficient declaration that Benjamin Harrison, of 
the State of Indiana, is elected President of the United States, and that 
Levi P. Morton, of the State of New York, is elected Vice-President ot 
the United States, each for the term beginning March 4, 1889, and will 
be entered, together with a listof the votes, on the Journalsof the Sen-, 
ate and House of Representatives. 

The count of the electoral votes having been completed and the re- 
sult declared, the joint meeting of the two Houses is dissolved, and 
the Senate will now return to its Chamber. 

The announcement of the vote was received with applause on the 
floor and in the galleries. 

The Senate retired from the Hall; and (at 2 o’clock and 20 minutes 
pe) the Speaker resumed the chair, and the House was called to 
order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] raises 
the question of consideration against the conference report presented 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that report can be called up at 
any time as a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have a right to call it up at 
any time. 

Mr. PEEL, ThenI willnotinsist upon its consideration at this time. 


SOUTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION—SMALLS VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to state again to the House, 

so that there may be no misapprehension as to the intention of those 
having the case of Smalls vs. Elliott in charge, that there are two hours 
and thirty-seven minutes still remaining for debate; at the end of which 
time, by order of the House, the previous question is ordered. That 
will bring us to about 5 o’clock, and at that time we to ask a 
vote and to have the matter determined before the House adjourns. If 
I can be allowed to control the time on this side of the House I now 
baci arma minutes to the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMP- 
HILL]. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, if I can have theattention of the 
House for a few minutes, after the proceeding which has occupied their 
thoughts for the last hour, I desire tomake some response to the charges 
that havebeen made in the debate upon this election case against the 
people whom I in part represent upon this floor. I have notseen any- 
thing during my service in Congress that seems to excite so much de- 
light upon the part of our Republican friends across the aisle as the 
privilege or opportunity of abusing one great section of this country, 
and one who has listened to the discussion of this election case would 
conclude that the unwarranted, the wanton, and often the malicious 
abuse of the Southern people is about the only ‘‘ unfinished business "’ 
that the Republican party bas left toit. 

A great deal has been said about the registration law of South Caro- 
lina, and I want to explain to the House some of its provisions in or- 
der that it may go before them and before the country in its true light. 
The registration law of South Carolina was passed in pursuance of a 
provision of the constitution of the State, which was adopted by the 
Republican party and put upon the State of South Carolina by Repub- 
lican votes, and it is in exact keeping with the constitutional provision 
which they adopted. If it is not in conformity with it, then the 
courts of South Carolina are open to every man who thinks that his 
rights are in any way infringed. It is a fact, however, that not asin- 
gle man, white or black, Democrat or Republican, has ever questioned 
the constitutionality of thatlaw. Not only is it a law in exact 
accordance with the constitution of the State adopted by the Repub- 
licans, but it is a fair and a just law. In many States of this Union it 
is required that a man shall register every time he votes. z 

In South Carolina if a man registers once in his lifetime and will 
preserve his registration certificate so that he may be identified at the 
polls, and will not change his residence, his voting precinct, or his 
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county, he has a right to vote without any additional registration as 
long as he lives. Surely no one can object to a law of that character. 
If he loses his certificate or if it becomes defaced or in any way gets 
out of his hands without his fault, then all that he has to do is to go 
to the registrar, upon the first Monday of any month in the year ex- 
cept the months immediately preceding the election, and have a new 
certificate issued upon making aflidavit that the old one has been lost, 
misplaced, or defaced. In addition to that, if he is not satisfied with 
the result of his application he has a right of appeal to the board of 
supervisors in any county in the State, and if he is not satisfied with 
its decision he has the right of appeal to the circuit judge, and from 
there he can appeal to the supreme court of the State. 

Now, after all the testimony that has been adduced in reference to 
this case, and after all that has been said about the law of South Car- 
olina with reference to registration, itturns out that of the thirty-two 
thousand colored men in this district who are said to be voters and 
who are claimed by the Republicans as being devoted to the Repub- 
lican party, only twenty-two men—only twenty-two out of thirty-two 
thousand—attempted to registerand were not registered, and not asingle 
one of them had so good a case that he was willing to appeal to the 
board of supervisors. That disposes, I think, of the whole question 
of registration. If those thirty-two thousand men are fit to be voters 
in the State of South Carolina, or in any other State (and they are 
voters under the laws of that State and under the laws of the United 
States)—if out of the whole thirty-two thousand only twenty-two have 

Attempted to register and have had their registration refused, and if 
not one of those appealed from the decision of the registrar, then I say, 
Mr. Speaker, that all this gabble and talk about the unfairness of the 
registration law of South Carolina is the merest twaddle, and is in- 
tended for a different purpose than to reach a just conclusion in regard 
to this case. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is it true that those who were twenty- 
one years of age at the time of the of that registration law 
who did not then register can not register now ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There has been no suchdecision. It has been 
stated upon the floor of this House thatif a man comes into the State he 
can not now register. No man who had read the laws of the State 
could have made such an assertionif he intended to be honest. In con- 
nection with thissubject a good deal has been said about one er pete 
the son-in-law of the contestant in this case. The contestant prai 
him, and Ihave no doubt that he had a right to praise him, and I want 
to take occasion to say here that the spirit exhibited by the contestant 
in this case contrasts most favorably with the spirit manifested by other 
gentlemen who have presented arguments upon it on this floor, 

Now, what does Bampfield himself say? He had a number of cer- 
tificates issued by the registrar of Beaufort County. One of them, by 
some mishap, did not reach him. What does he do? He writes to 
the registrar saying that ‘‘the old man will be disappointed?’ if he 
does not get his certificate, and then he adds, ‘‘ Thanking you for 
a uniform kindness and courtesy in these matters, and hoping that 

may hear favorably from you, I am, very truly yours, 8. J. Bamp- 
field.’ That is the letter of the son-in-law of the contestant in this 
ease. He thanked the registrar of that county for his uniform kind- 
ness and courtesy, and yet, when this case comes upon the floor of this 
House, every registrar in the State of South Carolina is branded as a 
corruptionist and a fraud, and as a man who swindles the people out 
of their dearest rights. Now, I do not want to consume very much 
time upon this point, and will call the attention of the House to the 
election law of the State of South Carolina. A 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You did not answer my question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; I did answer your queation. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If a man were living in the State—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If he were living in the State and were to apply 
to the judges for a certificate he would, in all human probability, 
have a certificate issued to him. There has never been any decision 
that he can not have it,and I have no doubt in the world that he would 


succeed if he made any effort to get it. There is no pretense here that. 


any one, under these circumstances, has made an effort to get a regis- 

tration certificate and been refused. 

; Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What does the law provide in regard 
o it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The law provides that he shall have a certifi- 
cate, in my opinion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is that all? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I cannot give you anything but my opinion, and 
Ido not think that any man can give anything more than an opinion 
in such a matter. The law is there upon the statute-book for the con- 
struction of the court, and I say that not a single man has been denied 
a registration certificate who was entitled to it and has used his legal 
remedies to obtain it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to read the law? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have not time to have the law read now. 

Mr, BURROWS. Only three lines. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection to your reading three lines. 


Mr. BURROWS. After providing for the registration referrred to, 
that of 1882, the language vı the section continues: 

After the said next general election the said books shall be reopened for the 
registration of such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to registration. 

Those entitled to registration ‘‘thereafter.’? That is the language 
of the law. 

Mr. HEMPHLIL. But that does not exclude other people. When 
you provide that one man shall have a certain privilege you do not say 
that other men shall not have that privilege. It has never been so de- 
cided in South Carolina, and I think the opinion upon this side of the 
aisle will stand as of equal authority with the opinion on the other 
side of the aisle; and if the people of South Carolina are satisfied with 
the way the law stands, I need not trouble myself about it; neither 
need you. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has any qualified voter ever been refused registra- 
tion? 
`~ Mr. HEMPHILL, Nota single voter that I know of. 

Mr. KERR. Does the gentleman think it is none of our business 
how the people vote in South Carolina? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Oh, no; I do not state that; but I say they 
have their rights, and they know what they are. If they are not sat- 
isfied with the administration of the registration law they can go to 
the courts; and they have not doneso. That is what I say, 

I wish now to call attention to the election law of the State. Itis 
said that the election law of South Carolina is intended to cheat the 
Republicans out of their representation. I deny it. I am not going 
to pretend that the election law there is for the pu of putting the 
Republicans into power; because we believe there that a white man is 
just as good as a negro—that is what we believe. We are perfectly 
willing that a negro shall have all his rights, but we do not believe he 
should have his rights and ours, too; and we are determined that he 
shall not, if we can keep him from it. Thatis all there is in it. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that this election law is legal and constitu- 
tional. In onesense it is nothing more than a qualification for electors 
upon the educational principle; and if that can be adopted in Massa- 
chusetts why can it not be adopted in South Carolina? _ 

But it is said by the Republicans that all the county canvassers and 
managers of elections are appointed by the governor. Thisis exactly the 
same thing that was done when the Republicans were in power in South 
Carolina. For eight of the longest years that any people ever suffered 
under any tyranny the Republicans were absolutely in power there; 
yet they had a law that the governor should appoint every commis- 
sioner of election, and they appointed the managers, just as is done 
under the existing law. If the Republicans are satisfied with that, 
and the Democrats are satisfied with it, why should gentlemen on this 
floor interfere, unless from that overweening desire to ram their hands 
into something that does not concern them? I say that the Repub- 
licans could have changed that law if they had wanted to do so, and 
they did not do it. 

In addition to that the Republicans had an election law there which, 
I suppose, was entirely satisfactory to our friends on the other side. 
Under that law, after an election the managers who had received the 
votes simply took the box home with them and did whatever they 
pleased with it for three days after the votes were cast. There was 
no law requiring the managers to count the vote in public; there 
was no law requiring them to carry the ballots at once, with the box 
locked up, to the county canvassers, But they held the election, and 
for three days they kept the boxes at their own homes and did with 
them as they saw fit. The result was that no matter how many Dem- 
ocratic yotes were cast, or how many Democratic voters there were to 
cast them, the Republicans every time came out on top. Now, the 
present election law in our State—the law passed by the Democrats— 
requires that as soon as the election is over there shall be a public 
count of the votes cast, and that every man who chooses to do so may 
see the result of the election. 

Something has been said also in regard to the shifting of boxes on 
the day of the election. Now, let us see about that. It is claimed by 
the contestant that as soon as the voters arrange their ballots in a par- 
ticular way the managers shift the boxes. What does the law say on 
this subject? It provides that ‘‘ each box shall be labeled in plain and 
distinct Roman letters (just as plain as they can be printed) with the 
name of the office or officers voted for; and the managers, on the de- 
mand of the voter, shall read to him the names on the boxes’? as they 
stand there before him. In other words, if the voter can not read and 
asks the manager to read to him, it is the sworn duty of the man- 
ager to read him the name upon everysingle box of the voting pre- 
cinct. And atevery voting precinct in South Carolina where Congress- 
men and electors for President and Vice-President are voted for there 
is a Republican supervisor, who can show by his affidavit or otherwise 
that that law has been violated, if there has been any violation of it. 
Yet there is no pretense on the part of any witness that any such 
jugglery as has been suggested here has ever been carried on or that a 
single manager has refused to perform his duty in this regard. Mr. 
Speaker, I merely wanted to say that much with reference to the elec- 
tion laws of my State. 

There is another thing to which I would like to call attention. A 
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great deal has been said on this floor and elsewhere in the United States, 
especially in another body connected with this about the 
suppression of votesin the Southern States. Some people have whipped 
themselves up into a t passion about this. gentleman from 
Tllinois [Mr. Mason] who spoke the other day prematurely, and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] who spoke more recently on 
this question, have delivered some terrific philippics against the South- 
ern people for the suppression of the votes, as they say. 

They declared on the floor of the House of Representatives that it is 
nothing less than robbery, and that the people of South Carolinastand 
convicted before their countrymen of the United States ofa great crime 
in depriving these people of their votes. 

Mr. ROWELL. If the gentleman refers to me he will find I referred 
to no voters but those in South Carolina. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I say in South Carolina; that is what I am tak- 
ing care of now. 

Mr. ROWELL. I confined myself to the Seventh district of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, we will take the Seventh district of South 
Carolina, if that will satisfy my friend any better. I say the speech he 
made and the violent passion he worked himself into, knowing the 
ability which he possesses, to me are strong proof that the gentleman, 
not having a good case on the facts, was adopting the old plan of abus- 
ing the we side when he could do nothing better. [Laughter and 

lause. 

r. ROWELL. I wish to say I was neither in a passion nor did I 
go outside of the record, but discussed simply and purely the facts in 
the case. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let us get down to the facts as to these votes. 
Take, for instance, the vote of California, which usually goes Repub- 
lican unless now and then a sudden streak of virtue passes through the 
State and it goes Democratie. California gave in 1884 58.8 per cent. 
of its vote, while Alabama, which goes Democratic, gave 59 cent, of 
its vote. Connecticut gave 77.4 per cent. of its vote, while Florida 
gave 97 percent. of its vote. Maine, where thegreat Republican states- 
man comes from, the leading statesman of this country in the opinion 
of a great many men, gave 69.1 pe cent. of its vote, while Tennessee 
gave 78.6 per cent. of its vote. I have herea table which shows the 
per cent. of the vote cast in six other Northern States and in six South- 
ern States: 


South Carolina..... 44.5 
North Carolina., 91.1 
TEXAS essers 84.7 
Virginia..... 85.2 
Ken 73.3 
Mississippi 50.3 


If you add up the percentage of votes in these nine Northern and 
nine Southern States you will find in the Northern States it is 61.72 
per cent., while in the Southern States it is 73.74 per cent.; so that in 
nine States of the South we have cast 12.2 cent. more votes than 
you have cast in an equal number of States in the North. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Where does the gentleman get his fig- 
ures from as to the Southern vote? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I got the Southern vote from the same book I 
got the Northern vote from. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR rose, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is the vote of 1884; and I will give you some- 
thing more if the gentleman will only keep quiet. Down in Florida 
it takes 28,268 men to elect a member to this House, and Florida is a 
Southern State; but in Massachusetts, where they have learned and 
patriotic men, where the people are supposed to have so much liberty, 
and where the breezes which blow through the heavens are not half as 
free as the voters on election day are said to be, it takes only a vote of 
20,440 to elect a member of Congress. In Florida it takes 28,268, 
while in Massachusetts it takes 20,440. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. How much does it take to elect a member of Con- 
gress in South Carolina? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will answer. [Laughter.] Ido not say we 
cast so many votes, because we have a way down there—whites and 
blacks—when we get a good Democrat in we let him stay. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many votes did it require to get to that 
happy state? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do not trontble yourself about that little matter. 
We will take care of ourselves. The trouble with us is that you want 
to — care of us. We can take care of ourselves if you will only let 
us alone. 

Let us come to Rhode Island. In the first district it is—— 

Mr. LONG. You know it does not trouble Massachusetts men. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I understand that Massachusetts and South Car- 
olina have many points in common. You know how to get along. 
You let well enough alone. Take the great State of Rhode Island, a 
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great State in many respects, with not a very great area in size and not 
very big on the map. Our friend Mr. SPOONER, a mild-mann 
good, conscientious gentleman, comes here from a district that takes 
6,636 votes to decide who shall represent it, while in the second dis- 
trict, where our friend Mr. ARNOLD comes from, it takes 15,630 votes 
to determine who shall represent it. Now, gentlemen, according to 
your logic, and I will not depend upon my own statement as to what 
your logic is, for I have it here from Mr. KENNEDY, a gentleman on 
your side, who delivered a speech on the tariff question—according to 
your own logic, there is something wrong about that, for he says, in 
speaking about the general suppression of votes in Alabama: 


ALABAMA, 
Now go to Alabama. 


First district, Jones, Democrat, no opposition ...... ss 

Second district, Herbert, Democrat, no oppositio: 

Third district, Oates, Democrat, no opposition.. 

Fifth district, Cobb, Democrat, no opposition 
DEMOCRATS CONTROL/ BECAUSE OF THESE FRAUDS. 

Conld there by any possibility be a more systematic and determined suppres- 
sion of the votes of any part of the Union? And yet itis by these very votes, 
which have been literally blotted out, that these gentlemen are enabled to stand 
here to-day in control of this Chamber and threaten the destruction of that sys- 
tem of protection which has builded up and diversified the industries of this 
country and enriched it beyond any other nation upon the civilized globe. 

While the votes of these Southern States are pac, ding ressed, and one man, 
by virtue of his living south of Mason and Dixon's line, is enabled by the ballot 
to wield as much political power as eight orten men in other portions of the 
ee Soay be well for us to inquire how long this condition of affairs shall 
continue 

In the great State of New York, upon whose chariot wheels the Demooratio 
rane ber giinging with the departing strength of despair, the election of 1886 

W the— 


First district, Mr. Belmont, Democrat........ ++ 
Twelfth district, Mr. Cockran, Democrat 
Ninth district, Mr. Cox, Democrat... 


ONE DEMOORAT SOUTH EQUALS TEN DEMOCRATS NORTH, 


I commend these figures to my Democratie friends for their careful consider- 
ation. Not only isthe Republican party completely destroyed in these States, 
but one Democrat in Georgia, Mississippi, P SA and Louisiana is as power- 
ful as ten Democrate in the North. One Democratic ballot in Geo is equal 
to ten Democratic ballots cast in Indiana, Illinois, New York, and Ohio, and 
greater than fifty in Oregon or Dakota, 

In short, it requires about 30,000 votes in Ohio, New York, Pennsylvania, In- 

iana, and Connecticut to elect one man to Congress, while 27,433 elect ten Rep- 


resentatives in Georgia. 
rous? Is it possible to t a more out- 


Could anything be more pre 
rageous example of the trampling under foot of the rights and liberties of the 
for such a wholesale de- 


le nany just or plausible ex 
cerwotions y Liho Aira boas of the land? o jeinu 

Mr. Speaker, when I hear such statements as these I can not help 
sympathizing with my Republican friend, Mr. SPOONER, and these 
gentlemen from Massachusetts, who, remembering the small vote they 
have received to give them seats upon this floor, must have felt these 
arguments cutting into their souls like the cold steel of the knife in 
the heart of a man dying by the assassin’s hand. They must have re- 
alized this in a double sense, coming from their own side and knowing 
that according to the logic of the argument presented they were here 
occupying seats, pretending to represent their constituencies, by the 
suppression of votes and by willfully and fraudulently depriving the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts and Rhode Island of their dearest rights. 

Under this wicked system of the suppression of votes in Northern 
States 40 per cent. of the voters of Massachusetts were wrongfully de- 
prived of their suffrage, and one Republican protectionist in a district 
in Rhode Island is equal to four tariff-reform Democrats in Florida, 

In the language of the Republican orator, Mr. KENNEDY, of Ohio— 

re pre; Is it ble to 
mee Sorat a alopecia sak oP ight Ea bees ot 
people? Can any just or plausible excuse be given for such a wholesale destruc- 
tion gf the ballot-boxes of the land? 

If because the people of the State of South Carolina failed to cast 
their ballots you are going to argue that there has been a suppression 
of the votes there, I ask you to apply your own argument and your 
own logic to the States of Massachusetts and Rhode Island and other 
States which I could name, and when you do that you will begin to 
put yourselves in a position to be heard by the couutry and to com-, 
mand some degree of respect for that advice given to the South that 
seems to be the chief delight of many Republican statesmen of these 
latter days. 

The same state of things as to the suppression of the Democratic vote 
exists in Virginia, as shown by the following table: 


Amelia .... 
Greenville 
Nottowa: 

SUSSEX., s 000 


Mr. GALLINGER. What is the date of that election ? 


- 


1889. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. I will put the dates in with the tables that I 
will publish. 

- Let me call your attention to this: In the State of Virginia there are 
four counties, Amelia, Greenville, Nottoway, and Sussex, in which 
there were 2,334 Democratic voters in 1884. In 1887 there was not a 
single Democratic vote in three of these counties and only 20 in the 
other. Now, what has become of those votes? Why, according to the 
Republican logic, there has been a most outrageous suppression of the 
free ballot of a free people. In other words, the Democrats in Virginia 
did not have the power to cast their ballots for the men of their choice, 
if your reasoning is to hold good. 

Now let us compare the votes of some other Northern and Southern 
States—the fourteen Southern States of South Carolina, Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Kentucky, Tennessee, Delaware, Maryland, Missouri, 
Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and Florida, with the 
fourteen Northern States of Nevada, Rhode Island, California, Massa- 
chusetts, Vermont, Maine, Colorado, Connecticut, New Hampshire, 
Illinois, Pennsylvania, Oregon, Minnesota, and Ohio—and we reach 
the following: 

Total per cent. of vote cast in fourteen Southern States, by States.. 
Average per cent. of vote cast in fourteen Southern States... 
Total per cent, of vote cast in fourteen Northern States, by Si 
Average per cent. of vote cast in fourteen Northern States 
Total araoe in favor of Southern States .......sssenssssssssss : . 

Average balance in favor of Southern States. Saiao tase 4, 

The six New England States cast, out of 1,144,919 voting population 
746,844 votes, or 65} per cent. of voting population. 

The three Middle States of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania 
cast, out of a voting population of 2,803, 670, 2,332,177 votes, or 825 per 
cent. of voting population. 

The four border States of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and West 
Virginia cast, out of 744,070 voting population, 633,270 votes, or 85 per 
cent. of voting population. 

The four Southern States of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and Florida cast 563,467 votes out of a voting population of 883,676, 
or 63} per cent. of voting population. 

The four Southern States of Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and 
Kentucky cast 808,891 votes out of a voting population of 1,204,942, 
or 67 per cent. of voting population. 

The four Southwestern States of Missouri, Ar Louisiana, and 
Texas cast 998,093 votes out of a voting population of 1,321,347, or 75} 
per cent. of voting population. 

But, sir, another thing upon the subject of the colored man. If 
he is so dear to your heart—and I want to say that I am not here to 

rotest any undue affection for him, for I am not going to hurt your 
eelings by attempting to take your place and stand in with him—but 
upon the subject of the colored man let me make a suggestion which is 
pertinent to this question: Why do not some of you elect a colored man 
to Congress and make a living example of his fitness to frame laws for 

the people of this country? [Applause on the Democratic side. J 

Now, there are a number of Republican States of this Union that 
have quite a large negro vote, notably I might mention New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and you know as well as I do that there 
would not be a very strong probability of those States going Repub- 
lican except for the large number of colored voters in them. Yet 
in those States which have from 3,000 up to 23,000 colored voters, 
have you ever sent one of them to Congress? The colored people have 
been free in the United States since 1863 or 1865, at least. They have 
been full-fledged citizens ever since 1868, and yet out of all the North- 
ern States having a large number of these votes in them, having quite 
a large proportion of colored population, and in some States they hav- 
ing the power to keep the Republican party in or turn it out, I ask if 
you know of a single instance of the election from any Northern State 
of a colored man to Congress, or of any man who had a tinge of colored 
blood in his veins? : 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina give me a single Congressional district in any of the Northern 
States which he has mentioned where the colored vote is 20 per cent. 
of the vote of the district? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is exactly it, and I wanted the gentleman 
to state that. Whenever the colored man in a district has not enough 
votes to put his own color in he never gets in. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.) If you want a colored man in office, and if he is as 
good as the white, as you say, why do not the white men unite and 
vote for him to give him a place? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Can the gentleman give a single instance 
in any Northern State where the colored man has aspired to come to 
Congress? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, No, sir; I have never known of a colored man 
in a district in the Northern States who has had the assurance to pre- 
sume to suppose that they would give him the office even if he did 
aspire to it—not one, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, Do you know as a matter of fact that 
Si ea men take care of the interests of the colored men in the 

orth? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes. I know they do. Just as we do in 
the South, 


A MEMBER. And do you not know that they elect them to office? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Colored men have been elected to the State Legis- 
lature in Illinois. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The gentleman from Illinois says that there 
have been colored men elected to the State Legislature in Illinois, and 
another gentleman says also in Ohio. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, No, I can not now; one at a time and I will an- 
swer. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You say the people of the North have 
never voted for a colored man for any office. I want to show you—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not say that they have not. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Colored men have been elected to the 
State Legislature. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, we elect them in South Carolina. Itis so 
common a thing to do so that we do not thinkof mentioning that. We 
elect them as Republicans and elect them as Democrats, and the first 
time I wasever in the State Legislature my two colleagues from the same 
county were colored men. 

I do not say, Mr. Speaker, that colored men throughout the North 
have not occasionally crept into the Legislature; but of the fact that they 
do go to the Legislature of South Carolina I know of my own knowl- 
edge, and I know that this hasalways been true since 1868. There has 
not been a meeting of the General Assembly of the State of South Caro- 
lina in twenty years that has not contained colored men, both Demo- 
crats and Republicans, That can be easily verified by any gentleman 
who thinks that the colored man down there is not getting his full share 
of representation. 

Mr. Speaker, if a stranger had happened in this Hall and heard the 
speeches made by my friends from Ohio and Illinois the other day he 
would have supposed that their affection for the colored man was so 
great that they could not sleep at nights unless they had their arms 
wrapped around his neck and his head in their bosoms. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think it ought to be extended on ac- 
count of the interruptions. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recog- 
nized in order that I may give the time accorded to me to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
South Carolina may be allowed to conclude his remarks, as he has been 
interrupted so much. 

x CRISP, I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I had asked unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed ten minutes on account of interrup- 


tions. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Georgia has yielded 
the gentleman from South Carolina ten minutes more. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wasstating when my time expired that to have 
listened to those speeches a stranger would have drawn a peculiar 
picture. Now, I have taken occasion to learn to some extent how col- 
ored people are treated in the North, and though I have not time to 
go through the whole thing, I have a statement relating to the way 
they are treated in Chicago, Ill, the State from which my friends Mr. 
ROWELL and Mr. MAson come. Here is an interview with colored 
men in a paper printed at Chicago, the Herald, of December 12, 1887, of 
two or three columns, and in it it is declared that the colored men 
have not as many rights in many ways in the city of Chicago and the 
State of Illinois as they have amongst the people of Atlanta and other 
Southern cities. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That is a very poor source of information. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does he specify? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; he specifies. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is all untrue. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, we will see whether it is or not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Herald is a Democratic paper. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is all right, and therefore it is truthful. 
Mr. Barnett, a colored lawyer, of Chicago, says that a colored boy can 
not get into a trade union, and can not learn to be a brick-mason, car- 
penter, or any other trade where any skillis required to make a living. 

Mr. ADAMS. All American boys, white or black, find the same 
difficulty in learning trades. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then Chicago is worse than I thought it was. 
It is bad enough to treat a poor darkey that way, but when you treat 
everybody that way it is worse than I thought. 

Mr. ADAMS. But the difficalty is not confined to Chicago. It is 
so in all large American cities. American boys do not have a fair 
chance to become apprentices and learn trades, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The Herald says editorially: 


The Herald once more Jays before its readers an exhibit of the quiet brutality 
with which the colored man is treated in Chicago. Probably his life here is as 
happy ns elsewhere in Northern cities. The canting politician who weeps over 
the wrongs of Eliza Pinkston raises his hands in horror whenever be hears 
that a white Southerner will not accord social equality to the negroes. This 
same philanthropist, if he keep astore or restaurant, will not hire colored sales- 
men in his store or serve colored patrons in his restaurant. The restrictions 
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that surround a xempestable colored man and his wife are well-nigh incredible. 
To realize or conceive those limitations a white man must put himself in close 
with the victim of the proscription. Theaters, restaurants, bar- 
even churches are practically closed at all places north of Van 
No trade or trade union is open. Money, therefore, is earned 
toilsomely, and it does not bring the advantages of a white man’s cash. Dif- 
cult of acquirement, the medium of traffic is not a medium after it is obtained. 
The other day a white bulldog killed a cat, as many a dog has done. The 
society to prevent white bulldogs from killing cats now has the responsible 
wriong-doers in its grasp and promises to improve public morals before it shall 
let go the case. But the society for the prevention of needless cruelty to colored 
men and women in Chicago would be more to the end of ce. For every 
dog that kills a cat there are a hundred white men who enforce heartless exac- 
tions or ostracisms on worthy negroes, It is the belief of careful observers that 
— man’s feelings are hurt oftener in Chicago than in Atlanta or New Or- 

Now, here is another case up at Marion, Ill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is in Mr. TOWNSHEND’s district. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is all right; and it shows that sometimes 
the Democrats are as bad as the Republicans in their treatment of the 
negro, Ihave just read to you an interview showing how they were 
treated in Chicago. Iwill read to you what was done with them up at 
Marion, Ill. Here was a man who had a tobacco factory, and he car- 
ried a number of colored men up there to work in: that factory; and 
what do you suppose the white people did? 

His conduct greatly enraged the white workmen and they sent no- 
tice to the colored men warning them to leave town within ten daysor 
receive summary punishment, and they threatened that if these colored 
men were not put out of that factory they would not only burn the 
factory but would burn the homes which the colored men were living 
in. That they did in Chicago 

Mr. ADAMS and others. Not in Chicago. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Not in Chicago, butin Illinois. Our friends on 
the other side seem to be a little disturbed on this subject. Now, I 
want to read what a Southern Republican says about all these pretenses 
of affection for the colored man on the part of the Northern politicians 
and stump orators. There is a prominent Republican down in Georgia 
by the name of Governor Bull and he says that ‘‘the harangues of 
Northern politicians about the oppression of the negro in the South are 
Tot,” pure and unadulterated rot, He says, further, that the manip- 
ulation of the politics of the South is another thing, and not pure and 
unadulterated patriotism. 

I take now another Northern Republican State, Rhode Island—how 
do you think they show their affection for the darkey there? If acol- 
ored man in e Island insures his life and happens unfortunately 
to die, his heirs can get but two-thirds of his insurance money, while 
the heirs of a white man get the whole of it. That is an actual fact, 
or was until a few months ago when the Legislature took action on it. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Read the law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Here it is in black and white, and it shows that 
the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island became suddenly so much 
aroused upon the subject of the rights of the darkey that they actually 
went to work and passed a law to prevent the insurance companies 
from ye | him out of one-third of the money that would be due 
to his family in case of his death. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Take the State of Kansas, ‘‘ bleeding Kansas.” You know there 
was a billintroduced into the Legislature of Georgia called the Glenn 
bill, which was intended to prevent the colored people and the white 
people from sending their children to the same school. The bill was 
the subject of a good deal of unfavorable comment in the North, and 
in a certain town in Kansas, Fort Scott, I believe, the negroes did not 
have any better sense than to suppose that their vociferous friends 
meant what they said, so they undertook to send their children to the 
white schools, but in every single instance they were turned out. 
There was one poor little girl who did not have enough colored blood 
in her to show what race she belonged tp, and the teacher received her 
and taught her for one day, but the moment it was discovered that-she 
was tinged with, African blood they turned her out, and she had to go 
and seek an education in some other way. 

The account continues: 


The matter has been carried into the courts, which appear bound to decide in 
favor of mixed schools; but itis evident that the great y of the whites will 
not accept this policy, the opposition being so strong that the local Republican 
organ protests earnestly against any attempt to enforce it. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Ideny your assertion. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, you may deny it, but that does not hurtit. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will not yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, I say you make a false charge. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is not worth while to get excited and let your 
passions run away with you. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. What do you read from? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I read from the New York Nation. [Jeers and 
groans on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Thatthing happened at Fort Scott, within 
20 miles of where I live, and in the district of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston]. 


Mr, HEMPHILL. Here is a gentleman [Mr. STONE, of Missouri] 
who says he knows that this did occur at Fort Scott. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Where is the gentleman from, please tell me? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I live within 20 miles of Fort Scott. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I represent Fort Scott. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (to Mr. Funston). Nowkeepquiet. [Laughter]. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I say the colored people established their schools. 
[Jeers on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Take another State, the State of Ohio, from 
which one of the most distinguished Republicans in the country comes, 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. The colored people you know have been free at 
the South for the last twenty-five or thirty years, though they may 
not have heard ofit up in Ohio. InthatState they used te have upon 
theirstatute-books what they called the “black laws.’ Very recently 
the idea came to the Legislature of Ohio that they ought to repeal these, 
and one of these black laws was designed to keep the colored children 
out of we white schools. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Alaw passed by a Democratic Legis- 
lature. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] x 

Mr. HEMPHILL, That may be; I do not know; but, anyhow, the 
jy eran have been in power there often enough and long enough 
to have repealed that law, if they wished to do so. In that State an 
attempt was made to put the colored children: into the white schools; 
and what do you suppose was done about it? Why, there was a pub- 
lic meeting held of some 400 people in the town of Oxford, in the 
county of Butler, a county in which there are 41,400-—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS (interrupting). A Democratic county which gives 
over 2,400 majority. [Laughter, and cries of “Sit down!’ “Regular 


order !”? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, that is all right; that just proves what I 
said awhile ago, that so far as the North is concerned the Democrats 


and the Republicans feel the same way with reference to the negro. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Butler County is called the South Carolina of 
Ohio. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That isa compliment for my State which I did 
not expect from Ohio. 

But let us see what our friends are talking about. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCrREARY). The Chair will call 
the attention of the gentleman from South Carolina to the fact that 
his time has expired. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I think it would be very unfair for our 
friends on the other side, after they have taken my time, to cut me off 
now. There are some things which I would like to tell them. I do 
not pro to occupy more than a few moments. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. And that the same amount of time 
be allowed on this side. 

A MEMBER. Your side has already had an extension. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When the contestant spoke yesterday you gave 
him fifteen minutes additional. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the 
time of the gentleman from South Corolina | Mr. HEMPHILL] for ten 
minutes? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a very few words 
more to say. ‘Though I have a great deal of material here, I will not 
go iito itall. Iask that in my remaining time I may not be inter- 
ru > 

Now, in this townin the county of Butler, inthe State of Ohio, there 
were 41,435 white people and 1,140 colored. A meeting was held there 
to discuss this question, and this paper says that— 

To the shame of some of these men it must be stated that they were Repub- 
ton pa minded by a fanaticism that can not but result in harm to this beautiful 

So it was not altogether the Democrats who took part in this move- 
ment. Well, they went to work and held a public meeting, and they 
instructed the board of education to separate the colored men’s chil- 
dren from the white men’s children. The proceedings continue: 

In compliance with the above request the superintendent be, and is hereby, 
instructed to assign the colored people to the north building to-morrow. 

That was the instruction which they gave when the first public meet- 
ing was held. Later there was another publie meeting, to return 
thanks that. they had gotten rid of the “‘darkies.” In calling the 
meeting to order the chairman— 

Asked the boys to be as quiet as possible— 


The “boys” being spoken of, you understand, in a political sense. 
He— 


Asked the boys to be as quiet as possible; that while they had cause to feel 
jubilant they could at the proper time give vent to their feelings. 

All that he asked was that they should keep quiet while the meet- 
ing was going on. 

One of the leaders in that meeting said that he would go security 
for the board of education, or the school board, that they should not 
suffer any pecuniary harm for having turned these colored children out 
in violation of the law. And what did he say when he was called 


upon to speak? 
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The colored people have the right of suffrage; more than this they can not 
ace t. TAR for their social qualifications there are few of us here ready for 
question. 


Another speaker expressed himself as— 

Highly satisfied to know thatthe children had been driven from the schools, 

Another speaker said— 

So soon es the colored man begins to push himself forward and diotate to his 
superiors in point of intellect and morality, then he awakens that great and 
powerful feeling of prejudice which has always existed in the heartof the white 
man against the negro. 

That is the sentiment of the great State of Ohio as expressed by her 
leading citizens in a public meeting held for the purpose of returning 
thanks that the negro had been forcibly driven out of the public schools 
in ee of the law of the State. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. A 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the gentleman know that the State of 
Ohio elected a negro as a member of their electoral college at the last 
election ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, occasionally when there is 
an election in some of these States the negro does slip into an office 
that has no salary connected with it; there is no doubt about that. 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] But a negro can 
not live on glory any more than a white man can. 

Mr. G. INGER. If the gentleman thinks that an answer, I am 
satisfied. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Ido; and I will tell the gentleman another thing. 
I was up in the State of New York during thelast campaign doing what 
I could for the cause of virtue and honesty. In a town which I visited 
there was quite a number of colored peoNe; and oat of thirty-four or 
thirty-five vice-presidents who were nominated for a large political 
meeting they gave one of those colored men the position of vice-presi- 
dent one night. That, I was told, was the single, solitary recognition 
that the colored people of that section of the country had received from 
any political party, and that came from the Democrats. Now,I know 
that our Republican friends do occasionally name a colored man for an 
office of this kind, and have his name read out from the desk as being 
one of the Presidential electors, and all that kind of thing. But there 
is no money in that, and what the colored men complain of in the 
North, as shown by these letters to which I have referred, is that they 
are not given a fair chance to earnan honest living. I might multiply 
these instances to almost any extent from the material now before me, 
all tending to show how the negro is treated in the public schools, 
ehurches, theaters, hotels, restaurants, and other public places through- 
put many Northern States, but I will not consume the time of the 
House. The cases I have cited fitly illustrate the general feeling on 
this subject asshown by actual occurrences among the people. 

Let me only add the closing sentences of an editorial en this subject 
taken from the Detroit Journal of November 22, 1888, as follows: 


When, by intelligence and refinement and achievement in the various call- 
ings and occupations of life, the colored race has wiped out the nryrangia! 4 of its 
degradation in slavery, it will walk on the same plane of equality with the 
white man; but, it is to be feared, not before, In the mean time the North, 
with unconscious and cynical h will continue to scorn the Southern 
people for their contemptuous treatment of the negro, and so far as they find it 
necessary to “keep the negro in his place” will also continue imitating them. 
No preaching of the gospel, no learned d.squisition on the equality of all men 
before God and the Constitution, no satire or ridicule of the inconsistency will 
abolish these prejudices, 


And the following extract from a letter written by a Northern 
preacher, now residing at the South, and recently published in the 
Christian Union, formerly edited by Henry Ward Beecher: 


Since coming to live in the South I am persuaded of what I before suspected— 
that the social condition of the negro in the South is infinitely higher and far 
more Sees of a Christian humanity than in the North. Here he has sep- 
arate railroad cars, churches, and schools, and this is in accord with his uni- 
versal preference, so fur as I have been able to discover. In these he feels a 
proprietorship and independence, No one dares to insult or molest him, He 
prefers to associate with his own people, In the North the respect for the col- 
ored man is mainly one of sentiment, and flourishes best when he is out of 
sight. He is admitted to the conveyances and schools and churches of the 
whites, but he is ina thousand ways made to feel that he is tolerated and not 
welcomed, There is nothing plainer to me than that in the matter of race prej- 
udice the balance as to quality is largely in favor of theSouth, There is among 
the Southern people a warm, intelligent interest in the future of the negro that 
has no existence among the sentimentalists of the North. In fact, the North 
knows as little about the actual condition of the negro in the South as it does or 
the real heart of the Southern people. Iam well satisfied that partisan papers 
and stump orators of the North have, for political capital, willfully and mali- 
ciously traduced the South. 


Our friends have spoken a great deal about a free ballot and a fair 
count. I know no people more interested in having a free ballot anda 
fair count and some solution of this negro question than we of the 
South. These people are right there in our midst. They are there and 
will remain there. ‘‘Sink or swim, live or die, survive or perish,” we 
must go together. 

But Isay, Mr. Speaker, it does not liein the mouths of the people who 
treat this race in the way our friends here have treated them to attempt 
to give us advice, and particularly on the question of honesty at the 
elections, until they have gone and done some missionary work 
amongst their own people living in their own communities, 

All this talk about the rights and wrongs of the negro, and this 
effort to place him into advanced positions, can bear no good results. 


When the speakers do not believe what they say, and many I fear do 
not, it issimply hypocritical, and when they do believe their own state- 
ments, it amounts only to an ill-advised effort to ferce from the negro 
what the Almighty has never put into him, and that is the ability to 
rule the Anglo-Saxon race, We of the South are not only willing but 
anxious to give him justice. We believe that it is wisest, that it is the 
only fair way to treat him, and that it is the only mode of treatment 
in which we can maintain our own self-respect and command the 
respect of the good people of the other portions of this country. We 
will gladly take him by the hand and lift him up, and do the best we 
can for him; but we are not willing that he should take us by the hand, 
pull us down, and do the worst he can for us. 

One of the best ways of judging of the treatment of the colored race, 
or say other, is to consider the efforts made for its elevation in the way 
of public schools and other institutions that tend to the advancement 
ofa people. Itis generally believed that the colored people in South 
Carolina do not pay exceeding one-tenth of the total taxes, and yetlast 
year the number of colored pupils attending school in South Carolina 
was 103,334, and the number of whites was 90,100. During the same 
period there was over fifteen hundred colored teachers employed in the 
publicschools of the State. Ina publicaddress delivered by Rey. Dr. A. 
D. Mays, a Northern gentleman who has devoted himself largely tothe 
educational interests in the South for a number of years, he made the 
following remarkable statement: 

I undertake to say that no people in human history has made an effort so re- 
markable, all circumstances considered, as the people of the South during the 
past fifteen years, in what they have already done for the schooling of their 
children. In many of their cities their schools will compare favorably with 
those of other parts of the county Their reviving colleges and academies are 
mainly in the hands of able and devoted teachers. Their schools for girls are 
improving, and there is a great deal of interest in the higher education of wo- 
men. Their teachers, as a body, are doing more geod work for less pay than 
any class of their profession in our country, and not unfrequently are maki: 
sacrifices which amount to absolute heroism in their devotion to their work. 
I have just come from the State of South Carolina, where I have seen the mt, 3 
est audience-rooms in a score of her principal towns and cities crowded wi 
their best people to listen to addresses on public education. And, generally, 
there is no topic of public speech or private conversation that now seems more 
generally interesting and even electric, through great portions of these States, 
than this. Last year the Southern States paid no less than $17,000,000 for the 
education of their children and youth of both races; probably five er six mill- 
ions for the schooling of people who were held as property twenty-five years 
ago. And when one has seen the actual condition of the Southern people, as I 
have witnessed it, he ca» understand that $17,000,000 down there represent 
countless millions in our wealthy, prosperous, and powerful North. 

A great deal has been said about suppression of votes in South Caro- 
lina; about fraud being perpetrated by election officers; about 25,000 
voters in one district being deprived of their right to vote, and yet the 
fact stands out uncontradicted that not a single one of these 25,000 men 
appealed from the decision of the registrar or managers of election, 
and not one of the men who are alleged to have trated this enor- 
mous wrong has been arrested or brought to trial in the United States 
court where Judge Bond presides, and he is one of the strongest Re- 
publicans in the United States. 5 

These same charges haye been brought up against us in the past. 
The Government sent down lawyers from Pennsylvania and Ohio and 
from Georgia to convict men of crimes with which they are charged, 
and in one instance the jury was assembled and by solemn resolution, 
before the case was put on trial, these jurors swore among themselves 
they would convict these defendantsof the crime with which they were 
charged; and yet notwithstanding that, notwithstanding the ability of 
the lawyers, notwithstanding the judge was a Republican, when the 
case was presented there were no facts which could be found to sustain 
a conviction, and notwithstanding what the jury had sworn todo they 
were unable to render a verdict of guilty. 

It will be the samethingagain, gentlemen. These oflicers have not 
been guilty of the crime they are charged with. If they are, there 
are the courts of the United States and of the State, which are open 
to the 25,000 people who are said to have been deprived of their rights 
and privileges. I say it is a poor showing forthe colored people to say 
25,000 of them have been deprived of their rights and privileges as 
American citizens, and yet they havenot taken one single step to bring 
the perpetrators of that wrong against them to justice. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, my effort has been to show that the 
registration and election laws of South Carolina are not snares, but that 
they are reasonable and just; that our election officers are not crimi- 
nals, as has been charged, and that if there be any race prejudice 
the same thing exists in Northern States, and that as citizens of the 
several States we ought in justice and fairness to judge each other in 
charity and not in harshness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The only thing further I wish to ask of the House 
is that I may have the privilege of inserting some figures which I have 
in relation to this question. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwill yield half my time to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. 

Mr. COOPER, Before the gentleman from Wisconsin proceeds I would 
like permission to makeastatement. I will say that I did not consume 
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the entire hour to which I was entitled on yesterday, but concluded 
my remarks having exhausted all of the hour but five minutes, which 
time, however, I did not reserve. Isupposed this side would have the 
benefit of the time and that it was not necessary to reserve it, but I 
should be glad to have an understanding now, so that I may have the 
benefit of the remaining minutes. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio did not use 
all of histime. There were five minutes of it yet remaining. 

Mr. CRISP. But Ido not understand, Mr. Speaker, that that time 
belongs to the gentleman. The addition of that time would entirely 

the ment heretofore made. We have agreed upon a 
time for the vote. This is a new proposition. 

Mr. COOPER. Iam not making any proposition in reference to it 
atall, Iam only stating that I consumed but fifty-five minutes of the 
time, and if I am entitled to the remainder I should like to be per- 
mitted to dispose of it as I please. Idid not reserve the time for the 
reason that I have stated. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon changing 
the agreement heretofore entered into. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce that when 
the debate began this morning the contestant had one hour and twelve 
minutes, and the contestee one hour and twenty-five minutes, of the 
time remaining for debate, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] has the floor now for the time yielded 
to him by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, looking at the map of the Con- 
gressional districts of South Carolina, one’s eye can not fail to be arrested 
by the peculiar outlines of the Seventh, with its strange curves and curi- 
ous angles. The straggling and vagrant boundary seems to have been 
wandering in search of every point of the compass, butan examination of 
the political character of that part of the State, furnishes a ready ex- 
planation for itsextraordinary shape. Turning to the census report one 
quickly discovers thatevery effort has been made to gather into this par- 
ticular district that section of the State which is settled almost exclu- 
sively by colored voters. The limits of the district have little refer- 
ence to the county or township subdivisions. It comprises only three 
entire counties, but includes portions of six other counties, and even di- 
vides townships, Itis known in South Carolina politics as the *‘ Black 
district” of the State. The registered vote of the district indicates a 
colored majority of 25,000. The entire vote is 40,588, and the entire 
colored vote, prior to registration, was 32,893. 

The district has been since apportionment a conceded Republican 
district. Itwas formed to incorporate as far as possible the almost solid 
Republican precincts of the State; but greed for office and a fixed de- 
termination to suppress the colored vote led the Democratic managers 
A that Congressional district to perpetrate the crimes which bring this 
cas> before the House. 

This was rendered comparatively easy by the passage of the South 
Carolina election law, a law which outrages every principle of hon- 
esty and right, tramples under foot the Constitution of the United 
States, and stifles the voice of the legal Republican voters of that district. 
The law provided that all voters should register at the general registra- 
tion in the months of May and June, 1882. It provides only for subse- 
quentregistration by such voters as thereafter attain their majority; and 
for the reissue of registration certificates only to voters whose registration 
certificates have been lost or destroyed. Its provisions were designed to 
allow allelection officersand managers to beof one political party. Itex- 
cludes from the voting-places all persons excepting the managers and 
clerks of election and the voter. It provides eight different ballot- 
boxes, to be located as near each other as the managers determine, and 
their relative positions changed as often as they please. It therefore 
leaves the control of all the steps preliminary to ballot, of all the ar- 
rangements for election and the election itself, as well as the count of 
the ballots, and the return, éntirely and exclusively in the hands ot 
the dominant political . While it provides that the count shall 
be publicly made, itis held to be a compliance with the law if the pub- 
lic is excluded and kept at such a distance as to be beyond hearing and 
only in sight of the performance. 

Such in brief is the election law which inspired and stimulated the 
contestee to make the successful attempt of wiping out an enormons 
opposing majority and securing the certificate of election to a seat on 
this floor. It is a matter susceptible of easy demonstration, if gentle- 
men will indulge me with their attention, that this is one of the most 
outrageous wrongs ever perpetrated upon the sanctity of our elections 
or sought to be foisted upon the credulity of this House. It was ac- 
complished by three different methods: first, by preventing registra- 
tion; second, preventing registered voters from voting; third, reversing 
the result of the ballot in the count and return. 

William Elliott, the Democratic candidate, was given the certificate 
of election. His majority according to the returns is 532. 


I can not trespass on your time to quote extendedly from the eight 
hundred pages of testimony in this case. Indeed, it is hardly neces- 
sary. The case is strongly proven when fairly stated. The enactment 
of the law itself was plainly for the purpose of disfranchising the col- 
ored voters of the State. The officers evidently understood what was 
expected of them from the first. ~ 


PREVENTING REGISTRATION. 

_ Registration offices were opened in localities where it would most 
inconvenience the largest possible number of colored voters to appear 
for registration. They were forced to travel long distances in order to 
present themselves to the proper officer; then compelled to return day 
after day awaiting his pleasure; to stand from morning till night before 
this indifferent, leisurely scoundrel, while he furnished the proper cer- 
tificate to the Democrat, the white man, promptly and withont delay, 

In proof of this listen to this evidence from the record: 

Henry Singleton (colored) was one of a large number of witnesses who 
testify that they offered their votes for Robert Smalis, but were rojected 
because they had been cheated out of registration. He applied atthe first 
registration in 1882, for two entire days at one place, where his persistent 
supplication was not rewarded with even a response from the official, 
He followed the Officer to another place of registration and there impor- 
tuned him for three days, informing him that he had to walk 8 miles 
back and forth. He was refused. 

Ben MelIlwain (colored), another, spent two days in an effort to get 
his certificate. Hesays: 

I tried as hard as I could. I called his attention for a long time; he was do- 
ing nothing but tapping with his pencil. He did not give any reason for not 
registering me. 

On cross-examination he says: 

He registered four or five white people to one colored man. 

Solomon Laws (colored), another, applied for registration for two days 
atone place and one day atanother. Hestood for hoursand called outhis 
name, but the officer would not pay any attention to him. He was 
within 4 or 5 feet of the officer. 

Frank Seymour (colored), another, spent two days and a half at one 
place and oneday at a second. He got within 2 feet of theofficer. He 
remained from 9 o’clock a, m. till 4 p.m. Many received certificates 
who were not so near. He failed altogether. 

Moses Brittan (colored), another, sought registration in 1882. He 
stood for two days each at Gordon’s Mill and Sumter Court-House near 
enough to touch the officer with outstretched hand from opening till 
closing of the office. He was ignored, and is therefore disfranchished 
under this law. 

E. D. Peterson (colored), another, applied at the first general registra- 
tion for nine succeeding days. He sought the office of the register; ap- 
proached so near that functionary as to reach the table at which he 
worked. Hesays: ‘I asked him to please register me; he always said, 
‘All right; directly.’ He wasregistering people all the time, but regis- 
tered them that came up after me.” 

Richard Thompson (colored),another witness,secured his certificate in 
1882, but lost it and applied seasonably to the proper officer in 1886, 
That worthy varied the performance with a little lying, and explained to 
theapplicant that it would be quite unnecessary for him to have a new 
certificate; he was so well known that he could vote anyway. When 
he offered his ballot it was promptly rejected because he had no cer- 
tificate of registration. 3 

These and many other witnesses swear that they madeevery possible 
effort to secure registration and were persistently and unlawfully re- 
fused by a Democratic official; that they afterward offered their votes 
for General Smalls and were rejected by Democratic managers of elec- 
tion because they were not registered. 

This is a fair illustration of the mannerin which colored Republicans 
have been disfranchised in South Carolina by the thousands. Go a 
step farther into this case and take a better view of the system. 

With all the barriers, obstacles, and hindrances to registration there 
was still a great majority to be disposed of in this Congressional dis- 
trict. The party friends of the gentleman now occupying General 
Smalls’s seat on this floor planned to despoil that majority of their 
district upon election day. This was to be accomplished in various 
ways, each, if possible, more dishonest than the others. The purposé 
of the inventors of this election scheme now became strikingly mani- 
fest. 

PREVENTING REGISTERED VOTERS FROM VOTING, 

The provision respecting residence and registration offered, as it was 
plainly designed to, unlimited scope for artifice and jugglery on the 
part of the Democratic managers of the elections. In no instance did 
they neglect their opportunities, Ifa colored voter had moved into a 
different house upon the same farm in the same voting precinct it was 
held to be a change of residence and his vote rejected. If, without 
moving his family from the house, he had gone out to work by the 
day or month temporarily it was decided a change of residence. If the 
name of the farm or plantation on which he resided when registered 
could be made the subject of variation his vote was promptly excluded, 
though it was conceded that his residence had not moved a foot since 
his registration. : 

As a sample of this sort of work I cite a few of the hundreds of wit- 
nesses who swore in this case that they duly presented their registra- 
tion certificates at the polls, and offered their votes for Robert Smalls, 
but were rejected for the reasons stated. 

The certificate of Edward Harrison (colored) was regular, and stated 
his residence as ‘‘ Bloom Hill, Manchester township.” Bloom Hill is 
the name of the plantation owned by one Owens. Edward Harrison 
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lived there for twenty years. Thirteen years ago he bought the 

ttle piece of Bloom Hill which he then occupied, and where he has 

tinuously resided since. He was rejected because his residence was 
inot Bloom Hill, and had only been formerly a part of Bloom Hill. 

Wade Hampton’s name did not save him. He is a colored man. 
He was duly registered in 1882 as residing at ‘‘ Lawrence Dow Place, 
in Manchester township or parish.” vote was rejected by Bob 
Owens, a manager. The witness says: 

He objected becauso I had moved out of the house Ijwasin. I voted at the 
Cleveland and Blaine election on the same certificate, I have not moved since 
1882 from the place of residence marked on that certificate. 

Richard Singleton (colored) was registered at the general registration 
in 1882, and the following certificate issued to him, which he still has 
in his possession: 

[Registration certificate No. 4167, Sumter County, Sumter township or parish; 
election precinct, Sumter No, L] 


The bearer, Richard Sin; leton, is a qualified voter in the above precinct, and 
resides at te of Jno. Moore's land in Sumter township or parish, and is 
twenty-four years of age and is entitled to vote at said precinct. 

red on 2ist day of June, A. D. 1882, 
P. P. GAILLARD, 


Supervisor of Registration. 


He attended Sumter precinct and offered his vote for General 
Smalls. It was refused by John Schwien and Keels, the Democratic 


managers of the election, for the following reasons, as given by the 


witness: 

They said the certificate was not right. They asked me what place I was 
living at, to which I replied on Singleton Moore's , which had been the 
place of John Moore, who is dead, hen I obtained my certificate John Moore 
was dead, but Singleton Moore had charge of the place. Itis generally known 
as John Moore's place. I yoted at the election before this on the same certifi- 
cate. Iwas then living at the same place. The managers did not state that 
the reason for rejecting my vote was because I had changed my residence. [Í 
stated to them that Singleton Moore and John Moore’s place is the same, All 
they (the managers) £! after looking at the paper (was) that "' It is notright; 
pass out.” 

In farther demonstration of the noble, high-minded, and delicate 
sense of ‘‘Southern honor’? displayed in making the law a ‘‘ hocus- 
science that smiles in the face” of the colored Republican while it steals 
his vote, mark still another case: 

Gabriel Wright (colored) sworn, says: 

“Tam fifty-six years of age; live in the township of Sumter, and am a farmer. 
Tattended Sumter precinct to vote for eral Smalls. The manager asked me 
for my certificate, and Lhadtogohomeand get it, After coming back Scleverin 
(manager) objected to me.” 


The following is a copy of the registration certificate: 


[Registration certificate No. eg punter tyne or parish; election pre- 
net No, 1, 
The bearer, Gabriel W 


ht, is a qualified voter in the above precinct, and re- 
moe at his own land, and is fifty-one years of age, and is entitled to vote atsaid 
precinct, : 


Registered on the 30th day of June, 1882, ee aan: 
of Registration, 

Continuing, witness said: 

At the time I registered I was livingat Sumter on my own land. When I of- 
fered to vote I was livingat the same place. About two years Mr. Barnett 
cos a pantie Sst panes Sein tI: Boob ORLARRAD ong after the 

This witness had not chan; his residence, and the managers well 
understood that he had not, but rejected his vote because he had sold, 
though he had not moved from, his land. 

But, sir, the proof is ample that “the same managers guilty of these 
abuses permitted Democrats to vote without let or hindrance, without 
even requiring the production of certificates or halting them with a 
single question. ’ 

T. J. Turney (colored), sworn, says: 

I reside in gpooweae i Beg a farmer; attended Sumter precinct at the last gen- 


eral election ; there from opening to closing of polls. I kept a poll- 
list of those that voted and those that were rejected. e list of the voters I 


Iwas 


rejected voter gave me his name upon being rejected. One hundred 
ected. Trabit M I saw 
They were ocrats, 
J. R. Smith (colored), the supervisor of Lynchburgh precinct, was a 
sore annoyance to the Democratic election managers. Sworn as awit- 
ness, he says: A 
I live in Lynchburgh precinct; attended at the last election (1886) from 6 a. m, 
until 6 p. m., as a supervisor. Of my own knowledge I know of about 100 who 
had no certificates, and of 94 who had certificates that were not allowed to vote. 
A majority of the rejected voters belong to the Republican party. I kept a 
l-list, Atthe commencement they had the registration books baare them; 
the course of time a manager got up, had a conversation with another one, 
the jon were removed from the table to the counter; when a 
white man presented himself to vote they would not refer to the books; only 
done so whena colored man came, and would ask the colored man agood many 
V prea and if they missed their residence would not allow them to vote. 
am satisfied that all the ones that voted 
tion books were legal, but those that came in 
books were removed and I could not tell whether they had a right to vote or 


nok bees asked them to let me look two or three times, but they would not let 
me loo 


Comment is unnecessary. , 
The record in this case proves beyond denial the rejection of 278 duly 
registered and legally qualified voters in the Seventh district of South 


Carolina at the Congressional election of 1886 who appeared and offered 
their votes for Robert Smalls, the contestant. He has not taken the 
testimony of the thousands of Republican voters throughout that dis- 
trict, barred of theirrightsin the same shameless, lawless manner. He 
has furnished enough and more than enough to expose fully the plan of 
campaign in that section and give him his seat on this floor. 

An easier method and one apparently very generally practiced in 
certain solid Republican precincts is that employed at Biggin’s Church 
precinct, Richland County. None but Democratic election 
were appointed. They had no interest in the vote of a Republican 

recinct where there was a Republican candidate whose defeat had 
bona ordered. At Biggin’s Church, on a political division, the Repub- 
licans cast about 350 votes, the Democrats 10 or 11. Consequently, 
when election morning came the gentlemen appointed to conduct the 
State election opened the State poll, but the managers for the Congres- 
sional ballot-box did not appear at all. 

The testimony of some of the witnesses with reference to this matter- 
is interesting and important. 

E. H. Reid (colored), sworn, says: 

“I reside at Monck’s Corner, Berkeley County; 
On the last general election day [1886] I was at Bi 
there at 8 o'clock a, m., and remained there untilabout half past 2. Duringthe 
time I was present there was no Congressional poll open. I did not vote for 
Congressman, though I was entitled to. There were from 345 to 350 voters pres- 
ent, all Republicans except 10 or 11.” 

Thomas H. Wallace (colored), sworn, says: 
“I reside at Monck’s Corner; occupation, storekeeper. On 2d of November 
1886] I was mpana Church poling precinct at 5 a. m, and remained there all 
ose of the pol 


occupation, school-teacher. 
n’s Church precinct; arrived 


A and till the for the Stateand county offices. Congressional 
pe l did not open. There were no managers there; no votes were cast for mem- 
r of Congress. There were 350 voters present. About339 would have voted 


for Robert Smalls, and the others would have voted for Elliott, I have this 
means of knowing how the individual voters would have voted at that election; 
I am Republican precinct chairman of Biggin’s Church precinct, and I have 
been tor eleven years, and must have an idea how many votes would be cast for 
the Democratic and Republican candidates for Congress; every election I have 
been at that precinct with the Republican tickets, and no Democraticcandidates 
have ever received more than 11 votes, No change in political sentiment has 
taken place at all; the Democrats have gained nostrength since 1876 at that pre- 
cinct. In 1884the colored men voted the Republican ticket,the whites the Demo- 
cratic ticket, On the last election day the puaa voters present did notail 
vote in the State and county boxes on account of the eight boxes and changing 
of the boxes by the managers from time to time during the election, and as they 
peip et ceed they? thought there was no use to vote. I saw them change the 
boxes just after I voted.” 


This same plan was carried out at many other precincts. Some- 
times it partially failed, or wholly miscarried, through inadvertence on 
the part of one or two of the Democratic managers of elections or through 
the carelessness of the commissioners in accidentally appointing an 
honest man as one of the managers. But the canvassing board car be 
soiled on in all such cases to take care of any little oversight of that 


REVERSING THE VOTES AS CAST ON THE COUNT AND RETURN. 


At Gadsden precinct, in Richland County, Democratic managers for 
the Congressional poll would not serve. After waiting about three 
hours, the Federal supervisor swore in three managers, who held the 
election. 

Their proceeding and the result of the election is shown by the 
testimony of Preston Richardson (colored), one of the acting managers. 
Hesays: 

I reside at Grove Wood, Gadsden precinct; ama farmer; arrived at Gadsden 
precinct last election day at 5 o'clock in the morning, and remained till the polls 
closed, and at night the votes were counted. The mal polls 
open till 10 o'clock, because the aes appointed by commissioners were 
not present. Two of them were there during the day; Mr. John H. Adams, at 
6.30 o’clock; Mr. Scott came there in the afternoon and voted at county and 
State election boxes, in the other end of the same building in a different room, 
Mr. Adams said he was there on time to open the Pays as one of the regularly 
appointed managers of election, but the others did not appear and no polls 
would beopened. Anelection was held by myself, William arnolds; and Sci 
Shiver. Opened at 10o'clock. The box wasset atthe window, and each voter 
he came up and presented his registration certificate was first sworn and 
Aft the close of the poll we proceeded to count the ballot, The ballots and box 
were in the custody of the rs, and then we sent them to Samuel 
Republican Congressional d ct chairman. The box was nailed up and a 

p of paper putover the hole and sealed. Four hundred and fifty-one ballots 
were found in the box when counted. They were counted for Robert 
No ballots were cast for any other candidate. 

This box, intact, with the seal unbroken, was presented to the officer 
of this House as evidence when the testimony in this case was taken, 

One of the other acting managers, 8. J. Shiver (colored), sworn, says: 

I live at Gadsden precinct. On last general election I was at Gadsden polli 
precinct from 5 a. m, till close of polls and votes were counted, Polls 
about 10a. m. A. P. Richardson, myself, and Reynolds acted as man: 
pointed by Republican supervisor. Polls were not opened at7 o'clock 
the regular managers were not there. Mr. John Adams was there, but did not 
act; he said he would act, but the rest were not there, and he would not act 
himself. At close of poly ballots were counted and placed in box. Wecounted, 
I think, 452 votes for Robert Smalls. All persons who presented their a 
tion tickets, and the tickets were signed for the place where they lived, and 
they had not moved, were allowed to vote. In 1384 the total vote was some- 
thing over 500. s 

There is not a syllable of testimony anywhere in the record suggest- 
ing tbat any illegal votes were received by the acting managers, nor 
that any legal votes were rejected, nor that a single voter was deprived 
of his privilege to vote at the Congressional poll because it was not 
opened until 10 instead of at 7 o’clock, nor that an honest count and 
true return were not made of the vote as cast. 
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Pe arini board rejected the 451 votes cast for Smalls at this 
p c 

At Sandy Island precinct, Georgetown County, only one of the mana- 

rs served, He chanced to be a Republican. The two Democrats re- 

used to act. The election was orderly; only legal votes were received. 
The count was honest and the return lar. 

J. J. McCottrie, supervisor for this precinct, sworn, says: 

Qualified and served as superviser of election at Sandy Island precinct. 
Opened polls at7a,m. Charles Lance served as manager; the other managers 
were not there. Gabrel Lance served as clerk. Before epening the polls the 

r opened the box and allowed public view of inside of it. He admin- 
iste the oath and required each voter to show his registration certificate be- 
fore he allowed him to vote. He had the registration book of that precinct. 
The polls remained epen till 6 in the evening. I kept the poll-list; 33 votes 
were cast; Robert Smalls received 33; William Elliott none, I witnessed the 
counting of thevote. I saw the manager sign a statement of the returns. He 
put it in the box, sealed the box, and carried it home. I assisted the mana- 

rin counting the vote; there was no other Federal supervisor at the polls that 
iS. The box was locked before the voting began. 

This box was rejected by the county board because the two Demo- 
cratic managers did not serve. 

Cedar Creek precinct, Georgetown County, was rejected by the can- 
vassing board because one of the managers did not qualify. The three 
were present; two were duly sworn, No charge is made that the elec- 
tion was not fair and return legal. Smalls received 18, Elliott none. 

Griers precinct, Georgetown County: Two of the regularly appointed 
Managers qualified and served. One refused and J. H. Alston was 
sworn in and served instead. This is made the sole excuse for throw- 
ing out the entire vote of the precinct. Every word of testimony as 
to this precinct in record proves the fairness and regularity of theelec- 
ye? san return. At this precinct Robert Smalls received 65 votes, El- 

ott 4. 

Santee precinct vote was rejected by the county canvassing board 
because two of the Democratic managers refused to serve. The elec- 
tion was conducted by the third regularly atone manager, assisted 
by a sworn clerk and supervisor. The polls were opened, kept open, 
and closed at the hours fixed by law. Several witnesses swear that 
only registered and legally qualified voters were permitted to vote, 
each of whom presented a certificate and was duly sworn before de- 
positing his ballot. There was no railing around the approach to the 
box, as directed by statute. But the witnesses swear that the voters 
approached singly and voted without being spoken to or directed by any 
other person. The contestee claims that afew votes werecast by voters 
who had changed their residences, but there is no evidence that a voter 
had made an actual change of residence. Thevote was counted. The 
count balanced with the poll-list. The returns were properly made 
out and personally delivered to the board of commissioners. This pre- 
cinct gave Smalls 212, Elliott 4. It was too large a vote to allow a 
Republican whose defeat had been decreed in advance in that district, 
and was forthwith rejected, professedly because of the absénce of the 
two Democratic managers. 

The law of the State directs the construction of a railing about the 
approach to the ballot-box with an opening at each end for the voters’ 
entrance and exit, fixes the time for opening and closing the polls, and 
directs the appointment of three managers to conduct the election. 

But the statute nowhere declares that a failure to observe these di- 
rections shall vitiate the proceedings and void the election; it is there- 
fore merely directory and not mandatory. 

Irregularities are generally to be disregarded unless the statute expressly 
declares that they shall be fatal to an election, or unless they are such in them- 
re ny to change or render doubtful the resalt—McOrary Elections, 2d ed., 
page 

The high privilege of suffrage nowhere in this country should be 
made dependent on the indifference and carelessness of some election 

cer in the discharge or neglect of some unimportant duty. 


Election statutes are to be tested like other statutes, but with a leaning to lib- 
trality. in view of the great public purposes which they accomplish; and ner’ 
where they specifically provide that a thing shall be done in the manner indi- 
cated, and not otherwise, their provision designed merely for the information 
and guidance of the officers, must be regarded as directory only, and the elec- 
tion will not be defeated bya failure to comply with them, providing the irreg- 
ularity has not hindered any who were entitled from exercising the right of 
suffrage, or rendered doubtful the evidences from which the result was to be 
declared. In a leading case the following irregularities were held not to vitiate 
the election: The accidental substitution of another book for the Holy Evan- 
gelists in the administration of an oath, both parties being ignorant of the error 
atthe time; the holding of the election by persons who were not officers de 
jure, but who had colorable authority, and acted de facto in good faith ; the fail- 
ure of the board of inspectors to appoint clerks of the election; the closing of 
the outer door of the room where the election was held at sundown, and then 
permitting the persons within the room to vote; it not appearing that legal 
voters were excluded by closing the door, or illegal allowed to vote; and the fail- 
ure of the inspectors or clerks to take the prescribed oath of office. And it was 
said, in the same that any irregularity in conducting an election which 
does not deprive a legal voter of his vote, or admit a disqualified voter to vote. 
or cast uncertainty on the result, and has not been occasioned by the agency of 
a party seeking to derive a benefit from it, should be overlooked in a proceed- 
ing to try the right to an office depending on such election. This rule isan emi- 
nently Oe 2 one, and it furnishes a very satisfactory testas to what is essen- 
tial and what not in election laws. And where a party contests an election on 
the und of these or any similar irregularities, he ought to aver and be able 
to oe the result was affected by them.—Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, 
page 


There is no proof or charge of fraud at any of these precincts or in 
the returns made by the acting managers, They were rejected because 


’ 


of the failure of the party friends of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. ELLIOTT] to do their duty. The votes of these five precincts 
should be accepted by this House. ey gave Mr. Smalls 771 majority. 

In the absence of the Democratic managers of the Congressional 
election at Biggin’s Church, Gadsden, Sandy Island, Cedar Creek, 
Grier’s, and Santee precincts, and in the unfailing presence of the 
Democratic managers of the State and county elections at each of these 
precincts, is plainly uncovered a preconcerted and well-arranged plan 
to steal this Congressional district. Further proof of this is found on 
almost every page of the record in the large numbers ef witnesses 
shown to have voted at the State boxes upon the same state of facts, 
presenting the same certificates of registration and residence, upon 
which they were speedily rejected by the managers at the Congressional 
ballot-box. The way had been boldly blazed out prior to the election 
along which these officials were to pursue their unlawful course, 

A little different plan was devised to dispose of 267 of General 
Smalls’s votes cast at the Brick Episcopal Church precinct in Berkeley 
County. The supervisor of registration of this as in all other counties 
isa Democrat. The managers and clerks of election at Brick Episco- 
pal Church were all Democrats. The county board of canvassers were 
all Democrats. 

The town of Mount Pleasant, in this same county, is in the First 
Congressional district, and the Democratic supervisor of registration 
for the county made out a list of registered voters for Mount Pleasant 
precinct and Brick Episcopal Church precinctin thesame book. Mount 
Pleasantis a village, and the voters are nearly all white men and Dem- 
ocrats, Brick Episcopal Church precinct is in thecountry, and the voters 
are nearly all colored men and Republicans. At the election Novem- 
ber 2, 1886, Mount Pleasant polled 61 votes; Brick Episcopal Church 
270. In order to insure the legality of the Mount Pleasant vote and in 
order to furnish an excuse for rejecting the Brick Episcopal Church vote 
the one book containing the two lists of registered voters was retained 
by the Democratic managers for Mount Pleasant and none furnished 
the Brick Episcopal Church. 

Even the Democratic managers at the church were obliged to swear 
that the election was orderly and regular; that the voters all presented 
registration certificates and were sworn, and that no one voted who 
was not registered (on the book up at Mount Pleasant) and qualified 
to vote, The count and return was made pursuant to law. Robert 
Smalls received 267 votes, William Elliott 3. 

The Democratic canvassing board rejected the precinct because there 
was no list of registered voters at the polling-place. 

A mass of evidence was introduced by the contestee in this case to 
sustain the rejection of a large vote from the Brick Church precinct on 
St. Helena Island, in Beaufort County. The ground assigned for 
throwing out this precinct is intimidation and riot, rendering it neces- 
sary to close the polls. 

A. E. W. Fripp, the Democratic manager who conducted the elec- 
tion, testified as to the character of the interruptions, as follows: 

I have lived on St. Helena Island since 1882. We have about eighteen white 
and over nine hundred colored voters. The white men on the island are prin- 
pe ert merchants and Democrats. I donot know ofa single man who has ever 
left the island or quit his mercantile business on account of politics. I do not 


know of any person who was prevented from voting by threats or violence at 
the poll where I was a manager at the last (1886) election. 


Jackson W. Brown (colored), clerk and supervisor at this precinct, 
testifies with reference to what transpired there: 

I arrived at the polls at daylight and never left till all the votes were counted, 
There was no disturbance at the polls. Chance Green’s testimony that George 
Riversand Hastings Gantt went into the polls together, and that tt began to 
quarrel about Rivers voting the Democrat ticket, is not true; there was noth- 
ing ofthe kind. The poll was closed twice during the day, about five minutes 
each time—first on account of the voters having so much noise on the stoop; 
second, on account of more than one wishing to come in at the same time. 
After the constable was ay Agger to let them in by turns the noise all 
and went all peaceable. The noise I of was laughing and talking. I 
acted as clerk, but was not at any time urbed on account of the noise. 

Chance Green (colored), the individual mentioned by this witness, fur- 
nishes the gentlemen upon the other side of this case with the great body 
of their evidence for rejecting this precinct. He possesses a luxuriant 
oriental imagination. He names many colored men present at this pre- 
cinct on that day burning with a desire to vote the Democratic ticket, 
but who were prevented by the threats and violence by colored Repub- 
licans, and by the lavish use of money by these unscrupulous, wealthy 
ex-slaves. It is true that the men named by Chance Green deny on 
their oaths that they ever thought of voting the Democratic ticket, 
but that is a little circumstance that does not embarrass the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. ELLIOTT] nor his friend Chance Green. 

As an illustration of the facile and extensive play of Chance Green’s 
exuberant fancy I quote the following paragraph from his testimony, 
cited by the committeein their report. Winding up a thrilling descrip- 
tion of the horrors of this awful riot, beginning with a weak joke 
cracked by one colored man and ending in a mild Jaugh at it from the 
bystanders, which closed the poll and suspended business at that pre- 
cinct for several seconds he continues: 

Just after he opened the poll again Frank Jenkins got the Democratic ticket 
fro u me going up to the poll, and Cyrus Jenkins went to him and asked him, 
~ What are you going to do with that ticket?” He said, “Iam fone to vo 
it.’ Cyrus said, * Not to-day; we Republicans intention not to let you 
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ocrats vote here to-day;” and Sharper Rivers, that man sitting over yonder, he 
is one of the men said so; and then Frank Jenkins went off and a great crowd 
followed him, and when he got up on the platform Cyrus Jenkins went up to 
him and jerked the ticket out of his hand and tore it up, and pulled him down 
off the platform and said to him, “Frank Jenkins, do you think we are fun- 
ning? We do not intend to let you vote.” And Sharper Rivers said, “ No, 
don't let him vote,” and Rivers had a stick in his hand, too, and I was 
afraid of his stick myself. Then Frank Jenkins came to me and another 
ticket and went to vote it, and then he went home, because they told him if he 
staid there they would beat him on the road, 

Concerning this interesting little episode, in which he is made so con- 
spicuous a figure, Mr. Frank Jenkins (colored) testified: 

I was not at the Federal poll held at Dr. Peters’s office, on St. Helena Island, 
November 2, 1886. I was out in the road; not at the poll. I know Chance 
Green. I did not meet him in the morning’on election day; I met him in the 
evening. He did not give me an election ticket. I had no use for a ticket. I 
had no register paper. I did not ask him for an Elliott ticket that day. I had 
no register ticket and I could not vote without one. Idid not attempt to goto 
the polls. I did not cross the side of the ditch. Cyrus Jenkins never pulled 
me off the platform. I was not on the platform. I never saw Sharper Rivers 
that day. I never heard such an expression used as beating anybody. Itis 
false that I went home for fear I would be beaten on the road for supporting 
William Elliott for Congress. I could notsupporthim nor Mr. Smalls, IfI 
had my registration certificate I would have voted for Mr. Smalls, 

This precinct, thrown out for intimidation and riot on such testimony 
as Green’s, cast 503 votes for Robert Smalls and 45 for William Elliott. 

Several witnesses besides Chance Green were produced by the gentle- 
manfrom South Carolina [Mr, ELLIOTT] to prove that a policy of general 
intimidation over all Beaufort County was pursued by Robert Smalls 
and his party friends. Whileit may notexplain the source and inspira- 
tion of that evidence, yet gentlemen who have read their testimony 
and that contradicting it will have acquired such an interest in some 
of the more important of contestee’s [Mr. ELL10T1’s] witnesses upon this 
point as to feel some concern as to their subsequent history. 

Five or six of these witnesses are paraded in the committee’s report, 
and have been quoted by every gentleman who has spoken on thatside, 
I thank the chairman of the committee [Mr. Crisp] for going outside 
the record and furnishing some testimony as to the present situation 
of politics and persons in that district. It fully warrants me in giving 
this House some facts respecting these half dozen of their most im- 
portant witnesses. 

Mr. J. C. Mardenborough (colored), who furnished pages of original 
and striking evidence, was afterwards appointed arailway postal clerk 
on the Charleston and Jackson Railway. 

Mr. F. D. J. Lawrence (colored), whose testimony if not so original 
was still very voluminous and valuable to the contestee, received an ap- 
pointment from the authorities of the State as a trial justice, aposition 
worth some money and of unlimited power in that State to an un- 
scrupulous man. 

A. B. Colonel (colored) is still doing business at the old stand as 
constable to a Democratic trial justice. They have come to agree on 
politics. 

Felix Bonner (colored), asturdy witness who handled facts in such a 
reckless manner as to charm the contestee’s friends, has been given a 
place in the custom-house at'Coosaw, S. C., since testifying in the case. 

Z. E. Sawtelle did not get a good place, or at least there is no record 
of it. He died shortly after testifying. 

And the oft-quoted and never-to-be-forgotten Chance Green, after his 
heavy work as a witness for contestee [Mr. ELLIOTT], finds sweet and 
profitable repose in the Treasury Department under this Administra- 
tion, and he may be beaming upon me at this moment from that dark 
cloud in the gallery for aught I know. Whether these witnesses and 
probably many others secured their places through the Civil Service 
Commission upon merit, or through the influence of some individual for 
some service rendered, I do not know. There they are and there we 
will leave them—at least for the present. 

The next feature of the performance in the Seventh district to which 
I ask your attention is counting votes for contestee not cast for him at 
all. This was accomplished by the old trick of stuffing the box and 
then drawing out the votes actually cast for Smalls as ‘‘excess’’ and 
counting the illegal ballots for Eliiott. General Smalls selects three ot 
sha precinct where this was done and proves it clearly and emphat- 
ically. 

The first is Pocotaligo precinct iu Beaufort County. Here, as usual, 
the managers and clerk were all Democrats. The poll-list shows that 
143 men voted. When the vote was counted it disclosed an excess of 
148 ballots. The count was conducted by the Democratic managers. 
The disposal of the surplus ballots was managed by the same gentlemen. 

The process is described by S. J. Bampfield (colored), from whose 
testimony I quote: 

Q. Did you witness the count? And if so, state whatever facts came to your 
knowledge or observation in reference to it, 

A. I did; in the afternoon my suspicions were aroused by the apparent nervy- 
ousness of the managers, especially Mr. Frampton, the chairman, and the circu- 
lation by them of certain rumors to the effect that the votes in the box were tie, 
and that certain Republicans who were loud-mouthed for Smalls, the Republican 
eandidate, were secretly voting for William Elliott,the Democratic candidate, 
As I crossed the piazza to enter the room where the voting was going on I over- 
heard a conversation between Mr. John Frampton, the chairman of the board, 
and Mr. H. W. Richardson, collector of the port of Beaufort,as to how to dis- 
pose of the excessive votes in the box. Soon after Mr. Frampton announced 
that the room would have to be cleared and that the counting would proceed. 
I asked him if a f citizens would be permitted to witness the count; he said 
that I might stand at the open door, but that I couldn’tremainintheroom. He 


did, however, permit Mr. H. W. Richardson, collector of the port of Beaufort; 
the paymaster in the United States Navy, James L. Morrison; a boat-hand in 
the custom-house; and others, who I think were State constables, to remain in 
the room. The open door in which I stood was not more than 4 feet from the 
table on which the box was placed, so that I could witness the count. 

Before opening the box Mr. Frampten directed that the light, which was but 
an apology then, should be removed from the table on which it stood by the box 
to the mantel-piece. His position was, one hand on the box, the other directing 
the removal of the lamp; reminded one more ofa necromancer about to perform 
a feat of legerdemain than an officer performing a sworn duty. He finally 
opened the box very carefully and proceeded to take out the ots. After 
taking out 143 ballots, laying them one upon another, face down, correspond- 
ing with the number of names on the poll-list, he stated that there were more 
ballots in the box, and that he would have to return the 143 ballots to the box 
and that some one with his back to the box should withdraw the excess and 
destroy them, in which opinion Mr. Henry Mew evidently con - Lealled 
his attention to the fact that he couldn’t know the excess of the ballots in the 
box until all of the ballots were counted, and that, therefore, he did not know 
how many ballots to destroy. They both still insisted that that was the proper 
manner to dispose of the excess. The paymaster suggested that the proper way 
was to destroy all the ballots left in the box, and count the 143 already drawn 


out. 

All the Democrats present except the supervisor, Mr. Hammond, and Mr, 
Richardson, were opposed to counting all the ballots in the box, and thus to 
expose a glaring fraud. After considerable discussion Mr. Richardson came to 
my rescue, stating that I was right, that the law required that all the ballots 
should be counted, to which the managers reluctantly consented. Upon count- 
ing the remaining ballots in the box there were found tobe 148. All the ballots 
were then returned to the box, and Mr, Frampton, turning his back to the box, 
drew out the 148 which were in excess, which were destroyed. It was then 
found that of the ballots remainingin the box there were 87 for Elliott and 
56 for Smalls. The ballots that were taken out—the 143—were laid on the table, 
were mostly clean and lightly folded, so that they lay comparatively emooth 
on the table, indicating that they were never votedsingly. During the removal 
of those ballots from the box I noticed that they were apparently folded to- 
verre’ in a large bunch, and called the managers’ attention to the law about 

llots being folded together, and noticed that subsequent to that Mr. Framp- 
ton’s hands were put lower down in the box, so that I couldn’tsee what he was 
cane. He destroyed two Elliott ballots folded together after I had spoken to 


The names of the Democratic managers and the Democratic clerk 
who conducted this performance, are John Frampton, Henry Mew, J. 
W. Hill, and M. C. Hammond. Neither they nor any other of the par- 
tisan friends of contestee [Mr. ELLIOTT] were called as witnesses. 
They sent their return to the canvassing giving Elliott 87 and 
Smalls 56 votes. One hundred and eighteen legally qualified voters 
at this precinct swear they voted for Smalls. 

The second precinct offered by contestant in illustration of this prac- 
tice is Providence precinct, Sumter County. As usual the managers 
were all Democrats. They returned 119 votes for Elliott and none for 
Smalls. When the polls closed there were 119 names on the poll-list. 
When the ballots were counted 199 were found in the box. 

Robert Mahoney, a supervisor, explains in his testimony how easily 
Democratic managers of election in South Carolina can dispose of a few 
Republican votes. 


Q. Where were you at the close of the poll that day? 
A. At the polls in the house. 


Q. How did it happen that all the ballots for Smalls were drawn out of the 


x? 
on song ure Smalis’s ballots were placed on top of the box, and the boy drew 
em ou 


R. H. Richardson (colored), a constable at that precinct, testified in 
reference to this affair. I quote from his evidence: 

I was at Providence poll by my watch from 6 a. m, until the polls closed that 
evening and until the votes were counted. After the closing of the poll John 
Kingman proceeded to canvass the votes; he placed the votes cast for Smalison 
one side of the box outside, and those cast for Mr. Elliott on the other. When 
he saw that there were more votes in the box than the poll-list called for he 
placed Mr. Elliott’s vote in the bottom of the box, then pushed the Smalls vote 
on top of those, and had a boy to draw every Smalls vote out without stirring 
themup. The other man, Mr. C. L. Williamson, refused to sign the Democratic 
return—he was the Democratic supervisor—claiming that it was not fairly done; 
See yy a =r ballots, not one Elliott, thrown out, and no Smalls ballot 
was left in the box. 


This testimony all stands without a contradiction. There is no cer- 
tain proof as to just what the legal vote of this precinct was, and the 
glaring fraud perpetrated by the officers clearly voids the election at 
this precinct. 

Green Pond, Colleton County, the third precinct in this chapter of 
frauds, is simply a repetition of Pocotaligo with variations. The man- 
agers and officials were all Democrats. After closing the polls they 
excluded the public from all view of the ballot-box for ten minutes 
while they juggled with it in the back room of astore. Then they 
counted the vote and credited Elliott with 160 and Smalls with 35 votes. 
One hundred and thirty-four witnesses, whose testimony covers nearly 
sixty pages of this record, swear they voted at that precinct for Robert 
Smalls for Congress. True, some of them were too ignorant to read 
their ballots, and under the badgering cross-examination of contestee’s 
lawyers are betrayed into some apparent contradictions, but no fair- 
minded man can read all the evidence and escape the conviction that 99 
of Smalls’s legal votes were exchanged for 99 illegal Elliott votes dur- 
ing the ten minutes the managers were in the back room alone with 
the ballot-box. : 


In some precincts of the Seventh district they have made no advance. 
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at all over the old methods. Notable examples of this slow develop- 
ment are found in the evidence relating to Adams Run precinct, Colle- 
ton County, and Fort Motte precinct, in Orangeburgh County. Here 
there seems to havebeen a lack of special talentand they resorted to the 
old-fashioned Southern plan of simply stealing the ballot-boxes after 
the election was over. 

However, secondary evidence of the result at these two precincts es- 
tablishes the fact that Smalls received 177 votes at Adams Run and El- 
liott 37; and thatat Fort MotteeSmalls received 236 votes and Elliott 58. 

RESULTS OF THE SYSTEM. 

A careful examination of the evidence of this case under the law 
must make it plain to any unbiased man that Smalls is justly entitled 
to 2,401 more votesthan were given him by the board, and that Elliott’s 
vote should be increased 151 and reduced 280—a net reduction of 129, 
This monstrous wrong was consummated by preventing the registra- 
tion of men entitled register; compelling the colored voters to go long 
distances; refusing to see them as they stood before the registration 
office in respectful waiting day after day; refasing to hear them as they 
plead and begged to save their citizenship. It was consummated by 
preventing registered voters from voting, usually rejecting the vote 
without any explanation or offering an excuse so unreasonable and 
arbitrary as to clearly prove their determination to disfranchise the 
colored Republicans; plying the colored voter with smart questions 
and receiving the white Democrat’s vote without even a certificate; 
appointing Democratic managers to conduct the election who refuse to 
appear at the polling-places where there are large Republican majori- 
ties; purposely neglecting to supply strong Republican precincts with 
their lists of regi voters, and then rejecting the entire precinct 
because the lists were not supplied. It was consummated by reversing 
the result on the count and return; rejecting the vote of entire precincts 
upon silly pretexts of riot, based on the wicked lies of witnesses who 
afterwards secure fat offices; stuffing the boxes with illegal Democratic 
votes, then rejecting the Republican votes as excess; and finally, by 
boldly stealing the ballot-boxes of Republican precincts. 

sag a moment and think of the application of this system and how 
easy it is to accomplish the result contemplated by its projectors. 
Sometimes the colored voter making his way along the tortuous, wind- 
ing course prescribed, preliminary to voting and in preparation for it, 
weartes before he reaches the polling-place, for at every turn those 
whose sworn duty it is to assist him, and who perform that service with 
fidelity to all Democrats, purposely and persistently mislead the Re- 
publican and rejoice over the consequent blunders which bar his way 
to the ballot-box. And when after many failures, quick to learn even 
in this hard school, he is finally of the necessary credentials 
and reaches the august presence of the Democratic managers of elec- 
tion, ready to deposit his ballot, standing before them alone, with no 
popne or personal friend present to counsel him, if he is not cheated 

to placing his ballot in the wrong box, and actually lodges it where it 
belongs, it will certainly be rejected in the count because it is *‘soiled 
or mntilated,” or not ** properly folded,” or be drawn from the box as 
‘tt excess.” Or if the count shows a sufficient Republican majority to 
make it worth while the entire poll will be rejected because a “* quo- 
rum”? of Democratic ma did not conduct the election, or were 
not *‘ properly sworn,” or some technicality was purposely not ob- 
served in making out the return. One thing is absolutely certain, in 
the ‘‘ New South” the way is always prepared in advance to keep the 
Republican vote down and to keep it down under color of law. 

Here, then, in the sworn testimony of this case, in the cunningly de- 
vised, infamously executed election laws of this State is laid bare to 
the world the last conspiracy of a too often disloyal people against their 
Constitution and their country. It isnot open rebellion this time, but 
a sly, covert nullification of the highest law of the land. It incurs 
none of the risks of armed assault, escapes the dangers and 
swift public indignation of organized violence and intimidation. It is 
outrage embellished and refined. It is lawlessness systematized and, 
if possible, legalized. 

It bas accomplished the same results all over the Southern States 
which it so easily secured in the Seventh district of South Carolina. 
In States where the law is just and fair, the villainy is perpetrated in 
its construction and enforcement. Though the system varies in form 
it does not in operation and results. From the bloodhound and the 
raw-hide, the bludgeon and the shotgun, to the South Carolina election 
law and its wicked execution, is but a little step. The transition was 
easy and natural. It was not so noisy and it was cheaper. It had 
everything to commend it toan intelligent and unscrupulous minority. 

Its results must be eminently satisfactory to the political leaders of 
the South. Confused, bafiled, discouraged, cheated, the colored vote of 
the South has quietly and speedily disappeared from the returns. There 
has been no clash of arms, no New Iberias, no Hamburgs, no vexatious 
newspaper reports, no aunoying investigations—silently, but-fatally to 
the colored Republican vote, the new election methods of the South, 
or the election methods of the ‘‘ New South,’’ have done their perfect 
work, In the State of South Carolina alone, 78,046 Republican votes 
have disappeared from the returns since 1876. 

So longas it was a policy of intimidation and violence, andeven ocea- 
sional murder, it was not so dangerous. It carried with itits own ulti- 


mate cure. It would in time yield to the influences of civilization; go 
down beneath the overpowering weight of decent, hnmane public con- 
demnation. But no sooner was it accepted that kukluxism could not 
always survive than the skilled, adroit, political leaders of the South 
devised a system which, with unserupulousofiicials, would wipe out the 
constitutional amendments effectually. They gave it solemn legisla- 
tive sanction, followed by shameless, odious, atrocious execution. 
They stole the sacred livery of the law to clothe and mask disloyal vio- 
lators of the Federal Constitution. They made the Democratic party 
of the South accessory to the crime. They debauched and degraded 
the State, broke the oaths taken when the flag of secession went down 
in the wreck of rebellion, smirched the little remnant of honor which 
they carried back with them from Appomattox. 

What has it yielded? Through it they have ruled States, they 
have controlled in national politics, they have acquired undue repre- 
sentation, they have greatly wronged the North. But they have done 
infinitely worse and more than all this. They have written in endur- 
ing forms in their statutes, in the records of their courts, madea part 
of their political history, worked into the thought and life of people 
by the millions—old and young, wise and ignorant, white and black— 
the pernicious, monstrous, damning creed that law is the legitimate 
weapon of the wrong-doers that the desires of the individual are more 
sacred than the honor of the country; that violation of the Constitu- 
tion is commendable; that the ballot, the American citizen’s ballot— 
his defense, his power, his shield, his sword, his hope, his prophecy— 
is the lawful a of any desperate political opponent. [Applause on 
Republican side. ] 

This is what they have done and are doing every hour. This is the 
enormous crime which they are committing against this people and 
posterity. In the midst of ignorant millions just acquiring a primary 
knowledge of the duties of citizenship, it is appalling to contemplate 
the awful consequences sure to flow from this sweeping destruction of 
all political integrity from this twisted, deformed conception of the 
law and its sublime office to humanity. 

But a little time has passed since the South indignantly denied that 
they suppressed the Kepublican vote orcheated in its count. The North, 
ready to take the most comfortable, quieting view of troublesome ques- 
tions, silenced every reference to it with the cry of ‘* The bloody shirt!” 
Now they are shocked by the public announcement from the South 
that this is a ‘‘ white man’s government,’ and startled to find the doc- 
trine defended whereit should be denounced and abominated. Itisthe 
inevitable course of crime. The wrong-doerssueceed. They grow reck- 
less; they are suspected; they deny; they protest theirinnocence. ‘They 
are caught in the act, confronted with the proofs, driven to bay. Then 
they grow desperate, defiant. Then they admit the crime; they boldly 
plead self-defense; they impudently plead justification. 

With one voice the press of the South to-day seems anxious to convince 
the country that there has never been any attempt to deny or conceal 
the fact that the negro vote was suppressed. ‘They strive and vie with 
each other in announcing themselvesas bold and courageous in their defi- 
ance of the law, as determined, unyielding violators of the Constitu- 
tion, and they even openly demand public acquiescence and justifi- 
cation. 

Sir, I believe the time has come when the truth should be plainly 
spoken. For nearly a quarter of a century the North has yielded, 
acquiesced. submitted, and patiently waited. From the hour of defeat 
the South has been the recipient, the thankless, sullen, defiant recip- 
ient of beneficence and liberality at the hands of the North. In victory 
they levied no tribute, demanded no satisfaction. They assumed and 
have paid the bulk of the war debt. They have poured out national 
treasure and individual wealth to build up the broken and shattered 
South. Calamity has never befallen them but that the generous hand 
of the North sustained them in their need. 

Nothing like it can be found in all history. The South went un- 
punished for their treason, and have complained that the North alone 
is benefited by pension appropriations. They laid down their arms, 
not their opinions, and went back to teach their children that the 
South was right. They were restored to political power and used it to 
wipe out the constitutional amendments and punish the North. 

Granting all that the South claims—that the war robbed them of 
their wealth by emancipation and threw upon them the burden of mill- 
ions of ignorant citizens; granting all this, what plausible excuse can 
they offer for the outrage and wrong committed? What reasonable 
defense can they make for the present situation in the South ? 

“We are doing just what you would do under the same circum- 
stances’’ has become the common and ready retort to every protest from 
the North. It is possible that we do not understand each other. 

If you mean that any other portion of this country not trammeled 
by your prejudices, not embittered by your experiences, confronted 
by the same problem, would deal with it as you have—if you think 
there is anything in the existing conditions to exonerate or palliate 
your conduet, you seriously, gravely err. Youraction may beexplained, 
may be condoned; it can never be justified. 

Make the Northwest, if you will, a battle-field for four years, deprive 
its people of al! their chattels, leave them only their lands, and place in 
their midst four million ignorant, undeveloped Negroes with no property 
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and no training except that of tilling the soil, you would not from that 
hour on find the strength and intelligence of the Northwest devoting their 
energies and their power to terrorizing and repressing the vote of the 
weak and the ignorant; you would not find the people of the North- 
west a quarter of a century later living in their past, complaining of 
broken fortunes, comparing what is with whatwas. Long before that 
all trace of war would have disappeared; the idle labor would have 
been utilized to rebuild the country and restore its fortunes, schools 
and teachers provided, the ignorant educated and elevated. 

What was Dakota ten years ago? What constitutes its wealth, ex- 
cept the land and the labor bestowed upon it by a law-abiding people? 
A wild unbroken prairie transformed into a great and prosperous State, 
farms with comfortable homes, schools in every district, thriving towns 
and cities always in sight. The flood of foreign immigration speaking a 
different language, born under other skies, loving another flag, and an- 
other history, welcomed, taught, assimilated, and transformed into the 
hardiest, highest type of American citizenship. 

The colored people born upon American soil, speaking the English 
language, loving this country, knowing no other, idolizing the South- 
ern people, mostof them of Southern blood; this people who had been, 
trained to do all the manual labor of the South, who understood its 
soil, its climate, its products, who had made the sunny South what it 
was in ‘‘the halcyon days before the war;’’ this people who had been faith- 
ful servants to proud masters for centuries, who had been the companions, 
playfellows, nurses, and guardians of theirchildren, who had remained at 
their posts while a war was waged for their freedom; this people with 
their deep affections, their strong attachments, their fine emotional nat- 
ure, and their impressionable character, anxious to learn, willing to be 
led—this people, though unlettered, though laboring under the disad- 
vantages of a race suddenly released from bondage, nevertheless offered 
material that might in a generation of time have been molded into 
American citizens of which any section of this country might be proud. 

No, gentlemen, there is nothing threatening or portentous in the 
Negro problem to-day, either for you or the rest of the country, ex- 
cepting as you make itso. The difficulty does not lie with him, but 
with you instead, in the blind prejudice and stubborn antagorfism, 
ever opposed to his development politically and socially as a citizen. 

You say, in justification, that the Negro is ignorant, inferior, inca- 
pable of growth. Is he not willing to learn? Are you willing that he 
should? If you are anxious that he should learn, why have you hin- 
dered rather than helped him? Why have you ostracized Northern 
teachers, who make such sacrifices to educate the colored people? 

Do you encourage them in the acquisitionof property? Do you pay 
them what their labor is worth in cash, or does a system of rental and 
store-pay prevail, which is designed to always keep them poor? Do 
yoe them land at a fair price? Do you aid them to build and own 

omes? 

You say the Negro is not progressive. Secretly do you not fear that 
he is? Is it against the dull and submissive that you feel the keenest 
resentment—direct your hardest blows? Or are they aimed at those 
who, like Robert Smalls, have shown intellect, courage, and determina- 
tion to lift their people to a higher level and maintain their rights as 
freemen ? 

Blinded by passion and prejudice you may refuse to accept it, but 
the historian will place the responsibility of any evil consequences that 
may flow from this war against the colored race where it belongs. 
Admitting that the rebellious States had heavy burdens to carry, the 
disinterested student of facts will find no problem presented by the 
situation that could not have been solved successfully by earnest, hon- 
est endeavor. 

Ifthe colored people had been fairly treated, ifthey had received kindly 
recognition, if they had been provided with schools and books and 
teachers, if they had been given an opportunity to make homes for 
themselves, if their labor had been properly rewarded, who doubts that 
the progress they would have made in twenty-five years would have 
astonished the world? 

The fact that, in spite of all effort to retard orsuppress the negro, he 
has made much progress should awaken the South to an appreciation of 
the folly of the course they are pursuing. 

The next census will show the colored race in a majority in five, pos- 
sibly seven States. They are shaking off the spell of cringing submis- 
sion stamped on them through two centuries of slavery. They are 
climbing higher and higher, Every hour of self-dependence sharpens 
their faculties, broadens their understanding, adds to the sum of their 
knowledge, develops their spirit of independence and strengthens their 
courage. Wait a little while, not long will they wear the shackles of 
this second bondage; not long will they submit te the despotic control 
of an arrogant minority. The majority will ultimately control in every 
quarter and corner of this Government. What then would yon say 
if there should come to that majority in your section the natural de- 
sire to pay you back in kind? What then could you answer if they 
turned upon you crying: 


The villainy you taught us we will execute, and it shall go hard, but we will 
better the instruction. 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Oh, men of the South, sharers in our common heritage of self-gov- 
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ernment and personal liberty, in the name of a late past crowded with 
bitterness and anguish for us all I entreat you to stop. For the sake of 


your own peace and honor go no further in this infamous business, 
You can not justify it, you can not defend it, you can not sustain it! 

The hour is at hand when the people of this whole country, by an 
overwhelming majority, will make it their first business to secure and 
preserve the representative character of this Government, The South 
can not any longer afford to oppose. that principle. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

To-day an opportunity is presented the Democratic party to place 
itself on record. against the election methods of the South; to rebuke 
here and now the outrages committed in this district; to answer with 
plainness and patriotism the great question which has come to mean 
something to the thoughtful loyal men of thiscountry. In the closing 
days of your administration of this Government, the last hours of your 
control of this House, give this colored man, this former slave, this 
leader among his people, who has spent nearly all the earnings of his 
life since freedom contesting for the rights of which he has been cheated; 
give to General Robert Smalls, whose distinguished services for the 
Union and against rebellion, whose skill as a political organizer of 
his people and courage as a defender of the civil rights of his race 
early marked him for persecution and defamation; give to Bob Smalls, 
who as a slave, seized with high military courage and judgment the 
critical moment to capture with his own hands a Southern transport . 
steamer, turn her prow to the North, run her past Confederate forts and 
under rebel batteries into the Union linesand turn her over to the Union 
Government—a daring achievement that will live in history after all 
who hear me are dead and many of us forgotten; give to this old man, 
this old soldier, the seat on this floor to which he was honestly elected 
November 2, 1885. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The Republican party here has nothing to gain or lose by the decis- 
ion in this case. But feeling for this man as I do, knowing what it 
means to him, knowing how he has suffered, 1 could, if it would avail, 
lie down and beg for that justice to which every man in this House 
knows he is entitled. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, it is always a pleasure to me to listen 
to my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], because he is al- 
ways interesting, always honest, and always pleasant in what he says. 
The illustrations that he has been using have been amusing, but the 
argument is not a new one; it is the old, old answer to a difficult ques- 
tion that ‘‘you are another.’ It is the argument that because one 
wrong exists in one place we may meet it and balance it by saying 
that another wrong exists somewhere else. 

Two wrongs, Mr. Speaker, never made a right, and they never will. 
Because the fundamental right of the black citizen of the United States 
is torn up by the roots in South Carolina, it is no answer to say as a 
justification of it that there are here and there instances of race prej- 
udice against him in the North. I do not stand up here to falsify the 
facts of history or assert that the conduct of the North towards the 
black man in all the years that haye gone has been without fault or 
without mistake. 

I know very well that there was a time when the North bowed to 
the dictates of the South and did wrong to the black man in its own 
way just as much as the South did. I know that there wasa time, and 
an accursed time, in my own State, when ‘‘ Massachusetts, God for- 
give her, was a’ kneeling with the rest, when she mobbed Garrison 
in the streets of Boston and sent Anthony Burns back at your bid- 
ding into slavery. But she atoned for all that, Mr. Speaker, in the 
blood of her best and bravest, shed on every battle-field of the rebell- 
ion, and the flower of her youth led the black man to fight for his 
country in the uniform of the United States. You can not now turn 
about and cry out against the ‘‘ black laws” which were placed upon 
Northern statute-books in deference to your bidding. You ean not 
face round now and try to alter the great facts of history with such re- 
torts as these. It was the North whose armies marched into the South 
and gave freedom to the black men. It was a Northern man who pnt 
his signature to the emancipation proclamation. It was the Repub- 
lican party which placed upon the statute-books the laws which have 
given to him his freedom and his rights. These are the great facts of 
history. You can not alter them, and the black man is a Republican 
to-day becanse he knows that those are the facts of history. There 
may be mistakes, there may be instances of race prejudice in the North 
towards the black man. If there are, every right-thinking man in 
the North regrets them and wishes to see them stopped. But tnat 
they should exist here and there does not excuse the refusal of the right 
of suffrage in the Southern States of this Union to-day. It is no an- 
swer to say that because a group of men in this place or that manifest 
an unworthy race prejudice, therefore you are entitled in the South to 
deprive the black man of the rights guarantied to him by the Consti- 
tution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no intention of going over the details of 
this case. It is a typical case, and it is in that view alone that I pro- 
pose to discuss it. Here is a district made up to send a Republican, 
madeup of the black vote, and gerrymandered especially for that purpose. 
That district has been stolen. Noteven in that carefully-prepared dis- 
trict could the negro be allowed his rights. Everybody knows the 
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facts that Iam going to state. When we pass off this floor and be- 
hind that screen, no man, North or South, would deny the facts, but 
here it is thought necessary on the other side of the House to demon- 
strate from time to time the great affection that is felt for the negro by 
the Democratic party. I confess that I think there is nothing more in- 
spiriting or interesting than to see a member from the South, on a con- 
tested-election case, declaring, with tears in his eyes almost, the affec- 
tion that he and his friends feel for the negro. pares) I know 
of nothing equally impressive unless it be the PEN of feeling that 
we have had about ‘‘trusts ” during the recent tariff debate from those 
gentlemen who pose as the especial friends of the people. (Laughter. ] 

The chairman of the Committee on Elections [Mr. Crisp] a few 
days, or rather a few weeks, ago, when he was protecting the power of 
the minority against the assaults of a feeble majority, declared with 
great heat that it was not fair for gentlemen living 3,000 miles away 
and reading a partisan newspaper to pass judgment upon the elections 
and the voting in the Southern States. I suppose thatthat was simply 
a figure of speech, because a gentleman 3,000 miles away reading a 

rtisan newspaper would be living somewhere in the neighborhood of 

ount St. Elias, or else on the shores of Baffin’s Bay or among the 
Esquimaux. [Laughter.] The opinions of those gentlemen I do not 
undertake to defend. We must take it as one of those flights of fancy 
which this subject is sure to occasion in the well-regulated Southern 


` mind. But when the gentleman tells us that an election is full, fair, 


and free in a State which elects ten Congressmen with a total vote only 
1,000 greater than was cast in my own single district of Massachusetts 
I do not believe that he can convince any one that elections exist there 
in the way in which they exist everywhere else in this country. I 
was reminded, when I heard him speaking, of the very old story of 
the Englishman who was crossing the plains many years ago and who 
got off the stage at one of the way stations, went into the saloon and 
up to the bar, and said to the barkeeper that he would like a nice 
breakfast, a poached egg, a bit of steak, a little coffee,andso on. The 
barkeeper looked at him across the bar for a minute, then reached 
round, drew out his revolver, covered the intending customer with it, 
and said, ‘‘ You'll eat hash,” [Laughter.] I have not any question 
that in the opinion of that barkeeper that gentleman had a full, fair, 
and free breakfast, but I question very much whether that was the 
view of it taken by thetraveler himself. [Laughter.] 

It is a good deal better in discussing this question to be fair about 
it. A system of election which results in the election of many mem- 
bers of Congress by a vote of 1,700 without opposition is not an 
election as Americans understand the word in this country, and tosay 
that it is so because everybody votes the same ticket is simply to 
say that human nature does not exist in those States. Party differ- 
ences lie deep down in the roots of human nature, and men differ in 

litic as they take a conservative or a progressive view of public af- 
Pairs. That natural tendency exists in the South as it exists else- 
where. The votes are not cast there because itis useless to cast them, 
and the reason it is useless to cast them is, to take the statement of 
those gentlemen themselves, that it is essential to the preservation of 
civilization and of all that men value to suppress the vote of ignorance 
and illiteracy. If the line were drawn on ignorance and illiteracy, or 
even if the line were drawn on property, which we disapprove as not 
consonant with American ideas, yet we could not, under our Consti- 
tution and our laws,find fault with it. Butit is not a question -of ig- 
norance; that statement is a mere pretense. The objection, as I have 
heard it stated, to making an educational qualification is that it will 
exclude an ignorant white man as well as an ignorant negro. In other 
words, the line is drawn on race, on color, and on the previous condi- 
tion of servitude. 

Now, the desired result of keeping the black mana political serf and 
depriving him of his rights is reached in various ways. Sometimes it 
is te the ingenious construction of the election laws, as in South Caro- 
lina, where those laws are as much designed to produce a free election 
and provide for the protection of the franchise as the rules of thimble- 
rigging and the statutes of three-card monte are ape, a to promote 
a fair game of cards. They are framed for a parti purpose, and 
they answer it well. Sometimes the suppression of the vote is attained 
in other ways, such as counting out; sometimes itis by stuffing ballot- 
boxes, and sometimes, as in the recent election in Arkansas, the ruling 
party begin with the violent plunder of the ballot-box and end with 
the murder of the contestant when he seeks to establish his rights. 
The trouble with that system is that you can not confine it, and that 
it will never solve your problem. You can not teach a whole genera- 
tion of people that they must be honest and decent in their lives, but 
that in one thing it is praiseworthy to use fraud, force, or perjury, or 
do anything necessary to carry an election and not affect thereby the 
tone of public morals. The disease is one that is sure to spread. 

Thavea collection of extracts from Southern newspapers, which I will 
print with my speech, showing that the poison has spread into your 
own primaries, and that there are complaints in yonr own caucuses of 
this for a fair vote and of fair elections. It has not stopped 
there, but has still gone on. We have seen that after the elections for 
the next Congress it was gravely proposed that governors of various 
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States should withhold the certificates from members elected on the face 
of the returns. The secretary of state of Tennessee is now withholding 
a certificate or putting obstacles in the way of the certificate being de- 
livered to the man elected on the face of the returns. The governor of 
West Virginia has issued certificates to two Democratic Con, en 
elected on the face of the returns and is withholding them from two 
Republican Congressmen elected on the face of the same returns. Do 
you suppose the people of the North are going to submit to such things 
as that? These acts are the plainest usurpation and the mostabsolutely 
revolutionary steps that can be taken. You thus have undertaken to 
seize the powers of this House to judge of the election of its members 
and to leave to the governors and secretaries of state to say what shall 
constitute the majority of the American Congress. It is a part of the 
same evil system, and there is more even than that. The only guar- 
anty of our institutions is in the belief of the people that the elections 
are fair. There are millions of voters in the Northern States who do 
not believe to-day that there issuch a thing asa fair election in certain 
States of the South. This is perilous belief.. It is beside the ques- 
tion whether they are right or wrong in holding it. If you impair the 
confidence of the great masses of the voters of this country in the de- 
cision of the ballot-box the end of this system of government is not far 
off. Itis not enough that the elections should be fair, The masses 
of the people must believe them to be fairand above suspicion. Inthe 
Northern States I am perfectly aware that, as in all free elective govern- 
ments, there are abuses. I know there is more money spent on both 
sides than there ought to be. 

I suppose that here and there there are cases of cheating. But these 
things are sporadic. They are not partsof asystem. Throughout the 
length and breadth of the Northern States the elections as a rule are 
honest. Men of both parties believe in the result as declared at the 
polls; and all this talk that has been made about money is confined to 
one or two of the close States, and one party is as guilty as the other. 
I do not defend the use of money, for it is an evil and a danger. But 
the matter as it has been brought into this debate is a mere question of 
crimination and recrimination. You cry out that the manufacturers 
gave fnoney for the support of the Republican party. The money of the 
manufacturers is no worse than the money of the railroad kings who 
ran your campaign, or the money of the Standard oil and the sugar 
trusts. Itis just as bad with one as with the other. It isthe duty of > 
all decent men to strive to stop the improper use of money, whether it 
is contributed by the cotton-spinner or the iron-maker, or whether it 
is by the men who run saloons or who form the whisky ring. We want 
to get rid of all these evils in our Government, The general feeling 
in the Northern States is in favor of getting rid of all these election 
abuses so far as may be, and weare setting aboutitnow. But to char 
the use of money does not meet the wrong now under discussion. e 
must have fair electionsin the South, in the North, in the East, and in 
the West. It has become the duty of the United States to have such 
election laws as will secure to the election of all Federal officers the 
guaranties that we have now in the great mass of the States of this 
Union. This is not a question of the bloody shirt nor an old war issue. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not the time to yield. It is the issue of to- 
day and of this moment. It is not the cry of the war issues on which 
Northern men are elected, it is not the issue on which Northern dis- 
tricts are contested, and has not been for years. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Ican not yield. The gentleman can obtain time. 

Mr. OATES. I want to ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion. [Cries of ‘“‘Go on!” “Go on!’ on the Republican side. ] l 

Mr. LODGE. This cry of war issues, so far as we hear it, is con- 
fined to the Southern States. Let me say that a speech of such a char- 
acter as was made by the eloquent gentleman from Virginia here yes- 
terday would not do for a candidate for governor in Massachusetts. 
He would simply be laughed out of court. But no doubt the gentle- 
man knows his home audience, and his ability is such that I suppose 
he judges it rightly, but I can only say that that is not the kind of 

which would do with us. 

These old issues, these appeals to State jealousies and peepee - 
udices, are issues the people of Massachussetts at least—and I eve 
that it is the feeling of the North—are only too glad to have buried 
out of sight forever. Massachusetts, to which allusion was made by 
the gentleman from Virginia, entertains no hostile feeling towards her sis- 
ter States. She has no desire that her Representatives should seek to 
make political capital by assailing other American communities with 
out-worn accusations. When earthquakes shook your cities, when flood 
and pestilence attacked your people, when your colleges and schools 
have come for aid in education, Massachusetts has never been deaf to 
your appeal, her heart has never been steeled to the cry of distress, 
and, God bless her, it never will be. But she wants to see right done 
to all men, whether their skins are black or white. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] She wants to see the Constitution lived up to. She 
knows what her own history has been on the slavery question. Thera 
it is for all men to read, No slave since the Constitution of 1780 hag 
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ever had his foot on Massachusetts soil under Massachusetts laws. 
There she stands, contented to have her record pass into history for 
the verdict of mankind. 

She asks now (and I believe she represents the feeling of the North) 
that we should have the same fair elections through the South that we 
have in the North. The North means toinsist upon it. We have been 
too careless, too tolerant, too easy-going; and this debauchery of elec- 
tions, this striking at the fundamental right, is creeping on and getting 
dangerous. People in the North, who for the last ten years have passed 
it by unheeding, have within the last six months come to take an en- 
tirely new and a much more just view of the subject. It is the deter- 
mination, I believe, of the Republican party and ofthe North to secure 
fair elections. i 

I have heard denunciations of United States bayonets and United 
States supervisors interfering with elections in the States whenever a 
just and proper elestion law is talked of. Iam perfectly willing that 
there should be a United States supervisor, and, if necessary to secure 
a peaceful and honest election, a file of United States soldiers at every 
polling place in my district. I am not afraid that they would intimi- 
date anybody. I am not afraid to have them look over the election 
there or see how the people in my district vote, for the voting is hon- 
est and so is the count. What is fair for one is fair for all. Ihaveno 
wish to see elections protected by armed force anywhere. I deprecate 
and dislike it as much as any man, and I trust that the good sense of 
the South will render it needless. I dislike it because any force ata 
popu election is un-American, but the spirit which makes force need- 

is far more un-American than the force itself. If we must have force 
at the polls I prefer the force of lawand order and of the United States 
to that of the ‘‘long-haired promoters of civilization poking their shot- 
guns in voters’ faces,” whom my friends on the other side so much ad- 
mire. The North has no desire to see bayonets at the polls, but the 
North means to have the Constitution and the laws enforced in letter 
and spirit, and law is powerless unless on the last appeal the force of 
the Government is behind it. 

This case is, as I have said, a typical case. If you will do justice to 
Robert Smalls you will show that you are ready to deal with this whole 
question ina fair and enlightened spirit. Theproblemisnotyours alone; 
it is oursas well. Your prosperity is our prosperity; your misfortune 
isour misfortune. Weareall bound up indissolubly in one great Union; 
one can not suffer without all suffering. Weask yousimply to do jus- 
tice; not to draw the line upon a man because his skin is black; to have 
your elections free, fair, and open, so that they shall command the con- 
fidence of everybody. We ask you to join with us in making an elec- 
tion law which shall give that guaranty to the country, and which shall 
make every man know throughout the length and breadth of the land 
that, when the votes are counted, they are counted as they were cast, 
and that the poorest man and the humblest man, be he black or white, 
of what race you please, has secure and impregnable the right on which 
our institutions rest—the right of ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count.” 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

I append the extracts from the Southern Democratic newspapers to 
which I have already referred: 


[From the Columbia Register.]} 


The r believes this solemn matter of fair elections is the most impor- 
tant of all public questions in the whole country, and it believes that reform, 
like charity, should begin at home. The plan of the Register is not for the ne- 
gro. It is for society, It is, if anything, more for the white than the colored 
race. Cheating and swindling can not go on at elections and be kept there. 
Besides, the cheating and swindling in elections is a greater crime against 
ciety than in the private affairs of life. This cheating in elections and bei 
honest after it is like forging a will in the interest of the administeri 
it, and then claiming the benefit of honestly administering it. 


[From a published address of Lexington County Democrats.] 


With mingled feelings of shame and indignation we Democrats of Lexing- 
ton County come before the good people of the county with our grievances. In 
the recent primary election held in this county fraud the most glaring was 
shamelessly perpetrated by the supporters of a combination of candidates who 
will go down to ry in the an of Lexington County as the court-house 
ring. The supporters of some of the successful aspirants in that contest, forget- 
ful of all personal honorand ignoring all patriotic considerations, steeped them- 
selves in political infamy by stuffing the ballot-boxes, voting fictitious names, 
riding from por to poll over certain portions of the county and voting at each 
precinct visited, in total disregard of their decency and manhood., 


[From the Charleston World.] 


However, by means of the primaries, with the rps. ceed stamp used to pre- 
pare ballots the night before for stuffing the boxes, and rapid penmen to write 
two names every time one voter casts his ballot, some persons have come to 
great apparent political prominence in this city. But all this sort of thing has 
squee: the life out of the party here. 


{From the Charleston News and Courier.] 


The primary in Newberry to determine the choice of a candidate for State 
senator was followed by sweeping allegations of bribery and fraud. Itwas the 
same in Marion County, where Bingham was the defeated candidate. Charges 
of fraud at the p in Lexington County were promptly and deliberately 
made. * * * The eight-box law, necessary as it was and beneficial as its op- 
erations have been, is demoralizing to the people of the State. It must lower 
the younger men in particular in their own eyes to see the spirit of our insti- 
tutions violated at every election. It is beneath the dignity of the State to 
admit that thereis not statesmanship in South Carolina to the consequences 
of ignorant suffrage and overcome them without political trick or subterfuge. 
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CoLUmEUS, S. C., January 15. 

In raarangi the recent address issued by E.M. Brayton, chairman of 
the Republican State committee, the Greenville News to-day says: 

“It is not worth while to challenge ex-Collector Brayton’s counterblast to the 
South Carolina election law. We prefer to declare boldly that most of what 
he says is true,and that the law he describes was and is intended to keep the 
control of this State with the white people, who area minority in numbers, but 
who Rey nineteen-twentieths of the taxes and represent ninety-nine one-hun- 
dredths of the intelligence and moral force. Then we can say to Mr. Brayton, 
and to the partisan Republican politicians to whom he ap: s, ‘What are you 
going to do about it?’ These laws areconstitutional. They arethelawsof the 
State of South Carolina, representing the will of the sovereign ruling rape of 
the State, who will rule because they have the mental, moral, physical, and 
M hee Piire Republic rty in the United States, with all the power of the 

en 
Gowmnmnuns behind mgt nse teniu South Carolina <a arie State, be- 
cause it can not make the Republican party here respectable. The gaunt and 
bee H Southerner who pokes a shotgun intoa voter's face to chase him from 
the polls isa better man than the sleek, portly Northern manufacturer who 
offers a poor devil of a workman the choice between voting for high protection 
and starvation. The most reckless red-shirt riders who ever pulled a trigger 
are less guilty than the wealthy hypocrites who gave and the heelers who 
handied the money that corrupted the ballot last November. They may send 
troops here, as they did before, to stand at our polls and purify the ballot with 
the bayonet, but for all that there will be no more good stealing in South Caro- 
lina. e crookedness in Southern elections is to save the it and preserve 
the lives of the States, and to secure the safety and prosperity of the ple, the 
churches,and the schools. They may steal our Co: en and keep them 
hoe ad can; they may steal our electors, but they never will steal our 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CRISP. Before my friend from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] pro- 
ceeds, I desire to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. TARSNEY]. I will yield it now if that will suit the gentleman 
from Illinois ; and he can proceed afterward. 

Mr. TARSNEY. If the gentleman from Illinois desires to proceed 
now—— 

Mr. ROWELL. No; I prefer that the gentleman should go on 
now. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that I have not obtruded my- 
self upon the attention of the House very much during this session; 
and I did not intend to say anything in relation to this case until I 
heard some of the remarks from gentlemen over here on the right. 
I happen to be almost an extreme Northern man, living within 90 miles 
of the borders of a foreign country; and when I listened to my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] and the gentleman who has just 
concluded [Mr. LopGE] I thought perhapsit might not be out of place 
forme tosay something ina kindly sortof a way in relation to this case, 

Mr. Speaker, I have studied this record; I have studied the report, 
and Iam not talking from a Southern standpoint, but I am talking 
from the standpoint of an American citizen. When you gentlemen 
on the other side of the House proclaim to the world, as I heard you 
do yesterday and the day before and to-day, that you are the guard- 
ians of the whole colored race, I, for one, as a citizen, want to enter 
my protest at once. You are the guardians of the colored race, are 
you? You desire to take care of the Southern people? Why I want 
to call your attention to the fact that your party was never an abolition 
party until theabolition of slavery became anaccomplished fact by the 
result of the proclamation issued by Mr. Lincoln. Now, deny that 
record if youcan. You can not do it. It was not until the abolition 
of slavery became an accomplished fact that you gentlemen became 
the guardians of the colored people of this country; thatis, the assumed 
guardians. Therefore, I say you were not abolitionists; and you are 
not entitled to any credit for this colored vote that you are getting. 

But you say that you emancipated the slaves, do you? Yes, I think 
you did. What for? You did it to get 800,000 Republican votes and 
to break what you call to-day the ‘‘solid South.’’ That is what you 
did it for. Well, you have not succeeded. 

Now, you are here to-day with an election case, and you ask thata 
colored man, simply because of his color, shall be declared entitled to 
a seat on this floor. God knows the highest Jaw that I know is the 
Constitution of my country, my own conscience, and the Jaws as I un- 
derstand them. But when you tell me that this man is entitled toa 
seat on this floor in the face of the record that you make, I simply say 
itis not true. You ask me to vote for a man convicted of bribery, 
convicted in the courts of his own State. Now, take thatrecord home 
to yourselves, and satisfy your conscience, if you can, by voting to seat 
this man as a member of this House. 

Now, I do not desire to take up much of the time of the House to- 
day, but when you speak to me about gerrymandering districts—and 
I saw a map hanging up in front of the desk which was a curiosity in 
its way as showing how they gerrymander in South Carolina—I say 
when you talk about gerrymandering Congressional districts you must 
permit me to say that it is a practice which is not confined to one po- 
litical party, nor to one section of the country. Why, bless your heart, 
sir, in the extreme Northern State of Michigan, from which I come, I 
can show you on a map a Congressional district 220 miles long and 
only 7 miles wide. [Laughter and applause. ] 

A MEMBER. Only 7 miles in one place? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

A MEMBER., Where is that? 


1874 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. TARSNEY. Why, it is in the Tenth district of Michigan. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Tell us why itis so—that God made the 
waters there. 

Mr. TARSNEY. God made no mistake, but the people did, when 
they sent people like you to represent them in the State Legislature 
which enacted these gerrymandered districts. 

Mr. ALLEN,.of Michigan. These districts in Michigan are made 
up of contiguous territory. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, I understand they are quite contiguous and 
a ee (Laughter. ] 

ALLEN, of Michi 


2 , of You cannot divide a town or county un- 
der the law in Michigan. 
Mr, TARSNEY. No, we do not divide towns or representative dis- 


tricts, I know; but the gerrymander is all the same. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My district consists of four counties 
which lie almost in a square. -- 

Mr. TARSNEY. That district has been gerrymandered in order that 
you may hold your seat on this floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You can not say that when he has stated his 
district is almost a square, and is composed of four counties, 

Mr. TARSNEY. "Yes, I understand it is a hollow square. [Laugh- 
ter. 

. CUTCHEON. Solid as a square can be under the circum- 


stances. 
Mr. TARSNEY. I understand your district, too, general. [Langh- 
ter. 


SA CUTCHEON. Itis a solid district. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; they are careless there. They do not eare 
who they are electing. [Laughter.] I hope, Mr. Speaker, this will 
not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My friend seems to be agreeing with us. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will take their seats and 
order will be preserved in the Hall. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am entirely sick of this talk 
about a free ballot and afaircount. [Laughter.] There is altogether 
too much of it. You can not talk about a free ballot and a fair count 
in the Southern States where the laws are as rigid as in New Jersey and 


Michigan. 

Mr. KEAN. I the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. TARSNEY. You need not beg my pardon; there is no occasion 
for it. [Laughter.] 


I wish to say to you, and to bear testimony to it as a personal wit- 
ness, that born in that State, having lived there, I have seen as much 
bulldozing at the polls in Michigan as I ever saw depicted on any page 
of paper in this House. 

itn GUENTHER. Then why did you do it? 

Mr. TARSNEY. You Republicans were the folks who did it, and 
yet you talk about a free ballot and a fair count! Icanfind you men 
employed in factories marched up to the polls and compelled to vote 
the ticket handed to them. It was a question of an empty stomach 
instead ofa shotgun, [Laughter and applause. ] 

A MEMBER. It is everywhere. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, itis everywhere amongst you Republicans. 
[Laughter.] I want to see the time come when every citizen, white 
and black, can go to the polls and vote in absolute freedom, without 
intimidation, without interference on the part of employers. [Ap- 


planse. 

Mr. HEON. That is good doctrine, 

Mr. TARSNEY. But I know itis not so in the North, and I pre- 
sume it is not so in the South. [Langhter.] Oh! I want to be fair to 


Hes gentlemen. But when you come to and draw sectional 
ines between the North and the South I say you are doing that which 
is tively and absolutely dishonest. 


ow, when you argue and ask me to vote toseat this man over here, 

who I am entirely satisfied was not elected, I will not doit, You 

can a it to your own consciences, I will not take it to mine. [Ap- 
use. 

[Here tho hammer fell. ] 
‘Mr. ROWELL. I now 
from Llinois [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iask recognition, Mr. Speaker, simply for the pur- 
pose of requesting unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD my re- 
marks upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be permitted to do so, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. I now ask unanimous consent that any member 
who desires to do so may have leave to print remarks upon this case, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, in the remarks submitted by me in 
the opening of this discussion I confined myself strictly to the facts 
contained in the evidence and in the law asapplicabletoit. Imagine, 
then, my surprise when my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] charged me, of all other men, with having started a tirade of 
abuse against the South! Imagine my further surprise when he, rep- 


ie'd one minute of my time to my colleague 


rimanding me for conduet of which I was not guilty, spent forty min- 
utes in the discussion of the question katy Seeoyps eg and beyond the 
record, and neglected to say a single word about the facts of the case 
now about to be decided by the votes of this body! 

I want, Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes remaining to me, to call 
the attention of the Honse back to the cold, naked facts as they are 
shown by the record in this case, Mr. Elliott was declared to be 
elected by a majority of 532 votes. In order to reach that result 152 
votes cast for him and 2,010 votes cast for Smalls had to be rejected. 
Adding the 152 votes cast for Elliott to his majority it makes 684 votes, 
Deduct thai from 2,010 and it leaves Smalls with an actual majority 
of the votes cast amounting to 1,326. If, in addition to that, you 
take the 441 votes, the correction of the precincts where the ballot- 
boxes. were tampered with, as shown by the evidence, you increase his 
majority to 1,767. Ifyou deduct from that the 100 votes and over 
ar for Elliott in DarGan’s district, you make the majority nearly 

900. 

Now, then, it has been insisted by the gentlemen representing the 
majority of the committee that three districts or precincts in Beaufort 
County ought to be rejected because of intimidation. These three pre- 
cincts cast 646 majority for Robert Smalls, If you take this number 
from the 1,326 votes, his majority of the actual votes put into the bal- 
lot- it still leaves Smalls with a majority of 580. It is however 
insisted the Gadsden precinct, where the polls were not opened 
until an hour aiter the time prescribed by law, should be deducted. 
Take away, then, the 451 votes cast. at Gadsden precinct, and it still 
leaves Robert Smalls a majority of 129; and while not one of these votes 
ought to be deducted under the evidence in this case and the law gov- 
erning it, there is not another vote in all the list that has the semblance 
of an excuse in the law or in the fact for being deducted. The 212 in 
Santee where there was no barricade erected is twenty times, nearly, off- 
set by the Democratie precincts where there were no erected, 
The law requires the counting of the votes notwithstanding the fact 
that there was no barricade, and there is no variableness in the decis- 
ions of the court upon that law. 

This conclusion, Mr. Speaker, or this calculation, leaves Robert 
Smalls with 129 majority, deducts everything claimed on the other 
side, except the Santee precinct and the Sandy Island precinct, where 
they had mistaken a notice and declare that that is rejected because 
the notice did not make a claim; but by the notice they find 
that they are mistaken in that—I say that deducts everything 
that can possibly be questioned and still leaves Smalls 129 majority, 
But there is just as much reason for throwing out the 646 votes in the 
three Beaufort precincts as there is for throwing out every Republican 
vote cast in South Carolina and no more. 

I call the attention of this House to the fact that with the exception 
of one witness, no man, a voter, has come upon the witness stand and 
sworn that he was prevented from voting the Democratic ticket. No 
man has come upon the witnessstand and sworn that he was compelled 
to vote the Republican ticket. There is the evidence of opinion; there 
is the evidence of loud denunciatory talk on both sides, extending back 
over a period of years, but thatisall. It isa fact that the colored peo- 
ple of South Carolina do not rest very easy under the yoke of disfran- 
chisement, which they believe has been placed upon them, nor have 
they been altogether patient with a colored man who would lie down 
upon the ground and allow his neck to be trampled upon, 

But when you come to the question of whether a man has been pre- 
vented from voting through fear, you have failed to find a single man, 
save one, who will come upon the stand and swear to it; and you have 
been obliged to go outside of thé county to find your evidence. Now, 
the whole of this case is this: The law says the voter shall do every- 
thing required of him to be done in order to constitute himself a voter; 
and shall go further and attempt to deposit his ballot. If he does all 
these things, then nothing else shall prevent the counting of his ballot. 
The voters here have done all required of them; but you have inter- 
posed technical objections to the conduct of the election; not objections 
to the conduct of the voter, but objections to the conduct of the officers 
of the law—the party friends of the contestee. When you reject a 
case on a technicality of misprision, the fault of the officer of the law, 
you violate every legal precedent. You can do it possibly with your 

ion of the courts, by the power that you have, under the high- 
findet manner you defy precedents of law, when you reject the vote, 
not for the fault of the voter, but on account of fault of the officer of 
the law. 

There is not a precinct, not one, outside of the question of intimida- 
tion, but that has been rejected by this committee, not on account of 
the fault of the voter, but on account of the fault of the officer; and 
if this House shall vote Mr. Elliott entitled to retain his seat and Mr. 
Smalls not entitled to receive his rights, they will do it upon the 
proposition of a law that the n of an officer shall work to the 
detriment of the voter. There is no other proposition in it. The 
whole % on the other side of the House, so far as that argu- 
ment has touched the fact, in this case, has been based upon that false 
a genoa of law unsustained anywhere by any creditable authority. 

he whole argument, I say, has been based upon that proposition of 
law, and it has no legs to stand upon by the adjudication of any Te; 
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spectable court. Now, Mr. Speaker, having said this, I ask the privi- 
lege for myself of extending my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the request is granted. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask, what time is remaining to this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-five minutes remain to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, and five minutes remain to the gentleman from 
Illinois. [Cries of ** Vote!’ **Vote!’?] 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman desires to take that time, he can take 
itnow. [Aftera pause.] The gentleman does not want to take it. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope it will not be found necessary to detain the 
House so long as thirty minutes, but I deem it proper that some 
replyshould be made to remarks on the other side reflecting to some 
extent upon my e, and necessary that I should devote atew words 
to the refutation of statements of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Rowe tu], which I think are wholly unsustained by the record in this 


case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great deal from the other side 
of the House on the subject of elections in the South. The gentlemen 
over there seem to feel a great interest in this subject. They seem to 
feel they are especially commissioned to look into such matters, and 
they relish greatly partisan newspaper accounts that they see from time 
to time, stating that great outrages are committed in the Sonth, and 
that the election officers in that part of the country do not make honest 
returns. Now, Mr. Speaker, speaking for myself and for the State I 
have the honor in part to represent, I want to say there is nothing in 
any practice there, there is nothing in any election law there, there is 
nothing that takes place preceding or during an election there respect- 
ing a free ballot and a fair count that is not as perfectly fair, as per- 
fectly honest, and as perfectly honorable as are the laws and practices 
in any State in the Union. 

Mr. REED. What do yon think about South Carolina? 

Mr. CRISP. Now, gentlemen on the other side point to the small 
vote in Georgia as an evidence of intimidation there. They do not 
point to one particle of evidence; they do not produce the statement 
of a single man; they do not point to a contest in this House from the 
State of Georgia where there is a particle of sworn testimony that elec- 
tions are not as free and as fair there as in any State of the Union. 
But, sir, simply because the representatives from Georgia receive but 
few votes at the polls that State is selected and its representatives are 
singled out to be held up to the people of the North as evidence that 
intimidation exists throughout the South. Mr. Speaker, in Georgia 
we have many elections. In most States all the State, county, and Fed- 
eral officers are elected at the same time; thisis not the casein Georgia. 
We elect a governor and members of the Legislature in October. We 
elect members.of Congress in November. We elect all the county of- 
ficers who are to manage our county affairs the following January. At 
each of these elections where there is a contest between the parties or 
individuals there is a numerically respectable vote polled. Butatelec- 
tions where a candidate has no opposition, where there is no contest, the 
vote issmall, When there is a contest for the nomination the vote is 
large. When there is a contest before the people for county officers, 
there being as a general thing no party nomination, the vote is 
When there is an election where there is no opposition in a local elec- 
tion the vote is small. ~ 

But I say to you that the reason why it is small is the fact that there 
is no opposition. Gentlemen marvel at that. Gentlemen say they do 
not understand that. It is simply because gentlemen do not under- 
stand the situation in the South; and, my Republican friends, you do 
not seem to want to understand it. You see some statement in a par- 
tisan newspaper of the political situation in the South, and whenever 
that statement charges or intimates that the white people of the South 
have done anything to improperly influence the colored voters you un- 
hesitatingly accept itas true. Wherever we present to you, as we do 
in this record, sworn testimony of reputable members of society, black 
and white, Republicans and Democrats, of the intimidation of the 
Democratie colored man by the Republican colored man, you lean back 
in your seats, complacently smile, and say you do not believe it is 
true. Why, Mr. Speaker, take the district in Georgia represented by 
my friend Mr. BARNES, The first time he was a candidate for Con- 

he was nominated by the Democratic party. The convention of 
the Republican party met for the purpose of making a nomination and 
adopted a resolution showing they were satisfied with the Democratic 
nominee, and they would nominate nobody against him. 

Now, that is not hearsay; that is a fact. The result of that was all 
the votes that were polled were polled for Major BARNEs, and he was 
elected. Who has got the right to complain of it if the Republican 
party in that district are satisfied? Take the district I have the honor 
to represent. Take the vote cast at the election for Congress in 1886, 
which is the vote that has been paraded all over the country as going 
to show that the colored people in that district are intimidated. What 
are the facts about it? Iwas nominated by the Democratic party. The 
Republican party made no nomination against me. There was no can- 
didate before the people but myself. No other officer was to be then 
elected. There were no local contests to bring out the voters, For 


nearly twenty years no Republican had gone through my State or my 
district to discuss political questions before the people. There have 
been none of those political discussions between the candidates of the 
parties which arouse and excite people and make each party try to excel 
the other in numbers at the polls, 

Mr. REED. Why is that? 

Mr. CRISP. The result was that in some counties in that district 
they did not open the polls at all. 

Mr. REED. Why is it that there is no political interest in your 

ion ? 

Mr. CRISP. There was not, Mr. Speaker, at that election a single 
vote polled against me. Now, I am very sure that no gentleman here 
with whom I am acquainted or who is acquainted with me—— 

Mr. REED (interposing). Why is it that there is no political dis- 
cussion there? 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). Will say that my character as a “ bull- 
dozer”? is such that it would prevent a single individual from going to 
the polls and recording his vote against me. The trouble with you 
gentlemen is, that you want to believe—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Oh, no. i 

Mr. CRISP. The trouble is that you want to believe that the Dem- 
ocratic party at the South is doing something wrong. The trouble is 
about this: After the war, the result of which freed the colored man, 
you felt that he was bound to you body and soul forever. You felt that 
he could be used as an ignorant voter who would go blindly to the polls 
at your bidding, and send men here that you might use to vote as you 
wanted them to vote. But when you found out that the colored men 
in the South, the great majority of them, were not politicians, that they 
cared but very little which party was in power, that they were utterly 
indifferent to many of the great issues which excited people at the 
North, that they were not Republicans from principle—when you found 
that out, then you began at once to see that something must be done. 
You said, *‘ Here is a vast mass of voters that we expected to hold in- 
definitely for the favors we had rendered them. These voters have 
ceased to sustain us. What is the reason of it? What is to bedone?” 

Mr. REED. That is what we would like to know. 

Mr. CRISP. Then, my friends, ‘‘some busy and insinuating rogue, 
some cogging cozening slave, to get some office,” devised the slander 
that has been circulated among the people of the North. ‘ 

Mr, ADAMS. Are there no Republicans in sentiment in your dis- 
trict? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, if I had the time—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. We will give you the time, 

Mr. CRISP. If I had the time I could tell you of the condition of 
the Republican party in Georgia, and you would see and realize why 
the present state of affairs exists there. 

r. ADAMS. Are they in fact Republicans, though ? 

Mr. CRISP. I could show you that the Republican party met in 
convention some years ago, composed largely of colored people with 
some small minority of whites, and fell ont among themselves about 
the division of the offices of the convention, who should be president, 
who should be secretary, and so on, and resolved to divide and to 
abandon each other; and, although yon may not realize it, it is liter- 
ally true, that since the Federal office-holders, who were Republicans, 
went out of office in Georgia there has been no Republican organiza- 
tion there except the one which they keep up to send delegates to con- 
ventions to nominate the Republican candidates for the Presidency. 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] That is about all 
that they publicly do, and perhaps it would not become me to state 
the inducement they have to do that. Pardon another personal allu- 
sion. 

There is a gentleman upon the floor, a gentleman of whose existence 
I had no knowledge up to the time I saw his remarks in the RECORD, 
a gentleman whom I did not know even by sight, who, I found on my 
return from home last summer (where I had gone to see a sick child), 
had printed in the RECORD during my absence, and, I presume, had 
delivered on the floor, a speech in which he arraigned my district and 
myself and the Speaker of this House upon charges and statements that 
were absolutely—inaccurate. I believe that is a parliamentary word. 
{Laughter.] I refer toa gentleman from Ohio named KENNEDY, from 
whom my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] quoted here 
to-day. That gentleman says in a speech delivered on the 12th day of 
July, 1888: 

One thousand seven hundred and four votes elect Mr. Crisp, Democrat, to this 
floor from Georgia, while 43,890 votes clect Mr. Bynum, Democrat, from Indiana; 
in other words, it woutd seem as if one Democrat in Georgia is as powerful at 
the ballot-box as twenty-five Democrats in Indiana. 

And, as if to emphasize the infamy of this glaring and almost able 
outrage upon the ballot-boxes of the land, Mr, Crisp, of Geo who comes 
here after having suppressed almost the entire voting population of his own dis- 
trict, is, by the Democratic Speaker of this House, placed at the head of the Com- 


mittee on Elections, to sit upon the election and qualification of every other 
member ofthis House. Could the irony of infamy and outrage go further than 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is charitable to say that the gentleman from 
Ohio was ignorant on the subject which he was talking about. Every 
member of this House knows, or ought to know—I onght to acquit 
the gentleman from Ohio from knowing, because his statement other- 
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wise would be malicious—eyery other member of this House knows 
that the Speaker of the House did not appoint the Committee on Elec- 
tions. Every other member knows that the Committee on Elections 
of this Congress was elected by the Representatives on the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I presume the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- 
NEDY] relied on the Journal of the House, and was thus led intoa mis- 


e. 

Mr. CRISP. I had a right to presume that he ought to know what 
takes place before his eyes. It appears that he does not. Now, what 
I want to ask you is if he does not know what takes place here where 
he can see it, how does he know what takes place in Georgia where per- 
ar has never been? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side, 

Now, I suppose the gentleman recklessly made that statement to 
send home to arouse and inflame the people of his district. That kind 
of a statement—— 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. È 

Mr. KENNEDY. Is it not a fact that the Speaker of this House 
selected first the committee himself, and that afterward when his case 
came for contest before this House—— [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. KENNEDY. And that afterward when his case came for con- 
test before this House, he came in and asked the House to select the 
committee, he having first himself in his own room chosen it, and thas 
the Democratic side of this Chamber simply ratified the selection 
which the Speaker of the House had already made. [Applause on the 
Republican side. Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, that applause is an evidence of the 
feeling on that side of the House on any question which comes up here 
touching electionsin theSouth. Gentlemen over there have applauded 
a statement which every man on that side who knows anything about 
the history of this Congress knows is untrue. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the gentleman bear with me a moment 


in? 
“eur. CRISP. Well, of course, if it bears on this question, This is 
a question of fact. 

Mr. KENNEDY. A single word. I want to ask you this ques- 
tion: Even if it were true that the Speaker of the Honse of Represent- 
atives did not place you on the Committee on Elections—you who were 
chosen by 1,704 votes—the smallest vote that elected any man toa seat 
on this floor—is it not true that the Democratic members on your side 
of the House chose you as chairman of that committee, ratifying an in- 
famy which I denounced on this floor and which I denounce now? 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I was not proposing to enter into any con- 
troversy with the gentleman from Ohio as to what the House did. My 
point was this: That here was a gentleman considered by his own peo- 

le in Ohio a fit representative to send to Congress—a gentleman who, 
Tan informed, has been lieutenant-governor of that great State. He 
comes here to the House as a representative, and either through igno- 
rance (and ignorance of the grossest character) or through malice, he 
seeks to not only misrepresent me, but to misrepresent the distinguished 
gentleman who presides over the deliberations of this House. [Ap- 
plause on the Democraticside.] Thatis the charge that is made against 
the gentleman. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt this speech was 
circulated over the district of the gentleman; and I have no doubt those 
people believe to-day that what was stated in those remarks was true, 
Everybody here knows that that portion of itisinaccurate. Everybody 
who is at all acquainted with affairs in Georgia knows that the other 
portion of it is inaccurate. Itseems to me thata common sense of jus- 
tice would suggest to the gentleman that the people of a State when 
accused of crime should have the same right accorded to them that is 
accorded to an individual by all law and in every court on earth—that is 
the right to be presumed innocent until the charge is proven. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
more question? 

Mr. CRISP. Ithink from my experience and observation of the gen- 
tleman’s conduct—— 

Mr. KENNEDY. Just one more question. : 

Mr. CRISP. I had better not have any more controversy with him, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. McCrEARY). The gentleman from 
Georgia declines to yield. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say something in con- 
clusion about the points in this case, just a few words. Before doing 
so I want to say that the extreme anxiety of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House to do some kindness or some favor to the negro, when 
he does not live in their community or their own neighborhood, is un- 
derstood of all men who know anything about public affairs in the 

past. Every man at all acquainted with the legislation of Congress 
knows that it was the Republican party that took away from the col- 
ored man in the District of Columbia the right to vote. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But who freed him in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman is one of those who act upon the mis- 
taken and erroneous idea that the influence and force of favors are 
greater upon the colored man than the anticipation and hope of favors 
that are to come, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Nothing of the kind; but when the gentleman 
desires to quote the record of the Republican party in its relation to 
the negro, he had better go back and quote the whole record, and see 
where he stands then. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, my friend, if I should quote the whole of the 
record it would bring the blush of shame—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Upon your face, not ours. 

Mr. CRISP. Upon the face of every patriotic member of the party 
for which the gentleman speaks. 

Rans MILLIKEN. If your party can stand up without the blush of 
shame—— 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in the long history of parties in this coun- 
try there has never been one that has made so many professions and 
promises which it failed to keep, and there has never been a party 
which committed, under the shibboleth of ‘‘God and morality,’’ so 
many outrages upon the free institutions of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, if we had not taken great pains with your 
party we would not have had so many free citizens in the South to- 
day. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I stated, and that seemed to excite 
the ire of the gentleman from Maine—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh,no; Iam notatall excited; you appear tobe. 

Mr. CRISP. That it was the Republican party that took from the 
colored people in the District of Columbia the right of suffrage, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What did we give them in return ? 

Mr. CRISP. And in doing this—— 

Mr. LODGE. Is that all we did? Was it taken from the white 

ple here ? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it was the teachings of this samo 
which prompted the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lamas and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] on the floor of the American 
House of Representatives to say that they believe itis a right and proper 
thing to station troops in the States at the poils. 

Mr. LODGE. To preserve order. 

Mr. CRISP. To have a fair and free election. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; we do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If wecan not have it in any other way. We can 
not do it in any other way in your country. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, let me read to the House a resolution 
adopted by the British House of Parliament one hundred and thirty 
years ago, when troops were stationed at the polls in England, as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts now wants to have them stationed at 
the polls in America in order to have, as he claims, ‘‘a free and fair 
election:’’ 

At an election held for member of Parliament for Westminster over 
one hundred and thirty years ago, by order of three magistrates a body 
of English troops were marched up and halted in the church-yard at - 
St. Paul, Covent Garden, very near the polls where the balloting waa 
proceeding. Upon being informed of this fact by the Speaker, the 
House of Commons passed unanimously the following resolution: 

That the presence of a regular body of armed soldiers at an electionof mem- 
bers toserve in Parliament is a high infringement of the liberties of the subject, 
a manifest violation of the freedom of elections, and an open defiance of the 
laws and constitution of this kingdom. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, under the teachings of the Re- 
publican party, has brought himself to believe that consistently with 
the Constitution under which we live, consistently with the form of 
government which our fathers founded, troops can be brought to the 
polls to secure free elections. Sir, the great men of Massachusetts in 
the past, if living to-day, would blush—ay, blush for that great State 
when one of her Representatives on this floor makes such an utterance 
as that. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, sir, a word about the pending case, Your Committee on Elec- 
tions have endeavored to try this case according to the evidence. The 
minority of the Committee on Elections, in presenting their report to 
this House, have at the very outset bid defiance to all the rules of evi- 
dence and all the rules that ought to govern the action of a committea 
of this body in presenting a case for the consideration of the House. 
They begin by quoting an article from a newspaper, and assume to call 
that evidence. ‘They end by reading upon the floor of the House ex- 
tracis from newspapers, and they ask you to call that evidence. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. LODGE] gives you his opinion as 
to what condition of affairs exists in South Carolina. Let me call your 
attention to the evidence in the case and give you the opinion of another 
gentleman from Massachusetts, a gentleman whose opinion—and I can 
say it with the utmost respect for the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] sitting here—a gentleman whose opinion on this question 
is far more valuable, because he now lives in the district in South Caro- 
lina where this election was held, and knows whereof he speaks. The 
Representative from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] from newspapers 
gathers his facts. The other gentleman from Massachusetts tells what 
hesees. The Representative from Massachusetts [ Mr. LODGE] says that 
fraud and outrage were committed by the white people in the Seventh 
district of South Carolina. The other gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Cole, testifies in this record: 

That he was born at Woburn, Mass.; graduated at Harvard in 1862; moved tọ 
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South Carolina in 1863; was Government superintendent of Sy prea ge lands 
during the war, and has resided twenty-one years on Ladies’ Island, fort 
County, South Carolina; that ordinarily— 


And I want to call your attention specially to this— 


he is the only white voter on the island; that in 1886 the total vote was 206, of 
which 11 were cast by white men, and that contestant got 129, and contestee 
77; that Ladies’ Island lies between Beaufort and St. Helena Island, and is 1 
mile from Beaufort; that most of the colored voters are land-owners and tax- 
payers, and since 1886— 

That should be 1876. It is a misprint— 
have hada peany tendency to vote the Democratic ticket in consequence of 
reduction of taxation by the Democrats, improvement of the public schools, and 
general security of their rights; that after the mass meeting at Beaufort in Oc- 
tober, 1886, which the Ladies’ Island Democratic Club attended, and of which 
accounts are elsewhere given, most determined efforts were made by the Re- 

»ubliean leaders to b up this club; that a club of women was organized to 
t all men voting the Democratic ticket, and that many threats were made 
against Democratic men and women, 

Now listen to this: 

That it had been announced thatcontestee would speak on the island the day 
before the election ; but in consequence of many threats that he would not be 
allowed to speak, the meeting was abandoned, although contestee was ready 
and anxious to attend. 

The conservative people of the island, in view of the outrageous con- 
duct of the Republican leaders, insisted that Colonel Elliott should 
not go there to speak, because of the fear of bloodshed that would fol- 
low from the violence of the Republicans. 


That prior to the election the Democratic voters were ina state of fear for their 
personal safety, and that there would specially be trouble on election day. 
That in consequence of this, deponent distributed Democratic tickets on the 
night before the election himself—staid all night with many of the voters ata 
house near the polls, so as to quiet their fears, and that all were instructed to 
be early at the polls, so as to vote as soon as the polls were open, and to take 
Republican tickets from the runners for that party, That during election day 
many women were near the polls, armed with sticks, yarn, by good deal of 
noise and disturbance, threatening talk, cursing, threats of what ought to be 
done and would be done with Democrats; that a Republican runner jerked 
from the hand of a voter a Democratic ticket which deponent had given him; 
that early in the campaign deponent had good reason to believe that Democrats 
would carry the poll, but that in consequence of this intimidation * numbers 
that intended yoting the Democratic ticket did not vote at all, and others voted 
the Republican ticket.” That the Democrats were specially fearful of trouble 
after the polls were closed, and many left the polls on that account, and for a 
month after the election many did not dare go out at night, and some so con- 
tinued up to the date of witness's deposition; that in every contest between the 
parties for ten years past some Democrat had been beaten; that it required a 
at deal of nerve and courage, not only on Ladies’ Island, but at Beaufortand 
t. Helena (or Brick Church) for a colored man to admit that he was a Demo- 
erat, and that he knew that many throughout Beaufort County were prevented 
from voting the Democratic ticket, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Do you vouch for that man’s state- 
ment? : 

Mr. CRISP. I put against. the unsworn statement of Mr. LODGE, 
of Massachusetts, the sworn statement of Mr. Cole, of Massachusetts. 
‘The question for the House to determine is which it will accept. Will 
you accept the unsworn partisan statement of a Representative from 
Massachusetts or will you accept the unimpeached, sworn evidence of 
this man from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will you answer me one question ? 
[Cries of “Sit down!?? on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I simply want to ask one question. 
[Cries of “Sit down!’ on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will you vouch for your witness? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Indiana has found it necessary to 
emulate the tactics of Smalls [applause on the Democratic side], and 
will not allow me to proceed to make my speech. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, ofIndiana. Willthe gentleman vouch for the wit- 
ness whose testimony he has read? [Cries of ‘‘Sit down!” on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP, ‘The gentieman from Indiana addressed the House the 
other day upon this case, I wasmuch amused for one at the earnestness 
and zeal with which he plead, as he claimed, for a fair and free elec- 
tion. In view of what has taken place in that gentleman’s State, I was 
very much amused. [Cries of ‘‘ Blocksoffive!’’] It occurs to me that 
coming from aState where such methods are resorted to as those sug- 
gested in the celebrated ‘‘ blocks-of-five letter” [loud applause on the 
Democratic side] it might be well for the gentleman to purify things at 
home before he began looking abroad. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE, -Why do you not depict? 

Mr, CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? - 

Mr. CRISP, Mr, Speaker—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? E 

Mr. CRISP. I will not. 

Mr, CHEADLE. ‘Then why do you talk of Indiana? It has noth- 
ing at all to do with this case. You have made a charge against the 
State of Indiana. [Cries of “Sit down!” on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 


I desire to haye the attention of the House—— [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the Republican side.] Itis hardly justto me 


to be taken off the floor by turmoil. My time has been consumed by 
interruptions and turmoil; and I insist that I have the right to be heard, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I hope the House will let the gen- 
tleman go on until he shall have completed his statement. [Cries of 
“ Regular order !” on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will proceed to 
enforce order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to request members to take their 
seats. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I want to ask [cries of ‘Regular 
order! *?] unanimous consent—— 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. I object. 

Mr. CRISP. I only want to say one word—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Ihope thatthe gentleman from Geor- 
gia will be allowed to proceed in his—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order |’? 
on the Democratic side. ] ` 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has expired. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘*Vote!’’] 

Mr. CRISP. My time was taken away from me by gentlemen on the 
other side. Itwas taken away by the boisterous conduct on the other 
side ‘a the House. [Cries of “Regular order!’’ on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihope the gentleman from Georgia will have such time 
given him as he has lost by interruption. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order P?’ 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
(Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] demands the previous question. 

Mr. ROWELL. On the resolution and on the substitute, I suppose? 

Mr. CRISP. I believe that by an order of the House heretofore 
made the previous question is now ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. The previous qustion is ordered, and I suppose the 
vote comes now on the substitute. 

Mr. CRISP. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ROWELL. I demand the yeas and nays also. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to have accorded to me the same privi- 
lege that was accorded to my friend from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], but 
I promise now that I will put nothing in the RECORD except extracts 
from the evidence. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If you will let us put in the answer 
to your we will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HAUGEN and others objected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis right. You are afraid of the record. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thatisright. Itis just like your conduct 
all through. You will not let. a man either talk or print. 

Mr. LODGE (to Mr. Crisp). The gentleman from Indiana is entitled 
to that courtesy. Š 

Mr. CRISP. He is not entitled to it. He is an interloper. 

Mr. LODGE. He is entitled to the same courtesy that you are en- 
titled to. 

Mr. CRISP. He is an interloper. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

R trea SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the substi- 
ute. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I ask the at- 
tention of the Chair for one moment—— 

Mr. ROWELL (interposing). I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] may have leave to extend his 
remarks, and I hope that nobody on this side will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from: Illinois? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
any member of the House to publish remarks on this case. 

Mr. COBB and others objected. j 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be allowed to print arai Eri answer to the fling 
which the gentleman has made at the State of Indiana. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object. 

[Loud cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Who objects? 

Mr. O’FERRALL (rising). I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. Speaker, is it too late to enter an objection now 
against the consent given for the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
Crisp] to extend his remarks in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. OWEN. Then there is a hereafter on unanimous consents. 

Mr. LANE. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The question now ison the substitute, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to listen to me for one 
moment. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asked permission 
to extend his remarks and objection was made unless permission should 
be given also to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON]. 
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ʻi Soin of “No!” “No! and ‘‘Regular order !” on the Democratic 
de. 

Mr. REED. Waita moment. Hear me through. 

[Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 

Mr. REED. Wait a moment. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I want the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
REED] to have an opportunity to make his explanation, and I hope 
the House will give it to him. 

Mr. REED. Permission was given me to speak, and I want to finish 
what I have to say. [Renewed cries of “Regular order!’’ on the 
Democratic side.] Thereupon the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Row- 
ELL] requested that permission be given to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] and no one on this side objected. Now I ask the House, 
with a proper sense of fairness, to give the same privilege to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON], whose State has been attacked, 
and I want to know if there is any gentleman on the other side who 
feels that his course would be honorable in making objection after per- 
mission was given to the gentleman from Georgia. [Renewed cries ot 
“ Regular order !” on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection myself to the uest of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, but the gentleman from Maine (Mir. REED] mis- 
apprehends the situation entirely. The House extended to the gen- 

from Minois [Mr, ROWELL] unanimous consent to extend his 
remarks; and I merely asked to be put on the same footing with him, 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] was not included in 
the proposition at all. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. JOHNSTON] had 
made an objection, and it was with the distinct understanding that he 
was to have the same privilege that the objection was withdrawn. 
[Cries of ‘* No!’ ‘‘ No!’ on the Demoeratic side. ] 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON} had 
made that condition. 

Mr. OWEN. You gentlemen on the other side are evidently afraid 
of the reply. [Derisive laughter on the Democratie side. ] 

Mr, CHEADLE, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I movethat the House donow adjourn. 

Mr. CRISP. We have an arrangement, agreed to by both majority 
and the minority, that the vote shall be taken upon this case at this 


Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Vote down the motion 
to adjourn, 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker 

tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, what are we voting 
upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated the motion. 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] moves that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The House divided on the motion to adjourn; and there were—ayes 


23, noes 174. 
So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the substitute 


proposed by the minority of the committee. 

Mr. ROWELL. I call for the reading of the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected, and is not entitled to a seat in 
the Fiftieth Congress from the Seventh South Carolina district. 

Resolved, That Robert Smalls was elected, and is entitled to a seat in the Fif- 
tieth Congress from the Seventh South Carolina district. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the question on 
those resolutions. [Cries of “No!” ‘‘No!’?] Very well; I demand 
the yeas and nays on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise toa parliamentary question. I understand tha 
one of those resolutions resolves that Robert Smalls was elected and th 
other that Mr. Elliott was elected. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the resolutions be read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolutions, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
127, nays 142, not voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 

Adams, Brewer, Davenport, Guenther, 
Allen, Mass, Brower, vis, Haugen, 
Allen, Mich Browne, Ind. De Lano, Hayden, 
Anderson, Iowa Brown, Ohio Dingley, Henderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Buchanan, Dorsey, Henderson, I 
Arnold, Burrows, Dunham, d, 
Atkinson, Butterworth, Farquhar, Hires, 
Baker, N, Y Cannon, Finley, Hitt, 
Baker, Il Caswell, Pitch, Hol 
Bayne, Cheadie, Fuller, Hopk m. 
Belden, Clark, Funston, Hopkins, N. Y. 

Cogsw: Gallinger, Jackson, 
Boothman, Conger, Gear, Kean, 
Bound, Cooper, Gest, Kelley, 
Boutelle, Cutcheon, Grosvenor, Kennedy, 
Bowden, Dalzell, Grout, Kerr, 


La Follette, O'Donnell, Romeis, Thomas, Wis. 
Laidlaw, O'Neill, Pa. Rowell, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Lehlbach, Osborne, Russell, Conn, ‘Torner, Kans, 
Lind, Owen, Russell, Mass, andever, 
Lodge, Parker, Ryan, Wade, 
Long, Patton, Sawyer, Weber, 
Me Payson, Scull, West, 
McCormick, Perkins, Seymour, White, Ind 
McKenna, Peters, Spooner, Whiting, Mass 
McKinley, Phelps, Steele, Wickham, 
Milliken, Plumb, Stephenson, Wilber, 
Moffitt, Posey, Stewart, Vt. Wiliams, 
Morrill, Post, Struble, Wiison, Mi 
Morrow, Pugsley, Taylor, J. D., Ohio Wood s 
Nelson, Reed, Thomas, ng Yardley. 
Nichols, Rockwell, Thomas, Ill. 

NAYS—H2. 
Abbott, Dargan, Laffoon, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Ala, Lagan, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Fla, Landes, Rowland, 
Anderson, Ill, est Lane, Rusk, 

n, ockery, Lanham, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Latham, Seney, 

Biggs, Dunn, Lawler, Shaw, 
Bianchard, Enloe, Lynch, Shively, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Macdonald, Simmons, 
Bliss, Fisher, Mahoney, Sowden, 
Blow Foran, Maish, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ford, Martin, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. For Matson, Stahlnecker, 
tyce, Frenc MeAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 

Burnett, Gay. McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Bynum Gibson, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Glass, McKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Campbell, Ohio Glover, MeMillin, Stone, Mo, 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Grimes, McRae, ‘Tarsney, 
Candler, Hall, Merriman, Thompson, Cal. 
Ponder athe cee Sar ry 

‘uth, ateh, ontgomery, ‘ownshen 
Catchings, Hayes, Moore, ner, Ga, 
Chipman, Heard, Morgan, Vance, 

rdy, Hemphill, Newton, Walker, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Norwood, Washington, 

a Herbert, O' Ferrall, Weaver, 
Collins, Holman, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, 
Compton, Hooker, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich, 
Cothran, Hopkins, Va. Peel, Wilkins, 
Cowles, Howard, Penington, Wilkinson, 

x, Hudd, erry, Wilson, W. Va. 
n, Hutton, Pideock, ise, 
P, Johnston, N, O. Randali, Yoder, 
Culberson, ones, ice, 
Cummings, Kilgore, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—53. 
Barnes, Flood, Lyman, Sherman, 

y Gaines, Matfett, Smith, 
Bowen, Gof, Mansur, Snyder, 
Browne, T. H.B.,Va.Granger, Mason, Seo 
Brown, J. R., Va. Greenman, McCullogh, ulbee, 
Brumm, Harmer, McShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Buckalew, Hermann, Morse, Tracey, 
Bunnell, Hogg, Neal, Warner, 
Butler, poussi Nutting, daas N. Y. 
Cockran, unter, Ontes, orne, 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind. O’Neall, Ind, Yost. 
Darlington, Ketcham, helan, 

Elliott, a Rayner, 
Felton, Lee, Scott, 


So the substitute was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, by unanimous consent, the reading was 
dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

For this day: 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, 

Mr. Hoge with Mr. GOFF. 

On the Smalls-Elliott contest: ' 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. FLOOD. 

Mr, GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Jounston, of Indiana, with Mr. Barry. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. Mason. - 

Mr. LEE with Mr. HARMER, 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. Oates with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR; Mr. TAYLOR would vote 
for Mr. Smalls and Mr. Oa'res for Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. ‘PFAULBEE with Mr. HUNTER; Mr. TAULBEE would vote for Mr. 
Eliott and Mr. HUNTER for Mr. Smalls. 

Mr. BuckALEW with Mr. DARLINGTON; Mr. DARLINGTON would 
vote for the contestant and Mr. BUCKALEW against him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired on political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. PHELAN. I presume that he, coming from the district he 
does, would vote ‘‘no”’ on this question. I should vote “‘ ay.” 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. LEE, 
who is paired on this question, would, if present, vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
f ition. 

P he vote was then announced as above recorded. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the reso- 
lutions reported by the Committee on Elections, 

Mr. HATCH. Let them be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Robert Smalls was not elected a Representative to the Fiftieth 
Congress from the Seventh district of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That William Elliott was duly elected a Representative to the Fif- 
apaan Conero from the Seventh district of South Carolina, and is entitled to 

scat. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] $ i 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that he had been directed to request the return to the Senate of the bill 
(5. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 3439) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to ascertain the amount of money which has been ex- 
pended and the obligations assumed by the State of California growing 
out of Indian hostilities therein and upon the borders thereof, not here- 
tofore reimbursed by the United States. 

STATE GOVERNMENTS, ARIZONA, IDAHO, AND WYOMING. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12411) to enable the people of Arizona, 
Idaho, and Wyoming to form constitutions and State governments, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Crisp (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule a private bill of the following title was introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12579) for the relief of Richard 
L. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: , 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, in relation to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, in relation to the assassina- 
tion of John M. Cla to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr, FORNEY: Petition of D. L. James, asking for pay for carry- 
ing United States mail on route No. 16261, in Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 3 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of Elizabeth Cates, dependent mother 
of James V. Ritter, late private Company E, Twenty-ninth Illinois 
Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of citizens of Marshfield, Plymouth, and 
Duxbury, Mass., for life-saving station—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolution of the house of represent- 
atives of Kansas, favoring pension legislation for militia and non-en- 
listed men—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, concurrent resolution of the house of representatives of Kansas, 
expressing its disapproval of political violence in the State of Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 1,667 citizens of Seattle, of 40 


citizens of Green River, of 15 citizensof Independence, of 33 citizens of 


Mossy Rock, and of 42 citizens of Edwards, Wash., praying for the im- 


mediate admission of said Territory into the Union under thename of 


Washington—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of William Jones, sr., for relief 


of Payne, James & Co., for relief of V. D. Smith, for relief of William 
M. Campbell, for relief of William Huff, and forreliefof John D. James— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of John B. Rutherford, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Resolution of Tobacco Exchange of Richmond, Va., 
asking for the repeal of the tax on tobacco; also, resolution of Lynch- 
burgh Tobacco Association, in favor of the repeal of the tax on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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The following petitions fora national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of 1,584 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. FORD: Of 332 citizens of Michigan, and of 74 citizens of 
Allendale, Mich. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of 396 citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Of 2,909 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Ofcitizens of Chautauqua County, New York, 
and of A. W. Hull and others, of New York. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BROWER: Of 135 citizens of Winston and Salem, N. C. 

By Mr. CLARK: Of 164 citizens of Berlin, Wis. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of 91 citizens of Booth Bay, Me. 

By Mr. FORD: Of 50 citizensof Allendale, Mich. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 135 citizens of Grand Forks, Dak, 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 56 citizens of Marshfield, Vt. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Providence, Iowa, 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 58 citizens of Bridgeport, N. J. 

By Mr. LONG: Of 104 citizens of Raynham, Mass. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of 74 citizens of Red Wing, Minn. 

By Mr. RICE: Of 173 citizens of St. Anthony Park, of St. Paul, 
Minn.; of 42 citizens of Minneapolis, and of 105 citizens of Macalister 
City, of St. Paul, Minn. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of 196 citizens of Burlingame, Kans. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of 81 citizens of Villa Park: of 31 
citizens of Topeka; of 34 citizens of Sierra Madre; of 26 citizens of 
Eagle Rock; of 195 citizens of Los Angeles, of 120 citizens of Compton; 
of 48 citizens of El Modinia; of 41 citizens of Norwalk, Cal.; of 137 
citizens of Long Beach; of 178 citizens of Santa Barbara; of 20 citizens 
of Santa Maria; of 30 citizens of Ontario; of 41 citizens of Rialto; of 21 
citizens of Oneonta; of 53 citizens of Otay, and of 38 citizens of San 
Diego, Cal. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1889, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FRANK D. WORCESTER—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without ey pe Senate bill No, 3451, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Frank D. Worcester.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill served in the volunteer army from Febru- 
ary 4, 1863, to January 27, 1864, a period of less than one year, when he was dis- 
charged Span ms certificate of a sui n, alleging as his disability ‘manifest 
mental = ity and incontinence of urin: originated previous to en- 
1 istm en + 


In 1850, sixteen years after his , a claim for pension was filed in his 
behalf by his father as his guardian, in which it was alleged that his mind—nat- 
urally not strong—became diseased in the Army by reason of excitement and 


exposure, 

He was ape rage insane in 1872 and sent to an insane hospital, where he re- 
mained about six years, when he was discharged as a harmless incurable, His 
mental condition remained about the same since that time. 

Upon the declared inability to farnish testimony to rebut the record of mental 
disease prior to enlistment, the claim for pension was rejected in 1883. 

In 1887 the case was reo: and a thorough examination was made as to 
soundness prior to enlistment and the origin and continuance of mental un- 


soundness, 

Upon this examination evidence was taken, showing that he was deficient in- 
tellectually when he joined the Army; that he was stationed where he was not 
much exposed, and that his duties were hese cg ey Be eo that he never was 


considered a boy of solid intelligence, and epileptiform seizures 
prior to enlistment. 


On the other hand, no disinterested and unbiased evidence was secured tend- 
hve nas these eee sn vedeased -i ie 
The claim was thereupon again rejected. This wasa proper disposition 
the case unless the Government is held liable for every disability which may 
afflict those who served in the Union Army. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


“EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 13, 1889. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL SHONG—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without Sprova! Senate bill No. 2514, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Michael Shong.” 
Itap that the beneficiary named in this bill, under the name of John M. 


pears 
Johns, enlisted in Company I, Fourteenth New York Volunteers, on the 17th 
discharged May 24, 1863, ; 


day of May, 1861, and was 


1880 
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In November, 1876, more than thirteen years after ‘his nome under the 


same name of John M. Johns, he filed an application for pension, alleging a fever 
sore on his right leg contracted July 1, which resulted in the loss of the 


is claim was aaron in November, 1882, after a thorough special examina- 
tion, on the ground that the disease of the leg resulting in amputation was con- 
tracted after the soldier's discharge from the service, 

The leg was amputated in February, 1865. 

While there is some evidence tending toshow lameness in the service and fol- 
lowing discharge, and while one witness swears to lameness and fever sores in 
the service, evidence was also produced showing thatthe soldier returned home 
from the Army in good physical condition, and that the disease of his leg first 
manifested itself in the latter part of 1864. 

It will be observed that he served in the Army nearby a year after it is alleged 
he contracted his disability, and that though his leg was amputated in February, 
1865, he did not apply fora pension until 1876. 

Moreover, the surgeon who amputated his leg testified that the soldier and 
his parents stated that he came out of the Army withouta scratch; that on New 
Year's night, 1865, he became very warm at a dance; that he went outdoors 
and was taken with a chill and pain in his side, which subsequently settled in 
the leg and caused a gangrenous condition, and that upon amputating the l 
the artery below the knee was found plugged by a blood clot, which cause: 
the diseased condition of the leg and foot. 

This beraiprorasn and the other facts established and the presumptions arising 
therefrom clearly indicate in my opinion that the claim made for a pension by 
this beneficiary is without merit, 


Executive Mansion, February 18, 1889, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS, 


` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following order of the House of Represent- 
atives: 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to re- 
turn tothe House the House concurrent resolution providing for the printing 
of the annual volumes of the Astronomical Observations of the Naval Observa- 
tory for 1886, 1887, and 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the request 
of the House will be complied with and the resolution returned. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, praying that agricultural 
lands be reduced in price to $1.25 per acre; which was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands, 
eee Assembly of the 
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He also presented a resolution of the 
Territory of New Mexico, transmitting resolutions of citizens of that 
Territory favoring the admission of the Territory into the Union as a 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. + 

Mr. BERRY. By request of the Chamber ofCommerce of Fort Smith, 
Ark., I present a memorial and certain resolutions adopted by a Ter- 
ritorial convention held in the city of Fort Smith, Ark., on the 24th 
of January, 1889, composed of 126 delegates representing Boards of 
Trade and Chambers of Commerce of the cities of Chicago, Ill. ; St. 
Louis, Carthage, Booneville, and Springfield, in the State of Mis- 
souri; Omaha, Nebr.; Charleston, Ind.; Memphis, Tenn.; Bentonville, 
Fort Smith, Van Buren, Salem, Little Rock, and Greenwood, in the 
State of Arkansas; Lincoln, Fort Scott, Arkansas City, Cherryvale, 
Chetopa, and Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, and Antler’s, 
Ind. T., in favor of extending the Jaws of the United States over the 
Indian Territory and giving the cities of the Cherokee Nation the same 
rights and privileges accorded to citizens of all other Territories, in 
every respect constituting them one of the Territories of the United 
States. 

Imove that the memorial and resolutions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, COLQUITT presented a petition of 90 members of Division 256, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Savannah, Ga., praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. ‘ 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of Granville Garrett and 117 
others (70 voters and 48 women), praying for the submission to the 
States of a prohibitory constitutional amendment; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 31 citizens of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the Oklahoma bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel Miller and 49 others (31 
yoters and 19 women), citizens of Maumee; the petition of Mr. Good- 
ing and 34 others (16 voters and 19 women), citizens of Lewis Centre; 
the petition of S. Hersh and 41 others (21 voters and 21 women), citi- 
zens of Wisterman, and the petition of Samuel Newhouse and 53 others 
(26 votersand 28 women), citizens of Sciota township, Delaware County, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the submission to the States of a 
prohibitory constitutional amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of Frank L, Osborne and 


58 others (19 voters and 40 women), of Laingsburgh, Mich., and the reti- 
tion of J. B. Smith and 29 others (15 voters and 15 women), citizenso 
Leavitt, Mich., praying for the submission to the States of a constitu- 
tional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 339 citizens of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of William N. Whitaker and 
69 others (36 voters and 34 women), citizens of Buffalo Gap, Dak., 
and the petition of J. H. Culver and 128 others (61 voters and 63 
women), citizens of Milford, Nebr., praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table, 

Mr. PAYNE presented petitions of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, signed by 483 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. RANSOM presented the petition of, A. S. Miller and 34 others 
(14 voters and 21 women), citizens of Thomasville; the petition of H. 
L. Shields and 45 others (27 voters and 19 women), citizens of Ker- 
nersville, and the petition of Laura Rothwell and 5 other women, citi- 
zens of Wilmington, all in the State of North Carolina, praying for the 
submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutio amendment; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 500 members of the Congre- 
gational Church of Oskaloosa, Iowa, praying for the passage ofthe Sun- 
ela bill; which was referred to the Committee on Eduéation and 

r 

He also presented the petition of George A. Hamilton and 49 others 
(27 voters and 23 women), citizens of Exira, Iowa, praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Beaver, Ind. T., and 
a petition of cit of the ‘‘ Public Land Strip,” Indian Territory, 
praying for the passage of a bill to create the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories, 

He also presented the petition of A. T. Parsons and 26 other voters of 
East Haddam, Conn., praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
era prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a har pes of citizens of Meridian, Miss., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of George H. Parke and 130 oth- 
ers (91 voters and 40 women), citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying for 
the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amend-_ 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Adam Baker and 128 oth- 
ers (63 voters and 66 women), citizens of Tacoma, and the petition of 
James Eva and 43 others (23 voters and 21 women), citizens of Blaine 
County, both in Washington Territory, praying for the submission to 
the States of a prohibitory constitutional am ent; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Edgar W. Day and 35 others 
(30 voters and 6 women), citizens of Lisbon, Territory of Dakota, and 
the petition of Mrs. O. E. Fletcher and 12 other women, citizens ot 
Yankton, Territory of Dakota, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of David Morrison, a citi- 
zen soldier, of Newport, N. H., praying for the passage of a law to in- 
crease the pensions of soldiers who have arrived at the age of fifty years, 
whose disabilities consist of the loss of one hand and one arm at or above 
the elbow, to $36 per month, or if the disability consists of the loss or 
the use of one hand and an arm at the shoulder, at the rate of $45 per 
month, with such necessary regulations as will insure prompt action 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, without medical examination. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L, 
K 


earney}; 
A bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Ge- 
raghty; and : 

A bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3721) to granta right of way to the Cherokee Cen- 
tral Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1228) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and Northern Rail- 
road Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in the 
Territory of Dakota, reported it without amendment, 


1889. 


ki 9909) to Aay rovide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the In- 

upon the Oneidareservation, in Wisconsin, and granting patents 
therefor, and for other purposes, reported it adversely, and moved its 
_ indefinite postponement. 

Me SAWYER. Letit go on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. At the request of the Senator from Wisconsin I con- 
sent that the bill may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
g whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 

ANDERSON to the agricultural appropriation bill, for continuance of 
experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum-cane and beets, 
reported favorably thereon; and the amendment was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom 
was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HOAR to 
the agricultural appropriation bill, making an appropriation of $1,600 
for ‘‘one assistant librarian,” reported favorably thereon; and the 
amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom 
was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by himself to the 
agricultural appropriation bill, in regard to the apportionment among 
the States of seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, etc., re- 
ported favorably thereon; and the amendment was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND ARID LANDS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. STEWART on the 8th instant, re- 
ported favorably thereon; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, to be known as “the Select Committee on Irrigation and 

Reclamation of Arid Lands,” whose duty it shall be to consider the subject of 
aids gorge and the best mode of reclaiming thearid lands of the United States; 
hat said committee have leave to sit during recesses of the Senate, and shall 
report to the Senate at the meeting of Congress in December next what legisla- 
tion is n for such oa on and reclamation. And thecommittee may 
arioy a clerk, who shall be paid $6 per diem out of the contingent fund of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. STEWAET, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. 
GORMAN, Mr. REAGAN, and Mr, JONES of Arkansas as the committee. 


DISTRICT STEAM-RAILROAD HEARINGS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. FAULKNER on the Ist instant, re- 
ported favorably thereon; and the resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and party tokalar to employ a stenographer to rt s before 
said committee on bject of steam-railroads in the Columbia, 
the expenses therefor to be paid out of the contingent fund of the een 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3965) granting a pension to Olive 
Tull; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

DISMAL SWAMP CANAL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the yesh bn resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolred, That the Committee on Commerce be. il it is Derety, dito reg es to 
take into consideration the qaras of the expediency of the p 
United States of the Dismal Swamp Canal, in the States of Virginia and nia and North 
Carolina, with a view to the — haa! improved and made an adequate h 
way for commerce between th: yar sarang Bay and the principal. ponte ny or 
North Carolina, and with a Siow = utilizing the fresh water of said canal and 
ite feeder in a basin for the metal vessels of the Navy. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 
Mr. MORGAN. I present an amendment to the resolution which is 


non the regular order of business in the Senate, and ask that it be 
read. 


aoe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution by add- 
ing the following: 

Said committee frame the legislation they may recommend under 
this resolution that it take not apply to any State whose constitution and laws 
aes ng to elections of Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 

ro 


seg PhS security for yet honest exercise of the right of qualified electors 
vote r the just and counting and return of the votes cast at 
such elections, and for the Just partial, and true ascertainmentand certifica- 
tion of the results of such e pea, and in which State these requirements have 
been honestly complied with. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Sore en ete be printed and lie on 
the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, 
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Mr. HOAR. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed pacha aap trans- 


mit to the Senate certified copies of all sworn testimony in rd to alleged 
— and undervaluations in the New York ee eae ores en by be eared 
nt Byrne, and submitted by him to the Secretary of the Treasury with his 


“Eeport of frauds in sugar at New York and Philadelphia,” of November 1, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would like to ask the Senator whether thig 
matter is very voluminous or not? If it is, the word ‘‘forthwith 
ought not to be used. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink not. The Secretary of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary of the Treasury was asked by a resolu- 
tion to send all the information which he had on the frauds and under- 
valuations in the New York custom-house. He replied to that direc- 
tion that that mass of information would take some months to prepare 
would take a long time, as it was very voluminous. Th perce 
another resolution was , directing the Secretary to transmit cer- 
tain specified evidence, which he has transmitted and which is before 
the Senate. 

In addition to that, the persons who are promoting this movement 
desire certain specific affidavits taken by a certain agent, Mr. Byrne, 
the copying of which, I suppose, will take a very short time, and as, i 
am informed, these affidavits support the view of the matter and the 
policy which has been adopted by the Secretary of the him- 

self in regard to certain recent transactions which have been subjects 
of public discussion, I suppose he will be very glad of this request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only question is as to the time in which he 
can furnish what is wanted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object. I merely desire to ask the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts if Inspector Byrne is the special agent who 
made the report? 

Mr. HOAR. He did, and that report has already been submitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is simply to secure the affidavits or papers 
upon which that report was based? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, There is a very violent attack, I understand, 
made by the New York Evening Post upon the Secretary and upon this 
Special Agent Byrne. That attack is supported by some affidavits of 

public officers whom the Secretary of the Treasury 
ipe recently discharged, and those affidavits, it is said, are in conflict 
with these affidavits which this agent reported and which the Secretary 
acted upon. I have not investigated this question so as to touch bot- 
tom upon it on either side. The Senator from Iowa, I suppose, in his 
capacity as a member of the Finance Committee, has had occasion to 
have had more or less of this matter brought to his attention, but I do 
not suppose he has investigated it to the bottom yet himself. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up the bill (H. R. 8309) to secure for the District of Columbia a com- 
pilation of the ays of said District. 

Mr. N, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will withhold that mo- 
tion. Some days ago I gave notice that at the conclusion of the formal 
morning business this morning I would ask the Senate to take up for 
consideration the bill (S. 1067) relating to imported liquors in order 
that I might present some views to the Senate concerning it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether he thinks 
that the occupation of the Senate only a few minutes in the of 
a wy short bill will interfere with that notice which he has given? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My only response to that is that on two 
other occasions I have yielded, and this is the third attempt I have 
made to get up the bill, and I would prefer to have it go on now, and 
the Senator can make his motion at the conclusion of my remarks, 


e present 


Mr. FAUL, R. I will state to the Senator that this is a very 
important ; itis a House bill, and there is a ent upon 
amendments to the bill. 


It ought te pass the Senate promptly, so as 
to secure final action. It is not over half a page in length. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I would like to have this taken up, and 
then we can 1 it bẹ laid aside informally. 

The P. ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imons consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1067) relating to imported liquors. The Chair hears no objection. 
The bill is before the Senate, but will be informally laid aside, and the 
raps from West Virginia asks for the consideration of the bill named 

y ; 
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COMPILATION OF DISTRICT LAWS. 


The bill (H. R. 8309) to secure for the District of Columbia a com- 

= of the laws of said District was considered as in Committee of 

e Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. : 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word “‘ap- 
point,” tostrike out the word ‘‘ three ” and insert ‘‘ two;’? in line7, after 
‘the word ‘‘ the’’ where it occurs the third time, to strike out ‘first’ 
and insert ‘‘ second;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the supreme court of the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to appoint two persons learned in the law as commissioners 
ito compile, arrange, and classify, with a proper index, all statutes and parts of 
statutes in force in the said District, including the acts of the second session of 
the Fiftieth Congress, and relating to all such matters as-would properly come 
within the scope of a civil and criminal code; and the said court sbail have 
power to fill any vacancies occurring in said commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, -l should like very much to see a bill like that 

with a provision also that the codified code of the laws should 
the laws of the District, and should be held to be the laws of the 
District unless Congress otherwise provide. Unless we so provide it 
will all end in smoke. We have had a codification before, a very ex- 
cellent codification of the laws of the District, and it failed to become 
the law because Congress had not time to read it through, and on one 
occasion it was defeated by the mere threat of calling for the reading 
of the entire ance and the only objection pointed out was some 
question of tem ce legislation—whether the temperance law was 
exactly the right law. If you appoint judges, learned men fit to codify 
the laws, it is simply their declaration that such appear to be the laws 
as they now stand, subject to repeal by Congress; then the code will 
amount to something. If the Senate would make some such provis- 
ton, I should be very glad to vote for the bill. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the 


difficulty we have experienced in obtaining any codification of the laws | 


results from the fact that has not been willing to consume the 
time necessary to consider and pass an act for the codification or revis- 
ion of the laws. .Itis absolutely necessary that any codification or re- 
vision should be reported back to Co and that should 

upon and adopt it to give it the force of law in this District. 
They have attempted to do that on several occasions, and it being nec- 
essarily a very long and voluminous bill the Senate and House have 
found it impossible to consider and pass the bill. The purpose, there- 
fore, of this bill is to hes erg men who have the confidence of the su- 
preme court of the District to compile the law as it exists to-day into 
a volume which will be accessible toall lawyers, members of Congress, 
and also the business men of Washi ; and this volume of existing 
laws of the District having the approval of the supreme court of the 
District, it will be accepted as embodying all the law in force at the 
date of the compilation. 

If any one can find that it does not contain any existing provisions 
of law of importance, that provision can subsequently be incorporated 
into it. We have the practice of many of the States in which their 
codes have been compiled in this way, and they have stood the test of 
the criticism of the most learned and accurate lawyers in those States. 
When this is accomplished the members of Congress who have to leg- 
islate for this District will have before them the laws of the District, 
and can then, with the proper information in their on, deter- 
mine the propriety of a revision or the necessity for the passage of any 
act proposed, and at no distant day we may present for the approval 
of Congress a bill providing for a code which will embody the civil, 
municipal, and criminal law for this District. 

Tam anxious to have this done foranotherreason. This compilation 
will show the absurdity of the law as it exists to-day and induce Con- 
gress to take action looking to its codification. For example, the ex- 
isting faw of this District authorizes the superintendent of the chimney 
sweeps to take the oath of office before the Chief-Justice of the United 
States. In several cases, such penalties as that of boring the tongue 
are imposed by statute for the violation of its provisions. I want to 
bring these absurdities into a compilation and let Congress see the 
condition of the law as it exists to-day. It is the only way, in my 
opinion, that it can be done to make Congress realize the necessity for 
a thorough revision and codification of the laws of this District. 

The committee amendment provides that on the approval of the 
supreme court of the District, 5,000 copies of this compilation shall be 
printed by the Public Printer, and sold to any one who desires to pur 
chase at 10 per cent. over and above the cost. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The understanding was when I yielded to 
the motion to take up this bill that it would not excite discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa is entitled 
to call for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that I think 
this matter will be disposed of in the next two or three minutes; but 
I want to say to the Senator from Ohio—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa is entitled 
to the floor. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If this can be disposed of at once I shall 
yield. Otherwise I must insist on my right to thefloor. 


Mr. HARRIS,’ I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that the 
present occupant of the chair and myself have twice as a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on the District of Columbia reported to the Sen- 
ate a codification of the laws of the District of Columbia, civil and 
criminal. It was so voluminous, however, that we were never able, 
and I doubt whether we ever shall be able, to get the Senate to con- 
sider any such bill. Therefore the only thing it seems to me practic- 
ania the bill now pending, and I hope it may be passed in its pres- 
ent form. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, after the word “‘that,” it is pro- 
posed tostrike out the words ‘‘ the said commissioners shall reportsuch 
compilation to the next session of Congress, if practicable,” and toin- 
sert: 


Of said compilation, when completed, upon the order of the supreme courtof 
the District of Columbia, there shall be printed 5,000 copies at the Government 
Printing Office, said copies to be sold at 10 per cent. above cost» 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, FAULKNER, I move that the title be amended by adding 
“and for other purposes.’’ 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FAULKNER, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 314) for the relief 
of Henry M. Rector. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, numbered 16, 90, and 93, disagreed to the residue of the amend- 
ments of the Senate, asked a conference with the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Fi R- 
NEY, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. CANNON managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had the bill 
(S. 3865) to provide for writs of error or appeals to the Supreme Court 
of the United States in all cases involving the question of the juris- 
diction of the courts. 

IMPORTED LIQUORS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that theSenate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1067) relating to imported liquors, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given that the laws 
of the several States relating to the sale of distilled and fermented hquors, 
within the limits of each State, may apply to such cay eed when they have been 
eh in the same manner as when they have manufactured in the 

n States. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the bill to which I now 
invite the attention of the Senate holds close relations with the dearest 
rights and interests of our people. It challenges our attention to a 
subject which no government can ignore without endangering its bet- 
ter conditions, and the prosperity, virtue, and happiness of its people. 
The Republican party was not unmindful of these considerations when 
it formulated its national platform and made its appeal to the people 
in a canvass which resulted in the election of its candidates for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States. 

There were many declarations of principles and purposes in that 
platform, but it contained no paragraph or section of nobler character 
than the one which declared that— 


The first concern of all good government is the virtue and sobriety of the 
people and the purity of their homes, The Republican party cordially sympa- 
pores mo all wise and well-directed efforts for the promotion of temperance 
and morality. 


The bill now before the Senate is in harmony with this declaration, 
and if it shall be enacted into law will be promotive of the *‘ first con- 
cern of all good government.’’ ‘The subject to which it relates is the 
one definite, unrelenting enemy of virtue, sobriety, and home. The 
supremacy of these three elements of organized society assures prog- 
ress, prosperity, contentment, happiness to a people. When these ele- 
ments are dominated by the enemy whose activity it is the purpose of 
this bill to aid the States to control, then crime, ignorance, pauperism, 
es. 


discontent, and unhappy homes multiply and society retrograd 
During the recent holiday season the New York Tribune published 


1889. ) 
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an editorial article on ‘‘ The Criminal Problem,” from which I make 
the following extract, namely: 
Probably few A sia oz realize >a extent of our criminal problem. Rev. me 
tbe National Prison 


eriek Howard 
striking statistics rey a sermon T dh published. There are many Telligent 
ns who would be surprised to learn the census of 1880 showed nearly 
000 prisoners in al) the prisons ef every grade in the United States, Add to 
these more than 11,000 inmates of reformatories, who are virtually prisoners, 
and there is a total prison population of about 70,000 persons. The next census, 
Mr. Wines estimates, will show 75,000 or 50,000 inmates of prisons and probably 
15,000 inmates of reformatories, making a vast army of between 90,000 and 100,000 
men, Toren, and children contined on some criminal charge. Of those re- 
ported i n the last census almost 10,000 were sentenced to imprisonment either 
or life or for terms of more than five years’duration; but it need hardly be said 
that these represent only asmall part of our criminal problem. They have been 
compared to prisoners of war; the greater army is still at large and carrying 
havoc wherever it goes. 

The cost of this incubus is enormous, Itis estimated that the expense of main- 
taining the prisons amounts to fifteen millions a year, but this again is argh = 
small part of the cost entailed upon the eat large by the existence of th 
criminal class. The maintenance of the police departments, it is esiimated, 
costs another fifteen millions. Then there are in the United States more than 

possessing criminal jurisdiction, to say nothing of more 
than eighty thousand justicesof the a maj of whom have a limited 
the cost. of this vast 


criminal jurisdiction. How much ery should be 
charged to the account of crime it would be impossible to , but the te 
must be enormous, Add to the loss which honest peo; 2 suffer by 


redations of criminals, forall of the latter class live upon the 

would have a figure which the boldest would not like to guess 

proportionate increase of crime, unfortunately, is established by proof beyond 
The steady than growth 


dispute, figures show a increase, the of popu- 
lation, in every census, but as the previous to the census of 1880 are not 
believed to be accurate they are The State reports of the 


in the con 
years ago. 


Mr. President, the facts here presented areof gravest import. What 
shall we do with them? We can not di them. The publie 
good and the general welfare demand that we shall look these facts in 
the face and acyuaint overselves with their portent. The on-march of 
crime means more than is disclosed by a mere statement of numbers. 
That the column of confined criminals of 70,000 in 1880 should now 
number 100,000 suggests that there are conditions existing in society 
from which we may not safely withhold our attention. Here we have 
a field in which *‘the first concern of all good government’? may find 
opportunity for the exercise of its most conservative and potential 
forces. Virtue, sobriety, and pure homes do not furnish recruits to the 
constantly increasing army of criminals housed in the prisons and re- 
formatories of this country. 

We must look to other causes than these for that increase of crime’s 
army which the T have quoted present. Where shall we look? 
Have we any guide to indicate the way? If we will but turn to the 
resolution which I have quoted from the Republican national platform 
we shall not be misled. If ‘*the first concern of all government 
is the virtue and sobriety of the people and the purity of their homes,”’ 
and if these do not furnish recruits to crime’s army, then the Repub- 
lican party gave suggestive intimation when in that resolution it de- 
clared that it “ cordially sympathizes with all wise and well-directed 
efforts for the promotion of temperance and morality;” for this invites 
us to look to the opposites of the facts and conditions named for the 
causes of crime and the augmentation of crime’s army. When we 
obey this invitation and apply practical tests within our reach to the 
subject involved we find that we have not been misled, and it is not 
difficult to find States in our Union where the needed tests are present 


high crimes over the inerease of population from twenty 


and conclusive. If there are States in which crime is not increasing | 
we may well direct our investigations to them and ascertain why in f| 


this respect they differ from the other States. There are such States, 
and l am well pleased to name Iowa asoneof them. Iam proud to be 
able to state to the Senate and to the country that the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent in this body makes no contribution 
to the increase of crime in the United States. , 

Mr. President, this statement is not an unwarranted assumption. 
Its truth will stand the test of the severest scrutiny, The condition of 
society which it presents is so exceptional in its character that I de- 


not to state it until I had in possession the official data to | 


support it. Hence I applied to the office of secretary of state of Iowa 
for information in respect to the criminal conditions existing in the 
State, and received in response comparative data for the years 1886, 
1887, and 1888. From theseofficial datait appears that the total num- 
ber of convictions for crime in 1886 was 1,645; for 1887, 1,520; for 
1888, 839. 

The report for 1888 was for a few weeks short of the entire year, 
owing to a change in the law governing the date of returns. Butif a 
full average of the percentage of convictions for the time not embraced 
in the report, the total number of convictions for 1888 will not exceed 
one thousand. These figures include all classes and grades of crime, 
those for which imprisonment in the penitentiaries and county jails 
was imposed as well as those for which fines alone were assessed. 
Another feature of the report is interesting, suggestive, and instructive. 
It is presented in said report as follows, panel: 


Sent to the penitentiary in 1887, 306; in 1888, 195; decrease, L10. 
Sent to county jails in 1887, 261; in 1888, 127; decrease, 134. 


Another interesting fact in this connection may be here stated, and 


it is that in only forty-eight of the ninety-nine counties of Iowa were 

any convictions for crime in 1888 to whieh sentences of confine- 
ment in jail were applied, so that nearly one-half of the county jails 
had no criminal occupants during that year; and when we consider 
that the population of Iowa is now estimated to be 2,000,000, and that 
the criminal convietions of all classes and grades were only 1,000, and 
that this is but one criminal conviction for each 2,000 of population 
during the entire year, we may well pause and inquire what cause has 
induced these splendid results. In this regard I am glad to be able to 
state that official information is at hand to resolve this inquiry for us. 

On December 7, 1887, Governor Larrabee, of Iowa, addressed a cir- 
cular letter to the several district and superior court judges of the State 
requesting of them suggestions in respect of the laws of the State, and 
also propounded the following question, namely: 

Would you, after having for several years observed the operationof the pres- 
ent prohibitory law, advise its Lena cok and, if so, what would you propose to 
place in its stead? 

To this circular i forty judgesresponded. Of thisnumber twenty-nine 
advised against the repeal of the law, eight were indefinite in their an- 
swers, and only three advised repeal; and it may be well for me to pre- 
sent quotations from some of the letters sent by the judges in response 
a governor's circular, Judge Traverse, of the second district, 
sai 


We will have but little trouble, since the recent decision of the Supreme: 
of the United States to enforce the hibitory liquor law. We would alga 


has hap; 

left just as i$ is. 
Judge Stuart, of the same district, said: 
Permit me to say that I would not advise the repeal of the prohibitory law. 
Judge Harvey, of the third district, said: 


-balf, and 
and do not favor the repeal of the law. 


Judge Lewis, of the fourth district, said: 
all d s.s% 
TE Ce, S ns Peet cos 
Judge Ayers, of the fifth district, said: 


Ihave no doubt but that the | agar nt Iaw has reduced criminal offenses 


and the expense of ceurts in this district very largely, and I certainly should 
nut advise its repeal. 
Judge Lewis, of the sixth district, said: 

I would not recommend the of the aye Se uor law, as I believe 
that if it has the same Paes rg other Ade yo the State, and others 
receive the same that it does, which should ibe the it will end the 

in every way 


saloon and promote a temperance sentiment and sobriety, ani 
a better state of things in society. 


Judge Johnson, of the same district, said: 


There can be no doubt that the effect of the prohibitory law has been to re- 
duce crime and criminal expenses in this district, I would not advise its re- 


Judge Kavanaugh, of the ninth district, said: 
In regard to peers sew second query,I would say that the prohibitory law has foa 
commercial]. 


extent impaired this community y; but, on tbe other hand, 
it has erime over 50 per pren fi pa largely to individua? happi- 
ness, 
Judge Conrad, of the same district, said: 


As to the operation of the law, my observation is, that it has largely dimin- 
ee Ee Pee Se ae d very much lessened the coat of maintaining the 
cou 


Judge Weaver, of the eleventh district, said: 

As to the prohibitory statutes, I have to report their very 
in this district. There are one or two countiesin which 
slow to indict, butas a whole the law is well enforced. I bave also to say that 
crime generally is very much lessened. * © * The criminal expenses in 
nearly every county are being reduced to a very low sum, 


Judge Granger, of the thirteenth district, said: 


You inquire as to our criminal business, and how it is affected by the enforce- 
ment ofthe law. Atthe ning of the year, before the attempt at enforce- 
ment, in one county the entire term was occupied with criminal business, and 
much left undone. In the other two counties most of the term was consumed 
in the trial of criminal cases, and nearly every case the result of a saloon infiu- 
ence or kenness. To-day there is but one criminal case eaten oan cen in the 
AS anes a Sts and that is an old case growing out of whisky 


Jai and hs q geen ti torv violatin a rai. hes hap A tard iet grefier bore > man a 
of the saloons have been comparatively nominal. 
J tule pai of the fourteenth district, said: 
As to the effect of the prohibitory law in this district, E am satisfied that it is 
ests oc walt EnA eT se toy ot Gener ion cence man Ieee 


———* it would ce aos Mabe Se Sears ta repeal One Mar, or Sa bebe 


general observance 
juries are a little 


ee a RY pale amit aire hor ae ere aye 
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Judge Carr, of the same district, said: 


The present prohibitory law is, in my judgment, a success, * * * Thelaw 
is being well enforced in this district, and we have no open saloons. 

Judge Deemer, of the fifteenth district, said: 

The prohibitory law is working nicely in every county in this district, except 
in Pottawattamie, and I think there it is having a effect and gainin; 

und rapidly. It isa noticeable fact that there the criminal docket is mu 
ahei in proportion to the number of inhabitants, than in the other counties. 
In many of the counties the jail is getting to be almost an unnecessary build- 
ing,and in the last three counties I have visited there was not an preacent 
The effects of the perad law upon crime has been very marked, but as I 
have kept no data Í can not = you any comparative figures. No; I donot 
advise the repeal of the prohibitory law. 

Judge Carson, of the same district, who had been a member of the 
State senate prior to his election as a judge, said: 

‘When in the senate I favored local option, but I am satisfied that the statute 
should stand. My belief is that the effect has been very favorable in the reduc- 
= of criminal offenses, especially those growing out of brawls and quarrel- 

g. 


Judge Loofborrow, of the same district, said: 

I would not advise the re of the prohibitory laws, for I believe,on the 
whole, the effect is benefi The cri: record is certainly much reduced. 

Judge Thornell, of the same district, said: 

You of the repeal of the prohibitory law. I should regard its repeal as 
a calamity, and have no ons to offer in its stead. re 

Judge Macomber, of the sixteenth district, said: 

I believe it isa good law and tends mightily to ophod moral ideas, Iam op- 
posed to any looking back. The Supreme Court of the United States places its 
recent decision upon the well-known fact that intoxicating liquors cause crime, 
paupers, and disorder. 

Judge Griffin, of the eighteenth district, said: 

In answer to your letter I beg to say that the prohibitory law seems to work 
wellin this district, I have no suggestions to make as to additional legislation 
at this time, 

Judge Stoneman, of the superior court of Cedar Rapids, said: 

The repeal of the prohibitory law now is not desirable. 

Judge Wilson, of the superior court of Creston, said: 

You ask me as to the workings of the prohibitory law in this part of the State. 
I was not in favor of the law, think: that public sentiment was not strong 
enough to make it a success, and that high license would work better. I have 

its workings, andam convinced that I was wrong. Whatever 
was the sentiment at its I am satisfied that nine-tenths of our citizens 
would vote against its repeal to-day.» I have counted the cases on the mayor’s 
dockets of Creston with the follow: g result, namely: From January 1, 1881, to 
January 1, 1882, there were 200 cases docketed for various offenses; from Janu- 
ary 1,1882, to Jan 1,1883, 133 cases; from January 1, 1883, to March 1,18%, 
149 cases; from M: 1, 1884, to March 15, 1885, 160 cases; from March 15, 1885. 
to March 17, 1886, 169 cases; from March 17, 1886, to March 17, 1887, 23 cases, and 
from March 17 to December 10, 23 cases. Comment is unnecessary. No, sir; I 
am not in favor of repealing the law, and should be tin’ Coin to see it at- 
tempted. I am not aware that any cases for drunkenness have brought 
before our justices of the peace, and I think the record above given includes all 
such cases since my term of office. 


I may here remark that the last two periods included in this state- 
ment show the results which have been realized from the enforcement 
of the prohibitory liquor law during the earlier periods named, reach- 
ing from January 1, 1881, to March 17, 1886. 

Judge Bank, of the superior court of Keokuk, said: 

I have not examined as to criminal expenses in this district so as to be able 
to speak of the effect of the tarpa law in that respect. At the oprem 
ber term, 1887, of the district court at Keokuk, there was nota criminal case 
before the court. This was the first and only term of that court in my recollec- 
tion that there was no criminal business transacted in the court. 

Mr. President, these extracts are not idle vaporings of enthusiasts 
and fanatics. On the contrary, they are the deliberate utterances of the 
judges named in respect of their personal and official experiences in the 
administration of the criminal laws of the State of Iowa, and I assert 
that the conditions described by them have steadily improved during 
the year that has passed since the letters from which I have quoted 
were written. This being the case, I feel that I am justified in assert- 
ing that the data it has been my pleasure to submit to the Senate estab- 
lish two facts, namely: First, that crime is rapidly diminishing in the 
State of Iowa; second, that this very desirable result is in great degree 
due to the character of the laws prohibiting the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors within the State. Butin making this claim for 
the State of Iowa I would not be understood as disregarding other most 
creditable conditions existing within the Commonwealth. Amongst 
these, and of commanding presence, is the educational system of the 
State. Some of the features of this most interesting field of State move- 
ment are well worth brief notice here. From a recent publication in 
the State I extract the following, namely: 


An examination of the annual report made by the State superintendent of 
schools in Iowa shows a gratifying condition of affairs, and that educa- 

ional facilities in this Commonwealth are all the time improving. The whole 
number of male teachers now employed in the State is 5,595, and of female 
teachers, 19,578. This is a decrease of 412 males, but an increase of 1,373 females 
over last year, The average compensation of male teachers is $35.44 month, 
and of female teachers, $30,05 month. The school a3 bepere of the State, 
or children between the age of five and twenty-one, is divided as follows: Males, 
325,741; females, 313,507. 

The number of school-houses is given as 12,752, divided as follows: Frame 
buildings, 11.712; brick, 771; stone, 239; ouses, 30. The total value of the 
school-houses of the State is placed at $12, 840, which is an increase of nearly 
a million “Gonder aa the year. These school-houses contain ap tus 
valued at „ and they contain 63,169 volumes in their libraries, ng 
the past year there were 152,575 trees set on the school grounds. This is the 


ly wai 


first that instruction has been required to be giv: 
holio Hauors and 13,946 schools shies that phahi shes Sore ‘abet 

This relates solely to the common-schoof system of the State, in sup- 
port of which there was expended last year nearly $6,000,000, the 
greater part of which is derived from taxes, the rate of which is deter- 
mined by the voters in the several school districts at the annual school 
meetings held in each in the month of March. 

In addition to the common schools there are forty-nine universities 
colleges, and academies in the State, and a number of nérmal and 
county high schools; and each county has a teachers’ normal institute, 
and all teachers are required to attend these fora stated time each 
year. The permanentschool fund of the State amounts to $4,008,217 
yielding an annual revenue of $242,710, which is equitably apportioned 
to the several counties. 

Mr, President, these are but a few of the many interesting features 
of the educational system of Iowa, and now it may be asked, what has 
come from all this cost and effort? If the inquirer will turn to the 
census of 1880 he will discover that the percentage of illiteracy in Iowa 
was only 2.4, and I am informed that the latest data collected in this 
regard ‚disclose that the rate is now reduced to 1.2 per cent. This 
places Iowa at the head of the educational column, not only of this 
country, but of the world, and it seems to me that a State with such a 
record as I have presented for Iowain respect of the reduction of crime 
and the promotion of educational results may hopefully ask Congress 
to remove the judicially constructed obstruction which alone stands in 
her way in that rightful exercise of her police powers by which she can 
effectively suppress crime within her borders, 

But of course Iowa does not ask this for herself alone; for this could 
not be granted, for it belongs to all of the States, each being the judge 
for itself as to the manner and extent in and to which its alioa powers 
shall be exercised. We are forced to recognize the fact that crime is 
increasing in this country. The facts given in the article which I 
quoted in the early part of my remarks can not be brushed out of the 
way by a eral denial. They doubtless will forcefully confront us 
in the ts of the census of 1890. We may then be forced to admit 
that we have been too slow in our movements for the suppression of 
crime, We need not stop now to ask how this can be done. I have 
given an instance illustrative of how it can be done in harmony with 
the doctrine that— 


The first concern of all good government is the virtue and sobriety of the 
people and the purity of their homes, 


And the facts involved in that illustration show that it was not cre- 
ated by mere unreasoning enthusiasts and fanatics, but by a people 
who know how to prevent the increase of crimeand toreduceilliterecy 
to an insignificant minimum, and who invite inspection of all their 
movements in respect of government, its results, and established con- 
ditions. If other States are not willing to follow the example pre- 
sented by the case I have cited, is there any good reason why it should 
not have opportunity to perfect its own purposes? What standsin its 
way? In my judgment a judicial fiction. What is it? Why, in 
part that any article imported into the United States under the cus- 
toms laws thereof may be sold in the original package in any State, 
and that this right of sale is superior to the police powers of the States. 
That this anomalous judicial creation should have been obtruded into 
our system of government in view of the admitted fact that the States 
reserved to themselves full possession of their police powers is a most 
unfortunate incident in our progress. But inasmuch as it exists, the 
practical inquiry is, how can it be rendered least forceful in its effects? 
So far as it relates to that parent of poverty and crime which some of 
the States have attempted to exterminate the bill now before the Sen- 
ate presents to us an answer. The bill reads as follows, namely: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given that the laws 
of the several States relating to thesale of distilled and fermented liquors within 
the limits of each State may apply to such liquors when they have been im- 
pores in the same manner as when they have been manufactured in the United 

Mr. President, is this bill obnoxious to constitutional objection? It 
seems to me that it-can be demonstrated thatitis not. What is the 
purpose of the bill? To enable the States to more perfectly exercise 
their police powers, Is the enactment of the bill necessary to effect 
this purpose? Because of the judicial obtrusion to whieh § ists re- 
ferred conflicting answers have been given to this question. By some 
it is suggested that the legislation enacted by the States for the sup- 
pression or regulation of the traffic in intoxicating liquors can not be 
enforced inrespectof such liquors as may be introduced into the country 
under the customs laws of the United States; that an importer of 
liquors may receive them and sell them in the original packages, State 
laws to the contrary notwithstanding; that the customs laws enacted 
in pursuance of the power of Congress to te commerce with for- 


eign countries are paramount to the laws of the States, and that noth- 
ing short of the consent of Congress can subordinate the former to the 
operation of the latter. 

By others it is asserted that laws enacted by the States in the exer- 
cise of their police powers are within their several jurisdictions para- 
mount to the customs laws of the United States. The utterances ofi 
the several members of the Supreme Court in the license cases, 5 How-. 
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ard, 504, give strong support to this position. Chief-Justice Taney 
said: 


If any State deems the retail and internal traffic in ardent spirits injurious to 
its citizens and calculated to produce idleness, vice, or debauchery, I see noth- 
ing in the Constitution of the United Statés to prevent it from regulating and 
restraining the traffic or from prohibiting it altogether if it thinks proper. 


This is a pretty broad and definite statement of the doctrine that 
State legislation, enacted toeffect the purpose defined by the Chief-Jus- 
tice, is superior to the customs laws of the United States in thematter 
of imported ardent spirits. For how could the admitted right of the 
State to prohibit the traffic in ardent spirits be made effective if its 
citizens could defend their violations of the local law by interposing a 
superior protection provided by the revenue laws of the United States? 

n the same cases Mr. Justice McLean said: 


AState regulates its domestic commerce, contracts, the transmission of estates, 
real and personal, and acts upon internal matters which relate to its moral and 
litical welfare. Over these subjects the Federal Government has no power. 
hey appertain to the State sovereignty as exclusively as powers exclusively 
delegated appertain to the General Government. * * * The acknowledged 
police power of a State extends often to the destruction of property. A nuisance 
may be abated. Everything prejudicial to the health or morals of a city may 
be removed. * * * A discretion on this subject must be exercised some- 
where, and it can be exercised nowhere but under State authority. The State 
may regulate the sale of foreign spirits, and such regulation is valid, though it 
may reduce the quantity consumed. This is admitted. And how can thisdis- 
cretion be controlled? The powers of the General Government do not extend 
to it. It is inevery respect a local regulation and relates exclusively to the in- 
ternal police of the State. 


If this doctrine be true, and the discretion involved rests wholly with 
the State, how is the United States, or any other power foreign to the 
State, in the regard stated, to interpose and determine the extent to 
which the local law or regulation may goin effecting its purpose? Sup- 
pose the law of the State be of such character and force as to reduce the 
consumption of imported liquors one-half, does not this affect the mar- 
ket, and to that extent destroy the market on which the importer de- 

ds for his trade and profit? No one will doubt this. Well, if the 

Btate may go to that extent in the exercise of its admitted discretion, 
what power shall say that it may not reform its action and dispose ot 
the remaining half also? The discretion resting with the State, the 
powers of the General Government not extending to it, is not the sub- 
ject resolved into a problem which the State alone can solve? And 
does not this aspect of the case give peculiar force to the question stated 
by Mr. Justice Woodbury, in the opinion which he filed in the cases 
cited, which he put in these words: 

How can they— 

The States— 


be sovereign within their respective spheres without power to regulate all their 
internal commerce, as well as police, and direct how, when, and where it shall 
be conducted in articles connected either with public morals, or public safety, 
or public prosperity? 


Upon these subjects the General Government can not act within the 


States. No one disputes this proposition. Mr. Justice Grier enforced 


this doctrine with marked emphasis in the opinion he read in the li- 
cense cases, and from which the following extract is taken. He said: 


The true question presented by these cases, and one which I am not disposed 
to evade, is whether the States have a right to prohibit the sale and consump- 
tion of an article of commerce which they believe to be pernicious in its effects 
and the cause of disease, pauperism, and crime. I do not consider the ques- 
tion of the exclusiveness of ie power of Congress to regulate commerce as nec- 
essarily connected with the d n of this point. 

It has been frequently decided by this court ‘* that the powers which relate to 
merely municipal regulations, or what may more properly be called internal 
police, are not surrende: by the States,or restrained by the United States; 
and that consequently, in relation to these, the authority ofa State is complete, 
unqualified,and conclusive.’ Without attempting to define whatare the pecu- 
liar subjects or limits ofthis power, it may safely be affirmed that every law 
for the restraint and punishment of crime, for the preservation of the public 
peace, health, and morals, must come within this ca’ $ 

As subjects of legislation, they are from their very nature of primary impor- 
tance; they lie at the foundation of social existence; they are forthe protection 
of life and liberty, and n y compel all laws on subjects of secondary 
importance, which relate only to property, convenience, or luxury, to recede, 
when they come in conflict or collision. ‘ Salus populi suprema est lex.” 

If the right to control these subjects be “complete, unqualified, and exclusive” 
in the State tures, no regulations of secondary importance can supersede 
or their operations on any ground of prerogative or supremacy. The 
exigencies of the social compact require that such laws be executed before and 
above all others. 

It is for this reason that quarantine laws, which protect the public health, 
compel mere commerial relations to submit to their control. They restrain the 
liberty of the passengers, they operate on the ship which is the instrument of 
commerce, and its officers and crews, the agents of navigation. They seize the 
infected cargo, and cast it overboard. The soldier and the sailor, though in the 
service of the Government, are arrested, imprisoned, and punished for their 
offenses against Poe. Paupers and convicts are refused admission into the 
couutry. All these things are done, not from any porer which the States as- 
sume to regulate commerce or to interfere with the regulations of Congress, 
but because police laws for the preservation of health, prevention of crime, and 
protection of the public welfare must of necessity have full and free operation, 
according to the exigency which uires their interference. 

It is not necessary for the sake of justifying the State legislation now under 
consideration to array the appalling statistics of misery, pauperism, and crime 
which have their origin in the use or abuse of ardent spirits. The police power, 
which is exclusively in the States, is alone competent to the correction of these 


te , and all measures of restraint or or ibition necessary to effect the 
urpose are within the scope of that authority. There is no conflict of power 
or of lation as between the the United States; each is acting 


ts sphere and for the public good, and if a loss of revenue should accrue 
United States from a ed consumption of ardent spirits, she will 
be the gainer a thousand-fold in the health, wealth, and happiness of the people, 


In presenting the quotations thus far made from the opinions in the 


license eases, I have followed the order in which they are to be found 
in the opinion of the Supreme Court as delivered by Mr. Justice Har- 
lan on the 15th of December, 1887, in the several cases which came to 
thatcourt on appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the 
district of Kansas, and on writ of error from the supreme court of that 
State. The quotations in one or two instances are a little more ex- 
tended than those made by Mr. Justice Harlan in the opinion of the 
Supreme Court as delivered by him asstated, but these extensions onl. 
= to more fully support the conclusions of the court as announ 

y him. 

Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the United States in the Kan- 
sas cases gave most admirable and sturdy expression to the doctrines 
which recognize and support the supremacy of the police powers of the 
States. Since the decisions in the license cases and in other like 
the Constitution of the United States has been amended in several impor- 
tant particulars. Not theleast important of these amendments is the 
fourteenth, the first section of which provides as follows, namely: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the juris- 
diction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein the: 
reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the pos ooo 
leges or immunities of citizens of the United States; norshall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law; nor deny to 
any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

In the Kansas cases this amendment was in by the parties 
proceeded against for violations of the prohibitory law of that State as 
a protection against its extreme effect. It did not avail, and the Su- 
preme Court said: 


In Bartemyer rs. Iowa (18 Wall., 129) it was said that prior to the adoption of 
the fourteenth amendment, State enactments regulating or prohibiting the traf- 
fic in intoxicating liquors raised no question under the Constitution of the 
United States, and that such legislation was left to the discretion of the respect- 
ive Si subject to no other limitations than those imposed by their own con- 
stitutions or by the general principles supposed to limit all legislative power. 
Referring to the contention that the right to sell intoxicating liquors was se- 
cured by the fourteenth amendment, the court said that ‘‘sofar as such a right 
exists it is not one of therights growing out ofcitizenship of theUnited States,” 

In Beer Company vs. Massachusetts (97 United States, 33) it was said that, as 
a measure of police lation looking to the preservation of public morals, a 
State law prohibiting thé manufacture or sale of intoxicating liquors is not re- 
pugnant to any clause of the Constitution of the United States. 

Finally, in Foster vs. Kansas (112 United States, 206) the court said that the 
question as to the constitutional power of a State to prohibit the manufacture 
and sale of a Rp Sep bere was no longer an open one in this court. These 
cases rest upon the acknowledged right of the States of the Union to control 
their purely internal affairs, and,in so doing, to protect the health, morals, 
and safety of their people by regulations that do not interfere with the execu- 
tion of the powers of the General Government, or violate the rights secured by 
the Constitution of the United States. The power to establish such 
as was said in Gibbons rs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 203), reaches everything within 
the territory of a State not surrendered to the National Government. 


Here it is contended by some that a difficulty arises in respect of the 
traffic in intoxicating liquors in those States where prohibitory laws 
have been enacted. It issaid that such trafic may be carried on to a 
certain extent in spite of the laws of the States. How can this be, in 
view of the judicial expressions that have been cited relative to the 
supreme character of the police powers of the States? Why, it is said 
that the Constitution declares that Congress shall have power— 


To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States— 


And— 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations— 


And that Congress in the execution of these powers has enacted cus- 
toms laws which serve the double purpose of laying duties from which 
to supply money for the objects named and of regulating commerce 
with foreign nations, the full operation of which can not be obstructed 
by the legislative action of the States. Therefore, it is claimed that 
whosoever will may import from foreign countries, into any State, in- 
toxicating liquors, and hold and sell them in the original packages, in 
spite of the local prohibitory laws. If this be true, then we have dis- 
closed to us the best possible reason for the passage of the bill now 
under consideration. If the States are thus obstructed in the exercise 
of their police powers, whyshall not Congress remove the impediment? 
It is said, in answer to this question, that Congress has not the con- 
stitutional power to grant relief to the States in this respect. Why 
not? Because it is alleged that the Constitution declares that— 

All taxes, duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


And that the uniformity enjoined would beinterfered with by allowing 
the laws of the States to be operative on imported liquors. A sufficient 
answer to this objection is that the provision of the Constitution quoted 
applies as well to each method of raising money as to any one or more, 
singly or combined. It applies to special or general taxes or excises 
imposed by the internal-revenue Jaws with justas much force as it does 
to duties on imports provided in the customs laws. No one will dis- 
pute this statement. Well, what interpretation has Congress given to 
its per in the matter of making exceptions in aid of the enforcement 
of the police regulations of the States in the enactment of the internal- 
revenuelaw? Section 3243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
gives a very complete answer to thisquestion. The section reads as fol- 
lows, namely: 

The payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws for carrying 
on any trade or business shall not be to exempt any person from any pene 
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alty or punishment provided by the Jaws of any State for carrying on the same 
within such State, or in any manner to authorize the commencement or con- 
tinuance of such trade or business contrary to the laws of such State orin places 
prohibited by municipal law; nor shall the payment of any such tax prohibit 

from or 


any State placing a duty or tax on the same trade or business, for 
other purposes. 

This section of the Revised Statutes subjects the entire liquor traffic, 
both as to manufacture and sale, to the operation and effect of the laws 
of the several States. No tax paid by persons engaged in that traffic, 
under the internal-revenue laws, can be interposed as a defense in prose- 
cutions for violations of the laws of the States. This position is sup- 
ported by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
McGuire vs. The Commonwealth, 3 Wallace, pages 395 and 396, rrom 
which I quote as follows, namely: 


The court below decided that the license received under the act of Congress 
re to the defendant no right to keep or sell intoxicating liquors in violation of 


law. a 

Whatever might be the effect of this license as to the rights under it, in the ab- 
sence of other provisions of the act of Congres, a question not involved in the 
case, and, therefore, not material to be noticed, itisquite clear thatit conferred 
no right or authority on the defendant below, and hence furnished nodefense to 
the indictment under the law of the State. 

The sixty-seventh section of the act of Congress enacts " that no license herein- 
before provided for, if ted, shall be construed to authorize the commence- 
ment or continuation of any trade, business, secupalion, oremployment therein 
mentioned, within any State or Territory of the United States, in which it is or 
shall be in violation of the laws of any State or Territory.” 

In view of this provision, it is in vain to attempt to give force or effect to the 
license against the State law; and hence the authority derived from it, upon 
which the defendant relied for defense in the court below, fails. 

The decision was against an authority set up under an act of Congress, and 
the case is, therefore, rightfully here under the twenty-fifth section of the ju- 
diciary act. But as we are os opinion the decision of the court below was right, 
the judgment must be affirm 

In license tax cases, United States vs, Vassar et al., 5 Wallace, the 
court was even more explicit than in the case I have just cited. I 


quote from pages 474 and 475 as follows, namely: 


e licensed business, and that the prohibition, under penal- 
ties, against carrying on the business without license is only a mode of en- 
forcing the payment of such taxes. 

3. That the provisions of the acts of Congress requiring such licenses and im- 
Posing for not taking out and paying for them are not contrary to the 

tution or to public policy, 

4, That the provisions in the act of 1856 for the imposing of special taxes in 
lieu of requ: ng payman for licenses, removes whatever am ty existed 
in the previous laws snd are in harmony with the Constitution and publie 


oa an the recognition by the acts of Congress of the power and right of the 
State to tax, control, or regulate any business within its limits is entirely con- 
sistent with an intention on the part of Congress to tax such business for na- 
tional purposes, 

Now, apply to this latter statement the language of Chief-Justice 
Taney in the license cases, in which he said— 

If any State deems the retail and internal traffic in ardent spirits snjurions to 
its citizens, and calculated to produce idleness, » or debauchery, I see noth- 
ing in the Constitution of the United States to prevent it from regulating and 
restraining the traffic or from prohibiting it altogether if it thinks proper— 

And we have a complete recognition of constitutional warrant for 
the support of the bill now under consideration. But it has been sug- 
gested in reply to this, that while it aay be true in t to inter- 
nal-revenue taxes the rule is different when poet to customs duties, 
To this suggestion I will give some attention before concluding my re- 
marks, 

Mr. President, there is another very striking illustration of the con- 
stitutionality of this bill in our legislative and judicial history. The 
“act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the United States” 
became a Jaw on the 10th day of April, 1816; ‘‘An act to impose a tax 
on all banks or branches thereof in the State of Maryland, not chartered 
by the Legislature,” was passed by the General Assembly of that State 
on the 11th day of February, 1818. Out of this legislation grew the 
celebrated case of McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland et al. (4 Whea- 
ton, 316). The case presented the questions of the constitutional power 
of to incorporate the United States Bank, and of the authority 
of the State of Maryland to impose a tax on an institution so created. 
It came to the Supreme Court of the United States on writ of error to 
the court of appeals of the State of Maryland. The case, both as re- 
spects the ability of the arguments presented and the comprehensive 
grasp of the questions involved, and the masterful manner of their 
treatment displayed in the opinion of the court, announced by Chief- 
Justice Marshall, stands as one of the most notable in the history and 

of our national jurisprudence. The result was an affirmation 
of the constitutional power of Congress to incorporate the Bank of the 
United States and of the unconstitutionality of the act of the General 
Assembly of Maryland, whereby the State sought to impose a tax on 
the bank. No provision had been placed in the act chartering the 
bank giving authority to the States to impose a tax on the institution, 
as the law of Maryland attempted to do. 

In 1863 Congress enacted a law for the organization of national banks, 
in which no provision was made for State taxation, Buta power to 
amend, alter, or repeal the act was reserved to Congress. In 1864 this 
power was exercised, and amongst other things a section was provided 


which is now section 5219 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and it reads as follows, namely: 

Nothing herein shall prevent all the shares in any association from being in- 
cluded in the valuation of the personal property of the owner or holder of such! 
shares in assessing taxes imposed by authority of the State within which the! 
association is located; but the ate ane gh of each State may determine and di- 
rect the manner and place of taxing all the shares of national-banking associa- 
tions located within the State, subject only to the two restrictions that the tax- 
ation shall not be at a greater rate than is upon other moneyed capital 
in the hands of individual citizens of suclr State, and that the shares of any 
national-banking association owned by non-residents of any State shall be taxed 
in the city or town where the bank is locatedand notelsewhere. Nothing herein 
shall be construed to exempt the real property of associations from either State, 
county, or municipal taxes to the same extent, according to its value,as other 
real property is taxed. 

The national-banking associations to which this section applies are 
just as much instrumentalities of the Government as were the Bank of 
the United Statesandits branches. Thesame power that Congress ex- 
ercised in creating the former it used in chartering the others. The 
Bank of the United States and its branches could not be taxed by the 
States. The national-banking associations can be so taxed. This has 
been decided again and in by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Why is this? Why can national banks be taxed beyond the 
real estate held by them when the Bank of the United States and its 
branches could not be? Simply because Congress has provided that 
the former may be taxed by the States, and did not so declare in respect 
of the latter. But for this provision of law the national banks would 
be exempt from State and municipal taxation just as the United States 
Bank was. ‘The consent of Congress was not given to the States to tax 
the United States Bank; it is given to them to tax the national banks. 

Mr, President, if this action of Congress can make so great differ- 
ence in the matter of the taxation of banks created by it, why may not 
the bill now under consideration be enacted into a law and subject im- 
ported ss Ney to the operation of State Jaws? If this power may be 
constitutionally exercised by Congress in of taxes imposed by 
the internal-revenue laws and the subjection of national banks to State 
and municipal taxation, why may it not be extended to the case and 
subject presented by the bill we are now considering? An internal- 
revenue law is an act of Congress. The law chartering the national 
banks is an act of The Jaw imposing duties on imported 
ardent spirits is an act of Congress. If Congress may rightfully enact 
the provisions to which I have directed attention in respect of internal 
revenue and national banks, why may it not legislate in the manner pro- 
pose by this bill? The provision of the Constitution which de@ares 
that— 

All duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the Uniled 
States— 


can not be interposed as a valid objection to the passage of this bill. 
It will hardly be claimed that this constitutional rule of uniformity 
was adopted for the purpose of assuring to the subjects of foreign pow- 
ers and the promoters of foreign industries greater rights and privi- 
leges in the United States than can be possessed by our own citizens, 
This feature of the case is well presented in the views of the minority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of this body in support of this bill, 
and from which I make the following extract, namely: 


An importer of ardent spirits, or of any other article of fore’ production, 
is entitled to no —— rotection under the Constitution than is the dealer in 
like articles of manufacture, The man who :nauufactures ardent 
spirits in a State where it is lawful so to do is not in a condition inferior in mat- 
ter of constitutional right to the person who imports such spirits from abroad. 
The one pays an internal-revenue tax, the other pays a tax levied aA the cus- 
toms laws; and what Congress may constitutionally say about one it may re- 
peat as tothe other. It has said that no payment of internal-revenue tax shall 
exempt the manufacturer or dealer in domestic spirits from the operation of thé 
laws of the several States, This the courts have said is constitutional. 

The bill under consideration proposes to enact a like declaration relative to 
the importer of foreign spirits. It is not doubted that the judicial result will 
co md with that reached in the other case, Theéattempt of the committee 
to establish a distinction between the dealers in the foreign article by importa- 
tion and those engaged in the feld of domestic commerce can not be made suc- 
cessful. There is nothing in the Constitution assuring superior advan to 
foreign commerce over that which is domestic. Nor is there anything in the 
bill submitted by the Senate to the committee w suggests a violation of the 
rule of uniformity prescribed by the Constitution. It pro no new depart- 
ure in the legislation of Congress. The | ative ts cited j its 
terms. They have stood the test of jud: scrutiny and have been approved, 


If the views thus expressed be not correct, and if the rule of uni- 
formity which applies to internal-revenue taxes is different from that 
which obtains in respect of customs duties, then indeed does our Con- 
stitution discriminate against our own citizens and their industries in 
favor of the subjects of foreign powers and their pursuits. Such a 
monstrous doctrine as this will not be approved by the people of this 
country; and in order to make the issue as clear and definite as possi- 
ble, the minority, after expressing the views I have quoted, said: 

But in order to conform the bill more nearly to the precedent contained in 
the internal-revenue law an amendment is herewith presented to the Senate, 
and its adoption recommended, 

The amendment proposed is as follows, namely: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following, namely: 
yment of any tax, duty, impost, or excise meee or in respect of, 
on into the United States of any fermented, ed, or other in- 
toxicating liquids or liquors shall not be held to exempt the Fock roe thereof, 

forfeiture, or 


r any o rxson, or any such propérty from any penalty. 
peas 4 oan TAAT tan be DAVETO r by the laws of any 


ing that now is or 
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applicable equally to all property of the same nature, respecting the manufact- 


ure, sale, furnishing, or possession uids or liquors; nor 1 the payment 
f any such tax, duty, impost, or excise be held to prohibit or precludeany State 
aze imposing a tax or duty on any such liquids or ee Yea or from making 
lations in respect of the same, in common with and in respect of other 
iquids or liquors not imported, or from enforcing its laws operating oanelly. in 
of property imported and property not imported, against any such im- 


pone or person or against any such property, whether the same be in the orig- 


al package of importation or not.” 

Mr. President, this amendment did not originate in doubt of the 
constitutional character of the original bill, but simply in the desire 
to present the measure in exact accord with a legislative precedent 
which has received the judicial approval of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. In either form it is but a recognition of the duty of 
Congress to avoid even a seeming purpose to obstruct, in the slightest 
degree, the eifective operation of the police powers of the States. The 
extent to which those powers shall be exercised rests in the discretion 
of the States. This is the true doctrine, and it has the support of the 
most distinguished jurists our country has produced, who have asserted 
it in both judicial utterances and elementary writings. Most of the 
dissents from this doctrine which have appeared in the courtsand else- 
where have been predicated on a case which had nothing whatever to 
do with the subject to which this bill relates. I refer to the case of 
Brown vs. Maryland, 12 Wheaton, 447. The subject-matter of that 
case had no relation whatever to the police power of the State. The 
subject-matter had no connection with anything within the field where 
the police power of the State is supreme. 

The P. IDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in thechair), The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which is the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional elections. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask that the order of business be informally laid 
aside, so that the Senator from Iowa may conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The tor from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be rag evi 
laid aside until the Senator from Iowa concludes his remarks. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from Iowa will pro- 
ceed 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The issue presented and determined was 
whether the State could impose a tax on an importer of dry goods and 
make its payment a condition-precedent to his exercise of the right to 
sell them. The court held that the State could not do so, and that the 
State law under which that tax was imposed was unconstitutional. 
That ifall there wasofit, Thecase did not relate to the subject of the 
police powers; and the use that has been made of that case has been 
wholly misleading and wholly unwarrantable. 

Mr. President, this bill will need to be further amended to meet a 
recent judicial interference with the effective exercise by the States of 
the police powers which they have never surrendered to the United 
States. The State of Iowa in the right exercise of her police powers, 
with a purpose to protect and promote the health, morals, and better 
zondition of her people, enacted a law prohibiting the manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors for use as beverages within her borders. 
It is the law to which I referred in the earlier part of my remarks, and 
concerning the operation and effect of which I gave the numerous quo- 
tations from the reports of many of the judges of the State. That law 
has as one of its sections the following, namely: 

If any express company, railway company, or any agent or person in the em- 
ploy of any express company or railway company, orif any common carrier, or 
any person in the employ of any common carrier, or any person, knowingly 
bring within this State for any person or persons or corporation, or shall know- 
ingly transport or convey between points or from one place to another in this 
State for any other person or persons or corporation, any intoxicating liquors 
without first having been furnished a certificate from and under the seal of the 
tenet § auditor of the county to which said Hees is to dada. tae or is con- 
signed for transportation, or within which it is to be conveyed from pae to 
place, certifying that the co! or person to whom said liquor is to be trans- 
ported, conveyed, or delivered is authorized to sell such intoxicating liquors in 
such county, such company, corporation, or person so offending, and each of 
them, and any agent of such company, corporation, or person so offending, 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined in the sum of $100 for each offense, and 

costs of prosecution, and the costs shall include a reasonable attorney fee, 
be by the court, which shall be paid into the county fund, and stand 
comm itted to the county jail until such fine and costs of prosecution ig hel wg 
The offense herein defined shall be held to be complete, and shall be held to 
have been committed in any county of the State through or to which said in- 
toxicating liquors are transported, or in which the same is unloaded for trans- 
yrsa; or in which said liquors are conveyed from place to place or delivered, 
t shall be the duty of the several county auditors of this State to issue the cer- 
tificate herein contemplated to any person having such permit, and the cer- 
tificate so issued shall be truly dated when issued, and shall specify the date at 
which the permit expires, as shown by the county records, 

Under this section occurred the case of George A. Bowman and Fred. 

, W. Bowman vs. The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, 
which went on writ of error to the Supreme Courtof the United States, 
and the decision in which by a divided court constitutes the recent ju- 
dicial interference with the police powers of the States of which I have 
made mention. The facts presented by the record of the case are suc- 
cinctly stated in the dissenting opinion presented by Mr. Justice Har- 
lan and Mr, Justice Gray on March 19, 1888, and from which I quote as 
follows, namely: 

It appears upon the face of the declaration that the tiffs—one of whom is 
a citizen of lowa—made application to the board supervisors of Marshall 
County, in that State, for permission under the statute to buy and sell in that 
county intoxicating liquors for medicinal, culinary, mechanical, and sacramental 


laintifs claim 


trans- 
pet this beer into Iowa in violation of her laws is the basis of the present suit. 
e 
besk TA that State at a price in advance of what it cost them. As tey do not 


plain, 
unless it be their right not only to have their beer carried into the State but to 
sell it there in defiance of her laws. 


This is a fair statement of the facts involved inthe case. The court, 
by a majority of its members, held that the law of iowa was invalid 
for the reason that it was a regulation of interstate commerce and an 
infringement of the exclusive power of Congress to d» that thing. 

J will not detain the Senate by an elaboration of the reasons stated 
by the courtin supportof its most peculiar conclusion. A brief extract 
from the opinion will answer my purpose. The court said: 


Tt may be said, however, that the right of the State to restrict or prohibit sales 
of intoxicating liquor within its limits, conceded to exist as a part of its police 
power, implies the right to prohibit its importation, because the latter is neces- 
pery. te the effectual exercise of the former. Theargument is that a prohibition 
of the sale can not be made effective, except by preventing the introduction of 
the subject of the sale; that if its entrance into the State is permitted, the traffic 
in it ean not be suppressed. Butthe right to prohibit sales, so far as conceded 
to the Sta arises only after the act of transportation has terminated, because 
the sales which the State may forbid are of things within its jurisdiction. Its 
power over them does not begin to operate until they are brought within the 
territorial limits which circumscribe it. It might be very convenient and use- 
ful in the execution of the policy of prohibition within the State to extend the 
powers of the State beyond its territorial limits. But such extra-territorial 
powers can not be assumed upon such an implication. On the contrary, the 
nature of the case contradicts their existence. For if they belong to one Siate, 
they belong to al], and can not be exercised severally and independently. The 
attempt would necessarily produce that conflict and confusion which it was the 
very purpose of the Constitution by its delegations of national power to prevent. 

* s s $ . * * 

It is enough to say that the power to regulate or forbid the sale of a commod- 
ity after it has been brought into the State does not carry with it the right and 
power to prevent its introduction by transportation from another State. 


It is just such reasoning as this that has tended to confuse the gen- 
eral understanding in respect of subjects that are within the domain of 
the police powers of the States and those that are not. The members 
of the court from whose opinion I have made this quotation, with one 
exception, cited approvingly in the opinion delivered in the Kansas cases 
the language employed in the license cases by Mr. Justice Grier, as 
follows, namely: 

The true question presented by these cases, and one which I am not dis- 
posed to evade, is whether the States have a right to prohibit the sale and con- 
sumption of an article of commerce which they believe to be pernicious in its 
effects and the cause of disease, pauperism, and crime. * * * Without at- 
tempting to define what are the peculiar subjects or limits of this power, it may 
be safely affirmed that every law for the restraint or punishment of crime, for 
the preservation of the public peace, health, and morals, must come within 
this category. * * * It is not necessary for the sake of justifying the State 
legislation now under consideration to array the appalling statistics of 
pauperism, and crime which have their origin in the use or abuse of ardent 
spirits. The police power, which is exclusively in the States, is alone compe- 
tent to the correction of these great evils, and all measures of restraint or pro- 
hibition necessary to effect the purpose are within the scope of that authority. 


How can this be true if the police powers of the States are subordinate 
to the commercial powers of Congress? The mere statement of the 
proposition discloses its absurdity, and if it were not embodied in a de- 
cision of the Supreme Courtof the United States one would be tempted 
to call it disingenuous. The justices of that court who joined in the 
dissenting opinion filed therein seem to have had a keen appreciation 
of the unfortunate predicament in which the court had placed itself, 
and exposed it as follows, namely: 

If, therefore, as the court now decides, the Constitution gives the right to trans- 
port fntaxiating liquors into Iowa from another State, and if that right carries 
with it, as one of its essential ingredients, authority, in the consignee, to sell or 
exchange such articles, after they are so aoe in, and while in his possession, 
in the original packages, it is manifest that the ulation forbidding sales of 
intoxieating liquors, within the State,for other than medicinal, mechanical 
culinary, or sacramental purposes,and then only under a permit froma board 
of supervisors, will be of little value. In this view any one—even a 
citizen of lowa—desiring to sell intoxicating liquors in that State, need only ar- 
range to have them delivered to him from some point in another State, in pack- 
ages of varying sizes, as may suit customers. Or, he may erect his manufactur- 
ing establishment, or warehouse, just across the Lowa line, in some State having 
a different publie mig Fhe thence, with wagons, transport liquors into Iowa, 
in original packages. the State him for a violation of her laws, he 
mar claim—and, under the principles of the present decision, it may become 
difficult to dispute the claim—that, although such laws were enacted solely to 
protect the health and morals of the people,and to promote peace and good 
order among them, and although they are fairly adapted to accomplish those 
objects, P Aad Constitution of the United States, without any action upon the 
ponat ngress, secures to the right to bring or receive from other States 

toxicating liquors in original packages, and to sell them, while held by him 
in such prx Bye bey to all choosing to buy them. Thus, the mere silence of Con- 
gress upon the subject of trade among the States in intoxicating liquors is made 
to operate as a license to persons doing business in one State to jeopard the 
health, morals,and good order of another State, by flooding the latter with in- 
toxicating liquors, against the expressed will of her people. 

s * $ s s * s 

But as, by the express terms of that instrument, the powers not delegated to 
the United States, nor prohibited to the States, are reserved to the States re- 
ery, or to the people, and as, by the repeated adjudications of this court, 

States have not surrendered, but have reserved the power to protect, by 
police regulations, the health, morals, and safety of their people, Congress may 
not prescribe any rule to govern commerce amony the States which prevents 
the pro and e exercise of this reserved power. Even if Congress, 


under the power to regulate commerce, had authority to declare what shall or 
shall not be subjects of commerce among the States, that power would 


what 
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not fairly imply authority to compel a State to admit within her limits that 
which in fact A or which, upon reasonable Beemer she may declare to be, de- 
structive of the health, morals, and her people. e purpose of com- 
mitting to Congress the regulation of commerce was to insure equality of com- 
aaar] facilities, by preventing one State from building up her own trade at 
the expense of sister States. But that Peal tr is not defeated when a State em- 
ploys appropriate means to prevent the introduction into her limits of what 
she lawfully forbids her own people from making. It certainly was not meant 
to give citizens of other States greater rights in Iowa than Jowa’s own people 
ve, 

This was not only a severe exposure of the unfortunate predicament 
in which the court placed itself, but it was also a judicial prognostic 
of what did soon happen after the promulgation of the decision in the 
Bowman case. Soon after that decision was published the following 
special dispatch from Sioux City, Iowa, appeared in the Iowa State Reg- 
ister: 


Since the saloons were closed in this city over a year ago liquor has been 
plentifally supplied from Covington, Nebr., just across the river; and to supply 
this trade no less than twenty transportation companies were hline an i un- 
der the laws of the State, the object, as set forth in the articles of incorporation 
being the transportation of goods and merchandise between Covington and 
Sioux City. Each of these companies have officers, and are doing a thriving 
business, delivering beer in any quantity from bottle to barrel, claiming inter- 
state law protected them in the traffic. 

That such things can be is not a credit to our country. But just 
such practices are common in respect of both foreign and domestic 
‘commerce. They are the only serious obstacles in the way of a perfect 
success in the State of Iowa in the suppression of the unlawful liquor 
traffic in that State. The people of that State have accomplished great 
restilts in caring for the virtue and sobriety and the purity of the homes 
of the population of the Commonwealth, and they protest against the 
doctrine of the decision in the Bowman case, which invites the citizens 
of other States to practice arts which tend to the undoing of the greal 
work that has been accomplished. They are proud of what they have 
done. 

I have, in the early part of my remarks, stated what good fruits the 
tem movement has produced. With the aid which the bill 
now before the Senate, amended as I have suggested, would give if en- 
acted into a law, the people of Iowa will present a case in the field of 
effort to suppress the evils of intemperance which will rejoice the 
hearts of the American people. And when the census of 1890 shall 
present to the people of all of the States the sad story which its crimi- 
nal statistics will unfold, Iowa and Kansas, and other States which 
have tested the efficacy of resolute police regulations for the suppres- 
sion of the evils of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, will have their 
column of progress re-enforced by other Commonwealths. 

I have told in part the story of Iowa’s efforts in the reduction of 
crime. Thechapter which she will write on that subject in the census of 
1890 will entice others to follow her ways. All she asks of Congress is 
the aid that will come to her from enacting the pending bill, amended 
as I have suggested, into a law. She does not ask this because of any 
beliefthat the Constitution of the United States rightly construed would 
impose the necessity for such legislation, but because it seems to be the 
only practicable way now presented for surmounting the judicial obsta- 
cles that have been interposed to the efficient enforcement of the re- 
serve police powers of the States, It may not be done during the pres- 
ent Congress, but in the one which is to follow it may not be unreason- 
able to expect that the country will be convinced that— 

‘The Republican party cordially sympathizes with all wise and well-directed 
efforts for the promotion of temperance and morality, 
and that a bill to effect the purpose of the one now before the Sen- 
ate, so modified as to include the amendments I have suggested, will 
be enacted into a law. 


OFFICERS OF MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I ask that Order of Business 986, being the 
bill (S. 2049) to equalize the grades of officers of the Marine Corps, may 
be recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

a KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company 
toconstructa bridge across the Kentucky River, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent of the Senate to have the bill just 
reported from the Committee on Commerce considered now. It is au- 
thorizing the construction of a railroad bridge, and if it shall not be 
passed at this session of Congress heavy loss will be entailed upon this 
company because of the advanced condition of the work of that road. 

Mr. COKE, I must decline to yield for that purpose. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the legislative, etc., appropriation bill 
may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amcndments of the Senate to the bill 
(H, R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 


judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed tos a 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer wasauthorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 


AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. DAWES submitted two amendments intended to be pro 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were re 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 13th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3824) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; 

An act (S. 2318) to extend to the port of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 
privileges of inland t: rtation in bond; 

An act (S. 3804) for the relief of the occupants of the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona; 

An act (8. 3869) to secure the maintenance of public order during 
the inauguration ceremonies of 1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 3830) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
rough, The naian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved Feb- 
ruary 18, H 

An act (S. 3765) for the relief of Harriet Young; 

An act (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles Wagemann; 

An act (S. 2764) ting an increase of pension to James McGowan; 

An act (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Durfee; 
ar act (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- 
ander; 
ap act (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle; 
n 


a 

An act (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee. 

The message also announ that the bill (S. 3538) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Saeger, having been presented to the President on the 
Ist instant, and not having been returned by him to the House of Con- 
gress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, had become a Jaw withont his signature. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am requested by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE] to ask that he be excused from further service upon the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Chair fill the vacancy occasioned by 
the excusing the Senator from North Carolina from service upon that 
committee. , 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints as a member of 
the Committee on Privi and Elections, to fill the vacancy occasioned 
by the resignation of the tor from North Carolina, the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. Gray]. 


REPORT ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: : 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the Hee pote of the Committee on Woman Suf- 
tage on Senate resolution 11 be prin for the use of the Senate, 1,000 of which 
B 


ball be for the use of the committee, and the same number of views of the 
minority when the same are submitted. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1804) to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company 
to build its road on and across the Fort D. A. Russell military reserva- 
tion; 

A bill (S. 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan; 

A bill (8. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne; 

A bill E 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 3640) to amend the Jaws relating to the selection and serv- 
ice of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3663) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sss, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 3786) to change the date for the commencement of the 
March terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of Jacob Cramer; 

A bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear, deter- 
mine, and render final judgment npon the claim of the Old Settler or 
Western Cherokee Indians; 
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A bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the Pima Land and 
Water Company across Fort Lowell military reservation, in Arizona, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of bark 
Philena; and 

A bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. Harry Adams. * 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional 
elections. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I listened yesterday evening with pleas- 
ure to the amiable and even-tempered statement of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts] with reference to the resolution now before 
the Senate and to the investigation recently made of matters in Wash- 
ington County, Texas, and I would have been glad to have said nothing 
had the remarks of the Senator not been supplemented by the adoption 
of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections and the 
publication of that document in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as part 
of his remarks. 

Under ordinary cifcumstances the Senators who compose the Com- 
mittee on Privil and Elections are gentlemen upon whose judgment 
and discretion and sense of justice I should be perfectly willing to rest 
any rights I or my constituents might have or claim, but in this mat- 
ter of the investigation in Washington County I am not willing that 
the report of that committee, highly as I esteem the honorableSenators 
whocomposeit, honorable and conscientious gentlemen as I admit them 
to be, should go to the country unchalleged. Thatreport, Isay upon 
my responsibility asa man and a Senator, is unjust, is one-sided, is 
partisan, and is colored by partisan political feeling to the extent that 
the justice and impartiality which should characterize it as a report 
from a high committee of this Senate have been utterly lost sight of. 

I say further, Mr. President, that 1f this committee had been prose- 
cutors, instead of judges, if the proceeding had been a political prose- 
cution and not a judicial hearing, all the testimony, every incident, 
every circumstance, every condition inculpatory could not have been 
more thoroughly congregated and summed up and marshaled than they 
have been in this report, while all the testimony exculpatory, which 
modifies, which explains, which extenuates, or which justifies, has 
been with equal assiduity thoroughly excluded from it. And yet this 
is thé report of an honorable committee of the Senate upon a proceed- 
ing presumed to have been judicial in its character. 

As I remarked awhile ago, there is no claim of right that I would 
not be willing tosubmit to these same geutlemen on the judicial bench 
ina matter removed from politics. I have that confidence in their 
learning, their ability, their honor, and their integrity; but let the 
Senate remember, and let the country remember, when reading this 
report, that this is a political report. 

This proceeding for the investigation of disturbances in Washington 
County, Texas, was commenced upon the memorial of three persons— 
Stephen A. Hackworth, James L. Moore, and Carl Schutze—who al- 
leged that they were citizens of that county, and, among other things, 
that they were driven from their homes and exiled because of being 
Republicans. ‘The conclusions of the report of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections were based substantially and mainly upon the tes- 
timony of these three persons. If you will strike out from this record 
the testimony of Stephen Hackworth, of James L. Moore, and of Carl 
Schutze. you fatally wound the case made on the part of the commit- 
tee against the people of Washington County, Texas. 

Let anybody read this report, let them examine it from beginning 
to end, and if they can find any observation of the committee upon it 
which speaks disparagingly or which mentions a doubt as to the credi- 
bility of the testimony of either one of these three persons, he will find 
something that I haveoverlooked. Yet I have here in this volume the 
testimony of 27 witnesses which was lying before that committee 
when this report was made, all or nearly all of whom testify that Hack- 
worth and Schutze are men of infamous character and unworthy of 
credit, and as to Moore, the third one, some of them say that he had 
been a good man, but they generally concur in the opinion that he had 
become as bad as Schutze and Hackworth. 

These are the memorialists who bring this case here. Their memo- 
rial is printed in this testimony, and I invoke the attention of Senators 
to the testimony and ask them to read it and understand it. No man 
can read it without rising from its perusal convinced that these three 
persons, who indict as they do the State of Texas and Washington 
County, are men who ought not to have been noticed in the Senate of 
the United States. 

In saying that I do not pretend to aver that there have not been vio- 
lations of law in Washington County. I admit it. There have been 
violations of law there; that is to say, in 1886. I donot condone them, 
I do not apologize for them. I condemn them as strongly as any gen- 
tleman on this floor can do. No man can feel greater regret than I do 
that they should have occurred. But I do not regret these violations 
of law nor condemn them more strongly than do the people of Washing- 
ton County and the State of Texas, nor does anybody else here; and the 
effort in this report to fasten responsibility for these crimes upon that 
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people I do say 1s not sustained by the testimony, except by that of the 
infamous trio who bring this memorial here and some of their vilest 
coadjutors. 

This report of the committee has been laid before the country in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this morning. This will necessitate my 
placing through the same medium before the country the exculpatory 
testimony, and I propose to doit. Ishall show by the testimony in 
os volume the bad character and want of credibility of the memo- 

ialists. 

They allege that they are exiles from home, the victims of persecu- 
tion because of their Republicanism. I shall prove the falsehood of the 
allegation, and that they left voluntarily, andif they were driven away 
that they left a country where they were regarded as moral lepers, un- 
fit for decent association, and they left in order to avoid the effect of 
their own record and character, although they were as safe in Wash- 
ington County from personal violence as any other men in it. 

Ishall prove by testimony in this yolume that Washington County 
is a county which casts some 5,500 or 5,600 votes; that about a third 
of the population is German; that less than a third is white American, 
and the balance negroes; and that this county of Washington isa relia- 
bly Republican county upon State and Nationalissues. It has voted for 
every Republican President since the war up to this time by a good 
round majority. It has voted for every Republican candidate for gov- 
ernor by a decided majority. It has voted for every Republican candi- 
date for Congress by a good majority. 

Notwithstanding this, I shall show from this record that these me- 
morialists, Schutze, Hackworth, and Moore, having made themselves 
leaders of the negroes and of the Republicans generally, obtained pos- 
session of the offices directly after the war and held them until 1884, 
and plundered the tax-payers through the forms of law to such an ex- 
tent that the Republicans and Democrats all joined in a People’s ticket 
without reference to politics, without reference to party, and expelled 
them from office and placed honest men in power, some of them Dem- 
ocrats and some Republicans. All the time they were doing this, in 
1884, and 1886, as in 1888, these same Republicans, black and white, 
German and native American, voted the Republican State and National 
ticket, giving large majorities to both in Washington County. The 
record shows this, and the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections simply fails to show it or mention it. 

I shall prove by the testimony in this record, which I propose to lay 
before the Senate, that these men, Hackworth, Schutze, and Moore, 
the’memorialists, have made false statements in their memorials, to 
which they have sworn, in every material allegation made. 

I shall show that they are men withont character, without property, 
without anchorage in that community; that when they were ex led 
from office—Hackworth, covered all over with indictments for all sorts 
of official malfeasance—deprived of that source of livelihood they had 
to leave there on account of the baseness of their characters and go 
elsewhere in order to make a living; and that they went because of 
that compulsion, and not because of any danger to them in remain- 
ing in Washington County, or because they were Republicans. 

Mr. President, I invite the perusal of this testimony by Senators. 
They can come to but one conclusion from it, and that is that these 
memorialists, leading the vice and ignorance of that county, were mak- 
ing war upon everything that was decent, everything that was honest, 
everything that was law-abiding; that they were making war upon 
the property interests of the county; and that the people were com- 
pelled and driven, regardless of party, into the formation of the non- 
partisan People’s ticket in order to get rid of them. 

I shall show by the testimony I will produce from this volume that 
the disturbances at the ballot-boxes, three of them, I believe, Flew- 
ellen, Lott’s Store, and Graball, were committed by men for whom the 
people of Washington County can not be justly held msible, men 
whom every effort, so far as this testimony shows, had boaa made to 
discover, but who have not been discovered, men who raided the ballot- 
box in the night, and whom public sentiment in Washington County 
thoroughly condemned. 

I ask the close attention of the Senate to this evidence. It does not 
appear in the report submitted by the honorable Senator from New 
York as the organ of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but 
it is here; and when this testimony comes to be considered, I make the 
assertion that the witnesses whose testimony I will lay before the Sen- 
ate are the men‘of property, the men of character, the men of intelli- 
gence, the men of influence in Washington County, while the great 
majority of those on the other side will be found of the opposite char- 
acter. In any country in the world when the witnesses on both sides 
could be known the testimony which I will lay before the Senate would 
utterly overwhelm the testimony,relied upon by the report of the hon- 
orable Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I call the attention of the Senate to another fact, which is that while 
a member of Congress was voted for in 1886 in the election in which 
the disturbances occurred there was no contention over the vote cast 
for that official. The whole trouble arose out of the contention over 
county officers. The fact that a member of Congress was voted for, I 
think it was admitted by the Senator from New York yesterday—cer- 
tainly it is shown without any conflict in testimony—excited no 
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interest whatever in the election. Technically because a member of 
Congress was voted for in this election it may be said that there was 
Federal jurisdiction over the subject, not, however, in the Senate but 
in the House, which judges of the elections, qualifications, and returns 
ofits members. There is no jurisdiction over the subject either in the 
House or in the Senate, because the motive which prompted the disturb- 
ances of the ballot in Washington County nobody has ever for a mo- 
ment attributed to any interest felt in the election for a member of 
Congress, and no complaint, no contest, no claim has ever been made 
with or against the member of Congress thus elected. The disturb- 
ance investigated was local in Washington, purely domestic, having 
no reference to anything outside of Washington County. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the constitutional ques- 
tion. It is worse than useless todo that here. I simply propose to 
lay before the Senate testimony (which the report of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections does not place before the cotntry as it does 
other testimony) exculpatory of the people of Washington County; 
and before commencing that I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read the counter-memorial of citizens of Washington County. 
It is found on page 298 of the testimony taken by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America: 

Ata meeting of citizens of Washington County, Texas, held in the city of Bren- 
ham on the Sth day of February, 1857, which meeting was composed of both 
Republicans and Democrats, the following memorial to your honorable bodies 
touching the petition of 8. A. Hackworth, J. L. Moore, and Carl Schutze, which 
has lately been referred to the Senate Committee on Privilegesand Elections for 
investigation, was unanimously adopted. $ 

Inasmuch as the Senate has assumed jurisdiction to inquire into the adminis- 
tration of the local affairs of Washi n County, Texas, we ully uest 
that the committee having charge of said matter be sent to county, w. 

a full investigation can be had by an examination of all the witnesses and an in- 
spection of the coun 

The civil authori of Was! County and its citizens generally are 

with the commission of grave offenses against the penal laws, includ- 
ing murder, election frauds, and other crimes. 

Gonfident that a fair investigation will result in a triumphant vindication of 
the good name of this county and its civil authorities, and feeling assured that 
your honorable bodies will not be made the instruments of fastening upon in- 
nocent parties the foul aspersions brought against them by disappointed and 
desperate political ankeryretera| without a fair opportunity to be heard in their 

ust defense, we submit the following counter-memorial. which we y may 

ered in connection with that of said Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze. 

Dpon analysis opaa of said parties will be found to consist tor the most 

against parties neither named nor identified, and 

$ as to fairly entitle 

t body, or to require the parties 

supposed to be assailed to answer; but your memorialists earnestly hope and 

believe that more will not be required of them than to declare, as they do, that 
such general charges are wholly destitute of truth. 


I. 


It is not true that there was any conspiracy to hang the negroes, usurp the of- 
fices, or to banish citizens from the county. 
The remainderof the petition is devoted to, first, alleged personal griev- 
ances of the petitioners themselves; s-cond, to alleged offenses against other 
rsons on account of their political sentiments and affiliations; third, to al- 
offenses in connection with the election of November 2, 1886; and fourth, 
to the alleged refusal of the local civil authorities to protect the lives and prop- 
erty of petitioners and others, and their alleged complicity in the crimes and 
offenses of their party associates. The purpose of this memorial will be to meet 
The matters of personal grievances com 


a are, 
many of them, untrue, and others are y „and so far as the 

have any foundation in are the direct and timate result of the odium 
is sebahch tan gastos dim held, not because of their political sentiments, but be- 


count of political oeae as alleged 
There has been for a long time a strong feeling on the part of the good and 
law-abiding citizens of ee County against the petitioners on account 
their corrupt s, their dishonest administration of the affairs 
peals to race prejudice in order to array 


For many years the tax- 
men and others who have 
men. 

The petitioner, 
said county, and presiding member of Te polos court, which had the manage- 

e improvident and extortionate con- 


hereto attached and made a part of this memorial (A) to show that the father of 
Hack worth profited from his son's official position. Indictments were uently 
returned against Hackworth, both in the State and Federal courts, but 
always escaped conviction. Certified copies of the records from the courts are 
at on show that these indictments were generally quashed or dis- 
missed (B). 

R A. Harrin and ©.C. Leib, who were both elected, the one as tax-collector 
and the other as treasurer,on the Republican ticket by the efforts of the peti- 
tioners, made default in large sums of money. Both were indicted; the in- 
dictments against Harvin were quashed, but Leib was convicted after a change 
of venue, and is now serving a five years’ term in the penitentiary. 

Hackworth, by vexatious and pony repare n extortion in fees, in taking 
mouey to suppress prosecutions, and in many other ways while justice of the 
Sr Schutze, by corrupt administration of his office, and oppressive use 

reof in prosecutions of petty offenses to extort fees; and Moore, by his arbi- 
trary manner and bitter eanvasses, rendered themselves odious and obnoxious 


personally to many people. 
‘The good peop of Washington County, growing tired of the continuous mis- 


management of public affairs, united irrespective of and at the election 
of 1884 the Republicans were for the cae oma the combined 


vote of Republicans and Democrats voting a People’s ticket. Many colored 
men voted the People’s ticket, Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze conducted a 
most bitter and outrageous canvass for the county offices in 1886; while Schutze 
alone was a candidate, Moore and Hackworth, as it is , were promised 
positions as deputies. Schutze made vileand infamous attacks on good citizens 
through his newspaper, and Hackworth, Moore, and other leaders sought to ar- 
ray the n against the whites by appealing to caste prejudice and denoune- 
ing the white men supporting the People’s ticket for denying them social equal- 
ity. Appeals were made with the bitterness of y 

Moore had more than ten years previously failed in business as a merchant, 
at which time he was a Democrat; he entered the Republican party for office, 
was employed as deputy county clerk, was elected district clerk in 1876, and was 
sheriff in 1882 and 1883, In 1884 he was defeated, and when the fall of 1886 came 
on he was without employment, destitute of means, and badly in debt: He 
bad made an cpr mine nts purchase of a homestead, and was utterly unable to 
pay a balance of purchase-money thereon. 

tis not true.as alleged by him, that he ‘owned real and personal p 
in said city of Brenham to the value of $6,000; was comfortably situated, and 
earning a comfortable living for his family.” 

He suld his homestead for its full value, and removed to Los Angeles, Cal. 

Hack worth has been a political agitator and leader of the negroes ever since 
about 1869; not for their elevation and good, but for his own private ends. 

He has always sought to sm them against the whites, and held office until 
he became so offensive personally that he was defeated, and hisown party dared 
not put him up again; has since been an office broker rather than a dealer 
in real estate. He is now and always has been insolvent. It isnottrue that he 
“ owned real and personal property in said city of Brenham to the value of 
$4,000; was comfortably situated, the income from his business securing an as- 
sured rt for himself and family.” The affidavit of the widow of his 
brother, John M. Hack worth (C), who was at Brenham, which isat- 
tached hereto, will show that he not only lived upon his brother, but seeks to 
defraud his brother's widow. 

Schutze, it is believed, came to Brenham about 1871, as alleged by him. We 
are informed that he was the keeper of a restaurant in the city of Austin before 
he came to Brenbam. He was there under the charge of swindling, 
and after several weeks of imprisonment was after being made to dis- 


gorge. 

tle was elected county attorney of Washington County on the Republican 
ticket, and was a candidate for re-election, but had become so offensive that he 
was defeated by his Democratic opponent in 1880. 

He became so obnoxious to the colored citizens of the county for his 3 
and oppressive use of his office that his Democratic ent defeated him In 
precinets where a large majority of the voters were colored. He is insolvent 
and worthless. His ne per, the Staats Zeitung, had a precarious existence, 
and was mortgaged for alj that it was worth. His habits are low and dissolute, 
He isa moral leper. It may be true that he left Brenbam as alleged by him, 
but it is denied that he i pay pain to leave, and that there was any attack 
upon him as he was leaving. e was in Brenham long after the el: on, and 
on several occasions used insulting enquage against good citizens who had op- 
pond bends the cam He was in Brenham on the day his petition 

was ished 
Karr arot of A ug aaan awd of Wasbington County, attached hereto, show 
these parties appeared on the tax-rolls. (D, E, F. 

It will thus be seen ihat these men were personally odious and offensive, and 
if they received the indignities which sper-atinge they received, which is 
nied, it was due to their personal characters, not to the fact that they were 
Republicans. a 


$ s precinct in the Washington justices’ precinct, 
on the night of the election, as the count of the vote was ine, wW. D. 
marched. oom ofthe Peo- 


room, A certified copy of the evidence taken atthe 
is attached hereto (G), will sho 


by. Every 
Bolton expired (which was almost immediately), went for assistance, At the 
inquest the next day the ballots were noticed lying scattered on the floor. 
negroes, Alfred Jones, der, and Stewart Jones, and five others, 
who were present with arms, were arrested and brought to Brenham and pui 
in jail. Polk Hill, who did the shooting, escaped, but was afterward arrested. 
There was very great excitement throughout the county over the killing of 
parler E g in the Washington precinct, where he lived. It was as- 


raised an armed squad of negroes 
Jones was about to shoot at the other 
the election, but was prevented. 

The commissioners’ court of Washington County fearing, on account of the 
excited condition of affairs arising from the killing of Bolton, that violence 
would be done to the negroes under arrest, ordered them to be laken to Hous- 
ton, in Harris County, forsafe-keeping, which wasdone. When Polk Hill was 
arrested he was taken for safe-keeping to Milam County, where he is now in 


1. 

After the arrest of the said Polk Hill and his incarceration in the Milam 
Count+ jail, it was thought by the authorities that it would be safe to bring 
those in the said Harris County jail back. But soon after they were brought 
back Alfred Jones, Shad Felder, and Stewart Jones were taken from jail by a 
mob and hung. It is learned that the jailer, J. F. Estis, was induced to open 
the outer door, by a ruse (see his affidavit attached hereto, H). He was shoved 
behind the door, something thrown over his head, an by two men, 
He recognized no one; but they were disguised, as mobs usually are. 

That the prisoncrs were voluntarily surrendered is false. There is no ku- 
klux or other seeret organization for the perpetration of political or other out- 
Hog in Washington County, or in the State of Texas, so far as we know or be- 

eve. 

Bolton was alone, unarmed, and not disguised at the time he waskilled. The 
killing wasan atrocious murder, committed by an ignorant and brutal negro, 
who i not instigated was made the instrument by white men who were sup- 
porting the Republican ticket and were professed Republicans. 

Thata mob should have hung all the n who were present at the polls 
armed under the circumstances could not have been a great matter of surprise 
in any State in the Union. That the three negroes were hungto suppress their 
testimony, as rged, is not true; for the testimony taken at the inquest over 
Bolton ows that the only witness who testified that Bolton was armed was 
spared by the mob, although a prisoner in the jail at the time the others were 
taken out. All of these been offered bail by the civil authorities. 


negroes 
They were told that their eases were bailable, and asked to procure it; but itis 
said that on the advice of their counsel they refused 


it. 
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It is not true as stated in said petition thatat the election held November 
2,1886, in Washington County, “a perfect reign of terror existed in said county, 
caused by arm bands of white ruffians who, by violence and by the de=- 
struction of ballot-boxes at Graball, Flewellen’s, and Lott's Store election pre- 
cincts, prevented the free and fair expression of suffrage by the citizens of said 
county, whereby men in whose interest these crimes were committed were de- 
clarea elected who were not in fact elected, and by the most sham and un- 
agape Seve ay the election was made a farce,” - 

The election held in this county on November 2, 1886, was peaceable and 
quiet. There were two tickets in the field for county offices, the Republican 
and the People’s ticket, the latter being composed of and supported by both 
Republicans and Democrats. It was an issue of good citizens of both parties 
on the one hand, who wanted an honest administration of county affairs, and 
political adventurers on the other, who were making strenuous efforts to re- 
cover the control of the county, which they had lost two years before. 

Interest in the race centered on the office of county judge, the most important 
office in the county. Lafayette Kirk was the People's candidate, and Carl 
Schutze, one of the petitioners, was the Republican candidate. Schutze was un- 
pees with the negroes, but great efforts were made onthe part of Moore and 

k worth and other leaders to draw the color line forthe negro support, and 
te ron hagas great a German vote for Schutze as possible on account of his na- 

lonality. x 

it is denied, however, that the return of thevotes cast atall of these precincts 
wonld have changed the result as to a single office. Indeed, such was the vote 
at Graball that it may be fairly presumed thatthe seizure of the box there was 
done in the interest of Schutze. He was defeated at that box by his Democratic 

ponent,A.G. Haynes, for county attorney, in 1880. Judge Kirk, who was 
elected county judge in 1884, received 130 votes out of 345 votes cast then. And it 
appears from the poll-lists and tally-sheets of the election of 1886 that outofa 
total vote of 341 polled at this precinct 221 had been counted for county judge 
when the ballot-box was taken, of which Kirk had received 116 and utze 
had received 105. 

Ross, the Democratic candidate for governor, had received 40 votes and Coch- 
ran, the Republican candidate forthe same office, had received 184 votes, About 
70 straight Democratic votes for ernor were usually polled at this precinct, 
so the proportion was fairand indicated a HARA for Kirk in this box of nearly 
20 votes. Itis hardly probable that the friends of Kirk, the People’s candidate 
for county judge, would have sought to destroy the ballot-box when he had re- 
ceived a majority of the votes cast thereat, and at a precinct where Schutze was 
most unpopular among the colored voters. 


Iv. 


It is denied that petitioners made application to the local civil authorities to 
protect their lives and property or the lives and property of others; and that 
there was any complicity whatever on the part of the local authorities in the 
alleged crimes and offenses of their party associates, 

There will be found attuched hereto the certiticate of Hon. J.B. McFarland (I), 
judge of the twenty-first judicial district, composed of the counties of Washing- 
ton, Lee, and Burleson, and whose residence is at Brenham, that no ene 
was made to him by either of the petitioners for protection. Judge McFarland 
is a Republican here are also attached similar certificates from J.O. Muse, 
esq., district attorney; Lafayette Kirk, county judge; B.S. Rogers, county attor- 
ney, and N, E. Dever, sheriff. (J, K,1.,and M.) 

It is learned that a militia company was ordered from the town of Navasota, 
in Grimes County, to the Washington precinct on the occasion of an alarm a few 
days after the election, on application to the governor of this State, by a tele- 
gram sent in good faith by Mr. J. H. Roberts, a conservative and prudent citizen 
of that precinct. No such acts as are charged were commi by said State 


troops, 

The election precincts—Graball, Lott's Store, and Flewellen'’s Store—are from 
15 to 20 miles from the county seat at Brenham, and are situated in Washington 
justice precinct, the old town of Washington, on the Brazos River, giving name 
to the precinct. Navasota is across the river, in Grimes County, some 6 or 8 
miles, and is on the Central Railroad. It is a river county, and hasa large 
negro population; the negroes largely outnumber the whites. During the ex- 
citement following the killing of Bolton many rumors were current in the com- 
munity, and although we believe there was no danger to be apprehended from 
the n yet we also believe there was a genuine alarm, which caused an 
appeal from citizens in that community for aid. This was the cause of the mili- 

company being ordered from Navasota, as we believe, 

It is further den that the citizens of the county in any manner terrorized 
the county, either alone or with said militia company. 

A pore meeting of the citizens of Washington County was held just after 
the killing of Bolton, and both by speakers. and resolutions denoun: and ad- 
vised against mob violence. 

Itis not true that the petitioners have been compelled to leave their homes 
under serious threats of assassination and abandon their property or accept for 

` it such prices as were pro‘Tered them, 

The petitioner, J. L. Moore, was compelled to sell on account of the vender’s 
lien on his homestead. He told Mr. A. F. Felder, the gentleman to whom he 
sold, that he had received no warning to leave, and of his own ac- 

. (See aftidavit of A. F. Felder, attached, N. 

A day or two after the hanging of the negroes the petitioners, Hackworth and 
Schutze, approached a Democrat, Lewis R. Bryan, who was not, is not, and has 
never been, a member of the Democratic executive committee, and —— to 
leave the county if any one would buy them out, Hackworh wan for his 
homesiead, ihe only property he had, $1,000 in cash, the purchaser to pay all 
taxes, amounting to about $150. The land had been sold for the taxes due 
thereon, as per statement hereto attached. Schutze desired that his purchaser 
should pay off the indebtedness on the paper and pay him about h A pur- 
chaser was found by Mr, Bryan for Hackworth’s homestead, but no one could 
be found to buy out Schutze. 

No member or members of the Democraticexeeutive committee escorted Hack- 
worth to the depot to preventhis being mobbed or murdered. Noarmed bands 
of ruffians collected in the city for the purpose of murdering him in case heshould 
refuse to obey the demands of the Democratic executive committee, requiring 
him to leave the county. Nosuch demand was ever made by the Democratic ex- 
coutive committee. 

We deprecate and condemn lawlessness in whatever form it may appear; we 
offer no justification for it; but we deny that the petitioners were compelled to 
leave this county by any person whomsoever, although it would be unjust to 
hold a party or any great body of citizens responsible for the acts of a few indi- 
viduals. How utterly unreliable the testimony of such men must be. tlaw- 
abiding citizens, of whatever race, color, or polities, are as safe in this countyas 
anywhere in the United States is a fact that no fair-minded man will question 
upon a full and fair investigation, 

Our citizens feel the gravity of the charge against them, not because of the 
suthors, but because of the dignity that has been lent to them by the United 
States Senate. 

We do not believe that a full investigation of the charges can be had in Wash- 
ington City, and we earnestiy ask (in our right as citizens of the United States) 


that your committee visit our county, where persons and papers can be easily 


had the importance of which may only occur pending examination of wit- 
nesses, 
Respectfully submitted, 


WILLIAM THOMPSON, Esq., 
Chairman Citizens’ Meeting. 
Sin: Your committee on memorial respectfully beg to submit herewith a 
draught of such memorial. 
Henry Hoddo, C. C. Garrett, Henry Smith, J, T. Swearinger, F, A. 
Engelke, Committee. 
W. W. Searcy, Lafayette Kirk, T. J. Pampill, William Axe, E. R. 
Young, J. N. Brown, B. F, Robertson, W. A. Lockeit, W. H. Bas- 
sett, attorney, J. R. MeDade, J. G. Rankin, D. C. Williams, J. N. O. 
Lewis, J. W. Blackburn, T. Grarth, Oscar Samuel, P, W. Hunt, O, 
B. Hughes, E. Pennington, Alex. Simon, H. Hancock, Jno. Day 
Jackson, W. H. Flynn, H. K. Harrison, Jehu Meguire, Thos. P, 
Botts, J. B. Vankees, E. Henry, C.T, Helves, W. B. Pressley, W. 
H. Thomas. J. P. Carrington, F. Kiber, John A. Randle, D. C. Gid- 
dings, R. Lohman, J. McFarland, W. B. Garrett, W. H. Vinson, 
Wow Reny, R. A. Dashiell, W. H. Murphy, Frank Dobert, J. F. 
Estes, L. Groce Gel, Jno. Levin, W. M. Aven, E, B. Randel, St. J. 
Montgomery, W. Wilkins, Jos, Tristram, W. Lusk, Lem Blake (his 
x mark), Gus. Hopkins, T. A. Baker, A. Stilgig, L. Linsy (his x 
mark), Willis Bigbee, Aug. Lindemann, Algie Hunt, Stephen Ran- 
die, R. E. Goober, F. Fisher, F. U. McIntyre, Lee Wilson, C. F. 
Herbst, Beaure Jerd. Bryan, E, Keidrardt, È, C. Abbott, E. Rouse, 
E. L. Salley, J. A. Wilkins, J. Bloomberger, W. A. Wood, B. Ren- 
ge, F. A. Engelke, Wm.Thompson, Lewis R. Bryan, H.M. Lewis, 
D. C. Giddings, jr., F. W. Schuerenberg, J. H. Graham, A. F. 
Felder, G. W. Graham, Moses Austin Bryan, 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, against the memorial of Schutze, Hack- 
worth, and Moore I present this counter-memorial, signed by the very 
best citizens of Washington County ofall political parties, denying the 
material allegations of the memorial, showing, wherein the people of 
Washington County are inculpated by the averments of the memori- 
alists, thatit is false, showing that the people of Washington County 
bore the inflictions which these memorialists placed upon them for a 
long time and most patiently until relief came to them through the 
medium of the ballot. 

This counter-memorial presents a full, thorough, and complete an- 
swer to every material allegation of the memorial presented here, and 
the only question is as towhichis true, the memorial signed by Schutze, 
Hackworth, and Moore, or the counter-memorial signed and the trath 
of it vouched for by about two hundred of the best citizens of Wash- 
ington County, irrespective of party. 

Now I propose to submit to the Senate and to the country the testi- 
mony in support of this counter-memorial. That in support of the 
original memorial has already been submitted by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. That committee failed absolutely to place 
before the Senate and the country in their report the exculpatory testi- 
mony upon which these good citizens of Washington County rely for 
the vindication of the good name of the county. 

I ei the Secretary to read the testimony of William Cawse, on 
page 302. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM CAWSE, 
William Cawse, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. What is your age? 
A. Lam forty-five years of age, 
Q. What is your business? 
A. I am a farmer. 
Q. Where do you reside? 
A. In Washington County, Texas. 
Q. Were you one of the officers of election in November, 1886? 


A. Yes, sir; last November, 

Q. Were os summoned as a witness here? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By which side? 

A. By the Hackworth side, I suppose; the Republican side, 

Mr. TELLER. There can not be any side aboutit. He isa witness on oneside 
as much as the other, 

Q. What office did you hold on the day of the election? 

A. I was one of the clerks of the election, 

Q. At what box? 

A, At Flewellen box. 


BRENHAM, February 8, 1887. 


A. Yes, mit Sets i quiet 


Order 
A. Yes, sir, 
Q. Was there any disturbance? 
A. No, sir; not during the day. 


Q. Imean during the day. 

A. No, sir; there was none, 

Q. What did you have to do with the counting of the votes? 

A. I was mark and tallying the votes on the tally-sheet. 

Q. What time did you begin to count them ? 

A, At abont a quarter or twenty minutes after 6, 

Q. How lone did you continue tallying? 

A. Until half past.11. 

Q. State what oceurred then. 

A. Well, everything was quiet up to half past 11, when there came a knock 
at the door, and Mr. Rogers, who was lying on the bed, called out, ‘*Come in,” 
and the door opened. I do not know whether it was opened from the inside or 
the outside; | did not pay much attention to that, and some one stepped to the 
door and I still had my eyes on the tally-sheet and didn’t pay any attention to 
the knock at first. 

Q. In what direction were you facing? 

A. I was fronting the door where the knock came, 

Q. an is, you could look towards it without turning around? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Sit Rien elie Pe 
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Q. Proceed in your statement. 
A. In the course of a few seconds, a minute, 


perhaps, a fired,which made 
scatter. Istarted to run out 


every one in the room the door at my back, 
which I was sitting close to, and as I got to the door I saw the barrel of a gun 
pointed in and I immediately turned back again, 
By Mr. TELLER: 

Q. You ran out of the back door? 

A. The door at my back. 

Q. Out of the door where these men came in? 

A. No, sir. Every one had left the room then except Mr, Rogers,who bei ge | 
on the bed and the freedmen who were under the , and as quick as I coul 


I got out of the other door. I did not see the man lying on the floor until I 
turned to go out. I did not see Mr, Bolton fall, or anything ofthat kind, From 
there I went home. I live about 300 yards from there, 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. You turned back and went out of the other door? 
A. Yes, sir, ; 
Q. Did you see the man who was killed? 
ry Moker ai, I saw him lying on the floor after I had started to run. I did not 
see him fall. 
Q. What part of the room was he in when you saw him when he was killed? 
A. His head was lying along the threshhold of the door with his feet inside. 
He looked like he might have made a step or two inside of the door when he 
was shot down. 
Q. Had you seen him before? 
The Wirngss. Do you mean that evening? 
Eustis. Y: 


r. es. 

A. No,sir. I just saw a man enter the door. Ido not know whether it was 
the man who was shot or not. I did not see him fall, but I suppose it was the 
same man, 

Q. Did you know Bolton? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say you had not seen him before? 

A, Not until he opened the door; not that evening. 

Q. How long was it between the time when he opened the door and the time 
when he was shot? 

A. I don’t sup) it wasa minute; it could not have been, it was done so 
quick after the door opened. 

Q. Do you know whether he was masked? 

A. I do not; I didn't see any mask. He had on one of those water-proof 


coats, 

Q. Did you see his face? . 

A. Ido not remember seeing his face that night at all. I didn’t pay any at- 
tention to it. We were so badly scared that we were for getting out of the room 
as quick as we could. I was expecting to get a shot every moment after I saw 
that muzzle of the gun stuck in the door, I never paid any attention to any- 
body and never went back there until the next morning, 

Q: Were you in that room from the time you commenced counting until the 
shooting occurred? 

A. Yes, sir; Ido notthink I got out of my chair for the five or six hours Iwas 


ere, 

Q. Did you see any armed men, masked men, come into that room? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t see any arms or any masks. 

Q Did you see any men who were masked and in disguise come into that 
room? 

A. No more than I saw the water-proof overcoat; that is all I saw about it, 

Q. Did you hear anybody order anybody else to throw up their hands? 

A. No, sir, I did not hear any one speak. 

Q ao gs not see any arms or pistols? 

. No, sir. 
Q. ‘As you ran out, did you see sagon with a gun in his hand? 
A. Iran out of the other door, and I did not see the man who was behind the 
n, and it was dark outside; the moon been gone down about half an 
our. I just saw the barrel of the gun, 


Mr. COKE. Now, I ask the Secretary to turn to page 310 and read 

the testimony of Robert Wright. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT WEIGHT. 
Robert Wright, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. What is your name? 
A. Robert Wright. 
How old are you? 

A, Iam a litlle over twenty-two years of age. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. I have been a farmer, 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. Llive in Washington County, Texas, 
. How long have you lived there? 
A. Ever since I was born, mostly. 
At what poll do you vote? 
A. I voted at Flewellen polling place the last election. 
Did you hold any office at this last election? 
Yes, sir. 
What office? 

A. I was one of the clerks, I believe, ora judge. I numbered the tickets and 
put them in the box, and called the names off the tickets. Isuppose I wasa 


By Mr. TELLER: 
Q. Well, you were a clerk, were you not? 
A. Yes, sir. 

By Mr. Evsris: 

Q. How was that election on the 2d of November, 1886; quiet and orderly? 

A. Yes, sir; it was quiet up to that night; very quiet. 

Q. What time did you n counting the votes? 

A. The polls closed at6 o’clock, and just as soon as we could move to the 
house in the yard we commenced; it took us to move thereand get alight about 
fifteen minutes. 

Q. How many votes did you count? 

A, About 60 or 65. 

Q. Was there much scratching done there? 

A. Yes, sir; there was a right smart of scratching for some of the candidates. 

Q. Do you know about how the vote stood as regards Mr, Schutze and J 

irk 


Kirk? 

A. I think between Mr. Schutz and Judge Kirk it was about even. I heard 
them say that just before the trouble commenced that it was about even. 

Q. You mean of these 65 votes? 

A. There was about 60 or 65 counted, somewhere along there; I do notknow 
exactly, 


Q zo meee that they were about even on those 60 or 65 votes? 

es, sir. 

Q. State what occurred about half past 11 o'clock with reference to the kill- 
ing of Bolton. Where were you sittingin the room, or were you sitting in thé 
room at the time? 

A. Yes, sir; I was sitting in the room at the time. 
Q. Did you hear a kn g? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. At what time was that? 

A. That was at the back door, which was used more for friends than the front 
of the house. Thereis always more in there all the time, in at that back 
door, than at the front door. Thereis a gate and a path coming up to ta side 
of that door where we generally lead up and hitch our horses,and was 
more for friends than the other door was. 

Q Nas a looking towards the back door? 

. No, sir. 
Q. Which way were you looking or facing? 
I was facing the middle door of the adoining room, 
What do you call the middle door? 
It leads off into an adjoining room. 
zon were facing the middle door? 
es, sir. 
You could see the front door also? 

A. I could if I had turned to look, but I could not see it the way I was look- 
ne By just turning my eyes I could have seen the front door without turning 
my head, 

Q. Now state what occurred, of your own knowledge, at the time this knock- 
ing commenced and TWA 

. Well, I heard a knock, and Mr, Rogers, the gentleman who lives there, 
the proprietor of the house, he said, “Come in,” and I heard somebody get up, 
pal I think he opened the door, and just as the door was opened the shot was 


Q. Did you look towards the door when you heard the knocking? 
A. No, sir; I never looked towards the door when the knock came, 

Q. Did you look towards the door when you heard some one come in? 
A. No, sir; I never looked until the gun went off, or the shot was fired, 
Q. What did you see then? 

A. I got up then and looked, and I saw a man lying there. 

Q Di of et recognize who it was? 

A. I did not at that time. 

Q. Did you see any mask on his face? 


A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 


A. No, sir, 
Q. Did you see any arms in his hands or near him? 
A. No, sir; I didn’t see anything near him at all, and no arms at all. 

Q. Were you there from the time they commenced counting the vote until 
this killing occurred? 

A. Except one time I went out, 

Q. How long were you away? 

A. About three or four minutes, I reckon. 

Q. While you were there did you hear anything, or during these minutes 
you were away did you hear anything, of any armed men coming in there and 
aie eg people in that room to throw up their hands? 

. No, sir. 

Q. You saw no men, disguised or not, come in there with ls in their 

hands and order these officers of the election to throw up their ds? 


A. r. 

Q. Did you see anybody with arms there at all in that room? 

A. I seen shotguns there, and I seen some freedmen there that evening with 
guns, and I seen guns on the 


front gallery; that was the time when I went out 
there, 


Q. How many guns did you see there? 

A, There were three, I believe; yes, three guns. 

Q. Do you know who they maan “yey to? 

A. No, sir; I had seen parties with them there, but I didn't know whether 
they belon to them. 

Q. Who did you see with a gun? 

A, I saw Polk Hill with one,and Handy Ha: 
have forgotten now, but I think it was John G 

Q. Were they colored men? 

A. Yes, sir; all colored men. 

Q. What time did you see those arms there? 
A. It was about sundown. 
Q. Did you see them afterwards? n 
SES That was when I first saw them, at sundown; I saw those men with 

em. 

Q. 


When did you see them afterwards? 
A. At the time I went out on the gallery. 
Q. W hat time was that? 

A. About 8 or 9 o’clock, 


By Mr. TELLER: 
- Q. Who was the other man that you saw besides Polk Hill and Handy 


Hays? 
A'I think it was Jobn Glass, but I am not certain whether it was him or 
n 


By Mr. Evstis: 


Q. What did you do as soon as you heard this firing? 

A. apenied up and looked around, and then I went out of the door, 

Q. You looked around where? 

A. I looked around the room. I looked towards the back door. 

Q. Do you know who was there at the time of the shooting? 

The Wrrxess, Do you mean who was in the house? 

Mr. Eustis. Yes; in the room. . 

A. The officers of the election were in the room, and I think Shad Felder, Felix 
Kenlow, and Handy Hays; I think they were in the house, besides Mr. 
Rogers, who was there, too, lying on the 5 

Q. Did ga see any more persons in the room at the time Bolton was killed 
than you had just previously? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You did not? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you first hear that the man who was killed was Bolton? 

A. When I went out I thought it washim. I stepped over him to go out and 
thought it was him, but was not certain, because he was shot in the face, and 
there was blood all over his face, and a person couldn’t exactly tell whether it 
was him or not. 

Were you keeping a tally-sheet? 

A. No, sir; I was calling off the names off the tickets, 

5 od aad ad what e of the ballots? 


. No 4 
Do you know what became of the ballot-hox? 


with one, and the other oneI 
who had the other one. 


Pore 


z No, sir. 
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Q. Do you know what became of the tally-sheet? 
A. No, sir. 


Mr. COKE. I ask that the Secretary now turn to 317, the tes- 
timony of John A. Vernon; and I will call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the witnesses whose testimony has been just read ex- 
pressly negative the ideas claimed in the report to be true that Bolton, 
who was killed at the Flewellen box, was armed or disguised. The 
people of Washington County in their memorial say that he was not 
armed; that he was not disguised; that he went in to see how the votes 
were being counted and what the result was, as any other citizen would, 
and that when-he went in he was shot down. The testimony of these 
witnesses sustains the allegations of the counter-memorial. I nowask 
that the testimony of John A. Vernon be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN A. VERNON, 
John A. Vernon, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Evstis: 


Q. What is your full name? 

A. John Alexander Vernon, 

Q. How old are you? 

A. I am fifty-seven years old. 

Q. What is your business? 

A, Lam a farmer. 

Q: Do you hold any position? 

A. Yes, sir; I am a magistrate and justice of the peace. 
Q. In what county in Texas? 

A. Washington County. 

Q. How long have you lived in Washington County, Texas? 
A. Fifty-two years. 

Q. Did you hold an inquest upon the body of Bolton? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you hold it? 

A. It was on the 3d of November, 

Q. At what time did you begin it? 

A, In the morning. 

Q. Where did you hold it? 

A, At Flewellen's store; at his dwelling, rather. 

Q. Where was the body? 

A, It was in the Staen, S 

Q. It was in the room where the killing was done? 

A. Yes, sir; it was in the room where the killing was done. 

Q. Who was with you, if anybody,at the time you entered the room to hold 
the inquest; did anybody go in there with you when you held the inquest? 

A. ere were quite a number. 

Q. State to the committee what was the condition of the body; was there 
any mask on his face? 

A, No, sir; none whatever. F 

Q. Was thereany Fa Sep of any kind? 

He on one of these old yellow slickers that we wear 

there in the South. 


Mr. COKE. I ask that the Secretary go now to page 318, the pro- 
ceedings of the coroner’sinquest in regard to the killing of W. D. Bolton. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE CORONER'S INQUEST IN REGARD TO THE KILLING OF W, 
D. BOLTON, 


County or WASHINGTON, State of Texas: 


An inquest taken the 3d day of November, A. D. 1886, at R. T, Flewellen’s res- 
idence, in said county of nitori before J. A. Vernon, justice of peace of 
said county, upon the view of the dead body of W. D. Bolton,by William Fo: 

J. T. Lott, M. A. McCalip, S. H. Hatfield, John Alexander, S. T. Aubrey, good an 
lawful jurors of said county, who, being in due form sworn, say that thesaid W. 
J). Bolton came to his death at about 11 o’clock p.m. by a sh n wound in 
the hands of Poke Hill,and further believe that Shad Felder, William Davis, 
John Glass, FelixiKenlow, Stewart Jones, and Ande Hays, and Stephen Jackson 
were accessories to the killing of deceased; and further believe that deceased 
came to his death by the advice of Ed. Lockett, 

J. A. VERNON, 


J.P. Precinct No.1, Washington County, Texas, 
W. G. FORD. 
8. T. AUBREY. 
5. H. HATFIELD. 
T. LOTT. 


‘RL ALEXANDER. 
M. A. McCALIP. 


No. 1.—Testimony of William Davis (duly sworn). 

I, William Davis, was sitting near the house of R. T. Flewellen, by a tree, and 
heard two reports of a shotgun and a noise inthe house. Going up to the house, 
Isaw Poke Hill coming out of the door of said house, saying: “I have killed 
two men, and my gun is empty; Davis. give me yourgun.” There was here five 
men with shotguns, with the names of John Glass, Felix Kenlow, Poke Hill, 
Stewart Jones, Ande Hays, all colored men. Stephen Jackson told us, “if we 
ane a gun to go and get mine.” This happened on the 2d day of November, 


WM. (his x mark) DAVIS. 
No. 2.—Testimony of Alfred Jones (sworn). 
Mr. Ed. Lockett told me, “‘It is ‘our duty to Serge this box at R. T. Flewellen's 
Jace,” and through theadvice of Mr. Ed Lockett, Juhn Glass, Ande Hays, Felix 
Konow. Poke Hill, and William Davis came here with shotguns. I did not 
hear of any threats to intimidate any persons on the ground on the 2d day of 


November, 1886. 
ALFRED (his x mark) JONES, 
No. 3.—Teslimony of A. H. Rogers (duly sworn). 

The first I know of it was about 11 o’clock p. m., while I was lying on my bed 
in the room where the election was held. To my best recollection I saw Poke 
Hill, Ande Hays, and Felix Kenlow and Stewart Jones in the said room, but I 
did not see any guns in the room. I saw Poke Hill going out several times 
poor to the shooting, but never after the shooting, on the 2d day of November, 


A. H. ROGERS. 
No, 4.—Testimony of John Glass (duly sworn). 

Isaw William Davis, Felix Keulow, Poke Hill, Stewart Jones, Ande Hays 
with shotguns on the place of R. T. Flewellen’s, The report ofthe n woke 
me up, and I did not see anybody the Shooting, which happened about 11 
o'clock p. m, on the 2d day of November, 1886, 

: JOHN (his x mark) GLASS. 


end 


No. 5.—Teslimony of Ande Hays (duly sworn). 

Iwas in the room where the election was held, my gun was sitting on the 
galery of the house; when the door south in room opened deceased, after being 

vited to come in, was shot directly after Poke Hill went out of the north door, 
his gun being out on the gallery; deceased came in quietly and said nothing 
about the box and was not d k hed ee 2 took oe the 2d day o; 
November, 1886. There was in the room Shad Felder, Felix Kenlow, Poke 
Hill, and Stewart Jones; I believe that Poke Hill is the man who done the 
shooting. Gunshet was fired in the north door; deceased killed in the south 
door. Iam satisfied that Poke Hill was the man, as he was standing in the 


door. 
ANDE (his x mark) HAYS, 
No. 6.—Testimony of Dick Robertson (duly sworn). 


I was the presiding officer of the ballot-box on the R. T. Flewellen place on 
the 2d day of November, 1886. We were counting the votes when the shooting 
took place. Some one knocked on the door, and after being asked to come in 
deceased was let in. The same time the door opened, Poke Hill, who was sit- 
ting in the room, got up and went to the opposite deor, and a shotgun wasfired 
by a gingercake-colored person. I feel satistied thatadarkey of the description 
of Poke Hill did the shooting, unless somebody was standing behind the door; 
he had fully time to pick up ashotgun. The election was going on quietly and 
I deemed it not necessary to have any guards whatever on the ground, Atthe 
time of the shooting there were in the room pt Lewis Pennington, Shad 
Felder, Tom Jones, Felix Kenlow, and Ande Hays. 

J. R. ROBERTSON, 


No. 7.—Testimony of William Cawse. 


I was one of the clerks of election held on the place of R. T. Flewellen. There 
wasin the room at the time of the shooting Felix Kenlow, Ande Hays, Lewis 
Pennington, Shad Felder. The same time that the south door opened, Poke 
Hill left his seat-and ran to the north doorand opened the same door, and di- 
zeot a shot was fired and = fell tothe floor. The election was quiet, 
and it was not necessary to have any guards, 

WILLIAM CAWSE. 


No. 8.—Testimony of Felix Kenlow (duly sworn). 


I was silting in the room looking on. Poke Hill was sitting near me, and as 
soon as somebody knocked on the door Poke Hill, who got up and ran to the 
opposite door, picked up his shotgun which was out on the gale . I saw him, 
cocked the gun and shot the deceased, and I knew it was Poke Hill who did the 
shooting; he told me himself that he had killed a man, and laughed when he 
said it. I was pe ANa the bed and could see plainly. There was present in 
the room Ande Hays, Stewart Jones, William Cawse, Poke Hill, and the officers 
of the election. The shooting took place about 11 or 120’clock p. m. inthe room 
of the house of R. T. Flewellen, The election was quiet and orderly. 

FE (his x mark) LOW. 


No. 9.—Testimony of Lewis Pennington (duly sworn). 

I was one of the judges of the election held on the 2d day of November, 1836, 
The election was going on quietly and orderly ; I was busy counting votes when 
somebody knocked on the door; the same time Polk Hill got up from his seat 
and ran to the door. Ido not know who did the shooting, which took place 
about 11 o'clock 3 m. Outside the officers of the election there were present in 
the room Shad Felder, Andy Hays, Felix Kenlow, and Poke Hill went out of 


the door. 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON. 
No. 10,— Testimony of Tom Jones (duly sworn). 


I was one of the clerks of the election, sitting at the table with my back to- 
ward the south door, Isaw Poke Hill go to the north door before the south 
door opened. As soon as the door opened, I turned my face, and saw a white 
man coming in the door with uplifted hands holding a pistol, and as soon as I 
saw the person I went out of the same door. I know that Polk Hill had a gun 
on the und. There was present outside of the officers, Shad Felder, Andy 
Hays, Polk Hill. The shooting took place on the 2d day of November, 1885, in 
the house of R.T. Flewellen. 

T. M. JONES. 


Slatement of Lewis Pennington, being re-examined, 


I did not seeanybody coming in the door disguised with a pistolin hand. I 
was sitting close to the fire-place in plain view of the two doors. 
LEWIS (his x mark) PENNINGTON, 


No. 11.— Testimony of Ephraim Jones (duly sworn), 


I was taking supper to Jones and along with it a shotgun to guard the polls; 
then I went out and went to sleep on John Glass’s overcoat and I never woke 
up till I heard two reports of a shotgun. I ran off around the house and made 
for home, There had shotguns in possession, William Davis, Felix Kenlow 
Poke Hill, Andy Hays, for the protection of the box under the advice of Shad 
Felder. The election was going on quietly. The shooting was done at about 
11 o'clock p. m., in the house of R. T. Flewellen, on the 2d day of November, 1836. 

EPHRAIM JONES 


No, 12.—Testimony of Stephen Jackson (duly sworn). 

I was on the election ground on the 2d day of November, 1886, and Alfred 
Jones and Poke Hill asked me fora pistol, but I declined it, but let Poke Hill 
have my shotgun loaded to keep the polls gu 
both barrels empty, by Sallie Jones, wife of Oliver Jones, 

EPHRAIM (his x mark) JONES. 


This is to certify that this isa true and correct statement of the testimony 


given. 
: P. KUHNEL, Recorder. 

Tue STATE OF Texas, County of Washington: 

I, ©. F. Herbst, clerk of the district court of Washington County, Texas, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original inquest 
papers in case of W. D. Bolton, deceased, now on file in said court. 

Given under my band and the seal of said court, at office in Brenham, this the 
5th day of February, A. D. 1887. 

[SEAL.] ©. F. HERBST, Clerk. 


Mr. COKE. I ask the Secretary now to turn to page 329, to the 
testimony of Benjamin Y. Aubrey. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


‘TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN Y. AUBREY. 
Benjamin Y. Aubrey, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


Mr. COKE. I desire, before going on to this testimony, to call the 
attention of the Senate to the testimony at the coroner’s inquest, and 
to ask the Senate to bear in mind that the charge made in the report o 
the committee is that the three negroes who were hung at Brenham 


soa, My gun was returned me, . 
v 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1894 


FEBRUARY 14, 


were hung in order 4o get rid of their testimony against persons who 
violated the election laws at this Flewellen box. That is the charge 
—* the report of the. that the were hung, not 

in consequence of the excitement resulting from the killing of 
Bolton, but becanse it was mecessary to hang them in order to get ri 
of their testimony, to prevent it from being broughtout against parties 
who were violating the law at the Flewellen box. 

Leall attention to the fact that one of the who testified, and 
the only one who testified before the coroner that Bolton was masked 
and that he had arms in his hands when he went to Flewellen that 
night, was oneof the negroes in the jail at Brenham, and that he was 
not one of the three who were taken outand hanged. In other words, 
this only witness who testified betore the coroner that Bolton was 
masked and armed was among the eight negroes in jail at Brenham 
when three of the eight were taken by the mob and hanged and he was 
notoneof them. This I take to be a conclusive refutation of the 
theory of this report that these negroes were hanged, notin consequence 


I ask the Secretary to proceed with the reading of the testimony of 
Benjamin Y. Aubrey. 
The Chief Olerk read as follows: 


is your business? 
pie sarc 
tore in my neighborhood. 

the election officers at the last ctv. Sere 


E suppose we commenced at about y o'clock, di- 
s. 


ve 
TAE 
lua 
5 

iy 


& 
3 


polled. 
the co a to Si Kirk and Mr. Schutze on 
nut regard någe 
ell eil, Judge Kirk at the end of the count was 116 and Mr. Schutze was 105. 
that a strong Republican poll? 


many colored people vote there? 
; there is five to one. 
aay cf thond Si-yoles counted, Judge Kirk had 116 and Mr. 


j 
5 


4 


ate 
an 


i 
i 


ites g meaa the —— closed them, and 


heard there was some dis- 
turbance outside poe rage tlemen a Ea 
didn't live zagate who li in Bren 
Se been given here that this box was raided, as they call it? 
A. Yes, sir; it was. 
What time was that? 
@ SEPETTE ns te tet ooo 


some oy 


-Q. Was it done by masked men? 
z Daa them? 
u see 
E Taai: Lia tro ofthem: Twoof them came in the room where we 
were counting the votes, and there was. third one, ‘souls hho AIAL oorp inin Sho 
room, he stood in the door, and never came any further than the door. But 
two of them came in the rarer 


Who were th 
A. The name of eaS taie mae AKRA and the other was Gilder; Ed Lock- 
ett aga Lonny Gilder. They were officiating around there that day, pretty 


By Mr. TELLER: 


Q. erp reye an ra was the other? 
A. Ed. Lockett and Lonny Gilder. They were trying to influence some peo- 


Q- To vote which ticket? 
A. They were trying to influence them to vote their way. 
Q Which way is that? 
They were Republicans. 
g What is the character of those men; their general reputation? 
uainted with either of them, but from what I could 
-seat 


i & 
ë 


By Mr. TELLER: 

Fee You are telling something you have heard; you do not pretend to know 

A. I only hear this. Isaw them there officiai around, 

Q. But you heard they had to divide them; you do not know it? 

ry Rosie nba goer know anything about that? 

ou do no! ou w 

A. No,sir; I do not askew it, but that is what Y have heard, Iknow they 

were there officiating around that day, 


By Mr. Evers: 


x Pape Por you hear anybody say that two of those masked men were Lockett 
an 
A. Ne eir; I never heard any one say so; but, as I say, they were oficiat 
around there all day, and I ead earnen f afterwards they were at Mr. Flewe! 
len’s, which is the next voting box from our precinct, and the next morning as 
soon as I could get to Brenham to make the report of what had happened at 
our box, before Í got out of the vehicle that I drove there in, these two men 
were the first iik men who met me that I knew,and they asked me what was 
the news down in our part of the n borhood, and I told them what was the 
news, that the box had been ca and a young man had been killed at the 
ee E VOMON pisos and they ed me several questions concerning the election 
then left me, and I never have seen or heard of them since, oad it seemed 
pap teed they must be guilty of something or they would not have left the 


bers 
‘ad intimation whatever that this box would be raided? 

> No, sir; [did not; it wasallasurprisetome. Atthetime the box was taken 
there ase: hegro that wason the ground thatday with a lunch-stand thati was 
well acquainted with, and I had sent out for him to g us in some coffee, and 
there were two of them came in with it,and one staid in there — the other 
stepped back to get some sugar to sweeten the id about the time that he 
passed out at the door this ariyasi camein. We had the door fastened 
vions to these black pe ing in with the hot coffee,and when we 
ened the door to let m lea as vere A one went out to get the sugar, he had 
goen it, this party of masked men in, and I was not looking rection i 

door until some one hollered, **Look out!” “This was in the front room of 

the house of our neighborhood physician, where we were counting the votes. 
I attempted to make my escape into the back room with the box,and one of 
them hollered, “Look ont.” and as I looked around the end of a pistol touched 
me on the end of the nose, and he taken the box and also grabbed the tickets 
that were “og We strung these tickets as we counted them, and he grabbed 


eae 


ast- 


them and tore all to pieces, scattered them all over the floor, and went off 
with the box. 

Q. He took it from you? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. How did you count those tickets; justas you took them out of the box? 

A. Yes, sir—not exactly either. There were a great many different kinds of 
tickets. There was what was called the People’s ticket, m there was this 
diamond-shaped Republican ticket, then there was a long Republican ticket, 
gotten out by some of theo: and then there was a shorterone. You see 
oe had two ee for representatives from our district and one ot 


em gotu 
Q. But you Pa did not count the stra: 


t tickets, did you 
reaps pean tne peng pp ronan a gee ARa ^s ticket, 


kio bajanee of them, SF thatthere were fouror five different kindsof tickets, per- 


. 


When Doako tE tae 
A. A part of the tal Jcarried to Brenham. tir Ey ay ea es 
eet carried it to Brenham, and F882 sere i 


tickets 
counted just as I taken them from the box. 
i Wee, sir Fane 


waste er itself until 


each. acer agssuriogge blond gare “leciovenfntencor poi 
them without much treuble. eourse each ticket was laid sep- 
T got to the number of five, and then evan ne Ea 


Q. you tell anybody who you thought they were? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Well, what did you say? 

ane made the remark several times that it looked reasonable that these two 


n I spoke of were the parties who robbed the box. 
ka Do you mean Lockett? 
A. Yes,sir; Lockettand Gilder. Idiän’tseethecsuseofan 


it. Everything gr sae Rage = ee ap Oa ADAS ae Tait om prone 

is net out of order, that in th: borhood erage apie mne ya tig 
aud quich SADI jas DANCA AISA comes off, and then it isan uproar all 
night 1 with to control the black people's vote. Just a few 
dopa pearibueks tie they were up every night, holding what we-eall 
"owl meetings,” and trying to influence the black people to 


war. 

and living right 
meetings Saring ts 
the 


been a Re- 


Mr. Tait have said. 
Mr. Eustrs. Wehave had nothing but what people have said all the way along. 


He is 
Mr. 
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ducting affairs in the country in which we lived. We had had a black man as 
commissioner eversince the close of the war until this 's ticket was nom- 
inated, and then we elected a white man named Bolton, whe owns a little farm 
there, and the roads from where we live to the county-seat, Brenham, were 
almost in a condition so that it was impossible to travel over them until Bolton 
was elected commissioner, and when Bolton was el commissioner he had 
the roads worked and bri put across the creeks and ravines (we call them 
ravines in Texas, but I believe they call them gullies in the old States); he had 
bridges put across those crecks and streams so that le could travel back- 
wards and forwards. In two years he done all ths. m was telling 
me all about this, and he said he spent a day and a night in search of this black 
man, the Repnablican, who was the opponent.of Bolton as commissioner in the 
next election, to try to see if he could not influence him to withdraw his name 
and not run againstsuch a man as Bolton was; that he had no interests at stake, 
and that Bolton had; and that he would be of some benefit to the community 
in which we live,and the freedman would not, And he said this Mr. Brown, 
as he called him, the colored man, he said that he knew that Bolton was a gen- 
tieman and all that, but he said when it came to law matters he knew as much 
as Bolton did, and he was going to run through. 


By Mr, TELLER: 

Q. Were there more than three men who came to Graball that night? 

A. If there was I never saw them. 

See there been anybody around the room during the evening amongst 
you 

A. Yes; Mr. Baldridge, a merchant at that place, came into the room before 
the box was taken and asked how the vote was running. He was the only one 
I remember coming in except the black people that I spoke of. 

Q. Was anybody else ronning for office in that ct besides Judge Kirk 
and Mr. Schutze? 

A. Oh, yes, sir. 

Q. A large number of other people? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How was the vote on the others ? 

A. To the best of my recollection, some of them were ahead and some of them 
behind on the People’s ticket. 

Q. Is that a Republican precinct? 

A. Yes, sir. 

S E reuy strongly Republican, is it not? 

. ©5, SIr. 
. What proportion do you say are Democrats, or those who vote the Peo- 

ple’s ticket there usually? 

A. As I say, the black people are five to one in that precinct, but at the last 
election and the one previous to this last election they were tolerably well di- 


ded. 

Q. What became of this tally-sheet which you say you had made out as faras 
you had gone? 

A. I carried it to Brenham and returned it to the county clerk. 

Q. You did not have the box or ballots; all you had was the tally-sheet? 

A. That was all. 

Q. Did you have the whole of the tally-sheet or only a part of it? 

A. I don't remember whether I carried it all or not; when the box was capt- 
ured I just picked sp what was left on the table, rolled it up altogether, and 
sed. is string around it and carried it to Brenham and deposited it with the 


erk. 
Q. When these men captured the box, when you gave it up to them, what 
did they do with it? 

A. They just returned out of the door; I do not know what they did with it; 
Inever have seen it since. 

Q. One of the men staid in the door and the others came in? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did the man in the doorway do? 
A. Nothing that I know of. 
Was he armed? 
A. I could not say. 
Q. Was he masked? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How? ; 

A. He had a white cloth over his face; I never noticed about the balance of 
his body how he was dressed. 

Q: no gn not state how he was dressed ? 

. No, sir, 

Q. How were the men who came into the room dressed ? 

A. They had a white cloth over their faces, and they had hats on their heads. 

Q. What kind of hats did they have on? 

A. Well, now, I can't tell you what kind of hats. I tell you I was kind of ex- 
cited myself. I can't tell you what kind of hats they had on; neither can I tell 
you what kind of clothes they had on. 

Q. You can not tell anything about their clothing? 

A. No, sir; I could not positively tell what kind of clothing they had on, 

Q. Where were the ballots that had not been counted? 

A. In the box. 

Q. Did they take them out? 

A. They carried the box off with them, 

Q. What did they do with the box? 

A. I don't know. 


Q. Did you ever find it? 

A. No, sir; I never did. 

Mr, COKE. I desire to call attention to the testimony of this wit- 
ness, Benjamin Y. Aubrey. If this testimony is mentioned in the re- 
port of the committee I do not remember it. This witness testifies 
with reference to the Graball box, which was raided. When asked: 

How many votes were polled altogether; do you know? 


He says: 

There were 1 polled, 

Q. How did the count stand with regard to Judge Kirk and Mr. Schutze on 
those 225 votes that were counted? 

He says: 

Well, Judge Kirk at the end of the count was 116 and Mr. Schutze was 105, 

Judge Kirk and Schutze were the contestants, and were the two can- 
didates who were exciting the largest amount of interest among -the 
people, and Judge Kirk is the man whose acts in going to this box that 
night are sought to be made by the committee the basis for the infer- 
ences that the raiding was done on the box through his influence and 
for his benefit. Judge Kirk and Mr. Schutze were running for the 
office of county judge, the principal office in the contest. They were 
‘the important menin thecontest, They were the candidates who were 


creating all the excitement in the county, and at this Graball box, 
which was raided at the end of the count, Judge Kirk had received 
116 votes and Mr. Schutze 105 votes; and yet, Sere TI, d this, 
the report of the committee draws the conclusion and indulges the pre- 
sumption that this box was raided for the benefit of Judge Kirk! 

Mr. HARRIS. There being a majority in his favor? 

Mr. COKE. The box had given a majority in favor of Judge Kirk, 
the candidate on the People’s ticket, against Mr. Schutze, the can- 
didate on the other, on the Republican ticket, so far as counted when 
raided; and yet the committee ask the Senate and the country to be- 
lieve that the box was raided and the ballots destroyed for the purpose 
of defeating the Republican ticket! 

I ask the Secretary now to turn to page 335, the testimony of John 
Ireland, and read it. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheSecretary will read asrequested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN IRELAND. 


i Governor John Ireland, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol. 
ows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 
What position do you now hold? 
X T hold no official fara at t. 
Q. What position have you held? 
A. For the last four years, until the 8th of last January, I have been governor 
of the State of Texas, 
Q. zee Soe governor of the State in November and December, 1836? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You know the subject-matter of this investigation in regard to the condis 
tion of affairs in Washington County? 
A. Ibelievel do. 


Q. And the disturbances which have occurred there and the excitement which 
has existed? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Please state to the committee whatever you desire with reference to the 
condition of affairs in that county. In the first place, what sort of a community 
is that? Is ita law-abiding community? 

A. I bave known more or less of Washington County and her people for the 
last thirty-five years. There is a large negro element in Washington County, 
and quite a la majority of the voting population of that county are negroes, 
and aay have had more or less disturbance in Washington County ever since 
the passage of the reconstruction laws. 


By Mr, SPOONER: 


Q. What was that statement? I did not quite understand you, 

A. I said that quite a large majority of the voting population of Washington 
County are Republicans; that is to say, they are negroes, and they are claimed 
as Republicans generally, without reference to any particular vote; and I 
further said that since the passage of the reconstruction laws, since 1867, they 
have had more or lessdisturbance in Washington County. In 1868 or 1869, prob- 
ably the feral er of 1868, there was a military company stationed there under 
command of Major Smith, of the Army, and he burned the town. 

Q. What town? 

A. The town of Brenham, and also imprisoned a many of their ple, 
One notable case now that I remember was that oi ae McGeary, who was 
then publishing a paper there. In their local affairs their revenues have been 

and stolen until the last two or three years, when the methods resorted 
to by those in authority in that any became so revolting to even the better 
portion of the Republican party, that they formed what was called the People’s 
rty, and succeeded in electing men to office who conducted their local affairs 
iun I have learned (from rumor, of course) that there have been one or 
two ballot-boxes destroyed in the county; I never knew by, whom, because [ 
had no official notification ofit. Ialso learned from general history and the 
press of the country of the killing of Bolton at the election in November last 
and of the lynching of the three negroes. I know nothing personaly of spe- 
cife local acts of persons. Washington County is about 8) miles from the capi- 
tal of the State. Ihave seen the memorial presented to the Senate by persons 
from Washington County, and some allusion is made in that to the State gov- 
ernment refusing to protect these gentlemen. I do not now remember the 
exact } because it has been some time since I read it, but whatever al- 
lusion is made in it to that point is not true; it is untrue. The implication is of 
course that the Government refi to doanything forthem. The Government 
could not refuse that which had never been requested 
By Mr. Evstts: 

Q. Right on that point, not to interrupt your testimony, I willask youa ques- 

se on ae ever receive any letter or application from Mr, Hackworth? 
. No, sir. 

Q. $ a3 with reference to these troubles? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. = applying to you for any relief whatever? 


‘0, sir, 
Q. Applying to you as executive of the State of Texas? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Now you may proceed, 

A, [have nothing myself further that I desire to state, but I am ready to an=- 
swer any question which may be asked me. 

Q Have you had occasion to travel much throughout the State? 

A. Yes, sir; I have traveled over the State more or less for several years, 

Q. I will ask gou whether you donot find itto be the case thatthe oe g popu- 
lation, where the negroes are in the valet? are generally quiet and orderly 
except where they are excited by white leaders upon this race question? 

A. The negroes of Texas are a confiding people, and are perfectly quiet when 
left to themselves. The only disturbance among the negroes, so far as my ob- 
servation has gone, exceptthose who have been excited by the white men, 
been cases of violence against negroes who desired to vote the Democratic 
ticket. No negro in the negro districts of that State has been safe until the last 
year or two who openly espoused the Democratic cause or voted the Democratic 
ticket. And where they are not persuaded, or driven, or seared todeeds of vio- 
lence and outbreaks by white men they are no troublein the country; they are 
a alone to yote as they please and do as they please as long as they let society 

one. 

Q. What is generally the object of those white leaders—— 

Mr. Spooyven, Is that going into the affairs of Washington County? 

Mr. Evsrts, I think so. 

F What interest haye those white leagers in creating this race antagonism 
and animosity between the whites and tacks? _ 

A, Itis generally for the purpose of creating a following for themselves, a fol- 


that they can not obtain in any other way. 


or asked. 
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A following for what purpose? 
. For political purposes, 

Q. Do you mean to obtain office for themselves? 

A. Yes, sir; for themselves and for their friends, and to keep themselves prom- 
inently before the country, and it is understood, too, that they feel they have a 
siwon Sondinios at this capital to whom they may appeal in case of adversity 
and ster, 

By Mr. SPOONER: 


Q. To what do you allude—to the United States Senate? 
A. I allude to the Senate; yes, sir. 


By Mr. Eustis: 


iS a aa known there that they are very fond of playing the role of politi- 
martyrs 

A. Yes, sir; itis understood there, sir, as it is all over the South, in case of Re- 
publican success in national administration, that they may present themselves 
as martyrs to procure office and recognition. 

Q. As victims of political persecution? 

A. Yes, sir; as victims of political persecution. 

Q. I suppose the colored people generally are rather an ignorant class? 

A. Asa general thing they are ignorant, but, as I said, confiding, docile, and 
quiet when left alone. 

Q. Are they easily excited in political contests? 

A. They are; by men who aspire to be their leaders and in whom they have 
any confidence at all they are very easily roused to most any measure, 

They are prone to believe anything that those leaders tell them in regard 
to the white people or Democrats? 

A. Yes, sir; in regard to the elements, or the laws of nature, or anything else. 
It was told to them in the last canvass tbat the Democratic party was responsi- 
ble for the earthquakes throughout the South and for the drought; that Mr. 
Cleveland's administration was responsible for their getting but 7 cents a pound 
for cotton; that was all they got for theirvotton, and they were told it was in 
consequence of the Democratic administration, and such things as that. 

Q. How long have you been in public life? 

A. I have been in public life more or less for twenty-five years. 

Q. Has it not been an extremely difficult position for the executive of the 
State, for instance in some portions of it where there is a large nogro majority, 
to prevent this excitement and these conflicts between the white and black races? 

A. It is ge ae Aaa grated for the governor of a State, and especially a State 
like Texas, which has a large territory, to personally direct local affairs in the 
counties. No State government can be administered without local aid, because 
the local government is the machinery by which the State government is carried 
on. 

Q. Have you ever heard of any discrimination made, for instance, as regards 
the administration of justice between either Democrats or Republicans, or white 
or colored people? 

The Witwess. In Texas? 

Mr. Eustis, Yes, 

A. No, sir; on the contrary, I have beenan active practitioner at the bar and 
an active lawyer all my life, or for thirty to thirty-five years, and have defended 
numbers and numbers of them, and they have never failed to ask me to give 
them a white jury to try them, 

Q. You are speaking now of the negroes? 

A. Yes, sir; of the negroes. So far as the Republicans are concerned, the 
leading Republicans in Texas, I believe they are all my friends, so far as I know 
them. I do not know a single leading Republican in Texas—— 

Mr. SrooxeER. What has that to do with this inquiry ? 

The Wirnsess. It is in answer to the Senator's question about discrimination 
80 far as politics are concerned. 

By Mr. Spooner: 
You mean the leading Republicans are your friends, or that the leading 
white Republicans are your friends? 

a 2 mean the leading white Republicans and many of the leading negro Re- 

ublicans. 

p Mr. SrooxER. That is not at all unlikely. 
By Mr. Eustis: 

Q. The reason I asked you the question was that one witness, Mr. Schutze, 
has testified that in Washington County it was impossible for a Republican to 
get justice administered by a court of justice. I want to know from you, as 
executive of the State, whether you believe there is the slightest foundation for 
thatstatement? i 

A. Ido not believe there is, and I will tell you why. Beyond my personal 
knowledge of these affairs, which negatives that idea, the courtsin Washington 
County, the district court, which isthe court of general jurisdiction, correspond- 
ing to what is called cireuits or parish courts in your State, is presided over by 
a leading Republican and has been for years. Judge MeFarland is one of the 
leading Spomeni of Texas, and the juries there are selected by a commission 
appointed by the presiding judge. At each term of the district court the jours 
selects the jury commissioners, and these commissioners in turn select the juries 
that are to try cases at the succeeding term, And speaking now with special 
reference to that district, Washington County, it is impossible thatany discrim- 
ination could be made against Republicans in the tria! of cases there. 

Q. How long has Judge McFarland been judye of the district court there? 

A. Ido not recollect, but a good many years; several years, I think. His 
term is about expiring, and he may have been holding that position two terms. 
He has been there as judge for five or six years, according to my recollection. 

Q. Of what class of cases has his court jurisdiction? 

A. His court has jurisdiction of all indictments found for felony, and in all 
felony cases, Cases of lower grade, all misdemeanors, are tried by the county 
court and before magistrates. 

Q. Has not this court jurisdiction of any offense that is punishable by im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary? 

A. Oh, yes, sir; all felonies are either penitentiary or death cases, 

By Mr, Spooner: 

Q. That is the test of whether it is a felony or not under your statute? 

A, Yes, sir; punishment in the penitentiary is the te t; punishment in the 
penitentiary or death. All cases under that are misdemeanors, and a mere fine 
and imprisonment is the penalty in cases of misdemeanor, 

By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. Under your statement what would be the offense of raiding upon a ballot- 


box, of armed men going to polling places? 
A. The ilegal destruction of a ballot is punishable by a fine not exceeding 


Q. What court would have jurisdiction of that offense? 
A. The district court, It has jurisdiction of any where the fine may go 
over acortain amount. Such cases are to be tried by the district court, 


Mr. COKE. I desire to call attention to the testimony of Governor 


Ireland just read, wherein he says: 
By Mr. Evusris: 
Q. The reason I asked yon the question was that one witness, Mr, Schutze, 
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has testified that in Washington County it was impossible for a Republican tol 
get justice administered by a court of justice. I want to know from you, as 
executive ofthe State, whether you believe there is the slightest foundation for 
that statement? 

A. I do not believe there is, and I will tell you why. Beyond my personal 
knowledge of these affairs, which negatives that idea, the courts in Washington 
Bite of the district court, which is the court of general jurisdiction, corre- 
sponding to what is called circuits or parish courts in your State, is presided 
over bya leading Republican and has been for years. Judge McFarland is one 
of the leading Republicans of Texas, and the juries there are selected by a com- 
mission appointed by the presiding judge. At each term of the district court 
the judge selects the jury commissioners, and these commissioners in turn 
select the juries that are to try casesat the succeeding term, And speaking now 
with special reference to that district, Washington County, it is impossible that 
vee discrimination could be made against Republicans in the trial of cases 

ere. 


Q. How long has Judge McFarland been judge of the district court there? 
A. I do not recollect, but a good many years. 


I wish the Senate to remember these things, to remember the state- 
ment of Governor Ireland in connection with the memorial of Hack- 
worth and Schutze and Moore, that they could not get justice in Wash- 
ington County and that justice was not administered in Washington 
County to Republicans. It is a Republican county, giving from 600 
to 800 majority for the Republican ticket for President and for the 
Republican ticket for governor. It has a Republican district judge, 
who appoints the jury commissioners, who in turn select the jurors. 
It has a Republican county attorney, a Republican district attorney. 
And yet these three memorialists come here and say it is impossible 
for a Republican to get justice in Washington County and that they 
had to flee from Washington County because they were Republicans, 
and the report of the honorable Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
presented to the Senate and with their imprimatur sent out to the coun- 
try, indorses this statement of Hackworth and Schutze and Moore 
in the face of the law and the facts as I have stated them. 

I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 348 of the report, to the testi- 
mony of J. H. Roberts, and read that. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF J. H. ROBERTS. 


J. H. Roberts, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 

Q. What is your full name? 

A. John H. Roberts. 

Q. How old are you? 

I am forty years old. 

Where do you live? 

In Washington County, State of Texas, 

How long have you lived there? 

Forty years. 

Where do you vote? 

I vote in that county. 

At what polling place? 

At Graball, 

Q. Were you about the polls during the last election? 

A. I was there only fora very short time, In the evening on the day of elec- 
tion I hitched up my hack and went by my father’s, who lives about a mile from 
where I reside, and took him down there, and we remained there about one- 
half hour and voted and left, 


By Mr. EVARTS: 


Q. You say you went there in the evening? : 
A, I mean in the afternoon; in the daytime, not in the night, 


By Mr. Eustis: 


Q. Do you know anything about how this People’s ticket was gotten up? 

A. Yes,sir, I have some idea. It was just on account of the corruption and yve- 
naliv, the rascality and thieving of the Republican party in that county. 

Q. It was gotten up by the good citizens? 

A. Yes, sir; gotten up by the popa citizens of our county, sir. The Repub- 
lican part: me so corrupt that the better element of the Republican party 
just quit them and came together with the good citizens of the other side and 
put a ticket in the field. 

Q. How was it with the colored people? 5 

À. e great many of the colored people affiliated with and voted for the Citi- 
zens’ ticket, 

Q. Men who were Republicans? 

A. Yes, sir; that had n Republicans before, 

Q. Then I understand you to say that under Republican rule in that county 
the administration had been such as to dissatisfy all the people? 

A. Yes, sir; that is my statement, sir. ; 

Q. j nd e cause of great complaint among them? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Ans ee was a ticket gotten up regardless of political party lines? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. ‘howe NAS the cause of this dissatisfaction; the defalcations of officials? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. State what you know about that. 

A. I will state this: That to my certain knowledge, in that county, without a 
single aia a there has not been a Republican in that county who has held 
a money office but what has been accused (that is, since the war, understand me) 
of defaulting and stealing public moneys; not a single one. 

Q. Have the taxes been pretty high? 

A. Yes, sir; the taxes have been very high, and our county scrip was down 
there at one timt to about 40 cents on the dollar, 

Q. Were any improvements going on? 

A. None at that time; none at all until this Citizens’ ticket elected a lot of of- 
ficers and put them in, and then the county began to improve; we n to get 
prinaes and other improvementsin the county; that is the first we got since 
the war. 

Q. What do you know about the citizens’ meeting held after the election? 

The Witness. Held after the election in that county? 

Mr. Evsris. Yes. 


A. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 


you know about the sending of telegrams for troo; 
A, Ihave a telegram here that I sent off [producing the ialaran gl 
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Q. You say there was a meeting held? 

A. Yes, sir; there was a meeting held. 
Where was it held? 
It was held at the Baptist Church, in the neighborhood. 
By Mr. TELLER: 
‘Was it held at Graball? 

. No, sir; not at Graball, but about 2 miles from Graball. 

By Mr. Eustis: 

Q. What was the meeting for? 

A. After the killing of Bolton out at this voting precinct of Flewellen the 
country was under a good deal of excitement, and there was a report came into 
the neighborhood there that the negroes—this was on Sunday r the killing 
of Bolton. Bolton, you understand, was killed on the night after the election. 

Q. You mean he was killed on the night of the election? 

A. Yes, sir; he was killed on the night of the election, and on the next Sun- 
day the negroes had preaching out there in the neighborhood, and they were 
so thoroughly stirred up and excited about the arrest of these parties, you know, 
that had been accused of killing Boltcn that they would not go in the houseto 
hear the preacher at alJ. They sat outside caucusing among themselves, and 
they made some threats and said if those negroes were not turned loose by Thurs- 
day that they intended to rise and release the roes and massacre the white 

ple. That was the news that was broughtto the white people of the neigh- 
rhood, The news was brought in the neighborhood and a meeting of the 
people called. In that end of the county the niggers outnumber us about six 
to one, and we were completely at their nei and held a meeting and decided 
on calling for help, and that was the origin dispatch, 

Q. Were you secretary of the meeting? 

A. Yes,sir; I was secretary of the meeting. 

Q. Is this the dis; you sent [handing a dispatch to the witness]? 

A. Yes; that is the dispatch. 

Mr. EVARTS, That tel m had better go in evidence. 

The following is the telegram referred to: 


t! COURTNEY, November 8, 1886, 5 p. m, 
“To SHERIFF: 


“Send to Lott's Store, immediately, fifty men armed, on horseback. We ap- 
prehend an insurrection from the negroes. 
“J. H. ROBERTS, 


“Secretary Citizens’ Meeting.” 
By Mr, Everts: 
oe whether your request for those troops was complied with by the 


e . 

A. Yes, sir; it was. He came down with about sixteen or eighteen men. 

Q. How long did they stay there? 

A. They remained there until the next day. They got there in the nigh 
and they remained in the neighborhood until the next day about 2 o'clock, 
suppose, and then dispersed and went back to Brenham, 

iS Did the excitement subside after that? 

A. Yes, sir; it subsided. 

Q. Was therea great deal of excitement among the negroes thereat the time? 

A. Yes, sir; that report,as I tell you, was brought to us by a negro direct 
from that meeting. 

Q. Via was the general impression as to the cause of the hanging of those 
negroes 

The Wrrxess. Do you mean the hanging of those negroes that were in jail? 

Mr. Eustis. Yes. 

A. Well, it was thought that they killed Bolton; assassinated him there at 
the voting precinct; that was the general impression. 

Q. Did you ever hear that they were hung because they were supposed to be 
important witnesses? 

A. No, sir; I did not. Inever heard anything of the kind. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Hackworth? 

A. Iam not personally acquainted with him. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Moore? 

A. Yes, sir; slightly. 

Q. Do you know Mr, Schutze? 

A. No, sir; I am not personally acquainted with him, either. 

Q. What is the general character and reputation of those men in that commu- 


? 
A, It is just as bad as it is possible for a man’s character to be. 


Mr. COKE. Idesire to call attention to the fact that here is an in- 
telligent witness, forty years old, living in Washington County, who 
has lived there all his life, who states that it was generally understood 
that the three negroes who were taken by the mob ont of the jail in 
Brenham and hanged were taken out and hanged because of the fact 
that they had participated in the killing of Bolton. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire to what wit- 
ness he refersnow? Iwas out when the reading began. 

Mr. COKE. J. H. Roberts, whose testimony is found on page 348, 

Mr. SPOONER. Thank you. 

Mr. COKE. He says: 

A. Well, it was thought that they killed Bolton; assassinated him there at 
the voting precinct; that was the general i pression; 

Q. Did you ever hear that they were hung use they were supposed to be 
important witnesses? 

A. No, sir; Idid not. Inever heard anything of the kind. 

I think, Mr. President, that the report of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections will be searched in vain for any such testimony as 
that, and I desire it borne in mind that there is the testimony of va- 
rious other witnesses men—in this volume which I will read, to 
the same effect, that they had’never heard the allegation that these 
negroes were hung in order to get rid of their testimony, but that they 
were hung by the masked mob because they were supposed to have 
aided in the killing of Bolton, and yet it is stated as a fact, it issolemnly 
reported as a fact, by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, with- 
out stating that there was any controversy or contest about it, that 
these people were hung in order to get rid of their testimony. 

I now ask that the Secretary turn to the testimony of Hugh M. 
Lewis, on page 362. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF HUGH M. LEWIS. 
Hugh M. Lewis, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: t 


Q. What is your full name? 
A. Hugh M. Lewis. 


Q. How old are you? 

A. Lam a little over forty years. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. At Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. I was born there. 

Q. Do you hold any office? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam anny. clerk of the county, 

Q. How long have you held that office? 

A. Since April 17, 1876, nearly eleven years. 

t are your politics? 

A. Lam a Democrat. 

Q. How long bave you been a Democrat? 

A. Ever since I have been voting. 

Q. How often have you run for that office? 

A. We have an election every two years, and I have been elected each elec- 
tion. I was first elected in February, 1875, the first time for two years and six 
months, and I have been elected three times since. 

Q. You have been elected five times in succession? 

A. Ithink so. The terms are two years, and my first term was two yearsand 
six months, about. A 

Q. Before 1884 did not the Republicans carry that county? 

A. In national affairs, yes, sir. 

Q. A faa on elected at the last election? 


A, Yes, sir. 

Q. At those elections, when you have been a candidate, have you had a Re- 
publican opponent? : 

A. Yes, sir; each time, Iran, I think, the first three races as a Democratic 
nominee, and the last two I ran on the People’s ticket. 

Then you must bave gotten quite a Republican vote? 

A. I always did. 

Q. A white and colored vote? 

A. Yes, sir; white and colored. 

Q xen "y you were a candidate on the People’s ticket at the last election? 

. Yes, sir. 

ES How was that ticket gotten up? 

he Wrrness. At the last election? 

Mr. Evsrrs. In 1884 first and then in 1886; state briefly. What I want to get 
at is whether it wae gotten up regardless of politics or color. 

A. Yes, sir; the call was made by different people of the county to select peo- 
plato run for office ; that wasin pos ae 

was made up Le, alata E politics? 

A. Yes, sir; the meeting and ticket both. 

Q. And regardless of color? 

A. Yes, sir; we had some colored men on it, 

Q. How wasit in 18867 

A. We had no mass meeting, but there was a written call by citizens, which 
was Lepper ee! ape newspapers. Some eight hundred or one thousand persons 
sign a 

Q. And prominent Republicans signed it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And colored ai el 

A. Yes, sir; I should think at least half the call was signed by Republicans; 
sped is my. sues atit; you can tell by looking over the list; quite a number of 

em, at any rate. 

Q. Was not that ticket gotten up on account of the dissatisfaction with Re- 
publican administration of affairs in 1834 and 1886? 

A. Yes, sir; the Republicans themselves became dissatisfied. Of course Ido 
not mean to say all the Republicans in the county were dissatisfied, but quite a 
number of them were. 

Q. zon ers prominent Republicans, property-holders? 


A. Yes, sir, 
Q. Men who had an interest in good government? 
A. Yes, sir; that is the idea; that is ut right. 
Q. Do you know Mr. Hackworth? 
A. Yes, sir. 
How long have you known him? 
e WrrNess. Whieh one do you refer to? 
$ I mean the memo! 
A. Yes, sir; I know the Judge. ~ 
f: Did oe know him to hold any office? 


. Yes, sir. 

Q. What office did he hold? 
i AGS was justice of the peace of the precinct in which the court-house was 
ocated. 

Q. When? 

A. I think from some time in 1871 to 1875; Iam not positive, but that is my 
recollection about it. 

Q. What was the general opinion in the community as to his administration 
of that office? 

The Witness. Do you mean how he administered the office himself? 

Eustis. Yı 


Mr, es. 
A. Well, it was very unsatisfactory to the people, sir. 
Q. Did he have anything to do with approving contracts? 
A. Yes, sir; as presiding justice he was, you might say, the chief justice of 
oe Soniy, and presided over the police court, you might say; he was presid- 
o 


cer, 
Py Doyo know anything about certain contracts that heapproved as presid- 

g justice 

A. I know something that the record shows, 

A What does that show? 

he Wirxess. About roads or bridges? 
Mr. Eustis. Both. 
A. It showed that he made contracts with his father for the erection of bridges. 
That is, that court appointed a road overseer for the county and he made these 
contracts, and they were subject to the approval of that court, and as a member 
of the court he approved the contracts made by the road overseer and others, 
some of which the citizens considered as very outrageous. 
Q. Those contracts were made with his father? 
A. Notall of them. Some were with his father and some with a gentleman I 
understood to be his brother-in-law. 
Q. But you say they were considered outrageous contracts? 
A. Yes, sir; and the citizens enjoined the payment of money on them. 
Q. They were outrageous for what reason? 
A. Because of the exorbitant prices paid for the work done. 
Q. Do you say they were enjoined from payme them? 
A. Not the bridge contracts, but some of the road contracts were. 
By Mr. EVARTS; ` 

Q. Were they enjoined by a court? 

A. They were enjoined by a suit thatthe citizens brought in the district court. 
By Mr. Evsris: 

Q. What was the result of the whole matter; was there a settlement made? 

A, It was finally compromised at about 30 cents on the dollar, and about that 
amount was paid, It wasa very considerable amount below what thecontract 
price was, at any rate, 
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Q. Your recollection is it was about 30 cents on the dollar? 
A. Yes, sir. 


By Mr. EVARTS: 
Q. Did Aa it was 50 per cent? 
A. @ Thhte er abo gas bes 
2 Seu ales wl Shour 30 cents on the dollar; 30 per cent, 
By Mr. Evsris: 
Pi Hoy was it with regard to contracts for bridges; do you know anything 
u 
A. Yes, ar; he made some contracts for bridges with his father that werecon- 
sidered outrageons, For instance, they allowed his father Angas and they drew 
on that contract $796 and some cents, somewhere within $100 above what was 
allowed; he drew about $98 more than the contract price, The record shows 
that the judge drew part of that money and gave an order for part of it. 
Q. What else do you know about those contracts? Can you recall any others 
ee there was any ground of complaint against his administration of the 


A. It is hard to remember them all, to go right alon; ita them. The citi- 
zens of the county sued and enjoined the payment of , all that were 
not paid, and they went through the courts, and I think it ‘staid a the court for 
quite a while, and finally was com promised at 30 cents on the dollar, 

Q. Do you know whether Mr Hackworth was indicted ? 

A. He was indicted about six times, I think. 

Q. For acts done while he was in office? 

$ ae sir; I think so, 

y ee bye know what they were for? 
perhaps, one indictment was for malfeasance, and the others for 
AA charges 


re For exto erg) was it? 
Yes, sir; that was it; extortion; I get that fact from the district clerk's 
tien: that is not a record in as Ae office, 
Mr. ‘Evans, Have hr the whole of the record here? 
Mr, Evsris. 1 haye here authenicated copies of the report of the grand jury, 
veran I offer in evidence. 


One was 


tried? 
The Wiryess. It shows the disposition of all those 
Mr. Eustis. I will offer these in evidence, the report arip age grand jury and 
the record of the indictments, 
The following are the papers put in evidence by Mr. Eustis: 


A 
FEBRUARY 23, 1874. 
In Distrricr Court, Washington County, Texas: 

The grand jury this day came into open court, and thro T. G. Davidson 
district creat atd presented the following aport which, wont bola read by said 
district attorney by request of said grand ju it is ordered that said report be 

entered spread upon the minutes of court, in accordance re- 
quest of the said grand jury, and is as follows: 


THE STATE OF arg Washington County: 


On page 107 is an order to pay W. W.Hackworth $1,400 for building three. 
bridges at and near the town — across Hersten branch, one 
across Jordan branch, and one across the branch between I 
John Seward’s place. The two first named aresmall runs, and the work 
done by Hackworth over them would have been reasonably well for with 
$100. The only one of the three branches named the g 
have involved much is the bra a es OE eee E bed reg Aprin 
branch Mr, Contractor Hack worth did not bridge at all. Hackworth 
should have asked for $1,400 for the work done onthe two I Uift ina Spring 
es we are unable to determine, ex it was upon principle that ifa 
man wants anything and don’t ask age it he won't get it. The amount paid is 
excessive and should be recovered back by suit if necessary,and so should the 


id for the Kountz Creek bri 
On pane jit Sesh Soo cede aS r a ciel ah eae Hill, 


a anne Why Carrie Hill should have 
style, ADL Sear TOONE Spas Sex Ses Sheen aie Waren ere ween oe the hon- 
orabie ty court 


election tickets sometimes 
aoe 195, and 196 we find orders for Danika ranging in sums sums snd K 
to hed to justices of the peace and to the 
= xe sir euuerai it arc a mere convenience to the officers in issui: 
that they receive pay, for. We question the by sape bert ob donee ad cena 

ties for process issued and charging the county for blanks they issued on. 

On See ee Se nares ene ae oe to Justice th and to 
Justice aortadan examining account of Ex-Treasurer Klaeden ; 
the service in of an official duty, snd the jury can 


find no warrant it a special charge against county. 

On 192, $100 is ordered paid to Thomas Day as janitor of the court-house; 
the office of court-house itor, we recess ba rsa S ORE Tt isa 
ereation of the sheriff for his own private convenience, and should be supported 
out of his private purse, and not out of the funds. 

On eae anne $106.40, ordered dip erin par per stoves 
items of merchand amongst which we find at $2 a piece— 
we find no buckets yi} the jail which would not have been well paid for at 40 
cents 

On page 250 is an nat! Shas W. Hackworth $1,000 for — a bridge 
across New Year's Creek Lower Independence road. 
we are satisfied that the price paid is at least $700 in excess sof a reasonable 
price for such a bridge. 

On page 247, $1,050 y PEPS for care, attention, and feeding 

from November 20, 1873, to January 27,1874. We have not 


jail 
of fare furnished to the risoners, but i it occurs to us 
phic ed yt em and the character 
prisoners, $525 a eee must be an 


ber of 
vided 


We submit the fo: ing as some of the items of recklessness and profligacy 
in the expenditure of moneys collected from the people for public uses. 

The remedies for such wrongs is, it seems, in our ema hands; but we 
that proper sope be taken for the vigorous prosecution of the ‘parties, and the 
recovery back by the county of the moneys thus illegally —— ded, 

Thanking the honorable court for its constant courtesy the district attor- 
ney for his attention and assistance in the d of 0 our duties, and asking 
Dra this D eg may be spread upon the minutes of this court of record and to 

be printed in the Brenham “Tee 


We are, ve: 
Gases NM MANN , Foreman, 
J. N. COX. 
THOS. MULLINS. 
ROMEO CALVIN. 
THOMAS E. CLAY. 
THOMAS HOWARD. 


F. G. WHISENANT, 
NATHAN DEVER. 


Tre STATE or TEXAS, County of Washingion: 

I, C. F. Herbst, clerk of the district court of Washington County, Sean 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original re 
sak Nee cig bolton eal aea, 1874, now on record in said court, in 

Given under my hand and the seal of said court,at office in Brenham, this the 
pa onire ae ried A. D. 

[SEAL] ©. F. HERBST, Clerk, 


FEBRUARY 23, 1874, 
THE STATE OF TEXAS, Counly of Washington: 

Be it remembered, and it is hereby certified, that on this fhe 24 day of Feb. 
ruary, A. D. 1874, there was n and holden a district court within and for 
the County of W: ashington, abt 59 court-house thereof, in the the alty of Brenham, 
it being the r term thereof, 

Present: Hon. J. B, McFarland, judge; Lyddleton Smith, sheriff; Richard A, 

e 


EDMOND ARNOLD, 
H W 


DAVID AYRES. 
©. WITTEBORG, 
AARON GARRETT, 


Marvin, clerk. 
* s s . * 


FEBRUARY 23, 1874, 
The grand Juy: this day came into open court, and there being a quorum press 
ent, ranrapi following indictments, to wit: 

Tiar The State of Texas vs. S. A. Hackwoith et al. Indictment, malfeasance 
1930. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth, Indictment, extortion. 
1931, The State of Texas vs, Stephen A. Hackworth, Indictment, extortion, 
1932. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth, Indictment, extortion, 
— The State of Texas vs. Stephen A.Hackworth. Indictment, malfeasance 


ce. 
1945. The State of Texas vs, Stehen A. Hackworth, Indictment, extortion. 
1929, The State f Texas vs. 8. A. Hackworth et al. Verdict of not guilty. 
1930. The State of Texas vs, Stephen A. Hackworth. Nolle prosequi entered 
by district attorney. 
Same order in Nos. 1931, 1982, 1934, 1945. 
The above and foregoing is a correct list of the indictments found and the 
manner of disposition of cases from the records of said court. 
Witness my hand and seal of office this 3d February, 1887. ARES 


District Clerk, Washington County, Texas, 


B. 


Tue STATE or Texas, County of Washington: 
Be it remembered that on this the 5th GLAN of gana A.D, 1572, 
begun and holden a district court in and for the county of Washington, at the 
court-house thereof, in tke town of Brenham, it being the regular term of said 
court. 
enni J. B. McFarland, judge; A EEE OT J.J. e 
er 


[sea] 


. + La 
Names of grand “ju : M. O’Brien, Sam. Eldrid D REIA PERE Moyers, 
Richard Green, is Atkinson, J : Richard Fi 


ter, J. V. Buster, J. D. + pom rng yg ess w. ai B. F. Tally, Ans 
drew Robinson, B. S. Harrison, E. and W. Fi Dever, 
- > . 


AS February K 1872. 


The grand jury, there being a quorum of that bedy present, comes into open 
court and prosents the following indiciments,¥0 Wit s s 


1564, Tho Sito of Texas es, Stephen A. Hackworth. Misfeasance in o ice. 
1566. The State ot Texas vs. "stephen A. Hackworth, Matfeasance in So 
1568, The State of Texas vs. ‘stephen A. Hackworth. Misfoasncein "omeo, 


a os ata Cease PRAA 
Be it remembered, and it is hereby certified, that on Sy pestis e darea a ig 
1872, there was begun and holden a district court for Manniga Washington, 
athe oori hoian ana pin! the town of Brenham, it being the term of 
court, 
Present, Hon. J. B. McFarland, judge; Lyddleton Smith, sheriff; J. J. Stock- 


>» s s = s 2 * 
1564. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth. Indictment for mis- 
The day came the Stato of Texas, by Thomas G: Davidson, district attor 
ay came e RS, omas esq., 
gots plenos the defendan: rp rps own and b, 


ment herein, and the argument of counsel thereon be’ 
‘ings therein bein: 


urt that said motion be sustained 
ants taper, quashed, and that said defendants go hence without’ day dis- 
1508. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth. Indictment for mal- 
(Sam re in 1564.) 
© order as 

1568. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A, Hackworth. Indictment for misfeas- 
ance in office. 

(Same order as in 1564.) 


Tue State OF Texas, Counly of Washinglon : 
I, C.F. Herbst, clerk of the district court of Washington County, Texas, do 


ib; PaT age e sn 8 bene erae p ap Agri urára AR oi 
ra hiona MO JDA. e oes Th State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hack- 
orth, now on file in et a court. 

Given under my hand, and sont a of said court, at office in Brenham, this 


the 3d day of February, A. D. 1 
[sEaL.] ©. F. HERBST, Clerk. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to read to the Senate a statement of the papers 
that were introduced by this witness: 
FEBRUARY 23,1874. 


The grand jury this day came into open court, and there being aquorum pres- 
ent, presented the raige bac indictments, to 
—_ The State of Texas vs. S, A. Hackworth et ok Indictment, malfeasaneein 


1960. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth. Indictment, extortion. 

1931. The State of Texas vs. Stephen A, Hackworth. Indictment, extortion, 

1982. Tne State of Texas vs.Stephen A.Hackworth. Indictment, ‘extortion. 
gent The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth. Indictment,malfeasance 

office. 

1945. The State of Texas vs. A. Hackworth. Indictment, extortion. 

1929, The State of Texas vs, S. A. Hackworth et al. Verdict of not guilty, 

1930. The State of Texas rs. Stephen A. Hackworth, Nolle prosequi entered 
by district attorney. 

Same order in Nos. 1931, 1932, 1934, L045. 

The above and foregoing is'a correct list of the ee and the 

records of said co 


mee ee ama ek of cases from the 
Witness my d and seal of office this 34 February, on 
[sEAL,] ©. F. HERBST, 


District Clerk, Washington County, Texas. 


Then follows another: 


THE STATE or Texas, County of Washkingion: 

Be it remembered that on this the 5th day of February, A.D. 1872, 
begun and holden a district court in and for the oscar e nd ie Menage at the 
court-house thereof, in the town of Brenham, it being the regular term-of said 


“Present: J.B. McFarland, judge ; Lyddleton Smith, sheriff; J.3. Stockbridge, 
rk. 


. . e s 
A a wate of grand jury: M. O’Brien, Sam. Eldridge, D. Harris, khan even: 


e Atkinson, Jerry See. Henry Dawson, Richard Fos- 
ter, J. V. Buster, J. D. Hardin, A M. (Williams, G . W. wear gan B., F. Tally, An- 
drew Robinson, B.S. Wa, Jóh os aine a 


W.P. Dever. 
* 


hd * * 


iesahine E 
The grima jary, Shore tt ye. es Sear pee onto body present, comes into o 
osana sean te ertsia een eee wine 
* 


1564. State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth. “‘Misfoasance in office. 


1566. The Stato of Texas vs, Stephen A. Hackworth. Matfeasnnce in office 
1508, The State of Texas vs. Stephen A. Hackworth, Miefeasance in office. 


And so on. 

These indictments, I believe, were all quashed, except-one on which 
Hackworth was tried and acquitted. ‘The indictments were quashed on 
account of some legal informality or some legal technicality. 1 believe 
it was held by the court that the statute under which the indictments 
were found did not embrace the particular offenses. 

This is the man, Stephen A. Hackworth, said to be the best man of 
the three—Hackworth, Schutze, a1 Moore, who have arraigned the 
State of Texas here upon the indictment contained in their memorial; 
this man Hackworth, who was made the subject of a report by 
the grand j jury when he was county judge of Washington County, which 
has just been read here, a grand jury selected by jury commissioners, 
which jury commissioners were appointed by a Republican judge, and 
this in a Republican county that gives from seven to eight or nine hun- 
dred Republican majority for the State and National Republican tickets. 

‘This man was county judge in that-county. It was against him and 
Schutze and Moore—these memorialists, whose memorial is the basis of 
this investigation, and this prosecution—that the people of Washing- 
ton County, the better portion of the negroes, nearly all of the Germans, 


in what is ‘known as the “* People’s ticket.” It was against this trio 
of worthies that this combination was made and to beat them ont of 
office, because they were plundering the people, as is shown by the 
report of the grand jury and by these indictments, so that they could 
stand them no longer, and the e apr eien eden thing Bie 
in Washington County, Republicans as they were, j the better 
class of white people, the native American whites, and ousted them 
from office, and after that was done the occupation of these men was 


gone. 
‘They ‘had fallen so low in character that they could do nothing in 
W: ‘County, and therefere they had to go elsewhere to make 


up a little notoriety and get per.diem as witnesses, they come on here 
to Washington, file thismemorial, and institute this prosecution against 
the State of Texas. 

These records show the character of the men, and I repeat what I 
have said before to-day, that the report of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections is founded mainly upon the testimony of this man Hack- 
worth and his.co-memorialists, Schutze and Moore, and if their testi- 
mony was stricken out there wonld be left for the report to 
stand upon, and yet that report is placed in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
OED and franked to the country, slanderous as it is of a great State 
and of the good people in it, and spread ‘broadcast. 
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and all the American whites combined regardless of party affiliations 


‘ashington 
a living, and they voluntarily exiled themselves; and in order to get: 


I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 368, beginning with the ques- 
tion of Mr. Eustis and proceed with the reading. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. ee 

Q. Have you your records with you showing about these contracts? 

A. I nase it Sof tea with me. I have here the ogee eter ye A 
missioners’ court or police court from January, 1871, to April 18, 1876, 
want to see the orders complained of in that grand jury report? 

Mr, Eustis. Yes. 
The Wrrness. Here is one of them. [Producing a paper.] 
Mr, Eustis. 


Rea please. 
Mr. Evans. What js the date of it? 
The Wirsess. This is. a contract of December, 
Mr. Evarts. Haven't you something later ‘hon ahakt: 3é id wether cemete 
from our transaction of 1886. 
Mr. Eustis. It is a consecutive history of the administration of Mr. Hack- 
worth. It will not take long to read it. 
Mr, Evarts. Are we to try these contracts? Dothey prove themselvesinany 
way to be iraptopet, or what is it? 
r. Eustis. It is in connection with the grand jury report. 
Mr, Evarts. Which you have already put intothe record? 
Mr. Eustis. Yes. 
Mr. Evarrs. It was the same he was d Karoe N aequitted on. 
The Wrrxess. No, sir; I do not understand 
By Mr. Evers: 
I want you to state from this record what took place, as you yrange ce yor 
under Mr. ‘Hackworth’ ’s administration of his office, that goes to the eff 
g his standing as an official. 
yan des dairies wl aires more than the court allowed is one 
thing ‘to show it. these road contracts for $100 a mile when those 
were repaired aes cdiegondirns and some 10 or 12 miles of it; that 
Seen eae That was the reason the citizens enjoined the payment of 


Mr. Evarts, These documents we can dispose of. We can see what they a 
and itcomestoanend. There does notseem tobe a element 
eee these particular that we are look- 


to go into a trial of these contracts in 1871 if I can help it. 
other papers are in, although remote, but still you can tell w! 
We can not try these epee What has ittodo with banished in 1886? 


Mr. Evstrs. "They 
is necessary to go into the matter except generally. 


By Mr, Eustis: 


Q tose ee m AAE e a hundred dollars a mile? 
the contracts, and the 
Er Peta pant coat over by maie Hackworth, approved them. They were 
$100 a mile repairing and some ‘diem were for 10 or 12 miles of 
Mr. Evarts. Just take out one and show us. 
What is the objection to that contract you speak of? 
po eam price was exorbitant. The work was done within about a 
mon 


Q For how much less — it have — done? 5 a 
They compromised at 30 cents on dollar finally, and pose it-co! 
have been done for that amount or about that. sie 

Q. With whom was that contract made, do you know? 
Ep Se adozen.or more of them. They were all enjoined 

one suit. 

Q. What other official act do you know of or remember? 

A. Tdo not remember. 

2 i eae mentioned the overdrawing of money on one contract? 

‘es, sir. 
Q. And you have mentioned this $100-a-mile business? 


‘A. Th other thin inland at by the grand jury. N inquir- 
ere are er things com) 0! ou are 

about Mr. Hackworth only? ý Ee 
Only about Mr. Hackworth? 


Q. And considered that he was acting in the interests-of whom ? 
A. Of himself, his family, and political friends, 
Q AOE e EA 
o,sir. 
Q. E a O E i nae 


o, sir; I do not; ee ieira 
; Do believe he was driven out 


A No, sir; 1 do not. Tho net beliceetharne necessary for him to leave at all 
unless he wanted to. 


= apres net incurred the odium of honest people in that county interested 
property-owners? 
Eves, sir; quite a number of them, 
Q. What has n his business? 


The Wrryess. Since he has been out of office? 

Mr. Eustis. Yes; for the last few years. 

A. He has advertised as a real-estate agent. 

Q. Has he had berg business? 

A. Very little in the county court then that I know of. I donot remember a 
single transaction, although there may possibly have been some. I think heis 
principally engaged in colonizing the lower part of the State down there. Ido 
not know a agross deal about his private business. 


Q. What do you mean by colonizing; do you mean colo: +g 
A. I do not know except from hearsay; but it is understood he was col- 
ae the lower country down there with freedmen from that section of the 


country. 
What do you know about the defaleations of Republican officials there 
since ‘ou have been clerk of the court? 
ell, several of them have defaulted, - 


1900 
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Q. Who are they? 

A. Harvin for one, and Leib for another. 

Q. Who else? 

‘A. I think Dr. Smith, the former tax-collector, compromised with the county 
for a claim that he was short on. 

Do you know whether these Republicans ran Harvin for sheriff after he 

was known to be a defaulter? 
v 2 Nees sir; he ran for sheriff in 1884, I think it was, on the Republican 

cket. 

< ag it was known that he was a defaulter to the county? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the law of Texas with regard to the filing of stubs with regard to 
the county taxes? 7 

A. The law requires one Aga to be made to the comptroller, one report to 
the county clerk, and the stubs are required to be filed in the county clerk's 
office. I think they are made out in triplicate now, and that one set may be 
kept for the tax-collector, 

Did the Republican officials comply with that law? 
A. Not always. 
Q. Did they fail to Nancie ( ee it at any time? 


A. Yes,sir; Mr. Harvin 


Q. How long was he in office? 
A. I don’t remember, but I think he was there from 1876 up to the time be 
was indicted; I don't remember how long, but I think two or three terms. 


Q. ng that intended as a check upon the collector ? 


& And thos that check he could appropriate that money to his own use? 
Wma he would be found out eventually, I suppose, but that was the ob- 
Mr. COKE. I desire to call attention to the fact that this witness, 
Hugh M. Lewis, answers that he had held office, and is now and has 
been the county clerk of Washington County since 1875. Heisa Dem- 
ocrat, and has been elected in a strong Republican county five times in 
succession. I know Mr. Hugh M. Lewis well. He is a man who in 
any community in any State in this Union would be a popular, an 
influential, andahighly-esteemed man. You have heard his testimony. 
He has been indorsed in five successive elections, although a Democrat, 
by the Republicans and by the people of Washington County, astrong 
Republican county; and for that reason I call especial attention to his 
testimony, in which he speaks of Hackworth and Schutze and Moore, 
and he says they were not required to leave Washington County, that 
they were as safe there as he was, and that their exile is voluntary. 

He states that the character of these men is bad, very bad. His tes- 
timony is fall. He produces the records of the court showing the in- 
dictments against Hackworth, showing the report of the grand jury 
against him. The testimony is in every regard satisfactory, and shows 
that the good people of Washington County are being held responsible 
here by these bad men who presented the memorial, unjustly and with- 
out cause. ‘ 

Before passing to the testimony of Henry Muller, while the testimony 
of Mr. Hugh M. Lewis is fresh in the mind of the Senate, I desire to 
call TER ra to what the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections says with reference to these memorialists. It says: 


THE PETITIONERS RESPECTABLE AND SUBSTANTIAL CITIZENS AT HOME, 


The committee is unable to attach any importance to the efforts, in the testi- 
mony, to disparage the characters and lives of these petitioners. 

But forthe political agitations, the fierce ions, the violent and cruel and 
bloody incidents which mark the election of Washington County and its sequel, 
the committee is persuaded that the people of Brenham, where the petitioners 
had long been residents, would have found no occasion for any reflections upon 
them other than such as belonged to the heat of political contests for place and 
influence between opposing parties, 

That is a statement of this report franked to the country, scattered 
broadcast in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in full view of the fact, and 
without mention of the fact, that out of some twenty-seven witnesses 
here who were summoned by the people of Washington County, about 
twenty of them declared them to be bad men, their characters and repu- 
tations to be bad. 

I will except Mr. Moore, one of the memorialists, and will not claim 
that the same proportion of witnesses denounced him as a bad man 
that do the others, but enough of the best men in Washington County 
denounced J. L. Moore as a.bad man and his character as being bad 
in the community where he lived to be ample in any court of justice 
in the world to condemn him. 

I call attention to the statement in this report, because it is of a 
piece with the rest of the report on every other point in this investiga- 
tion. The statement with reference to the character of these men is 
not a particle further from what the weight and bulk and mass of the 
testimony proves and establishes than is its other statements on other 
material points. 

I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 380 and read the testimony 
of Henry Muller. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF HENRY MULLER. 
Henry Muller, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Eustis: 


Q. What is your full name? 

A, Henry Muller. 

Q. How old are you? 

A. I am forty-four years old. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. At Brenham, Tex. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. ss aranan etn fourteen years, 
What our business? 

= Iam publishing a newspaper and keeping a bookstore, 

Q. What is the name of the paper? 


The Texas Volksbote. 
What are your politics? 
- I am a Republican. 
How long have you been a Republican? 
. About twenty-seven years. 
Aro youa Republican now? 
am. 
. Were you in the army during the war? 
. Iwas. 
On which side? 
. On the Union side, 
ane you drawing your pension now? 
. Iam. 
„ Were you an officer or private soldier? 
. A private soldier. 
How long were you in the Army? 


ePerepererer 


opo» 


. I was in the Army from the beginning to the close of the war, and a little 
z maea five years in the volunteer service, and after that I served in the 
r Army. 
. Who did you support at the last Presidential election? 
. Mr, Blaine. 
Did you vote for him? 
. I voted for him and worked for him. 
Did your paper advocate his election? 
. Yes, sir; aiti S 
What ticket di pe support in the last election, in November, 1886? 
. I supported the ple’s ticket in Washington County. 
What ticket did you support in 1884—the local ticket, I mean? 
- In 1884 I didn’t take any strong stand as to county elections. I advised 
people to vote for the best men. I supported the Republican ticket in 1834; 
mean horrendos ae affairs. i i > 
. What local ticket your paper support in 1886—the last election? 
A. What is called the People’s ticket. te) 
How was that ticket formed, and what was the occasion of forming it? 

A. That ticket in 1886 was simply formed by a petition signed by hundreds of 
citizens of both parties requesting the then present officers to run again for their 
respective oftices—the county officers. 

Q. Can you state about how many signed that call? 

A. It must have been something like eight hundred, possibly nine hundred; 
Ido not know exactly. 

Q. From your knowledge of the people there do you remember whether it 
was signed irrespective of party, so far as national politics were concerned? 

A. It was irrespective of party, so far as I know. Ithad the names of a great 
many Republicans on it also, and colored men, colored Republicans. 

Q. Why is it that the Republicans, white and colored, supported the People’s 
ticket in 1884 and 1886? 

A. In 1884 I must say that I was not present at Brenham when the People’s 
ticket was nominated, but being a newspaper man I had occasion to inquire 
into causes. It was formed because the citizens were dissatisfied with the 
mode the county administration was conducted in, and they resolved to put in 
good men for office and elect them irrespective of pouas 

ki Do I understand you to mean that respectable Republicans were dissatis- 
fi A bo yee local Republican administration of affairs? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you mean men, for instance, who were property-holders? 

A. ss sir; property-holders. 

Q. An peonio interested in good government? 

. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Evarts. He does not say all of them. 

The Wrrness. No, sir; I did not say all of them. 

Q. What is the general reputation of Mr. Hackworth in that community? 

A. The general reputation of Mr, Hack worth is not of the very best. 

Q. I mean S. A. Hackworth? 

A. Yes, sir; 8. A. Hackworth. 

Q. One of the memorialists here? r 

A. Yes, sir. Heis not generally respected. 

Q. Does he enjoy the confidence of respectable Republicansin your neighbor- 
hood; those people with whom you are acquainted? 

A. es — ah of. ‘ i 

you know of any reason for that; can you state anything with regard 
10 his eneral reputation? Z iy 

A. His er reputation is that while in office he contributed towards the 
low standing of our county’s finances by his official acts. 

Q. Is he not understood to be one of the white fen Seat pos leaders who seek 
to promote their own interests by influencing the colored people ? 

. Yes, sir; itis und so. 

Q. And creating animosities—— 

Mr. Evarts. I would rather he would give some of his notions on that sub- 
ject; I do not care for your own views about it. 

Mr. Evsrtts. It is to explain the reason why this People’s ticket was formed. 

Mr. Evarts. We have none of us been very precise about it, but I think this 
gentleman, who is an editor and writer, could tell the reasons why he thinks it 
occurred. He does not need to be led because he has not any vocabulary. 

. Task you whether Mr. Hackworth has not the reputation of being a Re- 
publican leader to promote his own interests and to control the negro vote? 

The Wrrxess. That is the question you put to me? 


r, . Yes. 
A. AG has always managed to control the colored vote, and for his own ends; 
es, sir. 
5 Q. What is the general reputation of C. Schutze in that community? 
A. Itis very low. 
Q. What are the reasons, if you know, why he enjoys that reputation? 
A. Ido notknow much of my own personal experience. 
Q. z speak of what you have heard said, the general impression in the com- 
mun: > 
a a Oh, he is considered to be low and vile in his'habits, dishonest and unre- 
iable. 
Q. I suppose you know quite a number of respectable Republicans in Bren- 
ham? 


A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. Is any man, from the mere fact that he is a Republican, at all molested in 
that community? 


A. No, sir. 
“x Either in his social relations or his business relations or any other rela- 
ms? 
eke Not on account of his politics; I have never known an act of that kind. 
Q H bee: ? 


ow long has that n so š 

A. That ita eara so ever since I have been in Texas, where I live. 

Q. So that a Republican who attends to his ess and works and votes for 
his party, who himself is a man of good standingand not obnoxious to the com- 
munity, I understand you to say, is on precisely the same footing as a Demo 
cratic citizen would be? 


ele 


Fpoperere 


ered 


A. Yes, sir; he has the same rights and is not molested. 
oan See Se ae Eee ene RAN Lene 
. No, sir. 
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Q. So far as your observation extends, are not the people in that community 
a law-abiding, peaceable people? 

O People who want | tr 

'eople who wan governmen 

A. Yes,sir; they are ory 

Q. Is not one of the causes of pone against these gentlemen aa have 
mentioned their attempt to control and unite the negro people and negro 
vote apne the aarp ce and the white vote? 

A.T is unders 


Q. Is not that very dangerous to the peace of the community? 

A. Itis at times, 

Q. And that is deprecated,is it not,by the good people of that community, 
Democrats and Republicans? 

A. I would say that the uniting of the colored vote is not so much deprecated 
as Foe uniting of the colored vote to support men whom people do not respect 
or like, 


Mr. COKE. I desire to call attention to the testimony of this wit- 
ness, Henry Muller, who says he is a Republican, a consistent Repub- 
lican; who says he has been a Republican for twenty-seven years; who 
says that he fought in the Union Army during the war; who says that 
he is drawing a pension now as a Union soldier. He says he was in 
the Army from the beginning to the close of the war, and a little after. 
He served five years in the volunteer service, and after that he served 
in the regular Army. He says he has always supported the Repub- 
lican nominees for President and Vice-President; that he has always 
supported the Republican nominees for governor and for State officers, 
but that he went heartily into this movement in behalf of the People’s 
ticket in order to save the county of Washington from spoliation by 
the people who were led by these men, Hackworth, Schutze, and Moore, 

He says of Hackworth that he used his power as a leader for hisown 
interest. He says he has always managed to control the colored vote 
for his own ends. He says the character of Hackworth in the neigh- 
borhood in which he lives is very bad, and he says that Mr. Schutze is 
a very low, vile man. When asked if any man from the mere fact that 
he is a Republican is at all molested in that county, that is in Wash- 
ington County, he says: 

i Q. sees in his social relations or his business relations or any other rela- 
s = 

As Not on account of his politics; I have never known an act of that kind. 

Q. How long has that been so? 

A. That has n so ever since I have been in Texas, where I live. 

Q. So that a Republican who attends to his business and works and votes for 
his party, who himself is a man of d standing and not obnoxious to the com- 
munity, Tt understand you to say, is on precisely the same footing as a Demo- 
cratic citizen would be? 

A. Yes, sir; he has the same rights and is not molested. 

Q ag gai is no distinction made against him? 

Q So far as your observation extends, are not the people in that community 
a law-abiding,  easgaegyg people? 

A. Yes, sir; they are. 

Q. People who want good government? 

A. Yes, sir; they are that. 

Q. Is not one of the causes of prejudice against these gentlemen you have 
mentioned their attempt to control and unite the negro people and the negro 
vote against the white people and the white vote? 

A. t is unde: so. 

Here is a Union soldier, a pensioner of the Government, who testi- 
fies as I have read you, and I take the report of the honorable Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections and I look in vain for any intimation 
from that committee that any such testimony has ever been given be- 
fore it. 

Mr. President, I propose to make the testimony taken in this case 
argue it. I desire to say but little in it. Isimply desire to call at- 
tention to sworn testimony, testimony which was before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, testimony which that committee have ut- 
terly ignored at the time they were sending to the country what pur- 
ported to be a fair statement of the result of the investigation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas if he will yield to me 
in order that I may move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business ? 

Mr. COKE. I will yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 50’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
T eee adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 15, 1889, at 

o’clock m, i 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 14th day of February, 1889. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Bainbridge Reynolds, to be captain, January 17, 1889, 
vice Vroom, appointed inspector-general with the rank of major. 


Second Lieut. Tyree R. Rivers, to be first lientenant, January 17, 
1889, vice Reynolds, promoted. 


First Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Frank H. Edmunds, regimental adjutant, to be captain, 
January 24, 1889, vice Scott, who vacates his line commission on ac- 
cepting as captain commissary of subsistence. 


Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. John Carland, to be captain, January 25, 1889, vice 
Badger, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Reuben B. Turner, to be first lieutenant, January 25, 
1889, vice Carland promoted. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Edwin P. Pendleton, to be first lieutenant, end 
24, 1889, vice Hay, appointed commissary of subsistence with the 
of captain. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Harry A. Leonhaeuser, to be first lieutenant, January 
31, 1889, vice Webb, resigned. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Alfred B. Jackson, to be first lieutenant, February 1, 
1889, vice Finley, appointed regimental adjutant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Richmond McAllister Schofield, of New York, to be second lienten- 
ant, February 11, 1889, vice Ryan, transferred to the Third Cavalry. 
First Regiment of Cavalry. 
Sergt. Henry A. Barber, Troop E, Seventh Cavalry, to be second lieu- 
tenant, February 11, 1889, vice Mills, nominated for promotion. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Sergt. Michael M. McNamee, Troop G, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Rivers, nominated for pro- 


motion. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Moses Gray Zalinski, Battery H, First Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Thompson, nominated for promo- 


tion. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Sergt. Robert W. Rose, Company C, Sixteenth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Lyman, transferred to the Sec- 
ond Cavalry. 4 

Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
William C. Bennett, Company H, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Turner, nominated for pro- 


motion. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 
ral Frederic H. Sargent, Company G, Seventh Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Greene, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 

Sergt. William A. Campbell, Company K, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Butler, nominated for trans- 
fer to the Fifth Cavalry. 5 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Corporal John M. Sigworth, Battery L, First Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Perry, nominated for transfer to 
the Ninth Cavalry. 

Fifteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Corporal Harold L. Jackson, Company F, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Anderson, nominated for 
transfer to the First Cavalry. 

Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Sergt. Percival G. Lowe, Company B, Eighteenth Infantry, to be sec- 

ond lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Hardin, promoted. 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Sergt. Wilson Chase, Troop B, Seventh Cavalry, to be second 

lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Hart, nominated for transfer to the 


Fourth Cavalry. 
First Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Robertson, nominated for pro- 


motion. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. William H. Hart, of the Twentieth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Fowler, resigned. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Matthew C. Butler, jr., of the Ninth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Cornish, nominated for pro- 


motion. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lient. Alexander W. Perry, of the Tenth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice Jackson, nominated for pro- 
motion. 


Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. George E. Stockle, of the Twenty-fifth Infantzy, to 
second lieutenant, Fe 


ruary 11, 1889, vice Hall, resigned. : 
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Second Lieut. William T. Littebrandt, of the Tenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 11, 1889, vice McDonald, nominated for 
promotion. < 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore George E. Belknap, a resident of New Hampshire, to be 
a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 12th February, 1889, vice Rear- 
Admiral Ralph Chandler, deceased. 

Capt. John G. Walker, a resident of Iowa, to be a commodore in the 
Navy, from the 12th February, 1889, vice Commodore George E. Bel- 
knap, promoted. 

Commander Silas Casey, a resident of New York, to be a captain in the 
art from the 12th February, 1889, vice Capt. John G. Walker, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut, Commander James M, Forsyth, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a commander in the Navy, from the 12th February, 1889, vice 
sea poe Silas Casey, promoted (subject to the examination required 

y law). 

Lieut. Charles Belknap, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 12th February, 1889, vice Lieut. 
Commander J. M. Forsyth, promoted. 

Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, junior grade, a resident of Mlinois, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy, from the 12th February, 1889, vice Lieut. 
mgs Belknap, promoted (subject to the examination required by 

w). 

Ensign Alfred L. Hall, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant, junior 

de, in the Navy, from the 15th January, 1889, vice Lieut. F. S. 
a T, aroni grade, promoted (subjectto the examination required 
y law). 

Lieut. Walter S. Hughes, junior grade, a resident of Iowa, to bea 
lieutenant in the Navy, from the 15th January, 1889, vice Lieut. 
Ters R. Miles, deceased (subject to the examination required by 

a 
Ensign Harry M. Dombaugh, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant, 
poster grade, in the Navy, from the 15th January, 1889, vice Lieut, 

. S. Hughes, junior grade, promoted (subject to the examination 
required by law). 

Ensign William R. Rush, a resident of Louisiana, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 11th February, 1889, vice Lieut. 
George C. Foulk, junior grade, resigned (subject to the examination 
required by law). 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1889. 
COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 
Carroll D. Wright, of Boston, Mass., to be Commissioner of Labor. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Eugene E. White, of Arkansas, to be an Indian inspector. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXTRA COMPENSATION, EMPLOYÉS SIXTH AUDITOR’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the of 
the Treasury, transmitting, with a letter from the Sixth Auditor, a 
petition of employés in his bureau asking compensation for extra serv- 
ices from July 1, 1887, to September 30, 1888; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. BECKWITH VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case 
of George H. Beckwith rs. The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

APPEALS TO SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S.. 3865) to pro- 
vide for writs of error or appeals to the Supreme Court of the United 
States in all cases involving the question of the jurisdiction of the courts 
below; which was read a first and second time. 

‘Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, a bill in exactly the same terms as this 
has already been unanimously reported by the Judiciary Committee of 
the House, and this was unanimously reported from the Senate Judi- 

Committee. It isashort bill, but quite an important one; and 
in view of the importance of the subject involved I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., Thatin all cases where a final 
dered in ncitGaltcourtof the Unived Btatesin Eion 


t or deeree shall be ren- 
shall have been a ques- 


tion involving the jurisdiction of the court, the party against whom the judgment 
or decree is rendered shall be entitled to an appeal or writ of error to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to review such judgment or decree without 
reference to the amount of the same; but in cases where the decree or judg- 
ment does not exceed the sum of $5,000 the Supreme Court shall not review any ` 
question raised upon the record except such question of jurisdiction; such writ 
of error ora shal! be taken and allowed under the same isions of law 
as apply to other writs of error or appeals except as provided in the next fol- 
lowing section, 

Seo, 2. That in cases of ju ents or decrees mentioned in the first section of 
this act, and heretofore rendered, where the period of limitation for taking 
writs of error or appeals in other cases has not expired, appeals or writs of error 
may be sued out at any time within one year after the passage of this act, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 


HEIRS OF REAR-ADMIRAL CHARLES H. BALDWIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
125) authorizing the heirs of Rear-Admi.al Charles H. Baldwin, United 
States Navy, to receive a snuff-box set in diamonds from the Czar of 
Russia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee. on Naval Affairs. 


CLAIMS OF CALIFORNIA ON ACCOUNT OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3439) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to ascertain the amount of money which has 
been expended and the obligations assumed by the State of California 
growing out of Indian hostilities therein and upon the borders thereof 
not heretofore reimbursed by the United States. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of that bill. Itisashort bill, 
and simply authorizes the Secretary of War to make a report in regard 
to the claims of the State on account of these expenditures assumed by 
the State. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

fer: a Is there objection’ to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. LANDES. I object. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that objec- 
tion. This bill has been favorably considered and reported. I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky, the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims, to state the facts in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. But objection has been made. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
allowed to remain upon the Speaker’s table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 


RETURN OF BILL ‘TO THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Senate: - 
In THE SENATE OF THE Untrep STATES, February 13, 1889. 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
ig to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate, 314, for the relief of Henry 


The SPEAKER. Without objection this request will be complied 
with. 
There was no objection, and it wasso ordered. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. YARDLEY, 
for five days, on account of important business. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to submit a privil report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11795) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Governinent for the fiscal year ending June 30, isu, and for other 
purposes, having considered the same, beg !eave to report that they recommend 
concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 16, 90, and 93. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 29, 30, 31, 32,33, 34, 35, 86, 37, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49. 50, 51, 52, 
53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 
78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 91, 92, 94, £5, 96, and 97. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There certainly ought to be some statement as 
to the amendments recommended to be concurred in. The House is 
entitied to some knowledge as to what it is acting upon. 

Mr. FORNEY. The amendments amount to very little, involving, 
the sum of $50,000 or $60,000 in the aggregate as increased by the Sen- 
ate. But we were not satisfied that we ought to agree, and simply non-| 
concur in the amendments and ask a conference. Then the conferees 
of the House will be able to determine the ground of the increase. ~~ 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. But I refer to those amendments wherein the 
committee recommend concurrence, 

Mr. FORNEY. Let them be read. 

“Mr. WEAVER, Is there any new legislation? 

Mr. FORNEY. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments in which 
concurrence is recommended, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 16, page 6, after the word “dollars,” insert “or so 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 
Amendment numbered 90, page 72, line 19, strike out *‘the” and insert “for 


Amendment numbered 93, page 80, line 1, strike out “of” where it first oc- 
curs. 

Mr. FORNEY. Theamendments, the gentleman will see, are purely 
clerical. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman could haye stated that these 
were merely formal amendments. 

The report of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House request a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes on this bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the managers on the part of the House 
Mr, FORNEY, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. CANNON. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations to report back the 
bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and toask the adoption of the accompanying report, 
and request a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11917) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, together with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: They recom 
eoneurrence in the amendments of the Senate num 2,3,and 13. They 
eee s ia Concer ones in the amendments numbered 1, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9,10, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

‘The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is thisa report from the committee of con- 
ference? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. It is.a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the gentleman makes the report and 
asks for a conference. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I-desire to ask the gentleman from Texas what 
items he-asks non-cencurrence in. 

Mr. SAYERS. The first item we ask non-concurrence in is the first 
amendment, which is: 

That the sums by this act shall be available until.expended 
and to be expen under the direct supervision of the Board of Ordnance an 
Fortification, created ‘by the fortifications appropriation act approved Septem- 
ber.22, 1888, and in the manner prescribed by said act. 

We also ask non-concurrence in the fourth amendment, in which the 
Senate struck out: 

For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it bleto 

ne mines; for continuing torpeduexperimentsand for practical 
of. engineer troops in the details of the service, 330. 

We also move to non-concur in the amendments numbered 5, 6, and 
7, which are subdivisions of the fourth amendment. They are as fol- 
lows: 


©) For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible to operate 


arine mines, $250,000, 
(6) For continuing to o experiments and for practical instruction ofen- 


gincer troops in the details of service; $30,000. 
(7) For the purchase of movable submarine torpedoes, propelled and controlled 
at will by power transmitted from shore stations, $200,000, 


In the eighth.amendment the Senate strikes out that provision of the 
House bill which relates to the test of experimental guns— 


Procured under the act of September 22, 1888,;namely,for one 10-inch wire- 
wound gun, $28,000; for-one 12-inch gun, steel-heoped, $39,500, 


‘We also move to non-concur in the Senate amendment numbered 9, 
which provides— - 
For the purchas>.of machine guns, musket caliber, of American manufact- 
ure, $20,000, 
A provision of that kind has already passed the House in the Army 
bill. We also ask to non-concur in the eleventh amendment— 
For the manufacture of forty caissons and ten combined battery wagons and 


e sub- 
on 


forges for 3.2-inch field guns, 4. 
And also in the twelfth amendment— 


For procuring the necessary instruments and other materials and for the 
installation of instruments for conducting the annual heavy artillery 
Praon of the Army, $20,000, 


We also move to concur in the thirteenth amendment, which pro- 
vides that all material purchased under this act shall be of American 
manufacture. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Trise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman, as I understand, is entitled, 
as a matter of privilege given to the Committee on Appropriations, to 
report this bill at any time. Has he the right to insist upon action 
upon the report at auy met 

The SPEAKER. He has not, except in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I make the point of order that it shall 
be considered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Then that order will be made. 


DIVISION OF RESERVATION OF SIOUX INDIANS, 


Mr. PEEL. I desire to call up, as a matter of privilege, the bill (H. 
R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment.of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes, 
It isa bill that was considered a few evenings ago, and the previous 
question was ordered upon the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, with an amendment thereto by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not privileged, then. 

Mr. PEEL. It is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the bill was considered under a 
special order a few evenings ago, and anamendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], and to thatan amendment was 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and 
the previous question was ordered on the amendments. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman calls up for consideration the bill 
the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Na- 
tion of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Before the bill is taken np I desire to understand 
whether it is likely to take any time, or whether there will be a yea- 
and-nay vote. 

Mr. PEEL. It is the understanding that we shall only take a vote. 
If it requires that I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that this order 
was made by unanimous consent, and that some debate was provided 
for in the order. 

Mr. PEEL. That, however, by agreement, has been withdrawn. 

Mr. PAYSON. That was the arrangement by unanimous consent 
in the House when this bill was under consideration. Since that time 
I have said to the gentleman from the chairman of the com- 
mittee, that I will be content with a simple vote upon the two propo- 
sitions; first on theproposition made by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
as modified by myself. If that shall be carried it will end the matter. 
Fr BLOUNT. I hope unanimous consent will be given to change 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is that a Senate or a House bill? 

Mr. PEEL. That is the bill that was considered the other night. 
pe Parey Is there Snipe to modifying the order so as not 

provide for debate, the previous order having made that provision? 
The Chair hears none, one . = 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent to state the amendments so 
that the House may understand them. 

That amendment applies to the disposition of the land acquired un- 
der the bill. The amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is to let settlers have it free. Theamendment of the 
gentleman trom Illinois [ Mr. PAyson] is to let the honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors have it free, the same proposition which was voted 
Spon in the Oklahoma bill. I hope both amendments will be voted 

own. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. This or- 
der was made by consent, and the business is in some confusion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGK, of Kentucky, moved to strike out the proviso set out in 
lines 8 to 18 of section 21. 


Tie SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the proviso. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Thateach settler under and in accordance with the provisions of said 
homestead acts shall pay to the United States, for the land so taken by bim,in 
addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $1.25 per acre for all lands dis- 
posed of within th» first three years after the taking effect of this act, and the 
sum of 75 cents per acre for all lands dis; within the next two years fol- 
lowing thereafter, and 50 cents peracre for the residue of the lands then undis- 


poms of, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor according to said 
ws, and after the full payment of said sums, 


Mr. PAYSON. That amendment was accepted by the gentleman 
from Kentucky,including the next proviso ending with the word ‘‘acre,’”? 
in line 21. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the additional proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all lands undis; 
pene don neon aa) effect of t 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posing to strike out all that has been read by the Clerk. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 51, noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ite oe amendment is proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
AYSON]: 

“Strike out,in line 25, page 24, the words ‘ except to said sums’ and insert: 

“*For itis po oy i provided that the rights of honorably diseha: Union 
soldiers and iors in the late civil war to make homes on the public lands 
under the existing homestead laws shall not in any degree be impaired by the 

ge of this biil and the right of all such honorably discharged Union sol- 

pasg or sailors to make hom entry and perfect the same by occupancy 
under the existing homestead law shall extend to any and all land which shall 
be opened to any settlement by the provisions of this bill.’ s 

The question was puton agreeing to the amendment; and the Speaker 
decl that the noes seenfed to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I eall for division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 81. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
that point. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. PEEL. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 112. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was $ 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a mat- 
ter of privilege. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to call upa privileged matter. 
ADMISSION OF DAKOTA, ETC. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the bill S. 185, which was submitted on Saturday last and 
printed in the RECORD, It is a bill to provide for the admission of the 
State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of the 
Territory of North Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to raise the question of consideration upon 
that report. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the reading of the report is dispensed with, 
the proper time to raise the question of consideration is after the re- 
port has been read. It has been printed in the RECORD, however, and 
unless some gentleman desires to have it read, the question can be taken 
without the reading. Is the reading of the report demanded ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It had better be read. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Accompanying the report there isa 
request for further instruction. 

The SPEAKER. That will come after the report. The instruc- 
tions are no part of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, we have only thirteen legislative days 
left, including this, and it does seem to me that this bill ought not to 
be put forward at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks to have the re- 
port read, The matter is not debatable. 

Mr. CX. Mr. Speaker, is this matter debatable? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question of consideration is not debatable. 

The Clerk read the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed now to 
consider this report? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to call up the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 105, noes 23. 

So the House decided to consider the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move that the House further insist on its 
amendments to the Senate bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The House must first dispose of this report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report simply states the fact that the con- 
ferees have failed to agree. $ 

The SPEAKER. Still the House must dispose of the report before 
it takes any further action. The question is upon agreeing to the re- 


port. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. It simply states that the 
conferees have not been able to agree. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move that the House further insist upon 
its amendments to the Senate bill and agree to the conference re- 
quested, 


of under this act at the expiration of ten 
act shall be paid for by the United States at 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. Pending that, I move that the House 
recede from its amendments, in accordance with the resolution offered 
by me the other day. 

The SPEAKER, The motion to recede has priority over the motion 
to insist. But the Clerk will read the resolution of the gentleman. 
The Chair does not know whether the entire resolution has precedence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede— 

_ The SPEAKER. Theonly motions now in order are that the House 
insist, and that the House recede. After these motions are disposed of, 
if a further conference should be ordered by the House, it will be in 
order under the practice of the House to entertain a motion for instruc- 
tions. The gentleman’s motion now is that the House recede from its 
amendments. That is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The adoption of that motion would leave the 
South Dakota bill just as it came from the Senate, with the amendments 
that the Senate has put uponit. Therefore I hope that motion will be 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER. This question is debatable; but the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] is first entitled to the floor, if he desires 
to occupy it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, I desire to state briefly the proposition 
as it stands before the House now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. After the 
House shall have voted to farther insist upon its amendments and agree 
to the conference it will then be in order, as I understand, to offer any 
instructions—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would so hold. The proposition forin- 
structions is not now pending. ° 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman from New York, as I understand, 
does not now desire to move that the House recede absolutely from its 
amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made that motion. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ihave made that motion. Mr. Speaker, 
how much time have I now? 

i The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman is entitled to one 
our, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state briefly 
the position of the question as it is now presented to the House. The 
bill as passed the House embraced the proposition for an enabling 
act for New Mexico and also for a resubmission of the question of di- 
vision to the people of both Dakotas. It also provided that the Terri- 
tory of Montana may come in by proclamation of the President. A 
motion was made to provide for the admission of Washington Territory 
by proclamation, which motion was lost, as was also the proposition to 
provide for the admission of North Dakota by proclamation. The mo- 
tion made by me to recede involves the dropping out of this omnibus 
bill of New Mexico, receding from the proposition for a new vote upon 
the question of division—eliminating that from the bill—and providing 
further that the Territories of Washington, Montana, and North Da- 
kota may come in, all by proclamation of the President or all by future 
act of The proposition made by me is that we shall recede 
from the pending omnibus bill as passed by the House in respect of 
those matters. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Willthe gentleman allow me 
aninguiry? Will these three Territories—Montana, Washington, and 
North Dakota—come in by proclamation or by act of Congress if your 
motion to recede should prevail? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In whichever way the House may di- 
rect. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX. My colleague will allow me to state that I desire to pro- 
pose a substitute for the instructions moved by him, so as to strike out 
all the agg proposed and to bring in these Territories by proclama- 
tion only. - ; 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ina moment I will yield to my friend 
to enable him to offer an amendment or substitute to that effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman’s motion to recede should prevail, 
will not that action pass the Senate bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is trae; butit involves some con- 
cessions on the of the Senate conferees. - 

Mr. STRUBLE. On what points, may I inquire? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Some minor details. We preroce to 
have Washington, Montana, and North Dakota come in under procla- 
mation, with an exception, perhaps, in the case of North Dakota. The 
disposition of the conferees is to yield to either of the two propositions, 
and have all three Territories come in under proclamation, or all three 
by future act of Congress. My colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] 
proposes to amend the instructions; and we shall have no serious ob- 
jection to that. But Washington and Montana, bear in-mind—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How can there be any amend- 
ment of the instructions if we adopt the motion to recede? The effect 
of that motion, as I understand, will be that there will be no further 
conference, i 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is a matter for future considera- 
tion, 
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, Mr. COX. I should like the Chair to state the effect of agreeing to 
the motion to recede. When do the gentlemen’s instructions become 
pertinent? If we recede does not that pass the Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the House should recede from its 
amendments no instructions are necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would pass the Senate bill. 

Mr. COX. As Ihavesaid, the effect of agreeing to the motion tore- 
cede is to pass the Senate bill. , 

The SPEAKER. It the Senate bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The Senate bill doesnot embrace North 
Dakota, Washington, or Montana. 

Mr. COX. Then you do not want to make the motion to recede. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York.. No, I do not want to pass the Senate 
bill, 

If we insist on our amendments it goes back to the conference com- 
mittee in order that they may report an amendment bringing in Wash- 
ington, Montana, and North Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. If the House recedes from its amendment to the 
Senate bill, the Senate bill is and becomes the law when ap- 
proved by the President, There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My amendment, then, is not now in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order now if it is an instruction. It 
will be in order as soon ds the House determines to insist and agree to 
the further conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then withdraw your amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I withdraw my amendment, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will insist on 
its amendments to the Senate bill and request a further conference. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Now the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York will be in order, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My amendment will come in as an in- 
struction, and I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the amend- 
ments to the Senate bill 185 in the following respects: 

1, That the cacy nes New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof may 
be excluded from the bill. 

2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota by proclamation of the President, under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resubmitted to the zoe of South Dakota, with provisions 
eed = pd election of State officers, an thout a new vote on the question of 

3. Further providing that the proposed States of North Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington shall be admitted on the same basis, i. e. : 

(a) All of them under proclamation by the President; or 

i All ofthem by formal acts of admission. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. In addition to the observations alread 
made by me I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, there are some questions re- 
lating to the election of gaeat, apportionment, date ofadmission, and 
resubmission of the South ota constitution which can be provided 
for by the conferees in their report. The material points are stated in 
the resolution which has just been read. 

The main pointof course is, as the House will see, there is eliminated 
from the bill New Mexico. It is evident there can be no agreement 
for New Mexico under an enabling act. As to South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Montana, and Washington there is no difference of opinion. 
As to New Mexico there is wide difference on both sides of the House, 
Personally, I do not have any serious objection to considering New 
Mexico in this bill; but the differences are so marked we have agreed 
it shall be brought up in a separate bill for future consideration. There- 
fore under this instruction the conferees will eliminate from the bill 
New Mexico, and it will provide for the admission of Washington, Mon- 
tana, and North Dakota by proclamation or by future legislation. As 
to the matter of details there will be no difficulty. If this be carried 
out by the House, it will give to the Union four new States before the 
end of the year. 

I yield the floor to my colleague, [ Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. I should like to inquire wherein there exists any 
necessity for a resubmission of the Sioux Falls constitution to the peo- 
ple of that Territory? For it looks to me as if we were simply con- 
tinuing the same old policy of delay, delay, delay, without any end. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Not at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not see what else it means. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is absolutely necessary to resubmit 
it because there are some amendments which are necessary—as to the 
division lines, for instance. 

Mr. PAYSON. That could all be provided for by the act of Con- 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is deemed necessary that there should 
be a resubmission on both sides, 

Mr. PAYSON. - There is one gentleman on this side, at least, who 
does not agree to that. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire now to reserve ten minutes of 
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my time, and yield the remainder of it to my colleague from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. A 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I shall propose at the proper time to offer 
asubstitute for the instructions proposed by my colleague [Mr. BAKER]. 
The amendment which I propose is substantially the proposition of my 
colleague, except that I insert a new election for both State and Federal 
officers. My substitute also strikes out that much of the provision as to 
North Dakota, Montana, and Washington, which alternatively requires 
either proclamation or formal action hereafter by Congress. My substi- 
tute provides that their admission be allowed under a proclamation 
alone of the President. As to the other matters not contained in the 
instructions referred to, such as fixing the day of the convention, the 
number of members, the boundaries of the districts, matters connected 
with school lands, and subjects of that immaterial character, I would 
leave them to the sound judgment of the conferees. 

Now, I will not take up much time in discussing this matter. Ihave 
already talked a good deal about it. Igave my views when this ques- 
tion was presented before, and when I addressed the House at that 
time I indicated that I would look perhaps to the Senate for certain 
legislation, in case we could not get here all that was desirable. 

Let us thank the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for giv- 
ing us this opportunity to act promptly. We are almost within a fort- 
night of the end of this Congress, but there is yet time, if fortunately 
we seize it, to prepare these Territories so that they may come in at 
the next Congress by the action of this one. 

It would seem thaton three points the Senate and House differ. The 
House declared for New Mexico. TheSenate opposes. The House de- 
clared. for a submission of the question of division of Dakota. The 
Senate opposes such submission. The Senate favors, with a view to 
prevent delay, a proclamation by the President to bring in these Ter- 
ritories and a resubmission, with which the House should be satisfied. 
To reconcile these disagreements is the objeet of my substitute. On 
these several points it is hoped that there may bea concurrence of the 
two branches, so that some law or finality shall be assured during the 
presentsession. There should not be undue delay nor hasty agreement. 
The subject-matter calls for moderation, discretion, and dignity, 

As to the first point of difference, Iam well satisfied, as I havestated 
in remarks heretofore, that New Mexico, if admitted as a State, would 
be ‘‘republican,’’ not merely in form, but in partisanship. 

She prepared a constitution in 1876. The bill of admission passed 
both branches. It was lost through disagreement on amendments, just 
as she may now fail of admission. Any exclusion of the Territory on 
political grounds, whatever may be our party bias, is to be deprecated. 
It is therefore an act of great self-abnegation on the part of the Re- 
publicans of this House and of the Senate to reject New Mexico on 
grounds which I think are unsubstantial. 

If I am right in my judgment, and I have good foundation for it, it 
would now seem impossible to make New Mexico Democratic. Her 
last two Legislatures were heavily Republican, and at present there are 
over two-thirds Republican majority in each branch. The election of 
our friend Mr. JosepH—the Delegate—in 1884, was owing to a split 
in the Republican party. But the two Republican candidates had a 
majority over Mr. JOSEPH of 2,851. Thesame vigilant gentleman was 
elected in 1886 owing to a bad nomination of the Republicans. His 
popularity was tested by his election in 1888, and it was owing to the 
fact that he championed the rights of the Territory to admission. 

These facts, in addition to other data, show, à priori, that New Mex- 
ico will be Republican, and if the Republican Senate insists that she 
shall not be admitted, I would not make my insistence too emphatic 
against their wishes. And, therefore, since it is impossible to agree 
with the Senate on that point, I would yield it. I would yield it, be- 
cause I would not nullify, by the failure of this bill, the good work as 
to the other Territories already done by both Senate and House. 

To conclude as to New Mexico, Mr. Speaker, allow me to say that 
in former remarks I presented all the points possible in my judgment 
for her admission. I know, and so advise gentlemen on both sides of 
the House, that New Mexico will not be admitted by the action of the 
Senate now. They stand on that. 

Mr. DUNN. And we should stand on it. 

res COX. And so we all stand, but other Territories unhappily 
suffer. 

As to the question of the division of Dakota, all who have taken the 
pains to inquire know how absolutely foregone is that conclusion. For 
myself I would not vote for Dakota nor for this bill, unless she were 
divided—not even to conform to the wishes of every one of her people, 
whether expressed separately by North and South Dakota or by the 
Territory asa whole. My reasons have already been given, and they 
are insuperable. 

I would, therefore, yield to the Senate in that regard. The vote on 
the division is not a matter of great consequence, in view of the fact 
that it will not delay admission, and division is beyond peradventure. 

As to the third idea, of admitting these Territories by proclamation 
of the President, Iam entirely content, as I have said before. There 
are precedents as well as reasons for such action; and in view of long 
and irritating delays such precedents and reasons should have emphasis. 
I would follow them as to the other Territories which have provided 
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constitutions, and whose constitutions, if they do not remain as the will 
of the people, may be resubmitted undersuch conditions as the conference 
made provide. 

Therefore, with a view of testing what the good sense and patriotism 
of both parties and both branches of Congress may accomplish, I offer 
the < api to the instructions of my colleague from New York [ Mr. 
BAKER). 

As to the question of division, we also know now, though some did 
not know it last session or at the beginning of this session, but every 
man who cares to inform himself now knows that there is no question 
left in Dakota as to the wisdom and propriety of dividing that Territory. 
Time, circumstances, political questions, the last election, and other 
things have inexorably decided that there shall be adivision of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Astothe matter of bringing in North and South Dakota promptly by 
proclamation, including Montanaand Washington, after their constitu- 
tions have been submitted or under their present constitutions or under 
resubmission of their constitutions to the people, why ought we not to 
be content with that arrangement? There are precedents for such ac- 
tion. There is the case of Colorado. It isa prompt way of deciding 
questions that have hovered over Congress for many years. They ought 
to be settled. No question of ‘trepublican form” is ible. It is 
absurd to question the certainty of their institution as ‘‘ republican”’ 
States in every con eivable defintion of the word ‘‘republican,’’ exce; b 
its partisan meaning. ‘The proclamation will conform to the constitu- 
tional requirement as well as to the expressed will of the people. 

As I have said here before, these Territories have the requisite re- 
sources and population. ‘They have all the intelligence and wisdom to 
conduct their own business as States. Now is a fit time, I think—the 
best time of all others—to complete the work which has been began 
under the auspicesof my distinguished friend, the chairman of the com- 
mittee. I say itisa good time, because we never saw the United States 
of America in such a condition as now to contemplate and master its 
own future. 

Mr, Speaker, the country should congratulate itself, or Congress at 
least should, on the fact that we are permitted to look after oar own 
domain, interests, and Government without foreign complications. 

The black cloud that hovered over Hayti and over this House yester- 
day has happily rolled hy. [Laughter.] Grim-visaged War, which the 
other day was impending with Germany, hath smoothed his wrinkled 


t. 

h ar y constituents of Teutonic origin ean drink their beer and pursue 
ir thriity oecupations undistarbed by the chatter of the quadruma- 
asus activities of the remote Samoan Islands, We hope that in that 
ote Pacific group the inhabitants may continue to eat their bread- 
sugit in peace, while the monkeys swing with independent though pre- 
hensile grip to the cocoanut trees that make Pago Pago so alluring to 

commerce, 

We may also congratulate ourselves that the great fishery question, 
which bid fair to add new horrors to the Arctic, remains in restful 
quietude—cool as the borean ice. 

We are left, therefore, Mr. Speaker, to pursue the problems con- 
negjed with immigration and the formation inte States of our splendid 
domain, which is to be filled by our enterprising native and adopted 
citizens. 

It is a matter, however, that has no felicitation along with it, that 
our gro ing Territories have not received that welcome invitation to 
statehood which their population, resources, and desires demand. That 
they have been bowing with cap in hand before Congress, or, rather, 
before our Committee on Territories, for several years is a matter of 
regret. Itis worse. It isa matter of peril. It is a matter of discon- 
tent and unhappiness to them and a peril te public liberty. 

I do not say that the honorable chairman of that Committee on Ter- 
ritories [Mr. SPRINGER] has been derelict in urging organism for Okla- 
homa or statehood for other Territories. 

“A Mexper. He isa bad man. 

Mr. COX. Oh. no; he isnot a bad man, [Laughter.] Why, the 
gentleman from Illinois has labored in season and ont of season over our 
vast realm and our Territories. He has looked after these Territories 
in the Northwest. All credit to him. He has been vigilant; he has 
been active; and still with all his digging around the young plants our 
Territorial and Stately growth in the West has had no result except a 
little flower which we have seen in his buttonhole; and now even that 
is gone. [Laughter.] All his work is fruitless, utterly fruitless, 

t us decorateourfriend from Illinois with something more substan- 
tial than flowers. Let him have some fruits as the result of his labor, 
Therefore I propose to end this matter by a substitute to the original 
instriction, which I will send up to be read at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the amend- 
ments to the Senate bill LS in the following respects: 

1, That the Territory of New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof 
may be excluded from the bill. 

2. That the bil may be soamended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota by proclamation of the President, under the Sioux Falls 
gonstitution, to be resubmitted to the people of South Dakota, with provisions 


for « new election of State officers, and without a new vote on the of 
division, 


8. Further providing that the States of North Dakota, Montana, and 
Wi phos abe A eonseisn on the same basis, and all of them under procla- 
n 


urther, that all such matters as relate to the election of delegates and appor- 
tionment of the districts in which members to the convention are to be 
the date of holding the convention, and the date of the resubmission of theSouth 
Dakota constitution, and the location of the temporary seat of government in 
South Dakota, and such other matters as are not included in the instructions 
above reeited to be referred to the committee of conference for their discretion, 
Mr. BAKER of New York. Ihave no objection to that, and will 
accept it. 
Mr. COX. Iwant to insert, after the word ‘‘State,”’ ‘and also Fed- 
eral elections.” 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I accept that. 
Mr. COX. One word more, and then I will yield a portion of my 
time. As I have remarked heretofore, and I desire to give additional 
emphasis to it, I do not believe now that we should make the admis- 
sion of New Mexico dependent upon Dakota, or vice versa. 
This is not just to either Territory. Let each one of these Territo- 
ries stand on itsown meritsinevery regard. [Crie<of “Thats right!” 
= es nt: eka ga pF now weshall save great 
rou complexity, tyw we legislate to bring in other 
Territories hereafter. 
A fortnight only remains of the present Congress, and these Terri- 
torial matters are still in chaos. Better had we attempted nothing— 
nothing whatever—than to fail now; and rather than fail now, I am 
willing, substantially, to come into accord with members of both 
ranes that some practical and conclusive result may follow our ef- ` 
orts. f 
I now yield tothe honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, as a member of the 
Committee on Territories of this House, that 1 am glad of the present 
indications of success in this great and important measure, and I am 
glad that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], a member of 
the committee of conference, is willing to accept the proposition ma e 
by his colleague from New York [Mr. Cox]. Here is an opportunity 
to lay aside all partisan considerations and deal with this great ques- 
tion of the admission of these Territories in a spirit of true patriotism. 
Here is an opportunity afforded both sides to rise above questions of 
party politics and reach out a hand towards these great Territories and 
welcome them into the Union. Partisan consideration aside, patriot- 
ism to the front! Let us unite as Republicans and Democrats 
in adopting this proposition, which is far removed from the low and 
sometimes disgraceful considerations of partisanship. 
One word in relation to New Mexico. I opposed the proposition to 
admit that Territory asa State. I did so, well knowing the fact to 
which the gentleman from New York has referred, namely, her dispo- 
sition to vote the Republican ticket. -I did not and do not believe that, 
in respect to important and essential requisitions, New Mexico 1s en- 
titled to present admission. I think her admi-sion should be deferred 
a little while longer; bat I think and I believe that the policv of the 
next Congress will be to deal with that Territory in a spirit of fairness 
and in a spirit. of proper liberality, with the view of doing in her case 
that which is patriotic and non-partisan. I hope, in conelusion, then, 
that we may unite here and now in support of this proposition of the 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 
Mr. SPINOLA. I wanta little time. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I yield five minutes to my colleague 
from New York [Mr. Spinora}. 
Si aria OR: I do not know that Iam on the same side as my 
iend. . 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is all right. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with some attention 
so as to hear if any of the gentlemen in favor of this proposition would 
assign & reason why New Mexico should not oceupy the same position 
as Montana and Washington. I bave heard no reason given except 
that, for certain political reasons, it is premature to admit New Mexico 
atthistime. To-day we are enjoying a sort of a love feast by setting 
aside political questions; at least I judge so from the course of the dis- 
eussion up to this time. I want it to be distinctly understood that I 
will vote for no measure unless New Mexico is put upon thesame footing 
with Montana and Washington, and that is where J believe this side 
of the House ought to stand, as I do not agree that it is good states- 
manship to oppose the admission of New Mexico on account of the 
religious opinions of a large majority of its inhabitants. 
It is all very well to talk about what the next Congress will do, but 
my experience has taught me to believe that when the next Congress 
comes into power this side of the House may look for but very few 
favors, and they will get no considerat on whatever for any measure 
which will have the least shadow of a tendency towards strengthening 
the Democratic party in this country. The admission of New Mexico 
they are opposed to, they say, because it has some proclivity towari 
Republicanism. If it has, let it be Republican, but place it upon the 
sume basis as, and give it the same privileges that you propose to con- 
cede to, Montana and Washington. There is no good objection to put- 
ting it there that I see, and I have heard no reason given on the 
other side why it should not occupy that position before this Honse. 
If we on this side are to concede every thing here—which we are about 
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doing, because we areabout bringing in three orfour Republican States to 
put the Senate of the United States where the Democratic party can 
not regain control of itin the next quarter of a century—let us at least 
insist upon this one point: there will be no more Territories to come 
in to make new States, and therefore we shall have to fight the battle 
upon common ground and shall have to carry some of the Republican 
States and bring in Democratic Senators from them instead of bringing 
then in from new States. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is a fair field. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, it is a fair field for your sideand I do not blame 
_ you for trying to occupy it. [Laughter.] I would do it myself if I 
was in your place. But, Mr. Speaker, for the reasons I have stated, I 
shall vote against this proposition unless New Mexico is granted the 
same privileges as Montana and Washington. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I want to say, in reply to my distin- 
guished friend and colleague from New York [Mr. SPINOLA], that I 
have been and am very much of the same disposition that he has ex- 
pressed. I feel very friendly towards New Mexico; but this proposi- 
tion to eliminate it from the pending bill is in the nature of a conces- 
sion. I do not believe that my friend from New York is willing to keep 
four Territories ont of the Union because perchance there is not a unani- 
mous sentiment in favor of New Mexico. We are all alike in favor of 
the admission into the Union of States in the shortest possible time; 
we desire that every foot of our territory shall come into the Union 
under proper conditions. I believe that in the next Congress we shall 
bring into the Union four other States—New Mexico, Wyoming, Idaho, 
and Arizona. A bill has been reported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories for Idaho, Arizona, and Wyoming. New Mexico may come in; 
but I am opposed to the idea of bunehing Territories. I want each 
Territory and each State to come in upon its own merits; I desire that 
they shall be considered independently of each other; and I do not be- 
lieve there is any disposition on the floor of Congress to keep out one 
State because. another can not come in without due consideration, I 
am proud of the spirit manifested on both sides of the House and so 
ably reflected by my honored colleague [Mr. Cox]. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KERR], and then I propose to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, personally I am in favor of the admission 
of any Territory that bas the requisite population. I have paid no 
attention and hereafter shall give no weight to any argument directed 
to establish the proposition that the people are not capable of sel!-gov- 
ernment. I believe that the way to do with men against whom any 
such imputation is made is not to exclude them, but to admit them to 
the full rights of citizenship and to membership in this Union, trust- 
ing that this will lead them to ability to maintain their rights and per- 
form their duties as citizens, 

I should be glad as an individual to have the opportunity of voting 
for the admission of New Mexico on the same footi g as theother States, 
1 believe that the Republican party fifteen years ago made no mistake 
when they voted for the admission of New Mexico into the Union; and 
I believe that had New Mexico been then admitted, she would to-d y 
have not merely the population necessary to admission into the Union, 
but a population of 400,000 or 500,000. I believe, however, that the 
admixsion of New Mexico is impossible under the present circumstances. 
The only way in which we can hope to secure justice to Dakota, which 
has been long delayed, is to provide for the adoption of the substitute 
recommended by the gentleman from New York. I believe it is the 
duty of this House to accept that; and then we can admit these Ter- 
ritories upon a non-partisan basis, 

I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, that if the Republican party in 
the next Congress should fail to admit New Mexico, they will find that 
in the Northwestern States where the people believe in the capacity of 
man for selt-government, it will injure the Republican pene. They 
will lose votes i they fail to admit New Mexico. I would prefer that 
each of these States shonld be admitted in a separate bill and on its 
own merits, but under the circumstances I shall vote for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New York which provides for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota and for the organization of the Territories of 
North Dakota, Montana, and Washington, and accomplishes an act ot 
long delayed justice. 

Mr. BAKEK, of New York. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Of course I do not want to interfere 
with the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPKINGER. The gentleman can reserve the remainder of his 
time and allow me to take the floor. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York (Mr. BAKER] bas 
thirty-five minutes remaining, 

Mr. BAKER. of New York. I reserve that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state briefly the differ- 
ences that arose in the conference committee between the conferees on 
the part of the Senate and those on the part of the House, or at least 
the majority‘of them. The Senate conferees proposed as a basis of 
agreement on this bill that the Territory of New Mexico and the pro- 


posed State of New Mexico should be excluded from the bill, and that 
the proposed State of South Dakotashould be admitted with the Sioux 
Falls constitution, provision being made for a new election of State 
officers, as provided in these instructions, without any further vote in 
the Territory upon the question of division. The other matters, it 
was believed on both sides, could be arranged without any instruction 
whatever from the House. On the other hand, the conferees represent- 
ing the House stated in the conference that they were willing to sub- 
mit the question of the exclusion of New Mexico from this bill toa 
vote of the two Honses of Congress and would be governed by that in- 
struction, but that they would insist upon a vote being taken in Da- 
kota on the question of division. In a spirit of compromise we pro- 
posed to recede from that portion of our amendment which requires a 
majority of all the votes cast in both North and South Dakota to au- 
thorize division; we propose that the vote be taken in all the Terri- 
tory, and that a majority of the votes cast in the whole be sufficient 
to decide the question whether there should be division or not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me make an inquiry of the gentleman from Il- 

nois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are you in favor of receding from that portion of 
the ment made as to New Mexico? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not. 

Mr. HOOKER. What isthe position of the committee on that sub- 
ject? 5 
Mr. SPRINGER. They insist on retaining New Mexico in the bill 
or leaving it to be determined by the two Houses. We are only the 
instrament of the two Houses, and will be bound by their instruction. 
The majority of the conferees on the part of the House were in favor 
of retaining New Mexico in the bill. 

I am of the opinion that all these questions could be arranged with- 
ont instructions. The conferees, however, t there should be a 
vote in South Dakota on the question of the relocation of the tempo- 
rary seat of gove:nment, as agreed to by the House and suggested by 
the Delegate from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD]. 

The majority of the House conferees were in favor of the admission 
of South Dukota into the Union according to the amendment submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and agreed to by 
the House almost without division. That amendment required there 
should be resubmission of the question of division. 

As to the question of excluding New Mexico, I desire to ask thr |. 
tention of the House, and especially of the other side of the Hous 
the history of the efforts of New Mexico to be admitted as a State 
the Union and to her ¢ aims to admission. $ 

In 1850 the Territory of New Mexico adopted a constitution, el 
a Representative to Congress, and the Legislature elected two Uu..ca 
States Senators, who came to Washington and asked to be admitted. 
Congress admitted only a Delegate on the floor of this House, refusing 
to admit the Senators or to pass a bill for the admission of the Terri- 
tory as a State into the Union. 5 

In 1874, at the first session of the Forty-third Congress, when Stephen 
B. Elkins was Delegate from that Territory, he introduced a bill for 
the admission of New Mexico into the Union asa State. That Lill was 
referred to the Committee on Territories of the House, and Mr, Me- 
Kee, from the Committee on Territories, submitted a unanimous re- 
port from that committee, May, 1874, first session of the Forty-third 
Congress, that Congress being nearly two-thirds Republican in both _ 
branches; and that report was adopted in committee without any mí- 
nority or dissenting views beiag submitted. 

I wish to call the attention of my Republican friends to that report, 
because it was the basis of action in that Congress. It states: `` 


he 


New Mexico is three times as large as Ohio, larger than all New England and BA? 


New York, and one hundred and sixteen times larger than Rhode Island. 
* * * * * e 


* * * 

It has a population of 135,000 aside from the Pueblos or village Irdians, sv 
from time immemorial have been agriculturists and among the best citizens o; 
our Territory, and who now number little short of 10,000, making a total popu- 
lation of over 140,000 people, mostly a quiet pastoral people and as truly loyal 
to the Government under which they live ss any people under the sun; that 
at the time of taking the last census there were in this Territory 100,000 people 
anos the many various mining districts remote from the mass of the settle- 
men 

On March 3, when that Congress was abont to adjourn finally, a 
final vote in the House was taken on that question. 

I want further to call attention to the tact that at that session of 
Congress an act was passed to enable Colorado to be admitted as a state 
into the Union. The bill for New Mexico and the biil for Colorado 
were running along together through this House and through the Sen- 
ate. The Colorado bill was passed, but the New Mexico bill failed. 
At that time Colorado did not have to exceed 60,000 population, and 
it was estimated a year and a half later the population was 100,000. 
New Mexico, still being in the shackles of Territorial government, had 
only increased from 135,000 to 175,000, while Colorado, clothed in the 
habiliments of statehood had increased from 60.0UU to over 500,000. 
Every gentleman acquainted with these two Territories, and their cli- 
mate and soil, knows there is more room in New Mexico, more resources 
upon which to build a State, than in Colorado, 

The bill which was introduced at that time, and unanimously re- 


1908 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


ported, passed this House by a very large majority, there being 164 in 
the affirmative to 54 in the negative. That was a Republican House 
of Re tatives. Some of the gentlemen who voted for that bill at 
the e mentioned are also members of the present Congress, and I 
notice amongst them the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER], the 
member from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], whom I see before me now, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HARMER], the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. O'NEILL], aud amongst them were other gentlemen 
who at that time were members of the House but who are now in the 
Senate, as Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, the Senator from Maine, Mr. 
Frye, and the Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. SAWYER. Also amongst 
those who were then members of this House, and voted ay, but are 
now out of Congress, I find the then Representative from Michigan, 
Mr. O. D. Conger, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Charles Foster, and 
Hon. William Lawrence, of Ohio, well known to all of you as Comp- 
troller of the Treasury afterwards, There were a number of other gen- 
tlemen distinguished since, who voted for that bill. It went to the 
Senate and was passed at the second session of that Congress by a vote 
of 32 in the affirmative to only 11 in the negative. Every Republican 
Senator, I believe, voted for it at that time. 

But that bill having passed the House at the first session, and pro- 
viding for the elections in the succeeding summer, it was necessary to 
amend it by providing a new day for the election of members of the con- 
vention as well as the time for holding the convention. The Senate 
put the formal amendments on the bill, and it came back here and re- 
mained on the Speaker's table until the night of the 3d of March, in 
the closing hours of the Congress, when it required a vote of two-thirds 
to take it from the Speaker’s table and pass it. The Colorado bill was 
taken from the table and passed the House by a vote of 164 in the af- 
firmative to 76 in the negative. Two-thirds having voted in the af- 
firmative the amendments of the Senate to the Colorado bill were there- 
fore agreed to, and the bill passed, and Colorado came into the Union 
by virtue of that vote passed in the closing hours of the Forty-third 
Congress. Two or three changes of votes would have changed the re- 
sult of that vote. 

The next question came up in regard to New Mexico, and a motion 
was made to suspend the rules, take that bill from the Speaker’s table, 
and pass it. The vote on that motion shows 154 in the affirmative to 
87 in the negative, and hence it lacked only 7 votes of being two- 
thirds and passing the bill at that time. I see that nearly every Re- 

-publican member of the House at the time voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. COX. And all the Democrats the other way ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; not all. 

Mr. COX. Well, very many. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Quite a number voted in the negative, but, as I 
have said, it came within 7 votes of having the necessary two-thirds 
to the bill. A number of Democrats voted for it, and many 
against it, as is shown by an examination of the record. I find among 
the yeas on the passage of the bill every Republican member from the 
State of Illinois at that time was present in his seat and voted in the 
affirmative, including my distinguished colleague [Mr. CANNON]. 

That was the position of the Republican party fourteen years ago in 

to the admission of the Territory of New Mexico. Since that 
time there has been a wonderful development in the Territory; there 
have been nearly 1,200 miles of railroad built; the common-school sys- 
tem has been adopted and a compulsory system of education put in 
force. School-houses and churches have sprung up in all parts of the 
country, and her resources have been largely developed, while her pop- 
ulation has gone up to 175,000. If New Mexico had then been admit- 
ted into the Un’on as a State it is my judgment that her resources 
would have still further increased and that the population in the Ter- 
ritory to day would be at least a half million of souls. 

Now, why do you want to keep New Mexico outany longer? Ifshe 
was equipped for statehood in the judgment of the Republican party 
in both branches of Congress fourteen years ago, when there was not a 
mile of railroad built in the broad limits of that great ‘| erritory, when 
it was an ‘‘outlying province” in fact as well asin theory, why is it 
that New Mexico is not entitled to admission now, with the vast in- 
ċrease of her population and resources? It is my opinion that if this 
bill passes and includes New Mexico, it will vastly stimulate the build- 
ing of railroads and encourage the rapid settlement of that great Ter- 
ritory. Why should we, then, as representatives of the great Ameri- 
can people, say to New Mexico she is not entitled to statehood, when 
at the same time we have before us a bill allowing statehood to North 
Dakota, Montana, and Washington, the two latter having less popu- 
lation according to the census than New Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not insist upon the retention of New Mexico on 
this bill in any spirit of partisanship. I am willing to concede and do 
concede that the question as to the future politics of that Territory is 
one of doubt and uncertainty, and will be governed, as well as the votes 
in the other Territories, by circumstances as they may arise hereafter. 
But I believe that the best statesmanship requires the admission of the 
Territory now with the others mentioned here, and if I could have my 
way I would go still further and include, rather than exclude any Ter- 
ritory, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming. 

In regard to the instructions proposed, I hope that they will be voted 


down and that we may be permitted to go into conference again unin- 
structed; and I have reason to believe, at least I hope, by presenting 
the facts to the committee of conference as I present them to you, that 
they will see the impolicy of retarding the march of progress in regard 
to these Territories. I believe it will add materially to the resources 
of New Mexico and increase her wealth, as has been the result in the 
other Territories. 

There is no reason why New Mexico should be excluded that can not 
be applied to other Territories of equal population. Why, I have been 
asked, have these four Territories been put in this bill? It was not for 
any partisan consideration, but because these four Territories (and if 
Dakota is divided, five) have a population which Congress has deter- 
mined on a former oceasion entitled a Territory to admission, namely, 
population equal to the ratio of one member of this House. AI the 
Territories that had that population were put in this bill except the 
Territory of Utah, which was deemed by the committee to have such 
peculiar surroundings as to entitle it to have a special bill in its behalf. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will my friend yield to me for a 
remark? F 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not yield for a remark. I will yield for a 
question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I want to say to my colleague and 
to the House that I am inclined myself to vote for the admission of 
New Mexico into the Union as a State. But we have kept Dakota out 
of the Union until it is now conceded here that there is sufficient 
ulation for two Representatives in Congress in that Territory. Now, 
the question that I want to submit to my colleague, while I agree 
with him in regard to the admission of New Mexico, is, whether there 
is any fairness here in still further keeping South Dakota out of the 
Union with a population sufficient to entitle her to two Representatives 
in Congress because we can not agree upon the admission of New 
Mexico? That is the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I might answer the 
why we should insist upon keeping New 
order that South Dakota might come in. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If my colleague pleases, it is not 
myself; but I think it must be admitted that we can not agree upon 
the admission of New Mexico. And why keep four Territories out 
of the Union because we can not agree as to New Mexico? 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as South Dakota is concerned, and the ad- 
mission of Dakota as a State into the Union, the question has not here- 
tofore been one of exclusion of Dakota, but the question has been solely 
one of division. We have differed upon that question. The friendsof 
division have insisted that they would prefer to stay out of the Union 
unless Dakota should be divided. But this bill permits division, and 
such a division as is acceptable to all the voters of the Territory, and 
that provision met with the approval of the Delegate from Dakota on 
this subject. Therefore I believe that we will at this session meet this 
question fairly with the Senate conferees, and that before the close of 
the session the bill will pass, I will say that the House conferees have 
been met with great fairness by the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
and that a disposition has been manifested on all hands to reach a con- 
clusion satisfactory to both Houses and to the whole country. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me, not for a remark but 
fora question? Is it not true that the Delegates from Dakota, Mon- 
tana, and Washington came here and introduced bills for the admis- 
sion oftheir Territories as States; that they have urged them upon the 
committee and failed thus far to accomplish a result, and that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] has never intro- 
dued a bill for the admission of his Territory althongh many of us de- 
sired that it should be offered ?, Why should all these other Territo- 
ries be dependent upon New Mexico? I think my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] must have studied it over just as fully as did these 
others, and he ought not to make the other Territories dependent 
upon New Mexico for admission, 

Mr. SPRINGER, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining ? 

The SPEAKER, There are two minutes remaining to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserved the remainder of my time and took the 
floor in my own right. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ihave yielded time to the gentleman 
trom Colorado. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave no objection that he 
should speak now. 7 

Mr. SYMES. Iam in favor of the proposition presented by the gen- 
tleman from New York as a matter of compromise at this late day in 
the session. It very seldom happens, sir, that we can get exactly what 
we want, no matter how interested we feel, and with what degree of 
positiveness we may form opinions upon important matters of legisla- 
tion. The whole history of legislation, as the celebrated Mr. Clay said, 
‘*is a matter of compromise’’ in the end. Now, sir, the proposition 
is this: Will we, because the Senate declines to agree to the admission 
of New Mexico by proclamation during the coming summer, keep out 
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the great Territories of South Dakota, Montana, and Washington, that 
have during the past five years been conceded from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, and from the Gulf to the Lakes, to be more fitted for admission 
probably than any other Territories that have ever knocked at the 
door of this Union for admission? 

Sir, I am in favor of an enabling act for the admission of New Mex- 
ico into the Union. I voted for that when I voted for the omnibus 
bill. But, sir, what are the facts? During the whole of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, when the questions of the admission of these Territo- 
ries seriatim and in omnibus bills were presented to the Territorial 
Committee, my friend, the Delegate from New Mexico, Mr. JOSEPH, 
and the governor of that Territory, Mr. Ross, were before the com- 
mittee rare kt the arguments, and Mr. JOSEPH was a member of 
the Territorial Committee, and neither he nor Governor Ross ever asked 
for the admissionof New Mexico. Not one petition was ever presented, 
not one bill was ever introduced showing that the people of New Mex- 
icd then asked or desired admission into the Union; and when the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. StrusLE] drew the minority report, which 
was signed by all the Republicans upon the committee except myself, 
I did not agree, sir, to many of the reasons which they gave why New 
Mexico should not be admitted into this Union; but I added to the re- 
port a special statement that I did not then favor the bringing in of 
New Mexico because the people of that Territory had not asked for 
admission, Sir, ever since I was a boy and read the speeches of Stephen 
A, Douglas I have advocated the doctrine that the people of a Terri- 
tory have a right to organize a government and come into the Union 
whenever they present a proper state of facts, bringing them within 
the precedents; but I never did advocate, and never will advocate that 
the people of a Territory like New Mexico, or any other, should be 
forced into the Union by tacking them on to a bill for political pur- 

when they do not desire admission. 

Wlien the Fiftieth Congress met it appeared that the matter of admis- 
sion to statehood had been worked up in New Mexico. How it had 
been worked up I donot know and I donot care. Suffice it to say that 
the people of New Mexico did then come before the Territorial Com- 
mittee of the Fiftieth Congress and ask for an enabling act that they 
might organize a State government and present themselves for admis- 
sion into the Union as a State. I voted in favor of thatadmission. I 
have voted to bring them in. I would bring them in in due time if I 
could; but you can not stand here consistently and contend that because 
the Senate, and many men upon this floor, will not agree to the admis- 
sion of New Mexico by proclamation during the coming summer, when 
until lately she has not asked admission, and when in fact she did re- 
fuse to ask for admission during the whole of the Forty-ninth Congress— 
that because the Senate and some gentlemen here will not consent to 
bring her in by proclamation under such circumstances therefore the 
admission of the great Territories of Dakota, Montana, and Washing- 
ton shall be embarrassed and delayed. 

The people of those Territories have each held constitutional conven- 
tions years ago and adopted constitutions. They have been asking 
admission for years. 

Bills have passed the Senate to admit South Dakota and Washington. 
All admit South Dakota ought to have been admitted long ago on the 
Sioux Falls constitution. 

Itis not right to keep these great Territories out of the Union, un- 
less a large majority are in favor of their admission as separate propo- 
sitions, only because there is a difference of opinion as to the fitness 
for admission of New Mexico. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Unless my friends on the other side 
desire tosubmit further remarks, I will now move the previous question, 

Mr. COX. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the principle of 
the omnibus bill which justified the putting of four Territories into one 
bill was that each Territory which had a population sufficient for one 
Representative and wealth sufficient to maintain the burden of a State 
government should be admittedinto the Union. It was on that prin- 
ciple, and that principle only, that an omnibus bill could be justified. 
Now we are asked to exclude from the bill New Mexico, which hasall 
the requisites of statehood, and to violate this principle, upon the sole 
ground that the Senate of the United States will not be in favor of the 
admission of that Territory, and this argument is made prior to the 
conference report being submitted to the Senate and prior to any in- 
structions by that body to its conferees. It is our declaration in sub- 
stance that we do not desire to admit New Mexico, and our justifica- 
tion of that declaration by laying it to the Senate, without the Senate 
having declared by instruction to its conferees that it agreed with us 
in that declaration. Therefore, the argument is not based upon fhe 
record, even if it were one that ought to influence us. 

It is not at all certain that if this House, representing the people, will 
insist that these four Territories shall become States the Senate will 
take the responsibility of holding those Territories any longer in a Ter- 
Xitorial condition. If it be true that New Mexico ought to be admitted, 
if it be true that we think upon our official sibility as represent- 


tives of the people that it ought to be admitted, itis our duty to 
Sow the responsibility of excluding that Territory upon the co-ordi- 


nate branch of Congress and let it refuse to do what is right; and it is 
not becoming in us to say that we will recede from a righteous act giv- 
ing statehood to two hundred thousand people on the mere guess that 
the Senate will order its conferees not to agree to the admission of New 
Mexico. It is the only Territory in this bill whose admission has Con- 
gressional approbation. In the Forty-third Congress a large majority 
of the Senate and the House voted that this Territory was then fit for 
statehood; and in the Forty-fourth Congress the Senate (which isa 
continuous body, not dissolved, as the House is, every two years) re- 
affirmed this Senatorial judgment that New Mexico ought to be ad- 
mitted. It is therefore the only Territory of which it can be said that 
both Houses of Congress have conceded, when it was more sparsely 
populated and less wealthy, that it was in a condition to be admitted 
into the Union. 

But, Mr. Speaker, admission into the Union is of itself a very great 
step in advance for a Territory. It is the cause of increased and more 
rapid development. And of all the Territories this remark will apply 
more truthfully and strongly to New Mexico than to any other.» In 
the treaty by which we obtained New Mexico there were provisions 
about the titles of land which still remain to plague those people and 
to render their titles uncertain. Perhaps the greatest curse that a 
new country can have inflicted upon it is an uncertainty in the titles to 
its lands. Where a man can not buy aclear title to his homestead, es- 
pecially when just across the line he can obtain cheap lands with per- 
fect titles, he will not settle and invest his means. We shall never 
have those titles cleared up except under the sovereign power of the 
State in whose courts they can be settled. There are questions grow- 
ing out of Indian depredations and other questions which need behind 
them for speedy settlement the power of a State. 

We declared fourteen years ago that New Mexico ought to be ad- 
mitted. We declare it now. Why shall shenot be admitted? Gen- 
tlemen say, *‘ Because if you insist upon it you keep other communi- 
ties from being admitted to privileges to which they are entitled.” 
The answer I make is, “I do not; there is no such responsibility upon 
me; it is not I who do it.” Ideny that this House, until the very last 
effort has been exhausted, until every possible endeavor has been made 
by conference, by respectful insistence, by earnest advocacy of the 
measure which we think just, has the right to surrender to the Senate 
what we believe to be proper. It is at the last moment that the wise 
statesmanship which resides in practical concessions is tobe found. It 
is a violation of our duty and an abdication of our prerogatives if we 
give up before it is n 

I apprehend, Mr. Speaker, if I may trench upon partisan ground, 
that there are other reasons than those assigned for this surrender to 
the Senate. We have heard a great deal this morning about this agree- 
ment being reached in a “non-partisan spirit,’ I hope I have as 
much of the ‘‘non-partisan’”’ as the average man, though I confess I 
am a partisan. I believe what I believe with all my heart; and I am 
in favor of doing, as far as conscience will let me, what is neces- 
sary for the building upof my party. And I do not put on any airs 
and pretend to any extra piety in believing or trying to make other 
people believe that I am not actuated by these motives. But I notice 
that the gentlemen who are talking about reaching an agreement in a 
“non-partisan spirit’? are themselves exceedingly anxious that this 
‘t non-partisan spirit’? shall be exhibited to the benefit of what they 
desire and to the detriment of those whom they are against. I would 
prefer to see a little more practical compromise than the compromise* 
that they hold out, by which they get all they want and make us give 
up all that we want. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more. As to the proclamation, I am 
in favor of letting these Territories come in by proclamation when they 
fulfill the requirements of the statute. I have no desire to delay them. 
I would like to go a step further. I would like to put in the other 
Territories. I would like to put into this omnibus bill, if it were pos- 
sible to do it, the Territories of Wyoming, Arizona, and Idaho; I would 
like to make a clean sweep, by having Utah admitted as soon as may be 
practicable. I would like to get rid of the ‘‘carpet-bag’’ government 
of the Territories. [Applause.] I would like to get rid of the anom- 
alous condition we are in so long as we legislate at Washington for those 
great Territories. I believe they would, as Statespincrease with a great 
deal more rapidity. I believe the whole system of Territorial govern- 
ment is a mistake—a system which has grown up by accretion out of, 
perhaps, mistaken construction of very narrow provisions of the Con- 
stitution. And I believe that the rings and syndicates which can eat 
up those lands and control those Territories, because we are so far from 
them, and because we legislate in ignorance of their true condition, 
would find an end to their pilfering as soon as we make those Territo- 
ries States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentlem na moment or two more, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I therefore, Mr. Speaker, ap- 
proach this subject, not as an enemy to the Territories, not as opposed 
to their admission, but as anxious for their admission as rapidly as 
sible. I trust that the House will insist until the very Tast ble 
moment upon this provision in favor of New Mexico. The responsi- 
bility will not rest upon us of keeping this and other Territories out 
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of the Union ny reason of a policy which will not admit a State that 
is ready to be admitted, whether such action grows out of political or 
religious prejudice, whether it grows out of the mere desire for politi- 
cal power, or whether it is based upon prejudices which find their root 
in religious differences. We ought to tender to the Senate in the name 
of a representative Union the proposition for this Territory to become 
a State, a Territory which they have said was competent for the duties 
of statehood. If the Senate aed not choose to accept this tender it 
is not our fault. 

For myself, Mr. Speaker, as to the whole political aspect of this ques- 
tion. I am not alarmed about it. I have no feeling of alarm as to the 
future. 

If the party to which I belong can‘not win the suffrages of those 
Western people; if by the arguments that will be submitted to them 
and by their sense of what is best for them, and by the exercise of in- 
telligence we can not carry those States, then it is the duty of my 
party to submit to the verdict, and we can not complain if it be against 
us. . Believing it important that we should get farther and farther 
from these Territorial and other disturbing questions; believing that 
until we get down to the great economic differences between parties 
we shall always have less strength than when we reach that issue, I 
am anxious for all these questions to be settled as quickly as possible. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield now for five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I was profoundly impressed by the 
splendid speeches made by the Delegate from Montana [Mr. TooLE] 
and the Delegate from Washington Territory [Mr. VOORHEES] when 
this question was originally up for consideration. I am as much in 
favor of the speedy admission of these great and growing Territories 
as any other member upon this floor. I acquiesce in all that has been 
said that when a Territory has suflicient population and possesses re- 
sources it is entitled as a matter of justice to immediate admission into 
the Union. But, sir, asa member of the House, and particularly as 
a member on this side of the House, I can not consent to yield up New 
Mexico to the mere refusal of the Senate until this House has ex- 
hausted every means of resistance of which we are possessed. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we would stand in a poor attitude 
toward the citizens of that Territory. We admit the people of South 
Dakota upon a convention which was formed ex parte. We admit the 
people of North Dakota, and I am willing to go as far, by way of ex- 
treme concession, as to admit all Territories on even terms on procla- 
mation; but, having done that, now to come into the House and say we 
were only playing with New Mexico, that this House after putting New 
Mexico in the omnibus bill and sending it to the Senate, now when the 
bill is returned to us from the Senate with New Mexico struck out, to 
get up in this House and congratulate ourselves on accepting the Sen- 
ate proposition, I say, sir, for one, is an outrage on the people of New 
Mexico and savors of insincerity. How can we justify our action as a 
non-sectional, unprejudiced, broad-minded party? If this is nota par- 
tisan measure how can we justify our action to the citizens of the great 
and growing Territory of New Mexico? As has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], it is the only Territory which ever had 
a vote of the House and the Senate in favor of its admission into the 
Union as a State. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we have been only trifling with the peo- 
ple of this Territory of New Mexico. We offered the boon of statehood 
to them with a string attached, and as soon as they make an effort to 
comply with their constitutional duty, it is pulled out of their reach. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

As has been already stated, the people of New Mexico appeal to this 
House in favor of the admission of the Territory into the Union as a 
State. It is not proposed to force it upon them, as has been ted, 
but they ask forit. I understand further that the Legislature of that 
Territory of New Mexico is in session and they have unanimously de- 
manded their right to be admitted as a State into the Union. And 
the State of the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. Symes], who has spoken 
in favor of receding, the Legislature of his State of Colorado has passed 
aresolution demanding the admission of New Mexico as a State into 
the Union. . 

I have not heard an argument, Mr. Speaker, I have not heard a rea- 
son given on the floor of this House during the wholeof this discussion, 
not one, which would induce any fair-minded man to admit these other 
Territories into the Union and at the same time to exclude the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico from the same right. 

It is true there has crept in an insidious calumniation and narrow- 
minded misrepresentation of the people of that Territory of New Mex- 
ico, which I, for one, as a Representative on this floor on this side of the 
House, most indignantly resent. In this great nation of ours, in this 
cosmopolitan land there are no sectarian or Old World racial questions; 
there are no special reasons why rights should be accorded to one and 
refused to another. The spirit of our institutions is free; catholic, and 
tolerant. Every branch of the Aryan race goes to make up the popu- 
lation of this country, avd I will refuse by my vote to trifle with the 
rights of the citizens of New Mexico by applying to them a test which 
is unknown to the Constitution of the United States. Our people on 


all public questions are neither Saxon, Celt, Norsemen, Frank, nor 
Iberian, but always and everywhere American, and only American. It 
is only pseudo-Americans who assert to the contrary. These Spanish- 
Americans of New Mexico are Americans by birth, sympathy, and ed- 
ucation, and have so testified on the field of battle. They furnished 
more troops to the Union Army than some of the newStates. They 
will make splendid citizens of the coming State. 

When this bili was up as an original proposition the whole of this 
side of the House voted, if Inememberaright, together with a few gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, in favor of the admission of the 
Territory of New Mexico into the Union. Weare now asked that these 
other Territories shall be admitted into the Union as States and that 
New Mexico shall be excluded. Have we not beenin earnest? Have 
we not been honest about this matter? Was itdone simply for polit- 
ical effect? Were gentlemen merely juggling with the rights of the 
people of the Territory of New Mexico which to-day has more popula- 
tion than any of these other Territories ? R 

How could any member of this House, how can any citizen of this 
Union stand up in tbe Territory of New Mexico and justify the admis- 
sion of North Dakota, South Dakota, Washington, and Montana, and 
at the same time justify the exclusion of New Mexico? I hope this 
House will stand by its action in favor of the admission of New Mex- 
ico. 

I serve notice on the Republican side of this House I shall resort to 
every effort to resist doing such a gross act of injustice to the peopleof 
New Mexico. They are entitled to a speedy admission as a State into 
this Union with the other Territories, Thank Heaven, our blessed 
country is free from the bigotry, intolerance, savage ness, and 
cruel racial feuds of the Old World. The wretched bigots of our day 
may insinuate with assumed playfulness, but their cowardly and time- 
serving souls dare not unmask themselves in the lightof day. In these 
days we despise them for their duplicity, and pity them for theirweak- 
ness. America for the Americans, and by the blessing of God and an 
inspired Constitution we are all, wherever born, Americans in heartas 
well as name. Let the masked Tories gnaw files if it pleases them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, as this amendment of 
the gentleman from New York has been amended it lacks somewhat 
of the objectionable features I considered it to have when it was first 
introduced. As drawn by the gentleman in the first instance it legis- 
lated by this Congress into office men who were elected some three or 
four years ago by a mere fraction of the people of the Territory of Dakota. 
I speak knowingly on that subject, for Dakota is the oldest daughter 
of Minnesota, and I am pretty well acquainted with the sentiment of 
that people. But the gentleman has consented to, and I am informed 
has written into his amendment, a provision which makes it necessary 
to have a new election for United States Senators and Members of Con- 
gress and of all Federal officers. And this is as it should be. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another objection which to me is pretty 
radical, and it is by no means a question of party politics. The gentle- 
man provides that we shall, without seeing the constitution or know- 
ing what it contains, enact a law that shall practically declare tho 
policy of the Government to be that the President of the United States 
may admit into the Union of States any Territory which presents a 
constitution to him and asks admission. The Constitution of the United 
States requires that the United States shall ty to each State a 
republican form of government, and I think it is the duty of 
to see that the constitution presented is not only republican in form 
but such as should be approved. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is the course proposed by the amendment 
without precedent? 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It is not without precedent, that is true; 
but the precedent has been an exception; and the question is whether 
we shall now make that into a rule which would be a very dangerous 
precedent, by authorizing the President of the United States to de- 
termine that the constitution submitted by the Territory is republi- 
can and proper in form as required by the Constitution, when there is 
no sufficient reason for making such an exception or establishing a rule 
which must become a precedent for future action in such matters. We 
can not tell in advance what objectionable features may be incorporated 
into the constitution of States petitioning for admission, 

What exigency, what great emergency arises which demands that we 
place such a power in the hands of the President of the United States, 
and that we surrender to him the right and duty which the Constitu- 
tion hasimposedonus? There may the most important questions arise 
as to the admission of some new States. 

Furthermore, sir, permit me to say that I am in favor of admitting 
Dakota as two States. Iam frank to say, however, that if I were u 
citizen of Dakota I would not be in favor of its division. But asa 
citizen of the Northwest I want all of the power there that we can 
possibly get from the increase in the number of States and the two ad- 
ditional Senators. But I think it would be better for the people of 
that Territory themselves if they had but one State, and I am not cer- 
tain that the sentiment of the people would not be pretty largely in 
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that direction. Butas a citizen of the Northwest I say I want just 
as much influence as we can have to enable us to contend with the influ- 
ence of certain other sections of the country that have too long been col- 
lecting tribute of us. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But would not the people of Dakota be interested 
in having just as much influence as they would gain by the division of 

~the Territory and making two States ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Undoubtedly Dakota would have a 
joint interest with all of the Northwest. But looking merely at their 
own interest as a State I think they would be enabled to exert greater 
influence as a single State than as two. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But I mean asa part of the Northwest. 

Mr. W LSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir; their interest would be in 
common with allof the Northwest. And, as I before have said, I have 
been and am in favor of division and admission as speedily as possible. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not true that we would fail to get any legis- 
lation if we insist upon those provisions that-we think to be proper. I 
have felt tor several days that there would be an attempt to induce the 
Honse to recede, because there have been messages passing between the 
House and the Senate, and it has been whispered that there were sev- 
eral members, notably the gentleman from New York. who were going 
to recede. I think perhaps but for this there would have been an 
agreement by the conference committee before this. 

But, sir, we should look at the question without reference to indi- 
vidual preferences or party affiliations, and I am opposed to the propo- 
sition here involved for the fundamental reason that the United States 
Government ought to have power and retain it in itself to say when 
and on what constitution a State shall be admitted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield five minutes to the Delegate from 
New Mexico. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, New Mexico is the oldest Territory in 
the Union. New Mexico now, for the fourth time in her political his- 
tory, comes knocking at the doors of Congress for admission as a State, 
and I claim that that Territory has stronger claims in the line of treaty 
obligations than any of the other Territories which have been admitted 
already or which are now upon this so-called omnibus bill. 

Under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, under which the Territory 
of New Mexico was ceded and annexed to the United States, it was 
provided that New Mexico should, at an early day, and at the discre- 
tion of Congress, be admitted into the Union as a State. The people 
of New Mexico as early as 1850 held an election and elected a State 
Legislature and a Member of Congress, and the State Legislature elected 
two United States Senators. These Senators and that member of Con- 
gress came to the House of Congress and knocked for admission as a 
State; but then New Mexico was not admitted as a State but as a Ter- 
ritory, and the Congressman elected at that State election was admit- 
ted as the Delegate of that Territory. Again, in 1874 an enabling act 
similar to the one now under consideration was passed in this House 
by two-thirds majority in favor of the admission of New Mexico, The 
same bill was passed in the Senate by a two-thirds majority, and was 
only defeated by a mere technicality of disagreement between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman from New Mexico answer this 
question? Is it not true that you have not introduced the bill for the 
admission of New Mexico as a State into the Union until nearly the 
close of this session? 

Mr. JOSEPH. It is true that I did not introduce a bill. 

Mr. MORGAN (to Mr. JosepH). Is that because you did not think 
it was entitled to admission ? 

Mr. JOSEPH. It was not because our pore did not want admis- 
sion. ‘There has been every manifestation by the people of New Mex- 
ico, thoroughly irrespective of politics, favoring the admission of New 
Mexico. The present Legislature has unanimously adopted a memorial 
in favor of admission, and her expression upon that question has been 
seconded by the present Legislature of the State of Colorado. Itis also 
true, as my distinguished friend, Hon. Mr. Cox, from New York, 
has stated, that New Mexico may be Republican in the future. But, 
sir, I assert that if even that should be, I would rather bea citizen of a 
Republican State than of a Democratic Territory. Therefore I stand 
here and insist and demand the rights of the people of New Mexico 
that they have by virtue of treaty stipulations. Furthermore, Mr. 
Speaker, New Mexico has more than 10,000,000 acres of the best land 
in the world, the titles to which are now clouded by either Spanish or 
Mexican land grants, We have tried repeatedly upon the floor of this 
House to get legislation to adjudicate these titles, but have failed. We 
also have upwards of $5,000,000 in the way of Indian depredation 
claims. My people are getting overly anxious on seeing that 
has failed for more than forty years to provide a remedy for those de- 
fective titles and to grant an adjudication of these Indian depredation 
claims, and they have come to the conclusion that statehood is the 
only solution of our present difficulties. They now come and ask for 
admission into the Union. I therefore appeal to gentlemen on both 
sides of this House to vote for the admission of New Mexico, We now 
ask admission for the fourth time on this omnibus bill, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Irise now simply to nd to what fell from the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Wirson]. He intimated that he had 
heard the gentleman from New York (meaning myself) had receded or 
was abont to recede from what is known as the omnibus bill, and that 
thereby there was some encouragement given to the Senate to insist 
upon the exclusion of New Mexico. In response to that I beg to tell 
the gentleman and the House that I did favor the omnibus bill, but it 
was temporary and was so intended. I made no sort of secret of the 
fact. Aiter our effort to bring in the omnibus bill—in pursuance, if 
you please, of our caucus instraction—I said on page 9 of a speech that 
has since been printed in pamphlet that— 

I would have preferred that each one of these Territories should have come 
in by her own intrinsic vigor and virtue, and not through any interdependence 
or leaning upon one or more of the other Territories embraced in the bill. Per- 
haps in the end our legislation may run in that channel. Certainly such a chan- 
nel will be more easily navigable and free from quicksands and difficulties. I 
can not see why South Dakota should depend on the admission of Washington, 
or North Dakota upon the admission of New Mexico. 

I voted for the omnibus bill. Every time I spoke on the matter I 
said that I was willing to test this matter as to the quality of the om- 
nibus. Iserved notice then if we failed on that line after conference 
with the Senate that I was willing to vote for these Territories sepa- 
rately and apart. I referred again to the matter afterwards. In asub- 
sequent debate with my colleague from New York [Mr. BAKER] I said 
I was looking to the Senate for the final consummation of this matter; 
that I did not believe the House and the Senate would finally agree 
upon the matter of New Mexico and on other points of the omnibus 
bill. Further in my connection with this measure, when it was up 
before, I said that I would forever favor the division of Dakota. Why? 
Because it was too large in population, area, and resources to come in asa 
unit. Isaid then, as I say now, that if every man, woman, and child of 
Dakota expressed their wish and judgment foradmissionas aunit I would 
never cast my vote forit. It was not fair to other States. Ihave given 
my reasons again and again for years, and could give them again if 
necessary, to show why so large a Territory should not be admitted as 
one State. These reasons grow with the growth of Dakota and its mani- 
fold interests. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, who is always engaging, spoke of 
partisanship in reference to the admission of these Territories. From 
the beginning of this Territorial business, as far back as 1857, I was 
devoted to the principle that I stand on to-day—that is, that these 
matters of Territorial nonage and mature statehood are higher than all 
your temporary and superficial Federal and State politics. Gentle- 
men pretend here to be uninfluenced by partisanship. It may be so. 
I may not be uninfluenced by party; but I hope not unduly biased. In 
every vote that I have given here by which States have come into the 
Union, including Oregon, Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, Nevada, Col- 
orado, and New Mexico, I have given my vote in the interest of the 
people of the Territory and their statehood on honorable conditions. 
I repudiate the idea of the gentleman from Ireland [laughter]—I mean 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo}]—when he says that he does not want New 
Mexico to be taken out of the omnibus bill. If, sir, it were a trans- 
Atlantic question, I would know where to find my friend on autonomy. 
He would favor each establishment, race, nationality, state, or prov- 
ince standing upon its own intrinsic merits, rights, liberties, and insti- 
tutions, 

If it were a question, say, of the disestablishment of church and state 
in Great Britain and the question came up, ‘‘Shall we disestablish 
in Ireland, Wales, and Scotland?’ I would not put the question as 
to Ireland to be determined upon the relation in which Scotland or 
Wales stood to the Church of England. Nor would I on the question 
of home rule stand on the idea that until Wales was autonomous or 
Scotland had local self-government that Ireland should continue to be 
held in chains to England. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, Iam grateful to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] for yielding me time, because my views are 
not in harmony with his own. I have felt for some timean inclination 
to express certain views upon this Territorial question, and in the five 
minutes so kindly given me, I propose to condense them as well as I 
can. I believe the time has arrived in the history of our country when 
this whole Territorial system ought to be wiped out, If 1 had control 
of it I should say, Adopt the constitutional amendment which shall 
make it impossible for Utah to come intothe great sisterhood of States 
as an impure sister, and then wipe out the whole Territorial system by 
admitting all the Territories—Indian Territory as well—into the Union 
of the States. I believe there is no Territory in this country which is 
not ready, by virtue of its intelligence, of its integrity, of its wealth, 
of its power, of its population, to put off the swaddling clothes of Ter- 
ritorial government and to take on the full crinoline of a full-grown 
sister in the great sisterhood of American States. [Applause.] And 
so, Mr. Speaker, with this constitutional amendment wiping out po- 
lygamy from the face of our country, I would in one bill, if I had the 
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power, embrace every Territory, so that we should forever abolish on 
the American continent the miserable carpet-bag governments in these 
Territories, which are a disgrace and a stigma to our civilization. 
These are my views of this question, and if we do not get New Mexico 
now, J hope that we shall get her as soon as it is possible to get her, 
and, along with her, every single solitary one of the Territories that 
have not yet been admitted into the Union of States. 5 

Having said this much, I have only one observation to add. We 
have discussed during this session of Congress the Oklahoma question, 
and I want to invite the attention of the House to the fact that that 
Territory is ready for admission into the Union, and to the further fact 
that every interest of the Indian, every interest of ourselves, and every 
consideration of public policy, of Christianity, of wise statesmanship, 
and of the protection of the rights, the lives, and the property of the 
Indians depend upon an enabling act which shall enable those people, 
by a constitution framed by themselves, to protect their property rights 
when they come into the Union of States. So, I believe that there 
should be no period fixed during which they shall be subjected to a 
Territorial government, but that, on the contrary, through an enabling 
act, they should be allowed to frame their own constitution, and by it, 
which will be a compact with the other States of the Union, preserve 
and protect their own rights now before the unsettled parts of the Ter- 
ritory shall be settled up by white ple whose superior intelligence 
and superior numbers shall enable them to deprive the Indians of the 
rights which they have acquired under the treaties that have been 
made with them heretofore. Having said this much, I have expressed, 
in a brief form, the views which I have entertained for some time upon 
the question of Territorial governments, and I again thank the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER] for his courtesy. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] to withdraw his original proposition and to accept 
the one offered by the other gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] andaccepted by his colleague 
[Mr. Baker]. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let the resolution be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the amend- 
ment to the Senate bill 185 in the following by eng 

1. That the Territory of New Mexico and proposed new State thereof 
may be excluded from the bill. 

2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
tion of South Dakota by mation of the President under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resubmitted to the people of South Dakota, with provision 
for a new election of State and Federal officers and without a new vote on the 
SNe epikoa i a that the proposed States of North Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington Thall be admitted nae same basis, #. e., all of them under procla- 
mations by the President. 

And further, such matters as relate to the election of delegates and the a) 
portionment of the districts from which members of the convention are to 
elected, the date of holding conventions and the date of resubmission of the 
South Dakota constitution, and the location of the temporary seat of govern- 
ment in South Dakota, and such other matters as are not included in the in- 
ida above recited, be referred to the committee of conference for their 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask for adivision of the ques- 
tion on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. In what way does the gentleman desire to have it 
divided ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want a separate vote on the 
first proposition—the proposition which instructs the conferees to recede 
from the amendment as to New Mexico. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read that portion of the instruc- 
tion, ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a d th 
SB? rey ot New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof may 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman demands a division of the question, 
so as to take’a vote separately on the proposition which has just been 
read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON addressed the Chair. 

Mr, COX, Are these propositions separable? 

The SPEAKER. Theyare divisible. The rule provides that wher- 
ever a measure contains several distinct propositions they may be di- 
vided. The Chair will now hear the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The inquiry I was about to make has perhaps 
been already answered by the Chair. I wished to ask whether this was 
not in the nature of a single proposition, constituting one entire com- 
promise. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. In the opinion of the Chair 
the proposition is subject to division. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On this question I call for 
the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; 


yeas 134, nays 105, not voting 84; as follows: 
YEAS—1H4. 
Adams, Cox, Jackson, 
Allen, Mass, Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. 
Ferre — aran ean, 
nderson, Iowa ngton, Kelley, 
Anderson, vis, Kennedy, 
rnold, De Lano, Kerr, 
Atkinson, Dingley, K: 
Baker, N, Y, rsey, La Follette, 
yne, Dunham, Lehibach, 
Belden, Farquhar, Lind, 
Biggs, Finley, Lodge, 
Bingham, Fitch. Long, 
Bliss, Flood, McComas, 
Boothman, Ford, McCormick, 
Bound, Fuller, McCullogh, 
Bowden, ‘unston, McKenna, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gaines, McKinley, 
Brewer, r, Moffit 
Brower, y Morrill, 
Browne, Ind. Grou Nich 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, "Donnell, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Harmer, O'Neill, Pa, 
Bryce, Hangen, Osborne, 
Buchanan, Hayden, Parker, 
Burnett, Henderson, Iowa Patton, 
Burrows, Henderson, yson, 
Butler, ermann, Perkins, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Peters, 
Caswell, Hires, Plumb, 
Chipman, Hitt, Posey, 
rk, Holmes, Pugsley, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, II. Reed, 
Conger, Hopkins, N, Y. Rockw 
Cooper, Hunter, Romeis, 
NAYS—105. 
Abbott, Dockery, Lane, 
Anderson, Miss, Doug È Lanham, 
Anderson, Dunn, Latham, 
Bacon, ENiott, Lawler, 
Baker, Il. Enloe, Macdonald, 
Bankhead, Forney, Martin, 
Blan McAdoo, 
Blount, Gay, . McClammy, 
=~ ew, = Sie, 
ynum, lass, cRae, 
Campbell, F., N. Y Mills, 
Campbell, Ohio Hatch, Montgomery, 
ap T. J., N.Y.Hayes, Moore, 
Candler, eard, Morgan, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Newton, 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Norwood, 
Cheadle, rt, Oates, 
Clardy, O’Ferrall, 
Clements, et ge Va, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cobb, udd, Peel, 
Cothran, Hutton, Pen 
Crain, Johnston, N. 0. Pi 
Crisp, Jones, Randall, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Rice, 
Cummings, oon, Richardson, 
Davidson, Ala, s Robertson, 
Davidson, Fla, Landes, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—&S. 
Allen, Miss. Felton, Mahoney, 
es, - Maish, 

y Foran, Mansur, 
Bland, Gallinger, Mason, 
Boutelle, Glover, Matson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gran Mekinney 

nri . Granger, nney, 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va Greenman, McShane, 
Brumm, Grimes, M 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Butterworth, Hall, Morrow, 
Catchings, Hogg, Morse, 
Cockran, Hooker, Neal, 
Collins, Houk, Ne 
Compton, Howard, Nut X 
Cowles, Laidlaw, O'Neall, Ind. 
Crouse, rd, Outhwaite, 

x L Saey 
Davenport, . 
Dibble, Lynch, Phelan, 
Ermentrout ‘ett, Phelps, 


and it was decided in the affirmative— 


Thompson, Cal, 
Kans, 


Weber, 

White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wice! 


Wilson, W. V: 
Wise. e 


Woodburn, 
Carlisle, Speaker, 


Yos: 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that 


t. 
So the first division of the proposed instructions was agron to. ; 
e reading o 


the names be dispensed with. 


ispe 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


The Clerk recapitulated the names. s 
The SPEAKER, at the conclusion of the roll-call, directed his name 
to be called, and he voted in the negative. 
The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 


further notice: 


Mr. RAYNER with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, of Virginia, 


Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 


Mr. TRACEY with Mr..NUTTING. 
Mr. Perry with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr, YARDLEY, 
Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 
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Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts.’ 

On this vote: 

Mr. LEE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

For this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. BOUTELLE, 

Mr, TOWNSHEND with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr, Crouse. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr, MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. . 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. Morrow; Mr. Morrow would vote for Mr. 
Cox’s resolution of instructions, Mr. HOOKER against it. 

Mr. Matson with Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts; Mr. RUSSELL 
would vote for Mr. Cox’s resolution of instructions, and Mr. MATSON 
against it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I was called out of the House on 
business, and returned just after my name was called. If I had been 
present I should have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. GRIMES. Ientered the Hall just after my name was called. I 
would like to vote ‘‘no.’’ > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, under the rule and the practice, 
can not now vote. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwas notin the Hall when my name was called, 
though I was in the building. Ifat liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (having voted in the negative), 
said, immediately before the result was announced: I desire to change 
my vote from “‘no” to ‘‘ay,’? 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. ` 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 
rose. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to reconsider. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] has 
moved to reconsider and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon laying on the table the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
136, nays 109, not voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 
Adams, Cooper, Johnston, Ind. Romeis, 
Allen, Mass, Cox, ean, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Kelley, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Iowa ý Kennedy, Ryan, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Kerr, Sa T, 
old, vis, Scull, 

Atkinson, De Lano, La Follette, Seymour, 
Baker, N. Y. Dingley, Laidlaw, Sherman, 
Deyan, rsey, Lehlbach, Shively, 
Bass Wargehat Lode es 

ses, arquhar, ge, pooner, 
Bingham, Finley, Long, Steele, 
Boothman, Flood, MeComas, Stephenson, 
Bound Ford, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Fuller, McCullogh, ble, 
Bowden, Fu n, McKenna, Symes, 

. Brewer, Gaines, McKinley, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brower, Gear, Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind. Gest, Morrill, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Grou Nichols, Thomas, Il 
Brown, J. R., Va. Guen + O'Donnell, Thomas, Wis. 
Bryce, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, Cal. 
Buchanan, Haugen, Osborne, er, 
Burnett, Hayden, Owen, Vance, 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Parker, Vandever, 
Butler, Henderson, Ill. Patton, ade, 
Butterworth, Hermann, Payson, Weber, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Perkins, White, Ind. 
Caswell, ires, Peters, White, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Plumb, Whiting, Mass, 
Chipman, Holmes, Posey, ickham, 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. Posi Wilber, 
Cogswell, Hunter, ” Williams, 
Conger, Ji n, Rockwell, Woodburn, 

NAYS—109, 
Abbott, Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Davidson, Fla, Glass, 
Anderson, Miss. Candler, ery, Grimes, 
Anderson, Ill. Carlton, Dougherty, 
Baker, Ill. ith, Dann, ‘ 
Bankhead, Y, Elliott, Hayes, 
Blanchard, Clements, Enloe, eard, 
Blount, bb, Ermentrout, Hemphill, 
nridge, Ky. Cowles, Fisher, Henderson, N, O. 
Buckalew, Crain, iia G e: 
Gampbel 1, F., N. Y. OEN Gay, Hopkins, V: 
„N. Y. Cumm: Y, op! ‘a. 
Campbell, Ohio Serie kin Gibson, o 


Hudd, McAdoo, Pidcock, Stewart, Ga. 
Hutton, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Johnston, N, C. M ry, Rice, Stone, Ky, 
Jones, MeMillin, Robertson, Stone, Mo. 
Kilgore, M Rogers, Tarsney, 
Laffoon, Mills, Rowland, ‘Turner, Ga, 

Montgomery, Rusk, Walker, 
Landes, Moore, Sayers, Weaver, 
Lane, Morgan, Scott, Wheeler, 
Lanham, Newton, Seney, Wilkinson, 
La Norwood, Shaw, Wilson, Minn, 
Lawler, tes, Simmons, ilson, ‘a 
Lynch, O’Ferrall, Smith, ise, 
Macedo: $ O'Neill, Mo. Spinola, 
Maish, Peel, Springer, 
Martin, Penington, Stewart, Tex. 

NOT VOTING—77. 

Allen, Miss. Dibble, Mansur, Russell, Mass, 
Bacon, Felton, Mason, Snyder, 
Barnes, Fitch, Matson, Stahlinecker, 
Barry, Foran, McKinney, Taulbee, 
Bland, Gallinger, McShane, Thompson, Ohio 
Bliss, Glover, Merriman, Tillman, 
Bowen, Goff, Milliken, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Granger, Morrow, Townshend, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Greenman, Morse, Warner, 

mm, Grosvenor, Neal, ‘Washington, 
Gatehing Hows Nutting Whiti Mich. 
Catch: u i ng, 
oskai.. Hooker, O'Neal’ Ind. Whitthorne, 
Collins, Hopkins, Il, Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
Compton, Houk, Perry, Yardley, 
Cothran, Laird, Phelan, Yoder, 

Crisp, Lee, Phelps, Yost. 
Crouse, Ee ere Pugsley, 

$ fett, Rayner, 
Davenport, Mahoney, Richardson, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, moved to dispense with the reading of 
the names. 

Mr. McMILLIN objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. DAVENPORT, on all political questions, 
for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. LEF, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the next proposition. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

2. And that the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the 
admission of South Dakota by proclamation of the President under the Sioux 
Falls constitution, to be resubmitted to the — of South Dakota with provis- 
we tas ae election of State officers, and without a new vote on the question 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have a separate vote on the last 
clause of that second instruction. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to that second instruc- 
tion, which is to be voted on asa whole. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 73. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
137, nays 103, not voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Ada: Darlington, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Allen, Mass. Davis, err, Russell, Conn. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Ketcham, Ryan, 
Anderson, lowa Dingley, La Follette, Sawyer 
Anderson, Dorsey, Laidlaw, Scull, 
Arnold, D Lehlbach, Seymour, 
tkinson, Farquhar, Lind, She 
Baker, N, Y. Felton, Shively, 
Baker, I Finley, Lon: Sowden, 
yne, tch, M: d, mer, 
Biggs, Flood, McComas, . 
Bingham, Ford, McCormick, Stephe 
Fuller, MeCullogh, Stewart, Vt. 
Bound, Funston, McKenna, Struble, 
Boutelle, Gaines, McKinley, es, 
Bowden, Gear, oma or, E. B., Ohio 
Brewer, Gest, Morril Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brower, Grout, Nichols, Thomas, Ky. 
Browne, Ind. Harmer, O'Donnell, Thomas, DÌ, 
Borg yan - Sea i GRh Pa, Thomas, Wis, 
rown, J. R., Va. ayden, me, mpson, Cal, 
Buchanan, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Turner, Kans. 
Burrows, Henderson, Ill. Parker, Vandever, 
Butler, Hermann, Patton, Wade, 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Payson, Weber, 
Cannon, Hires, Perkins, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Hitt, Peters, White, N. Y. 
e, Holmes, Phelps, Whiting, Mass, 
Clark, Hopkins, Ill. Plumb, ick] 
Cogswell, Hopkins, N. Y. Posey, Wilber, 
Conger, Hunter, Post, wi i 
Cooper, Jackson, Pugsley, Woodburn. 
Cox, Johnston, Ind. Reed, 
Cutcheon, Kean, Rockwell, 
Dalzell, Kelley, Romeis, 
NAYS—103, 
Anderson, Di; Blanchard, Breckinridge, Ky, 
Anderson, Miss. Bankhead, Blount, Buckalew, n 
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Bynum, Forney, Lane, 
Campbell, F., N, Y. Prack tlanham, Robertson, 
Campbell, Ohio Gay, am, 
Candler, Gibson, Lawler, Rowland, 
Carlton, Glass, Lynch, Sayers, 
Carut Grimes, artin, Seney, 
Catchings, Rall, eAdoo, Shaw, 
Clardy, are, McClammy, Simmons, 
Clements, Hatch, McCreary, Spinola, 
bb, Hayes, McMillin, Springer, 
Cothran, Heard, Me Stewart, Tex, 
Cowles, Henderson, N.O. Mills, Stockdale, 
Crain, Herbert, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Caiena pera te aoe Hone Mo. 
mmings, opkins, Va. organ, rsney. 
Davidson, Ala. Howard, Newton, Turner, Ga. 
Davidson, Fla, Hudd, Norwood, Walker. 
kery, Hutton, Oates, Washington, 
Dougherty, Johnston, N, ©, O'Ferrall, Weaver, 
Dunn, Jones, O'Neill, Mo, Wheeler, 
Elliott, Kilgore, Peel, Wilkinson, 
nloe, Latioon, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
er, Lagan, Pideock, Wise. 
Foran, Landes, Randall, 
NOT VOTING—382. 
qe ee De n A Mansur. Paise 
n, venpo: ason, yder, 
Barnes, Dibble, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Barry, Ermentrout, McKinney, Stewart, Ga. 
Belden, inger, Shane, Tauibee, 
Biand, Glover, Merri ‘Thompson, Ohio 
= Goff, Milliken, Tillman, 
wen, Granger, Morrow, ‘Tracey. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Greenman, orse, Townshend, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Grosvenor, eal, Vance, 
Brumm, Suenan hare arrest 
ryce, emphill, utting, est, 
unnell, Hogg, O'Neall, Ind. Whiting, Mich, 
Baraat, Hooker, Outhwaite, Whittho: 
Eber e ge Nearer 
y e n, 
Collins,” Lym Richardso Tou 
ins, M, er, 
Compton, Maffert, Russell, ost. 
Crisp, Mahoney, Rusk, 
Crouse, Maish, Scott, 


So the second resolution of instructions was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, Iask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the names. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I object. 

The Clerk then read the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were then announced: 

Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. BRUMM, for the rest of the day. 

‘Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. BELDEN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WItson, of Minnesota, with Mr. BURNETT, on this question. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move toreconsider the vote just taken; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and on 
a division there were—ayes 100, noes 42. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending that I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 99. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of 
the consideration of the appropriation bills, I appeal to my friends upon 
the other side to let us conclude this matter without further delay. 
I hope gentlemen will not filibuster. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say frankly to my 
friend from New York that I do not pretend to try to filibuster upon 
this question, or to delay final action upon it longer than that we may 
have a full House present. I think this vote should be taken in the 
morning in the presence of a fuli House, and there will be no farther 
objection so far as I am concerned. But the House is thin, a great 
many members have left the Hall. . [Cries of “‘ Regularorder!’’] I 
only want a full House present when the vote is taken. è 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is on the demand of the gentle- 
man from New York for the yeasand nayson the motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Iask to have the motion stated, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Phe SPEAKER. The motion is to lay on the table the motion of 
the gentleman from New York to reconsider the yote by which that 
part of the resolution of instructions was adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 

ourn. 

j A MEMBER. I hope gentlemen are not ory, to boner 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no disposition to fili r against the con- 
sideration of this bill, but changes so important as this should be acted 
upon by a full House, and when we have that to-morrow morning I 
shall not only not make any objection, but shall favor going on with 
the bill. I have no objection to the admission of the Territories, but 
a matter so important ought to have consideration in a full House. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 54, 
noes 95. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was takèn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 82, 
nays 143, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—82. 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Kilgore, Penington, 
Anderson, Miss, Dougherty, Lasan, Pideock, à 
Anderson, ll Eliott, Laidlaw, Randall, 
Biggs, loe, Lane, Rowland, 
Blount, Foran, Lanham, yers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, Latham, 
Buckalew, French, Lawler,, Seney, 
Bynum, ibson, Maish, Simmons, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Glass, Martin, Spinola, 
Campbell, Ohio Grime: MeAdoo, Springer, . 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y .Hall, McClammy, Stewart, Tex, 
Candler, re, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Caruth, Hayes, Me Š Walker, 
Catchings, eard, Mills, Washington, 
yY, Henderson, N.O. Mo 4 Wheeler, 
Clements, Herbert,, Moore, ‘Wilkinson, 
bb, Holman, Newton, Wilson, Minn. 
Hopkins, Va. Norwood, s W. Va. 
Culberson, oward, . e 
min; Hudd, O’Ferrall, 
Davidson, Ala, Johnston, N, O, Peel, 
NAYS—143. 
Ad Dingley, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Allen, Mass, Dockery, Kerr, ~' Russell, Conn, 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, Ketcham R 
Anderson, Iowa Dunham, La Follette, usk, 
Anderson, Kans. Farquhar, Lehlbach, Ryan, 
Arnold, Felton, Lind, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Finley, Long, Scull, 
Baker, N, Y, Fisher, Macdonald, Seymour, 
er, Ill. Fit McComas, Sherman, 
Rayne, Fi McCormiek, Shively, 
Bingham, Ford, MeCullogh, 
Bliss, Fuller, McKenna, Steele, 
Boothman, M Stephe 
Bound Gaines, Moflit Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Gay, Bo Stock: 
Brewer, Gear, Nelson, Struble, d 
Brower, Ni Symes, 
Browne, Ind, Grow O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown. J. R., Va. Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buchanan, Haugen, Owen, Thomas, Ky. 
Burrows, Hayden, Parker, Thomas, m 
Butler, Henderson, Iowa Patton, Thomas, Wis. 
Butterworth, Henderson, M. Payson, Thompson, Ohio 
Cannon, Hermann, Perkins, Thompson, Cal, 
Caswell, Hiestand, Peters, Vv: 3 
Cheadle, Hires, Phelps, Wade, 
well, Hitt, Plumb, Weber, 
Conger, Holmes, Posey, White, Ind. 
ie 5 = ll Post, wees N.Y. 
x, opkins, N. Y. Pugsley, Mass, 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Reed, Wickham, 
Dalzell, Hutton, Rice, Wilber, 
Dargan, Jackson, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
Darlington, Johnston, Ind, Rogers, Yoder, 
vis, ean, Romeis, 
NOT VOTING—97. 
Allen, Miss, Crouse, Has Smith, 
con, Davenport, affett, Snyder, 
Bankhead, De Lano, Mahoney, Sowden, 
es, Dibble, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Barry, nn, n, Stewart, Ga, 
Belden, Ermentrout, Matson, Stone, Mo, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McCreary, Taulbee, 
Bland, Glover, McKinney, Tillman, 
Bowden, ff, McShane, A 
Bowe Granger, Merriman, Townshend, 
ridge, Ark, Greenman, Milliken, Turner, Kans. 
Browne,T.H.B,, Va. Grosvenor, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
x Hatch, Morrow, ance, 
Bryce, Hemphill, Morse, Warner, 
Bunnell, Hogg, Neal, Weaver, 
Burnett, Hooker, Nutting, West, 
Carlton, ouk, O’Neall, Ind. Whiting, 
Chipman, Jones, O'Neill, Mo, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Kelley, Outhwaite, iikins, 
Cockran, Laffoon, Perry, Williams, 
Collins, Laird, Phelan, Yardley, 
Compton, Landes, yner, Yost. 
Cowles, Lee, Richardson, 
Crain, Lodge, Robertson, 
Crisp, Lyman, Shaw, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, I ask, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
pense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. £ 

The Clerk then read the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK, for this day. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. SowpeN with Mr. BOWDEN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that we take a recess 
until half 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. B of New York. If the gentleman will allow this vote 


to be taken on the motion to lay on the table the yote by which the 
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second resolution of instructions was adopted, I am pertectly willing 
that we shall adjourn until morning and continue the consideration of 
this ill at that time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iwill gladly aceept that with 
the modification that it be taken up at half past 12 o’clock to-morrow, 
and the vote be then taken on the motion of the gentleman to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let the vote be first taken to lay on the 
talle the vote on the second proposition and then we can take a recess. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will accept the gentleman’s 
sugzestion with the modification mentioned. 

Mr. STEELE. Regular order. 

Mr. COX. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky that the House take a recess 
until 11 o’clock and 30 minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understand the gentleman from In- 
diana is willing to withdraw the demand for the regular order, and I 
again repeat my suggestion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I again repeat my prop- 
osition to the gentleman, that the modification be accepted, and then 
we can adjourn or take a recess as the House may determine. [Cries 
of “‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that the House take a recess until 11.30 to-mor- 
row. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 21, 
noes 67. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. BAKER, of New York, as tellers. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana will not press the demand for the order. If 
we can agree to take a vote on this question to-night and then adjourn 
until to-morrow morning, I am perfectly willing. Let the motion to 
lay on the table be now adopted, and then we can finish up the vote 
on ae eye eet in the morning. 

T. UNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest-—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis evident that we can not conclude this bill 
to-day, and I hope that the gentleman from New York will accept the 
sugyestion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If my friends on the other side will 
agree that they are not to have a caucus on the Dakota question, I 
should not be unwilling to accept the suggestion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do nót see that any other business can be done, 
and therefore I move that the House adjourn. I make that motion 
because I think we can not do anything further to-day. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the House should now adjourn would this 
matter come up as unfinished business in the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis a privileged question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. TI rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has made a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and the Chair i is answering it. The Chair will state 
to the gentleman from Michigan thatit is unfinished business. Itisa 
question of the highest privilege; in other words, it is connected with 
oe eis’ a disagreement between the two Houses, and therefore is 
privi 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And therefore woulé be the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. And therefore would be the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move again that the House adjourn. We 
can not do any further business. I have not favored these dilatory 
motions. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We have got a pretty full House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not seem to me that there should be any 
difficulty about the two sides of the House agreeing upon this matter. 

Mr. REED. That is right; let us vote. [ Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will allow me to go on with 
my statement. 

Mr. REED. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You generally do when you wantto. I hope I may 
be allowed. to proceed to make a statement. It does seem to me that 
we ought to be able to agree to something in this matter. [Cries of 
* Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and that ents oft 
all debate. The question is upon the motion to take a recess until 
half past 11 o'clock, upon which no quorum has voted, and the Chair 
will appoint as tellers the gentleman from New York, Mr. BAKE, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 
ou rn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 77. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have tellers on that. I think we can ad- 
journ. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER announced that tellers were ordered. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
adjourn. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. I renew it. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Tellers were demanded. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, said: I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
86, nays 120, not voting 116; as follows: 


If it be in order I will withdraw the motion to 


YEAS—£6. 
Abbott, Dockery, Kilgore, Pideock, 
Anderson, Miss. Dougherty, Lane, Randall, 
Anderson, Duna, Lanham, Rice, 
iggs, Elliott, 3 Rogers, 
Blount, Enloe, Lawler, Rowland 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fisher, Lynch, Russell, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Ford, aish, Sayers, 
Bynum, Forney, Matson, Scott, 
Campbell, Ohio French, McAdoo, Simmons, 
Candler, Gibson, McClammy, Spinola, 
Caruth, Glass, McCreary, Springer, 
Catchings, Grimes, MeMillin, Stew: 
Clardy, Hall, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Clements, Hare, Milis, Thompson, Cal. 
Cobb, Hatch, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Cotlran, Hayes, Moore, Walker, 
Cowles, Henderson, N. Newton, Washington, 
Culberson, Herbert, Norwood, Weaver, 
Cummings, Holman, Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Dargan, Hopkins, Va. O'Neall, Ind, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Ala. oward, ho” 
Davidson, Fia. Johnston, N.O. Penington, 
NAYS—120. 
Adams, Darlington, * Kean, Post, 
Allen, Mass. vis, Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Kerr, Reed, 
Anderson, Iowa x Ketcham. Rock we! 
Anderson, Kans, La Follette, Romeis, 
Arnold, Felton, hibac! Rowell, 
Atkinson, Finley, d, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. Y. Fitch, Todge; Scull, 
ker, UI. Flood, Seymour, 
yne, Fuller, Mationala, Sherman, 
Bingham, Funston, McComas, Spooner, 
an, Gaines, McCormick, Steele, 
Bound, Gear, MeCullogh, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gest, McKinley, Struble, 
Brewer, Grout, Mofi Symes, 
Browne, Ind, Guenther, Morrill, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Harmer, Nelson, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J.R Va. Haugen, Nichols, Thomas Ky. 
Bryce, Hayden, O'Donnell, Thomas, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa, Thomas, Wis. 
Burrows, Henderson, Il, O'Neill, Mo. Thompson. Ohio 
Butler, Hermann, Osborne, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Owen, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hires, Parker, Weber, 
Oana, _ Eaton Lires Ind. 
Sogswel olmes, yson, hiting, Mass. 
Conger, Hopkins, DL Perkins, Wickham, 
Cooper, opkins, Peters, Wilber, 
Cox, Jac Plumb, Williams, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Posey, Woodburn 
NOT VOTING—116, 
Allen, Miss. Dalzell, Lee, Shaw. 
con, Davenport, Lyman, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Maifett, Smith, 
rnes, Dingley, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Barry, Dunham, Mansur, Sowden, 
Beiden, Ermentrout, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Blan Foran, Mason, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Gallinger, MeKenna, Stewart, Vt 
Bliss, Gay, McKinney, Stockdale, 
Bowden, Glover, McShane, Stone, Me. 
Bowen, A erri Tarsney, 
Brower, Granger, Milliken, Taulbee, 
Browne, T.H.B. ,Va.Greenman, forgan, Tillman, 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Morrow, Z 
Buckalew, Heard Morse, Townshend, 
Bunnell, Hemphill, Neal Vance, 
Burnett, Hogg, N utting, Wade, 
Oam en F., N. Y. Hooker, Oates, Warner, 
Campbell T.J., N.Y. Houk Outhwaite, West, 
pc aa Hu a Perry, White, N. Y. 
C ‘aswell, Hunter, Phelan, Whiting, Mich. 
Chipman, Hatton, Phelps, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Jones, Rayner, Wilkins, 
Cockran, Kelley, Richardson, Wilkinson, . 
Collins, Latfoon, Robertson, Witson, Minn. 
Compton, Lagan, Eusk, Wise, 
Crain, Laidlaw, Ryan, Yardiey, 
Crisp, Laird, Sawyer, Yodér, 
Crouse, Landes, Seney, Yost. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
During the roll-eall, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, said: I ask unanimous consent ia aie 
pense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. BYNUM. [I object. 
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The vote was read. 

The following additional pairs Kere announced: 

Mr. Hoce with Mr. WHITE, of ‘New York, until further notice. 

Mr. BuCKALEW with Mr. DALZELL, from now until Monday, Feb- 
ruary 18. 

Mr. Oates with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from this date until the 
18th instant. 

Mr, SHIVELY with Mr. WADE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. DINGLEY, for the rest of the day. * . 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Biaas, on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the motion made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], that the House take 
a recess until half past 11 0’clock a. m. to-morrow, upon which no quo- 
rum voted, and the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] and thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], who will please take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York (pending the completion of the count by 
tellers). Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from Ken- 
Ri [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has a proposition to make with reference 
to taking a vyote at some hour to-morrow without farther filibuster- 


. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I said to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] what I now repeat, that we 
are perfectly willing to have the vote taken to-morrow at any hour that 
may be upon. I suggested half past 12; thinking it might 
take half an hour to read the Journal, but if the gentleman prefers I 
will say immediately after the reading of the Journal and the submis- 
sion of the matters which shall be on the S er’s table. I am will- 
ing that the votes shall be then taken, and will be no disposition 
on this side to resort to dilatory tactics. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The understanding is, that we shall 
now have unanimous consent that there ghall be no obstructions or dil- 
atory motions resorted to. è 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I say,in the broadest way, 
that, so far as I know, there is no purpose whatever on this side to make 
any dilatory motions or to prevent the vote being taken at the hour 
which may be agreed upon, Let the vote begin at, say, half past 12 
o’clock to-morrow, and let the voting continue on the various proposi- 
tions until they are disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the arrangement proposed, 
that the vote be postponed until half past 12 o’clock to-morraw—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (interposing). Mr. S er, 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], I pro- 
ne eee hour be at a quarter to 1 o’clock to-morrow i o 

past 


Mr. COX. I hope the House will accept that. We shall get along 
faster in that way and yet save our night. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There has been no disposition to delay final ac- 
tion upon this matter, and if an arrangement can be made to take the 
vote at some hour to-morrow we shall not interpose any dilatory mo- 
tions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that further proceed- 
in 


upon the pending matter be ned— 

e SPE R. The proposition has already been made that this 
subject be postponed until fifteen minutes before 1 o’clock to-morrow, 
the votes to be then taken without any dilatory motions. Is there ob- 

ection? 
j There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments, disagreed to by the House, 
to the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a 
bill (H. R. 8309) to secure for the District of Columbia a compilation of 
the laws of said District, requested a conference on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne. 

It also returned to the House, in compliance with its request, the 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of the Astronomical 
Observations of the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887, and 1888, 

It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bills of the following titles, requested a conference with the House on 
said bills and amendments, and had appointed conferees on the part of 
the Senate as indicated, tively: 


A bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia—conferees, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
and Mr. CoCKRELL; and 


MANDERSON, 


_ A bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Man- 
itoba Railway Company the right of way through the White Earth In- 
dian reservation; in the State of Minnesota—conferees, Mr. DAWES, Mr.’ 
SABIN, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


DAKOTA. ‘ 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 185) to provide for the 
admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the or- 

ization of the Territory of South Dakota Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. 

ARNES, and Mr. BAKER of New York. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 

for the day, on account of sickness in his family. 
F ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H, R. on for the relief of Jacob Cramer; 

A bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render final judgment upon the claim of the Old Settler or West- 
ern Cherokee Indians; 

A bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the Pima Land and 
Water Company across Fort Lowell military reservation, in Arizona, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T, Richardson; 

k on bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of bark 
ena; 

A bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. Harry Adams; 

A bill (8.366) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (8. 1804) to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company 
i build its road on or across the Fort D. A. Russell military reserva- 

on; 
A bill $ 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan; 
A bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne; 
A bill i 3428 ting a pension to Mary C, Thompson; 

A bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and serv- 
ice of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 3786) to change the dates for the commencement of the 
March terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, HOLYOKE, MASS. 
Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 12580) 


f | to erect a public building in Holyoke, in the State of Massachusetts; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
REGULATION OF FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 12581) to regu- 
late commerce between the United States and fo countries; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Then, on motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (at 5 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12582) for the relief of 
Frank H., Bates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Hepza 
Hobson Werden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAY: A bill (H. R. 12584) for the relief of E. W. Goude, 
widow of C. F. Goude—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12585) for the relief of A. E, and M. E. Goodrich— 
to the Committee on Wer Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 12586) for the relief of Freder- 
ike H. Krueger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 12587) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis M. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12588) for the relief of Stephen 
E. Beauchamp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12589) for the relief of Sarah A. Powell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 12590) granting a pension to 
William C. Malone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


az _ PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: i J 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of the Venezuela Steam-ship 
Company, in relation to the seizure of three of its ships—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of J. A. Prudhomme, administrator 
of John E. Prudhomme, and of Jeanette D. Calvit, of Louisiana, for 
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reference of their elaims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of Buckley Post, Grand Army Republic, 
of Ohio, for a pension for Delilah Hunsicker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of farmers of Hudson, Ohio, for protection to agricult- 
ure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of farmers of Broome County, New 
Tak, for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and 

Aeans. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of John M. Crosnal, of Madison County, 
Tennessee, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of O. J. Lowry and 16 other citizens of 
Jericho, Vt., for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways 
aud Means. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Watertown, Wis., in 
favor of the claim of Adolph Muster—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Trescott Post No. 10, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ohio, for the speedy complete publication of the 
Official Records ofthe War of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Éy Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Stephen E. Beauchamp, of Han- 
nah B. Butler, administratrix of Margaret E. Woodard, and of Sarah 
A. Powell, of Louisiana, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of New 
Mexico, praying restoration of forfeited railroad lands to the public do- 
main without requiring the payment of the double minimum price 
when the roads have not been built—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. . 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of the heirs of Azariah Dobson, 
and of William A. Price, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Joseph Townsend, asking that 
som claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

X By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of A. L. Ahrens, of New Orleans, 
/ La., against the international copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. ‘ 

The following petition for a national Sunday-rest law was received 
and referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. PATTON: Of Rev. George Elliott and 50 others, citizens of 
Fleming, Pa. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and sever- 
ally referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of 455 citizens of Ohio, 

By Mr. BROWER: Of 46 citizens of Kennersyille and 20 of Centre, 
N.C. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of 126 citizens of Union City, Ind. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of 72 citizens of Cardington, Ohio. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of 43 citizens of Chapman, Nebr., and of 128 citi- 
zens of Melford, Nebr. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of 16 citizens of Southbury, and of 
27 citizens of East Haddam, Conn. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 15 citizens of Yankton, and of 37 citizens of 
Lisbon, Dak. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Of 30 citizens of Thomasville, N. C. 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 136 citizens of Haddonfield and vicinity, New 
Jersey. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 39 citizens of Stelton, N. J. 

By Mr. LONG: Of 110 citizens of Taunton, Mass. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of 18 citizens of Saddle River, N. J. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of 48 citizens of Maumee, Ohio. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of 38 citizens of Wilmington, N. C. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 15, 1889. 


Prayer by Rev. JAMES M. KING, of New York City. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. DAVIS presented the credentials of WILLIAM D. WASHBURN, 
chosen by the islature of Minnesota a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read and ordered to be 
filed. 

CHARLES J, ESTEY—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid hefore the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No, 2665, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Charles J. Estey.” : . 


A bill in precisely the same words as the bill herewith returned was approved 
on the 8h ca of July, 1886, and under its provisions the beneficiary is now 


m-rolis. 

t is supposed that the bill now under consideration was passed by the Con- 
Laie in ignorance of the previous statute, A duplication of the act would mani- 
y i 


be entirely useless, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 14, 1859. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objectionsof 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill with the message be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of October 4, 1888, certain information in regard to employés in 
arsenals and armories, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Select Committee to Examine into the Condition of the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT CORPORATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 7th instant, certain information con- 
cerning the assessed market value of the capital stock of corporations 
in the District assessed under the existing provisions of the law govern- 
ing such matters, and the amount of taxes paid by such corporations; 
which was read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move the reference of the communication to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with the following instructions: 

Resolved, That the report (with documents accompanying it) made by the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia in response to the resolution of the Senate 
Sirona them to furnish information concerning personal assessments against 
corporations in said District, the tax paid by such corporations, and whether an 
of said corporations have evaded the law under which assessments are levied, 
be printed and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with in- 
structions to that committee to report such legislation as may be necessary to 
enable the commissioners to prevent any further evasion of said law and to col- 


m the pe 


lect from said corporations all taxes that roy due and owing by them for the 


present or any past year, payment of which been evaded, 


The motion was agreed to, 
HARDIN COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 


The bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky, 
was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have 
that bill considered at this time. The Committee on Claims have re- 
ported a Senate bill in the same terms. This is a House bill. Itin- 
volves nothing except the disadvantage to which that county of the 
State of Kentucky was put by reason of the pleading of the statute of 
limitations against it, while every other county similarly situated has 
already had its accounts adjusted and settlements made. The Com- 
mittee on Claims reported a similar Senate bill unanimously, and I 
ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have this House bill considered 
now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reference will be recon- 
sidered if there be no objection, and the bill be read at length for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enac etc., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
proval of the tary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and required, on 
appeal to him made, to refund and pay back to the county of Hardin, State of 

entucky, out of any money in the jury not otherwise appropriated, any 
and all money coll from any and all corporations or from any other per- 
son or party whatsoever, as internal-revenue taxes on dividends on shares of 
stock owned by said county in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Com Ys 
to the extent that such taxes were deducted from any dividends due an y- 
able to said county, any statute of limitations to the contrary p rr RES PAR 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before the bill passes I should like to know upon 
what ground the tax is to be refunded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will refer the Senator from Kansas to the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims [Mr. SPooNER], who sits by the 
Senator from Ohio, and state that there were several counties in the 
State of Kentucky which paid these taxes and they were recovered, but 
this county did not within the time limited by the statute present an, 
claim or make any claim whatever, and there is simply a techni 
question as to the operation of the statute of limitations. 

The bill has passed the House and a similar bill has been reported 
here by the Committee on Claims unanimously, and the only question 
involved, as I am sure the chairman of the Committee on Claims will 
state to the Senator from Ohio, is simply whether the Government will 
continue to hold this money that has been refunded to every other 
county except this one, and was not paid to this one simply because of 
its laches in presenting its claim within the time under the statute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to treating the counties of 
Kentucky alike, but I do not see upon what ground a tax levied, un- 
less it should be held to have been laid unlawfully, upon municipal 
corporations should be refunded. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I do not at this moment remember the precise facts 
of the case. I inquire who made the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill was reported by the 
Senator from Arkan-as [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘The Senator from Arkansas made the report, 
and I will state to the Senator from Ohio—. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill go over until a later hour in the day 
and I will not object to considering it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I willstate to the Senator from Ohio that the re- 
funding of the money in every other case was the result of judicial pro- 
cedure, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Supreme Court held that the county was 
a part of the government of the State of Kentucky, one of its municipal 
corporations, I can see the point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, It was held to be a tax illegally levied and 
improperly collected. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the Senator from Ohio will allow the 
report to be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that he let 
the bill lie over until the Senator from Arkansas who made the report 
comes in, and then renew his request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave no objection, unless the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims desires to speak upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the report may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was not accompanied by a 
report in writing. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I ask that it lie over until the Senator from 
Arkansas comes in, . ` 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


THE CENSUS. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to give notice from the Committee on the Cen- 
sus that on Monday morning next, after the routine business, I shall 
ask the Senate to proceed to the con<ideration of the census bill with 
the amendments that have been reported from the committee to the 
House bill. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of citizens of the District ot Columbia, alleging discriminations 
against citizens in the public schools of the District of Co:umbia, and 
praying tor legislation to remedy such injustice; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition adopted by the Philadelphia 
(Pa.; Drug Exchange, together with a preamble and resolutions, pray- 
ing for the aholishment of internal-revenue taxes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. : f 

He also presented the petition of George Elliott and others, citizens 
of Fleming, Centre County, Pennsylvania; the petition of the Congre- 
gational Church of Ebensburgh, Cambria County, Pennsylvania; the 
petition of the Penn Creek Presbyterian Church, of New Texas, Alle- 

heny County, Pennsylvania; the petition of Emanuel’s Evangelical 

utheran congregation, of Williamstown, Dauphin County, Pennsyl- 
vania; the petition of the Presbyterian Church of Scrubgrass, Venango 
County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of 33 citizens of Nittany, Cen- 
tre County,’ Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Lahor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present duplications of petitions from citizens 
of Pullman and Lost Creek, in the State of West Virginia, praying for 
a prohibitory constitutional amendment, I move that the petitions 
lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FAULKNEK presented the petition of John J. Jacob and 34 
others, citizens of West Virginia, favoring the passage of the bill to 
provide for the extirpation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and- 
mouth disease, and rinderpest among cattle, and to facilitate the ex- 
portation of cattle and their products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta petition, signed numerously by adult 
residents of the United States, citizens of Maryville and other places 
in Nodaway County, Missouri, respectfully but earnestly petitioning 
the Senate of the United States not to pass any bill in regard to the 
observance of Sunday or any other religious institution or rite, and not 
to adopt any resolution for the amendment of the national Constitu- 
tion that would by instruction in public schools or in any other way 
give preference to religious principles over the views of religion held 
by non-religious persons, but to keep the Government strictiy secular 
and the separation of church and state complete. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education | 
and Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of 39 citizens of Almata. 
Whitman County, Washington Territory, remonstrating against the 
ashington 


proposed division of Whitman County, W: Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, ‘ 


He also presented the petition of T. C. Armstrong and 26 others (19 
voters and 8 women), citizens of Miles City, Mont.; the petition of N. 
Henton and 55 others (29 voters and 27 women), citizens of Ellensburgh, 
Wash.; and the petition of A. H. Kellogg and 20 others (16 voters and 
5 women), citizens of Whidby Island, Wash., praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amendment; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAK presented the petition of Charles A. Kennerand 88 others 
(35 voters and 54 women), citizens of North Cambridge, Mass., pray- 
ing for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory 
amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of 69 citizens of Vicksburg, 
Miss., and a petition of 6 citizens of Vicksburg, Miss., praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. RANSOM presented the petition of Joseph R. Parker and 99 
others (41 voters and 59 women), citizens of New Garden, N, C., praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 13 citizens of Pittsfield, NI., 
remonstrating against any legislation in regard to the observance ot 
Sunday or any other religious institution or rite; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of 
the Lumberman’s Exchange, of Chicago, IL, urging the passage of 
the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma; which were referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 267 citizens of Iowa, and a 
petition of 22 citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of a Sunday- 
rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. - 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. R. Turner and 10 others 
(7 voters and 4 women), citizens of Poplar Grove, Ark., praying for a 
submission to the States of a constitutional probibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted the petition of W. L. Worthington and 31 others 
(17 voters and 15 women), citizens of Whelen Springs, Ark., praying 
for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 260 citizens of Charleston, S. 
C., ying for the passage of the Sunday-rest law; which was reterred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 32 citizens of Ohio, and apeti- 
tion of the Methodist Preachers’ Association, of Cleveland, Ohio, rep- 
resenting 40 Methodist ministers and 6,000 laymen, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest law; which were reterred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Robinson Locke and 37 others (31 
voters and 7 women), citizens of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man- 
ufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of 60 citizensof Cairo, W. Va., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHACE presented a petition of 21 citizens of Providence, R. I., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 159 citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 2,350 citizens of the Stateof 
Illinois, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of F, P. Knowles and 257 
others (86 voters and 172 women), citizens of Guilford, Conn., and the 
petition of Frank A. Scofield and 95 others (4U men and 56 women), 
citizens of Higganum, Conn., praying for the snbmission to the States 
of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. = 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Bowesmont, Dak.; a 
petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., and a petition of citizens of 
Manchester, N. H., praying for the passage of the Sundav-rest bill; 
which were referred tv the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of W. E. Billings and 65 
others (35 voters and 31 women), citizens of Lennox, Dak.; a petition 
of Amos Dresser and 38 others (16 voters and 23 women), citizens of 
Dover, Nebr.; a petition of W. Moore and 69 others (44 voters and 26 
women), citizens of Clark, Dak.; and a petition of J. Warner and 29 
others (9 voters and 21 women), citizens of Rock Creek precinct, Otoe 
County, Nebraska, praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington Territory, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
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authorizing the county commissioners of Whitman County, Washing- 
ton Territory, to issue bonds for building a court-house and jail in that 
county; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Whitman and Spokane 
Counties, in Washington Territory, praying for the erection of a new 
county in that Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. ` 

He also presented a petition of A. T. Van De Vault and 49 others 
(26 voters and 24 women), citizens of Sunnydale, Wash. ; a petition of 
H. O. Kems and 50 others (33 voters and 18 women), citizens of Etber- 
ton, Wasb.; a petition of W. H. Koonty and 50 others (31 voters and 
20 women), citizens of Waverly, Wash., and a petition of J. D. Me- 
Lean and 158 others (71 voters and 68 women), citizens of Spokane 
County, Washingion Territory, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 3905) authorizing and directing the sale of 
certain property belonging to the United States situate in Pittsburgh, 
Pa., reported it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. RRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 588) to authorize the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for the pur- 
poses of a park, to be called Rock Creek Park, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. x 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in sev- 
eralty to United Peoriasand Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11817) vesting in the vestry of 
Christ Church, Washington Parish, in the District of Columbia, all ef 
the right, title, and interest of the United States of America in and to 
square south of square 1092 in the city of Washington, District afore- 
said, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommittee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 3037) for the relief of the officers and soldiers of 
the Seventh Regiment Tennessee Infantry, have instructed me to re- 
port the same back to the Senate adversely, and to recommend the 
indefinite postponement of the bill. The report is accompanied by a 
report from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go upon the Calendar with the adverse 


report, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3935) for the relief of George Hunter, late captain of 
Company A, Columbia County (Washington Territory) Volunteers, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I report back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs the bill (S. 3590) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease to 
the Pike’s Peak Astronomical and Meteorological Society certain lands. 
On reference to the War Department I ascertained that the reservation 
referred to in the bill has been abandoned and transferred to the In- 
terior Department, and the subject is under consideration by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I therefore move that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs be discharged, and that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. ; 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the biil (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government secu- 
rities in the highest style of art, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3966) to establish lights on the 
western end of Coney Island, New York; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3967) granting a pension to 
W. A. Moore; which was read twice by its title, perp tbr to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3968) granting a pension to Robert A. 


Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3969) to provide and maintain 
a national system of farmers’ institutes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred te the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER, I desire to say as to that bill that I am not prepared 
to state that it is a perfect bill, bnt it relates to a subject which affects 
an important interest, and I shall submit hereafter some amendments 
to it, I commend it to the careful and early attention of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3970) to increase 
the compensation of fourth-class postmasters; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3971) increasing the pension of John 
A. Waite; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print-d. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of War, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANFORD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

DEPUTY MARSHALS IN NORTHERN NEW YORK. 


Mr. HISCOCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and is hereby, directed to transmit to 
the Senate at once a list of the pence: Serer. marshals appointed dui the 
last six months by Walter H. Bunn, 1] for the northern district of New 
York, together with the residences of such deputy marshals. the dates of appoint- 
ment, and the place where their respective oaths of office are filed. 

AGREEMENT WITH CREEK INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DAWES. On the 6th of this month the President of the United 
States sent a message to Congress communicating an agreement with 
the Creek Indians to surrender their title toa large tract of land in the 
Indian Territory. This agreement must be ratified before the Ist of 
July or it will fail, Theretore I move that the Senate proceed at this 
moment with the consideration of the bill, the purpose of which is to 
ratify thatagreement. I think there will be no depate upon the meas- 
ure. It is Order of Business 2679, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
oo the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 

y ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was to 
insert as a new section the following: 

See. 2, That the lands acquired by the United States under said t 
shall be a part of the publie domain, but they shall only be d of in ac- 
cordance with the laws regulating homestead entries, and to the persons qualified 
to make such homestead entries, not exceeding | 6Uacres to one qualitied claim- 
ant. And the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States shall not apply tv any lands acquired under said agreement. ast per- 
son who may enter upon any part of said lands in said agreement mentioned 
prior to the time that the same are opened to settlement by act of Congress 
jemand to occupy or to make entry of such lands or lay any claim 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ‘ 

HARDIN COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
who reported a Senate bill similar to the House bill which I asked to 
have considered a few moments ago, is now in his seat, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to have that bill again considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin 
County, Kentucky, be resumed. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will state to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] in regard to this bill that the county of Hardin, in Kentucky, 
owns stock in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company. The 
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dividends were taxed by the Government of the United States, and the 
railway company withheld from that county the tax on the dividends, 
which was paid over to the Government by the company. 

A sum was withheld from several other counties similarly situated. 
These counties, upon the strength of the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in 17 Wallace, where it was held that municipal 
corporations were not subject to the power of taxation by Congress in 
their municipal revenues, sued the Government in the circuit court of 
the United States in Kentucky to recover the amount withheld from 
them by the railway company, and they recovered and the amounts 
were refanded and paid back by the Government. I find in the report 
of the House committee a letter from the Acting Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, in which he says: 

Under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the cases referred to 
(17 Wallace, 294, 17 Wallace, 322, and 20 Wallace, 323), dividends on stock owned 
= States, counties, and municipalities were not taxable, and if Hardin County, 

entucky, owned stock in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad, the tax paid 
oe =~ company on such stock would be refundable but for the statute of 

As I eaid, all the money withheld from the other counties has been 
refanded, and the only obstacle to the refund to Hardin County is the 
technical bar of the statute of limitations. The committee were of 
opinion that as between the United States and the county, that bar 
ought not to prevent its recovery. It was an illegal exaction. That 
is all there is of it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the whole case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Senate bill 3880, upon the same sub- 
ject, favorably reported from the Committee on Claims will, if there be 
no objection, be indefinitely postponed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. RANSOM. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, im- 
mediately after the regular morning business is through, I shall ask 
the Senate to take up Order of Business 2069, being the bill (H. R. 7643) 
to establish a United States land court and to provide for a judicial in- 
vestigation and settlement of private land claims in the Territory of 
New Mexico and in the State of Colorado, and to say that I shall re- 
new that motion every morning until the bill is put upon its final pas- 
sage. 

WILLIAM ENGLISH. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate take up for consideration 
House bill 3721, authorizing the President to appoint William English 
an officer in the regular Army of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to authorize the 
President to appoint William English a second lieutenant in the regu- 
lar Army of the United States, and to assign him to any vacancy exist- 
ing in that rank. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is making an officer of the regular Army 
without following the ordinary mode requiring a nomination by the 
President and confirmation by the Senate. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina |Mr. HAMPTON] from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and the report was not in writing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There ought to be some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state for the information of the Sen- 
ator that Lieut. William English was a second lieutenant of infantry 
in the Army of the United States, and was stationed in Kansas. He 
is a son of Colonel English, his father having also been a regular Army 
officer. He was charged before a court-martial and tried for conduct 
unbecoming an officer and a gentleman in conjunction with Lieutenant 
Fuller, who was also an officer of the Army and in association with him. 
The court-martial directed that Lientenant Fuller be reprimanded and 
forfeit a certain portion of his pay and be under suspension of duty for 
a certain time. The court-martial that tried Lieutenant Fuller for the 
identical offense committed in conjunction and companionship with 
Lientenant English was then dissolved and another court was held, 
which tried Lieutenant English for the same offense for which Lieu- 
tenant Fuller had been suspended, and ordered his dismission. 

The report in the case made by the House committee was adopted 
by the Senate committee. It is quite a full one, and shows that these 
two young officers behaved rather badly, having become intoxicated; 
but of the graver offense charged they were both found not guilty, and 
I will read an extract from the report that Senators may see more spe- 
cifically the views of the committee on the subject. 

But in the case of Lieutenant English— 

Says the Honse report from which I read— 


it will be found that the court-martial made no direct finding on the ners 
and specifications which were read to him, but in gross violation of the rights 
of the accused substituted other and different charges and attempted to fit those 
new-vamped charges to the proof. Thus they pronounced a forced verdict, and 
upon it delivered a cruel and merciless judgment, 


Mr. SPOONER. I think there are a number of Senators who would 
be glad to hear what the Senator from Vi is stating to the Senate. 
It is impossible to hear him with the confusion in the Chamber. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appeals to Senators to be 
in order. 

Mr. DANTEL.— 

Such— 

Says this report— 

Such a proceed either in civil or martial courts, shocks not only the jud; 
ment but the ptr sense of mankind. si sen 

A careful examination of the extended record in the two cases against Lieu- 
tenant English and Lieutenant Fuller will show that they are ee eee 
in every particular, both as to charges and specifications, and the question arises, 
why should the judgment of the court be so entirely different in precisely iden- 
tical cases? They were two young men, with the quick blood of youth circu- 
lating rapidly in their veins. They were guilty of no conduct cale! to Eve 
undue publicity to their youthful escapade. Put the harshest judgment on their 
conduct, and subject it to the severest criticism, and it amounts to this and no 
more: Why should a military court pass judgment which would expel one of 
these young officers from the Army, while it permits the other to remain ? 

If there is any difference in the guilt of these two young men Fuller is evi- 
dently the guiltier. 

The sentence in Mr. Fuller's case, after entirely exonerating him from the 
only ve charge against him, was “to forfeit $50 of his pay per month for six 
months, confinement to the limits of his for the same time, anda reduction 
of three files in rank ;” and in the case of English the judgment wasan absolute 
dismissal from the Army. Thecourtthattried Lieutenant Fuller was dissolved 
after the finding in the case of Lieutenant Fuller, and a new court-martial or- 
dered to try Lieutenant English, although he had been ordered to appear and 
answer before the court-martial which tried Lieutenant Fuller; and the natural 
inference is that had Lieutenant Fogiish been tried before the same court on 
identically the same charges he would have received the same sentence and 
judgment as was pronounced in case of Lieutenant Fuller, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why was not Lieutenant English brought before 
the same court? Why was the court-martial that tried Lieutenant 
Fuller dissolved ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not see any reason assigned for that, and am 
unable to answer. 

There is therefore no escape from the conclusion that this second court was 
organized to convict. 

Now let us see what were the charges against Lieutenant English. 
$ ka Absence without leave, to the prejudice of good order and military 

pline. 

“Second. Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman.” 

It will be seen the very same charges were made against Lieutenant Fuller. 

When we come to consider the specifications under these charges it will be 
observed that “Lieutenant English is not charged with as grave offenses as 
Lieutenant Fuller's.” 

The committee then goes on to show that he was found not guilty of 
most of the specifications, and adds: 

On the seventh specification, second charge, he was convicted in part only by 
striking out and substituting other and different than those read to the 
prisoner, and this , after being doctored and amended by the court, 
simply charged “that in company with Licutenant Fuller they took refresh- 
ments ata restaurant with a prostitute; ™ and in order to make any conviction 
they were compelled to say that he was only guilty of the ‘ substituted words,” 
and not those embraced in original and specifications; and it will be re- 
membered that the whole force of this rested on the truth of the allega- 
tion that Lieutenant English was well known in St. Josephas an officer of the 
Army, and that the reputation of the said woman was well known tothe people 
of the restaurant. He wasin fairness and justice entitled to a verdict of not 

‘uilty on this specification, and it was avoided alone by the process of substitu- 
tion which had been adopted by the courtin the interest of conviction. 


* * * 


* * * > 
The main difference between the cation and the substitute is that Eng- 
lish was charged with registering Ifand a paas as man and wife at 
the Pacific Hotel. Of this he was found "not guilty,” and they, the court, sub- 
stituted in their finding that he allowed this to be done by some one else, and 
that this was not the , nor was there proof in reference to it. 


Now, Mr, President, without going further into the details of this 
matter, the substance of the ground upon which the committee has re- 
ported in favor of Lieutenant English is, first, the fact that an undue 
and cruel difference was made between him and his companion; and, 
second, that the punishment for an offense which isacknowledged and 
is not attempted to be condoned was too severe, all the circumstances 
considered. 

I would say that I have examined carefully the entire record in this 
case, and while it seems to me just and right that these young officers 
should have received reprimand and punishment for conduct which was 
unbecoming officers of the Army, for which they should have been 
sternly and severely rebuked, it is hardly right to quench out the as- 

irations and to stigmatize the character of a worthy young man who 
hitherto borne an excellent reputation by reason of a single act of 
departure from the proper course which becomes an officer and a gen- 
tleman, and all the more unjust is it when one equally guilty with 
himself is allowed to escape with much less punishment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire of him if this 
officer was a graduate of the Military Academy ? 

Mr, DANIEL. Bothof them are graduates of the Military Academy, 


I understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think Lieutenant English is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand he is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think he was appointed from civil life. 

Mr. DANIEL. I can only state my information from the Senator 
who made the report. The House of Representatives has passed this 
bill, and the Senate Committee on Military Affairs has unanimously 
reported it. In my judgment it commends itself to the kindly and 
favorable consideration of the Senate. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry to be obliged to make a correction of 
the statement of the Senator from Virginia. The Senate committee 
was not unanimous., I wasone of those who voted against the report. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was not speaking by the record. Of course I had 
no means of judging, but I understood that the report was unanimous. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I find no fault. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I was another that voted against it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not in accordance with the usage of the Sen- 
ate, either, to go into matters that occurred in committee. I simply 
say that two of us avowed our opposition to the report. I think I 
must have misunderstood the Senator from Virginia, I do not know 
whether he said that the report from which he read was the report of 
the Senate committee or not, 

Mr. DANIEL. I said it was the House report from which I was 
reading. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it was adopted by the Senate committee, I have 
no recollection of it. But that is not material, because I voted against 
the bill and should have voted against the report of course. 

Mr. HAMPTON. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me a 
moment, I think I can explain that. Ifhe remembers, I was instructed 
by the committee at first to make an adverse report and to have the 
ease indefinitely postponed. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. t was unanimous. 

Mr. HAMPTON. That was done. At the request, however, of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who said he had some evidence 
to submit, I moved a reconsideration and the bill was again referred 
to the Military Committee, and I was instructed to make a favorable 
report; and the bill having passed the House and been referred to the 
committee with a House report, I used that report, and in making 
my report here I simply reported it back favorably. ‘That is the his- 
tory of the case. 

I confess, Mr. President, that at first blush I was in accord with the 
adverse majority; but when these other facts were brought to my at- 
tention, which were not brought up at first, I changed my opinion and 
I concur in what the Senator from Virginia has said so much better 
than I could sayit. Ithink gross injustice was done to this young man. 
I am told that he has conducted himself remarkably well. His father 
was an old Army officer, and as the Senator from Virginia says, all his 
aspirations are to make an honorable record in the Army, and I for one 
am dis to give him the opportunity of trying to do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I sympathize with the kindly purpose of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, who is always generous in all these matters; 
and I do not care, as against the judgment of a majority of the com- 
mittee on its second consideration, to go into any detailed argument in 
this matter. 

The court-martial charges, the evidence, the whole details of the 
case are very disagreeable reading in public. I venture to guess that 
the commanding officer dissolved the first court-martial because it did 
not punish the first officer named, Fuller, as he ought to have been 
punished in the judgment of his superior officer. Therefore it is that 
there appears to be a distinction between the treatment accorded to 
Fuller and the treatment accorded to English. A subsequent court- 
martial took up the English case and cashiered the officer. 

I refrain from a detailed argument. I differed from a majority of 
the committee. I thought the committee was right when it was 
unanimous against the bill, I do not care to argue the question, but 
I express my profound regret that it is thought best to permit the 
President to nominate for restoration to the service a man in a case like 
this. I hold it to be against the discipline, the character, and the best 
good in all respects of the regular Army. I have never heard a more 
vigorous protest in that direction than I have heard from officers of 
high standing at various times, not on this case only, but on many 
others. 

There was a time when restoration by revocation of the orders and 
decrees and judgments of courts-martial was common, and when Con- 
gress was very liberal about these restorations; but such was the bad 
fortune in restoring men believed to be incompetent and unworthy 
that there was a great reaction, and nothing of it was done for a long 
time. I admit that there must be a case occasionally in which it will 
seem equitable, not only generous but just, to endeavor to remedy an 
injustice; but I affirm that the cases in which a man has been cruelly 
and unjustly cashiered are very few indeed and are quite exceptional. 
I expect this to be so for some time, because the members of a court- 
martial are not qualified, as judges in civil life of the highest standing 
are, to distinguish entirely between what is upon record and what they 
know outside the record; and there is, therefore, what you may call a 
prejudice against an officer, which they derive from general knowledge 
of him for some time and believe him to be unfit for the service. Itis 
possible that we who see nothing but the bare record may think it was 
a pretty severe judgment under the circumstances. I do not know 
that that is true in this case. 

I simply wish to put on record my opposition to the bill and tosug- 
gest the query whether the bill is in the usual form. It authorizes the 
President to appoint an officer tothe Army. Is it not usual to give 
him authority to nominate, and we reserve to ourselves the usual con- 
stitutional power of confirming or not confirming ? 
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, as a member ofthe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs I gave this case particular consideration. The facts and 
circumstances out of which the charges against the young men grew 
are not necessary to be entered upon here particularly. It is sufficient 
to say, in brief, that two young men, both graduates of the Military 
Academy, of good families, with honorable lives behind them, with a 
bright future before them, committed an escapade not uncommon to 
youth, mitigated by all the facts and circumstances which the condi- 
tion of youth may invoke to mitigate such a transaction. 

The matter provoked an investigation; a court-martial was ordered 
upon them on the vague and indefinite charge of ‘‘ conduct unbecoming 
an officerandagentleman.’’ Oneof them, Mr. Fuller, was found guilty, 
and, if I recollect correctly, his sentence was merely nominal, suspen- 
sion from rank and perhaps from pay for the period of six months. The 
commanding officer who convened that court-martial dissolved it, al- 
though it was originally designed to try Mr. English too, for the reason 
that he believed that the sentence was too light, that it should be more 
severe, and convened another court under those facts and circumstances 
for the purpose of trying Mr. English. 

This second court-martial, proceeding upon precisely the same facts, 
having in consideration precisely the same mitigating circumstances, 
condemns Mr. English, the comrade of Mr. Fuller, like him a graduate 
of the Military Academy, to the perpetual and indelible infamy of being 
cashiered and dismissed the military service. 

I am inclined to think, taking all the facts and circumstances of these 
cases into consideration, and judging these men charitably, as men of 
our ages ought to judge young men charitably, that the sentence of Mr. 
Fuller was severe enough. It did not seem to me as a member of the 
committee, it does not seem to me now, that it is worth while to visit 
upon the follies and perhaps the temporary and evanescent and curable 
recklessness of youth such a perpetual stamp of infamy as has been im- 
posed upon the character of Mr. English. 

I have very little respect for the ways and doings of most of the pro- 
ceedings of frontier courts-martial. I know many of them by experi- 
ence. I know how they are built up to convict, how they are dissolved 
when they are not sometimes sufficiently pliable to the will of the con- 
vening officer; and to my mind this was one of those cases which I have 
innate ged repeated in the administration of military law upon the 
rontier, 

For these reasons, after having given this matter a very careful con- 
sideration, differing from two members of the Military Committee with 
great regret but with no diffidence, I came to the conclusion that it did 
not consist with the administration of military justice by this Govern- 
ment to allow one young man to goon aud to hold his position in honor 
with all the opportunities that a long military career before him can 
give, and remit the other young gentleman into the unending and in- 
delible disgrace of a perpetual sentence of this kind. Therefore I think 
this bill ought to be == 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I want simply to say that the form of this bill, 
in my opinion, is not the proper one. Itis not the form in which bills 
are generally reported in such cases from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It is a House bill, and I presume that was the reason no 
amendment wasmade. Itsimply says that the President is authorized 
to appoint a certain officer. The general form in all these cases has 
been that the President is anthorized to nominate and by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate to appoint. I think the bill should 
be amended. I therefore offer an amendment: ‘‘ That the President 
be, and heis hereby, authorized to nominate and by and with the advice 
and consent of theSenatetoappoint,’’ tocomeinafter the words ‘‘author- 
ized to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY., After the word ‘‘to,’’ in line 3, it is proposed to 
insert the words: 

Nominate and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate to. 

So as to read: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint William English a second 
lieutenant in the regular Army of the United tes, and to assign him to any 
vacancy in said rank existing therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
à third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr, HAMPTON were appointed. 

HEIRS OF GEORGE W. SAMPSON AND BENJAMIN HENRICKS. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Sampson 
and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was considered as in Com- 
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mittee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $1,000 to the 
heirs of George W. Sampson and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex., 

as com for the use of a court-room and offices for the mar- 
shal and elerk of the United States district court of the western dis- 
trict of Texas, from the ist of July, 1865, to the Ist of July, 1866. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM PFAENDER. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William Pfaender. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $883.50 for the reim- 
bursement of William Pfaender, late lientenant-colonel of the Second 
Regiment Minnesota Cavalry Volunteers, for the loss of property de- 
stroyed by the burning of Government buildings at Fort Ridgely, Minn., 
on the 19th of January, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the individual 
pension bills, subject to objection. There areonly a few of them, and 
it will not take twenty minutes, I ty, to pass them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not object to the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, but as there are several bills that he wants to consider, and 
there are some of us here who have a single little matter we should be 
glad to have considered, I would rather he would postpone his request 
until those of us who have but a single bill are out of the way. 

Mr. SAWYER. If Senators will permit me to call up private pen- 
sion bills some time to-day I will not press the request now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will consent to the Senator’s motion at any time 
he desires. 

Mr. SAWYER. If Senators have bills they want to pass I do not 
wish to be in their way. I shall not press my motion now. 


NAVAL ACADEMY COURSE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. F move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
So (EL. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Acad- 


ig ree an No ee: 2s See e 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Sa Tashan teapots un EONS, sac SANSE AENEAN 
amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Tike Chak tan aia of the committee 
may be acted on as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will be considered 
as they are reached in the reading of the text.of the bill, if there is no 
’ objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘ cadets,” to insert ‘then commencing 
their fourth year; ” so as to read: 


‘That the Academie Board of the Naval 
day of in each year separate the 

mencing their fourth vous into two divisions, as they may have shown special 
aptitude for the duties of the naar teat gprs modem or ns a 


eS eae fiseal year ending on 
day of Sens in tne lowest aspaen el eflcets inte tine of the 


The amendment was agreed to. ? 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 22, after the word 
e eaei to insert “at the end of their six years’ course; so as 


thereafter, final „at end of their years’ course, take 
ania Wey DANAA ARON the came iea to the merit marka. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 25, after the word “ di- 
vision,” to insert ‘‘at the end of their six years’ course;’’ and in line 
31, after the word ** division,” to insert ‘‘at the end of theirsix years’ 
course;’’ so as to 

And from the final graduates of the line and Marine Corps division, at the 
end of their six urse, appointments shall be made hereafter as it shall 
be necessary to pi praning pven E eng cy SE RS EE eai 
the line of the Navy and Marine Co the vacancies in the lowest grades 
of comm med officers r Corps; ae Ores at tes ame chal be alien 
in like manner pobedy ae rag oe a graduates of the Engineer di- 
vision at the end of six years’ course. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 41, after the word ‘‘no’ ” to 
strike out “herein contained” and insert ‘‘ contained herein or in the 
naval appropriation act of August 5, 1882;’’ in line 44, before the word 
“final,” tostrike out *‘such;’’ in line 45, after t graduates,” to insert 
ttad the end of their six years’ course;’? and in the same line, after the 


word “‘ below,” to strike ont ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, 
of commissioned officers shall be made each year than shall equal the number 


number of appointments into the said lowest grades 


of vacancies which shal] have occurred in the same grades during the fisca) 

then current; such appointments to be made from the final graduates ‘of the 
year, in the e order of merit as determined by the Academic Board of the Naval 
Academy, the assignment to be made by the Secretary of the Navy upon the 
recommendation of the Academic Board at the conclusion of the fiscal year then 
current; but nothing contained herein orin the naval appropriation act of Au- 
gust5, 1382, shall reduce the number of tments of final graduates at wane 
of their six years’ course below twelve in exch year to the line of the Navy, and 

not less than two shall be appointed eiaa ira to the Engineer Corps of the 
Navy, nor less than one —— to the Marine Corps; and if the number of 


in the lowest ‘oresaid, oocurring in any year shall be 
than the number of fin ce of that year, the surplus vacancies shall be 
Sites rome. tee Saab graduates of followine years, as they shall become avail- 
e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, insection 2, line 3, before the word ‘“‘ years,” 
to strike out ‘“‘sixteen” and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘and,’’ toinsert ‘‘the;’’ and in line 4, before the word ‘‘years,’’ 
to strike out “twenty-one” and insert “*nineteen;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 2. That after the 4th day of March, 1889, the minimum age of admission 
of cadets to the Academy shall be fifteen years and the maximum age nineteen 
years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add to section 2: 

Cadets shall be appointed one year in advance of the time of their admission 
to the Academy except in cases where by reason of death or other eause a va- 
eancy occurs which can not be provided for by such appointment in advance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the lastsection of the bill, 
in the following words: 

Seo. 2. That this act shall take effect when the first class shall be divided 
under its provisions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate est a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CAMERON, 
Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed at this time to the ` 
consideration of the bill (S. 3877) to amend the eharter of the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 14, after the word 
eS to insert: 

, That the said com: shall not tted to its 
Basa mai ip rtaromaea terminus, orat point within the: city Teele re onte conte 
is necessary to take on and let off its passengers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill as a new section: 

That Con 
Fane Se ee er en OE TOPIA Sy Oe 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer an amendment which I think the 
Senator from Tennessee will agree to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Letit be read. I think every Senator will agree 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where is it to be inserted ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As an additional section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section: 

Sze, 5, That any -e y authorized by law to run cars propelled by horses 
within the District of umbia is hereby authorized to substitute for horses 
electric pow.r by storage or independent electrical batteries or underground 
wire, or underground cables moved by steam power,on the whole or any 

of f ita roadway the same to be done under the direction and with the 
approval of the eommissioners of the District of Columbia, with authority to 
ai atinan pe use any terminal grounds and facilities necessary for the purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the subject passes away I wish simply to 
state that if this bill does not become a law I expect to offer this as an 
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I wish to say, too, 
that all the amendment proposes to do is to authorize any street rail- 
road company now existing and authorized by law to occupy the pub- 
lic streets to adopt new motive power. It limits it to three kinds— 
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electric wires underground, the cable wires, or the storage battery, all 
of which are admitted to be safe and of no danger to human life. 

-I have taken the liberty to show this amendment to one or two lead- 
ing gentlemen connected with the street railroads in thecity of Wash- 
ington, and I have given them pretty fair notice, so far as one mem 
ber of this body can, that unless they adopt modern modes of trans- 
portation for persons in the city of Washingten they must expect to 
have rivalsauthorized by Congress at the next session, while if they will 
themselves, by the free permit that is here granted, adopt these new 
methods of transportation, probably there will then be no disposition 
to give to other companies the power to tear up the streets of Washing- 
ton, 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the purport of the amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It simply gives to any company now existing and 
authorized to ran a street railroad the proper authority to adopt either 
of the three systems I have mentioned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Along their present lines? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Along their present lines. Itdoes not change the 
charter, but simply permits them, at their pleasure, to do it, and if 
they do not, then Congress will feel more at liberty to pass laws that 
will create competition here. 

Mr. HARR 8. I shall favor the amendment of the Senator from 
Obio to this bill, and also to the appropriation bill, if this measure shall 
not become a law before the appropriation bill is passed. I think it 
important to the District that the authority given by the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio should be granted to the railroad companies 
of the District. 

Mr. CALL. AsI heard the bill read, I think there is another ob- 
jection to it worthy of consideration, and that.is that it authorizesan 
increase of the stock of this company to the amount of $100,000. As 

. Iunderstand it, this community is already afflicted with a vast amount 
of watered steck and with charges upon transportation, based upon no 
expenditure of money. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I will 
state that perhaps for the first time in the legislation in respect of cor- 
porations in the District of Columbia, in the case of every railroad 
company that has been chartered by the Fiftieth Congress we have re- 
quired the estimates of competent engineers as to the cost of con- 
structing and equipping the road, and we have limited the amount of 
stock and bonds to a fair and reasonable amount allowed for the con- 
struction and the equipment. This bill authorizes an extension over 
new territory, and upon the estimates of the engineers the increase of 
stock is only equal to the cost of constructing and equipping the road 
authorized to be constructed, 

Mr. CALL. The explanation of the Senator I think goes to.a con- 
siderable extent to relieve the objection which I made. If I understand 
him to say that these street roads have been carefully examined as to 
their present value and that the capitalization of them in the shape of 
stock is no greater thana reasonsble valuation, the objection is entirely 
done away with. I simply desired for myself, however, to call atten- 
tion to the fact, which has been impressed upon me by repeated state- 
ments made in the Senate by members of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that there was an excessive capitalization of these 
roads. JI am not prepared to say that that is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that the Senator from Florida may not 
misunderstand my statement, or that nobody else may misunderstand 
me, I say every bill chartering a road by the Fiftieth which 
has been reported from the Senate Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia has limited the authority to issue stock and bonds toa fair estimate 
of the actual cost of construction andequipment. As to the roads pre- 
viously incorporated I think the Senator is right when he says that in 
some of them at least the stock has been from time to time watered. 
With that question I am not now dealing. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee may also truthfully 
add that inevery charter passed at this session provision has been made 
for the prompt payment of the capital in cash. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. CALL. But I understand thatthe bill relates to companies pre- 
viously chartered. 

Mr. HARRIS, The amendment of the Senator from Ohio simply 
gives authority to existing corporations to adopt the newer methods of 
motive power; that is, to adopt thestorage battery, or the underground 
electric wire, or what is known as the cable road. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not give any power to issue stock at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not give any power whatever to issue stock. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator to say that the bill re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, which is now 
about to pass, does not give power to issue additional stock? 

Mr. HARRIS. It gives to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
road Company power to issue stock in an amount-equal to the cost of 
extending its road over the territory on which the bill authorizes the 
extension; no more; and it authorizes no other company to issue one 
dollar’s or one cent’s worth of stock. 

Mr. CALL. ‘Then I will say that the statement of the Senator from 
Tennessee is entirely satisfactory, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Ohio will be agreed to if there be no objection. It is 


agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. ROSECRANS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William 8. Rosecrans. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the 
President to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint William S. Rosecrans, late a major-general of United 
States Volunteers and brigadier-general in the reguiar Army of the 
United States, to the position of brigadier-general in the Army, and to 
place him upon the retired-list of the Army as of that grade (the re- 
tired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent). 

Mr. HOAR. I know very well tae high reputation of this distin- 
guished officer and gentleman, and the high esteem in which he is held 
by his comrades. Ido not propose, therefore, to.ask even an explana- 
tion of the reasons which moved the committee to propose this measure 
so far as they relate to him; but I desire to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut if he is of opinion that it is within the constitutional power 
of Congress to selecta particular person by name and pass a special 
bill authorizing the President to appoint that officer to a certain office, 
and no other, in the Army? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam perfectly well aware of the gently malicious 
trend of the Senator from Massachusetts. He wishes to prod me with 
the Fitz-John Porter case. 

Mr. HOAR. Not with the case, but with the argument made by 
members of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought myself we were right in opposing that 
case on that particular ground, but I did also think that we were even 
more than right in opposing iton the general merits of the question. 
As to this other question with regard to the construction of the law, I 
submit to the overwhelming judgment of Congress asserted more than 
ence, and to the action of the President of the United States in con- 
firming it; and when a distinguished gentleman named A.B gets back 
into the Army in spite of a court-martial, I am in favor of putting an- 
other man on the retired-list who did not havea court- , but was 
a magnificent old soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. EDWIN PILCHER. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to J. Edwin 
Pilcher, of Louisville, Ky., $905, the amount of one bond of $100 and 
$805 in paper money of the Republic of Texas; but he shall first sur- 
render the securities to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. There wis an amendment reported by the Committee 
on Claims to the bill, an essential amendment, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury was to find certain facts. Theamendment will be found 
in the last paragraph of the report of the committee. I ask that the 
amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after the word “Texas,” 


in line 9: 
Provided, That the Secre of the Treasury shall find that said Pilcher’s 
claims are within the class of claims heretofore paid by the United States out of 


the Texas indemnity fund: And provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


shall be satisficd that said bond and money are genuine: And. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to he engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. x 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TEERITORY. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (5.3681) granting the right of way to the Fort 
Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to constract and oper- 
ate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State 
of Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
ale proceeded to consider the bill, which the Secretary began to 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Since calling the bill up I find that a 
House bill covering the same purpose exactly has been passed by that 
body, and I ask that the House bill be taken up in lieu of the Senate 
bill and put on its now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It-will be necessary, before the House 
bill ean be reached, to move to discharge the Committee on Indian Af- 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the House bill 
and that it be substituted for the Senate bill which has been taken up. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the 
Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of 


5 at DAWES. Has the Senator from Arkansas compared the two 

? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have. 

Mr. DAWES. They are substantially the same? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They are substantially the same. The 
Senate bill provides for a limitation of three years in which the road 
is to be built, and the House bill provides a limitation of four years. 

Mr. DAWES. I remember that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senate bill also provides that 50 
miles shall be built within a year, while the House bill has no limita- 
tion of the kind. 

s x DAWES. I now remember the differences between the two 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With the exceptions stated they are 
identically the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 
11777 is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be 
read at length. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and was interrupted by— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will suspend. The 

hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Senate resumes the consideration 
ot the unfinished business, being the resolution reported by the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Evarts] directing the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to revise the existing laws regulating the elections 
of members of Congress, etc. The rin E from Texas [Mr. COKE] is 
entitled to the floor. 
. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
have the regular order informally laid aside that the pending bill may 
be disposed of. It has been half read; it is before the Senate; it isa 
matter of local importance, and will only require time enough to finish 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. COKE. I will yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the House bill 11777 
will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is a misprint in line 1 of section 
12. The word “amended” should be “amend it.” I presume that 
can be corrected by the clerks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On page 4, in line 39, after the word 
t‘ petition,” the word ‘of’? should be stricken ont and “to” inserted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes; that change should also be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be that the engrossed bill is 
correct, and that the errors are typographical merely. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move the amendment in both places. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore wasauthorized to 
appoint the conferees on "the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas were appointed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, Senate bill 
3681, APETA entitled, upon the same subject, will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A’ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3949) to en- 
able the President to protect the interests of the United States in Pan- 
ama. 

The message also announced thatthe House had to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through 
the White Earth Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 

The message further announced thatthe House had to the sec- 
ond amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11658) making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other ae ey 
had disagreed to the first amendment of the Senate to the sai bill, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Foran, Mr. GAY, and Mr. 


cot etd of Iowa managers at the conference on the part of the 
ouse. 

The m: also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- - 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, numbered 2, 3, and 13, and it had disagreed to the residue 
of the amendments of the Senate to the said bill, asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. Ev- 
ARTS] from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, on which the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Texas to yield to me for 
twenty minutes that I may call up the remaining pension bills on the 
Calendar. It will take not exceeding twenty minutes to pass them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bills unobjected to? 

Mr. SAWYER. Unobjected individual pension bills, 

Mr. COKE. I think generally that those who have the floor have 
no right to farm it out. At the same time, it is the custom here to do 
things of that sort. The Senator from Wisconsin appealed to me to 
allow him twenty minutes to consider mratentet pension bills, and I 
promised him that I would yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me long 
enough to have a House bill passed, to which I think there will be no 
objection ? : 

Mr. SAWYER. I cannot do that. The first pension bill on the 
Calendar is Order of Business 2614, House bill 8406. 


CARA CURTIS, 


The bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
ee daughter of Maj. Gen. Samuel R. Curtis, at 

per mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without eee ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. B. GREEN. 


The bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of W. B. Green, actingassistant surgeon, United 
States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES G. SANDERS. 


The bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Charles G. Sanders, late private in Com- 
pany H, Twenty-second Illinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET M. NUGENT. 


The bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to t M. Nugent 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
n the pension-roll the name of Margaret M. Nugent, foster-mother 
of Patrick J. Hayes, late of Company G, One mined and fifty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteers, at $12 per month. 
eres bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIANNA MULLER. 


The bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Julianna Muller, widow of Frederick Muller, late a 
member of Company I, Thirty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN EBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Ebert, late a private in Company A, 
One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i PERMELIA SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to Bog diode aa 
melia Smith, widow of William M. Smith, a 7 rible in T. 
strong’s company, Twenty-fourth Regiment’ United States Infantry, in 


1889. 
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the war of 1812, a pension of $25 per month, in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. LLOYD. 


The bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of George W. Lloyd on the pension-roll, he being a soldier in the 
late war, in Company D, Tenth Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM FOWLER. 


The bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put upon the 
pension-roil the name of William Fowler at the rate of $20 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES METCALF. 

The bill (H. R. 11311) granting a penine James Metcalf was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James Metcalf, father of James A. Metcalf, 
late of Company E, Second New York Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. STARR. 

The bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of John H. Starr, who was a private in Capt. 
William C. Rall’s company of Illinois Mounted Volunteers in Colonel 
Thompson’s regiment in the Black Hawk war, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. KOCH. 

The bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Koch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toin- 
crease the pension of William H. Koch, làte a sergeant of Company E, 
One hundred and twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $50 per 
month, on account of wounds received in the line of duty while a vol- 
unteer in the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY WHITNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Whitney, widow of William E. Whitney, 
late a private in Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY H. STACY. 

The bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy, was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It nroposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of Mary H. Stacy, widow of Byt. Lieut. Col. M. 

I. Stacy, late a captain in the Twel Kegiment United States In- 
fantry, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE COLWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 
well was considered as in-Committee of the Whole. It pro to in- 
crease the pension of George Colwell, late a private of Company I, 
— a Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to the rate of $25 per 
month, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEONARD SCHAEFER. 


The bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Schaefer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Leonard Schaefer, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, Twenty-fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry Vol- 
unteers, for rheumatism, in addition to the pension now received for 
wound of abdomen. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. BURGESS. 

The bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the nameof George H. Burgess, late corporalin Company H, 

wenty-sixth Connecticut Volunteers, the pension to be payable to his 
legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARINDA WAKEFIELD REED. 


The bill (H. R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Marinda Wakefield Reed, widow of 
William Alexander Reed, deceased, late of Company D, Ninety-first 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DORCUS ALFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Dorcus Alford, of ton County, Georgia, 
widow of James Alford, ensign in the Creek Indian war of 1836, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN WILLIAMS, 


The bill (H. R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Stephen Williams, of Company E, Fourteenth 
Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. LONG. 

The bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Long, widow of William W. Long, 
late second lieutenant Company D, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY CROSS. 


The bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Emily Cross, mother of Robert 8. Cross, late private 
of Company F, Thistieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL M. MAULDING, 

The bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to strike out ‘‘an increased 
rate per month” and insert ‘the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving;’’ sv as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, c'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel M. Maulding, late os 
of Company H, Sixth Lllinois Cavalry, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Kepresentatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
DAVIS, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


MARIA BRASTED. 

The bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Maria Brasted, mother of Daniel W. Brasted, 
deceased, late private Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry. Š 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY GRAY. 
The bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray was consid- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 

Mary Gray, mother of Charles R. Gray, deceased, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Fifty-first Regiment New York Veteran Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER M. BOATRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-rolls the name of Alexander M. Boatwright, late of 


1926 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


Captain Houston’ s company, Colonel Sanford’s volunteers, Illinois Mili- | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It- 


tia, at $20 per month. 

‘The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE BALSER, 
The bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser was con- 
as in Committee of the Whole. lt proposes to upon the 

pension-roll, at $18 per month, the name of Annie Balser, the helpless 
and invalid ‘daughter of William Balser, late a member of Company F, 
Nineteenth Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay the same to her legally con- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTER GAVEN. 


The bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Ester Gaven, mother of Bernard Gaven, late 
private in Company D, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 


try. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY HAMILTON. 

The bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
panoan the name of Nancy Hamilton, widow of David Hamilton, 

of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMINE E. SNYDER. 

The bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamine E. Snyder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamine E. Snyder, late of Company L, 
Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

WILLIAM LOGAN. . 

The bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Logan, late a teamster in the Quarter- 
master’s Department, United States Army, with the same rate of pen- 
sion to which a private soldier would be entitled for like disabilities, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN Y. HOOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 10639) granting a þension to John Y. Hooper was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the on roll the name of John Y. Hooper, late of Company F, First 

ent Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and who is now an inmate of 
the hospital for the insane at St, Peter, Minn., the pension to be paid 
to his legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH M’KEE. 


The bill (H. R. 6886) granting a pension to Hannah McKee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to on the 
ion-roll, at $30 per month, the name of Hannah McKee, mother of 
ohn H. McKee, Jate of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers; Joseph A. McKee, late of Company I, Fifteenth iment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; B. McKee, late of Battery A, Fourth United 
States Artillery; and H. McKee, late of Company D, Fourth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MYERS. 


The bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Myers; of Appleton City, St. Clair 
County, Missouri, widow of John H. Myers, deceased, late private in 
Company F of the Sixtieth Regiment of Missouri Enrolled Militia, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE MUTZ. 
` The bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Catharine Mutz, widow of Max Mutz, late of 
Company. H, Sixth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported te the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIET OPIE H., AYRES. 


The bill (S. 3944) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres was | H 


pay to Ju- 
liet Opie H. Ayres, widow of Romeyn Beck Ayres, late hetae of the 
Second iment , United States Army, a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES SCHULER. 

The bill (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place upon 
the pension-roll, at $18 Fane the name of Charles Schuler, late 
a member òf- Company ‘ourth Minnesota Infantry, he being 1 men- 
tally and physically tere reetey and to pay the same to his lawfully 
constituted guardian, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. SELBACH. 


The bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mary A. Selbach on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARLAN E, KING. 


The bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Harlan E. King, late private in Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK GERAGHTY. 


The bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

Geraghty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Patrick Geraghty, late a 
private of Company G, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN L. KEARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 
Kearney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pi 
to place the name of Stephen L. Kearney, late a first lieutenant of the 
Third Regiment of Colored Troops in the service of the United States, 
on the pension-roll of the United States at the rate of $12.25 per month, 
in lieu of the pension of $8 per month he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without are ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference, 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent the President tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the lahan and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on eet sees ee 
agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
Piump, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1831) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, Mary Heap Nicholson. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer, with an amend- 
ment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House farther insists upon its amendments to the bill (S. 
cel ir ares for the ager eb a the Stare of South Dakota into the Union 
for the organization of t of North and to the 


agrees 
further conference asked by the prake on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
ouses thereon, 


the pa 
(s. 185) to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union 
and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota in the following re- 


apaia: 
. That the Territo em, Mexico and the proposed new State thereof may 
be ‘excluded from the bil 

2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South ta by proclamation of the President under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resubmitted to the peeps of South Dakota, with provisions 
for a new election of State and Federal cers and without a new vote on the 
question of division. 

3. Further providing that the proposed States of North Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington shall be admitted on the same basis, t. e., all of them under procia- 
mations by the President. 

Further, that such matters as relate to the election of delegates and the ap- 
portionment of the districts from which members of the convention are to be 
elected, the date of holding conventions and the date of resubmission of the 
South Dakota constitution, and the location of the temporary seat of govern- 
mentin South Dakota, and such matters as are not included in the in- 
enern! above recited, be referred to the committee of conference for their 

iscretion. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Have the pension bills on the Calendar been con- 
cluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have all been of. 

Mr. SAWYER. I yield the rest of my twenty minutes to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr: MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Texas to yield to me to 
call up a House bill which, I think, will elicit no debate, 

Mr. SAWYER. I yieldthe restof thetwenty minutes. I have only 


occupied thirteen minutes. 
The Senator from Texas is entitled 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the floor. Does r ield ? 

Mr. COKE. I yielded to the Senator from Wisconsin for twenty 
minutes, and that ti time has not quite expired, and he has made some 
arrangement with the Senator from Oregon for the consumption of the 
remainder, 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; that is the case. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to ask the Senator from Oregon if his bill will 
consume any time? 

Mr. MITCHELL, J think it will lead to no debate. It is a House 
bill which was reported unanimously from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE, I am willing that the twenty minutes shall be con- 
sumed, Ifthe bill can be passed before the expiration of that time 
I shall not object. 

Mr. MITCHELL, If it leads to any lengthy debate I shall not in- 
sist on it. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Order of Business is not given. The bill is 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Peers nf ren TES me iach: 
up in the absence of so many Senators. It ought to be called up some 
time when the Senate is fuller. It is an old c 

Mr. COKE. Is the bill objected to? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Ishall not press my request for its consideration. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported by 
Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, direct- 
ing that committee to revise the existing laws regulating the election 
of esac tet of Congress, etc. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, yesterday I laid before the Senate a re- 
sponse to the memorial of three citizens of Washington County, Texas, 
arraigning the people of Washington County, a counter-memorial mak- 
ing denial of the material allegations in the memorial and setting out 
independent facts, and I informed the Senate that I would proceed to 
substantiate the counter-memorial and the allegations in it by laying 
before the Senate testimony which had been taken by the Committee 
‘on Privileges and Elections, which testimony had not been included in 
the report of that committee made and laid upon the desks of mem- 
bers of the Senate. 

I propose to pursue the same line of and to lay before the 
Senate additional testimony on this subject. I will commence by ask- 
ing the Secretary to turn to page 391 of the record of evidence taken 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections and read the testimony 
ot The PRESIDE SURS 

e IDENT pro tempore. The will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ie 


W. W. Searcy, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows; 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. What is your full name? 
a a Ao a ? 
ow are you 
A. Lam thirty years old, 
Q. Where do yoa live? 


to the consider- 
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Q. What is your business? 

A. Ea AA OLOS AL ier and I have been Shton: of the Domciesliaet: 
ecutive committee of that county for the past six y 

Q. = know what the subject-matter of this hapa is? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In regard to these gentlemen, Messrs. Hackworth, Schutze, and Moore? 

A. I know them all. 

p You say you are chairman of the Democratic executive committee ? 

. I have for the past six years. 

& Has there been any regalar Democratic convention or organization for 
some years past in Washington County? 

A. There has beén a Democratic organization all the time for the p of 
sending delegates to the State conyention. We call a county conven to- 
gether whenever there is to be a State or district nomination in order to send 
out delegates. But for county nominations there has been no convention for 
the past two elections, 

By Mr. SPOONER: 


Q. You mean for 1884 and 1886? 

A. Yes, sir; for 1834 and 1886. In 1886 I was myself, individually, opposed to 
to the citizens’ meeting. I thought that the Democratic organization of the 
county ought to be kept up and refused to go into the citizens’ mosti Also, 
I did notsi the call made last autumn on the candidates, beca: have al- 
ways been in favor of keeping up the Democratic organizations of our county. 

By Mr. Evsrts: 

Q. Whatdo you know about the occasion for forming this People’s ticket 
which band ormes in the fall of 1886? 

A. So far as I know about the forming of that ticket, it was done in order to 

rotect the Bayt oe pa of the county from a lot of thieves who had lived there 

e vipers r substance for past twenty years. When I first went 
there tent ‘Smith, the former tax-collector, was on settling ett the commis- 
sioners’ court for a default that he had made, and eom for $1,000 with 
the county for his lt. there was Hu one man who has been 
spoken of here, who had been indicted and convieted by the jurors of that 
county for squandering the funds there when he was road overseer, but whose 
case was reve the supreme court upon technicalities of the law, not be- 
cause the man was not guilty, but beeause they said in their decision that there 
was no law for punishing that offense. He was tried and convicted by the 
jurors of our county, but the supreme court of the State reversed and dismissed 
me cae; use they said there was no law for punishing sort of an of- 

nse, 
By Mr, EVARTS: 

Q. What was the name of that one? 

A. J. H. Hutcheson. After that default,and after he had been convicted, after 
his case was reversed and sent back, he was nominated by these same men for 
sheriff of that eounty, and was elected two or three successive terms as sheriff, 
and has since been sued on his bond there for sheriff for money collected and 
not turned over to the county, 


By Mr. Evstis: 


peer to Hackworth and pone tigen rt oa Then there came along 
believe it was; — was before 


when I was appointed chairman of the Democratic 


knew these le were squandering the we ener’ that they collected, aud ‘Lwent 
to work and worked up the case in, and he was indicted eleven 
times by the ones were quashed, and then the State 


oaoa jury. The 
sued him tor $10.000 as a defaulter. He was then county collector, and he re- 
He had been renominated by the Republican pany, buthe resigned his 
poaa. as tax-collector, and withdrew from the ticket after these defaults had 
ht out on him, and then two pes ears afterwards they nominated him 
for sheriff of the ey, and ran him. Then there was Leib, who was nomi- 
nated, I ve, in 1850, who stole $25.000 of the people’s money, and now is in 
the penitentiary serving a sentence for that. 
2 These a individuals you have mentioned are Republicans? 
Yes, sir; they are all Republicans, and they have been the princi; 
holders Aas they have held the moneyed offices of the county nearly all the 
time. r, Amsler, a German, succeeded Harvin in the eaaclioners s office. 
He was the first tax-collector, Harvin was, and he held that office until he was 
proved to be a defaulter and forced to re-ign. Then Mr. Amsler was elected 
and honestly administered the affairs of the office for two iye irs and tben de- 
clined to run again, and his deputy was taken up the people's movewent, and 
he isnow a po ector of the county, Now,as to Mr. Schutze, he has no moral 
ere 


Mr. COKE, Iask the Pea boti to page 401 and read the 
testimony of F. A. E 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
F. A. Engelke, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 


office- 


n Coun! 
ou lived ue g 


tabire: of the First National Bank there. 

Nome have you been president of that bank? 

eve about four years. 

was your business before that? 

a private banking business of my own there, a private house 
ae your poti polities? 


Hen 


PePOPerePerererer 
28 Ege 


Ho rel Reon. erence Sona Eo ublican ? 
Oe a bong ant pate chap waaay Dhaka Bera a Republican before I 
came 
Q. What local ticket did you support at tne last election? 
2 Wa apiha rA sae Syed this People’s ticket? 
‘ere you one ig picks e up eople’s ticke 
A. I was not a signer, but A a atenn it afterwards; after it was formed I ap- 
proved it; ob cary et Sar 
Q. You voted for it 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was ee Pay yaa beer Aree con that People’s ticket was formed ? 
A, On account of bad of the Republican party, 
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Q. The local administration? 

A. Yes, sir; the local administration, The money was stolen, and the people 
were not satisfied with those officers. 

Q. Was there a eal of dissatisfaction with the local administration 
among prominent Repulicans? 


. Yes, sir, 
Q pagan the best men, the men of property? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. And men interested in good government? 

A, Oh, yes, sir; they all wanted good government. 

Q. Were there many of your acquaintances who took the same view of this 
as yourself? 

. Yes, sir; a good many. 

Q. German Republicans? - 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Men of prominence in the common ? 

A, Yes, sir; most all of them; nearly all of them went with them; they were 
dissatisfied. ` 

Q. You knew you were voting for some Democrats on the local ticket ? 

A. Yes, sir; we did, 

Q. Andyou, a Republican, voted for a Democrat? 

A, Yes, sir; I never would vote for a Republican if I knew that a Democrat 
was the better man, 

Q. How did you vote on the national ticket? 
< marye e ways the Republican ticket, The last time I don’t know whether 

yi at all. 

Q zen say you have a good many friends who are Republicans? 

f ve, 


Q. Do you know of any reason why a man should leave that community 
simply because he is a Republican? 

A. I did not see any necessity for anybody who was a Republican leaving 
there; I do not know of any necessity. 

Ae: ve Sirya or business relations are not interfered with on account of 

A- No, sir; not at all; I do not know of any case at all. 

Q. Do you know what is the general reputation and standing in that com- 
munity of S. A. Hackworth? 

A. His reputation is not good. 

Q. Do you know anything about the reputation and standing of Mr. Schutze? 

A. I think it is mighty low; that is what it is. 

Sos a you know anything about the reputation and standing of Mr. J. L, 
A: Ro} I can not tell you much about Mr. Moore. 

Mr, COKE. I call the attention of the Senate to the testimony of 
this witness, Mr. F. A. Engelke, a German, a Republican, an old resi- 
dent of Washington County and Brenham, a man who votes the na- 
tional Republican ticket always, and who joined the movement com- 

of Democrats and Republicans, known as the People’s ticket, in 
1884, and again in 1886, for the purpose of expelling from power the 
men who signed the memorial and arraigned the peopleof Washington 
County before the Senate and the country. It was done, says this wit- 
ness, because of the corruption and bad government of these officials. 
The same people composing the People’s ticket went on voting the na- 
tional Republican ticket and State Republican ticket, but voted with 
the Democrats for the purpose of getting rid of these vampires who 
were preying upon the best interests of Washington County and her 
people. I desire to call special attention to what this gentleman says 
with reference to the standing of these three memorialists: 

Q. Do you know of any reason why a man should leave that community 
simply because he is a Republican? 

A, Idia not see any n ty for anybody who was a Republican leaving 
there; I do not know of any necessity, 

Ka- na ee or business relations are not interfered with on account of 
cs 

A No, sir: not at all; I do not know of any case at all. 

Q. Do you know what is the general reputation and standing in that com- 
manuy of S. A. Hackworth? 

A. His reputation is not good. 

Q. Do you know anything about the reputation and standing of Mr. Schutze? 

A. I think it is mighty low; that is what it is. 

The last witness whose testimony was read here just before the ad- 
journment yesterday, Mr. Muller, in response to the same question, says 
that Mr. Schutze is a vile, low man. Every witness who has been ex- 
amined has testified to the same effect about Schutze and Hackworth. 

These men, Schutze and Hackworth, have been always since the war 
the leading spirits in Washington County, fomenting trouble, intriguing 
with the lowest class of the negro population, creating all the disturb- 
ance they could create, not for any public purpose, not for any public 
good, but for their own private ends and to get themselves into power. 
These are the men who come here and assail the people of Washington 
County and the State of Texas; and I want the Senate to listen to what 
the witnesses who live in the same county with them say is their char- 
acter. I venture the assertion that there never have been three men 
whose characters have been more universally denounced as utterly 
abandoned than these three memorialists. Yet, Mr. President, the re- 
port of the honorable Committee on Privileges and Elections is based 
chiefly upon their testimony. 

There is one other witness who figured and who is much quoted in 
the report, one Jodon, of Brenham. I ask.Senators to look into the 
report of this testimony and they will find that while Mr. Jodon is a 
witness who knows everything that is necessary to be known on any 
point that comes up, that at the same time he appeared in the com- 
mittce as a prosecutor. He alternated with members of the commit- 
tee in the examination of witnesses. The proceedings before the com- 
mittee show it. And he, with the other three, Schutze, Hackworth, 
and Moore, are the witnesses upon whose testimony the report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is chiefly based. I submit that 
it was an impropriety in that committee to permit this man to sit there 
and examine witnesses in this proceeding. It should not have been 
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permitted; and certainly decency forbade that the same man should be 
prosecutor and witness in the same cause. Yet that committee per- 
mitted it, for here is the evidence of it in the interrogatories propounded 
by Mr. Jodon to various witnesses. 

I ask now that the Secretary turn to page 405 and read the testimony 
of E. Reichardt. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


E. Reichardt, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Evstts: 

Q. What is your age? 

A. I am fifty-three years of age, ‘ 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. Llive in Brenham at present. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A, Since 1873, I think. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. I have got a business in town, a furniture-house business, and other busi- 
ness besides, I live out 3 miles from town on my farm. 

Q. What are your politics? 

A. In politics I am a Democrat. 

Q. How long have you been a Democrat? 

A, I voted for Pierce and Buchanan,and after the war I could not vote for 
anybody else. I voted the Democratic ticket all the time, 

Q. Do you know Mr.S. A. Hackworth? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you known him? 

A. Since the time I was in Brenham. 

Q. What is his standing and pen reputation in that community ? 

A. Well, his standing might be good with somebody ; with me it is not much, 

Q. I speak of his general reputation. 

A. It is not very great. 

= I do not ask you whether he is a great man; I want toknow about his rep- 
utation, 

A. It was not very good in regard to business ways. I speak asa business 
man. He never pays his debts except he is forced to do it. 

Q. You mean his credit is not very good in that community? 

A. Nor his other standing, 

Q. His credit and his other standing you say is not ? 

A. Not with a good many people; it may be good with some, 

Q. What is the general reputation aud character of Mr. Schutze? 

A. Well, it is about the same thing. 

Q. Give us alittle more definite idea if you can. 

A. Well, I had for years no dealings with Mr. Schutze except last year when 
I took his paperfora year. Schutze is about the same way. He gets into any- 
wee and tries to evade paying, and in regard to his social standing he has 
none. 

Q. Do you know anything about Mr. Moore? 

A. Mr. Moore is a good man except he left Brenham without paying his 


debts. 

Q. In old times it was said people went to Texas to avoid ing their debts, 

A. Yes,sir; and a good maw acces there. sin 

Q. Do you know anything t the circumstances of Mr. Hackworth, Mr. 
Schutze, and Mr, Moore leaving there? 

A. Yes, sir; I found that out. 

Q. From what you know, do Ppa think there is any reason for their leaving? 

A. No,sir; none in the world, They could have been there just as quietly 
and as well off as anybody. But all those parties were deeply involved in debt, 
and they had no source of making anything, and that was the last recourse they 
took. Noneof them was a producer, nor did he do anything to make a living. 

Mr. COKE. This old German banker, this citizen of Washington 
County, condenses this whole business with reference to these three 
men into a nutshell in answer to this question: 

Q. From what you know, do you think there is any reason for their leaving? 

A. No, sir; none in the world, They could have been there just as quietly 
and as well off as anybody. But all those parties were deeply involved in 
debt, and they had no source of making anything, and that was the last re- 
souno oe took, None of them was a producer, nor did he do anything to 
make a living. 


The truth is that these three men were professional agitators. They 
had nothing in Washington County. They lived on office. They 
plandered the people to such an extent that in 1884 the people, as you 
have heard before in this testimony, without reference to party or po- 
litical affiliations, combined, and Democrats and Republicans made up 
a People’s ticket, composed of Democrats and Republicans, and elected 
it, throwing these three memorialists out of office. When they got 
out of office they were like fish out of water. They tried to regain 
power in 1886. They failed to do it. They were run completely 
aground; they were stranded; they were bankrupt in fortune as well 
as in character; and they left there voluntarily, as this old man says, 
and as twenty-eight other witnesses prove whose testimony is here, and 
they were not driven off because they were Republicans, as they allege 
in their memorial. 

I ask the Secretary to turn to page 409 and read the testimony of 
Harry Haynes. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF HARRY HAYNES, 


Harry Haynes, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. PUGH: 


Q. Give your full name and pas of residence, 
A. Harry Haynes; I live at Independence, Washington County, Texase, 
Q. How long have you resided there? 
A. I was born there, and never have lived elsewhere. 
Q. About how old are you? 
A. I am thirty-seven years old. 
Q. What is your occupation ? 
A. Lam a farmer. 
a we Pte . present at Brenham when they had the citizens’ meeting? 
. Yes, sir. 
What was the cause of that meeting: for what purpose was it held? 
A. It was held more as a conference mee than anything else, to deter- 


an 
mine what action the people would take with reference to the result of the elec 
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tion that had just been held and to perfect harmony and concert of action; to 
discuss the situation generally. 

Q. What were the objects that were intended to be accomplished by that 
meeting; were they lawful or unlawful? State the purpose of it. 

A. It was lawful in every respect. We were there in the interest of law and 
order. It was currently reported pert. rege the country that there were luw- 
less mobs or bands of people who intended to control the result of the election 
by force. That being the case, the law-abiding people of the county concluded 
that it would be best to consult together and to adopt some means to prevent 
any disturbance. 

What was the character of the people who assembled there? 

A. It was the most essentially representative body that I ever saw convened 
on any occasion or for any purpose, in Washington County, It was com 
of bona fide citizens irrespective of party, nationality, color. creed, or otherwise, 
and there were Republicans, colored people, Democrats, Independents, and peo- 
ple of all political shades of opinion. 

Q. They were a representative body of the people? 

A. It was so regarded, and it was so strikingly so that it excited general com- 
ment in the press of the county and the adjoining counties, 

Q. What expression of feeling was given by that meeting while they were in 
session; what was the character of the speeches, if there were any? 

A. There were several ches made which were distinguished for conserva- 
tism, the result of which was that we determined we had achieved the victory 
and would hold to it. 

Q. What evidence did you have that there were any persons organized in the 
punch et prevent the lawful result of the election from being recognized and 
enforced 

A. Well, in some parts of the county I suppose they had ocular evidence 
of it, but in my section of the county we had nothing more than current rumor, 
We wereconnected by telegraph and telephone with other sections of the county, 
and through this medium of communication we had been informed that in the 
eastern part of the county these insurrections, riots, rebellions, or whatever you 
choose to term them, were being organized. I suppose in the eastern part of 
the county these things came under the observation of individuals, but in my 
part ofthe goals. wesaw nothing ofthesort,except that the townin which Llive, 
a vil situa’ 15 miles north of Brenham, was entirely deserted by the male 
colored population. It was a notorious fact that for twenty-four hours nota 
negro man was seen in the town, nor scarcely any who were able to go away at 

Q. At what point was that? 

A. At Independence. The women were very closely housed, but the men 
had all gone, and we have never been able to find out just exactly where they 
went. The supposition with us was that they had gone to the eastern part of 
the county to join these mobs that were being Spee We haveno itive 
evidence, however, tothatend. There were us y agood many colo: people 
in our town, but for twenty-four or thirty-six hours we did not see a colored 
man there at all, and that confirmed the rumors we had received that these 
mobs were being organized in different parts of the cunat. 

Q. Whether that was true or false. was the apprehension general and well 
founded in belief; did the people just affect to believe that, or was the appre- 
hension of danger real? 

A. I neyer saw people more serious in my life. Ifthey were joking about it, 
they acted the hypocrite most consummately I must say. There was great dis- 
tress among the women of the country. The men are not easily frightened, but 
they were distressingly serious on the subject, You asked me about the char- 
acter of the speeches. I would like togo back and speak about them. 

Q. My question was as to what s es had been made at that meeting? 

A. Colonel Giddings, who delivered, I suppose, the leading speech, advised 
the people to be prudent, discreet, and cautious, and to hold to what they had 
gained, but to resort to no acts of violence. That was about the character and 
substance of his speech. 

Q. There was no man at that moning me was more influential with the peo- 
ple who attended the meang: than Colonel Giddings? 

A. No, sir; he was decidedly the most influential man there, I suppose. 

Q. He is a large property-holder, is he not? 

A. Yes, sir; he is one of our wealthiest citizens, and a banker. 

Q. What positions had he filled; what public trusts? 

A. I do not know that he had ever filled any, except that he had served two 
or three terms in Congress. 

Q. When had he served those people in Congress? 

A. Washington County was in his old district, or was in 1874, I believe. It 
was the Fifth Congressional district of the Stateand Washington County isstill 
the old Fifth Congressional district, though it is in district number nine now. 

Q. You say that was the character of the counsel Colonel Giddings gave at 
that meeting? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there anything in the speech which you heard from Colonel Giddings 
calculated to excite any resort to violence orany breach of the peace? 

A. Well, I can answer that question with more than ordinary confidence. If 
he delivered a single sentence or used a word or phrase that was calculated to 
stir up any bad blood it has entirely escaped-my memory, and more than that, 
it did not create any such impression on me at the time. It was remarkably 
conservative, more so than any speech I have ever heard Colonel Giddings de- 
liver, and I bave heard him deliver hundreds, I suppose, in the course of my 
life. He is not regarded as an archan in our part of the world; he isa man 
with plenty of temper, Gy peed and bold, and in his public discussions is a 
very aggressive talker. But on this occasion he was very lamb-like and submis- 
sive, and his voice was altogether for ce, and he so stated it. I think [ had 
better state the feelings of the man when I state this publicly. It created some 
surprise, the conservative spirit of the speech; I know it created some surprise. 

Q. The effect of it was to allay, you say, any spirit or feeling other than that 
of keeping the peace, preserving order, executing the Jaws, and respecting the 
rights of everybody? 

A. Yes,sir; that was the character of it. 

Q. Who else spoke at that meeting? 

A. There were some six or seven short speeches delivered. I believe I was 
called on next to Colonel Giddings, and perhaps made the longest speech that 
was delivered, his speech excepted. I may have talked longer than Colonel 
ae ; > do not remember about that. I was the second speaker, I believe, 

udge Kirk. 

Mr. KIRK. I think you were. 

Q. Will you give the character of the speech that you made, its purpose, and 
what you intended its effect to be, and so on? Without repeating what you 
said, just state what the general character of the speech you made was. 

A. My object was to follow up the impression that Colonel Giddings had 

e. I was for peace, and only exhorted the ple to hold to what they had 
achieved; that we had fought the fight, had achieved the victory, and should 
hold it. That was about the substance of what F said. It was in line with 
Colonel Giddings’s talk. and was intended to create the same sortof impression, 
which I think it did. 1 used some language in that speech which has been the 
subject of some of the testimony which has been taken, and I would like to state 
that I am reported to the committee as having said that my voice was for war. 
Well, that is pretty strong language, taken entirely out of its connection, but 
the connection in which that expression was used was about this: That after 
this meeting had been called by the citizens, which was some twenty-four or 


of 


thirty-six hours, I received notice before the meeting convened of a certain 
matter. I had heard of these outrages, insurrections, mobs, or whatever you 
call them—I think the word mob would convey the most accurate idea of the 
character of those monies held in the eastern part of the county—and I said in 
that speech, when I h of those mobs being organized in tue county, that, 
if their expressed intention was to E and slay the people of the s 
that my voice was for war. But when I heard these reports contradicted I å 
that I intended to attend that meeting upon a mission of peace. Tha expresses 
my views and the way I bappened to use those words on that occasion; that 
having heard of these insurrections in the other parts of the county, my voice 
was for war, but since those reports were contradicted, I said I intended to at- 
tend that eee amission of peace. I hope! make that clearto the com- 
mittee. I would like for them to get it exactly right, as it has been misap- 
prehended by witnesses who have been before the committee heretofore, 

Q. Who was the next speaker after you? / 

A. I can not name the speakers in the order in which they were called. 

Q. Did Judge Kirk speak? 

A. No, sir; he was not the next speaker. 

Q. Did he speak at that meeting? 

A. He was called on, probably, the third man to speak, but he declined to 
talk, and Mr. Brian talked, and Mr. Searcy talked, and Mr, Felder, from Chapel 
Hill, made a talk, and, I think, two or three others made short talks, substan- 
tially indorsing the speeches that had been delivered by Colonel Giddings and 
myself. That was aboutall, That is my recollection ; if there were any other 
speeches made, except to just indorse the sentiments they had expressed, I have 
no recollection of it, except that Mr. Felder digressed to say that he thought 
Judge Kirk had made a very brilliant campaign, and had worthily won his hon- 
ors, or something of that sort, which had no effect on what the meeting was 
called to produce. 

Q. Now, in reference to the purpose of that meeting, did anybody in it go so 
far as to pose to drive any one out of the county, or to take any steps to do 
so, to tell any one to leave? What have you to say about that? 

A. No, sir; there was nothing of that sort attempted. . 

Q. What do you know about these persons being compelled to leave, or re- 
quired to leave, or notified to leave? 

A. Oh, it was altogether voluntary on their gape 

Q. What reason have you for saying so; why do you make that statement? 

A. So far as Mr, Schutze is concerned, I do not know what motives he had, or 
what his intention has been heretofore. I speak now with reference to Mr. 
Moore and Mr. Hackworth. Last spring I was at the Pennington Hotel in the 
town of Brenham, and Mr. Moore drove up in front of the hotel with a load of 
vegetables. . I believe at that time he was engaged in the market-garden busi- 
ness, He had been aman tbat I had known somewhat intimately, and I ste: 
on the gallery, being somewhat surprised to see him selling vegetables, an d 
some words with him. Iasked him what he meant by that. * Well,” he says, 
“this is the way I haye to make my living.” I used some expression, such as 
“How are the mighty fallen!” and asked him if he expected to continue that, 
ana he said “No, Haynes, I can not see how I can make a living here, and I 
have made up my mind to go to California.” Just what else occurred in the 
conrse of that conversation I have no recollection. 

Q. That was at what time? 

A. That was last spring; that is, the spring before the election. He told me 
then that as soon as he could di of his property there to any advantage 
(he did not state any time), that he expected to go to California. Last summer, 
a year ago, in August, I was with Mr. Hackworth, and we were invited to de- 
fiver speeches down in Austin County. At that time there was a local-option 
contest pending in one of the m: rate’s beats of Washington County, and we 
had been invited down there to deliver speeches in that election. On the way 
down we talked about a great many things, and when we got in the vicinity of 
Wallace, where the speeches were to take place, he began to talk about his 
speeches down there to a large number of negroes that he had colonized. He 
was agent for large tracts of land, and he ex ed to colonize there. and he 
told me on that occasion that he expected to dispose of that property and settle 
down in Fort Bend County, or Austin County, near the line, as soon as he could 
dispose of his property in Brenham. Sol soy that as far as Mr. Moore and Mr. 
Hackworth are concerned, their forcible exile is in obedience to a plan long 
matured and quietly expressed to me. IfI have violated the proprieties of a 
private conversation in giving this testimony before a committee, I ask the 

oe acl those gentlemen in doing it; but that is the way it occurred, as far as 
reco! 

Q. Did you ever have any notice ofa movement by any individuals or body 
le in Brenham to drive these men out of the county? 

o, sir; I never did. 

Q. Or to tell them to leave? 

A. No, sir; I never heard of any movement of the sort at all. 

Q. Is there anything else you think of which you would likẹ tostate? Doyou 
know the general character or standing of Mr. Moore, Mr. Schutze, or Mr, Hack- 
worth in A pouan Fr County or in the neighborhood where they live? 

A. A man could hardly live in Washington County and not be familiar with 
the character of this famous trio. 

Q. What was that character? 

A. Well, it was not at all like Cesar’s wife. They did not stand well among 
the masses of the people there. 

Q. Why was it that they had that standing among the people where they 
lived; what gave them that character. 

A. As far as Mr. Moore is concerned, I think his want of standing was oat 
altogether to his devotion to the worst element of the Republican party in tha 
county. Some of the very best people in our county there are ublicans, but 
Mr. Moore’s affiliation was not with that character of people in the Republican 
party; it was with the scapegoats and ragamufiins, and the worst element of 
the party there; I think his want of standing in the county there was owing to 
that. Mr. Schutze was a man notoriously immoral, and his character was bad, 
and he was in disrepute ina many ways. i donotknow thatI can specify 
and say just exactly what; unless you would permit me to go into the details of 
some affairs which the committee would not probably like to hear, in regard to 
his marriage and final separation from his wife, and the causes of that separation 
and the great indignation manifested on the part of his wife's relatives, All 
those things would be enough to disgracea dog if the details were brought out. 
But I only know, generally, that his German fellow-citizens, irrespective of 
their party, have no great respect for him or confidenceintheman. These things 
are general and I cannot specify. 

Mr. Hackworth, I think, was a man of little or no standing there socially, oat 
litically, or financially. I understand that his credit was bad, and I know ti 
he did not have the Hig of the respectable ple of the county, inclading 
his own relatives, his blood kin; that they denounced him in unmeas 
terms, and severely, and did not hesitate todo so. These parties had all been 
in the administration of affairs there Aann our worst days, when embezzle- 
ments and defalcations and high taxes were ng thrust upon the people, and 
the odium that surrounds these men is worse now from the fact that they left 
the county with a dwt of twelve or fifteen thousand dollars, with its — 
sometimes down to forty cents and never higher than fifty, with no in 
improvements going on whatever; and after the admin ion of the affairs 
ofthe county fell into the bands of the respectable, good people of the county 
in two years, with the same rate of taxation precisely, they paid off this debt of 
$15,000, built $12,000 worth of bridges, and had done sev thousand dollars’ 


the whole e tg there. It argued inefficiency, dishonesty 
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command higher respect and regard, a man who would be a good citi 
zen and highly esteemed man anywhere and in any country. Hespeak» 
of the public meeting which was called at Brenham at which speeches 
were made. This was the meeting which this trio of memorialists have 
ted to be one at which it was determined that they should be 


of negroes who intended to make attacks upon the whites. 
I call especial attention to this part of the testimony of Mr. Haynes: 
What do you know abont these persons being compelled to leave, or re- 
gq to leave, or notified to leave? 
It will be remembered that these men had sworn in their memorial 
that they were driven out of Washington County. 


What do you know about these persons being compelled to leave, or re- 
quired to leave, or notified to leave? 


mi continue that. 
and he said, “ No, Haynes; Ican not see how 
have made up my mind to y to California.” 
course of that conversation Í have no 
Mr. Moore did go to California, and this oocurred long before these 
troubles, when he said he was ordered out of the county. 


that he was driven out of Washington County to California. 
Now, as to Mr. Hackworth, he says: 


was a local-option contest ding in one of the ’s beats of Wash- 
ington County, and we had Ean invited down there to deliver speeches in that 
election. On the way down we talked things, and when 
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a committee, I ask the pardon of those gen’ 
way it occurred, as far as I recollect. 


Yet these men have sworn that they were driven from W: 


Mr. Haynes, speaking on that subject, says: 

Mr. Schutze was a man notoriously immoral, and his character was bad, and 
he wax in disrepute in a great many ways. I do not know that I can specify 
and say just exactly what, unless you would permit me to go into the details of 
some affairs which the committee would not y like to hear, in regard to 
and final separation andt that - 
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now from the fact that they left the county with a debt of twelve or fifteen thou- 
sand do! with its scrip sometimes down to 40 cents and never higher than 
0, with’ no internal improvements going on whatever; and after the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the county fell into the bands of the respectable, 
peers tthe souas in two years, with the same rate of taxation precisely, they 
f off this debt built $12,000 worth of bridges, and had done several 
pyro apa ean aan work on the roads, besides carrying the serip from 
cents up to par. 


I would state one fact here that I should like every Senator on this 

floor to remember. By some twenty-seven or twenty-eight witnesses 
Schutze is universally described as a perfectly monstrous man in his 
mmorality; some of them say he is a moral leper. One witness 
whose testimony I read last night said he was a low, vile man. Here 
is another witness who says ‘‘that the details of Schutze’s conduct 
would disgrace a dog.” Germans, negroes, Republicans, and Demo- 
erats all unite in denouncing him as a man of infamous character; and 
yet with a full knowledge of this iniamy, this man Schutze was, by the 
management of Hackworth, controlling the worst elements of the Re- 
publican party in Washington County, puty at the head of the Repub- 
lican ticket for county judge of Washington County, and he is the man 
who was beaten by Judge Kirk in the last election. 

I do not want that fact lost sight of. This man Hackworth and his 
coadjutors put Schutze, this monster of immorality as he is described 
by the witnesses, this moral leper, at the head of the Republican ticket 
for the highest judicial honorin Washington County, and veted for him 
and fought for him. What is the record of this man Schutze? Iwill 
read from the memorial indorsed by about two hundred of the best 
people of Washington County: 

Schutze, it is believed, came to Brenham about 1871, asalleged by him. We 
are informed that he was the keeper of a restaurant in the city of Austin before 
he came to Brenham. He was there arrested under the charge of swindling, 
and after several weeks of imprisonment was released after being made to dis- 
gorge. 

That is his record before he went to Washington County, and you 
have heard his record after he did go there. i 

I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 427, the testimony of Fred- 
erick Fischer, which I desire to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF FREDERICK FISCHER. 
Frederick Fischer, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Puen; 
Please give your name to the committee. 
name is Frederick Fischer. 
Where do you reside? 


A. Llive in Brenham, Washington County, Texas, 
Q What is your occupation? 


ama * 

ow long have lived in Brenham? 
have lived in Brenham since 1869, 
on you a property-holder there? 

r, 

is the extent of your possessions there; are they in real estate or 


a farm and a house and a couple of houses in the city. 
wooden or a brick house? 
house, one frame house, and about a dozen other farm houses, 
t eyssy you estimate your property tbere to be worth? 
ty have you voted with there; what do you claim to be in poli- 
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. |, Sir. 

ich side were you on? 
u vos s Since soldier? 
did you go to Brenham? 


aoe aaa ATE amet 
; ve. 

give the committee what knowledge you have of the formation of 
party nae a People’s ticket in 18%, and afterwards; why was that 


; w 
, in 1884, or before that, our officers to stealing our money. 
county officers? eoe 


ere they, Re; icans or Democrats? 
them was a blican. 

were the county officers? 

man I was alluding to was Leib. 

ffices did he fill? 


ealing the people’s and the county money ? 
; he stole it all. z si 
And thas was the reason you gob up this movement to tare that sort of man 


We got together and selected a set of people of both parties, 
le of both parties got together and made the ticket? 

; the People’s ticket. 

That was the reason it was called the People’s ticket? 
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By Mr. TELLER: 


Q. That was in 1584? 
A. Yes, sir; in 1984. 


By Mr, Puen: 

Q. It was claimed then that the People's candidates got possession of the 

ba yg hn offices? 
r. 
; = Wh. ben they got possession what was the condition of the county credit and 
unds? 

A. We stand first class there, and the papers are ; our scrip I mean. 

Q. That is, at this time. But I mean when you rst got paneo of those 
offices by the movement of these people; what was the condition of the county 


credit in 1884? 

A. Oh, that fellow almost bankrupted us. 

Q. What was county serip worth then ? 

A. I don't recollect. Sixty-five cents was offered for it. 

Q. Since the people elected the county officers,what has been the result? 

A. It is dollar for dollar. 

It has gone up dollar for dollar? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were Ae in Brenham when this public meeting was called and held? 

& got’ iowa hi b he object f that mecting? 

you know anything about the obj or purpose o! 

A. What I understood was that the negroes were getting themselves together, 
and there was to be some trouble with them, 

Q You really heard that? 

A. Yes, sir; that is what I understood. 

Q. And you understood that this meeting was called on account of that con- 
dit a of ruar 

A. Yes, sir; to protect us. 

re Were you in the meeting? 

. I was there a while. 

Ay While you were there what sort of speeches did you hear; what sort of 
rine was expressed? 

Well, I don” t know, really. The feeling seemed to be pretty strong against 
those darkies. 

Q. Pretty strong against the darkics? 

A. Yes, sir; on account of that movement. 

Q. Do you know anything about any movement or any combination to drive 
anybody out of the county ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Potter with reference to these 
notices that were going around there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State what conversation you had with h 

A. Mr. Potter came down to my market at pann methat note that he got, 
and I told him he need not be alarmed, that I did not think there was an; 
in it, and he says himself that he thought Frank Harvin wrote him the note. 

By Mr. TELLER: 

re This was the notice that he got to leave, was it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Pues: 

Q. What was the general understanding and talk there; what did 
from the conversation around about these notices that were being 

A. Well, it was generally believed that some of them wrote them 

Q. Who "did Mr. Potter say he thought nres him his notice? 

A. He said he thought Frank Harvin wrote it for devilment, 

Q. Is Harvin an enemy of his? 

A. No, sir; he said he done it for devilment. 

Q. Do you "know peoa fact going to show that Mr. Moore, Mr. Schutze, and Mr. 
Hack worth left that county on account of their belief that they were in danger, 
or anything of that sort? 

A, They were in no more danger than I was. 

Q. Ta Do ane ee ee TOR NESS 

A. No, si 

Q. Do you know their general character in the neighborhood where these 
parties live; do you know what their general character is there among the peo- 
ple Aa they live? 

A. Wel tze— 

Q. But do you think you know the general character of those men? 

A. Just about what the people thought and said. 

Q. You know from whatthe people said? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now what sort of a character was that? 

A. Well, as to Mr. Schutze, nobody would hardly associate with him any 
more. The sore that he whipped his wife and she kad to run to her friends 
to find protection 

Q. o kb rit his wife and she had to go to her friends for protection? 

A. Yes, sir. 

. What about his credit there? 

. His credit was not good. 

What abont his associations, his moral character and standing? — 
Fia has none atall. 


bo kya 


A. Ido not know about that. 

Q. Was there any talk or rumor of that? 

A. There was a sort of rumor, but I do not know. 

Q. Do you know ee about Mr. Hackworth? 

A. Yes, sir; I know 
see What do you know about his general character and standing there in Been. 

m? 

A. His general character and standing was not good. 

Q. Do you know or think you have any reason for saying that? 

A. Well, be would not pay his debts. 

Q. What was the character of his associations? 

A. The character of his associations was with the lowest class of darkies, 

Q. -eg aoi was not good? 

A. No, sir. 

Sea that character of Mr. Hackwerth's would you believe him under 
oat 

Mr. TELLER. You must ask what was his reputation for truth and veracity ; 
that is the question to to him on that subject. 

Q. Was there any cause for his standing except his low associationsand 
his not paying his debts? Was there any other cause for his low standing? 

A. Not that I know of, in particular. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to emphasize this hang pag of Frederick 
Fischer, a good, conservative old German, living in Brenham, Wash- 
ington County. He is asked: 


Q. Are youa property-holder there? 
A. Yes, sir. 


che ne the aeae Forme pO Semen are they in real estate or 


rac See cms «Ladies nd ANA Heath E al Kaban te ined. 
= A wooden ora brick house ? 
A. One brick house, one frame house, and about a dozen other 
Q. About what do you estimate your property there to be worth? 
A. About $30,000, 
Peak What party have you voted with there; what do you claim to be in poli- 


= Tama Republican. 
Q Did aros take any part in the war? 


¢ Which side were you on? 
A. I was on the Northern side, 
Q. You were a Union soldier? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When did you go to Brenham? 
A, In 1869. 


Mr. President, I desire also his estimate of the character of these 
three memorialists, Schutze, Hackworth, and Moore, preserved in the 
memory of the Senate. I desire those three men understood. They 
have made grave charges here against the people of Texas, and I de- 
sire that the exact weight to which they are entitled as witnesses shall 
be ascertained and remembered. 

Now I ask the Secretary to turn to page 433 and read the testimony 
of William Perry. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM PEERY. 
William Perry, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows : 


Q. Where do you reside? 
A. In Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 
Q What is your business? 
I am superintendent of a cotton-press at Brenham, 
& How long bave you lived in Brenham? 
A. Nearly five years; five years the coming July. 


Q- Were you af the iz held at Eldridge Hall? 
es, Sir, 
Q. the character and object of that meeting. 


men peangi the DNS, A meeting of citizens was Pepa thd, perrea eraai pipt 
Giddings made 


& a little s speech, and ‘advised Rabe de tg A to be quiet and not be hasty in doing any- 
thing they would regret afterwards, to be co le excite- 
ment among 

Q. What caused the excitement? 

À. Tss killing of Bolton, 

Q. Was arri ión rumor or talk of a combination among the negroes ? 

A. Yes, sir; said that the negroes were organizing on Sunday, Our 
meeting was a Gabe OAAS A S or W. On aday it wea mid 


that some of the negroes had made some talk out there at their churches in re- 
gard to the election and what they would do; that their 
ticket had been elected, and they wanted to have their 
That is what caused this excitement, and we called the meeting. 

a Do you know of the general and standing of Messrs, Hackworth, 

Schutze, and Moore in that community? 
A. Well, I should judge— 
Q. Just from what the peonia said, A enian ee ju 
From my experience and what I saw 

not at all good, and from their associates; that is, as 
Schutze are concerned. Moore I know very little of any further than seeing 
him on the streets, and his haying held there 
of people ma a person would 
went 

Q. “What was the talk, if there was any, about the influence these men were 
borer upon the negro population? 


xt What was the talk, if there was any talk of that sort, aa the influence 
an me teachings of these men towards the colored 
A. Ofcourse they were recognized as the leaders of the Re publican party, 

which | in our country is the negro vote. There are good Republicans who vote 
for the white or People’s ticket; we do not have any Democratic ticket. We 
tase = Soe s ticket, and Republicans and Democrats both vote for the Peo- 
ple's ticket. 

Q. They combine? 

A. Yes, sir; they combine on the People’s ticket. 

Q. What was the cause of that combination of Democrats and Republicans? 

A. To get good men in office. Themen that the Republicans heretofore have 
putin be ved have robbed the county and stolen in every way that they could. 

Q. And these men had filled these offices and had done so by the aid of the 
nang vote? 

Yes, sir; that is the way it was done. 

g It was the influence they exerted upon the iegrons thet enabled them to, 
get those offices? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Mr. COKE. I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 440, the tes 
timony of Boling Eldridge. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF BOLING ELDRIDGE, 
Boling Eldridge, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Pcex: 


What is om name? 
A. Boling 


witha 
suppose were birds of a feather who 


gton County, Texas. 
& How long have you kysa, there? 
About thirty-seven yen: 

& Ware Foa in Sresthnei thes day that the public meeting was held after the 
vase heres T 

A. Yes, sir. 

a ie ata what that oe ee called for, and what was done and said, as 

the people who attended it. 3 
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ur A Sor Is this the Eldridge Hall meeting which has been spoken of? 
r. Pues, Yes. 

The Wrrxess. There was a good deal of excitement about that time, Iwas 
attending to my business, and heard that a meeting was called there onaccount 
of the killing of Bolton, and other rumors that were afloat. You could hear 
almost anything at that time. 

Q. But those rumors were afloat, were they? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What effect did they seem to have upon the people; what was the condi- 
tion of feeling there? 

A. The people were very much excited, so far as I could see, and held a meet- 
ing which was largely attended. 

Q. What were these rumors which you speak of? 

A. The rumor was that the negroes were arming themselves, and that proba- 
bly there would be a fight between the races; that was about the méaning of it. 

And the killing of Bolton? 

A. Seemed to have been the cause of it. 

Q. That seemed to have been the beginning of it? 

A. Yes, sir; so far as I know. 

Q. What was said about the killing of Bolton being the inning of that 
work, of that conviction among the negroes, or the effect of the teachings 
among the negroes by whites, or whateyer was said about it? State as well as 
you remember, if you know anything. 

A. Ido not know much about that. It was stated that during the canvass 
there were s hes made that tended to excite the negroes and bring about a 
hard feeling between the whites and the blacks; I heard those rumors, . 

Q. To stir up the race feeling? 

A. That is about what I heard; yes, sir. I did not attend any of the meet- 
ings, and did not here say of the speeches, 

. Do you know anyth ng about the move to combine the members of both 
parties in forming a People’s party, and getting up a People’s ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; I recollect about the time that it organized. 

i Q. What year was that? 

A. That was in 1884, I believe; that was the first year, I think. 

Q. bute was that combination made or entered into? 

A. I think, as best I know, that she perpin, the best Paope in the Republican 
party, were tired of the Republican administration of affairs in the county, and 
that they were willing to come together and put up the best men for the offices; 
that was aboutit. I know I opposed it and did not want it. 

Q. That related to the county offices? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You wanted to preserve the Democratic organization? 

sat Yes, sir; I wanted to put outa ticket; to call a convention and put outa 
ticket. 

Q. They succeeded in forming a People’s party and got out a People’s candi- 
date spanat your opposition? 

A. Yes, sir; they succeeded in getting the ticket out, and elected it. 

Q. Then from the time that People’s party was formed was there any politics, 
any Republicanism or Democracy in it 

A. No, sir; nothing at all, 

Q. That combination was made to keep the county offices in the hands of 
honest, qualified men? 

A. Yes, sir; that was about what it was. 

Q. Were the candidates selected without regard to politics, and with refer- 
ence to their qualifications chiefly? 

A, They were selected because of their qualifications, I think. There were 
some Democrats on the ticket and some Republicans, It was a People’s ticket; 
it was no Democratic ticket, but a ticket gotten up and selected by the 

Ro Who elected or tried to elect that ticket, the members of both 
all classes ? 

A. That is what I understand, I reckon there were a good many negroes 
who voted for it, and Republicans also, 

Q. You mean a good many white Republicans? 

A. Yes, sir. I understand it would not have been elected had not a good 
many of the white Republicans voted for it as well as Democrats. I do not 
know that all the Democrats voted for it, 


Mr. COKE. I ask that the Secretary turn to page 447, the testimony 
of Hermann Fischer. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TESTIMONY OF HERMANN FISCHER. 
Hermann Fischer, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Pueu: 
Q. What is your name? 
A. Hermann Fischer. 
Q. Where do you reside? 
A. I reside in Brenham, 
Q. What business do you do there? 
A. J am a merchant, 
Q. How long have you been engaged in that business? 
A, About nineteen years. 
Q. You are pretty generally acquainted with the people of that county and 
ne ighborhood ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. With the white and black people? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What have been your politics? 
A. Tama Republican. 
Q. What have been your polities since you resided in Brenham? 
A, Republican. 
Q. When did you last vote the Republican ticket? 
A, In 1882; the county ticket. 
Q. Since that time what ticket have you supported? 
A. The People’s ticket. 
Q. = na et was that; a ticket to fill county offices? 
A. Yes, sir, 
Q. And no other than offices in the county? 
A. Only the county offices. 
Q. Why was it that yon joined the popie in making that party and in nom- 
inatin; that ticket; what was the cause of that? 
A. We were dissatisfied with the Republican officers, 
. The Republican government of the county, or the Republican management 
of tbe county? 
A. Yes, sir; with the officers. 
Q What was the character of the people engaged in this moyement to unite 
and elect the People’s candidates to those offices. : 
A. They were the very best elements in the county. 
yg one og element was made up by Republicans and Democrats? 
es, sir. 
Q. Who were the opposing candidates for those county offices against the 
People's ticketin the last election ? 
So-called ublicans, 


Q. Were all the candidates for county offices on the Republican ticket Repub- 


pl 
es and 


A. Yes,sir. 

Then the Republicans put their ticket out by that name; it was a Repub 
lican ticket ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the People’s party formed, and were these candidates nominated by 
them, so as to break down the Republican party; did you gentlemen think to 
break down the Republican party as a party, and to defeat Republican princi- 
plesand Republican policy ? 

A. No, sir; notat all. A 

Q. Then there was no purpose of that sortin the People's organization? 


A. No. 
a — was not the object of nominating those candidates? 
. No. 

Q. Then what was the object? 

A. We wanted to get able and honest officers. 

Q. For the county government? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Do you know Mr, Hackworth? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. How long bave you known him? 

A. I think ever since I have been in Brenham. 

Q. What has been and is his standing there in that county; his general charac- 
ter and standing? 

A. His reputation is very bad there. 

Q. What is the cause of that,in your judgment? Why is it that he has that 
standing and that reputation and character among the people there? 

A. Hisassociation with ce Stee 

Q. His associations are with negroes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the idea, if there is any, as to the purpose of that association; what 
use does he want to make of those negroes? 

A. He wanted to get elected by them to office. 

re Ss ie ma to get possession of the county offices by their vote? 

. Yes, sir. 
Q ay = your opinion and that is the general understanding? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what use does he want to make of the county offices when he gets 
them, and what use has he made of them when he had them? 

Mr. Evarts, I suppose you mean to confine yourself to the general sentiment 
down there? 

Q. I want your judgment and the opinion of the pene there as to the cause 
nao had for nominating these People’s candidates. y did they want Schutze 
and Hackworth defeated; why did they want to prevent them from getting pos- 
session of those county oftices? . 

A. Because they had tried them before. 

Q. You had some experience of what use they would make of them if they got 
them again? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When they had them what was the condition of the county funds and 
credit and the c! cter of the county improvements? 

A. Our scrip was worth about 50 to 65 cents and now it is at par. 

Q. Then after they were turned out, and the peopie elected their candidates, 
how long was it before the county credit got upto par and eyerything in the 
county was ina healthy condition? 

A. It was one or two years later. 

Q. And that is the present condition of the county? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Has that been made so by turning out these men and putting better men 
in. or what has been the cause of it? 

A. Yes, sir; that was the cause, 

Q. Do you know of any instances showing transactions, propositions, or offers 
from Mr. Hackworth that, in your judgment, were dishonest or proves what 
sort of aman he is, what sort of character he has; if so, give any instances you 
can? $ 

A. Mr. Hackworth made me once a proposition to go out about a mile from 
there to an old farmer and make him drunk and swindle him out of his farm, 

Q. What was the name of that man? 

A. I think his name was Murf. 

was this man; what sort of a man was he? 

A, He was an old bachelor, 

Q. What was his intelligence and capacity to contract and deal for himself; 
what sort of sense did he have? 

A. I think he did not have good sense. 

Q. He was rather a weak-minded man? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did Mr. Hackworth ate you to do? 

A. He asked me to join him and g ong and take a bottle of whisky there 
and make him drunk and buy his d; swindle him out of it. 

Q. What answer did you make? 

A. I declined, certainly. 

Q. When was that? 

A. I think that was about five or six years ago. 

Q. Can you name any other transactions or-acts of his in the same direction? 

A. No, sir; that is about the only one I recollect. I did not have any deal- 
ings with him for several years. 

& Who was to furnish the money to buy the farm of this old man? 

A. I was to furnish the money. 

Q. He wanted you to furnish the money ? 


Q. What part did h to act 
pa e propose T 
A. To make out the po 

Q. To make the purchase? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q oy ara to make the contract if you were to furnish the money ? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was to do the trading if you were to furnish the money? 

A. He was to do the trading. 

Q. Do you know Mr, Schutze? 

A. Yes, sir. 

KA Whatis your understanding of his general character there among the peo- 
ple 

A. His character is very bad. He is not allowed in a respectable family. 
Q = is nF allowed in a respectable family? = 

. No, sir. 
What do you know about the state of feeling there about the time Bol- 
ton was killed and from that time down to the election? State if there was any 
excitement in the county; and, if so, the cause of it, 

A. There was some excitement about there. 

Q. What was the cause of it? 

A. The hanging of Bolton. 

By Mr. EVARTS: 
Q You mean the killing of Bolton? A 
A. Yes, sir; I mean the killing of Bolton. 
By Mr. Puen: 
Q. That was the cause of the excitement? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hear any rumors or reports there about the negroes combining in 
sed part of the county ? 

. Yes, sir, 

Q. What were they combining to do? 

A. The rumor was they were arming themselves. 

Q. Was there any talk about who had influenced them to arm themselves; 
was there any talk about that and was anybody with teaching the 
negroes and advising them to arm for any purposes and, if so, what? 

A. Yes,sir; and expressly Lockett and Gilder, they were the ones. 

Q. Who was this Gilder, and how was he related to Mr. Moore? 

A. He is brother-in-law to Mr. Moore. 

Q. What was Gilder’s standing and character among the people? 

A. I didn’t know much about bim: he is a young man. 


Mr. COKE. Idesire Senators to understand this testimony and bear 
in mind that this man Hermann Fischer, who is an old resident of 
Washington County, a Republican who always voted the Republican 
ticket until the People’s ticket to rescue the county government from 
the hands of the plunderers was formed, when asked to state what he 
knows about8, A. Hackworth, and Mr. Schutze, and Mr. Moore, says: 

A. Mr. Hackworth made me once a proportion to go out about a mile from 
there to an old farmer and make and swindle him out of his farm. 

Q. What was the name of that man? 

A. I think his name is Murf. 

Q. Who was this man; what sort of a man was he? 

A. He was an old bachelor, 


Q. What was his intel and capacity to contract and deal for himself; 
what sort of sense did he have? 

A. I think he did not have sense. 

Q. He was rather a weak. man? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. What did Mr, Hackworth propose to you to do? 

A. He asked me to join him and go along and take a bottle of whisky there 
and make him drunk and buy his land; swindle him out of it, 

Q. What answer did you make? 

A. I declined, certainly, 

Q. When was that? 

A. I think that was about five or six years ago. 

Q. Can you name any other transactions or acts of his in the same direction? 

A. No, sir; that is aboutthe only one I recollect. I did not hayeany dealings 
with him for several years. 

Who was to furnish the money to buy the farm of this old man? 

A. I was to furnish the money. 

Q. He wanted you to furnish the money? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What part did he propose to act? 

A. To make out the deed. 

Q. To make the ? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q Was he to make the contract if you were to furnish the money? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was tọ do the trading if you were to furnish the money ? 


A. He was to do the trading. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Schutze? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Whatis your understanding of his general character there among the peo- 


? 
i His character is very bad. He is not allowed in a respectable family. 

These are, as the Senate is aware, the two leading active men in in- 
stituting and carrying on this prosecution. This witness has no South- 
ern prejudices; he has no Democratic prejudices. He is, as I believe, 
an honest man; he is a Republican who votes the Republican State and 
national tickets, but votes the People’s county ticket in Washington 
County in order to preserve himself and his neighbors from being plun- 
dered by Hackworth and Schutze and their following. 

I ask the Secretary to turn to page 455, the testimony of Joseph 

istram. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH TRISTRAM, 
Joseph Tristram, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. PueH: 

ve your full name, 


tram. 
Q. Where do you reside? 
A, At Brenham. 
Q. How long have you resided there? 
A. Ihave been there since February, 1875. 
Q In what business are you engaged? 
A. Lam a druggist. 
Q. What is the extent of your business there? 
A. It amounts to from $18,000 to $24,000 a year. 
Q. And youarea proporre there outside of the drug business? 
A. Yes,sir; I pay taxes to the amount of $20,000; that is, on $20,000, 
Q. Do you mean outside of the drug business? 
A. No, sir; I mean everything included. 
Q. Haa pay taxes on $20,000 worth of property? 
. Yes, sir. 
you interested in the national bank there? 


> 


, Sir. 
Who is the president of the national bank there? 
Mr. F. A. Engelke. 

w are you related to him? 

m his son-in-law, 

iba you in Brenham when that public meeting was held in Eldridge 


prEerererere 
p 


Yes, sir. 
Did you attend it? 
. Yes, sir; I was there. 

Now give us your knowledge of that meeting, the character of it, what it 
STR “The ale i. a ep d Colonel Giddings mad h congratulat- 
. The meeting was „an one: ngs ea con; 
ing the people on the victory which had been won by the Citizens’ party and 


bE OD 


condoling at the same time the murder of Dewees Bolton, After that several 
other speakers got up and made remarks of the same kind. 


Q. What gave rise to that meeting ? 
. First, it was to praise the battle won, and secondly, to condole the killing 
ba Were prea f th binin, 
ere there any rumors of the negroes combining? 
A. Oh, certainly. There were rumors from G 
rising in masses and they were trembling. 
Q. Were those reports pretty generally circulated? 
A. Yes, sir; they were circulated pretty generally. 
Q. Did the people there seem to credit them? 
A. Most certainly ; I believed they were true. 
Q. The killing of Bolton, in connection with the reports of that combining 
of a negroes, caused this feeling, this excitement? 


A. Yes, sir, 
a And the meeting was called for the purpose of providing against danger 
trouble, was it? 

Mr. Eyarts, He said it was to congratulate on the success of the People’s 
ticket and to condole with Bolton. 

Q: But the meeting was called for the purpose of providing against danger 
and trouble, was it? 

A. I donot want to put it in that way. There was no protection called for, 
Nobody in the citizens’ meeting spoke about having to act or take arms or any- 
thing of that kind. 

Q. I want your idea of the character of that meeting and the purposes of it, 
what it was called for? 

A. It was called just to congratulate the people of the county on the election 
of the officers, and to put on record the death of Dewees Bolton, and they 
wanted to see what action should be taken in case of an uprising by the negroes, 

Je om SRR Se ee eet AEE Seams. bb talon ta nse there was arising 
of the negroes 


A. * See sir. 
Q. Now, what sort of 


that the negroes were 


ple attended that meeting? 

A, The very best that Washington County holds; the very best. 

Q. Does Washington County hold murderers, and law-breakers, and men 
who resort to mob violence, and all that sort of thing? 

A. No, sir; I have never seen anything of that kind. 

Q. That is not the character of the people in Washington County? 

A. No, sir; not asi know it. 

Q. How do the ple of Washington County compare with the people of 
other countics in Texas? 

A. 1 think they are much better there than in any other ears ja 

Q. Where did yon come from when you went to Washington County? 

A. I was clerking in New Orleans. 

Q. Have you ever resided in any Northern State? 

A. I have resided in St. Louis for two years, and I lived in Illinois for about 
a year, and was in New York probably eight weeks. 

Q. What has been your politics; what party have you acted with there? 

A. My action has not been very prominent, but I have always Voted for a 
Democratic President, and in county politics I haven't any po! at all. 
never have voted the straight ticket except on the last two elections, I always 
took the best men of either party, and voted for them. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the late war? 

A. No, sir; I was too young then. 

ee ia mere not a soldier on either side during the war? 

. No, sir. 

Q. What is your age? 

A. Iam thirty-seven years old. 

$ Do you know Mr. worth? 


A. I expect 
with peop who ought to be below his association. 

Q iag be the character of his associations? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. What sort of people does he mix with, run witb, or associate with? 

A. Negroes, mostly; at least whenever T saw him I saw him with negroes, 

Q. What was the political character of that meeting at ie Hall? 

A. None whatever; we have no politics in Washington County, 
2. yes it either Republican or Democratic? 

. No. 
Q. Were there Republicans and Democrats in that meeting? 
A. Certainly; yes, sir. 
Q. The best paoe of either side? 


A. Yes, sir; of either party. 
Q. re are agreat many Germans in that county? 
A. Yes, sir; there are. 


Q. Are you a native German? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam a native of Germany. 

Q. How long is it since you left Germany? 

A. Lleftthere in 1871, at the end of 1871. é 

Q. What was the cause of this movement to make a People’s party and a 
a oe ticket to nominate the People’s candidates; what was the reason for 


A. Because they found the county finances in a very bad fix. Under Repub- 
lican rule money had been stolen, and the county was sapeonie as 37 bankrupt. 
Scrip during the latter years was perhaps 75 to 85 cents on the dollar, and 
day it is at par since the Democrats got in. I know that, because my predeces- 
sor in business made $4,000 or more in a year in buying up scrip at 40 cents on 
the dollar, more or less; I do not know exactly the price. 

E Asri the people elected their candidate to these county offices what was 
ee 

A. The effect is that the county is in a good condition, and eyery man on the 
jury gets his scrip paid at full value. 

re = — is at par and the county credit good? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was this man that you bought out; what is his name? 

A. Dr. Wood, 

Q. Who was the tax-collector and sheriff at that time? 

A, I believe Dr. Smith was tax-co!lector, if I am not mistaken. 

Q. What about this $4,000 that was made by Dr. Wood in buying county scrip; 
do you know of any division of profits between the men who made that sum 
outof county scrip? 

A. People said it wasan underhand game, but I don't know anything aboutit, 

Q. You have no personal knowledge about it? 

A. No, sir; no personal knowledge, only from hearsay. 

Q. What did you hear was going on between this tax-collectorand the others? 

A. Ido not know that; I only heard that there was something wrong about 
it. Ihave no personal knowledge about it. 

Q. Do aa know anything about asuit that the tax collector afterwards brought 
against Dr. Wood’s estate to recover a part of that $4,000. 
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A. I heard about it, but I did not meddle with it. The administrator was not 
in Brenham, but somewhere in Northern Texas, I have no special knowledge 


Washington County; but the way be 
wife, besides what he wrote in his paper, made him 


man, 

Q. Did he become obnoxious also to the decent Republicans? 

A. Yes, sir, to Republicans and Democrats alike. 

Q. What do you know about Mr. Moore? 

A, I voted several times for Mr, Moore. 

Q. When? 

A. When he ran, I believe, for county clerk, or for district clerk, I voted for 
him and considered him a right d man, until his associations and his 
6 e8 made me sort of fall out with him. 

Q. When did that change in him take piace and what wasthe cause of it? 

A. It was about two years ago, when the People’s ticket was o ized. 

Q. What was the cause of that change of opinion in regard to ; what was 
the cause of his change in standing, if there was any? 

A. Ido not catch that quite. 

Qt ae if there was any change in Mr. Moore's standing, what was the 
cause t? 

A. Well, hismaking those speeches that he did at the Jast election, I did not 
like it very much. 

Q. What sort of speeches did you hear him make, any? e 

A. No,sir; I never have been to any. ` 


Mr. COKE. I desire Senators to remember the fact that this wit- 
ness, a substantial citizen of Washington County, pays taxes on $25,000 
worth of property, is a man of influence and character, and that he 
gives to the three memorialists, Schutze, Hackworth, and Moore, as 
bad a character as all the other witnesses give them. The Secretary 
will please turn to the testimony of Rinehardt Hoffmann, and read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF RINEHARDT HOFFMANN. 

Rinebardt Hoffmann, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows - 

By Mr. Puem: 
Q. What is your name? 
A. Rinehardt Hoffmann, 
Q. Where do you reside? k 
A. In Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 
Q. How long have you been there? 
A. Since 1865, A 
Q. What is your pursuit there? | 
A. Lam a merchant, 
Q. Do ron do business on a small or on a pretty large scale? 
A. Well, I do an average business. 
Q. Where do you buy your goods? 
A. I buy my in New York. 


Q. 
Hackworth, Schutze, or Moore? 
A.I bough 


A. Yes, sir; ham, 

* When did he make that purchase? 
. In December some time, I think, 

. Last December? 

. About the lst of December. 

The Ist of December last? 


. Yes, sir. 
. What did ap tyro § him for it? 
. I paid down $1,000 in cash, and T had to pay the taxes on the property, 
amounting to about $150, The taxes had not been paid for some years. 
| Q. You paid $1,000 in cash and taxes amounting to $150? 

A. Yes, sir; about $150, 
. What was the reasonable market value of that property at the time you 
purchased it? 
. I think I paid all it was worth. 
. What disposition have you made of it? 
What did you got for it? 

t ou get for 
I got $1,000. 
$ So got $150 less than you paid? 
r. 
5 Do you know about Mr. Hackworth's effort to sell that property before you 
VA. The same party that bought it was the one that Mr, Hackworth offered it 
ore. 
How long before? 
A. I think perbaps twelve 
Q. He offered that same property 


Pererere 


erEroperso 


months previous, and he asked §1,200 for it. 
ior sale twelve months before he sold it to 


Q. The year before? 
Q What is judgment as to the value of the property before? 
$ nat is your judgm: as e ue o! pro; a year ore 
on Avg the property was worth fullyas much twelve months ago as when I 
ught it. 
Q And you paid $1,150 cash? 
A. Yes, sir, 
Q. How about the title? 
A. Aaa Beppe prongs partok ats I had to get a release from some par- 
ackworth, ; 


ties that had sold to 
Q. Did he owe any of renin peage g 7 for it? 

A. No, sir; the title was all clear, only I had to get a release from the former 
owner who sold itto Hackworth. 
Why did you have to do that; didn’t Mr. Hackworth have a deed ? 
He had a deed, but there was something about it, and the attorney advised 
the gentleman who bo it from methathe would have to gets release from 
this party before I could make him a good title, 

Q Had it been sold for taxes? 


A. Yes, sir; it had been sold for State, county, and oity taxes, I believe. 
g: And youhad to redeem those? 

Mr. COKE. Icall the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
memorial of Hackworth and others states that he had several thousand 
dollars’ worth of valuable property which he had to sacrifice when he 
was forced to leave Brenham. ‘This isthe testimony of the gentleman 
who bought the property from him when he lett and gave him $1,150 for 
it,and Hackworth had offered it for $1,200 the year before and had con- 
tinued to offer it for $1,200, and this gentleman bought it for $1,000 cash, 
and he had to pay $150 taxesonit. Hekeptitayear and then sold it for 
all he could get for it and he got but $1,000. He lost absolutely $150 
by the purchase, and yet Hackworth in the memorial says he had to 
sacrifice the property he had in Brenham in order to get away from 


DEATH OF HON. EDWARD W. ROBERTSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, In pursuance of arrangement under 
an announcement heretofore made, the Chair lays before the Senate a 
m from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, January 19, 1889, 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
Edward White Robertson, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana, 

Hesolved, That in his demise the country has suffered the loss of a wise legis- 
lator, a valuable citizen, and an able and faithful public servant. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
red Bouse; at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall stand ad- 

ourned, 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send to 
the desk, and ask that they be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

c That the Senate shares with the House of Representatives in its ex- 

Eroen EAS AAT MSAT hom IEA A TA TA 

eate That, asa DELIE OF ay caethe toward the family of the deceased, the 
Secretary of the Senate will transmit to .hem a copy of these proceedings. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I mustask Senators to turn aside from 
their accustomed duties and solicitudes, from the turmoil of political 
strife and the heats of strenuous debates, and to join in commemo- 
rating the public life and character of a servant of the people who but 
a short time ago, eager as the most zealous among the representatives 
in Congress to promote the public welfare, was called to answer the 
universal summons that shall come to all, in private life or in the pub- 
lic employment, rich or poor, old or young, to render the final account 
of his stewardship upon earth. Louisiana mourns the death of an hon- 
ored and ever faithiul representative, and around her gather in gen- 
erous sympathy her sister States whileshe places emblems of her sorrow 
and ion upon the tomb of her beloved son. 

Hon, Edward White Robertson, after a long and useful public career 
in many positions of importance and responsibility under the government 
of the State, and after completing three terms as a Representative in 
Congress, and while a Representative-elect for the fourth term,departed 
this life, in the sixty-fifth year of his age, at Baton Rouge, the capital 
mo State, on August 2, 1887, surrounded by his bereaved and loving 

family. 

The governor of the State in fitting terms announced the sad event 
to the people, and all classes from the town and from the neighboring 
country poured forth on the day of his funeral to testify their grateful 
sense of his public services and their appreciation of his personal char- 
acter and worth. Groups of scarred veterans, his old comrades in the 
Mexican and civil wars, who had shared with him the joys of the biv- 
ouac and the privations and hardships of many sieges and campaigns, 
and had passed with him through the fiery furnaces of many battles, 
came to lay upon his grave the immortelles of love and grief. The 
members of the bar of which he had been an ornament assembled and 
adopted suitable resolutions exnressive of the esteem in which he was 
held as an upright, safe, leaned, and eloquent jurist and advocate. 

Hon. E. W. Robertson was descended from those sturdy pioneers 
who, after the war for independence, in which they had contributed 
without stint their blood and treasure, crossed over the mountains to 
found new American commonwealths in the trackless wilderness in- 
habited by cruel savages. They bore astheir birthright the cherished 
principles of religious and constitutional freedom and an aptitude for 
organization, and a knowledge of affairs that enabled them to build up 
in this western country commonwealths that quickly attracted immi- 
gration, and that soon became well-settled communities—republics 
modeled on the older States and members of the Federal Union on an 
equal footing with them. ‘They constituted a remarkable class of men, 
bold, houest, just, benevolent, sagacious, enterprising, familiar with the 
state papers of that day, papers that set forth more fully and clearly 
than any, perhaps, had done before the true elements of popular lib- 
erty, the wise and necessary limitations upon the people as well as upon 
governments, the essential principles of our constitutional system with 
all its divisions of powers, checks, aud balances. They and their fathers- 
had read the Declaration of Independence, and had resolved with the 
patriots of 1876 to make good its words with their lives; and they had 
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listened with eager and enlightened interest to all the discussions in | that 


their neighborhood during and after the war of the Revolution on popu- 
lar government. Many of course were unlettered, but most of them 
were well educated for the times, and adhered with stubborn fidelity 
to their convictions. They were familiar with the Federalist, Plut- 
areh’s Lives, Rollin’s Greece, Shakespeare, and the History of England. 

Their lives were simple ‘and noble —free from ostentations; their 
standards were taken from the best types, on which Washington himself 
was modeled, and many among them would have been welcomed as true 
knights at the round table of King Arthur— 


To teach high ager prha and amiable words, 
And courtliness, and the desire of fame, 
And love of truth; and all EAE AEA ian, 


Above all, they drew their ideas of right and duty not from specu- 
lative writers, but from the original fountain. They were accustomed 
daily to gather their entire households around the evening fireside in 
their humble homes and read aloud a chapter in the Bible, or if the 
head of the family did not do so, either his brave and gentle wife or 
daughter, companions of the labors and dangers of pioneer life, would 
perform the task; and thus it came to pass that the Ten Command- 
ments and Christ's Sermon on the Mount formed the corner-stone of 
their faith and the firm foundation of their private and public virtues 
whereon governments of law, courts, schools, colleges, and churches, 
and the enduring ligaments that bind communities to concord and pros- 
perity, freedom and stability were finally established and made fast. 

Conspicuous among the pioneers of the State of Tennessee was Gen- 
eral James Robertson, the grandfather of the recently deceased Repre- 
sentative. Hisown father, the ]ate William Blount Robertson, soon after 
the birth of his son, Edward White Robertson, following the march of 
immigration, made his home in Louisiana, on the banks of the Missis- 
sippi River, in the parish of Iberville, where he and his descendants, 
always occupying positions of the highest respectability in private life, 
became leaders of the people in all the important questions vitally af- 
fecting the public welfare. 

In Hon. E. W. Robertson were developed to the highest degree those 
characteristics and traits that had marked the pioneers, tempered by 
larger opportunities and wider associations. Whenever occasion 
mitted he sought recreation from the cares and responsibilities of a 
busy life, from the engrossing exactions of the law, and the still more 
absorbing occupations of a Congressional career, among the pine-clad 
hills and along the clear running streams of Eastern Louisiana, with 
his rod and gun and dog, and friends who knew him and loved him, 
not so much for his talent and publie services, though these were highly 
appreciated, as for his joy in the chase and his devotion to sports that 
develop frankness and kindness and sympathy in our associations with 
our fellow-men. 

Hon. E. W. Robertson was zealous in his attention to public duties 
and discharged with distinguished ability the responsibilities of his 
pena as a Representative. He had hardly been sworn in as a mem- 

of the Forty-fifth Congress when the Speaker, Hon. SAMUEL J. 

RANDALL, conferred upon him the unprecedented honor of the appoint- 
ment to bechairman ofthe Committee on Levees ofthe Mississippi River, 
and in that high position he rendered inestimable service. 
Eads had promulgated a theory which had been applied for deepening 
the maib ot 4 of the Mississippi River successfully, and the representa- 
tives of the Mississippi Valley had sought.to have it extended for the 
improvement of the river from its mouth to the highlands. In this 
great undertaking, from the time he became a member of the House, no 
one was more active or took a more conspicuous part than Hon. E. W. 
Robertson as chairman of the committee, and his name will long be 
remembered by the people of Louisiana with gratitude and affection. © 

As a Jawyer be was trustworthy and learned; as a soldier he was 
brave and skillful; as a Representative he was indefatigable in the dis- 
charge of his duties and able and sagacious in shaping legislation; as 
aman he was pure and confiding. He died leaving a spotless name. 
He still lives in the grateful memory of his people, in the respect and 
admiration of his associates in public life, and in the person of an hon- 
ored son who now fills the chair he left vacant in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, the enlogies which have been deliv- 
ered upon the life and public services of Hon. Edward W, Robertson, 
late a Representative from the State of Louisiana, by his former asso- 
ciates in the House have been so extended that I "Ab not feel called 
upon to repeatanything that has been said. I simply rise to bear tes- 
timony to the fact that the praise and admiration which have been ex- 

by those who have spoken because of the death of that honored 
ntative are fully deserved by his memory. 

I knew the deceased well and intimately. I am familiar with the 
place which he occupies in the affections of the people of Louisiana. I 
am familiar with the public services which he rendered to that State. 
I know how deeply and sincerely his loss is regretted. And I know 
that the reason why he was so much respected and so frequently hon- 
ored by the people of Louisiana was because he always deserved the full 
measure of their affection and of their -confidence. 

He was a man who was fond of public service and public life.. In 


respect 
be laudable which found expression in a desire and a readiness always 
to obey whatever call was made npon him by the people of Louisiana. 
He died, as it was expected that he would die, in the public service, 
honored by a trusting constituency. 

Hewas a man of simple tastes, of ragged honesty, carrying with him 
from what was then a Western State those habits, those tastes, those 
methods, those aspirations which were peculiar to the people of the 
State from which he emigrated. He came to Louisiana to seek his 
fortune among what was then considered a strange and almost alien 
population. With them, because of the difference in their habits, 
education, traditions, and foreign ancestry, he found himself willing 


`| and ready to form an immediate, cordial, and sympathetic association; 


and I remember, Mr. President, that the last time I had occasion to 
make a canvass of the State of Louisiana I was called upon to make a 
speech in French; and Colonel Robertson, although he looked and talked 
and acted and thought like a pure, unadulterated Anglo-Saxon, when 
cae upon was able to make a speech in that difficult and polished 

D, 

ra pa A to that circumstance to show that he was a man who was 
always ready to secure any of those accomplishments and any of those 
acquirements which would render him useful and sympathetic to the 
people whom he was called upon to serve, for a large number of his 
constituents were what are known as creoles; that is, the French-speak- 
ing portion of the State of Louisiana, a warm-hearted and refined popu- 
lation, who justly esteem it a compliment when an American acquires 
their mother tongue, for which they manifest a sincere attachment and 
a pardonable pride. 

Mr. President, I can add nothing by mere formal expression, by the 
mere use of language, by the mere composition of phraseology, to this 
fact, which will stand out boldly in the history of Louisiana, that 
Colonel Robertson was a tried, faithful, honest, and able public sery- 
ant. The people of that State have been called upon to undergo many 
trials and many tribulations. There have been situations, there have 
been conditions in the history of the people of that State which re- 
quired from those who were placed in a position to give counsel to that 
peopleor to stand in the attitude of a guide and a leader, qualities repre- 


per- | senting the highest and best type of manhood, of courage, of political 


earnestness, political morality, and political sagacity. 

He was one of those men who, in the darkest hours, when there was 
scarcely a silver lining to the cloud that overhung the almost hopeless 
destinies of that people, never lost heart, never lost courage, but always, 
standing forth in the front light, was willing to assume leadership in 
the public and popular councils, showing by his stern example that 

zgn and justice could be secured under the form of government to 
ich we are all attached. 

His memory will live among his old associates and among the younger 
generation, for the mantle which was worn so worthily and with so 
much dignity and with so much pride by Hon. E. W. Robertson has 
fallen upon a worthy son, who now represents the State of Louisiana in 
the House of Representatives. 

Colonel Robern left to his family the priceless heritage of a spot- 
less and unsullied name. I need say nothing more. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall do little more fhan second 
the adoption of the resolutions before the Senate which were proposed 
by the anato from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

It was my privilege to serve in the House of Representatives with 

. Robertson for six years and to have more or less intimate acquaint- 
ance and association with him there. 

I realize under circumstances like these the futility of words in the 
expression of our sorrow for the loss of friends. I can say truly, with 
the Senators who havespoken so feelingly of him, that Mr. Robertson 
in the discharge of his duty as a Representative was faithful, earnest, 
sincere, and that his convictions were strong upon every subject with 
which he had to deal. No man had more of the respect of those who 
were associated with him, and no man perhaps deserved that respect 
more than he. 

Mr. President, there is a lesson in events like this which should not 
be lost npon ourselves. In the transaction of the business with which 
we are connected we very often attach great im to our own 
action, to what we are doing in this world and in our country. We 
should never lose sight of the fact that very soon we, like our honored 
friend, will only be remembered as of the past, that the places which 
know us now shall know us no more, and that whatever we do for good 
or for evil will soon be forgotten by men. If we could take this lesson 
more frequently to ourselves in our relations to one another and to the 
great business of the country I am persuaded that more charity, more 
virtue, more love of our kind and of our country would animate our 
hearts. 

I once heard a thoughtful man say to a Representative in the other 
branch of Congress who was about to return to Washington for the dis- 
charge of his duties that he understood he was in the babit of working 
very hard in Congress. That gentleman observed that he found many 
duties to perform and endeavored to perform them. It was the father- 
in-law of the member who spoke to him, and who said to him, "From 
what I learn you are likely to kill yourself by your application to duty; 


he was a typical American. He believed that ambition to. 
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and what I have tosay to you is that when you are dead the world will 
go on just as it does now, and soon you will be forgotten.” 

This was a strong way of putting that suggestion by a father-in-law 
to his son-in-law, but it is one that each of us may well take to himself 
as a most valuable lesson. 

Mr. President, no one appreciated more highly than myself the char- 
acter, the ability, the worth, and the patriotism of Mr. Robertson. 
If we had more such men we should have a better country than we 
have, we should be more disinterested, fair-minded, brave, earnest, and 


cere. 

Mr. President, I second the adoption of the resolutions of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of Edward White 
Robertson, the Senate do now adjourn, 

The resolution was agreed to; and (at 40’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 16, 1889, 

at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 15, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


HARBOR OF ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report 
of a board of engineers nd the expediency of further improving the 
harbor of St. Augustine, ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8309) to 
secure to the District of Columbia a compilation of the laws of said 
District, with amendments of the Senate thereto; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ST, PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12443) grant- 
ing to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the 
right of way through the White Earth Indian reservation, in the State 
of Minnesota, with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment willbe read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 11, strike out ‘‘as tothe amount of said compensation” and in- 
sert “to the provisions ofthis act.” 

Mr. NELSON. The effect of that amendment is that the Indians 
must consent before the grant of the right of way becomes operative. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have the original language read so as to 
see what change is made by the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? A 

There was no objection, and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4961) to 
provide for the organization of the militia of the District of Columbia, 
with amendments of the Senate thereto; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until next week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. MAHONEY, by unanimous consent, obtained permission to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving’ copies, the pa- 
pers in the pension case of Timothy Dudley. 


TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr, Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Ways and Means. I report back the bill (H. R. 
9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue, and the substitute of the Senate, with the re- 
port of the Committee on Ways and Means thereon, and with a resolu- 
tion, accompanying the report, declaring that the action of the Senate 
is in violation of the Constitution. The resolution raises a question of 
privilege, and I give notice that I will call it up for consideration 
next Tuesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr, Speaker, this constitutional objection raised 
by the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means to a reduction 
of the revenue has only been called to the attention of the committee 
this morning. The minority of the committee have had no time for 
conference and no time to prepare their views. I therefore ask leave 
for the minority to present such views hereafter as they may- think 
proper, to accompany the report of the majority. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. a 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. The resolution does not go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, As the ir un- 
derstands the gentleman’s statement—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolced, That the substitution by the Senate—— 


Mr. REED. Does the Chair rule that the bill goes to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so rules; it has been sent there. 

Mr. MILLS. It does not go to the Committee of the Whole until 
the House determines whether it shall go there ? ; 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union under the rnles—— 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution submitted pro as the Chair 
presumes, some disposition of the bill, though the Chair does not know, 
The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitution by the Senate, under the form of an amend- 
ment, for the bill of the House (H. R.9051) entitled “An act to reduce taxation 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,” of another 
and different bill, containing a general revision of the laws imposing import 
duties and internal taxes, isin conflict with the true intent and pi of sec- 
tion 7, Article I, of the Constitution, and that said bill and substitute be returned 
to the Senate with the respectful suggestion that said section vestsin the House 
of Representatives the sole power to originate such a measure, 

Mr. REED. I wish to make a point of order in regard to this reso- 
lution, and as the matter is new and I desire to examine it, I suppose 
it can go over. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will bereserved. The resolu- 
tion will remain on the table. If in order, it presents a question of 
paui which the House will have to consider. The Chair will re- 
serve the point of order. The gentleman will have the right to make 
it hereafter. 

RELIEF OF LABORERS ON PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. McCREARY. Irise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky reports from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a bill, which will be rea 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3949) to enable the President to protect the interests of the United 
` States in Panama. 

etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 

in the not otherwise. appro: the sum of $250,000 to enable the 

President to protect the interests of the United States and to provide for the 

security of persons and property of citizens of the United States at the Isthmus 

of Panama, in such manner as he may deem expedient. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the President of the 
United States sent to Congress a message referring to possible disturb- 
ances on the Isthmus of Panama in the event of the stoppage of work 
on the p interoceanic canal, and inclosed a report from the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying orpoan Since that time 
work on the Panama Canal has stopped; and there are now something 
like 15,000 laboring men thrown out of employment, many of them 
very destitute. Of that number, as I am informed, between four and 
five thousand are Americans, This em cy has caused the minister 
of the United States at Bogota to send the following dispatch to Secre- 
tary Bayard: 

The Colombian Government fears disorders, and pequeria the United States 

labo. Panamas 


to provide means to transport home disch: ng men from 
Canal, Great Britain has been similarly asked. 


MAURY. 
After this dispatch was received Mr. Bayard wrote a letter to the 


1889. 
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chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, from 
which I now read an extract: 
n to 

from Me, Maty, our minister at Bogota, by which you will percelve the expo- 
diency of hastening as rapidly as possible the action of Congress towards en- 
abling the President to provide transportation of United States citizens from 
the Isthmus of Panama, in order to save them from the disasters threatened by 
the stoppage of work on the Panama » 

As I have stated, work has now stopped. Members of this House are 
most of them familiar with the treaty of 1846 between the United States 
and New Granada. Under the treaty of the United States with New 
Granada (now the United States of Colombia), made in 1846, the United 
States is required to maintainan uninterrupted and unem right 
of transit across the Isthmus of Panama. Not only that, but our Gov- 
ernment has guarantied the SEREEN of the Isthmus of Panama, and 
also guaranties the sovereignty and the property which New Granada 

on that island. The Senate of the United States has already 
ssed this hill. The Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
presentatives unanimously recommend its passage} and action should 
be taken immediately. Between four and five thousand Americans are 
now in Panama, many of them in a destitute condition, and the object 
of the bill is to enable the President to protect the interests of the 
United States and provide for the security of the persons and property 
of citizens of the United States at the Isthmus of Panama. I hope, 
Mr, Speaker, this bill will be passed immediately. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want, of course, to impede the passage of 
the bill, but it provides that the interests of the United States shall be 
protected, as well as those people who are in distress. My friend, so 
far as I have heard his presentation of the case, has made no estimate 
or statement as to what is deemed necessary to relieve the people who 
are in distress there, nor does it appear up to this time what is the par- 
ticular interest which the people of the United States have in this mat- 
ter other than one of mere charity. 

Mr. McCREARY. In answer to the gentleman I will state that the 
relief asked in the bill is in compliance with our obligations under the 
treaty of 1846. 

Mr, COX. Howis this money to beexpended, likely—in paying the 
passage of these people home? 

Mr. McCREARY. Inbringing home American citizens and in such 
manner as the President may deem expedient. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much of the money is to go that way ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Thesum appropriated by the bill is 
and is placed in the hands of the President of the United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But what part for the special purpose, and what 
part to protect the interests of the United States? 

Mr. McCREARY. The money will be used as needed and as the 
President thinks proper and expedient. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But is there any estimate at all in detail of the 
amount necessary, and as to the probable manner of its disbursement ? 

Mr. McCREARY. I have already stated that I have received in- 
formation to the effect that there are between four and five thousand 
American citizens there who are in distress, without employment—— 

Mr. ADAMS. And in danger. 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, and perhapsin danger; and I am informed 
that some of them are without shelter. 

Mr. co Is this to be expended through the State De- 


partmen 

Mr. McCREARY. The bill provides that ‘‘there is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $250,000 to enable the President to protect the interests of 
the United States and provide for the security of persons and property,” 
etc. The President will control the disbursement. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Would it not be well to amend this bill by say- 
ing ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be ni p 

. MoCREARY. The President of the United States will not use 
more than is necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But what is the objection to putting that in? 

Mr. McCREARY. An amendment will send the bill back to the 
Senate. Personally I think we can afford to trust President Cleveland 
as well as the dent who is to be inaugurated on the 4th of March 
with this appropriation, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think it is a question of whether we will 
trust the President or not. It is a question as to our own action here 
in Soe the public revenues, 

. McCREARY. And I think there should be no delay in the 
matter. There is necessity forimmediateaction. The Government ot 
Colombia is appealing to us, our minister at Bogota is telegraphing for 
assistance and instructions, the President and the Secretary of State 
are immediate action, the Senate of the United States haspassed 
the bill and sent it to us, and I hope the House will not delay action. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is intended for the relief or for 
bringing back home ops Americans who are left there destitute. 

es, sir, 
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Mr. KILGORE. Men who went there on their own motion. 

Mr. McCREARY. American citizens. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does it occur to the gentleman that there area 
great many American citizens who are destitute at home? ‘Charity 
begins at home’’ is suggested here near me. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to say to the gentleman from Texas that 
under our treaty obligations entered into in 1846 the United States 
Government is required to maintain an uninterrupted and unembar- 
rassed transit across the Isthmus of Panama. During the present Ad- 
ministration we have been compelled to send a war vessel to Panama 
and land marines to quell a disturbance and comply with onr treaty 
obligations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But did you provide for that as you propose to pro- 
vide for this, or simply by the use of the Navy? 
es McCREARY. The present condition of things did not exist 

en. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Kentucky does not pretend that 
under that bill we will have the right to bring these people here? 

Mr. McCREARY. I contend that it would be best for the United 
States, under our treaty obligations, to remove them from there. 

Mr. BLAND. But does the bill authorize that? 

Mr. McCREARY. It places the money at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent, to be used as he may dcem necessary. 

Mr. OATES. Iwill ask the gentleman from Kentucky to have that 
part of the treaty read to which he has referred. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iwill. Iask the Clerk to read the thirty-fifth 
article of the treaty. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE XXXV., 


The United States of America and the Republic of New Granada, desiring 
to make as durable as possible the relations which are to be established be- 
tween the two ies by virtue of this treaty, have declared solemnly, and do 
agree to the following points: 

First. For the better understanding of the preceding articles, it is and has 

ies. tthe rg naa tae 39g 


been stipulated between the high contracting 

and merchandise of the United States shall enjoy in the ports of New pie paca 
including those of the part of the Granadian territory generally den 

the Isthmus of Panama, from its southernmost extremity until the boundary of 
Costa Rica, all the exemptions, privileges, and immunities concerning com- 
merce and navigation, which are now or may hereafter be enjoyed by thane. 
dian citizens, their vessels and merchandise; and that this equality of favors 
shall be made to extend to the passengers, gs yeni and merchandise o! 
the United States, in their transit across the said territory, from one sea to the 
other. The Government of New Granada guaranties to the Governmentof the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the mus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manufact- 
ures, or merchandise, of lawful commerce, belonging to the citizens of the 
United States; that no other tolls or cha: shall be levied or collected upon 
the citizens of the United States, or their said merchandise thus over 
any road or canal that may be made by the Government of New Gra or 
by the authority of the same, than is, under like circumstances, levied u 
and collected from the Granadian citizens; that any lawful produce, man 

ures, or merchandise, belonging to citizens of the United States, thus passing 
from one sea to the other, in either direction, for the purpose of exportation to 
any other foreign NEET shall not be liable to any import duties whatever; 
or, having paid such duties, they shall be entitled to drawback upon their ex- 
portation; nor shall the citizens of the United States be liable to any duties, 
tolls, or charges, of any kind, to which native citizens are not su! for thus 
passing the said Isthmus. And, in order to secure to themselves the tranquil 
and constant enjoyment of these advantages, and as an es) 1 compensation 
for the said advantages, and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, 
fifth, and sixth articles of this treaty the United States guaranty, pone. and 
efficaciously, to New Granada, by the present gerry the perfect neutrality 
of the before-mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from one to 
the other sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while 
this treaty exists; and, in consequence, the United States also guaranty, in the 
same manner, the = of sovereignty and property which New Granada has 
and possesses over the said territory. 


Mr. McCREARY. I will ask the Clerk to read a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before that is done, if my friend from Kentucky 
will permit a question, I would like to ask him whether that treaty 
has been broken; and if so, to inform the House in what particular? 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘That treaty is now in force, and so recognized by 
the State Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And has not been broken? 

Mr. McCREARY. And has not been broken; and under that treaty 
this Administration sent a war vessel down there and marines were 
landed in order to quell a disturbance and keep open the route across 
the Isthmus and comply with the obligations of the treaty. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If that has remained an unbroken treaty I want 
to know on what ground you ask for this appropriation ? 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The law authorizes our seamen to be brought 
home, and there are several instances—— 

Mr. McMILLIN, But these are not our seamen. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know that. And there are instances where 
laboring men have been brought home where it was necessary to com- 
ply with a treaty, preserve peace, and maintain neutrality. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Bring our people home in order to keep peace! 
That is a sad commentary upon the peaceful character of our people. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wanted to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that under the treaty we are compelled to maintain uninterrupted 
and unembarrassed transit across the Isthmus of Panama. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has that been endangered? 


` that, the appropriation has just now even greater sign 
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Mr. McCREARY. We have information from the President of the 
Republic of Colombia that a disturbance is threatened there—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it has not occurred, 

Mr. McCREARY. On account of all these men being thrown out of 
employment there is imminent danger. He has asked Great Britain 
to provide means to remove the subjects of that country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wanttoenter my protest here against this House 
making an appropriation to bring our people out of any country in the 
world in order to keep the peace there. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the letter which I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk be read, after which I will yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. r 

The Clerk read as follows: 


413 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, February 10, 1889. 
My DEAR SIR: I have your note of this date, and do consider the situation to 
be sufficiently urgent to call for a resolution of Congress as rapidly as possible 
to enable the Presidentin his discretion to provide transpo on to the United 
States on the Isthmus of Panama for such citizens of the United States as may 
otherwise be unable to get away from the possible terrors of that locality. You 
are aware of our treaty obligations to keep open that trans-Isthmus route, and the 
cheapest way for us to perform that duty will be to deport those impoverished 
laborers who have been attracted there by the lavish expenditures of the late 
French canal company. The reasons are obvious why an exercise of this duty 
and power is highly expedient at this juncture, and I believe it would be very 
Kter if you Anonn ask unanimous consent for the instant passage of the resolu- 
n as a gne “ 

The Colombian authorities already have, as Congress has been well aware, 
notified our consuls of possible (probable) difficulties and disorder; and besides 
ifleance than the perform- 

ance of treaty stipulations. 


‘The appropriation should be in general terms, so as to leavyethe Executive free 
to meet circumstances, 

The probable line of action would be the charter and provisioning of steam- 
transports, and, as I mentioned in my note, I have telegraphed for information 
as to the probable number to be transported and cared for. The expenditure 
would be limited to actual needs, and the cautionary amount could be made 
$250,000. You will perceive the poasible usefulness in indicating our earnestness 
in connection with the general subject. You will use this note in any way you 
see fit, and I will be glad to acquaint the Speaker of the House with its purport 
and intent. 

Very respectfully yours, 


Hon. Joux SHERMAN, Chairman, 


Mr. McCREARY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that the House may not have 
paid attention to the reading of the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 
with New Granada. Under that treaty we are bound to guaranty the 


T. F. BAYARD. 


neutrality of the Isthmus and protection to persons and property of the | S% 


citizens of the Tnited Statesin New Granada. We can not escape from 
that treaty. It is still the supreme law of the land. 

That treaty was either the sequence or if preceded the difficulties on 
the Isthmns, I think in 1846. Then our people had gathered on the 
Isthmus on their way to California and there was a mob of large di- 
mensions there that attacked our people. They were there because the 
steam-ships for the South American ports and Pacifie ports did not 
make connection. Our people there were shot by the miscegenated 
class of Greasers who make up that mingling of all races and colors upon 
the Isthmus. They are mulattoes, f white and half black; zam- 
boes, half-breed Indians and negroes; with other crosses shading down 
into quadroon, octoroon, ete., until the cross vanishes into a nonde- 
script hardly human. Sucha composite and “‘ rakebelly rout of ragged 
rascals?’ break down all the laws of humanity and order upon the 
Isthmus. 

Afterwards along came the Cass-Heeran treaty, and New Granada 
was bound ander that treaty to pay our people for the losses sustained 
because the New Granadian Government had not the power or disposi- 
tion to protect our citizens. But it isthe treaty of 1846 by which I will 
answer the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. This treaty 

ties to onr people their rights and immunities, not only in per- 
son, but in property. This great big mob of people there are thrown 
out of employment, extending between Aspinwall and Panama, and 
they have taken possession of that Isthmus. We are bound to do as 
the Secretary of the Navy and the Administration did some two years 
ago—send vessels of war to make manifestations or something by which 
we may assert our authority there to protect our people, and by which 
to protect the property of the United States from these immense mobs 
on the Isthmus, 

Therefore, I think, sir, if we will read this treaty carefully and see 
the nature of the obligation we are under, we shall forward this mat- 
ter, for it is a matter of great urgency, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] has well said. 

Mr. McCREARY. Inow yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. Hrrr], who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution to provide for bring- 
ing away our citizens and protecting our interests at Panama is urgent. 
The lavish expenditure that has been made by the French canal com- 
pany on the Isthmus has drawn there from the four quarters of the 
earth probably 30,000 people beyond the former numberof inhabitants. 
About 12,000 or 15,000 have been on the pay-rolls. The company has 
failed. All its millions are gone. All hope of farther money is gone, 
That improvident army of day laborers is to be turned adrift; the last 
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of them will be discharged to-day. Within a short time, perhaps 
within a week, under a weak government, and in a country where dis- 
order among the people breaks out a3 readily as an earthquake in the 
ground, there will be, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
has just said, widespread disturbance; there will certainly be distress, 

Those strong men, when their money is gone, when there 1s no more 
employment or pay, will not be quiet. Four or five, or perhaps six 
thousand of them, as nearly as we can learn, are from the United 
States. In those approaching disorders, what grave questions of rights 
invaded and property destroyed may arise, We can spend a million 
dollars very readily in a diplomatic quarrel, ensuing after the event, 
over the protection of even one American citizen involved in trouble. 
More than once has our Government become involved in grave disputes 
and large expenditures when the cause seemed a small thing. How 
much better to promptly remove all cause or prospect of disturbance. 
How much worthier our Government to answer the call of the Govern- 
ment of Colombia which has been made upon us, and which the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has just recited, to relieve them from the dan- 
ger of disorder and at the same time to relieve our own peeple of the 
danger of distress and peril and death by a small expenditure to bring 
them away. Perhaps only a fraction of the $250,000 which we now 
propose to appropriate will be required. We are obliged by the treaty 
of 1846 to keep that transit open and uninterrupted from sea to sea. 

How prudent is it to cheaply provide in advance to prevent trouble. 
The English Government has been called on to remove its subjects, and 
will do it. Our people whoare there will be involved in the widespread 
convulsions that may come, and the vindication or redress they will claim 
may be enormous in consequences. Our pledged national faith compels 
us toguaranty the rights of sovereignty and property of Colombia. Shall 
we wait tillthe Isthmus is in conflagration and revolution? Is it not 
prudent, with this small expenditure in advance, to vindicate the Mon- 
roe doctrine in its most beneficent form, in a generous and humane in- 
tervention—intervention this time asked for and promptly accorded ? 
The Republic is rich enough to care for its children in distress, Itcan 
and will to-day and always assert its position on the American conti- 
nent, its great traditional doctrine, and maintain its plighted faith, 
cain a consciousness of right and the repose of strength. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desires to be 
heard, I move the previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to accept an 
amendment inserting the words “‘ or so much thereof as may be neces- 


ry.” 
Mr. McCREARY. I would like to accommodate my friend from 
Tennessee, but the proposed legislation is necessary and urgent, and I 
can not agree to delay action upon this bill by sending an amendment 
to the Senate. lam satisfied no more money will be used by the Pres- 
ident than is necessary, and the gentleman’s proposed amendment is 
not needed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. One day’s delay will not ondanger the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the bill is properly drawn. The Presi- 
dent will use no more of this money than is absolutely necessary. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, and 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 3. 
Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. 


nays. 
Mr. McCREARY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
ADMISSION OF DAKOTA, ETC, 


The SPEAKER (at 12, o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.). The hour 
fixed by the House to resume the consideration of the resolution which 
was before the House at the adjournment yesterday has arrived and 
suspends this proceeding for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call up the unfinished business. 

Mr. McCREARY. As I understand it, the proceedings upon this 
bill are only suspended, and wili be resumed immediately after action 
on the pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has already stated that this business is 
suspended. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] calls up the 
unfinished business. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER] to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table, and on-that question the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered by the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the proposition upon which the vote was 
taken should be read, as a good many members were not present yes- 
terday when we voted upon it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read that part of the proposition 
upon which the vote was taken and to which the motion to reconsider 

lies. 
“rr e Clerk read as follows: 


Let us have the yeas and 


2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota by proclamation of the President under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resu itted to the e of South Dakota, with provision 
for a new election of State and and without a new vote on the 
question of division, 
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The SPEAKER. The House by vote agreed to this resolution. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] moved to reconsider that vote, 
and moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. The 
yote is now to be taken on the motion to lay on the table. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 109, not voting 68; as follows: 


YEAS—145, 
Adams, Darlington, Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mass. Davenport, Kerr, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich. Davis, Ket Rowell, 
Anderson, Ilowa De Lano, La Folletto, ussel], Conn, 
Anderson, Dingley, Laidlaw, Russell, Mass, 
Arnolg, Dunham, Lehibach, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Lind, Sawyer, 
Baker, N. Y, Farquhar, ` Seull, 
Baker, Felton, ng, Seymour, 
Bayne, R eah dl Macdonald, Sherman, 
Biggs, Flood, McComas, Spooner, 
Bingham, Ford, McCormick, Steele, 
Bliss, Fuller, McCullogh, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Funston, McKenna, Struble, 
Bound, Gaines, McKinley, Symes, 
Bontelle, Gallinger, Milliken, ‘Tarsney, 
Bowden, Gear, Moffitt, Taylor] E. B., Ohio 
oner; Eras Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Morrill, Thomas, Ky. 
Browne, T: H.B., Va. Gaoli, Morse, 
Browne, [ er, Nelson, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, Ohio Haugen, Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hayden, O'Donnell, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, er, 
Burnett, Henderson, Ill. Osborne, Vance, 
Burrows, Hermann, Owen, Vandever, 
Butler, Hiestand, Parker, Wade, 
Cannon, ires, ton, t, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Payson, White, N. Y, 
Chipman, Holmes, Perkins, Whiting, Mass, 
Clark, Hopkins, Ill. Peters, ickham, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, N, Y. Phelps, ill: 
Conger, Hunter, Plumb, | Woodburn, 
Cooper, Jackson, Posey, Yoder. 
Gaich K Pug 
eon, ean, ey, 
3 Kelley, Reed, 
NAYS—109. 
Abbott, Dockery, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Dongherty, Laffoon, rs, 
Anderson, Miss, unn, Vi Rowland, 
Anderson, NI. Elliott, Landes, A 
n, nloe, Lane, Sayers, 
khead, Foran, Lanham, 
Blanchard, Forney, Latham, Smith, 

d, meh, Lawler, Spinola, 
Blount, Gibson, ish, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Glass, Martin, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Granger, Matson, Ste Ga. 
Bynum, Grimes, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Campbell, 1, Ohio Hall, MeClammy, Stone, Ky. 

Campbell, T.J. oye Y¥.Hare, McCreary, Mo. 

ie Hatch, McMillin, Taulbee, 
Caruth, Hayes, McRae, ‘Tillman, 
Clardy, Heard. Mills, Tracey, 

Cobb, eet n Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Compton, Henderson. N.O, Moore, Walker, 
Cothran, Herbert, Morgan, Washington, 
Cowles, Holman, Oates Wheeler, 
Crisp, Hooker, p, O Ferrali Wilson, Minn. 

s opkins, Va. uthwaite, D, 
Culberson, Howard, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Hudd, Pideock, 

Davidson, Ala. Hutton, Randall, 
Davidson, Fla, Johnston, N. 0. Rice, 
Dibble, ones, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—68, 
Barnes, Dalzell, Mansur, Shively, 

5 Dorsey, Mason, ons, 
Belden, Fisher, McKinney, Snyder, 
Bowen, Fitch, McShane, Sowden, 
Brumm, Y, Merriman, Stahin 2 

yee, Glover, Neal, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew, off, Newton, ‘Townshend, 
Bunnell, Greenman, Norwood, arner, 
Butte: Grosvenor, A gait, Weaver, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hogg, O’Neall, Ind, Weber, 
Carlton, Ho O'Neill, White, Ind. 

1, Laird, Peel, Whiting, Mich, 
Catchings, Lee, Perry, Whitthorne, 
L; Phelan, Wilber, 

Cockran, . Lynch, Rayner, Wilkins, 
Collins, affett, ney, Yardley, 
Crouse, Mahoney, Shaw, Yost. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. Crovsr. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BuNNELL. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr, GREENMAN with Mr, YARDLEY, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 
MANSUR with Mr. WAENER. 
WHITTHORNE with Mr, LYMAN. 
McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. COLLINS wth Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BuCKALEW with Mr. DALZELL, until the 18th instant. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. GROSVENOR, on the Territorial bill. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Gorr, for this day. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. DORSEY, on this vote. 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. Frrcu, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the remainder 
of the resolution. 

Mr, COX. With the permission of the House I will withdraw the 
last paragraph of my resolution, embracing immaterial matters in re- 
gard to which I am informed by gentlemen of the committee the con- 
ferees will have no difficulty in 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hear what that is. 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And further, that such matters as relate to the election of 7 ieee and the 
apportionment of the districts from which members of the convention are to be 

elected. the date of holding conventions and the date of mavens of the \ 
South Dakota constitution, and the location of the temporary seat vernment 
in South Dakota, and such other matters as are not included in ri nstructions 
above recited, be referred to the committee of conference for their discretion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that the whole of the third proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the third proposition; it is the con- 
cluding part of the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwould like to hear the third provision of the 

roposition read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. Further posed States Dakota, 

Washington eT A ES Ge Ge same basis, ai of raceme wraps wot ve 
mation by the President. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York does not propose 
to withdraw what has last been read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have a vote on that first. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does this proposition to withdraw a part of the res- 
olution require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, it isall nicely provided for; I think it had 
better remain. r 

The SPEAKER. Ifno further division be demanded, the question 
is on agreeing to that part of the resolution not already voted upon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does that embrace the portion which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] has proposed to withdraw ? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. 2 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER. On what part of the proposition does the gentle- 
man desire a separate vote? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The resolution, I believe, still embraces the third 
proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read, and the gentleman will in- 
dicate upon what part he desires a separate vote. 

The Tek again read the third division of theresolution, as follows: 

3. Further providing that th: States Dako tana, 

Wastinetn Thal be admitted on { same baai, ee of preteen ra 
lamation by the President. 

x The eee Upon what, then, does the gentleman demand a 
ivision 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If that is all it embraces, Iam willing the vote 
shall be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Ifadivision isnot demanded, the question will be 
put on agreeing to the entire remaining part of the resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did the Clerk read all that is to be voted on? 

The SPEAKER. He has read that portion which the gentleman 
from New York proposes to withdraw. Then if there be no objection, 
the last ph will be withdrawn. * The other part has not yet 
been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The third paragraph down to the words “and 
further, such matters as relate tothe election of delegates,” etc., I have 
no objection to and am willing to adopt. 

The SPEAKER. Then on what part does the gentleman desire a 
separate vote? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Beginning with the words ‘‘and further, such 
matters as relate to the election of delegates,” ete. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And further, such matters as relate to the election of delegates and 
portionment of the districts from which members of the convention are bey hy A 


elected, the date of eS Sees conventions and the date of resubmission of the 
South Dakota 


structions above reci be referred to the committee of conference for their 
discretion, 
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Mr. McMILLIN, Was there objection to the withdrawal by the 
gentleman from New York? I hope, if not, there will be none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Except as to the last clause. 

Mr. COX. This last proviso which has been read, which I propose 
to withdraw, is on matters immaterial. I am informed the gentleman 
from Illinois is in perfect concord on that subject. On the substantial 
proposition, number 3, we are now to take a vote. 

Mr. PAYSON, It can work no possible injury to leave it as it is. 
This proviso looks to an arrangement of the conference committee as to 
subdivision into districts, and a speedy admission of their represent- 
atives into this and theother body. Whatever looks to the facilitation 
of that action meets with my approval. The idea of withdrawing this 
matter from the committee of conference, I fear, is in the nature of an 
obstacle. It has been the only obstacle to the admission of Dakota. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my withdrawal in order to save time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to that part of the 
resolution which hasjust been read. 

The question was taken and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs next upon agreeing to the re- 
mainder of the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There being no objection, the latter motion will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Theremaining portion of the 
resolution is the instruction clause. 

The SPEAKER, | The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the amend- 
ments to Senate bill 185 in the following respects. 

The SPEAKER. The first and second have been agreed to, and the 
Clerk will now read part third. 

A MEMBE Part fourth? 

The SPEAKER. No; part third. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. Further providing that the pro; States of North Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington shall be admitted on same basis; 4. e., all of them under proc- 
lamations by the President. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We have passed on that. 

TheSPEAKER. It was not passed on; a separate vote was notasked 
on it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The third portion was what I thought the House 


; had acted on. 


The SPEAKER. It was not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not ask for a separate vote on that. I said I 
had no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the gentleman withdrew his objection, 
there was no separate vote asked onit. The question now is on agree- 
ing to the remainder of the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is it? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has just read it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does it include the instruct- 
ing clause? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. This is a vote on the instructing clause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In reference to that, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, If the vote on the instruct- 
ing clause of the resolution is ‘‘no,’’ does it leave the conferees free 
to go into the conference uninstructed ? 

TheSPEAKER. Except in so faras they may accept these votes 
as expressing the sense of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know, but what I mean is 
it leaves them free—— 

The SPEAKER. It contains no positive instructions, of course, to 
the conferees. The question is—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the question is sub- 
mitted, Mr. Speaker, allow me a moment. Then a vote of ‘‘no”’ 
means—— p 

Mr. COX. I object to argument. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am not arguing the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COX. It is ‘‘in the nature of an argument,” in the language 
of the Senator from Kansas. [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The question I desire to sub- 
mit to the Speaker is this: If the vote is ‘‘no,’’ whether the conferees 
go into the conference with full liberty to—— [Cries of ‘* Regular 

order!” 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must decide that for themselves. The 
Chair has simply stated that if this part of the resolution is not 
to, the resolution will contain no positive instructions to the committee, 
or no instructions whatever, except in so far as the committee may con- 
sider itself bound by the votes of the House as expressing the sense of 
the House on the subject. f 


The question is on agreeing to the remainder of the resolution. 

Spa was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 103, 
noes 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
148, nays 103, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—148. 

Adams, Davenport, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Allen, Mass. Davis, Ia Follette, Russell, Conn, 
anes ae pa = O, a Ë 

nderson, Iowa ingley, Lehibach, yan, 
Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, Lind, Sawyer, = 
Arnold, Dunham, Lodge, Scull, 
Stan Farquhar; S ng, a Seymour, 

er, N. Y. niley, acdonald, Sherman, 
Baker, Ill. Flood, Maish, Sowden, 
Bayne, Ford, McComas, Spooner, 
Biggs, Fuller, McCormick, Steele, 
Bingham, Funston, eCullogh, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Gaines, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Bound, Gall > McKinley, le, 
Boutelie, Gear, Milliken, Symes, 
Bowden, Gest, Moñitt, Tarsney, 
Brewer, Grout, Morrill, Taylor, E. R., Ohio 
Brower, Guenther, Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Harmer, Nelson, Thomas, 
Browne, Ind. Haugen, Nichols, Thomas, ii 
Brown, Ohio Hayden, O'Donnell, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, Ohio 
Buchanan, Henderson, Ill. Osborne, Thompson, Cal. 
Burnett, Hermann, Parker, Tillman, 
Burrows, Hiestand, Patton, Townshend, 
Butterworth, Hires, Payson, Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Hitt, Perki Vance, 
Cheadle, Holmes, Peters, Vandever, 
Chipman, Hopkins, I. Phelps, e, 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. Plumb, Weber, 
Cogswell, Hunter, Posey, 
Conger, Jackson, Post, White, N. Y. 
Cooper, Johnston, Ind. Pugsley, Whiting, Mass, 
Cox, ean, ed, Wickham, 
Cutcheon, Kelley, Rice, ill 
Dargan, Kennedy, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
Darlington, Kerr, Romeis, Yoder. 
NAYS—103. 

Abbott, Dougherty, Lane, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. nn, Lanham, Rowland, 
Anderson, DL ott, Rusk, 

n, Enloe, Lawler, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Foran, Mahoney, Scott, 
Blanchard, Forney, rtin, Seney, 

Bland, Ş Matson, Simmons, 
Blount, Grimes, McAdoo, Smith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hall, McClammy, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hare, 7 Springer, 
Bynum, Hatch, McMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, McRae, Stockdale, 
Pr J.,.N.Y. Heard, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Candler, Henderson, N.O. Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Caruth, Herbert, oore, ul 
Clardy, Holman, Morgan, Y, 
Cobb, Hooker, Norwood, Turner, Ga, 
Cothran, Hopkins, Va, Oates, Walker, 
Cowles, Howard, O'Ferrall, W: 
Crain, Hudd, Outhwaite, Weaver, 
Culberson, Hutton, ž Wheeler, 
Cummings, Johnston, N, 0. Penington, Wilkinson, 
Davidson, Ala, Jones, Pidcock, Wilson, Minn, 
Davidson, Fla. Kilgore, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dibble, Lagan, Richardson, Wise. 
Dockery, Landes, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—71. 

Allen, Miss. Compton, Houk, Owen, 
Barnes, Crisp, Laffoon, erry, 
Barry, Crouse, Laird, Phelan, 
Belden, N ps Rayner, » 

iss, Ermentrou yman, W, 
Bowen, Felton Lynch, Shively, 
Brumm, Fisher, affett, yder, 
Bryce, Fiteh, Mansur, StahInecker, 
Buckalew, French, Mason, Stewart, Ga, 
Bunnell, Gay, McKinney, Warner 
Butler, Gibson, McShane, White, ina 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Glover, Merriman, Whiting, Mich. 
Carlton, off, Morse, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Granger, Neal, Wilber, 
Catchin, Greenman, Newton, Wilkins, 
Clements, Grosvenor, N ae, Yardley. 
Cockran, Hemphill, O'Neall, Ind. Yost. 
Collins, Hogg, O'Neill, Mo. 

So the resolution was adopted. ; < 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution of instructions was concurred in; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF LABORERS ON PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. McCREARY. I now call up the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 3949) to protect the interests of the United States in Panama. 
The SP. The tellers will take their places. The question 
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is on ordering the bill to be read the third time, upon which no quorum 


voted. om 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not insist 
upon the point of no quorum. 

e: KILGORE. If we can have the yeas and nays I will with- 
w it. 

Mr. McCREARY. This is only on the third reading. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is only on the third reading of 
the bill and not on its passage? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, and was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 106, 
noes 6, 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
te SPEAKER appointed Mr, KILGORE and Mr. McCREARY as 

lers. 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw the demand and will take the vote 
by tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. I renew the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 16 in favor thereof 
=e in opposition, the affirmative being less than one-fifth of the 
total. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

‘The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 160, noes 6, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. b? 

The motion was not agreed to. ’ 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the fortifications bill, so that the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations may be adopted and the matter go into 
conference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As I understand the purpose of the gentle- 
man is simply to ask formal action in the shape of non-concurrence and 
put the bill in conference, I withdraw the objection I made the other 
day. 

There being no further objection, the Committee of the Whole was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move the adoption of the report and ask for 
a conference. 

The report was adopted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
SAYERS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


PENSIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORAN. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations on the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other ptfrposes, and 
ask concurrence in the report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on ef a omens to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11658) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal 7 ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, to- 
ther with amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, 
eave to report: They recommend concurrence in the amendment of the Senate 
renee fy 2,and they recommend non-concurrence in the amendment num- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amendments should be read. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


nd provided further, a check or checks drawn by a sion agent in 
payment of pension due, and mailed by him tothe SIar T ine pacaiones, shall 
constitute payment within the meaning of section 4765, Revised Statutes; and 
the amount which may have accrued on the pension ofany pensioner Lert peas 
to the last quarterly payment on'account thereof and prior to the death of such 
pensioner shall in the case of a husband be paid to his widow, or if there be no 
widow to his surviving minor children or the guardian thereof, and in the case 
of a widow to her minor children.” 

Amendment No. 2, in which concurrence is recommended, on page 1, after 
line 16, insert: 

“ For rents, $18,200. And hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury, where 
cable, shall cause suitable rooms to be set apart in the publie buildings under his 
control in the cities where pension cies are located, which shall be accept- 
able to the Secretary of the Interior, for the use and occupancy of the said agen- 
cies respectively.” 


The report was adopted. 


Mr. FORAN. I movea conference be requested with the Senate, 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr, 

Foran, Mr. Gay, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
FRANCES H, PLUMMER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Upon the 18th of January the House 
ordered the previous question on passage of the Senate bill 2091, grant- 
ing a pension to Frances H. Plummer. I have deferred to the wish of 
the House from time to time, in order that the appropriation bills might 
-be expedited, until the session is nearly through. Inow ask tocall up 
that bill and take a vote upon it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. While that measure is pending, Iask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to yield to me, so that I may ask unanimous con- 
sent to have time set apart for the consideration of bills from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I have no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that on Tuesday, imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal, one hour be set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Printing. There 
are many matters“ pending in which members are interested, and this 
is the only way in which they can be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willask the gentleman from Indiana toallow 
me to ask for an evening session on Tuesday for the consideration of 
bills from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that on Tuesday, at 
5 o’clock, the House take a recess until half past 7, and that the even- 
ing session be held for the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. If it is limited to half past 10 I will make no ob- 
jection. 
$ Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will accept that. ] : 

Mr. KILGORE. Limititto10 o’clock and I will make no objection, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will accept that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that on Tuesday at 5 o’clock the House take a recess 
until half past 7, and that the evening session be devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the session to be limited to 10 o'clock? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that Wednesday evening be given to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a re- 
cess from 5 o’clock until 7.30 p. m. on Wednesday, the evening ses- 
sion to be devoted to the consideration of bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, McCREARY. Iask for Thursday night for the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall object unless conference reports are per- 
mitted to come in at any time they are ready. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two important bills pending before the 
Committee on Public Lands that ought to be passed, and I ask unani- 
mous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. There is a request pending undisposed of. 

ae I ask that the evening sessions be limited to 10 
oc 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] asks 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday at 5 o’clock the House take a 
recess until 7.30 p. m., the evening session to be devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Commerce, to be 
limited to 100’clock, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists that 
reports of conference committees on all these evenings may come in. 
Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that the Wednesday even- 
ing session be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that it will be necessary to present 
conference reports, but if the public exigency require, it ought to be 
permitted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether that interferes with 
Tuesday night’s session. . 

Mr. CLARDY. I accept that modification. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe request of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania does not apply to Tuesday evening’s session, I will not object. 

There was no further objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yielded to the gentleman from Missouri, and 
now I ask for Thursđay night for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committe2 on Forel Affairs. 

Mr. COWLES and others. Iobject. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 
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FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


The SPEAKER. The regular orderis demanded, and the Clerk will 
are to read the title of the bill called up by the gentleman from 
diana [Mr. BROWNE]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer. 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
rovisions of the pension laws, the name of ces H. Plummer, widow of 
g. Gen. Joseph B, Plummer, United States Army, and to pay her a pension 
of $100 a month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The SPEAKEk. Under the order of the House the previous ques- 
tion is ordered upon the third reading and the passage of this bill, with 
the right to debate for thirty minutes. z 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to occupy 
the time of the House for more than one or two minutes, briefly to 
state the history of this bill. It originated in the Senate and passed 
there allowing the beneficiary $100 per month. The House committee, 
by an amendment, reduced the sum to $75 a month, and the bill as it 
is now presented for the consideration of the House is at thatsum. The 
report in the case is a somewhat elaborate one. It has been on the 
record since the 19th of January last, and I do not intend, so far as I 
am concerned, to read it, but simply to state the facts. General Plum- 
mer entered the regular Army in 1841 and was in the Mexican war from 
Vera Cruz to the city of Mexico. At the breaking out of the rebellion 
he was stationed with his command at Fort Cobb, and, through great 
Kiardships and privations, he made his way to the States and was as- 
signed to the Army of the Missouri. He was at the battle of Wilson’s 
Creek, made historic by the death of General Lyon, where he was se- 
verely wounded by a minie ball. Subsequently he was promoted to 
colonel of volunteers and then to brigadier-general. He was in various 
battles in the Southwest. He was at Island No. 10, and from there he 
went to Corinth, and at Corinth, in 1862, in the line of duty, he died. 
He was complimented for his gallantry by all the generals under whom 
he served—by Pope, bySchofield, and by Rosecrans. Ireservethe bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. KERR. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan only be done in the time allowed for de- 
bate. The gentleman from lowa fat. KERR] has the right to take the 
floor in opposition to the bill and have the report read in his time. 

Mr. KERR. I will do that. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, which is as follows: 


Mrs. Frances H, Plummer is now on the pension-rolls, under 
te 


pn appease March 
Brig. Gen. Joseph 
raduated from West Point “ets 1, nog po appointed 
second lieutenant; promoted to first lieutenant March 15, 1848; to captain May 
1, 1852, and major Eighth United States Infantry, April 25, 1862. Served in the war 
with Mexico, at Vera Cruz and city of Mexico; su uently in Texas and the 
Indian Territory, where he was stationed at the b ing out of the late war, 
in command of Fort Cobb. While most of the United States in that sec- 
tion of the country either surrendered or were captured, Captain Plummer, after 
a long and tedious march, during which the troops were on short rations, suc- 
ceeded in bringing his men safely into Missouri,where he arrived at that critical 
moment which, for a time at least, gave the Confederate forces control of the 
southern and western part of that State. 
Captain Plummer icipated in the battle of Wilson’s Creek, Missouri, Au- 
st 10, 1861, in which General Lyon was killed and the Union forces, after a 
esperate fight against superior numbers, were finally compelled to retreat. 
Captain Plummer, while leading the to a final charge, received a se- 
rious wound in hip from a large minie ball, which was never removed. He 
continued the fight until he fell from exhaustion. On September 25, 1861, he 
was mustered in as colonel of the Eleventh Missouri Volunteers, and on Octo- 
ber 22, 1861, he was promoted to brigadier-general. He served with his regi- 
ment in Missouri until March 1, being en with the enemy at Fred- 
ericktown; commanded the post of Cape Gi eau until he joined General 
Pope's ex tion against New Madrid and Island No. 10. General Rosecrans, 
general orders announcing General Plummer’'s death, says: 

“At New Madrid, by General Pope’s order. heavy circuitous march, he 
[Plummer] seized Point Pleasant, and by skil y placing his men in rifle-pits 
and covering his batteries successfully held it against numerous furious assaults 
of the rebel gunboats, thus cutting off all supplies by transport to Island No. 10. 
After taking part in all the toils an J gtr wate of thisarmy, which were crowned 

the capture of Island No. 10 and the forces under 1, he commanded 

brigade during the advance on Corinth and one of the divisions of the left 

. wing during the 35 miles’ pursuit of the rebeis after the evacuation. Brave, 

honest, true, and experienced, the country, as well as his companions in arms, 
bf shane his loss.’ 


Government." 

Major-General Schofield, in a letter addressed to this committee, and who was 
poa acquainted and associated with General Plummer, speaks in the 

ighest terms of the latter’s ability and deyotion to the Union cause, and his 
zealous discharge of every duty. 

Mrs. Plummer is de: dent upon the pension now received, not only for her 
own support, but for the maintenance of a daughter, who is a great sufferer 
from a nervous ailment which prevents her from making any exertions toward 


her support, 


In view of the gallant services of the deceased officer, and the dependent con- 
dition of his surviving family, your committee are of opinion that the relief 
asked for should be grantes, and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the words “one hundred” 
in line 6, and insert therein instead the words “ seventy-five." 

Mr. KERR (before the reading of the report was completed). Mr. 
Speaker, all of the report that I care to have read has now been read, 
and I have a few remarks which I desire to submit in regard to this 
bill. I know nothing about any special hardships in this case. I see 
the report declares that this widow is already receiving a pension of 
$50 a month. I do not know that there are any circumstances in her 
case showing any peculiar hardships which would entitle her toa 
larger pension than we give to the great body of the widows of officers 
of the United States Army. I do not think itis rightfor us to pension 
the widows of officers at any higher rate than $50 a month. I question 
whether it is right to pension them at that rate. I know that in the 
early days of American history, the days in which the character of our 

ple was formed, the widow of Commodore Perry was allowed only 
$400 a year, and $150 a year each for the support of her children till 
they arrived at the age of sixteen years. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It costs twice as much to live now as it did then. 

Mr. KERR. I know that there is no one in American history more 
distinguished or who accomplished so much for the country as that emi- 
nentseaman, Commodore Perry. He died in the service of his country 
on an important and dangerous mission in a foreign land. I know that 
there was no man in the American Senate at the time the question was 
up who advocated giving his widow a larger sum than $400 a year, and 
they refused a pension to his aged mother, and that action remained a 
precedent in American history for a great number of years, Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I know that gentlemen on our side of the House are in the 
habit of saying that this is only a small sum, and that it is not taken 
from the general fund of the American people which might be used for 
the pension of other deserving widows, but I know this, that the re- 
sources of thé American people for these purposes are not illimitable, 

There must bean end somewhere and sometime to these large expendi- 
tures of public money for such purposes, and I know of no better rule, 
ina government which recognizes the equality of all men before the law, 
and which has for one of its fundamental principles the doctrine that 
there shall be no privileged class, but that equal and exact justice shall 
be meted out to all, than to allow pensions to widows of d 
soldiers upon the basis of the most rigid frugality. I know this also, 
that if we appropriate large pensions to a great number of our soldiers 
or their widows there will be a very large proportion of deserving 
widows of men who died in the service of their country, who have 
been left with families to support, and who are to-day earning their 
living at the wash-tub or by other such means, and who will have no 
aid at all from the Government. Now, I appeal to gentlemen on this 
side of the House, right here and now, to put a stop to this business. 
I think that when a widow has $50 a month ion she ought not to 
come to the American Congress for any more, when she knows that there 
are thousands of other widows who have not the means to for their 
daily bread, and who are as much deserving of the gratitude of the 
American people and the care of this Congress as she is herself. Mr, 
Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the attention of 
the House a very few minutesin the discussion of this bill. It wasreported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, of which Iam a member. I 
wish to say to the House candidly that it is a bill of more than ordi- 
nary merit: In the discussion of these pension cases a very great 
effort has been made to create prejudice on the ground that the com- 
mittee and the House were doing injustice to the private soldiers and 
the widows of private soldiers in granting these large pensions to gen- 
erals and the widows of generals. Mr. Speaker, during the brief term 
of service I have rendered in this House I have, on one or two former 
occasions, stated that I thought this House would not be able to do 
what has not been done either by the laws or by nature—to equalize 
the citizens of this Republic, or of the world, and put them upon a 
common basis so far as salaries or pensions are concerned. We pay 
generals a larger salary than we pay privates; we pay the widows of 
generals larger pensions than we pay the widowsof privates. Wehave 

~a right to do it under the laws. It is natural that it should be done. 

No man ought to stand on this floor and say that we do an injustice 
to the private soldiers or the widows of private soldiers when we do 
this thing. 

A few days ago, when a bill similar to-this was under discussion, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] made this statement: 

I have been unable to find,and I challenge any member upon this floor to 
find, where there has been submitted to the American Congress a bill to grant 
to a widow of a soldier of the line a pension for a larger amount than is author- 
ized by the general pension laws. 

Me a ‘tho Lat ata rey ine Hampshire says we do it by special 
act. ‘If gentlemen can name any acts which have been passed 


sion for a larger sum than the amount authorized by the general 
month, I will pause and give them time tonamethe bill. I claim, Mr, 


that no such cases can be found in favor of the widows of the men of 
and 


Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Indiana made that ¢hallenge 


1889. 
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to me on this floor I was aware of the fact that there were hundreds of 
pension bills passe® by this Congress and preceding Congresses, and 
which he could find by consulting the statutes, paying to private sol- 
diers and the widows of private soldiers larger amounts of pension than 
those authorized by the general laws. Since that time I have taken 
just a moment to glance at the laws, and 1 desire to cite to the gentle- 
man somereferences. If he willlook atthestatutes of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, page 646, he will find that Julia A. Chambers, widow of John 
Chambers, a private, had her pension increased from $8 a month to $20 
a month. He will find that by an act passed in thesame Congress Polly 
Young, widow of Jesse Young, had her pension increased from $8 to 
$30 per month. He will find that by an act passed in the same Con- 
gress Mary A. Gremon, widow of William H. Gremon, had her pension 
increased from $8 to$30 per month. And in the Forty-ninth Congress 
Isabella J. Ramsdell, widow of David D. Ramsdell, had her pension 
increased from $12 to $30 per month. And if the gentleman will ex- 
tend his inquiries and look at the general statutes passed in the Fiftieth 
Congress (if they are printed, and I think they are, because I believe 
the act to which I refer was passed in the first session of this Congress) 
he will find that the men assembled here passed a special act increas- 
ing the pension of Martha Woodrum, widow of James Woodrum, a pri- 
vate soldier, from $12 to $50 per month. _ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, there are hundredsof special acts 
which have been passed by the Congress of the United States increasing 
the pensions of private soldiers and the widows of private soldiers above 
the amounts authorized by the general pension laws of the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isit not true that every case in which we have 

ssed a special act was, a case in which the general law would not 
Five the amount of pension proposed ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. As the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CUTCH- 
EON] very properly suggests, the very object of a special act is to grant 
to the soldier or the widow of the soldier a larger amount than could 
be obtained under the general Jaw. But I desired simply to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the statutes are the best answer that can be made 
to any gentleman who stands upon this floor and says that we discrim- 
inate against the private soldiers or the widows of the private soldiers 
of this Republic. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow me to add in this con- 
nection that in the Forty-ninth Congress we passed a bill granting a 

sion of $25 per month to the widow of Nat. M. Gwynne, of Kansas 
Bit , & private soldier, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; the statutes are full of these cases. 
The gentleman from Indiana ought to have consulted the record before 
he made his challenge on this floor, for the record does not bearout the 
assertions he has made here so repeatedly and which have gone out to 
the country, which would indicate that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions and members of this House have been to do a wrong to 
the private soldiers and the widows of the private soldiers of this coun- 
try. The precise opposite is the fact. The committee have carefully 
rded the rights of the private soldier, and most of our pension leg- 
fiation has been in that direction. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How much time is there now remaining to each 
side? 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House provides that there shall 
be thirty minutes’ debate, but makes no provision whatever as to the 
manner in which the time shall be divided. Therefore any gentleman 
obtaining the floor might occupy the entire time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How much of the thirty minntes remains? 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suggest that the remaining time be 
divided equally between those who are in favor of the bill and those 
who are against it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will trespass only a moment upon the time or 
the House. I thank my distinguished friend, thegentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], for finding upon record in the history 
of the private pension bills which have been enacted into laws six 
cases—think of it—six cases, out of the more than a million widows or 
porote soldiers of this country, where a greater sum than $12 a month 

been granted by the laws of the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman does not mean to say that there 
are a million of widows—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. I say there have been nearly a million widows of 
men of the line in the Northern army. There were more than 2,800,- 
000 soldiers in that war, and less than a million are now living. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Our soldiers were not Mormons. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Oh, no; they were not Mormons; but I say there 
are about one million widows of soldiers; and I say to the gentleman 
from Maine that in the Northland there are to-day nearly fifty thou- 
sand widows of the men who died that this Government might live, who 
are subjects of charity of those among whom they live, or are living in 
the almshouses of the land. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Fifty thousand ? : 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir; fifty thousand. I will say to the gentle- 
man that in the community where I live, a small place, there are more 
than a dozen of these widows who are not receiving a cent of pension. 


I want to stand here in my place and denounce as non-American and 
as monstrous the proposition or theory advanced by the distinguished 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] that there 1s no 
equality before the law in this Government of ours, I shall never say 
nor have I ever pretended to say that God, in His infinite wisdom, has 
given the same talents to each and every human being or that we can 
all obtain the same social standing. But, Mr. Speaker, it was for the 
purpose of demonstrating the fact that, politically and legally, there 
should be absolute equality before the law that this Government of ours 
was established. It is the very fundamental principle upon which the 
whole superstructure of our Government rests. 

I ask the gentleman who has charge of this bill if there is any spe- 
cial reason, if the financial condition of this claimant shows that she 
is entitled either in law or equity to a greater sum than she is now re- 
ceiving, $50 a month? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Isshe not now receiving the amount provided 
for the widow of a brigadier-general ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. She is. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Did she not get that by special law? 

Mr. CHEADLE. She did. We heard the members of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions say that the amount fixed for the widows 
of brigadier-generals was $50. It is against the injustice of this special 
class legislation I object. I denounce the principle, and not the indi- 
vidual to be benefited by it. The financial condition of this widow 
is not such as to entitle her to this special consideration at the hands 
of Congress, 

I say this whole system of special legislation in reference to pensions 
is radically wrong. Every pension allowed should be under a general 
law. It is a thousand times better in the administration of this pen- 
sion question that a few meritorious claimants shall suffer than that 
= Jeol principle for which our comrades died shall be trampled in 

e dust. 

I say he is a blind man and an unwise reasoner who does not see that 
the whole tendency of our legislation in the last ten years has been in 
the interest of classes and notin the interests of the people. Standing 
here to-day I ask any member to point me in the legislation of the 
Fiftieth Congress to a single law which has been in favor of the general 
welfare of the American people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. The remarks of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
do not at all affect the justice of this proposition. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let me ask the gentleman a question. < 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. ; 

Mr. SPINOLA. That gentleman said when he was upon the floor, 
‘Widows of private soldiers make their living at the wash-tub and 
asap ar pag such as are common to our society.” What does he mean 

y t? 

Mr. KERR. Honorable means of making a living. The gentleman 
from New York will not intimate that working at the wash-tub is not 
an honorable mode of making a living? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not so understand the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR: The gentleman then will correct his impression. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You did not stop at the wash-tub, but went fur- 
ther. You said “the widows of private soldiers make their living at 
the wash-tub and other means which are common to our society.” 
What other means does the gentleman refer to ? 

Mr. KERR. Iam not responsible for the wanderings of the gentle- 
man’s mind. k 

Mr. SPINOLA. There are no wanderings on my part. Your lan- 
guage is ambiguous. 

Mr. KERR. Other means, such as are common to our society—that 
is, all kinds of menial labor, if the gentleman wishes it made more ex- 
plicit. His mind could not arrive at the same conclusion mine did in 

to the matter. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That would be impossible. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say this, further, that the argument of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire cuts no figure against the proposition 
of the gentleman from Indiana. If there are any private soldiers’ 
widows who are receiving pension more than is paid to the mass of 
these widows it is an actof injustice. It onlyshows that there arein- 
dividual members of this House who come here and urge igre pen- 
sion claims for their constituents, and that they are not willing to 
a general law to grant the same amount to the widows of other sol 
who fell in defense of the country. 

Mr. GALLINGER.” Will the gentleman yield fora question? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the gentleman will recur to the record he 
will be unwilling, I am convinced, to go before the country on the state- 
ment he has just made. 

Mr. KERR. What statement? 

Mr.GALLINGER, That the members have been persistent in push- 
ing the claims of their constituents for these pensions, In all of these 
cases, and there were hundreds of them, there were special considera- 
tions why the legislation should be had. 

Mr. KERR. That only sustains my point, that there have been no 
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special considerations brought forward why this widow should have $75 
A month, when other widows of officers of like grade are receiving but 
50. 

Mr. MACDONALD. And I will add right here, if the gentleman 
will permit me, that I know there are none. 

Mr. KERR. And the gentleman adds that he knows there are no 
such special reasons. 

Now, I ask if gentlemen, members on this side of the House, are will- 
ing to put themselves on record of occupying the time of this Congress 
and of this country in bringing forward and advocating the increase of 

ial pension claims from $50 to $75 per month, while the great mass 
of the widows of the soldiers, many of them in absolute want, are de- 
nied any pension at all, unless their husbands died of wounds or dis- 
eases contracted in the service? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. In what way will the refusal to grant 
this increase help the widows of private soldiers who are not now 
getting pensions? 

Mr. KERR. For this reason, that there is a limit to the ability of 
the country to pay pensions; and if you pay to a large and favored 
class of widows $75 per month you thereby diminish the fund out of 
which the mass should receive some sort of consideration. 

Now I hold that this is a safe rule, and it was held to be so by the 
fathers of the country—that all partial laws are iniquitous, that all 

ial privileges are wrong, and I, as a Republican and a member of 
this side of the House, enter my protest against this discrimination, 
which is an injustice to the great mass of the widows of this country. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman state what is the present law pro- 
viding pensions for widows of this grade? 

Mr. KERR. She is now getting $50 per month. 

Mr. STEELE. The law provides $30 per month pension. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Is not this increase in the direction of 
liberalizing pension legislation? My colleague is trying to restrict it 
by refusing this pension, instead of.liberalizing the law. 

Mr. KERR. I understand that this widow is now receiving $20 
per month more than the general law allows widows of officers of the 
same grade. That is a still stronger reason for resisting any increase 
now. Under the general law she gets $30 et month, but by a special 
act she gets fifty, and if this bill passes we have no assurance whatever 
that she wili not come in after awhile and ask an increase of $100 per 

“month. I do not call that liberalizing; it is making a partial law. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much time, Mr. Speaker, remains 
to this debate? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I hope that time will be granted to 
some gentleman who desires to fight this widow’s claim, and then we 
will have a vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to occupy that time in 
making a brief response to what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] has said. That gentleman the other day threw down the 

tlet of defiance to any person who would point him to a case where 
ngress had increased the pension of a widow of a private soldier. 
When I take up the gantlet and confront him with five cases, the 
names of which I give him, and tell him there are hundreds of others, 
he says that is no proof, that I have only found five cases in all of the 
vast massof claims, and hence that he made only five mistakes. Again 
he says that all the legislation of Congress in regard to pensions has 
been in the direction of favored classes.. That is not true. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fiftieth Congress have 
labored diligently. We have reported and we have passed hundreds 
of private pension bills, and almost every bill reported and passed has 
been for a pension to a private soldier or a widow, and scarcely one for 
a general or the widow of a general. The legislation of Congress passed 
for ten years tells the same story; and the general bills reported to 
Congress, some of them on the Calendar and some of them have be- 
come laws, provide for the benefit of the private soldiers of the Re- 
public and their widows. The Mexican pension bill, which was a 
service pension, was for the benefit of men who fought in the ranks, 
and not for the generals of the Mexican war. And I want to say to 
the gentleman, when he arraigns the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
or the membership of that committee upon charges that they are legis- 
lating in behalf of a favored class, or for the generals of the Army, that 
he is stating what the record does not show to be true. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Does the gentleman insist that there are only a few 
cases of large pensions? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The question recurred upon its r 

Mr. CHEADLE. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 18 members only voting in 
favor thereof, 


Mr. MATSON. I demand tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. - : 

Mr, CHEADLE, I desire to make a statement, with the consent of 
the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, CHEADLE. Not exceeding one minute. I want simply to 
state that this bill is one of a large number that came over from a Fri- 
day night session —— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, how does this matter come up for 
discussion now ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked unanimous consent to make 
a statement not exceeding one minute. 

Mr. HEARD. I object. 

Mr. SOWDEN. It is too late now. ` 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, did not the objection come too late? 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair had not asked for objection. The Chair 
simply stated the request of the gentleman from Indiana, and he pro- 
ceeded to address the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I am satisfied we will expedite business 
of the House by consenting toa yea-and-nay vote on the passage of this 
bill, and I therefore demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were refused. 
Is there objection to that? The Chair hears none. The question now 
recurs on ordering the yeas and nays, 

a bre ce were ordered. 

T 2 rise to a parliamen inquiry. Has the bill 
passed its third reading? zan ae ee 

The SPEAKER. It has, and the question is on the passage of the 


bill, and upon that question the yeas and are ordered. 

_The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
95, nays 84, not voting 143; as follows: 

YEAS—S, 

Allen, Mich. Cummings, Kennedy, Rice, 
Andaon, Iowa DADI ag pao jekton] 

nderson, yenpo ‘ollette, er, 
Arnold, De Lano, Lawler, eta x 
Baker, N. Y, Dingley, Leh! b 
agase a r Lodge, A 

ayne, oran, Mahoney, 8h 
Bingham, Funston, cA Sowaen,” 
Bliss, nes, McComas, Spinola, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, McCoa: Steele, 
Brewer, Gay, McCullogh, le, 
Browne, Ind. McKenna, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Gest, McKinley, Thomas, K. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grou! Moffitt, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Butterworth, Guenther, Morrow, Vandever, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. West, 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, O'Neill, White, Ind. 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Henderson, Iowa Osborne, White, N. Y. 
Caswell, Hermann, Parker, ting, Mass, 
Chipman, Patton, Wickham, 
Clark, es, Plamb, Wilber, 
Conger, Hopkins,N. Y. Post, Wilkinson, 
Cooper, Hunter, Pugsley, Yoder, 
Cox, Jackson, Ran $ 

NAYS—S4. 

Abbott, Dunn, Lanham, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss, Elliott, k Robertson, 
Anderson, Ill. Enloe, nz, Rogers, 
Bankhead, Fisher, Macdonald, Rowland, 
Biggs, Ford, Martin, Sayers, 
Bland, Forney, Matson, Shively, 
Blount, Faller, McClammy, ith, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Glass, McMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, cRae, Stewart, Ga, 
Carath, i Mills, Stone, Ky 
Catchings, Hare, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Clement Hemphill, pat Taulbee, 

ements, em ‘organ, ju! 

bb, Spas Ad N.O. Nelson, ‘Townshend, 
Compton, Henderson, IUl. orwood, ‘Turner, Ga, 
Cothran, erbert, tes, ance, 
Crain, Holman, O'Donnell, Walker, 
Culberson, Jones, Outhwaite, Wilson, Minn, 
Denan, Kerr, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Ala, Kilgore, Penington, Wise, 
Dibble, Pe Woodburn. 
NOT VOTING—143. 

Adams, Ermentrout, Houk, 
Allen, Mass. Butler, Felton, Ho 
Allen, Miss. Bynum, Finley, Hudd, 
Atkinson, Candler, teh, Hutton, 
Bacon, Cannon, Flood, Johnston, Ind. 
Barnes, Carlton, French, Johnston, N.C, 
Barry, Clardy, Gibson, Kean, 
Belden, Cockran Glover, Kelley, 
Blanchard, Cogswell, Goff, Laffoon, 
Boothman, Collins, Granger, Tagan, 
Bound, Cowles, Gree: dilaw, 
Bowden, Crisp, Grosvenor, Laird, 
Bowen, Crouse, Haugen, Lane, 
Brower, Cutcheon, Hayden, Lee, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va Dalzell, Heard, Lind, 
Brumm, Davidson, Fla, Hiestand, Lyman, 
Bryce, Davis, Hires, Mane, 
Buchanan, Dockery, Hogg, f 
Bus re ty Dougherty, Hopkins, ID. Mansa” 

unn u A opkins, 
Burnett, Denkan. ` Hop Va. McAdoo 
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A Perkins, Shaw, s 
McKinney, Perry, Simmons, Turner, Kans. 
McShane, Phelan, Snyder, ade, 
Merriman. Phelps, Spooner, Warner, 
Milliken, Pidcock, Springer. Washington, 
Morrill, Posey, StahInecker, Weaver, 
Morse, g Rayner, Stephenson, Weber, 

Neal, i Stewart, Vt. Wheeler, 
Newton, Rockwell, Stockdale, Whiting, Mich. 
Nichols, Romeis, Symes, Whitthorne, 
Nutting, Russell, Conn, Taylor, E. B., Ohio Wilkins, 
O'Ferrall Russell, Mass. Thomas, Ill. Williams, 
O'Neall, Ina, Rusk, Thompson, Ohio Yardley, 
Owen, Ryan, Thompson, Cal. Yost, 
Payson, Seymour, Tillman, 

So the bill was passed. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. DOCKERY said: I was called to the Senate. 
present, I should have voted ‘‘ay.’’ z 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida.. I was in the Senate at the time the 
vote was taken. IfI had been present, I should baye voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the names was dispensed with. 

The follówing additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until the 18th instant. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. StocKDALE with Mr. Mason, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Cowles with Mr. BooTHMAN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. Dorsey, for this day. 

Mr. Jonnston, of North Carolina, with Mr. WADE, on this vote, 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. STEPHENSON, on this vote. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, on this vote. If 
Mr. THompson were present, Mr. WASHINGTON would vote ‘‘no,’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARY HEAP NICHOLSON, 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I send to the Clerk’s desk the bill (S, 
1831) granting a pension to Mrs, Mary Heap Nicholson, on which the 
previous question has been ordered, and ask for its consideration at this 
tim 


e. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my friend from New York if this bill 
will take up any time in general debate? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, If any debate develops upon it I will 
withdraw it from consideration at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was the understanding with the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. This is the case of Mary H. Nicholson, 
Senate bill 1831, upon which the previous question has been ordered 
on the passage of the bill. I ask now a vote upon the question. De- 
bate was limited to thirty minutes, but I think there is no disposition 
to debate; and if there is I will withdraw the bill from consideration. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized aud directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Heap Nicholson, widow of 
James W. A. Nicholson, late rear-admiral (retired) of the United States Navy, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage of 

act, 


The SPEAKER. The question, if there be no debate, is upon order- 
ing the bill read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question now is upon the passage of the bill. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 20. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
ron eae [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

HITE]. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iask for the yeas and nays. It will save time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. In the interests of public business I will withdraw 
the call fora quorum. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KERR. Irenew the demand. [Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. KERR. Iwill withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill (H. R. 6317) for 
the relief of Mary H. Nicholson will be laid upon the table. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


If I had been 


CATLENA LYMAN. 


Mr. LAWLER. TI rise to a question of privilege, but so as not to 
take up the time of the House at present with the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman, on which the pre- 
vious question has been ordered, and thus defer consideration of the 
appropriation bill, I ask to have the bill taken up after the appropria- 
tion bill shall have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The question must be made at the time, and the 
gentleman does not call the bill up at this time. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would like to have it considered; but so as not to 
interfere with the appropriation bill I desire to have it considered after 
the appropriation bill shall have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The question can only be made at the time. 

Mr. LAWLER. I said that I would call it up after this appropria- 
tion bill was disposed of. j 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
A Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
our, 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report, and if I 
can have consent to do so I will not object to dispensing with the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was going to ask consent that gentlemen desiring 
t present reports upon private bills may have leave to file them with 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], to dispense with the hour for the call of 
committees, 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to present a report, and if I am notin- 
terrupted in that by an objection I will not object to the motion to 
dispense with the morning hour. ‘The bill that I desire to report is of 
a public nature. 

Mr. MILLS. This is Friday, and such a bill is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. If the hour for the call of committees is dispensed 
with, of course there will be no reports received to-day unless unani- 
mous consent is given. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Then I shall object to dispensing with the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to make the point against the gentleman’s 
bill that this is Friday and that no public bill is in order. 

The SPEAKER. That isa point to come in later. This being Fri- 
day, of course no public bill can be reported unless by consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
raise any objection to dispensing with the morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL, But I will unless I can have an opportunity to 
present this report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that this 
being Friday, public bills are not in order unless by consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I ask unanimous consent to make a report 
upon a public bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the title of the bill be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The title can be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.12131) to amend the internal-revenue laws, 


Mr. MILLS, Mr. TRACEY, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] moves 
to dispense with the hour for the call of committees. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] to request, pending the motion to dispense with the morning 
hour, that gentlemen having reports to present on bills of a private 
nature be allowed to file them with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Hedid not. The gentleman stated that he would 
follow the pending motion with such a request if the motion was 
agreed to, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I make that request. 

The SPEAKER, But the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is 
still pending, and unless that gentleman yields—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. My parliamentary inquiry is this, Whether or not, 
if that permission is granted, gentlemen having reports of a private 
nature, or bills ofa private nature, as to which there are minority views 
to be presented, can in each case have the views of the minority filed 
and printed with the report of the majority. s 

The SPEAKER. There is no parliamentary right in the minority 
of a committee to present their views in the form of a report. The 
universal practice is that the House must give leave for the presenta- 
tion of the views of the minority, and of course if the reports are merely 
handed to the Clerk without action of the House, the minority in any 
case can not at this time have leave to present its views or to have 
them printed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it in order for the House to grant such leave? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ISouse may do so in advance if it so chooses. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Geneia'ly, or in each separate case? 

The SPEAKER. The House can grant the leave in advance, but 
there is no such request now pending. The pending question is on the 
motion to dispense with the call of committees, 
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Mr. TAULBEE. But I want to understand whether it is in order | House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


for the House to grant unanimous consent for the filing and printing of 
the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. Itis, at any time. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen hav- 
ing reports to present of a private character may have leave to file them 
with the Clerk, and that in each case the minority of the committee 
be allowed to present their views and have them printed with the re- 
port of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

ELLEN B. FARR. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (8. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT ZAHN, 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3809) for the relief of Robert Zahn; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY HORNING, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horn- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M. BARRETT. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the 
pension of James M. Barrett; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LYDIA E. QUAW. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia 
Quaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
ORRIN F. WALLER. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 3749) granting a pension to Orrin F, 
Waller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HAMPTON AND OLD POINT COMFORT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12574) granting right of way and other priv- 
ileges to the Hampton and Old Point Comfort Railway Company; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. FREELAND. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12513) to restore John J. Freeland to 
the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. : 


ST. LOUIS AND MISSISSIPPI TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 


Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported as a substi- 
tute for bill H. R. 11546, a bill (H. R. 12591) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to take jurisdiction and adjudge the claim of the St. Louis and 
Mississippi Transportation Company; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 11546 was reported back with a recommendation that 
it be laid on the table. 


CHARLES E. HASBROOK. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12214) for the relief of Charles E. Hasbrook; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FORMAN MATHEWS AND DAVID STOUT PARKER. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2013) for the relief of Forman Mathews and Da- 
vid Stout Parker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


ordered to be printed. 
. SURETIES OF GEORGE W. HOOK, DECEASED. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the sureties of George W. 
Hook, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 726) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

M. JOSIE M’LAIN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to 
M. Josie McLain; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH A. JONES. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10255) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth A. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, 


NANCY POLOCK. “4 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD LAND-GRANTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back the bill (S. 1939) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture 
of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon; which, with the accom- 
panying report, was ordered to be printed and recommitted, with leave 
to the minority of the committee to file their views, to be printed with 
those of the majority. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has been requested to ask permission 
that all gentlemen desiring to do so may print remarks upon the reso- 
lution disposed of to-day in regard to the action of the conferees on the 
ben to admit certain Territories as States into the Union. Is there ob- 

ection ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Iobjectto printing remarks unless they were delivered. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not object. The request has 
been made by several gentlemen. 

Mr. BIGGS. Very well; I withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no further objection, the leave requested 
will be granted. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with private business for to-day. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This is private-bill day. I have a bill 
here in which very many members of the House feel an interest, and- 
which it will not take five minutes to pass. If the gentleman from 
Georgia will allow this bill to pass, I will make no factious opposition 
to his motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Public business of great importance has been ob- 
jected to already to-day. Ithink we had better make no exceptions in 
this matter. 
> = MEMBER (to Mr, STONE, of Kentucky). Is your bill a private 

ill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In one sense it is, and in another it is 
not. Itis a bill to pay what are known as “‘4th of July claims.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That can be passed any day. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLOUNT to dispense 
with private business for to-day, there were—ayes 67, noes 17. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, O’FERRALL and Mr. BLOUNT were 
appointed. ; $ 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 130, noes 34. 

So the motion of Mr. BLOUNT to dispense with private business for 
to day was agreed to, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockery), having put the ques- 
tion, said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 106, noes 6. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, No quorum. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, and Mr. BLOUNT 
were appointed. z ; . 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, noes 24. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro- 
priation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890. 
The following pending amendments were read: 
By Mr. Cannon: 
In line 10, page 2, strike out “5” and insert ‘8; " so that the clause willread: 
“For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $6,850,000.” 
By Mr. HOLMAN: 
After the word “provided,” in line 14, insert: 
“ Provided, however, That the aggregate salaries as fixed by such classification 
shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 
¥ Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, there has been a misunderstanding 
as to the effect of this classification in increasing thissum, The average 
increase has been less than $200,000. It is claimed and estimated, I 
believe, by the chief of the salary and allowance division that this classi- 
fication will increase the sum appropriated in this bill by the amount 
of $300,000. Now I ask the attention of this Committee of the Whole 
to a statement which I hold in my hand from that officer. In making 
his estimates, he takes the maximum and the minimum salaries, ascer- 
tains the average of the two, and then multiplies the number of em- 
ployés by that, Take the matter of assistant postmasters. There are 
ninty-seven, I think. The average amount of salary is $2,250; and 
there are less than twenty of the ninety-seven who do not get the 
amount of this average. Yet this is the basis which is reported for the 
purpose of getting at the cost which this legislation will bring to the 
country. 
Now, I desire to remark that the cost depends upon the administra- 
tion; and I ask the attention of the committee especially to two items. 
One item relates to mailing-clerks, letter-distributers, dispatchers, 
registry, money-order, and directory clerks, etc. Here are 2,439 per- 
sons, the maximum salary being $1,400, the minimum salary $6C0. 
The‘average is made $1,000. He makes the aggregate salaries $2,493,- 
000. Now, it is to be observed that the great mass of employés belong 
to the lower grade; but this bill lifts up these employés of the lower 
e Thisminimum salary of $600 here contemplated is a lifting up 
m abont $200. Suppose by proper administration yon make $800 
the average, and this is quite easily done, what have you, by reason 
of that change of administration, on that single item? You have an 
increase of the salaries, but you have, by taking $800 instead of $1,000 
as the average, a saving of $541,800 on that single item. 
Now, take separators and assorters, paper distributors, record clerks, 
general-delivery clerks, inquiry clerks, clerks for special-delivery mail, 
raters of third and fourth class mail matter, weighers of second-class 
mail matter, stock and supply clerks, and time-keepers. The average 
maximum salary proposed in the bill in this connection is $1,200, and 
the minimum $600, the mean average being $900. Now, it was brought 
up from about $200. Suppose you shall make it $700, you will have 
raised largely the grade of employés, and yet you have saved in this 
item alone some $347,000. You have saved on these two items, as esti- 
mated by the chief of the allowance division, $389,600, and yet the 

roposition is to increase the amount of the bill by the amount of 
$500,000. I ask, then, if it is not clear that the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, in giving an increase of $600,000, have been 
exceedingly liberal; and I beg gentlemen on this side as well as gen- 
tlemen on the other side, who are anxious for the success of this law, 
that they will not embarrass us at this time by a proposition to increase 
the appropriation, which is not justified upon any data whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is quite an important matter, and I hope I may 
be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, so far as the classification of the clerks 
is concerned, the matter of the most importance is the legislation. I 
am willing to vote whatever money is sufficient for the perfection of 
the service; but I trust, sir, that we shall not now be embarrassed by 
such a proposition as that pending. In the nature of things there are 
none who ean give us the absolute facts on which to base our legisla- 
tion; in the nature of things this bill has been constructed upon the 
experience of the Department, in the offices of the country, and in the 
nature of things whatever defects may appear in the legislation will be 
fully exposed hereafter and the next Congress may take the benefit of it. 

Mr. REED. What does the Department think the appropriation 
ought to be—the total, I mean? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have just stated, sir, that the chief of the salary 
and allowance division made an estimate, and that has been forwarded 
to us, making it about the amount of the amendment asked by the 


gentleman from Illinois. I have taken that allowance and I have en- 
deavored to show that in two items alone to which I have just called 
attention the amount of the bill could be largely reduced and the clerks 
in all these offices elevated above what they are now. : 

I desire to be perfectly frank with the House, but I think, sir, there 
are ample funds provided for the purpose of elevating all of these sal- 
aries, and I think it is quite manifest to this committee that when the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has put on already in the 
bill the sum of $600,000, when the increase has run from $100,000 to 
$200,000, that it has not failed to recognize the fact that we are pro- 
posing an increase of expenditures for the purpose of giving a better 
service, 

But what I have said in reference to the salaries of the clerks runs 
through all the features of the bill. The calculation is based upon the 
mistaken idea of putting into each class the same number of men, 
whereas the highest class, as any gentleman will recognize, is com- 
posed of the highest type of intelligence and the moet important men, 
The great mass of the work does not require it, and you may put it in 
the lower grade. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, all I desire in connection with 
this legislation is that we may thoroughly understand, first, as to how 
far this legislation will go in giving to the Postmaster-General discre- 
tionary power, or power to exceed the appropriation of Congress; and 
second, that proposition once determined, whether the appropriation 
stated in this bill for clerk-hire, covering $6,550,000, is sufficient to 
administer this part of the bill if enacted into law. 

If this bill gives the Postmaster-General discretionary power to ex- 
ceed the appropriation voted by Congress, then I am unqualfiedly 
against it, however much I may wish a classification of that service. 
And right there I desire to say that this bill does not give him that 
power; but in order to be sure in the movement we attempt to incor- 
porate now by this provision, I am in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which in effect declares the 
Postmaster-General shall not in the carrying out of this legislation ex- 
ceed the appropriation by Congress. 

Now, next, does this appropriation of $600, 000, larger than theamount 
of the appropriation for the present fiscal year, cover the actual require- 


ments of the legislation proposed to be incorporated in this bill in ref- ` 


erence to the classification of the clerks? I have but this one fact be- 
fore me. I take the report of the honorable gentleman from Georgia, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
he gives as a reason in his report, indorsed by the committee, why this 
$600,000 additional asked in the estimates of the Postmaster-General 
should be acceded to by this House: 


It has been found that for several years erroneous estimates and erroneous 
appropriations have left the Department so restricted in money as to force too 
low rates of compensation to employés and too few of them to handle the mail 
matter with which they were charged. 


He comes to this House and uses this language as a basis for asking 
the increase. In that I yield to him my full accord, and believe his 
statement to be correct in every particular. 

But since the estimates submitted by the Postmaster-General, re- 
ported to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury, and approved by 
your Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, giving this increase of 
$600,000 for clerical force in first and second elass offices, we come to 
the date January 28, 1889, when there is formulated by the Depart- 
ment, after areview of the commission ofa year ago, aclassification of the 
clerks in the first and second class offices. Thegentleman from Georgia 
distinctly states in his report with the accompanying bill that ‘‘it will 
result, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, in an increase of ex- 
penditures to the amount of $300,000.” I therefore say to this House, 
to carry out the gentleman’s first proposition, that for years past erro- 
neous estimates and erroneous appropriations have left the Depart- 
ment so restricted in money as to force too low a rate of compensation 
to employés; $600,000 is the estimate of the Postmaster-General last 
December, as approved by the committee. 

But in January of this year the classificationof the clerks by unani- 
mous consent of this House has been allowed tobe incorporated as new 
legislation upon this bill, and the chairman of the committee appre- 
hends in his report, which I believe in and which I have agreed to, 
that to carry out the details of this legislation, $300,000 more will be 
necessary. Therefore I think the House should agree to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow a 
question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM, Certainly.- 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it not true that the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads reduced the estimates of the 
Post-Office Department in respect to the amount of clerical hire $300,- 
000; but that after-—— 

Mr. BINGHAM, All of which was held in abeyance. 

Mr. DOCKERY. After we had agreed upon a classification of the 
vised aa committee restored the amount to the sum asit appears now 
in the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The judgment of the subcommittee, which con- 
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sisted of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, the gentle- 
san from Georgia, and myself, was that the amount of the estimate 
or clerk-hire ought to be reduced $300,000, but after we made the 
classification it was thought proper to restore the amount to what it 
was in the estimate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was not positively determined by the whole 
committee. It was never reported to the full committee, The gentle- 
man must understand the point that I desire to reach. That is, that 
we make an appropriation that will allow a complete and full carrying 
out of this law if itis enacted. Thatis all. I do not care whether it 
takes three hundred or five hundred thousand dollars, 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is really the point at issue; and Isubmitted 
the state of fact in reply to the observation of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, so as to show the House that but for the classification this 
estimate would have been reduced $300,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That the gentleman has no authority to state. 
The proposition never went to the full committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam not referring to the action of the full com- 
mittee, but I am speaking of the subcommittee, The point Iam mak- 
ing is, that in the subcommittee we reduced this amount $300,000; but 
after it was determined to classify the clerks, we restored it to the full 
amount required by the estimate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the House need not be misled. 
Whatever may have occurred in the committee; whatever reasons may 
have actuated it; whatever conclusion it may have reached; whatever 
it may understand as to the correctness of these conclusions, or what- 
ever opinion we had, it is sufficient to say we are now in a position 
where weneed not have the least doubt about the sufficiency of the appro- 
priationin this bill. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. BINGHAM] 
says, quoting from the report that I had the honor to make accompanying 
this bill, ‘‘ that erroneous estimates and erroneous appropriations have 
brought about too low salaries and affected the service.” That I ad- 
mit, sir. That was with reference to a period for the last three or four 
years. This was due specially to legislation which provided for the 
clerks in fices known as money-order clerks, who were paid out 
of the fees, and which thereafter were provided to be paid for that serv- 
ice out of the item in the appropriation bill known as the sum for the 
compensation of clerks. 

These clerks were transferred from one fund to the other, and there 
was too small an increase in theappropriation. Itdid produce trouble; 
but, sir, during this very Congress, with a view of correcting and 
remedying the wrong coming from that source, the round sum of $400, - 
000 was added to the service with a view of making up whatever dam- 
age might have occurred in that way. As I said to you, the appro- 
priation ran over one ortwo years in this manner. We have proposed 
in this bill an increase of $600,000. 

We have proposed it by reason of this classification. Now, sir, very 
much of the cost of this bill depends upon the use of thisfund. Ifyou 
should grant ad libitum authority to the Postmaster-General, then if he 
were inclined he could put them all in the higher grades. If you 
should restrict theamount of the appropriation, he must place many of 
them in the lower grades; and as you allow a greater or a less sum all 
along the line from the maximum to the minimum grade, he must 
govern himself in the distribution of this fund. Now, I have shown 
the committee, from a statement sent to me by the Postmaster-General, 
made by the chief of the salary and allowance division, and based upon 
the amount which the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] would make the ee peepee have shown from that 
statement that you can raise all of these salaries largely, and yet by a 
reduction in two items alone from this estimate there will be a saving 
of $889,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How is that saving made? 

Mr. BINGHAM. What are those two items ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I havea calculation which has been made by the 
chief of the salary and allowance division upon which this estimate 
has beenmade. Itaketwoitems: First, ‘‘mailingclerks, etc.,’’ where 
there are 2,439 employés. The maximum salary is $1,400 and the min- 
imum salary is $600. This calculation takes $1,000 as the figure, and 
gives to every one of these 2,439 clerks $1,000 a year. Many of these 
clerksare paid at this time below $300 a year. If you take $800 as the 
average y of these clerks you make a saving of $541,000. Then 
take the very next item, separators and assorters. There are 1,213 of 
them, and by making the salary $700 a yearinstead of $1,000 you have 
a eS of $363,900; and these clerks are all receiving hundreds of 
dollars less now than they would be receiving under such an allowance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask my friend to explain how it happens 
that the amount of the appropriation is decreased while these salaries 
are all increased? Is the number of employés reduced? All the sal- 
aries are virtually proposed to be increased by this classification, and 
the number of employés, I understand, is notdiminished. How, then, 
do you diminish the amount of the appropriation ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman must recollect that the estimate is 
for the next fiscal year, and that we have proposed in this bill an in- 
crease of $600,000 over the appropriation of last year. 

ro a The time of the gentleman from Georgia has 
exp’ 


Mr. HOLMAN was recognized, and yielded to Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘he gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] now 
asks me whether the number of these clerks does not remain the same, 
and if so, how I reduce the amount. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. When you at the same time increase all the sala- 
ins do you save eight hundred or nine hundred thousand dol- 
ars 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will give me his attention I will 
tell him. I have not said that I reduce the salaries by the amount óf 
eight hundred or nine hundred thousand dollars. ‘There is where the 
gentleman falls into error. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then what is it that is being reduced some eight 
hundred or nine hundred thonsand dollars? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me I will explain. The 
item in this bill for clerk-hireis $6,550,000. ‘The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] proposes to increase the sum by $300,000. The 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have reported an increase 
of $600,000 over the appropriation of last year. This increase was de- 
signed for the purpose of increasing the salaries of all the employés. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] claims that it is not enough 
and proposes to add $300,000 more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I prefer to answer my friend’s question without in- 
terruption. ‘Then I will answer anything else he desires to ask. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am simply showing that I can take these two 
items that I have read and make a certain amount of saving. This is 
a calculation made at the Department as to what the cost will be. 
Taking the maximum and the minimum salaries, and taking the av- 
erage of the two, Iam showing that the result of that average is too 
high, and that I can go'below that average and still pay the men more 
than they are paid now, and at the same time reduce the amount of 
the appropriation below the amount proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois. I do not mean to say that I intend todo that, but I am sim- 
ply taking this calculation from this paper for the purpose of illustrat- 
ing the point that the amount contained in this bill now is more than 
ample for the purpose for which it is designed. 

Mr, HOLMAN. But,as a matter of fact, the amount of the appro- 
priation for the clerical force is increased $600,000 by this bill, and that, 
I believe, is about $450,000 more than the previous increase from year 
to year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihope the gentleman will quote from the books. 
His quotations heretofore have not been in conformity with the official 
reports, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The increase has been from a hundred thousand to 
a hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year, has it not? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will let the gentleman state it himself, as we do 
1 nee about these official figures, The increase this year was over 

100,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation does not show that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend is mistaken. I think the in- 
crease was about a hundred and fifty thousand dollars. The increase 
I think has generally been about a hundred thousand dollars a year 
for several years past, but now in this bill it is $600,000, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] proposes to increase that by $300,- 
C00 more. The increase in 1834 over 1883 was $364,000; the next year 
the increase was $105,000; the next year $101,000; the next year $406,- 
000; the next year $119,000; and this fiscal year it is in the neighbor- 
hood of $500,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. For this present year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; for this present year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not see how you reach those figures. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, sir, a report accompanies this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend is more apt to be accurate on a matter 
of this kind than I am; but I examined into this question a few days 
ago and reached a very different conclusion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman had exam- 
ined the statutes he would have found a very large increase. 

The present Postmaster-General—I have not the figures, for I could 
not anticipate all these questions—the present Postmaster-General, 
during the last fiscal year, claimed that an appropriation, I think, of 
some $200,000 increase was not sufficient; and he sent in supplemental 
estimates to this House. I think there is hardly a gentleman here who 
will not bear me out in the statement that there was spent at the local 
offices every where by reason—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS obtained the floor and said: I do not wish to take the 
floor from the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, the appropriations were much 
larger than usual during the fiscal year for the purpose of making up 
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for whatever cramping had come by reason of the legislation changing 
the mode of paying clerks, a matter which had not been properly pro- 
vided for by previous legislation. 

Now, on the one hand, my friend from Indiana claims that this ap- 
propriation is extravagant by the sum'of $400,000; while on the other, 
gentlemen here contend that we are short $300,000 in the amountnec- 
essary to be appropriated in order to insure proper service. I have 
given these figures, which have been made at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. If this Committee of the Whole wishes to appropriate an ex- 
travagant amount of money for the payment of clerks in the post-of- 
fices of the country it can vote the sum of money here proposed; but 
if it wants to be anywhere in the region of conservatism, if it wants 
to make a reasonable classification of this service, the amount which 
we propose in this bill is ample for the purpose. I beg that gentle- 
men on either side will not be hasty in voting the enormous sum pro- 


posed. 

It has been alleged loosely that this classification amounts to an in- 
crease of from $600,000 to $1,000,000, The information which I have 
had and which I have to-day contradicts that statement. I trust that 
this classification scheme is not to be discredited in the commence- 
ment of this debate by extravagance in statement one way or the other. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, there are two propose before the 
committee. There is the amendment of my colleague [Mr. CANNON] 
proposing an increase in the appropriation; and then there is an en- 
tirely distinct proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN ] in the form of a proviso. I wish to speak in favor of the amend- 
ment of my colleague. I think gentlemen who have spoken during 
the last twenty minutes have argued these two'propositions somewhat 
indiscriminately. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will allow me to say that I do not 
think there is any difference about the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. ADA Does the gentleman mean that there is not objection 
toit? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] one question. How can the Postmaster-General keep the 
amount of a classification within the amount of an appropriation ex- 
cept by a limitation of the number of employés—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is another mode. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. Wait one moment; I will complete the question—or 
else by reducing to a lower-priced class those clerks that, according to 
the judgment of the Department in previous years, and probably in 
the judgment of the committee, would belong to a higher class? For 
instance, on page 3 of this bill I find that the salaries of stamp clerks 
are divided into ten classes, from $800 to $1,700. Now, I am aware 
that if all your stamp clerks are $800 clerks, you can employ more 
stamp clerks within a certain total expenditure than if some are $1,700 
clerks; and I want to know—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to tell him what the 
minimum salary of a stamp clerk now is? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

_-Mr. BLOUNT. One hundred and fifty dollars; and this bill makes 
the minimum $600. 

Mr. ADAMS. But the gentleman from Georgia evidently mistakes 
my proposition. I took this item because it was the first = fell under 
my eye. I find here that certain clerks are divided into c , ranging 
from lower salaries to higher salaries. Now, I suppose it is the judg- 
ment of the Department that there should be different classes of stamp 
clerks, some receiving higher salaries and some lower salaries. Yet I 
can see how the Postmaster-General could keep the entire scheme ot 
classification within the total sum P EREET Y if his authority were 
confined to the appointment of clerks of the lower grades. 

I do not intend to say that this classification is defective; I know 
too little in regard to it tosay that. What I say is that the proviso ot 
the gentleman from Indiana is, I think, imperfectly understood by my- 
self and perhaps by others on the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Įllinois [Mr. ADAMS] can see very 
readily that the amount charged to the Treasury in the aggregate for 
salaries will depend upon how many clerks are put in the higher classes, 
how many in the average classes, and how many in the lower. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that under this bill, if you leave the subject 
without restriction, it is very clear that the Postmaster-General can 
make the salaries double or treble the amount appropriated; and he 
can make them fixed salaries which will be a permanent charge upon 
the Treasury. 

Mr. ADAMS. Youmeau he might makea smaller number of higher- 
priced men instead of a larger number of lower-priced men? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; he determines what number shall be 
placed in each class, higher and lower. Instead of expending the 
amount appropriated he can double, perhaps treble it, and make these 
salaries a permanent charge upon the Treasury whether you appropriate 
the money or not, 

Mr. ADAMS, I doubt the policy of the proviso; but as members of 


she. oomnittee seem to be agreed upon it, I do not care to discuss it 
urther, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman whether he does not think that 
would be the law at any rate? 


Mr.ADAMS. The gentleman seems to think the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral would at the beginning of the year pay the clerks to perform the 
service of the country regardless of a deficiency in the appropriation; be- 
cause, as the gentleman says, he could come back here and ask Congress 
to supply that deficiency which was found to exist. The gentleman 
from Maine and myself think technically he might do so, but we know 
that he would not, because the Postmaster-General does not love a de- 
ficiency any more than the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon]. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to discuss my colleague’s amendment when 
it comes up. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say, in all kindness, I made this amend- 
ment to increase the amount by $300,000 for the reason that the chief 
of the salary and allowance division reported to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, as I learn from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], that this classification would require for the 
next fiscal year $300,000 more than was recommended in the bill. 
And I wish to give notice, if this legislation is to be added, I propose 
to walk up and pay the bill. If you refuse to pay the bill, then I am 
feet the legislation. I am ready to vote. [Cries of “Vote!” 

ote! 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave aword to say. I regret very much the state- 
ments of any officer of the Government, unwritten, should be intro- 
duced into this debate. As I am on the floor I will make some refer- 
ence to it myself. When this estimate of $600,000, a most abnormal 
increase, was proposed by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads the chief of the salary and allowance division was sent for to 
come to the committee-room, and he was asked why he had made this 
extraordinary increase. His answer was that it was because we in- 
tended to classify the clerks. That was the reason distinctly given. 

Iam furnished with a statement from an official paper subsequently, 
in which he proposes to make it $300,000 additional. Now, I have 
shown to the House you can increase salaries of 5,559 clerks in first- 
class offices and 1,863 clerks in second-class offices on what they are 
paid now and bring down the amount proposed in the gentleman’s 
amendment to the extent of $980,000. If that be true, then the argu- 
ment is that the officer upon whom we relied for his statement was ex- 
travagant there and extravagant here. 

I am persuaded, sir, that we have given a liberal estimate to the in- 
coming administration for clerks in post-offices of the country. I am 
not of those who for any partisan advantage would cripple the postal 
service of the United States. ‘This bill does not disclose any such spirit 
in any branch of the service. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, in my opinion, hon- 
estly made after examination of official papers, would be a gross piece 
of extravagance. If this classification of salaries shall be reasonable 
and shall result in a large increase, I am just as willing as the gentle- 
man from Illinois to vote the bill; but Iam not willing to facilitate 
legislation of a beneficial nature, as I understand it, which is simply 
in behalf of enormons extravagance. I trust the House will not put 
on this amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the amendment of my colleague is before the com- 
mittee, or is to be so ed, I wish to say something aboutit. The 
question whether the amount in this bill is sufficient for the needs of 
the service may depend somewhat as to whether the postal service in 
the Northwest is to be neglected as it has been for a series of years. I 
want to put in the RECORD a statement which I have secured since I 
spoke on the subject last week, showing the business of the post-office 
at Chicago compared with that of other first-class post-offices in the 
country; and [ now ask unanimous consent of the House that it may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The statement is as follows: 


Comparative slatement of postal and money-order business at some of the 
larger post-offices during the year ended December 31, 1888. 


New York: 
Tol postal weep piaia trnsebeeecighedondeccessated $5, 162, 968. 81 
Total money-order receipts... ~ 14,919, 710,05 
Total receipts nessis: 20, 082, 678. 86 
= 
Total expenses (including $802,017.91 for free-delivery service). J, 891, 982, 48 
INGE pra at irt ih aeaa copie rine camer pcos 3, 270, 986. 33 

Chicago: 

Total postal receipts ..,...... 2, 634, 818. 62 
Total money-order receip ie 9, 839, 155, 40 
Total receipts . oii... ..isescsessseee ssennssstons ssessesvcnvenessvenecoosoes 12, 473, 974. 02 
——— ai 
Total expenses (including $398,505.85 for free-delivery service), 912, 911.75 
Net revenue w.ccrccrrsrrrvececccrseesonrernescseeansronneresas ess segenerse scones errors +121, 906. 87 
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Gross receipts, expenses, and net revenue for fiscal year ended June 30, 1888. 


ea peA receipts .. abadesa spuesbeipesan eses $1,953, pa = 
Total money-order receipts ~. se fis 442, 471 [Postmaster-General’s Report. ] 
Total receipts i.ccciseseccecses sorssnrsocccssscacece concen geones evessoevsee: aed 6, 395, 845. 53 
Total expenses (including $ $902,649.88 for free-delivery service). 857,834.58 master’s} Grossre- | Totalex- | vo revenue, 
Net revenue... IIAEO EE ENO 1, ONE, GOR. 72 salary. cepts. ponsas: 
New York: Postal ere sce 5, 162, 968. 81 
Chicago: Postal receipts 2, 654, 818. 62 $6,000 | $2, 469, 511.42 | $869,151.04 | $1,600, 660.38 
SOG GPA 6,000 | 1,871,889.23 | 782,189.76 | 1,089, 699,47 
New York over Chicago ,....s..bss»sessesssocessecesososiss:veesvoscsespeosos 2,528, 150.19 6,000 | -1, 724,608.13 | 652,949.05 | 1,041, 659.08 
Or %.% per cent. — ers se Si ricky ie 
New York: Postal receipts.....cccccccrsessessorssesssssessarsnsssrerscssceseseeeee 5, 162, 968. 81 5'000 "5 h sw N , 147. 
Philadelphia: Postal receiptS........s....rseessesessseesersereeneeceresesese 1,953, 374. 30 Aom pina = E 000 Sree ts Sec se Sins 
New York over Philadelphia...cscscsssssssessssessyssesssnsecensseesss 3,209, 504.61 | Washington... 5,000 | 352,045.78 | 281, 918. 40 70,127, 88 
Or 164 per cent. ae ee ae, BO A ee CY) (tes SEA Bd eR eS 
Chicago: Postal receipts...........cccsessessccsoresssosessssecrsessesessccecssseeses 2, 634, 818, 62 Mr. ADAMS. Thisstatement, Mr Chairman, shows that the Chi 
= see 1,953, 374.30 K Sea J cago 
Pepa POR TTE Abas post-office has not been put on an equality with the post-offices in the 
Chicago over Philadelphia................ 681, 444.32 | other large cities of the country for a series of years, and I am not blam- 
Or 34.88 per cent. ing anybody for it, butsimply expressing regret, and am doing what I 
New York: Money-order receipts......... ose af Saas can to secure a change. 
SIRS Snr ets TEMES ae | Gentlemen will remember thata very large part of the increase of the 
New York over Chicago......:es:scerere+ Sen Sees LA 528 .  5,080,554.65 | population of the United States takes place west of that city, and that 
Or 51.63 per cent. that city is the post-office center of an enormous and rapidly growing 


New York: Money-order receipts... 
Philadelphia: Money-order receipts... 


New York over Philadel phis.............,-cssrsrserscssersessneeeserees 
Or 235 per cent, 


Chicago: Money-order receipts... 
Philadelphia: Money-order receipis - 


Chicago over Philadelphia.........cc--:ssssssssassenneenncesers yeeeens seeses 
Or 121 per cent, 


MAILING DIVISIONS—DOMESTIC MAILS, 


Chicago: Total number of pieces of all op handled............00 
Philadelphia: Total number of pieces of all classes handied. 


Chicago over Philadelphia.............. 
Or 50 per cent. 


seen sanannned neneneesneeeneneneoennen 


FOREIGN MAILS, 


soni DA Number of pieces handled ...... .....ssscsscecsesseeressseseeerennee 
Philadelphia: Number of pieces handled ...... Sag 


Chicago over Philadelphia ........c+ssseceseessere 
Or 25.6 per eent, 
City delivery division: 
Chi Total number of pieces handled ......ses.ssssee+ 
P: elphia: „Total number of pieces handled 


Philadelphia over Chicago.....c.ccecssseseserererses 
Paste 1L17 faci mn 


rey 


eeeeereereeres recesses 
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section of the country. This reason—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have not been following the gen- 
tleman from Illinois closely, and dislike now to interrupt him—— 

Mr. ADAMS. It is no interruption. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not think that this bill fixes 
the amount of money allowed at the Chicago post-office ? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, notatall; butas I said the other day, if itis true, 
as my colleague [Mr. CANNON] thinks, and as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], on the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads thinks, that the adoption of this classification feature 
would require an appropriation of $300,000 more than is carried by the 
bill, I fear that they make that classification on the basis of the exist- 
ing ‘state of the service, and the existing state of the service in that part 
of the country I help to represent-is one of insufficiency and needs im- 
provement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished chairman of the 
committee made a statement which, although I do not think it was 
purposely intended, did signify to the House that I gave utterance or 
expression to my friend from Illinois of the language of a confidential 
communication to our committee—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh; no; not at ali. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is sufficient. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The only idea was that there was a subcommittee 
in which the gentleman made the statement. I regretted it because 
that statement was in conflict with the statement made here, and it 
was necessary to bring it up, which I did not care to do. 

Mr. BIN GHAM. The proposition contained in the increase of $600,- 
000 shown by the committee, together with the $300,000 by 
the gentleman from Illinois, simply presents itself to ‘the House in this 
way: The Department entreats the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, in recognition of the growth of the service and the limited 
compensation paid the clerical force in the service—entreats and recom- 
mends an increase of $600,000, r IOn alii ened nico peels Rot cae 
tleman from Ilinois—from Chicago. 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell me what 
he thinks my demands are ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. A recognition of the growth of the service. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is it; the growth of the service at Chicago. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know specifically at Chicago, 

Mr. ADAMS, That is what I am referring to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But I speak of the great West generally. We did 
not take up specifically the different cities of the country. That is done 
by the Department itself. But in the estimates made to Congress they 
give us only the sum total. 

Mr. ADAMS. True. ButI will ask the gentleman whether it does 
not follow, when the new Postmaster-General is to run the postal service 
for the people of the United States on an insufficient appropriation, 
the city of Chicago and every other city in the United States will be 
considerably affected by the total sum appropriated ? 

Mr. BINGHAM, That is correct. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly, and that is the point I was making. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And for that reason I say, recognizing the growth 
and development of the the committee have increased this 
amount $600,000 over and above what it has been for any preceding 


sis But I want to go a step farther. That $600,000 is given in recogni- 
tion of the development and growth of the service, together with the 
well-known fact that the clerical force in the first and second class of- 
fices have heretofore been poorly paid. Now take the next step. The 
chairman of the committee makes the statement in the report that 
$300,000, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, is necessary to carry 
out the details of the e legislation incorporated in the bill covering the 
clerical force of the first and second class offices, 
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Mr, ADAMS. With this classification? 


A ae si R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 


Mr. BINGHAM. With this classification. Thatis the simple prop- | Kearn 


osition for the House to consider. Now, if the House believes that 
$600,000 will be sufficient, in recognition of the growth of the service 
and recognition of the legislation carried in the bill, all right, let them 
so vote. But if the House believes that the $600,000 as recommended 
by your Postmaster-General, together with the $300,000 as stated by 
the same official for the carrying out of this recommended legislation is 
necessary, then the vote should be for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him this 
tion, because he is very familiar with the post-office business, per ise 
as much as any gentleman on the floor? In the increase of $600,000, 
did the Department or the committee take into consideration the ‘fact, 
for it is a fact to me, that in that particular city and in that particular 
part of the country there has not been adequate service in the past for 
the lack of adequate appropriations ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee took up no special city or special 
section. We could not do that. 

ape Peeae . The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

. BLOUNT. I will say this, Mr. Chairman, that in the making 
up of the estimate the report disclosed the fact that there was a large 
increase in the receipts at Chicago and in quite a number of first-class 
offices, and upon that an increase was made in the allowance. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, I will say 
nee be other day he spoke of an increase of 7 per cent. or something 

ike that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That did not relate to the Chicago office. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, I suppose that is the increase for the whole 
country, and I feared that we should suffer in a part of the country 
where the percentage of increase has been very rapid, running from 17, 
25, to 58 per cent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The estimate was based upon official figures. They 
know what the receipts are. 

The question was put on the amendment of Mr. CANNON, and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON, Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 32. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from i [Mr. Cannon] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT 

The committee informally rose to receive a message from the Senate, 
Mr. MOCREARY in the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted upon its amendments, di to by the 
House, to the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other p ; agreed to the conference 
asked by the House, and had appointed as ‘conferees on its part Mr. 
ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. GORMAN. X 

The message also annonnced that it insisted upon its amendments, 

to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 11917) making sere 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked by the House, 
and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. GORMAN. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
title; in which concurrence was asked: 

A bill (S. 3944) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres; and 

A bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rosecrans. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 

A bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George’ W. Samp- 
son and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 917) for t the relief of Julianna Muller; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


{ 
Koch; 
A bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 
A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray; 
A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 
A bill (H. R. vans bee a pension to Hannah McKee; 
A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 
A bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George wW. Lloyd; 
A bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the PERE to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 
A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W, B. Green; 


A pill | H. R. 10216 granting a pension to William Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; 

A bill a R. ja granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. tones granting a pension to Marinda Wakeñeld Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 

A bill of R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. eee granting a pension to George H. Burgess; 

A bill (H. R. 11311 granting a pension to James Metcalf; 

A bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; 

A bill (H. R. ATER granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams; 

A bill (H. R, oe granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright; 
A bill (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 


A bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; 

A bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pensioz to 
Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 
well; 

A bill (H. R. 12203) granting a pension to Ester Gayen; and 

A bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Ge- 
raghty. 

The committee then resumed its session. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, noes 
47. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I still insist upon the point of no quorum; but as 
there are not, in my opinion, a sufficient number of members present 
to pass a bill carrying an appropriation of sixty-six millions, I will move 
that the committee rise, 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that that is not in order. 
The rule laid down is that when the Committee of the Whole finds 
itself without a quorum the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called 
and report the absentees to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The present occupant of the chair thinks that 
itis in order to move at this time that the committee rise. 

‘The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 12592) 
to enable the people of New Mexico to form a constitution and State 
government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration ‘of the bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
ury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Pending. objection, I would like to inqnire of the 
gentleman in charge of this bill how many claims there are and what 
is the aggregate amount appropriated ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ido not remember the number of the 
claims. The amount is about $30,000. There is no legislation in the 
bill. It is supposed to be the last one of these 4th of July claims 
bills that will ever be presented to Congress. The one preceding this 
carried about $200,000, but this carries only about $30,000, The read- 
ing of the bill will give no information, as itsimply contains the names 
of the ies and the amounts allowed to each. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the first reading of the bill 
may well be dispensed with, but it will not take long to read the bill, 
and before we act upon it I think it had better be read. It is rather 
too early in the session to begin passing bills without reading them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to the bill being 
read, but there will be no information given by the reading. 
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The SPEAKER pro . The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL (before the completion of the reading). Mr. Speaker, 
if this is the 4th of July bill, so called, I think we may as well con- 
sider it without reading, and I ask unanimous consent that the farther 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ‘That request relates, I suppose, simply to the 
names and amounts. Any general provisions which may be contained 
in the bill ought to be read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The names and amounts are all there is 


of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that this bill con- 
tains only the names of the claimants and amounts appropriated to 
them, respectively. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are there no additional sections? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no legislation at all in the bill. 
There is one amendment, including a claim which was sent to the com- 
mittee after the others had been received, and which we have added to 
the bill as an amendment. 

Mr. ROWELL. There are no claims included in the bill, as I un- 
derstand, except those that have been adjudicated by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. None. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that that amendment be reported first. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the bill by adding the following: 
“To Edward Fitzgerald, of Little Rock, Ark., $17,385.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] that the further reading of this 
bill be dispensed with? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish toinquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 
when the item contained in that amendment was received by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That item was referred to the Quarter- 
master-General by an act at the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress and was examined by him as other claims of a similar character 
have been, and was reported back. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury sent 
it with a letter supplemental to the letter transmitting the other claims, 
and when the committee received it they included it in the bill with 
the others, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can my friend’ state what the original claim was 
for? : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Edward Fitzgerald is a Catholic priest, 
in whom the property of the Catholic church in Little Rock is vested, 
and the claim was for the use of that property during the war. There 
was a bill passed at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress referring 
the claim to the Quartermaster-General for investigation and report, as 
other claims have been examined and reported upon under the act. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And the Quartermaster-General recommends the 
allowance of this sum? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the claim comes through the regular official 
channels? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It comes through the regular channels 
like the others, and the committee have attached it to the bill as an 


amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It went to the Third Auditor? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It has gone through the regular chan- 
nels. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois that the further reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William Pfaender; and 

A bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bills of the following titles; requested a conference with 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


the House on said bills and amendments; and had appointed conferees 
on the of the Senate as indicated, respectively: 

A bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding—confe Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Davis, and Mr. TURPIE. 

A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William 
English an officer in the regular Army of the United States—conferees, 
Mr. Davis, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. HAMPTON. 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy— 
conferees, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. BLACKBURN. 

A bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs in the State of Arkan- 
sas—conferees, Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. Jones of Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had a bill (S. 
3877) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


` ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now takea recess until half 
past 7 o'clock. 

Mr. BOWDEN, Ihopethe gentleman will not insist on that motion, 
There has already been one request for unanimous consent granted on 
the other side. : 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw 
his demand until I can present a bill which I wish to have passed. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to make a statement. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order !??] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my motion. 


STEAMER SCYTHIAN. 


Mr. BOWDEN. I ask unanimousconsent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9081) to authorize an American register to be issued for the 
screw steel steamer Scythian, and that the bill be now considered and 


passed, — 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to permit the British screw steel steamer, called the 
“Seythian,” Lacon goal Scotiand, of the burden of 240 tons, to be registered as 
an American vessel by and in the name of “The Baker Salvage Company,” of 
Norfolk, Va., upon the submission to the Secretary of the Treasury aforesaid of 
satisfactory evidence: è 

First. That “The Baker Salvage Company” aforesaid is an American organi- 
zation, with the principal office in Norfolk County, Virginia. 

S penoa; That it has been duly incorporated by the Legislature of the State of 
rginis. 

Third. That, by purchase, it has become the bona fide owner of the said steamer 
Scythian, her boilers, engines, machinery, tackle, and apparel. 

Fourth. That said purchase was made to enable “The Baker Salvage Com- 
pany” aforesaid to extend its wrecking business and salvage operations along 
the Atlantic coast of the United States and in the Gulf of Mexico. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries was read, as follows: 
Add to the bill these words 


“ Provided, That said ve: 1 shall in no wise be used in the foreign or coast 
wise carrying trade.” = 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 
Mr. RANDALL, Let the report be read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, re- 


serving the right to object, calls for the reading of the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That will defeat the bill, as the time is so short 
before the recess. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following report, by Mr. Dunn: 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9081) to authorize an American register to be issued for the screw 
steel — , have considered the same, and report it back with an 
amendment, 

The Baker Sal Co f Norfolk, Va., is kin, 
fered under the lave of the State of Verginia ANA opermting mainly ta Orele 


waters. 

The British steam-ship Silverdale, being stranded off St. Domingo with a val- 
uable cargo of iron for the Panama Railroad Com: y, the company sent their 
wrecking steamer the Resolute to her rescue, and the Resolute foundered in a 
gale on her way there. 

The company endeavored to charter or purchase awrecking steamer toenable 
them to ives gr with their contract, but a suitable vessel could not be procured 
in the United States, and they were therefore, to meet the exigency, compelled 
togo abroad to purchase a suitable steamer. The steamer Scy wassecured 
in Glasgow, and the company being a distinctively American company and de- 
siring to carry on their operstions, which are ly in foreign waters, under 
e American flag, ask that an American register be authorized for said stear- 
ship. 

The facts in the case are as stated in the following letter from Charles Sharp, 
esq., to Hon, G. E. BOWDEN, of Virginia: 


“LAW OFFICES OF SHARP & HUGHES, 
“TALBOT BUILDING, 57 MAIN STREAT, 
“ Norfolk, Va., April 2, 1888. 
“DEAR SIR: I can not well leave home. The Baker nthe Maryland 1 has a 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Virginia charter; actual capital $72,000, Operates from the land line, on 
South Atlantic, and must take care of the Gulf (no other salvors there to handle 
distressed vessels). 

“ The Silverdale, steam-ship (British), is stranded off St. Domingo, with a valu- 
able cargo of iron for Panama Railroad Company. 

“Baker Salvage Company, under contract to save it, lost the steamer Reso- 
lute; foundered in a on her way there. 

“ Had no time to build another ; six months’ time required for such building. 


1889. ; 
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“ Had to charter in Scotland, as there was no wrecking steamer for sale inthe 


United States. 

“The charter-party credits the charter money or hire and charges interest on 
purchase-money instead, provided salvage company shall buy the Scythian, 
now on her way to the Gulf, 

“This will be a great saving, but itcan not be made unless Con 
soon (for it is a short charter) allow the Scythian to be registered ifso purchased, 

“Remember, she is not to be in the aen 2 trade,generally operating in the 
Gulf, but must sometimes be used in towing the prizes into American (salvage) 
ports per United States court award of salvage. 

“ Even now salvage is deemed a reward for services of American mechanics, 
and therefore counting at Treasury Department as part of the repairs of a sal- 
vored vessel, ian, build, claiming registration, when pu: by American 
citizens at admiralty (salvage) sale. 

" That analogy is perfect, applying well to case of foreign-built salyor steam- 
ers, to be used in the interest of humanity and commerce. 

* Press these points: 

“1, No such vessel for sale in America, 

"2, Requires six months to build. 

“3, Salvage service can not wait so long. 

“4. Much money will be saved by crediting the hire on the purchase, 

“5. Salvor vessel operating mainly in foreign waters, 

“6. They are American seamen and m nics, 

“7, An industry to be  prorostpd by United States. 

“8, Only casualiy used in American waters. 

"9, And then onito relieve distress. 

“10. Unless permission is granted, salvors may have to use her exclusively in 
fogs waks; they can not afford to give her up and lose the money already 
paid for hire. 

"Ii. Not at all used in the carrying trade or in the coasting trade. 

“12, A mere exception to the general (navigation) law, prompted by human- 

ity and by tenderness to American wreckers. 

“Will thisdo? You will have far more influence, then, than I. 


* Yours, very truly, 
“CHARLES SHARP, 
“Hon, G. E. Bowpen, M. C.” 


In view of these facts and the peculiar circumstances of the case, the commit- 
tee recommend the of the bill with an amendment prohibiting the use 
of the vessel, while so si in the foreign orcoastwise carrying trade, by 
adding at the end of the bill the proviso there written. 


Mr. FARQUHAR (before the reading of the report was concluded) 
said: I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of this report 
he dispensed with. This bill has been considered by the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and has received their approval. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the report was dis- 
pensed with; and the House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pernod; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF ON HAT TRIMMINGS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApoo] offers a resolution for reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There being no objection, the following resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Whereas there is pending before this House a joint resolution to amend the 
tariif laws with relation to the silk schedule asit affects hat trimmings; and 

Whereas the Treasury Department and the 1 representatives of the Goy- 
ernment have insisted in the courts, and do still insist, that there is no necessity 
for a c of the statute: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney-General 
be directed to send to this House the facts and the law in the cases now pend- 
ing in the United States courts with reference to the duty on said hat trimmin; 
as cog affect the existing silk schedule, and whether any compromise of said 
cases is contemplated by them. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Friday, and the hour of 5 
o’clock having arrived, the House, in accordance with its stanging or- 
der, takes a recess until half past 7 o’clock p. m. 


willve 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. MOMILLIN as Speaker 


pro tempore. » 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 15, 1889, 
Hon, Bexntos MOMILLIN is hereby designated to preside at the session of the 


House this evening. JOHN @. CARLISLE, 
Hon, Jonny B, CLARK, Clerk, ie E 


ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. MATSON. The bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled 
as army nurses is erroneonsly on the Private Calendar. It is a public 
bill and ought to be on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. I ask that the correction be made, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. JACKSON addressed the House on the general subject of pen- 
sion legislation, and, by unanimous consent, was granted permission to 
extend his remarks in the RECORD. He withholds them for revision. 
[See Appendix. ] 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MATSON. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill increasing the pension of General Frank Wolford from $30 
to $50 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. LANE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FINLEY. Very well; then you will not pass another bill here 
to-night. 

Mr. MACDONALD. When a request similar to this was made ona 
previous evening the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY] was 
the first man to object. 

Mr. FINLEY. Other gentlemen have obtained unanimous consent 
without my objection. 

JOHN LIMERIC. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, called up forconsideraéion the bill (H. R. 
5390) granting a pension to John Limeric. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
ere of the pension laws, the name of John Limaria; late of the Sixth Ohio 

attery. 

The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
5890) for the relief of John Limeric, make the following report: 

The claimant was a private in the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, come 
manded by Captain Beardsley. Claimant enlisted in October, 1861, and was 
honorably fie nai a Claimant makes oath that while on duty, unloading 
baled hay from a „and while lifting the hay and placing it on the dock, he 
received a rupture; that Lieut. O. H. Payn, who was superintending the work, 
ordered him to his quarters for that injury so received as aforesaid; and that he 
suffered thereafter by reason of the rupture, and has continued to suffer up to 
the present time from that rupture, and that he is disabled thereby, 

Claimant farther makes oath that he was sent to the barracks at Louisville, 
Ky.; remained there one day and night, then wentto a private house, 2miles 
out of town, used as a hospital; thence to ward 12, Camp Denison, Ohio; from 
there was discharged by reason of a surgeon’s certificate of disability. 

examing surgeon of the Pension Bureau says in his certificate : 

“Judging from his present’condition, and from the evidence before me, it is 
my belief the said disability originated in the service aforesaid in line of 

uty. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer to with- 
draw the bill rather than have the point of no quorum raised and de- 
feat the consideration of other measures to-night. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have said that I would not allow any bill to pass 
to-night unless-consideration is given to the one that I sought to call 
up pensioning General Wolford. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will submit the question to the com- 
mittee The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr, FINLEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is for the committee to determine, 

The question was taken; and the Chairman decided that the motion 
had been agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. Ido not understand, Mr. Chairman, when I object, 
how this bill could be Jaid aside. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced that the question would 
be submitted to the committee; the vote was taken, and no gentleman 
called for a division. [Cries of “ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. FINLEY. Very well; let it go, but this will be the only one. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENNETT COOPER, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, called up the bill (H. R. 12403) grant- 
ing a pension to Bennett Cooper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Bennett Cooper, 
who seryed in Captain Campbell's company, from the State of Alabama, Indian 
war, 1836, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Butss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12403) grant- 
ing a pension to Bennett Cooper, hâve considered the same, and report as fol- 


lows: 

The claimantserved in the Florida war, in Captain Campbell's company, from 
the State of Alabama, from March 1 to June 1, 1836. He was honorably dis- 
charged therefrom and received a land warrant in 1854. He is seventy-five 
years of age, in feebic health, and not able to work. 

Your committee believe he should have a service pension, and therefore ree- 
ommend the passage of the bill, amended by changing the word “* Campbell's,” 
in line 5, to ‘‘Cammel’s,” the latter being the 
captain’s name, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside, as 


correct manner of ng the 
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amended, to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 


Mr. FINLEY. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 5, 

Mr. FINLEY. That is no quorum, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. $ 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] says 
that when his name is reached he will call up the bill to which I re- 
ferred, for consideration. That being the case, I will withdraw further 
objection. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
NEWTON C. RIDENOUR, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour. 
The bill was rea‘, as follows: 


Whereas by an error committed by the adjudicating officers of the Pension 
Bureau Newton C. Ridenour, late second Pent arene P, Twenty-third 
Regiment Iowa Infantry, was not placed on the pension-roll as a second lieu- 
tenant upon the allowance of a pension to him; and 

Whereas by act of Congress a bill was passed for his relief in this Ly cant bari 
to rate him in accordance with said rank and with the intention only of cor- 
recting this error, but Which contained the words that it should “be in lien of 
all other pensions; and : 

Whereas he now claims to be entitled to an increase of pension on account of 
disabilities, for which he was originally pensioned, and to pension foradditional 
disabilities; but the Pension Bureau and the Department of the Interior con- 
strue the language quoted of the act of Congress mentioned as barring his rights 
thereto, less of the merits: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, elc., That said act of Congress for the relief of said Newton C. 
Ridenour shall be construed as only correcting the error of the indicating 
officers of the Pension Bureau as to the rank of said Ridenour and his pro; 
pv, foudbir wears thereof, and that his right to increase of pension and to addi- 
tional pension for other disabilities shall not be affected thereby. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour, respectfully report that the facts in 
the case are correctly set forth in the proge to the bill.* Upon the panogo 
of the act of Congress appro June 3, 1834, which was manifestly only for the 
purpose of making the pension rate a to rank, the words that it should 

*be in lieu of all other pensions” wereadded, Thereafter, when the pensioner 
made a claim for increase on account of alleged increased disability, the same 
was rejected, without regard to the actual merits of the claim, and upon the 

und that the words quoted in the special act barred the right to such increase. 

m appeal to the Secretary of the Interior this ruling was affirmed, and the 

h padrig from the opinion of Hon, H. L. Muldrow, First Assistant Secretary, 
shows the view taken of the matter: ‘ 

“The appellant, who is receiving a 


nsion of $7.50 per month for varicocele 
of left side, is pensioned as a secon 


lieutenant under special act of Congress 
proved June 3, 1884, which provides that said allowance shall be in lieu of all 
other pensions, 


“ September 27, 1886, he filed an application for increase based on the original 
disability, and rheumatism. * + + 


was lawfully 


rejected on the 
ground that under the provisions of said at, Seger enactment his right to 
he question involved is the con- 
quoting bill with part quoted 
above). 
© s s * = * * 

“ While it may be true, as claimed by appellant, that the only question passed 
upon by Congress was the question of rank, yet the De ent is precluded 
from going back of the PIA language of the statute. * * * Claimant's only 
relief must be obtained from Congress, + œ © the power which created the 
act alone can correct the error.” 

It is plain that the quoted words in the act and which brought about this re- 
sult were in fact there by error or without any relevancy to the object of the act 
itself, and to now give them the effect of barring all cla of the pensioner for 
an increase of pension, or for additional pension to which he may be entitled, is 
manifestly unjhst and we believe entirely out of any Congressional intention in 
passing the act. å 

The present bill simply removes the effect of this construction and leaves the 
Sooner to the laws as they now exist, with simply the right to avail himself 
of them, 

Your committee therefore report the bill favorably, with the recommendation 
that it pass, . 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the bill by striking 
out the initial letter ‘‘P,’’ in the first preamble, and inserting *‘ F.” 

The motion was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported/to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY P. MYERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I ask consideration of the bill (S, 
3540) granting a pensión to Mary P. Myers. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized ard directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary P. Myers, widow of David 
Myers, late a private in Captain Whitmore's company, Co onel Goodwin’s regi- 
ment of Mounted Volunteers, in Florida war. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3540) granting 
a on to Mary P. Myers, have considered the same, and report as follows: 
e claimant is the widow of David Myers, who was a private in Captain 
Whitmore’s company, Colonel Goodwin's regiment of Mounted Volunteers, in 
the ls ay Pb ict gg paraos Indians, ea qiaspa a Aora at Or- 
an; my i urt-House, §. C., ebruary, 1836, and was honorably discharged 
in Alay ‘ollowing, at Tampa Bay, Florida. s > 


The soldier died in August last, leaving surviving hima widow, theclaimant, 
now seventy-four — of age, and in very poor and needy circumstances. 

This committee have, at the nt on, reported favorably a service - 
sion bill to n the surviving soldiers of the Indian wars from 1832 to feta, 
and the widows of such soldiers (Report No. 1194, bill H. R.8594). This claim- 
ant would become a beneficiary under said bill. 

Your committee are of the „pinion the claimant should have a service pen- 
beset ae bill will grant her per month, Its passage is therefore recom- 
men 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LUCINDA MEWMAN. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, called up for consideration the bill 
(H. R, 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman. 
The bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda Mewman, of Payson, Ill., 
daughter of John Mewman, late private of Company K, Seventy-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
bth graning a pension to Lucinda Mewman, submit the following report: 

This applicant for pension is the sister of John W. Mewman, lute of Com- 

ny K, Seventy-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who was killed in the 

ttle of Kenesaw Mountain. A pension was Í Abeer to the mother of the sol- 
dier, and continued until the death of the old lady last year. The licant 
lived with her mother and was k: pt by her during her life. Since then she bas 
lived with her sister, who earns a living as seamstress. The affidavits of neigh- 
bors and physicians show that the applicant, Lucinda Mewman, is s0 weak- 
minded that she can not earn a living, but has to be watched and taken care of 
on account of mental weakness, 

In view of the fact that neither the applicant nor her sister have any property 
of any value, and that the applicant can not earn a living herself, but has to be 
taken care of, your committee recommend the allowance of a pension at the 
rate of $18 per month. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 


ments: 

Insert in line 6, after the word John, the letter " W,” and by striking out in 
line 6 the word “daughter” and inserting the word “sister,” and by striking 
out in line 9 the word “twelve” and inserting the word * eighteen,” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN B. COVERT. 


Mr. ATKINSON called up for consideration the bill (S. 2314) grant- 
ings pension to John B, Covert. 
he bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Covert, late a private in 
SOPRA, B, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 

rs. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read as follows: 


The Committce on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2314) 
granting a pension to John B, Covert, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leave to Hh set 

The claimant under the bill, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-sev- 
enth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, filed a deolaration for on on sc- 
countofrheumatism contracted in „which was edon the ground that 
the evidence adduced fails to show that the alleged originated in the 
service or existed at date of discharge. 

he records in the case show that ten witnesses, comprising doctors, rela- 
tives, neighbors, and acquaintances, testify to claimant’s soundness before en- 
listment; that claimant and two comrades testify to rheumatism in service and 
treatment therefor; that while the hospital records do not show treatment for 
the specific disease alleged, they do show re a of siokness, and in 
one case specify inflammation of the kneejoint; that the claimant returned 
from service complaining of his disease, and that within ten days thereafter he 
was compelled to take his bed, and was treated for rheumatism, and that six 
witnesses, including physicians, furnish testimony which amounts to continu- 
ous disability since discharge, 

While there is lacking in the case evidence of the highest class, there appears 
to be enough to warrant the conclusion that there is merit in the claim, and 
that the bill should be reported favorably and with a recommendation that it 
do pass, which is hereby done. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, thisis a Senate bill, and itreminds me 
of a suggestion I desired to make to the House. It is that gentlemen 
having Senate bills, as well as House bills, on the Calendar ought, if 
possible, give preference to the Senate bills for consideration, because 
there is a possibility at least of their becoming laws, whereas the pas- 
sage of House bills at this late date in the session is almost farcical, 
there being but little hope of their becoming laws, 


JESSIE ISHERWOOD, 


Mr. BACON called up for consideration the bill (H, R. 11184) for 
the relief of Jessie Isherwood. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jessie Isherwood, 
daughter of James R. Isherwood, deceased, late private Company G, Seventh 
Sider Heavy Artillery, and to pay hera pension at the rate of $18 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. x, 
11184) forthe relief of Jessie Isherwood, submit the raei Anet 

Jessie Isherwood is the daughter of James R. Isherwood, late private Com- 
pany G, Seventh New York Heavy reo 


Artillery, who, as shown by his medical 


1889, 


ord, died in hospital at Washington, D. O., June 28, 1864, of wounds received June 
18, 1564, in battle befure Petersburgh, Va. She is now about twenty-eight FAs of 
age. Her mother is dead and she is dependent on charity for support. The tes- 
timony filed with the committee shows that she is now and has long been an 
imbecile, of feeble body, and unable to do any work. Up to her sixteenth year 
she was on the pension-rolls. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FRANK WOLFORD. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York, called up for consideration the bill (H, 
R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. Wolford. 
* The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized anddirected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
aons of Sen ee mpi us pane of Frank L, Motives: Peppa of ie 

t Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and grant a pension o per mon! 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. : 


‘The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
12062) granting an increase pension to Frank Wolford, have considered the 
same, and submit the oan report: 

The claimant was colonel of the First Regiment perae | Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and was discharged March 24, 1864, on account of gunshot wound of left 
hip and right leg. He is now drawing a pension of Te month, and his a 
plication for rerating and increased disablities, resulting from his services in 
the Army, has been rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that under ex- 
isting laws he can not receive a higher rating for the injuries admitted to have 
been incurred in the Army and in line of hong i 

In his application for increase and rerating be alleges that he received a gun- 
shot wound of left hip at Lebanon, Ky., May 5, 1862, causing a permanent fall 
of the lower bowels; that he received a wound of right leg above the hip at 
Monticello, Ky., and bronchitis contracted while in the service on the same 
day, by getting wet after riding 12 miles very fast in the rain, after which pneu- 
monia set in, and that the wound of right leg was received in a fight with the 
rebels under Pegram, Monticello, Ky., June 10, 1863, 

tain Sweeny testifies: 

“That claimant received a pana wound in left hip and lower bowels at 
Lebanon, Ky., in action; that he was by his side when wounded; that in said 
fight claimant was captured by the enemy and taken about 12 miles, when his 
men following recaptured him; Wolford's horse was killed and he was left in 
the road exposed to rain for several hours, thus contracting bronchitis.” 

Lieut. Col, Silas Adams testifies the same as Captain “pty Surgeon Rippe 
testifies that he treated claimant for gunshot wound of left hip and lower bow- 
els in May, 1862, and that claimant from exposure about that time contracted 

nemnonia and bronchitis, Assistant Surgeon Huffman testifies substantially 

the same state of facts. 

The medical board at Colambia, Ky., November, 1887, gives his condition at 
that time as follows: ` 

“Two gunshot wounds left hip, one passing into and thro lower portion 
of abdominal cavity aud coming out near juncture of ileum sacrum, 6 inches 
from entrance wound. Second, entering lower edge of abdomen, striking body 
of pubis, imbedding itself in bone; ball extracted from entrance wound; cics- 
trices of former tender, adherent, and dregsing’ latter tender, inflamed, open, 
and discharging offensive pus, Shelland pu ot wounds of right leg, carryin 
nway a considerable portion of tibia Left leg from knee to ankle p pde y 
indicating recent discharge of pus; part very much swollen.” 

In view of the foregoing, your committee fee] that this is a meritorious claim, 
and report back the bill with a favorable recommendation. 

Amend the.title and body of the bill by striking out the letter “L;™ so that it 
shall read as follows: “A bill granting an increase on to Frank Wolford,” 
and crase the word “seventy,” after the word “of,” in seventh line, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill us amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE T, ALDERMAN, 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman, 
The bill was read, as follows: i 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte T. Alderman, widow of 
James Alderman, who was a private in Company E, Forty-second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Charlotte T. Alderman, have examined the same, and report: 

‘This a bill to place the name of Charlotte T. Alderman, widow of James Alder- 
man, who was a private in Company E, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the usual restrictions. The soldier was 

ted a pension from June 17, 1865, to March 31, 1873, the date of his death. 
e Pension Office denies the widow relief on the ground that the soldier's 
death was not due to his service. There was an appeal, and the Secretary of 
the Interior sustained the burean decision, and this action is based solely on the 
opinfen of the medical referee, A bill for the widow's relief was introduced in 
8 penoa Congress and passed by the Senate, but was not reached by the House. 
The xmple and single question now to decide is, did the soldier die in conse- 
quence of his wounds? 

The soldier had three severe wounds. A gunshot wound of left shoulder, 
fracturing left scapula; a gunshot wound of left side, ng a rib below the 
arm going backward, issued near the spine. A piece of shellstruck him onthe 
right temple, causing dizziness and injuring the optie nerve. The Pension Of- 
fice official doctors admit that these wounds totally incapacitated him for labor. 
Nevertheless he was allowed only $8 a month. The testimony of the physi- 
cians who attended him is that he died of chronic pneumonia, resulting in ab- 
seess of the left lung. Dr. Leavens, the doctor who treated him after his dis- 
charge and until his death as he makes affidavit, avers that the ball which en- 
tered his left side lodged in the pleural cavity, and that,in his opinion, it was 
by constant irritation of the external surface of the lung by the lodged missile 
A : chronic form of pneumonia, resulting in abscess of the lung, was pro- 

ueed, 

Several special examinations were made to show that the soldier's death was 
caused by erysipelas and not by his wounds. To this end the of the 
examiner seems to have been to depreciate Dr. Leavens. who says the wounds 
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ros the death cause, and to magnify Dr. Gordon, who says he died of erysipe- 
as, 


The committee have no means of knowing Dr. Gordon, who was never in- 
vestigated in the interest of the claimant, as was Dr. Leavens; nor can the 
properly estimate the opinion of the special examiner, who says the latter “ 
not possessed of a superfluity of medical! lore.” 

Dr, Leavens isa graduate of the Medical College of Cincinnati, and the Dr, 
Gordon referred to is probably an educated physician. The two may differ 
honestly and in accordance with the habit conceded to the profession; but, 
after all, there is not a wide divergency of opinion between them. Dr, Leavens 
says the man died of lung di which he traces to his wounds; and he 
swears he heard Dr. Gordon say he had abscessof the lun Dr. Gordow says 
he died of erysipelas, from which he might have recove: but for the prostra- 
tion caused by his wounds; but, strange to say, he admits that he did not see 
the wounds, which the Pension Office board of su ms pronounced totally 
disabling, until after death. The neighbors testify of the wounds and of their 
disabling and fatal character, 

It is true Dr. Leavens, under the pressure of the Pension Office examining ex- 
pert, exhibits some inconsistency between his affidavits and his testimony last 
delivered ; but he finally says his affidavits were based on his own observations, 
what others intimate with the soldier's case said, and the statements of Dr, 
Gordon. ‘This soldier was wounded in the service to an extent that disquali- 
fied him for any occupation from the time of his discharge until his death. He 
was covered with wounds, and a great sufferer. To insist that there was no 
connection between his disabilities and his death is, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, a mere quibble, For the committee to decide that the widow is entitl d 
to a pension is in,strict accordance with the facts, and it should entitle her to a 


pension, 
The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THEODORE WHITE. 


Mr. BANKHEAD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12540) 
to increase the pension of Theodore White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Theodore White, formerly a corporal in Com- 
pany M, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and to pay him a pen- 
son for rae parai of lungs, in addition to the pension he now receives for gun- 
shot woun 


The report (by. Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, Theodore White, is now receiving a pension of $4 a month for 
gunshot wound below the right shoulder. 

Appiano for increase of pension has been denied by the Pension Bureau 
on the ground that the disease of the lungs, from which the claimant is disabled, 
can not be admitted as a result of gunshot wound, 

There is conclusive testimony that no predisposition to lung disease has ever 
existed in claimant's family; also that he was in good health before receiving 
the wound, and that ever since he has been, at intervals, subject to hemorrhages. 
Your committee in determining the merits of the case have given great weight 
to sworn statements of Dr. Albert Vander Veer and Dr, Samuel B. Ward, both 
of Albany, N. Y. These gentlemen stand very high in the profession, and haye 
recently examined the claimant, ? 

Dr. Vander Veer, after stating in detail the particulars of the examination 
made by Ae says: “ From the present appearance of the wound it is reason- 
able to believe that the ball entered the cavity of the chest;” also, ‘That it is 
rosonanie ta believe that his present ill health is but the outcome of his gun- 

ot wound, 

Dr. Ward states in his affidavit: “ The supposition that the ball did not pene- 
trate the left lung is surrounded by very great difficulties,” Dr. Ward also states 
“that in 1879 the claimantagain had a severe hemorrhage, in the course of which 
a piece of clothing was discharged,” and Dr. Ward, in concluding his sworn 
statement, says, “ This isa history and a condition entirely in harmony witha 
supposed wound of the lung and different from those of any lung disease.” 

Your committee, in the light of so much testimony favoring the claimant, and 
considering his disabled condition, deem it proper to make a favorable report, 

They recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN, 


Mr. BINGHAM called up for consideration the bill (S. 3423) granting 
a pension to Irene RuckerSheridan, widow of General P. H. Sheridan. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Irene Rucker 
Sheridan, widow of Philip H. Sheridan, late General of the Army of the United 
States, and pay her at the rate of $3,500 per year during her natural life, from 
and after the 5th day of August, 1888, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3423) 
ting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of General P, Sheri- 
n, submit the following report: 

A similar bill introduced in the House and referred to this committee was 
favorably reported during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, 

‘There has n decided opposition in this committee to these unusually | 
pensions to widows, but this report is made favorable in this case upon the 
g:ound that Congress can not well refuse such action after giving large pen- 
sions to others who are less meritorious, 

Your committee therefore recommend the pene, of the bill,with an amend- 
ment striking out all after the word “ year,” in line 5. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BINGHAM. In the report the recommendation is to strikeout - 


all after the word “year” in line 5, It should be ‘in line 7.” 

The Clerk read the amendment in the bill, as follows: 

In line 7, after the words ‘per year,” strike out lines 7, 8, and9 at the end of 
the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside as 
amended with a favorable recommendation. 
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Mr. CHEADLE. I want to know what order the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania asks in this case? 

Mr. BINGHAM. What I ask first is, consideration of the bill at 
the present time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It will not be passed unless a quorum is present. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would move that this bill 
follow the form that has heretofore been accepted and adopted, and 
make the order for its consideration immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-morrow, Saturday, February 16, the previous question 
to be considered as ordered on the the third reading and passage of the 
bill; and whatever may be agreeable as the time for debate. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will let the hour 
be fixed for its consideration next Wednesday morning immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, and give to the opponents of the bill 
one hour and twenty minutes for debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What do you want that length of time for? 

Mr. CHEADLE, There are more than one desiring to speak in op- 
position to this bill. 

A MEMBER. Let them print. 

Mr. CHEADLE. We do not desire to print. I am willing fort he 
previous question to be ordered on the third reading of the bill with 
the right to amend, and that the vote shall be taken by yeas and nays. 
If that is ble I am perfectly willing for that order to be made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I understand the gentleman in opposition, this 
is to be immediately after the reading of the Journal on Wednesday. 
Why will not the gentleman let it be Tuesday ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I am perfectly willing for this bill to be consid- 
ered by a full House. There are more than one person opposed to the 
passage of this bill, as the yeas and nays will show, and there are more 
than one person who will speak in opposition. I trust it will not re- 
quire more than forty-five or fifty minutes’ time to discuss the question 
from the standpoint of those who are opposed to its passage; and I only 
ask that the previous question shall be considered as ordered with the 
further provision of the right to amend—to offer one amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM, There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CHEADLE, And that the vote shall be taken by the yeas and 
nays, in order that there may be no time lost in getting to a vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the understanding as to the length of 
time to be allowed for debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. The Chair 
understands the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to be 
that this bill shall be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that the previous question be ordered upon the third reading and pas- 
sage of the bill, with the right to offer one amendment, and that debate 
be allowed to the extent of one hour and twenty minutes by the oppo- 
sition to the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And half an hour for those in favor of it, Will 
the gentleman accept that? 

The CHAIRMAN. And one-half hour for those in favor of the bill, 
the bill to be called up immediately after the reading of the Journal 
on Wednesday next. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The vote to be taken by yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the vote to be taken by yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, there is more business before the 
House than can be transacted before the 4th of March, and I will not 
while I am present agree to having any bill carried over from these 
night sessions with the previous question ordered which compels con- 
sideration in the House. 

Mr. MATSON. I suggest to my colleague from Indiana[ Mr. CHEA- 
DLE] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] that this bill can 
as well be discussed to-night as at any other time. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MATSON. We have about an average attendance of the House 
even in the day sessions, and while perhaps there is no quorum here 
this bill might as well be discussed to-night and let it go over to be 
voted upon in a day session. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam not prepared to discuss it to-night, and one 
gentleman who has a speech prepared is not here at all, and his speech 
relates to the early history of pension legislation and will doubtless be 
interesting; but I am perfectly willing to let it go over. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and the request 
of thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania is objected to. The question, then, 
will be whether the bill shall be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Does this go over under the order that has been 

ted? 
he CHAIRMAN. The order was objected to. The question is now 
FE lyon tbe motion to lay aside the bill with a favorable recommen- 
on. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In what position will that leave the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the event that the motion is agreed to, it goes 
to the House with the recommendation that it pass. 


à 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I object to its going over by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay aside the 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 

AANE Lane was put, and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed 
ave i 

Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 9. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As nothing can be accomplished by pressing the 
bill farther at this time, I will withdraw it with the understanding 
that it shall retain its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that course will be pur- 
sued, and the bill will retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NOAH W. YODER. 


Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I call up the bill 
(H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the nepta 4 of the Interior be. and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to adjudicate the pension claim of Catharine Z, Yoder, 
late widow of Noah W. Yoder, second lieutenant of Company G, Fifty-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, as though the death of said officer had been directly 
chargeable to his military service, and pay to the surviving children of said 
Noah W. Yoder a pensionat the rate provided by the general pension laws, from 
the date of his death until they severally arrive at the age of sixteen years. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill No. 

a eae had the same under consideration, and beg leave to make the follow- 

report: 

eut. Noah W. Yoder entered the service as second lieutenant of Company G, 
Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, Se: ber 19, 1861, and resigned 
July 30,1866, having lost his leg below the knee and sustained a fracture of the left 
clavicle in consequence of gunshot wounds received at the battle of Stone River. 
He was pensioned for the amputation of leg and injury to the clavicle and died 
March 9, 1877. The widow applied for pension June 21, 1877. Her m was 
rejected in March, 1878, on the ground the soldier’s death was not the re- 
sult of his military service. He was a physician in country practice, and his 
death occurred from drowning while on his way to visit a patient, as will more 
fully ap in the testimony. The claim was submitted to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, who, after giving it personal consideration, submitted the same 
to: = Secretary of the Interior with the following communication of trans- 
mi $ 


“ [Claim No. 232004, widow of Noah W. Yoder, second lieutenant Company G, 
Fifty-first Ohio Volunteers.] 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., February 8, 1889, 

“Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith the papers in the pension claim 
above indicated, for transmittal through your office to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representati that the attention of Con- 
gress may be invited to the facts in the case for action in the premises, 
under the provisions of joint resolution approved May 29, 1830, as that honor- 
able body may deem just and proper. 

“Tn this case it appears that the officer was pensioned for amputation of leg 
and injury to clavicle,and was drowned March , 1877, while crossing a swollen 
stream in a bu on the way to attend a sick patient. The buggy was over- 
turned and the officer and a companion with him were swept down by the cur- 
rent until stopped by a fence, where the companion easily drew himself out of 
the water, but the officer, by reason of the loss of leg and injury to shoulder, was 
unable to escape, and was drowned. 

“It is believed that the case possesses equitable features, and that relief should 
be sought at the hands of Congress, this bureau being unable under the law to 
admit the case, 

“Very respectfully, 


“The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 


TheSecretary of the Interior transmitted the Commissioner of Pensions’ com- 
munication to the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the follew- 
ing communication: 


“J. C. BLACK, Commissioner, 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“Washington, February 8, 1839, 
“Srg: I have the honor to forward herewith a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and a complete record in the pension claim of the widow 
of Noah W. Yoder, second lieutenant Ceres Ss fty-first Ohio Volunteers, 
as the same appears among the files of this rtment, for such mag PG 
Conse as that body may p Powe proper under joint resolution of May 29, 1830. 
"Very respectf 


ully, 
f “D, L. HAWKINS, Assistant Secretary. 
“Hon. C. C. Matson, 
“ Chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
“ House of Representatives.” . 


Wiliam Henry Shie testifies that he and the soldier were riding in a buggy, 
and endeavored to ford a creek which, by reason of rain; had become deeper 
and more rapid than they expected. The current turned the buggy so that the 
soldier and affiant were thrown out and carried down the stream to a fence, 
where affiant, having the use of his arms and legs, got out of the water without 
much trouble, but the soldier, for the want of the use of his left shoulder and 
left leg, was unable to get ont and was drowned. Affiant believes that if he 
had had the use of said shoulder and leg he would have been able to get out as 
easily as affiant did. 

Jacob A. Mast M. D., testifies that the injury to soldier's left shoulder and the 
loss of his leg rendered him unable to exert and help himself as other men do, 
and that he believes that if he had had the proper use of said shoulder and leg 
he would not have been drowned. Affiant examined the body after death. 

Peter Goeler and Jacob Kratz testify that the soldier was a man of good 
health and strong constitution; that he had a large, lucrative practice at the 
time of his death, 
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Medical certificates on file show that the soldier’s leg was amputated about 4 
inches below the knee, and that the wound of the left shoulder affected the 
strength of the shoulder and lessened the power to use the arm. 

a ae ~— bore on his person the sears of other flesh wounds; but they caused no 
isability. 

The aftidavit of Hon. S. S. Yoprr, the soldier’s brother, recently filed, is here- 
with appended, z: 

‘He is the brother of the deceased soldier; that he resided with him previous 
to the war; that he was with him in the Army; that he was well acquainted 
with said soldier before and after his service in the late war; that he read med- 
icine with him in said soldier's office, and practiced medicine in connection 
with him after the war; that by his constant association and intimate famil 
relation he was thoroughly conversant with his habits and his character andall 
the circumstances connected with the cause of his death; that he was well ac- 
quainted with all the circumstances connected with the deceased soldier's serv- 
ice in the Army; thaton January 2, 1863,the said soldier, while engaged in the 
battle of Stone River, bad his left leg fractured, which was afterward amputated 
(u; per third); was also struck by a ball about the middle of the left clavicle, 
wh ch caused a compound comminuied fracture of the said bone; that he was 
struck by seven balls in different parts of his body; that he lay for nine hours 
between the two fires in that battle; that he lost so much bl by hemorrhage 
from his wounds that when recovered by our forces he was so exhausted that 
life was almost extinct. 

“ He lay in the hospital at Murfreesborough for sone time very much pros- 
trated, and I supposed many times at the point of death. Erysipelas and hos- 

ital gangrene setin his wounds, which produced great suffering, beyond almost 
physical endurance; that it was not until in June, five months after he was 
wounded, that we were able to remove him from the hospital and take him 
home, where he was nursed and finally recovered enough to be able to pursue 
the practice of his profession, after serving a short time in the Veteran Reserve 
Corps in the hospital at Louisville, Ky. Anattempt was made to save his limb, 
which delayed and protracted his suffering a greatdeal. My brother, Moses 
F, Yoder, who was p isming killed at the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, was 
his constant nurse, and the surgeons in charge of the hospital at Murfreesbor- 
ough, in which the officer was suffering, gave orders to stimulate said soldier 
with alcobolie stimulants. The administration of whisky was commenced in 
small quantities and increased, until, he has frequently told me,he had drank 
nearly a pint at one time when in his prostrated and suffering condition. 

“To allay his pain and quiet his nervous system, tosecure rest and sl , large 
quantities of opium were administered, which wrecked and destroyed his nery- 
ous system to such an extent that it became absolutely necessary for him to use 
alcoholic stimulants ever after, although by strong will and effort on his part 
the opium habit was entirely abandoned. He was in poor financial circum- 
stances, having lost all his means during his long, suffering sickness, and, hav- 
ing a family to support, it © necessary for him to pursue his fession 
after the war, and it often becamean absolute necessity, on account of the habit 
he had acquired, to relieve his suffering (the stump of his leg having never 
thoroughly healed and always caused agreatdeal of pain), to take stimulants, 
Prior to his suffering from his wounds received in the Army he was strictly 
ee and never used alcoholic stimulants in any form. 

“ There is nodoubt in my mind whatever—in fact, I am thoroughly convinced 
and satisfied—that had he been sound physically and had had the use of his 
limbs at the time of the accident, it would have man easy matter for him 
to escape from drowning. I am wellacquainted with all the circumstances sur- 
rounding the accident and the nature of the ground, and have frequently con- 
versed with eye-witnesses to the occurrence of the accident by which he lost his 
life, and the facts are, in short, that owing to a sudden and unusual, and per- 
haps unprecedented, rise of this little stream called Sugar Creek, and owing to 
an embankment that was thrown up long ways byan excavation for a new 
railroad, which pronao the powerful stream of water with the swift current 
which carried himalong when the carriage was upset, in his efforts to extricate 
himself from the same, in such a manner that had it not been for his crippled 
condition it would have been impossible for him to drown, as the stream was 
very narrow, and the fact that he kept above the water for at least 30 rods, but 
finally succumbed, demonstrates the fact if he could have had the use of his 
arm and had not been weighed down by an artificial limb it would have been 
an easy matter to save himself and make his escape from the water. 

“I firmly believe that he exercised the due precaution and judgment thatany 
ordinary man would, and that it was no fault of his that the b was upset; 
that it was not owing to any mental or physical fault, other than the disability 
contracted in service; but that he had no means, save and except what any or- 
dinary precaution or judgment which men who are sober and who would ordi- 
narily use the precaution, that he did not exercise; and that it was no fault of 
his; that it was not due to recklessness of his. The facts are that he was s going 
to see a very sick patient and was anxious to relieve his suffering, as he always 
was greatly concerned about his patients; that it was absolutely necessary that 
he should go, as he knew it was his bol that there was no other way to get 
to his patient save and except crossing this stream; that in order to discha 
his duty that he felt he owed to suffering humanity it was, in his judgment, a 
solutely necessary that he should cross the water, and that he did notgo by any 
unfrequent or unusual way; but this was the ordinary route and the only way 
that he could have traveled, and that by performing his professional obligation 
he had no other way by which he could reach his. patient and go to his relief. 

“Tam in nowise financially interested in this case whatever, no more than I 
know the suffering condition of his family and their destitution. He left five 
children, whose mother soon afterwards was killed in a calamity, leaving the 
children in destitute circumstances, and without any support or without any 
one who was legally bound to support them.” 

Your committee would res lly submit that the fact that this claim is rec- 
ommended by the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior 
for special legislation, as a matter of equity and justice, should be sufficient to 
KORTAN ee action upon the claim, and therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (during the reading of the report). Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of that report 
be dispensed with. Enough has been read to show that this man’s 
heirs are entitled to half a dozen pensions. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to hear the report read in full, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM 8. KELLINGTON. 


Mr. BLISS (when his name was reached). I call up the bill (H. R. 
8225) for the relief of William 8. Kellington. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of William S. Kellington, late of the 
Fifth Independent Battery New York Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. Corp AN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R, 
$225) for the relief of William S. Kellington, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and leave to submit the following report: 

Kellington enlisted in the Fifth Independent Battery, New York Light Ar- 
tillery, September 20, 1861, aud was discharged therefrom November 7, 1864, 
His claim for poe on account of blindness and tial deafness has been re- 

ected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that there is no record of the al- 
eged disabilities, and thatthe evidence presented by a special examination fails 
to show the origin or’existence of alleged disabilities in service or at discharge. 

The claimant alleges that deafness was caused by continuous firing at the 
battle of Fair Oaks, in 1862; that the first injury to eyes was received on the 
sixth day of the seven days’ fight; that his eyes Agde again affected in battle 
at Fredericksburgh, and again from the bursting of hisgunatGettysburgh. He 
further swears that his eyes became worse in 1864, during his services in the 
Shenandoah Valley, and at discharge hiseye-sight was much impaired; became 
jonk ee right eye about two years later, and has been totally blind since 


T, . 

From the report of the special examiner the committee find the following 
facts as to the origin of alleged disabilities: Charles B. Wessman, a comrade of 
good repute, testifies that claimant had some difficulty with his eyes at Freder- 

cksburgh, Va, At the battle of Gettysburgh the gun on which claimant and 
affiant were stationed bursted, knocking claimant down, after which he always 
complained of his eyesight and hearing; also remembers that claimant was 
nearly blind for two ort days while in the Shenandoah Valley, and took 
care of him; knows that claimant was deaf at discharge. 

Comrade John Adlington also testifies to the bursting of the gun at Gettys- 
burgh, and claimant’s complaint of his eyesight subsequent thereto. 

Captain of claimant's company, reported by the spécial examiner of ex- 
cellent repute, testifies that at the battle of Antietam claimant was excused from 
duty because of some affection of the eyes, and in the winter of 1862-'63 was re- 
ported as not being able to see very well. 

Comrade Downing, also of BoA. repute, testifies that in the fore part of 1863 
claimant's eyes troubled him so as to prevent his going with affiant to a certain 
place in the vicinity of tbe camp, end: that he complained more or less of his 
sight the remainder of his service. 

There is any amount of lay testimony showing a diseased condition of the 
eyes at discha soa exer thereafter, until the trouble became serious and medi- 
cal attendance e necessary. But there isan absence of medical evidence 
of treatment for several years discharge. This is explained, however, by 
the special examiner, who says that claimant did not know how serious his dis- 
ability was or was “yo to be, and that he he omar to be a man of the most in- 
dependent disposition, is not given to complaining, has considerable mettle, and 
would never have applied for a slight disability. is said to have been an excel- 
— soldier, which his manners eyen under his present serious affliction clearly 

ow. 

The most searching investigation failed to disclose any evidence adverse to 
the claim, while special medical examination clearly showed that the disease 
of eyes and ears have no connection whatever with any disease probably due 
to vicious habits. 

The special examiner, in submitting his report to the Pension Bureau, says: 

“T do not think the evidence showing total blindness as due to the service 
strong enough to warrant the admission of the claim, and it is too strong to re- 
ect it. If this case was one for against an individual and beforea 
ury. I think the jury would reg ye It before a jury as a case against the 
Government, the jury would find for the plaintiff.” 

The claimant is shown by the evidence to have entered the service of the 
United States a sound and healthy man. The arm of the service in which he 
was employed affords ample opportunities for the incurrence of disabilities from 
which this unfortunate claimant now suffers. He served more than three years 
and was engaged in many of the hardest fights of the war. His eyesight and 
hearing is shown by uncontroverted testimony to have been injured in service 
and line of duty. e may not have taken sufticient precaution after discharge 
to prevent the serious results now shown. But, unaware of the threatening 
danger, he labored on to the best of his ability to support his wife and seven 
helpless children, until finally the disease became incurable. 

Your committee believe this to be a very meritorious case, and deplore the 
inability of the Pension Office to grant a pension under the general law upon 
what we deem to be almost conclusive evidence of the incurrence of the dis- 
ability in the service and line of duty. 

For these reasons the accompanying bill is returned, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass; amended, however, by adding after the word “artillery,” 
in line 7, the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH PETERSON. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN (when his name was reached). I call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Peterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of l/lizabeth Peterson, widow of An- 
drew Peterson, alias Peters, deceased, late of Company F, Sixty-fourth Ohio Vol- 
unteers, 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Andrew Peterson, alias 
Peters, late a private in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 
The husband died February 6, 1878. ‘Prior to his death he drew a small pension 
on account of gunshot wound. 

The Adjutant-General’s records regarding the service of this soldier show 
that he received a gunshot wound through the breast at the battle of Stone 
River, December 31, 1862, from the effects of which he was in hospital some 
four months, when he returned to duty; thatat the battle of Rocky Face Ridge, 
May 9, 1864, he again received another wound, which sent him to the hospital 
during the remainder of his service; that he was discharged October 26, 1864, 
having served three full years. 

The evidence further shows that he was married to the claimant October 11, 
1868, and as a result of the union one child was born Octobe: 1869, The 
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widow’s claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that the death of the 
soldier was caused by congestive chills, not the result nor caused by the gunshot 
wound for which he was pensioned. This conclusion is based upon the opinion 
of the medical board of the Pension Office. The evidence on file relating tothe 
cause of death is in substance as follows: 

Dr. Z. Dresbach says that he was the family physician of Peterson and treated 
him for three years next prior to bis death, and during his last illness; that be 
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found him at this time “sick with congestion of the lungs, which was caused by 
a gunshot wound in his right lung, which caused inflammation of the lung, the 
immediate cause of his death, from which he died in about five or six days;” 
that “during all the time” he treated him he complained of this wound. He 
further swears that he is * firmly of the opinion" the soldier never recov- 
ered from the wound in the breast, and that it caused his death. 

The doctor has given three affidavits in the case and all substantially to the 
above effect. He is supported in this view bya numberof the soldier's neigh- 
bors, whose veracity is certified to be good by the postmaster of Spencerville, 
Ohio, where they reside,and who substantially say that the soldier never was 
able after his return from the Army todo a full day’s work; that he continually 
bt: eae of the wound in the breast hurting him, and that it caused his 

eath. 


It seems apparent to the committee from the evidence that, whatever may be 
the “ book theory” of the cause of death in this case, the fact of the existence 
of the wound; the soldier's complaint about it while living; the further fact 
that the soldier died from a disease of the lungs injured by the wound; that he 
died in middle age; that those who were present at his death and knew him 
gay this wound caused his death; that the attending physician has no doubt 
upon the subject, and attributes the death to the wound—all these facts lead the 
committee to give the widow the benefit of the doubt, if any there be, and we 
therefore report the bill favorably. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN FAGAN. - 


Mr, BOUND (when his name was reached). Icall up the bill (5. 
781) granting a pension to John Fagan. 
The bill was read, as follows’ 


Be ü enacted, etc., That the Seretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Fagan, late of Company H, 
Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 751) 
granting a pension to John Fagan, have had the same under consideration, and 


ee, report as follows: 

the claimant was a private in Company H, Seventh Regiment Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers. He enlisted August 25, 1862, and was discharged July 7, 1805, 
serving nearly three years. The application for pension is based upon disa- 
bility arising from dropsy of the kidneys, and resultant weakness of the back 
an i spine. The evidence shows that the soldier was engaged in the battles of 
South Mountain and Antietam,and that during the march from S urgh, 
Md.,to Fredericksburgh, Va.,after said battles, he was attacked by dropsy of 
the kidneys; was sent to the hospital,where he remained some time, when, 
upon partial recovery, he was transferred to the Invalid Corps, in which he re- 
mained, doing hospital duty until he was finally discharged. 

The personal friends and near neighbors of the claimant testify, to the num- 
ber of eight, that he was a person of health and sound physical condition 
during the time before the war up to the period of his enlistment, and that since 
the close of the war he has been much broken in health, weak in the back, not 
fit for manual labor, frequently under treatment, often in bed, disabled much 
of the time. The fact that he had “rheumatism and a rheumatic diathesis” 
many years before the war does not, we think, go to show that he was not in- 
jared and disabled by his military service. The examining surgeons certify that 

e is not now suffering from any disease of the kidneys; but this is nothing 
against the fact that he is laboring at this time under weakness of the back and 
spine, and is laboring under disability permanently rendering him unable to 
perform ordi; labor, $ 

He became an invalid in the service, was treated assuch therein, remained an 
invalid, servedas such, and was discharged as such, and is yet an invalid. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET A. HILLARD. 


Mr. BOUTELLE (when his name was reached). I call up the bill 
(S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bereby, su- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Hi , widow of 
Frank S, Hillard, late a lieutenant in the Seventh United States Colored Troops. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2993) 
granting & pension to Margaret A. Hillard, having examined the same, report 
as follows: x 

The of the Senate Committee on Pensions shows that Margaret A. Hil- 
lard is the widow of Frank S. Hillard, who was a lieutenant in the Seventh 
United States Colored Troops. He sypied for pension in consequence of kid- 
ney disease, but the claim was rejected on the ground that its incurrence in the 
service was not fully proved. Inthe Forty-eighth Congress he was pensioned 
by special act, and the report of the committee is herewith appended for in- 
formation, and to show how strong the claim was: 

“ [Senate Report No. 1520, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

“The claimant, Frank S. Hillard, was enlisted as a private in Company F, 
Fifth Regiment Massachusetts Militia Volunteers, July 16, 1864, for one hundred 
days, and mustered out November 16, 1864. He re-enlisted, and was mustered 
in as a second lieutenant of the Seventh Regiment of United States Colored 
Troops June 15, 1865, and discharged October 16, 1856, at Indianola, Tex., with 
his company. ss 
“ The claimant filed his application for a pension A 7, 1879, alléging that 
at RA set Tex., in the spring and summer of 1866, he contracted disease ot 
the kidneys. 

“The claim was rejected by the Pension Office ‘because the records of the 
War Department fail to show the existence of alleged disabilities in the service,’ 
and the origin in the service is not proved. 

“The testimony shuws the claimant to bave been sound and healthy when 
he entered the service the second time, in 1865. There is no record of any treat- 
ment while in the service, but claimant swears he was treated several times for 
attacks of sickness by the assistant surgeon who was with the regiment. Lieut. 
J.N. Danforth swears that the claimant had quite a severe attack of sickness, 
eontracted in the service and line of duty, after which he did not regain his 
former health and strength, and that he had during such service other attacks. 
The claimant and Licutenant Danforth both swear the situation of the camp 
at Indianola was a very unhealthy one, built on a shell reef buta few feetabove 
high water; that ony. ded on rain-water and that drawn from shallow 
wells sunk in the sand and shell formation fortheir water for drinking and other 
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purposes, This water, found at the depth of 2 feet or more from the surface, 
rose and fell with the tide. and wasso strongly impregnated with lime and other 
substances as to be totally unfit for use. 

“This is substantially all the evidence as to origin in the service, as the assist- 
ant surgeon is dead and his testimony can not be procured; the surgeon was 
absent on detached service, and claimant was during a great part of the time 
mentioned in command of the company. The captain was a Swede, an 
since returned to his native country. Second Lieutenant Danforth is since 
dead, and his wife states that all his papers have been destroyed, to which his 
affidavit refers for data of above facts. 

“As to the evidence of disability since discharge, the claimant swears that 
soon after his discharge he had several attacks of the same sickness, and a little 
later he began to pass blood in his urine, and has nover since been free from it! 
Lieutenant Danforth testified, in 1882, that he was cognizant of the fact that 
soon after claimant’s discaarge he was totally disabled and incapaci 
performing manual labor, and has been in that condition the greater portion of 
Lt ge since; that he saw claimant at'frequent intervals alter his decease 
and knew of his disability from pesona obseryation. 

“A.J. Phipps, general agent of the Massachusetts board of education, was a 
neighbor of claimant, and testifies that in 1867,when he became acquainted 
with bim and for some time subsequent, he was afflicted with disease of the 
kidneys, and this disease continued cither totally or in a great measure till he 
left for California, in 1875 or 1876. 

‘The evidence of parndao who treated him, and others, shows that the 
disease has become chronic and that he is anently disabled. The examin- 
ing surgeon rates him as total, second grade, or $24 per month. 

“The examiner in the Pension Office, upon the above evidence, made the fol- 
lowing indorsement: 

“*From my examination of all the evidence submitted in this case, I am of 
the opinion that the claim should be admitted for disease of kidneys, if it is 
found upon special examination that said discase was contracted in the service 
and line of duty.’ 

“A special examiner in California thereupon visited the claimant at his resi- 
dence in Los Angeles, examined him, and several physicians, and closed his 
report by saying: 

* t From the testimony in the case, I believe this to be a meritorious claim, 
= recommend examination in Boston, Mass., as to treatment since dis- 
charge.” 

“Thereupon a special examiner in Boston, Mass., examined a number of wit- 
ness, He states: 

* ‘As to origin or treatment in service, I have been unable to obtain any trace 
of officers or comrades, as the Seventh United States Colored Troops was re- 
cruited in Texas, and officered by representatives of all parts of the country.’ 

“He also found that Dr. Morrill, who treated claimant first after his 
charge, was dead, and his professional records had been destroyed. The father 
of the claimant testified he began to complain of his trouble very soon after re- 
ree from the service, and long before he consulted a physician. A brother tes- 

“** My brothers sickness developed itself very soon after his return from the 
army, and he has been sick ever since; he did not seem to know what it was, 
and did improve under treatment.’ 

“Upon the recommendation of this examiner the case was rejected. 

“Your committee are of opinion that in view of the death of the surgeon and 
other officers the origin of this disease has been fairly ger erreenc and taking 
into consideration the unhealthy character of the water the troops were com- 
pelled to use for more than a year, insiduous nature of this disease, its rapid 
development and persistent intractability to treatment by some of the best 
physicians of the country, they are not disposed to insist upon any technical 
doubt as to the period of origin as against this claimant. He appears to have 
been a good soldier; he was a healthy man when he entered the service, and 
the fact is he has hardly seen a well day since he left it; he has submitted to 
several dangerous and painful operations, andis now unable to work, dragging 
out a miserable e in a distant State.” 


g 
Considering the fact that this case might perly have been allowed in the 
cath tbly the diseases for which 
opinion that the widow should be 
granted a pension, and therefore report the bill back favorably with a recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


MARY CALVERT TRUXTUN. 


Mr. BOWDEN (when his name was reached). I call up the bill 
(S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that this bill has been al- 
ready considered in Committee of the Whole, and it is now in the House. 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘Then I will call up the House bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
considering that bill at this time, in order that the gentleman from 
Virginia may not lose his turn. 

Mr. COOPER. Why not consider the bill along with the rest that 
will be reported from the Committee of the Whole this evening? 

Mr. MATSON. Thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN ] wishes 
to have his bill considered. It has been once reported -—— 

Mr. COOPER. But consider and pass it with the rest of the bills 
this evening after the committee rises, 

Mr. MATSON. Very well; I am satisfied with that if itis under- 
stood that the gentleman from Virginia shall not lose his turn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill can be called up then only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I do not want to lose my turn, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I want to know whether itis distinctly 
understood, by unanimous consent, that when we go into the House 
this bill shall be considered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be an understanding, because the 
committee can not bind the House. There may be, however, an in- 
formal understanding, such as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. WISE. Butthe committee is the House; that is, the same men 
com the committee and the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course an informal understanding such as 
the gentleman proposes can be had, but no order can be made in com- 
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mittee to bind the House, and the committee can not make any order 
with respect to this bill because it is not before the committee. 

Mr. BOWDEN. If it is understood that the bill will be considered 
in the House I shall be satisfied. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order, 

Mr. WEAVER (when the name of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan- 
sas, was reached). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
name of Mr. BRECKINEIDGE, of Arkansas, be passed over with the 
right on his part to call up a bill hereafter. 

A Member. Not this evening. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, this evening. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object, as the gentleman from Arkansas is not 
here. 

Mr. WEAVER. He has been present this evening. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I did not know that. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

_ There was no objection. 


ANN E. COONEY. 


Mr. BREWER (when his name was reached), I call up the bill (S. 
1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enaoled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Ann E. Cooney, a volunteer army 
nurse during the late rebellion, and pay her, during life,a pension of $25 per 
mace from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension now received 

y her. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1822) 
granting a pension to Ann E, Cooney. submit the following report: 

The Senate report on this bill is as follows, namely : 

“ Ann E. Cooney, who was a prominent and efficient army nurse during the 
war, was pensioned at last Congress at $20 per month. The reduction of $5 per 
month from the usual rate was due in her case to the impression that she had 
been in receipt of regular pay during the term of ber service. From informa- 
tion laid before the committee this is shown to be an error. She received no 
compensation up to October, 1864, except $24, which she was obliged to accept 
as payment for two months’ service at Vilmington, N. C., in order to provide 
herself with funds to pay transportation to Washington, D. C., where went 
at that date to take service under Mi-s Dix. 

“In point of intelligent and devoted work in hospital and camp the claimant 
stands on an equality with the most distinguished of the women of the war, and 
ane erat nation against her shown in the reduction referred to is unwarranted 
and unjust. 

We are informed that the claimant is aged and poor, and that she incurred dis- 
abilities in the service and as a direct result thereof, from which she still suffers 
and will permanently suffer. e 

This committee has always made a distinction between ms who served 
as nurses without and those who served with pay, especially where, as in this 
case, the service was long in duration. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM A. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BROWER (when his name was reached). Icall up the bill (H. 
R. 9159) granting & pension to William A. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9159) granting a pension to W. A. Taylor, have considered the same and report: 

That William A. Taylor entered the United States service A: 19, 1862, as 
a private in Company M, Sixth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry,and served until 
May 29, 1865, when he was honorably discha: That claimant filed his claim 
for pension January 9, 1850, claiming d ity on account of dislocation of 
shoulder received while in line of duty near Brentwood, Tenn., on or about 
April 1, 1863, and the same was rejected he could not time, place, 
and circumstances of said dislocation and line of duty by o Ts or comrades 
and treatment for same, 

Claimant shows by his own sworn statement that he with some sixteen other 
jennings of his company or regiment and strangers to him except Lieut. 
George ardson, were ordered on picket duty near Brentwood, Tenn., that 
they were fired upon and pursued theenemy. That in the pursuit his horse 
fell, threw him, and dislocated his left shoulder, from effects of which he has 
never recovered, ‘That he was treated by Dr. Keeler, surgeon of the reziment, 
at Brentwood, but he is dead. That hedoes not know the post-office address of 
Lieutenant Richardson, if alive; has advertised for and used all possible means 
to find him, and the Pension Bureau hag been asked to give his address, but he 
can not be found, so that he is unable to produce the evidence of any one who 
‘was present when he received his inj . That the records that would show his 
treatment were captured and destroyed at the battle of Chickamauga, and the 
zooms of the War Department fail by reason thereof to show his treatment for 

ury. 

But claimant shows by the testimony of John S, Perkins, of same regiment, 
that he was sound when he entered the service; knows claimant left camp at 
Brentwood about April, 1863, sound and well, to goon a scout, and when he re- 
turned he had his arm in a sling, and learned from his comrades how it hap- 

Lal 

W. R. Wilson, of Glasgow, Ky.. swears that claimant was sound when he Jeft 
camp, and that he came back with his arm in a sl ng. 

John W. Wilkerson and John W. Burch swear they Were well acquainted 

z sa aan since 1865, and that he has complained of his shoulder and is dis- 


Drs. Sang and Dakr psd they have ee claimant, and that his 
shoulder been oca! formed and issubject to dislocation, and rating 
him unfit for full manual labor. 


Your committee has not given the exact language of the witness, but the sub- 
stance. 

Examining Surgeon W. T, Watkins states that he examined claimant and 
found “evidence of injury to left shoulder; physical signs are fracture of distal 
end of the clavicle, enlargement and stiftness of the shoulderjoint.” Claimant 
can not place the hand upon the top of the head without violent pain, The in- 
jury has resulted in partial loss of the use of left shoulder. Where the fracture 
occurred there is a piece of the bone over the shoulder-joint that has formed a 
prominence thatis very painful to the touch. 

From all of which your committee feel constrained to believe claimant re- 
ceived the disability, as claimed, in the service and in the line of duty, and ree 
ommend the passage of the bill. bg 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. _ 


ANNIE KRUMPHOLZ, 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio (when his name was reached). I call up the 
bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Annie Krumholz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Annie Krumholz, 
widow of Herman Krumbholz, late a private in Company F, Fifteenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of pension laws 
(claim No. 226383). 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: ` 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz, submit the following report: 

Anna Krumpholz is the widow of Herman Krumpholz, who enlisted as a 
Adee on October 12, 1861, in Company I, Fifteenth ment of Kentucky 

olunteers, and served in said command until December 15, 1862, when he was 
discharged on surgeon's certiticate that he heart disease and enlargement 
of heart, which entirely incapacitated him for the performance of duty. 

Dr. D. D. Bramble, of Cincinnati, testifies that he commenced to treat him 
during the same month in which he was discharged and continued to treat him 
until December, 1874, when he was sent to the Military Home at Dayton, Ohio, 
and that during all his term of treatment he had hemiplegia or ial paralysis, 

Dr. Weaver, of Soldiers’ Military Home, certifies that he died at the Military 
Home on July 27, 1876, of 

This claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions because, as alleged, 
he did not contract the fatal illness, paralysis, in the service. 

Your committee are convinced from the testimony that paralysis was the re- 
sult of the service, and that the Commissioner erred in rejecting same, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment correcting the spell- 
ing of claimant’sname in both the titleand body of the bill so as to read, “Anna 
Krampholz.” $ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANK M. MARTIN. 


Mr. JOHN R. BROWN. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9113) granting a 
pension to Frank M. Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the prorsns and 
limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of k M. Mar- 
tin, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The claimant was a private soldier in Company H, Sixth Regiment of Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, in the late war of the rebellion, and served therein 
from the Ist day of August, 1862, until July 14, 1865, when he was honorably dis- 


charged. 

In August, 1875, he filed his claim before the Pension Bureau for pension for 
disease of lungs, which he declared had followed and resulted from an attack 
< oe pneumonia, which he contracted in the summer of 1863 while in the 

ne of duty. j 

The claim was rejected on October 8, 1855, by the Pension Bureau on the 
ground that there is no record of said disease at the War Department. and claim- 
ant was unable to furnish any medical evidence of treatment in service or prior 
to the year 1878, and the other testimony in the case does not show a well-de- 
fined lung disease at date of discharge. 

Upon a careful examination of the papers in the case, together with the testi- 
mony procured by a special examiner of the Pension Office, your committee 
are of the opinion that the claimant is affected by a disease of lungs which is 
clearly chargeable to his three years of military service. 

Your committee will briefly refer to some of the testimony which leads them 
to this conclusion: 

Special Examiner Thomas J. Brown, who spent some time among the wit- 
nesses in claimant's neighborhood and cross-examined them, states in his re- 


ease during 5 

Lieut. Frank M, Vowels, an officer in claimant's company, testifies before 
Special Examiner Brown that he remembers distinctly that about August, 1364, 
while in camp at Calhoun, Ga., claimant cont isease of lungs, and was 
treated by the regimental surgeons (now deceased). He states: 

“Isaw bim when he was sick. He wastaken at the start with a severe cold 
and coughing, and was reported sick by the orderly sergeant, and sent to sick- 
call three or four times. He was then sent to a temporary hospital at a vacant 
house in Calhoun, Ga. * * è After leaving the hospital he had a cough, and 
never afterwards appeared to be stout. I noticed claimant having this cough, 
wap him coughing of nights, and complaining of his lungs the remainder of 

e service. 

Pa Vowels is reported to be of good reputation for credibility and 

Thomas Craven, a comrade of reputation, also testifies to claimant's 
silo wan taken off sick to the hospital. H plaining of being in 

“He was en off sick to the hospi © was com: ng o a 

„before be was taken away. When he peery bank from the 
of not being able todo anything fora long time. Icould 
was located, only he had a powerful cough,” 
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James Cross,a witness of good reputation, who testifies before Special Ex. 
aminer Brown, states: 

**He bas been complaining of his breast and side ever since he came home 
from the war. The side he complained of was his left side, * * * Isaw him 
the day he got back from the Army,and he was complaining of these troubles 
then. Always when I would meet with him since his discharge he would com- 
plain and seem to be in the same trouble. * * * The first two years after 
claimant came home from the Army he worked for me at carpentering and was 
disabled by his breast or lung trouble about one-balf during that time. frequently 
having to stop his work. * * * He has hada cough in bad weather pretty 
much since discharge.” 

An abundance of other evidence cbrroborates the above testimony, the com- 
rades and neighbors testifving to the broken condition of his health during the 
last year of his service and since his return home. There is medical evidence 
o Pde per in 1877 and ince, and the doctor who treated claimant before that 

ead. 

Examinations made of claimant’s physical condition by three examining sur- 
geons in 1880, 1851, and 1583 find disease of lungs existing and rate the disability 
at one-half of total, or $4 per month. 

In view of the facts in the case, your committee return the bill to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE HUNTER. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12510) 
granting a pension to George Hunter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of George Hunter, late cap- 
tain Company A, Dayton Volunteers, of Washington Territory, who was se- 
verely wounded in the shoulder and neck in a battle with the In: s inthe war 
bby arg Nez Pereés, and to pay him a pension from and after the passage of 


The report (by Mr. Birss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12510) grant- 


ing a pension to Geo: Hunter, have considered the same, and report: 
his case comes to the committee with the recommendation that a spu act 
of Con, be in favor of the claimant,as indicated by the following 


gress passed 
leiter of the honorable Commissioner of Pensions, transmitted through the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior: 
“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 1, 1889. 

“Sm: Pursuant to the provisions of the resolution of May 29, 1830, which di- 
rects that ‘a several list’ shall be furnished to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of such persons ‘as shall have made ayes for a pension,’ and 
as, in the opinion of the Department cha with the execution of the pension 
Jaws, ‘ought to be placed upon the pension-roll,’ and ‘for doing which they 
have no sullicient power or authority,’ I have the honor to transmit, for sub- 
mission to Congress if thought proper, the claim of Georgo Hunter, captain of 
Compan A, Columbia County (Washington Territory) Volunteers, in the war 
against the Nez Percé Indians in 1877, who appears by evidence in the case to 
have been wounded in the shoulder and neck in such service. 

“This is a claim of great merit, which this bureau has been obliged to reject 
in compliance with the provisions of the third ph of section 4693, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, the officer not having been enlisted or mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, and the act of March 3, 1881, ‘ for the 
relief of citizens of Montana,’ not having made any provision for citizens of 
Washington Territory. 

“ Very respectfully, 


“Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
“ Secretary of the Interior,” 


It thus appears (and also by the records and evidence in the case) that this 
claimant, a soldier in the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877, is deprived of his pen- 
sion for wounds received in such service, under the act of 3, because 
said act by its title restricts its application to citizens of Montana, while this 
soldier enlisted from Washington Territory and is a citizen thereof. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bil 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH L. SNELL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pen- 
sion of Elizabeth L. Snell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pee au- 
thorized and ‘directed to increase the pension of Mrs, Elizabeth L. Snell, de- 
pendent mother of the late Alfred T. Snell, a commander in the Navy, to $40 
per month, instead of $25 per month, the amount which she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (Hi. R, 12482) grant- 
ing an a of pension to Elizabeth L. Snell, have considered the same, and 
report as follows: 

Alfred T. Snell, the son of the claimant, was appointed a midshi at the 
Naval Academy September 26, 1857. He was promoted to ensign June 1, 1861; 

romoted to lieutenant July 16, 1862; promoted to lieutenant-commander July 

1866; promoted to commander September 19, 1874. He died September 8, 
1876, at San Francisco, Cal. He left neither widow nor children. 

His widowed mother apee for pension, which was granted her at the rate 
of $25 per month, it being decided by the Pension Bureau that the fatal disease, 
apoplexy, had its commencement in malaria, which was contracted while the 
sailor, then a lieutenant, was serving in Panama, in 1864. Application made 
to the Pension Bureau for a rerating of her pension from the date of the officer’s 
death, in 1876, at $30 per month, has been rejected. The latter rating would 
have been allowed under the general law had the fatal disease been held to 
have originated subsequent to July 25,1866, when the officer was promoted to 
lieutenant-commander. There are facts in the case which give an equity to 
the kary? that the rating should have been placed at $30 per month under the 

eneral law. 
: The sailor was in almost continuous service upto his death, In 1863and 1864 


“JOHN O. BLACK, Commissioner, 


he bad a protracted attack of malaria and its sequences at Panama, and was 
sent to the United States as a means for his recovery. In October, 1864, while 
serving on the Glencoe, he was sick for fifteen days with pleuritis, ‘The records 


show that he wasagain sickin Se ber and October, 1870, with malaria, whi 

the record states was incurred while attending to his duties as executive oe 
and the sickness was of short duration. In April and September, 1872, heagam 
ha and in March, 1874, an attack of catarrh and sore- 


The death certificate, signed by Su: m Ward, attributes the inception of thi 
fatal disease to the climatic exposure in Panama. p 2, 

The records do not show that the officer had any sickness of any kind from 1864 
to 1870, and in July, 1866, when he was promoted to lieutenant-commander, he 
was medically examined and pronounced sound. Surgeon Ward, who signed 
the death certificate, seems to have had no extended previous acquaintance 
with the officer. The facts would thus seem to point to the conclusion that 
Surgeon Ward was incorrect in attributing the death cause to the attack of 
malaria in 1864, there being nothing to show that the deceased officer was ill at 
any time from 1864 to 1870. 

The bill before the committee is for an increase of pension to $40 per month, 
and in the statement accom ying the bill the injustice of the present rating 
of $25, instead of a rating of the rank of commander ($30), is urged as a reason 
for the increase. Moreover, the claimant is seventy years old, wholly without 
means, with no child or other relative to look to for support, and she is in frail 
and delicate health. 

Congress has established aati cg! in several cases by granting an increase 
of pension to $50 per month to the widows of commanders, the rank held by 
this claimant’s son at the time of his death. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WIDOW OF MAJOR FARR. 


Mr. MORRILL (when Mr. BUTTERWORTH’S name was called), The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] is unavoidably absent to- 
night; it was impossible for him to be here. He is very much inter- 
ested in the case of the widow of Major Farr, an ex-member of Con- 
gress—I think he was a member of the Forty-seventh Congress. This 
bill proposes simply to increase the pension of this widow from $17 a 
month to $25. Major Farr, when he contracted the disability from 
which he died, was a lieutenant, but was mustered out as a major; 
and the bill proposes to give this lady the pension of a major’s widow. 
I hope there will be no objection to permitting me to call up the bill 
and have it passed. The bill is lying on the Speaker’s table. There- 
port is very short. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not want to be factions about this matter-—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. Well, I do not want to lose my chance. 

Mr. MORRILL. This will only take a moment. It is for the bene- 
fit of the widow of an ex-member of Congress. 

Mr. CARUTH. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], the Clerk will call the next 
name. 

CATHERINE HAYS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to put 
on the pension-roll the name of Catherine Hays, widow of Stephen Hays, late 
first lieutenant in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Stephen Hays was first lieutenant of Company G, Sixty-first Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers. He applied in July, 1885, for a pension, owing to a sunstroke oc- 
curring in July, 1862,and rheumatism contracted in December, 1862, He re- 
signed February 3, 1863, upon a medical certificate, dated January 29, 1863, show- 
ing the fo: ing facts. While his claim was pending—on July 15, 1886—he 
died. His w, Catherine Hays, applied for pension, but the Commissioner 
of Pensions did not consider that the death of Stephen Hays was sufficiently 

v to hey direct effect of disability incurred in the military sery- 

ce aforesaid, 

The testimony shows that Hays, owing to his mind becoming affected by the 
sunstroke, acted very queerly before his death, and even before he applied for 
pension, and that he constantly complained of his head paining him, an ed 
so incoherently and insanely as to attract the attention of all persons who came 
in contact with him. 

These facts are fully and conclusively set out in the testimony of his physi- 
cian, Dr.John A. Ambrose: his priest, Rev. H. J. McDermott, and his neighbors, 
Daniel Demas, Thomas L. Conroy, Daniel Snyder, and others, all persons of the 
best reputation for veracity. The Rey. Dr. McDevitt testifies as follows, his 
statement being corroborated by all the others,to wit: - 


o ae corner of Ludlow and Fifth, and am pastor of the Sacred Heart 


u 

“The deceased was a member of my church. I have known him about three 
years. I always thought him si . but I could not say that he was not in 
his right mind. About two years a half ago I took him home in my buggy, 
and then noticed he acted strangely. About six weeks ago I was called to his 


house by his daughter Mary. I went and found him complainiug of pains in 
his head, His actions were so queer that I thought him deranged. I spoke of 
it to his mother and children. uently afterwards 1 asked about him, 


“T have no doubt he was deranged. I met him two or three weeks ago, and 
— with him only a few moments, and did not haye any conversation with 


“Rev. H. J. McDEVITT.” 


On the evening of July 14, 1886, he acted more strangely than ever, and per- 
formed various Lge antics. At 3 o'clock the next morning he arose without 
the knowledge of his family or the inmates of the house, and left in a nearly 
nude condition. His body was found in mill-race about noon thesame dey,and 
the coroner’s verdict, rendered in conformity to the testimony, showed the 
drowned himself while in an insane condition. 

Your committee have no doubt that he was insane from the effects of the sun- , 
stroke, for which he had been discharged from the Army, and that his death 
was the direct result thereof. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, so amended as 
to read “ subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws,” 


1889. - 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
zraph of the report was read, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


W. W. WILSON. 


Mr. CAINE. Icall up the bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to 
W. W. Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of W. W. Wilson, late in Company H, Eighteenth 
racy Poesy Missouri Volunteers, with the same rate of pension to whicha private 
soldier would be entitled for like disabilities. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and leave to submit the following report : 

William W. Wilson was drafted at Chillicothe, Mo., December 20, 1864,and as- 
signed to Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteers, in which com- 
mand he served until mustered out, July 18, 1865. He alleges that while on the 
march from Savannah, Ga., to Goldsborough, N. C.,in February, 1865, he in- 
curred varicocele of right side from straining himself in lifting army wagons 
out of the mud. The claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 
aoe that the evidence does not satisfactorily connect the disability with the 
service, 

Comrade Joseph Gross, sergeant of claimant’s company, who is reported by 
the special examiner as of excellent zoprno testifies that while on the 
march aforesaid Wilson, after helping to lift wagonsoutof the mud, complained 
to affiant of being hurt. Affiant did not at the time understand the nature of 
the injury, but remembers distinctly that he was excused from duty by the sur- 
poon, Dr. Randolph, now deceased. Claimant was allowed to march at leisure, 

t finally gave out and was left behind, Lieut, John J. Abrigg, also of 
repute, testifies that claimant was train-guard on said march,and was injured 
in side or hip from lifting at wagons which were mired in the mud, is 
information was obtained from claimant at the time of the injury. 

The recordsof the War Department show treatment in hospital from April 
25 to say 1865. but principally for rheumatism. 

There is ample testimony of the existence of the disability, which by the ex- 
—— surgeons is described as hydrocele complicated with hernia since dis- 


arge. 

The special examiner recommends the allowance of the claim. Itis true that 
the proof in the case is not conclusive, but the fact that claimant was drafted, 
and that at discharge he was suffering from a disability w has ever since 
greatly disabled him for the performance of manual labor, together with the 
evidence of an injury heretofore referred to, would seem to warrant your com- 
mittee in solving all doubts in the case in favor of the claimant. 

The bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


ANNA J. WEAVER. 


Mr. CANDLER. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8100) 
granting a pension to Annie J. Weaver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretaty of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject lexcept as to age of 
said Anna J. Weaver) to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Annie J. Weaver, daughter Julius G. Weaver, late of Company K, One 
hundred and fifty-first Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8100) granting a msion to Anna J. Weaver, respectfully report: Anna J. 
Weaver is the imbecile daughter of Julius G. Weaver, who was a private in 
Company K, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteers, 
She was pensioned under the general laws as the minor daughter of the soldier 
until June 10, 1878, when she became sixteen years of age, and such pension 
consequently ceased. 

Her mental and physical condition is testified to in affidavits filed with the 
petition of her mother to the present Con , of which the affidavit of Dr. J. 
A. Carson, of Maquoketa, Iowa, is fairly illustrative. 

Dr. Carson testifies that he has known said Anna for the last six years, and 
has treated her from time to time for such troubles as she complained of. He 
says: 

* Know she is physically and mentally incapacitated for earning her own 
livelihood. Her mental condition is such she has to be taken care of like an in- 
fant child, and is a great charge to her mother; can not be left aloneat any time; 
and it is my unqualified opinion that during my acquaintance with her she 
has been physically and mentally weak all of her life,” 

Your committee, following the line of precedent in a number of similar 
report the bill with the recommendation that it be amended by striking out al 
after the word “ pension-roll,” in line 4, and inserting in place thereof the follow- 


g: 2 

“The name af Anna J. Weaver, imbecile daughter of Julius G. Weaver, late 
private of Company K, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers, and pay to her legally-constituted guardian, for her use and benefit, a 
pension at the rate of $18 per month,” 

And that, as so amended, the bill pass, Also amend title of bill by striking 
out “Annie” and inserting in place thereof “Anna.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraphs of the report were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. NANCY SMITH. 


Mr. CARUTH. I call up the bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Nancy Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized und directed to place on the ion-roll the name of Mrs. Nancy ith, 
daughter of the late Maj. Charles Fuller, of the Fourth Infantry Regiment, United 
States Army, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension laws, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1961 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3634) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith, have examined the same, and adopt as 
their own Senate report hereto $ 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy Smith, have examined the same, and report: 

“The claimant, Mrs. Nancy Smith, who now resides at No, 1229 West Jeffer- 
son stveet, Louisville, Ky., is the daughter of Maj. Charles Fuller, of the Fourth 
United States Infantry, and who was a gallant officer in the war of 1812 and of 
the Indian wars immediately preceding. He commenced making history for 
himself during the prevalence of the Indian troubles, and fought with General 
William H. Harrison through the battles of the Thames and Tippecanoe. He 
was captured and incarcerated in a Canadian prison hulk for over a year. 

“ Mrs. Smith is seventy-two years old, is in very feeble health, and is depend- 
ent upon her daily toil for her own and the partial support of an invalid brother, 
who was a soldier in the Mexican war. 

“In consideration of these facts, poor committee are of the opinion that the 
bounty of the Government should extended to this old lady, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “Army,” in the seventh line, and insert the 
words "and pay her at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GERTRUDE NORTHROP, 


Mr. CASWELL. Iask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11707) 
ting an increase of pension to Gertrude Northrop. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gertrud » Northrop, minor child 
of Marshall A. Northrop, late a captain of Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wis- 
consin Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month hereafter, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11707) 
granting an increase of pension to Gertrude Northrop, submit the following re- 
port: 

It appears from the evidence presented to this committee that the father of 
Gertrude Northrop, the beneficiary named in this bill, was captain of Company 
G,in the Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. While in the service he 
contracted disease of the lungs and chronic diarrhea, with which he died on the 
6th day of October, 1864. 

He left surviving him a widow and four children. The widow died on the 
Slst day of July, 1872. The minor children received the pension of $20 per 
month, to which the father would have been entitled had he survived, until the 
youngest, the beneficiary named in this bill, reached the age of sixteen, which 
was on the 15th day of September, 1878, at which time the pension ceased. She 
is now twenty-six years of age, and single. She is a confirmed invalid and 
without means of support, entirely dependent upon others for the necessaries 
oflife. Her physician, Dr. H. R. Clark, testifies that he has prescribed for her 


six years— 

“That she is badly deformed by spinal curvature. Is unable to care for her- 
self or do anything except the lightest work, being unable to walk, except as 
she places one hand on her knee, and much of the time is confined to her bed 
from abscess in her hip, caused by necrosis of pelvic hip bones. She also has 
chronic diarrhea, For these reasons she is entirely dependent upon others for 
her care and support.” 

r. 8, J. Dean testifies, October 12, 1888: 

“She has necrosis of some of the bones of the pelvis and upper of the 
femur. She is wholly unfit for labor of any kindand really ought to have some 
one help to care for her.” 

The object and intent of the pension laws, of a general nature, is to confer aid 
upon the children of the deceased soldier during that period in which they are 
unable to earn a living. The beneficiary named in this bill is twenty-six years 
of age, and not within the age mentioned in the general law, but she is in a much 
worse condition than ifan infant child. In her lamentable condition we deem 
it but justice to confer upon her the pension heretofore allowed in similar cases, 
to wit, $18 per month, and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass, with 
an amendment striking out the word “twenty,” in the eighth line thereof, and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “eighteen,” and by striking out therefrom all 
after the word “ thereafter,”’ in the ninth line, and amending the title to said bill 
by striking therefrom the words “an increase of.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the-report were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA RHODES. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up the bill (H. R. 
12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll the name of Martha Rhodes, mother of 
Joseph odes, late a member of Company G, Second Iowa Infantry Volun- 
teers, and who was killed in the line of duty at the battle of Fort Donelson, in 
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion; that the rate of said pension 
shall be $12 per month from the date of the passage.of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The pro beneficiary is the mother of Joseph Rhodes, who was killed in 
battle at Fort Donelson in February, 1862, Being A Eara of some property 
and income at time of the son’s death she had no title to pension and therefore 
never sie at the Pension Office. 

Hon. J. B. Weaver, of the House of Representatives, who is personally cog- 
nizant of all the facts in the case, makes the following statement; 

“Her son, Joseph Rhodes, was pes PES in Company G, Second Iowa Volun- 
teers, and was killed in line of duty while storming Fort Donelson, Tennessee, 
with his company February, 1862. I saw him fall, and assisted in his burial after 
the battle. His parents are now aged, and, though they were not dependent at 
date of soldier's death, very poor. I personally know that Joseph uently 
sent apart of his wages to mother. The soldier left no family, never having 


The case comes clearly within the well-established rule of the House to grant 


Pee eee 
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relief to the aged Beppe of soldiers who, not strictly dapulak at 
time of the son's death, are now ent upon own efforts for pe govt Be 
rg aeree therefore report favorably on P Teha asecinpanyiue bill ask 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN MANN. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6763) 
granting a pension to John Mann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is reign ee and 
ent to place on the = oe the ee Mann, = ao 
pany First Regiment Unit tes prestige p pa. peng a 
month, ‘said Mann being in the military service the United States during the 
period ‘of the Mexican war. 

The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6763) gran 
ing a pension to John Mann, have considered the same, and rtas ierant 

fhe claimant, John Mann, was a corporal in Company D, United States 
Infantry, from November 18, 1841, to November 18, 1846. From the :mmence- 
ment of the Mexican war until the date of his discharge he was stationed at Fort 
posmus, Ind. T. His pension claim for a service pension under the act of Jan- 
uary 29, Sanne ting pensions tothe ng ie of the Mexican war, was rejected 
on ihe g that claimant was not in Mexico, on the frontier thereof, or en 
route hr during the war with that nation. 

At the first session of the posame Congress pate paene favorably reported 
a bill, amendatory of the Mexica: fon act, and by which ion is recom- 
mended to be allowed to those Ri iers who, though not in Mexico, were sta- 
Vonen at forts and elsewhere in lieu of soldiers who were sent to the seat of 


“Under messy an amendment this claimant would be entitled to pension. 
it epee in ee that this man, a non-commissioned officer, was 
detailea to phages 9 at Fort Snelling to drill recruits who were subsequently sent 
to the seat of war. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. HELEN SUTHERLAND. 


Mr. CHIPMAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11984) 
granting a pensidn to Mrs. Helen Sutherland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to put 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Helen Pees dependent mother of 
reri id Sutherland, late private Company H, First Regiment Michigan Light 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) y read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi arie was referred the bil (H. R. 
~ 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen br Eek ner serpin the oe towing 
That the claimant was the babe A mother of Andre Saas 
cnet sea fe First Regiment gree end gt He died in the service at 
Memphis, et ordi 1862. She is eighty-two years of age; applied for a pen- 
sion, But was refused on the ground that she was not dependent on the soldier 
for support. While this decision was right, she is now in ber extreme old age, 
without means and dependent upon others for support. We recommend 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported Sae onee with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH SHRAKE, 


Mr. CLARK called up for consideration the bill (EL R. 4203) grant- 
ihe il a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake. 
bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete, , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorisea and directed to place on the pension-roll of Elizabeth Shrake, 
widow of Adam Shrake, late a private in pao ed Cc, ©, Forty-eighth Regiment 
of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4203) granting a pension to Elizabeth Shrake, widow of Adam deceased, 
late of Company O, Forty-eighth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
have conside this case, and find the following facts from the evidence : 

The husband, Adam Shrake, enlisted in Company C, fp a ny Regiment 
Wisconsin Infantry, and served with his regiment until discha: , March 24, 
1866. In 187 the soldier was pelone for eczema at the rate of 
to date from the day of his d September 15, 1881, his 

to $8 per month. He died 'ebruary 3, 1883, 

The testimony establishes the fact that the soldier, who was a man of correct 
habits, was afflicted with the disease for which he was pensioned constantly, 
from its incurrence from overheating, followed by severe cold in the service, 
down to the time of his death; that this disease became so aggravated as to 
cover the whole of his body and render him totally unfit for manual labor. In 
seeking some relief from this violent eczema, or disease of the skin, through 
its partial and temporary suppression from time to time, the soldier was in- 
variably thrown into a severe diarrhea exceedingly difficultto . Thecon- 
tinuance of the diarrhea or produced congestion of the liver, followed by 
severe inflammation of that organ. 
gre these attacks the soldier was constantly reduced, and in one of them 
died, his p rake assigning hepatitis, or perver debre tion of the liver, asthe im- 
med: cause of 

His widow Aodig per a ERE which was because in the yore 

of the Pension Office the soldier’s death was moe directly caused by the eczema 
Por which he was mag 

B is physician, O. P. Sala, testifies : 

“Have been acquainted with Adam Shrake since 1869. Have been his family 

all of the time since then but about three months. Know him to have 

afflicted with chronic eczema all of the time since 186% until his — aS 
The hepatitis, which he was afflict 


month, 
on was in- 


Coens DT Sas CENGEL Se Wak Se MOR In nO ones. I was 
examined him after hie death, aad a AOAN OAN 
the skin disease.” 


Dr. T. H. Chambers, an old and highly-respected pese of Grant Coun 
Wisconsin, where the soldier lived and died, testifies Y 

“Ihave known Adam Shrake for the fifteen or twenty years, but was 
not his family physician. once for him, a few years before his death, 
for chronic eczema; did not see him again until the 2sth of January, 1883, in 
consultation with Dr, O, P., Sala, when I found bepatitis in a marked 
degree, which I believe was the result of the chronic eczema, I have practiced 
Wiseonet sin the past thirty years, and the most of that time in Grant County, 

isconsin.” 


t when he 
with 


since May, 1879, and know 
labor since then. I was his ng Sayer during the months of November and De- 
cember, 1882, and know that he suffered with eczema the whole of that time, 
Also that if from = cause the eczema was suppressed diarrhea was the inevi- 
table result, This diarrhea was very difficult tocheck, and as it ae con- 
gestion of the liver became connected with it and was caused 


irectly traceable tothe disease for which he was pensioned, Wethere- 
fore recommend that the bill pensioning his widow do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, Of Illinois, 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had 
under consideration the special order, and had directed him to report 
to the House sundry bills with various recommendations. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Bills of the following titles, reported favorably, were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 

A bill E R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 

A bill (H. R.-12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; 


A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder; 
A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 
A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A, Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter; 
A bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Snell; 
A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 
A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 
Be bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 
A bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS, 


Amendments reported to bills of the following titles were severally 
to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and 
A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; 

A bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; 

A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L 
Wolford (title amended to conform); 

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Annie Krumholz (title 
amended to conform); 

A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Annie J. Weaver (title 
amended to conform); and 

A bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
Northrop. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles reported favorably were severally 
ordered re a third reading; and they were accordingly read the third 
time, an 

A bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert; 

A bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. ‘Alderman; 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to Jobn Fagan; 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret. A. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; and’ 

A bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY CALVERT TRUXTUN. 


Mr. WISE. Icall up for consideration the bill (S, 2275) granting a 
pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it enacted, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Calvert Truxtun, widow of 
the late Commodore Willlam T. Truxtun, of the United States Navy, and pay 
hera pension at the rate of $50 per month; said pension to be in lieu of 
present pension, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


. 
Your committee concur in Senate Report No. 1421, and adopt said report as 
their own, with retommendation that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1421, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2275) granting 
a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun, have had the same under consideration, an 


report: 
rie naa pa this bill is to increase the pension of the claimant from $30 to 
per month, . 

It appears from the papers in the case that Commodore W. T. Truxtun was 

entitled to the rank and pay of a rear-admiral from the 19th of February, 1886, 

See Exhibit A, hereto attached.) It further appears from affidavit filed that 

Admiral Truxtun died leaving the claimant and five children, two girls 

and three boys, who are now living and entirely dependent for their support 

and education upon the claimant. e eldest is eleven years of age and the 
youngest between one and two years of 

Dr. J.C. Byrnes, who has been the AVi paeh physician of the claimant for the 
last three years, testifies that— 

“On account of nervous tration she is physically disqualified for work of 
any kind whereby she could increase her income for the support of herself and 
Gote lene Phe duration of her disease, which has existed for several years, is 

efinite. 

The committee would therefore report Senate bill 2275 favorably and recom- 
mend that it do pass, 


Exursir A. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, May 4, 1836. 

Sır: An opinion is asked by you upon the following case; 3 

On the 18th of February, 1886, Rear-Admiral Earl English was, by virtue of sec- 
tion 1444 of the Revised Statutes, transferred from the active to the retired list 
of the Navy,and Commodore William T. Truxtun was nominated by the Presi- 
dent to be a rear-admiral on the active-list of the Navy, to fill the vacancy caused 
by the retirement of Rear-Admiral English, after having been duly examined 
and found qualified for promotion. 

While this nomination was before the Senate awaiting final action Commo- 
dore Truxtun atteined the age of sixty-two years, and was, by force of said sec- 
tion 1444, transferred from the active to the retired list to rank as a commodore. 

If Commodore Truxtun had attained the age of sixty-two after confirmation 
soa sonona as rear-admiral he would have gone upon the retired-list with 

nt rank, 

The question arising upon this state of facts is, whether this officer could be 
still commissioned as ù rear-admiral if the Senate should confirm his nomina- 
tion for that position, which is now pending before them. 

Promotion among officers in the line of the Navy goes by seniority, and se- 
niority is determined by the date of commission; that is to say, the from 
which the commission recites that the ig ompe Tey to a given grade begins. 

By the law and usage of the service a line officer of the Navy has as good a 
right to promotion, if found qualified for it, and to his proper rank in the grade 
to which he belongs, as he has to his pay, and questions involving the right to 
rank or promotion are always important because of the bearing they have on 
the efficiency of the service. 

By the settled practice of the service promotion toa higher grade includes the 
right to the rank of that grade from the date of the vacancy filled by the pro- 
motion, 

This practice has the distinct recognition of Congress. 

Section 1562 of the Revised Statutes provides that where an officer, through no 
fault of his own, is prevented from undergoing an examination for promotion 
At the appointed time and shall afterwa: tom his examination, the increased 

y to which the promotion entitles him s commence from the time when 
Ee should have been examined in regular course, 

And by the first section of the act of 22d June, 1874 (18 Stat., 191), it is provided 
that “any officer of the Navy who may be promoted in course to fill a vacancy 
in the next higher grade shall be entitled to the pay of the grade to which pro- 
moted from the date he takes rank therein, if it be su uent to thev; he 
is appointed to fill,” thus not only recognizing the practice of making the Hight 
to rank antedate the time of the appointmentto which the rank belongs, but ex- 
tending it so as to give pay from the time rank begins, 

Before the legislation referred to several of my predecessors had decided that 
it was competent for the appointing powe: to give rank by relation in making 
promotions, “For instance,” says Mr. Legaré, “an officer under arrest on 
groundless charges is not promoted, because promotion were a pardon ; heis ac- 
guitted, and is nominated by relation back.’ 

Everybody sees that this is no arbitrary advancement through partiality, but 
sheer justice and a faithful execution of the law. 

So, ifany law entitle an officer to promotion at the end of ten years, and the 
Executive, having neglected to a im his due for some time, afterwards con- 
fer it, relation back seems called for by the law itself. This is Vinton’s case, 2 
Sumner, 299 (4 Op., 124). 

For other Shap, beg raean ractice of promoting by relations I beg to refer 
to the opinion of Mr. Attorney-General Oushing on the Navy efficiency act, and 
to the oe therein mentioned (8 Op., 237). 

It follows, then, that Commodore Truxtun is, according to the law and usage 
of the service, entitled to be a rear-admiral from the 19th of February, 1886, by 
relation, and to receive the pay of a rear-admiral from that date, and be placed 
on the retired-list as of that grade; otherwise the non-action of the Senate touch- 
ng his nomination would have the effect of depriving this officer of a valuable 
right. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
A. H. GARLAND, Atforney- General, 

The SECRETARY or THE Navy. 


Mr. CHEADLE. This is one of the bills which went over to be con- 
sidered by a full House, 

The SFBAKEI pro tempore. There has been no special order in this 
case at all. 


Mr. CHEADLE. It wentover. I think this is one of the bills. 


Mr. MATSON. The gentleman is correct; but the previous question 
see never ordered, and this does not stand in the category with the 
others. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It was to be considered in a full House, 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Virginia asks the previous 
question be considered as ordered on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Iam willing to let this bill go over with the pre- 
vious question ordered upon it. 

Mr. WISE. Very well; I will accept that—the previous question 
ordered upon the passage of the bill and that we take a vote on it with- 
out debate to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The request, then, is that the previous question 
be ordered and the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. KILGORE. No previous question. I have very serious objec- 
tion to that, Gentlemen in charge of appropriation bills are com- 
pletely obstructed every day for two or three hours by these matters 
coming over from night sessions, > 

Mr. BOUTELLE, This will not take over a half hour. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why not let it go through to-night? 

Mr. WISE. I wish I could; but between yon and the gentleman. 
from Indiana I can not get anything through. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CHEADLE said: Mr. Speaker, Iam told that the claimant in 
this case, Mrs. Truxtun, is very old and is bed-ridden. I withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. WISE. Then I ask unanimous consent to put the bill on its 


passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered toa third reading; and 
being read the third time, was 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
* The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
9 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 12593) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 12594) granting a pension to Mary 
B. Hunt, widow of Brevet Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt, deceased—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12595) granting a pension to Peter 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12596) for the relief of the heirs 
of Joseph Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of Andrew H. Meek and other 
citizens of the United States, in favor of so amending the Constitution 
of the United States that its preamble shall recognize God—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Elisha Nott, and of Cyrus A. Royston, 
of Green County, and of O. C. Cardwell, of Claiborne County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Dakota, 
relating to the openingof a portion of the Fort Kandall military reser- 
vation’ to settlement under the homestead law—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. A 

Also, joint resolution and memorial for the passage of the pending 
bill for the opening to settlement of a portion of the Sioux Indian 
reservation in Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Anadarko, Ind. T., 
asking for the establishment of a Federal court at Henrietta, Tex.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Declaration of Peter Rawl and affidavits, for pri- 
vate pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Sarah and George W. Beasley, for 
reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of heirs of Dr. Jerry R. Johnson, of 
Bryan County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, for the passage of Senate biil 2851, amending the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, for the pas- 
sage of the bill creating a naval reserve as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. PARKER: Petition of farmers of Crary’s Mills, N. Y., for 
protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of H. S. Johnson and 74 others, citizens 
of Cowley County, Kansas, for legislation that will enable each school 
district to obtain a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William R. Webber, administrator 
of Mathew W. Webber, of Shelby County, Tennessee, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., favoring the immediate opening of the Sioux reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following petition for a national Sunday-rest law was received 
and referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of citizens of Spring Valley, Minn. 


The following petitions, praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BROWER: Of 83 citizens of New Garden, N. C. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of 256 citizens of Trenton, and of 33 citizens 
of Beverly, N. J. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of 31 citizens of Lewis Centre, and of 54 citizens 
of Scioto Township, Ohio. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of 26 citizens of Tallmadge, Ohio. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Of 61 citizens of Westport, Mass. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request); Of 256 citizens of Guilford, and of 
38 citizens of Higganum, Conn. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 64 citizens of Clark, of 67 citizens of Lennox, 
and of 65 citizens of Avon, Dak. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Of 102 citizens of North Cambridge, Mass. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Of 110 citizens of Lexington, N. C. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Of 34 citizens of Whelen Springs, Ark. 

By Mr. NELSON; Of55 citizens of Grove Lake and Raymond, Minn. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 71 citizens of Plainfield, Conn, 

By Mr. SENEY: Of 42 citizens of Westerman, Ohio. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of 86 citizens of Manchester, Conn. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 39 citizens of Nordhoff, Cal. 


SENATE. 
’ SATURDAY, February 16, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

GEORGE HEARST, a Senator from the State of California, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary ofthe Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of War submitting an estimate for an appropriation of $10,- 
000 for surveys and reconnaissances in military divisions and depart- 
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 
31, 1889, a statement of the total gross amount of the proceeds in 
money of cotton and other property which were received into the 
Treasury or by Treasury officials under the so-called ‘“‘captured and 
abandoned property acts,” and the total gross amount of such proceeds 
which have been restored to claimants or otherwise paid ont from the 
Treasury under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury or upon 
judgments of the Court of Claims, and referring to a previous state- 
ment of May 11, 1868, transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the President of the Senate for detailed information on the subject; 
which, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 5th instant, a 
report from the president of the Board of Commissioners of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, near Washington City, with an accompanying statement 
of moneys received from the United States Treasury and other sources 
for ten years from the fourth quarter of 1878 to the end of the third 
quarter of 1888, under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1851, to found a military asylum for the relief and support of invalid 
and disabled soldiers of the Army of the United States; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. CocKRELL, was, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of February 8, 1889, 
a letter of the Adjutant-General and a card-index record of the One 
hundred and sixty-second New York Volunteers; which was read. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the communication may be printed 
with the accompanying documents, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I know it is rather a large document, but it is ex- 
ceedingly important. I think it is a stepping-stone to the solution of 
the question in regard to the muster-rolls of the volunteer forces dur- 
ing the late war. It is a card-index record of one regiment, and it has 
been arranged in a certain way. I want to have it printed so that Sen- 
ators may see it, and see that it is the only sensible, practical method 
of having a record which can be accessible quickly at all times for use 
in regard to the records of soldiers. I should like to have the order to 
print made special so as to have the document printed immediately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

The communication and accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a statement in regard to the nature 
and extent of the recent accident to the stern of the cruiser Baltimore; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, stating, in response to a resolution of the 15th instant, that the 
Department is not in possession of a list of the general deputy marshals 
appointed during the last six months by Walter H. Bunn, marshal for 
the northern district of New York, but has instructed Marshal Bunn 
to furnish such list to the Department at once, when it will be trans- 
mitted without delay to the Senate; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2091) granting a 
pension to Frances H. Plummer, which was, in line 6, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives: 

The amendment was concurred in, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9081) to authorize an American register to be issued 
for the screw steel steamer Scythian; and 

A bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to 
secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and 
for other purposes. 

i Te nosta also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing - 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

A bill (S. aie granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; 

A bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert; 

A bill (8, 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 

A bill iS 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers; and 

A bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Edward 
Heinzel, of Chester, Pa., praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of E. Y. Robbins, of Washington, D. 
C., praying for permission to put an improvement in warming and 
ventilation into one of the committee-rooms of the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

He also presented a petition from the people of Old Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., denouncing a certain petition recently sent from the city 
of Albuquerque, protesting against the admission of New Mexico as a 
State into the Union; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, praying for certain legislation in regard to the disposition of the 
Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of the United States, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 776 citizens of the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of A. M. De Witt and 87 others (39 
voters and 49 women), citizens of Trumbull County, Ohio, praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, rtation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a petition of the attendants and employés 
of the Hospital for the Insane of the District of Columbia, praying for 
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increased compensation, It is a matter which the Committee on the 
District of Columbia has considered twice, but I move that the petition 
be referred to that committee. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. By request I present the memorial of Q. M. Bixiler 
and 12 other citizensof Rogers, Ark., remonstrating against the passage 
of any bill in regard to the observance of Sunday, ete. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DAVIS presented petitions of citizens of Richland, Champlin, 
Kasota, Buffalo, Grove Lake, Tracy, Red Wing, Lake Wilson, West 
Concord, Smith’s Mills, Minneapolis, and La Crescent, in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for a submission to the States of a constitutional 
prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also f peices the petition of W. J. McAllister and 45 others, 
citizens of Clayton, Murray County, Minnesota, and the petition of 
Mrs. J. Morrell and 69 others, citizens of Northfield, Minn., praying 
for the passage of a HEETE law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of the State Farmers’ 
Alliance of Nebraska, in favor of the issue of an increased volume of 
currency. The memorial was presented by this association to the Leg- 
islature of the State of Nebraska, and was by the Legislature referred 
for appropriate legislation to the Senate of the United States. I ask 
that it may be printed as a document, as it contains important matter, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be printed, if 
there be no objection, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of McCook, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of the Oklahoma bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of W. G. McColin and 107 others (64 
voters and 44 women), citizens of Wakefield and Corcors, Nebr.; the 
petition of J. K. Osborn and 27 others (13 voters and 15 women), citi- 
zens of Spring Lake, Dak.; the petition of F, M. Townsend and 25 
others (18 voters and 8 women), citizens of Templeton, Dak.; the pe- 
tition of F. S. Nicholls and 81 others (34 voters and 48 women), citi- 
zens of Fredericks, Dak., and the petition of Walter R. Latta and 14 
others (6 voters and 9 women), citizens of Pingree, Dak., praying for 
the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amend- 
ment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 2,598 citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 3,150 citizens of the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Maritime Exchange, favoring the passage of the naval reserve bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented a petition of the Vermont Dairymen’s As- 
sociation, praying for the passage of a law requiring all manufactured 
cheese from which any portion of the cream has been taken to be branded 
“skim cheese;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. + 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Albert J. Russell, late State su- 
perintendent of education in Florida, and similar petitions of other cit- 
izens of Florida, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHACE presented the petition of J, F. McDonald and 1,340 others 
(630 voters and 711 women) citizens of Auburn, Providence County, 
Rhode Island, praying for the submission to the States of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exporta- 
tion; transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of C. O. Nystrom and 27 others 
(14 voters and 14 women), citizens of Auburn, Mass., and the petition 
of F. H. Norton and 62 others (21 voters and 42 women), citizens ot 
Chicopee, Mass., praying for the submission to the States of a consti- 
ee prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of 2,936 citizens of Massachusetts, 

. praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of Sylvester Leamon and 115 
others (40 voters and 76 Tae, AZAN of Croton, Ohio, and the pe- 
tition of J. Buchanan and 47 others (22 voters and 26 women), citizens 
of Steubenville, Ohio, praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. F 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of 1,208 citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of 48 citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of 681 citizens of Indiana, pray- 


ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of S. R. Lichtenwalter 
and 46 others (25 voters and 22 women), citizens of Cedar, Iowa; the , 
petition of John J. Yeend and 117 others (83 voters and 95 women). 
citizens of Walla Walla, Ind. T., and the petition of David Wirt an 
52 others, citizens of Medical Lake, Wash., praying for the submission 
to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Arthur Titcomb and 27 others 
(13 voters and 15 women), citizens of Gilbertville, Mass., and the peti- 
tion of H. M. Green and 51 others (17 voters and 35 women), citizens 
of East Brookfield, Mass., praying for the submission to the States of 
a Seen prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of J. W. Range and 16 others 
(9 voters and 8 women), citizens of Cheney, Wash., and the petition 
of John G. Devore and 104 others (81 voters and 24 women), citizens 
of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the submission to the States of a consti- 
tutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of 708 citizens of Ilinois, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill: which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Territorial council of Cim- 
arron Territory, so called, in the Indian Territory, praying for the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Brown and 70 others (29 
voters and 42 women), citizens of Welda, Kans., praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 6 citizens of Herrington, Kans., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam authorized by the Committee on Patents, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3798) for the relief of Judah Touro Robertson, 
to report it without amendment. I desire to say that theSenator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs] does not concur in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel 
Eyre, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1605) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Edward E. Eyre, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2396) for the relief of the heirsof John R. 
pee reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 1823) for the relief of Waterman Clift, Robert May, James M. Shack- 
elford, the heirs of William Marr, and the heirs of Amos Cordson, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3572) to pay the steyographers for reporting the sev- 
eral trials of the case of Hallet Kilbourn vs. John G. Thompson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. Z 

Mr. HOAR, from the special committee to make arrangements for 
the inauguration ceremonies, reported an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported with- 
ont amendment the following concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, in cloth binding, wrapped for mailing, 10,000 addition a of the 
third arpa report of the Commissioner of Labor, for the use of the Depart- 
ment o: r, 


REPORT ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported with- 
out amendment the following resolution, submitted by Mr. BLAIR on 
the 14th instant; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report of the Committee on Woman Suf- 
AAi tiie the use of the Senate, 1,000 of which 


frage on Senate resolution 11 be prin 
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shall be for the use of the committee, and the same number of views of the | tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


minority when the same are submitted. 
LIGHT-HOUSE STATIONS. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom wis referred the bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light- 
house and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, 
to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and I 
would ask the Senate for its immediate consideration, It is a light- 
honse bill, and will lead to no discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is there a report? : 

Mr. PALMER. There is a report of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should like to hear the report of the Light- 
House Board. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the Light-House Board. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that read, if the Chair 


please, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Usrrep STATES GENERAL Licut-Hovse DEPOT, 
Orrice Untrep STATES LicuT-Housse Exe THIRD Disraicr, 
Tompkinsville, N. Y., January 25, 1889. 

Sm: In reply to board’s letter of 16th January, 1889, inclosing copy of H. R. 
bill 12126 for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at Old Orchard 
Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, I have the honor to refer to the joint report 
of the third inspector as to its advisability and location. 

To make this light of the greatest practical use it should be in range with 
Waackaack to detine the inshore channel; the latter light is at present too low 
both for this and its original purpose of marking the main channel, The pres- 
ent wooden tower is old and should be shortly rebuilt. 

I therefore recommend in this connection that it be replaced by a skeleton 
iron tower similar to those erected at Cape San Blas, Sanibel Island, and An- 
clote Keys. These towers are 96 feet 7 inches from base to focal plane; the 

resent tower is 68 feet; this increase in height would be sufficient. Such a 
wer in position would cost about $15,000. 

For the proposed light on Old Orchard Shoal I recommend an fron caisson 30 
feet in diameter, filled with concrete and surmounted by an iron tower simi- 
lar Be oe one designed for Lubeo Narrows. The caisson should be protected 
wi prap. 

The estimated cost in ition with fog-bell is $40,000, 

The cost for lenses for both towers, taking down old tower at Waackaack, rip- 
rap for Old Orchard Shoal light,inspection, and contingencies, would amount to 
$5,000, he shes the total cost would be about $60,000, 


The only report sent up is a letter 


‘ully yours, 
D.P. HEAP, 
Major of Engineers, United States Army, 
eor Third Light-House District, 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE Licut-HovusE BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported from the 
Committee on Commerce will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to strike ont all after the enacting 

clause and insert: 

That the sum cf $60,000 be, and pape ae SEEP for establishing a light- 
house and fog-signal at or near Old Orchard Shoal, Princess Bay, New York, 
and for a new tower at Waackaack light-station, New Jersey, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, í 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, 
New York, and for other purposes.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3972) for the relief of James Healy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3973) enlarging the rights of 
homesteaders on the public lands; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3974) for the relief of the West- 
ern Beet Sugar Company of California; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3975) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Osage River at some accessible pointin the county 
of Benton, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3976) for the relief of 
Mary J. Dorr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers in the case of William J, Uhler. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9081) to authorize an American register to be issued 
for the screw steel steamer Scythian was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to se- 
cure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 5 

RODMAN M. PRICE. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the bill 
(S. 2271) for the relief of Rodman M. Price. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIIT, 
being in order, the Senator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Rod- 
man M. Price. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, upon principles of equity 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy, and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., cre*iting him with the 
sum paid over to and receipted for by his successor, A. M. Van Nostrand, acting 
purser, January 14, 1859, and pay to said Rodman M. Price, his heirs or as- 
signs, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any sum 
that may be found due him upon such adjustment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read if there be 
one, The bill does not show how large these sums of money are, nor 
what is the evidence upon which the bill states that the money was 
paid over and receipted for by Price’s successor. I think we ought to 
have some information about it. 

Mr. CAMERON, There is a report setting out the facts, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAME- 
RON August 29, 1888: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8.2271) for 
the relief of Rodman M. Price, having had the same under consideration, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are briefly as follows: Purser Rodman M. Price, United 
States Navy, was ordered and directed by the Secretary of the Navy in 1848 to 

roceed to California, which territory had but recently been acquired by the 
Gnitea States, and in addition to his ordinary duties as a purser in the Navy 


was ordered to establish himself as fiskal agent of the United States in order to 
facilitate Government disbursements on tho Pacific coast. The recent discovery 


_of gold on that coast and the disturbed monetary condition of affairs caused 


some anxiety on the part of the Government with respect to the finances of the 
United States, and it was deemed important to prevent the exportation of gold 
to England and to secure a means of exchange on New York or Washington, 
‘This important duty was assigned to Purser Price under the following instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy: 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 6, 1848, 


“Sre: The cost of obtaining funds for the naval disbursements in the Pacific 
Ocean has for many years embarrassed the Department. 

“The acquisition of an extensive fronton that ocean, the certainty thata naval 
depot and yard for repairs on that coast will be authorized by law, and the great 
production of the precious metals, and the probable establishment of a mint, 
render it very important to the naval service that measures should at once be 
adopted to provide means for their disbursements without any loss of exchange, 
directly in the sale of bills, or indirectly by drawing on London. - 

“If it can be su ully established, as I doubt not it can be, that bills on the 
Department, at short dates, can be converted into coin atan advance beyond 
their value on their face, the results will be highly important—it will promote 
exchanges in the Atlantic cities, and may superieds. the necessity of the expen- 
sive agency at Lima. 
dr bites anxious wish to accomplish these results induced the preparatory orders 

ven to you. 

“You will proceed, by the most speedy conveyance, across the Isthmus to San 
Francisco, and establish yourself there orat Monterey, as shall be most conven- 
ient for the transaction of the important business confided to you. 

“Your duty will be to procure funds for the squadron and other public naval 
purposes on bilis drawn on the Navy Department. 

“ You will, when required by the commodore or the senior naval officer pres- 
ent, effect such negotiations, taking care never to sell a bill below par, and re- 
alizing for the service any amount of premium which the market affords. 

“If such negotiations are impracticable on the terms suggested, you are au- 
thorized to call on John Parrott, esq., temporary Navy agent at Mazatlan, and 
who has authority to draw on London. 

“A copy of his instructions are inclosed to you. You will be allowed moder- 
ate office rent and a clerk at the compensation of $600 per annum to aid you at 
San Francisco. 

“Toattenda joint board of Army and Navy officers in making a survey of the 
coast, the steam propeller usetis, expected to reach San Francisco in Feb- 
ruary next, will be placed in command of a naval oficer, 

“You will discharge the duties of purser while she isso engaged, and will be 
sowed a clerk on board at the annual compensation of $500 per annum anda 
ration. 

" You will take care of any public property belonging to the naval service 
which may be placed in your Fonte: s 


* You will pay all officers of the Navy on special service in California, or who 
may be in that part of the United States detached from service. 
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ister Swin be allowed the traveling expenses of yourself and clerks from the 
n tes. 
“ You will communicate with the Department on every suitable opportunity, 
and in all cases give due notice of bills drawn. 
R “ Your accounts will be settled with the Fourth Auditor, agreeable to regula- 
ions. 
“The duty on which you are employed is regarded as highly important, and 
you will use every exertion to accomplish the objects of the Department. 
“They are to save the expense of transmitting specie to the Pacific, to dis- 
pense with bills on London by introducing those on Washington, to realize a 
Ltn ceo to bo extent of the local market, and to promote economy in naval 
sbursemen < 


“Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servani 
~ “J, Y. SASON, Secretary of ihe Navy. 


KEON Me ar Ok Navy.” 
+ . od . 


Under these orders he proceeded to California, arriving there in February. 1849, 
The duties assigned him were performed until mber, 1549, when he was re- 
lieved by A. M. Van Nostrand, acting poe: 

The order relieving Mr, Price from 

“Navy DEPARTMENT, 
- Washington, D. C., August 4, i849, 

“Sm: You are hereby detached from duty at the naval station of California, 
as assigned to you under the letters of instruction addressed to eee by this De- 
partment on the 6th of December last, and you will transfer all public money 
and publie property remaining in your hands to your successor, or to such other 
disbursing officer of the Navy as may be designated by the commanding naval 
officer of that station. 

“Immediately after such transfer you will repair to the city of Washington 
for the pure of settling your accounts, 

"Iam, respectfully, ete., 
“W. BALLARD PRESTON, 
“ Secretary of the Navy. 

“Purser Ropman M, PRICE, 

“ U, 8. Navy, San Francisco, Cal.” 


He turned over to his successor the public property and funds for which he 
was responsible, and as no authority was v in Van Nostrand to procure 
additional funds, Mr. Price, at the solicitation of Commodore Ap Satesby 
Jones, the commandant of the station, advanced for the use of the Navy on 
Jan 14, 1850, the sum of $75,000. 

This latter advance became necessary by reason of the fact that the demand 
for money in California was so great t Government bills of exchange could 
not be cashed at less than 10 per cent. discount, and even at that rate no one 
after Price’s departure would be authorized to draw drafts, as will be seen from 
the following communication copied from the files of the Navy Department: 


“EXCHANGE AND BANKING Ho 
- “ San Francisco, January 4, 1850. 

“Sr: Mr, Van Nostrand has inquired of me the rate at which I could buy 
Government bills of exchange, or rather your bills drawn on the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

“I could not buy any exchange, however satisfactory, at less than 10 percent. 
discount, and at this time of the month I should add interest up to the 15th 
to this discount, 

“There must have been some misunderstanding on the part of Commodore 
Jones when he called at our office a day or two since; ptain Green, with 
whom he conversed, understood him to ask at what rate we drew exchanggon 
the United States, not at what we would buy. 

“Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“THOMAS G. WELLS. 

“R. M. Price, Purser, U. 8. Navy.” 


The money so turned over was receipted for by Van Nostrand in his official 
capacity, and it ap: from s certified copy of his account that the sum so ad- 
vanced by Purser Price was received and charged in his official accounts with 


In the mean while, and before Price could duplicate his accounts, some con- 
tention arose between the Nav Deparimens and Commodore Jones in regard 
to the appointmert of Van Nos f 

The following letter taken from the files of the Navy Department explains 
the appointment of Mr. Van Nostrand as acting purser: 


“ FLAG-SHIP SAVANNAH, BENICIA Roabs, January 30, 1850. 


“Sm: * * * The recall of Purser Price and the inability of the newly-ap- 
pointed navy agent to give satisfactory security left me no alternative but to 
make an acting appointment, vice Mr. Price, until the arrival of Purser Hamble- 
ton. Mr. A.M. Van Nostrand, the temporary successor of Mr. Price, has fulfilled 
all the requirements of the law of appointment and has entered into bonds 
with two unquestionable sureties, m his long and honorable connection 
with the Navy on the New York station every confidence may be safely con- 
fided in Mr. Van Nostrand, whose duties to the public will be faithfully dis- 

whether he receives pay or not. 
“I have the honor to be, your obedient weir 
“THOS, AP C, JONES, 


“Commander-in-Chief Pacific Squadron, 
“ion, WM. BALLARD PRESTON, 
“Secretary of the Wavy.” 


The Secretary of the Navy before the receipt of this letter had rape tae 
the appointment of Van Nostrand, and had so informed the Fourth Auditor of. 
the eoagary. and Price was refused credit for all moneys turned over to his 
successor. This state of affairs resulted in a suit against Price in the United 
States district court for New Jersey, where the validity of the appointment of 
Van Nostrand was affirmed and it allowed for sufficient of the money turned 
over to acquit Price of an indebtedness to the United States. The validity of 
Van Nostrand’s appointment was subsequently affirmed upon the opinion of 
the Attorney-General, as will be seen by the following communication: 


“ [Extract from letter of Secretary of Navy.] 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1854, 


“Sir: The questions arising on the settlement of the accounts of Mr. Price as 

urser of the naval station of California having been submitted to the Attorney- 

neral, I have received a communication from him on the subject, in which 
he states that his opinion upon the whole case is— 

“1. That the appointment of Van Nostrand as acting purser Commodore 
Jones was lawful and valid under the circumstances, and that the subsequent 
disapproval of the appointment by Mr. Secretary Preston could not retroact to 
make void previous lawful acts of the acting purser in his receipt from Mr. 


Price of public money and other public property in obedience to the order of 
Co; re Jones, 


+ * s * * 2 * 
“Tam, respectfully, your obedient servani 

ies rhs $ “J. C. DOBBIN, 

“The papers submitted by you are herewith returned. “YOD. 


“A, O. DAYTON, Esq., © 
“ Fourth Auditor Treasury Department.” 

In the mean time the accounts of Parser Price have remained unsettled upon 
the books of the Treasury. In view of the loss of many vouchers, through no 
fault of the claimant, your committee are of the opinion that the technical rul- 
ings of the Department ought not to be enforced, but that the accounts ought to 
be adjusted upon fair and equitable principles. and that Purser Price onght to 
be credited for all the funds that he turned over to his successor, with which 
Van Nostrand charged himself and accounted for with the United States, Wi 
therefore report back the bill, and recommend its passage. = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the first partof this bill, regarding 
having this gentleman credited with what the courts have found he 
had a right to have credited on the books of the Treasury to him, is 
evidently, on the statement in the report, clearly right; but the last 
clause of the bill provides for paying employés, in regard to which it 
is stated in one place in the report that this gentleman, thirty-five years 
ago, really loaned the United States out of his own private funds about 
$75,000. How he did that, how thirty-five years could have gone by 
without that being in some way explained or repaid to him, I am not 
abletosee from thisreport. I ask, therefore, that the bill go over with- 
out losing its place until I can make a little examination of the docu- 
ments abont it, to save time. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is understood that the bill is on the Calendar 
to be taken up to-morrow immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not lose its place. It will be the first in 
order under Rule VIII. 

Mr. CAMERON. If that is the case I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill may be passed over inform- 
ally, its consideration to be resumed to-morrow morning as the first 
order of business on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be the first, would it not? Does it not 
stand at the head ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to its being taken up on Mon- 
day at whatever time is convenient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
course suggested. 

DR. DAVID BELL. 

Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to call up 
House bill 8557, Order of Business 2640. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ceca to consider the bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘* Tennessee,” to strike out 
“his pay as assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry” 
and insert ‘‘ the pay of anassistant surgeon in the United States Army;’’ 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- - 


priated, to pay to Dr. David Bell, of Limestone Cove, Unicoi County, Tennes- 
see, sno od of an assistant surgeon in the United States Army from the l5th 
day of May, 1864, to the Ist day of January, 1855; he having discha the du- 
ties as such surgeon by the request and direction of the colonel of said regi- 
ment and Genera! Gillem, commander of the brigade in which said regiment 
belonged. His services were required on account of an unusual amount of 
sickness in said regiment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JURISDICTION IN ALABAMA. 
Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 4470, Order of Business 2490. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4470) to te the jurisdiction 


| of the United States district judges, and of the courts over which 


they preside, in the State of Alabama. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘judge,”’ to strike out ‘‘and to courts;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


That from and after the passage and approval of this act the judge of the 
district court for the southern judicial district of the State of Alabama shall have 
jurisdiction throughout the middle district of said State, and shall hold the 
courts therein with all power and jurisdiction now appertaining to the judge 
of said middle district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘State,’’ 
to add ‘‘ and he shall not be required to reside in said northern district, 
any law to the contrary notwithstanding;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the present judge of the said middle and northern districts of said State 
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shall continue to be the district judge of, and hold the courts in, both the north- 
ern and southern divisions of said northern district of said State, and he shall 
not be uired to reside in said northern district, any law to the contrary not- 


withstan i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the Alabama bill, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

_ The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the jurisdiction 
of the United States district judges, and of the courts over which they 
preside, in the State of Alabama. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know there is a great deal of local opposition to 
that bill, and I would like to have the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee [Mr. EDMUNDS] here, who has certain papers that were sent to 
him, and if the Senate will pass it by informally for a moment we can 
send for the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PUGH. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will lie over. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 

Mr. RANSOM. Task unanimous consent of the Senate that imme- 
diately after the disposition of the census bill the bill (H. R. 7643) to 
establish a United States land court and to provide for a judicial in- 
vestigation and settlement of private land claims in the Territory of 
New Mexico and in the State of Colorado shall be taken up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall be obliged to object to that. I do not know 
but that I shall withdraw the objection when the time comes, but at 
prosent there are bills upon the Calendar of so much importance that 

t seems to me to be too early to make assignments by unanimous con- 


gent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
nsks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill named by him. 
Is there objection? Does the Senator withdraw his request ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall not press it now. 

MILO M’ORILLIS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 7718. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis. 
It provides for the payment to Milo McCrillis, late postmaster at 
Weaver’s Corners, Huron County, Ohio, of $75.76, for postage-stamps, 
postal-cards, and stamped envelopes feloniously taken by burglars from 
the office of the postmaster March 1, 1883, without any fault or neg- 
ligence on his part. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BELGER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2199, a bill which twice previously, I think, 
has passed the Senate at former sessions. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. 2766) for the relief of Maj. James 
lger. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
nn amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 

That the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, appoint Maj. James Belger (now retired with 
the rank of major) to the tion of colonel in the United States Army, and 
thereupon to place the said Belger upon the retired-list as of that rank and 
grade; udan laws and partsof laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this 
purpose only, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the report in that case. I 
remember that the matter has developed a considerable difference of 
opinion, if I may so state it, in the Senate heretofore, and I should like 


to hear the report read. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary the following report, submitted by Mr. BATE 


August 31, 1888: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred tle bill (S, 2766) for 
the relief of Maj. James Belger, having considered the same, beg leave to report: 

‘The leading facts and considerations in the case are forcibly pemean in the 
following extract from the report of the House Committee on Military Affairs, 
Forty-eighth Congress, made by General Rosecrans: 

“j. That Maj. James Belger, United States Army (retired), has the following 
record in the Army Register for 1884: 

“ James Belger entered from State of New York in 1832; was private, corporal, 
sergeant, Company H, and sergeant-major, Second United States Infantry, 7th 
November, 1882, to 15th October, 1838. 

“Second lieutenant Sixth Infantry, October 15, 1838; accepted 15th October, 


1838, 
“First Heutenant February 27, 1843; captain, assistant quartermaster, 18th 
ed 26th August, 1846, 
ent, 3d August, 1861. 


jor, Quartermaster’s Departm: 
“A dee pat hee and additional aid-de-camp 3d July, ; accepted; out 
of service November 30, 1863. 

“Major quartermaster March 3, 1871; accepted April, 1871. 

“ Retired 19th June, 1879; over sixty-two years of age. 

“2. That being an officer of high standing for ability, in ty, and efficiency, 
he was placed in charge of the quartermaster’s depot at timore on account 
of its immense business ted oo bageopey 2 of employing transports, and forwarding 
supplies and troops, one of the most important in the service.: (See Affidavit A, 


annexed.) 
“3. That while so employed his services were regarded as of such importance 


x uartermaster of the Middle Department, under 
General R. C. Sĉhenck, in addition to his duties as general depot quartermaster 
ticism, performed the duties 
of that position so as to command General Schenck’s entire confidence and a 


ed 

ry, 1863, seeing in a Philadelphia newspaper its Washin; 
ton correspondent’s intimation that there was crookedness in the management 
of the quartermaster’s department at Baltimore, he immediately applied to the 
War Department for a court of inquiry, although the newspaper in question in 
a subsequent issue disclaimed the statement aforenamed. (See A, annexed.) 

“6, That the Secretary of War sent for General Schenck to consult with him 
about the matter of the ppd ye) and appeared to be strongly prejudiced against 
Belger, disposed to believe all the cha: and that instead Sa a court of inquiry 
a court-martial ought to be immediately ordered to try him on them, 

“ This,’ says General Schenck, ‘Ideclinedtodo. [represented to him thatsuch 
a trial could result in nothing but acquittal, and that the most thorough investi- 
gation would, in my opinion, discover not an act of corruption or serious irreg- 
ularity on the part of the quartermaster, and that he would be found more 
sinned against than sinning. * * * Isaid I would rather be relieved from 
the command of my department than to order, inst my judgment, a court- 
martial which I believed uncalled for, and would be fruitless. I preferred, if 
there was to be a trial under such circumstances, it should be ordered by the 
Secretary himself or the President; and I remember, at the close of the confer- 
ence, saying to the Secretary, ‘If you dotry Belger I think he will beat you”? 


(See D, appended.) 
“7. In spite of the foregoing information and expressed judgment given to 
the Secretary, he ordered a general court-martial, composed of officers of high 
standing, and presided over by General E, A. Hitchcock, to try Major Belger, on 
a charge with thirteen specifications that, on various occasions, by doing busi- 
ness through certain agents, he paid more for coal and hire of vessels than the 
same could have been obtained for at the specified dates, by doing business 
through other parties; but in no specification was there the slightest intimation 
that or Belger derived any pecuniary benefit from the alleged transactions, 

‘*8. The court, after a month’s examination, during which the prosecution 
did its utmost to secure conviction, found Major Belger not guilty on each and 
Le Se pig gem and on the charge,and honorablyacquitted him. (See Gen- 
eral er 385, War Department, year 1863.) 

“9, That instead of submitting these ings, as required by law, to the 
President for his orders thereon, orof returning them to the court with his dis- 
approval, the Secretary of War, without warrant of law and in defiance of qe 
tice, issued General Order, War De ment, 385, 1863, dismissing Major Be 
from the Army, and thus cut off his chances of promotion and support in the 
service in which he had been trained and earned his living by thir years of 
most honorable service. And subsequently, without calling the President's at- 
tention to any circumstances of the illegalities by which it was made, pre- 
sented the place as vacant, and had the next junior officer of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department, Capt. (now Maj. Gen.) W. S. Hancock, nominated and con- 
firmed to fill it, thus, under existing law, preventing Major Belger’s restora- 
tion to his place without the action of Sti pe 

“10, That after being thus unjustly branded before the Army and the country 
this gallant officer, deprived of his professional employment, without means of 
supporting his family, which sometimes lacked eyen the necessaries of life, the 
major set about the Stipe bed his vast accounts to the Government. But such 
was the confidence felt in his integrity—that work was so often postpo: 
settle those which were regarded as requiring more prompt attention—that it 
was two years and a half before these accounts were finally and completely 
closed, and the accounting officers bore honorable testimony to their exceptional 
thoroughnessandaccuracy. During all these two years anda half and for a year 
and a half thereafter Major Belger, steeped in poverty, was unable to go into any 


business. 

“11, Meanwhile, always protesting that he was as guiltless as the court found 
him, and cut off from the Army by an outrageous exercise of arbitrary power. 
he found among all who knew him a general conviction of his innocence, an 
on the llith of November, 1867, the President, satisfied that Major Belger’s dis- 
missal was wholly ieee, issued an executive order restoring himtoduty. But 
a captain, W. S. Hancock, had been nominated and confirmed to the place from 
which he had been thus unlawfully thrust. It was heldthatthis executive order 
required legislation to give it effect. 

“12. Accordingly, in 1871, after careful investigation, the Military Committee 
of the Senate unanimously instructed its chairman, Hon. Henry Wilson, to 
report favorably a bill restoring Major Belger to his position in the Army, with 
rank y, emoluments, rights, and privileges the same as if never dismissed, 
provi ing only that out of what would thus become due to him should be de- 

ucted what the Government had paid to him for services in civil employment 
between 1867 and the date ofthe act. This bill, modified on motion of Senators 
Howe and Nye, soas to restore him to his rank from the date of the act, became 
a law. But it is in evidence that those Senators expressed their regret for 
having p the amendments offered on gona princi ag, and as soon as 
made aware of the special circumstances of the case, that Mr. Wilson advised 
Major Belger to take what the bill allowed, making su uent application to 
Congress for the further he now asks and for which this bill provides, 
(See A, parts annexed.) 

“13. Moreover, the letterof the Adjutant-General of the Army states that had 
Major Belger remained in the service at the date of his restoration in 1871, he 
would presumably have reached the rank of colonel in the Quartermaster'’s De- 


partment. 

“14. Besides the honorable eee by the court-martia’, the honorable testi- 
monials to his rectitude and efficiency by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
sae yp eg on the settlement of his accounts, the issuance of the executive order 
in 1867 for his restoration, and the unanimous report of the Senate Military Com- 
mittee in 1871, that he ought to be restored torank y, allowances, rights, and 
privileges, as if never dismissed, we have also evidence in the affidavits and 
statements of Rev. Dr. Charles H. Hall, General R.C. Schenck, and of Mrs, and 
Major Belger that subsequently even Mr. Stanton himself became convinced 
of Major Belger’sinnocence and expressed his deep regret for the wrong he had 
done him and his wish to do what he could to repair it.” 

The case is a peculiar one. The applicant appears to have been regarded at 
the beginning of the late civil war as a man of great force, energy, capacity, and 
military enthusiasm. On account of the immense business of purchasing and 
employing transports and forwarding supplies to troops he was placed in charge 
of the extensive quartermaster’s depot at Baltimore, Whilst there he held the 
profoundest confidence and res; of General Schenck, his superior, and all 
others in authority over him, reports show the handling and disburse- 
pay of an immense amount of money, amounting to nearly $11,000,000in a 

ingle year. 

Tn 1883 there appeared in a Philadelphia newspaper the critical article referred 
to above, which reflected upon the methods of his office. 

Before the ap; ce of a subsequent retraction by the editor, Belger, jeal- 
ous of his honor and unwilling, for a moment, to remain under the shadow of 
unjust imputation, deman of theSecretary of War, Mr. Stanton, a court of in- 
q fe Then began the misfortunes that haye clung so tenaciously to this wore 


, 
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thy soldier, The Secretary, then as ever during the great struggle that wasthen 
shaking this continent,surrounded by most trying situations, conceived, as he 
afterwards admitted, apeatic against bse cae and instead of acourtofinquiry, 
ordered a court-martial. This,as is shown y the peng ecard Pace piany] 
made up of some of the best men in the Army, and gave thorough Norra, PORE] 
to the various specifications and the charge. Vigorous prosecution resul only 
in a complete vindication of the accused, who secured a verdict of “not guilty” 
as to each and every specification and to the charge. 

This honorable acquittal was, however, succeeded by an exercise of power on 
the part of the Secretary of War as unjust as it was arbitrary. Major Belger 
was by him peremptorily and dishonorably dismissed the service. This. too, in 
the face of the above decision and of the strenuous remonstrance from General 
Schenck and other trusted officers, under whose command Belger was at the 
ine ae to whem all of the details of his official life while at Baltimore were 

miliar, 

Up to this time his services in his responsible position of quartermaster at 
Baltimore had been so highly appreciated that the Government had refused to 
spare them and allow him to accept the command of eleven regiments, with the 
rank of major-general, offered him by the governor of Pennsylvania. 

Notwithstanding the severe blow that had been unjustly dealt him, such was 
Major Belger’s patriotism that, in spite of his wrongs, he'spent two years anda 
half succeeding his dismissal in adjusting and closing the vast accounts of the 
Government in his hands, At the end of that od his accounts were found 
to be absolutely faultless, and Major Belger having performed this service 
gratis,and being without any income, found himself penniless, 

Various pean oe baye been made to red as far as ible, the irrepara- 
ble wrong done this soldier. It is even established indubitably by the evidence 
that the Secretary himself afterwards regretted his action in matter, and 
would have repaired the wrong had he had the power. But it was then too 
late. Another officer had been appointed to Major Belger's place who won na- 
tional reputation. 

In 1857 the President, being convinced of the injustice of the treatment ac- 
corded Major Belger, revoked the order of dismissal and restored him to the 
Army. This order failed however, of effect, Congressional legislation being 
requ’ to render it effectual. The matter then rested until 1571, when a bill 
restoring him to the rank of major from the date of its passage es law. 

During all this time his wrongs have never been denied, the justness of his 
complaint has never been disputed, an adverse report has never been made 
though the matter has frequently been before Congress. Evidence filed and 
accompanying this report strengthens and gives force to a demand that he re- 
ceive some reparation for a wrong that was undoubtedly done him. 

He is backed by indorsements from the leading military men of the United 
States. General Grant gave open sympathy and assistance to every movement 
to secure him relief. General Hancock was likewise much interested, and a let- 
ter from him, together with one from General Grant, constitutes a part of this 


report, 
Phe present situation of this poor old man is such as appeals to the beng 
of those who are familiar with his career. After along life spent in the mili- 
tary service of his country, he is left by that country poor, Sepencens, and help- 
less. Burdened with debts, contracted through no fault of his own, he sits 
crippled in a chair at Garfield Hospital and thinks of the honors torn away 
from him in the strength of his vigorous manhood. Age and disease are doing 
their work, and the country should not only do some part of justice to his past, 
but should take care of him until he dies, 

The committee are of the opinion that it would not be more than proper rec- 
ompense to this brave and faithful soldier, who has long suffered, that tardy 
justice should at last be extended and that he be promoted to the rank of col- 
soii van that to which continuous service in regular gradation would have 
entitled him, 


The additional tank thus conferred would make grateful a heart long bowed 
down under the seeming indifference of his countrymen, and the slight addi- 
tional pay would do much to soften the hardships and mellow the declining 


years of the old soldier, 
The committee therefore report the accom 


nying substitute and recommend 
the passage of the substitute, and that the bi 


8, 2776 do lie upon the table, 


APPENDIX. 
A 


Distrnicr or COLUMBIA, City of Washington: 
JANUARY 31, 1884, 

James Belger, being duly sworn, says: While quartermaster in United States 
service at Baltimore, in 1863, I noticed a brief statement in a Philadelphia news- 

aper, emanating from its Washington correspondent, intimating that irregu- 

arities existed in my administration of my office as quartermaster, 

Jealous of my honor, I at once demanded a court of inquiry, without waiting 
to learn the foundation of the charge, which charge was retracted in the same 
paper in an carly subsequent edition, though without my knowledge untilafter 
the retraction. Secretary Stanton ordered a court-martial instead of a court of 
inquiry, and before said court-martial I was arraigned ona charge containin: 
thirteen specifications. The court,after a strongly-pressed hearing, in whic’ 
evidence of unlimited extent, Socapying thirty days, was presented, unani- 
mously found me not guilty of the charge and honorably acquitted me, 

‘The proceedings having been duly forwarded to the Secretary of War to be by 
him submitted to the President, in accordance with the law then in force, for 
the exercise of his personal judgment in the matter, were not referred to the 
President at all, nor in any manner submitted to him, as I have been informed 
and verily believe. Secretary Stanton, acting without authority from the Pres- 
ident, and being influenced, as I have since been informed, by private ex parte 
statements made to him from outside rumors, disapproved the finding of the 
court-martial and caused an order to be issued dismissing me from the United 
States military service. This order was issued Novem 3, 1863. Secretary 
Stanton afterwards, as I am informed and believe, expressed the dee, regret 
for his action, and said I had been unjustly dismissed by him from theservice ; 
that I bad been wronged in the matter, and that I should be restored to my posi- 
tion, and that he would restore me if he had the power. His action in thus dis- 
missing me from the service without cause and wrongfully, as he himself ad- 
mitted, caused me severe financial embarrassment, subjected me to deep dis- 
honor and disgrace, plunged my wife and two daughters as well as myself into 
the deepest poverty and suffering, and compelled me to forego the prospect (so 
dear to a soldier) of advancementin the military service of my country, in which 
I had been employed as a commissioned officer since 1838. 

No act of mine had justified this action of the Government in thus dismiss- 
ing me and plunging me and my family into this bitter and painful condition. 
I sought for and obtained an accounting with the Government, and although 
my accounts showed the disbursement of many millions of dollars during my 
service, and of nearly $11,000,000 (eleven millions) in a single year, yet every 
dollar of it was faitlifully accounted for,and my accounts were DRA with the 
strongest words of approval by the proper officers of the Government, No- 
vember 11, 1857, the President issued an order revoking the order of dismissal 
by Secretary Stanton in 1863. 

It was found that this order was incompetent to restore me to my position as 
the law stood, and Senator Henry Wilson, at the session of 1871, introduced a 
bill, which I am informed had the sanction and approval of the entire Military 
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Committee, restoring me to my position as though continuing in the service, 
with all my pay, emoluments, and privileges. 

This bill was reported late in the session, and Senator Wilson was compelled 
to accept two amendments offered by Senators Howe and Nye, respectively, 
striking out the provision relating to pay and emoluments. Senator Nye in- 
formed me the next day that he had offered his amendment without understand- 
ing the facts of the case and without knowledge of its merits, on general prin- 
ciples, and that he was very sorry for his action, and if I would present my 
claim at another session of Congress he would vote for my bill and aid me in 
every way in his power that was proper. He was convinced that his amend- 
ment was wrong and should not have been offered. I accepted the provisions 
of that bill under the advice of Senator Henry Wilson, who informed me that 
it was best to do so for the time being; that it would notinjure my claim for 
complete reparation; that I could again come to Congress for my full remedy, 
and that he would assist me in so doing. I desire toadd that the passage of the 
bill under the circumstances will not interfere with the rank, pay, or promotion 
of any other officer, as I am now and would remain under the bi nded on 
the retired-list. I have had in my possession the original letters and documents 
mentioned and referred to in Executive Document No. 72, House of Representa» 
tives, second session Forty-first Congress, and also Exhibits A, B, O, and D, 
mentioned and referred to in my petition to the Congress of the United States 
at the session of 1882, and said printed copiesin said Executive Document No. 72, 
and said printed petitions are true and correct copies of the originals. The orig- 
inals have presented to the Military Committees of Congress at previous 
sessions and are not now under my control, but are believed by me to be in the 
possession of the Government. 

While quartermaster in the regular Army, early in the war, Governor Curtin, 
of Pennsylvania, offered me the command of eleven regiments, with the rank 
of major-general. This office I refused, both because the Government was uns 
willing to spare me from my duties in the Quartermaster’s Department and be- 
cause ront aR could be of greater service to the Government in the position 
I then occupied, and from which I was afterwards cae. dismissed. 

JAMES BELGER, 
Major United States Army. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3ist a January, 1884, 
JO. E. BEALL, Notary Public, ` 


B. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, Cily of Washington: 

Fannie N. Belger, being duly sworn, cet at 

Tam the wife of Maj. James Belger, United States Army, a bill for the relief 
of whom is now pending before Congress. 

The dismissal of Major Belger from the earen] service of the Government by 
order of Secretary Stanton in 1863 caused me and my two daughters to underga 
the severest deprivations and sufferings, At times we have suffered for want 
of medicine, eam pT and the common necessaries of life,and during the 
entire period since his dismissal we have been limited to the strictest econom: 
and nevertheless have been involved in deep financial embarrassment.. A bil 
introduced for the relief of Major Belger at the session of Saas 1871, by 
Senator Henry Wilson, which received, as I have been informed by him, the 
unanimous support of the Military Committee, was passed at said session after 
the amendments offered by Senators Howe and Nye. Senator Wilson was com 
pane to accept said amendments, as he informed me, or defeat the passage of 

he bill, as it was then late in the session. He advised Major Belger to accept 

the oer of the said bill, and to make further application to Congress for 

the full relief Sruouy makea for by him. Senator Howe informed me persons 

ally that he offered his amendment without understanding the facts in the case, 

and on general principles, and thathe deeply regretted his action,and if my 

husband would again appeal to Congress he would cyt eae ts his claim, 
eine FAN . BELGER, 


OHN E BEALL, Notary Public, 


JANUARY 31, 1884, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me Jan 


Cc, 
STATE oF New YORK, 
County of Kings, Oily of Brooklyn, ss: 

Charles H. Hall, D. D., of said city, being by me duly sworn, deposes and says: 
I am nowthe rector of the Church of the Holy Trinity in said Brooklyn; I was 
formerly rector of the Church of the Epi y in Washington, D. C., and as the 
rector of said church became well acquainted with Hon. E.M. Stanton, then 
Secretary of War, who was my parishioner. My relations with him were inti- 
mate and confidential, I had been, up to the time of my leaving Washington, 
in 1869, well acquainted with Col. James Belger, U.S, A. and with his wife. Bes 
fore Kering Westington I had an interview with Mr. Stanton relative to the ac- 
tion of the Secretary in dismissing Colonel Belgerfromtheservice. Ieannotnow 
fix the date with precision, but it must have been between 1863 and 1869. After 
this lapse of time I will not undertake to give the exact language of the Secre- 
tary or myself, but I am confident, and state unhesitatingly, that the Secretary 
anes himself to me in the strongest terms favorably to Colonel Belger and 
to his restoration to the Army. Lam confident also, without ‘Undertaking to 
give the exact language, that the Secretary stated to me he would restore him 
to the Army if he possessed the power, but at the time he had not such power, 
owing to some cause the precise nature of which has escaped my memory, 

Without undertaking to give the exact language of the Secretary, I can say 
with confidence that he expressed himself to me as deeply paiard AA the part 
taken by him in the dismissal of Colonel Belger after the proceedings of the 
court-martial acquitting him, and felt that he had done him an injustice which 
he would be glad to rectify if it were in his power. Ido not remember dis- 
tinctly that the Secretary stated to me in terms that Colonel Belger was dis- 
missed without the act or knowledge of the President, nor that the proceedin 
of the court-martial were not submitted to him for revision, nor that he (the 
Secretary) took action in the matter without any conversation with the Presi- 
dent, but solely as his own act, but such was ‘the purport of the whole conversa- 
tion and statement of the Secretary. He was speaking of his own individual 
action and expressing regret for his own course in the matter, and not for the 
act or course of others. Without giving the words of the Secretary, I state with 
confidence that the exact purport of the cjg tos of the Secretary was that 
Colonel Belger had been unjustly dismissed from the service by him and that 
he should be restored. 

Ihave written a letter to or for Colonel Belger in connection with this mat- 
ter, which letter was written at an earlier date and while the facts were fresher 
in my memory as to detail. The statements contained in that letter are correct 
and are reiterated in this affidavit. I desire to add that, while I can not now re- 
call the exact language nor other details of my interview with Secretary Stan- 
ton, I have a clear and positive remembrance of the facts as they are herein 
stated. I observe in looking over the printed record of the proceedings of the 
court-martial that a Mr, Hall was prominently mentioned therein, Iam not 
in any way connected with him and had never heard of him until I saw said 

of the proceedings of the court-martial. 
CHARLES H. HALL, 


Sworn to before me this 29th January, 1854, by the above-named Charles H, 
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Lave ated yao I well know as the party mentioned inthe foregoing, and who sub- 


the same. 
[sean] f J. R. CURRAN, 
Notary Public, New York County. 


Certificate filed in Kings County, 


D. 
Wasnuincrow, D. C., February 18, 1884. 


Major Belger, and will cheerfully answer yourinquiries. 

command of the th Army Corps and Mid- 
dle Spar i Department, with my headquarters at Baltimore. When I wasas- 
signed to du 


uartermaster, 
r part of the time of my be- 
ing stationed at that point. He was also chief quartermaster of the depart- 
ment, though not of my corps. As a purchasing, disbursing, and forwarding 


devoted, as it seemed to me, toa faithful discharge of his public duties, indus- 
trious, and making no serious error unless it was in undertaking too much 
work. He was surrounded with difficulties and doubtless made some mistakes, 
but l e that the complaints minste nezenes Liss aeieineend mainly 
among dissatisfied contractors and persons who were in sympathy with South- 
ern re and desired to have him removed. The rts against the adminis- 
tration and character of Major Belger being communicated also to Mr. Stanton, 
the Secretary of War, hesent for me to confer with him on the subject. 

I found Mr. Stanton strongly peaos „and 
all the charges made him. I eve, asked for a court of 
inquiry. Mr. Stanton thought that the 


der, 

and would be fruitless. I preferred 

cumstances, it should be ordered by the Secretary 

Iremember at the close of the ference saying to the Secretary, 

try Belger, I think he will beat you.” Follo x 

by the , which took place, I believe, at Washington, and resulted in 

the major’s honorable aoquitent 

ag hein justi Il to the Secretary himself as to Belger, I 
er) n ice, as we e ry as or : 
ht to add to this statement the fact that some years afterw: in conver- 

sation with Mr. Stanton at his residence in Washington, shortly before his death, 

Belger’s application for reinstatement, he expressed 

to me his a for having so arbitrarily dismissed him from the service. 

I shall be glad if this statement cog wy Ei ER ened S ana] 
knowledge, can have any influence in inducing your mittee gress 
to do whatever may be needful and within their power té right a wrong done a 
ae Lain S CoAT UI AGU 

am, very y Yy, yours, 
ROB’T 0. SCHENCK. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 19, 1882. 
My DEAR GENERAL: A verbal message rting to come from you, is de- 
livered to me requesting information as SE whan would have been the rank at 
date of retirement of uartermaster’s De- 
continuously from date of entry into 


with date of commission, presumably, June 6, 1872. 


Yours, very truly, 
ajeri É R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 
Hon, Joseren R. HAWLEY, 
United States Senator. 


F. 
New YorK Crry, December 4, 1883. 
DEAR SENATOR: I send youinclosed the petition of Col. James Belger, United 

States Army, reti for restoration of pay and rank claimed to be unjustly, if 

not illegally, wi! d from him. 

May I ask that you will give the petitioner a hearing and such action as your 
judgment will approve of after due consideration? One fact stands out clear, 
that Colonel Belger was tried by court-martial and acquitted honorably; that 
the findings of the court were not approved by the Secretary of War—I say the 
Secretary, use I do not believe he presented the case to the President—who 
then dismissed a by order. It seems his accounts were settled 
promptly, thus affording some evidence of the injustice of the dismissal. 


ery trul; o 
lie ae: U. 3. GRANT. 
Hon, Jons A. LOGAN, 
United States Senate. 


G. as 


by General Rosecrans to a number of members of the Fiflieth 
Congress, urging them to aid the applicant. 


Wasurneton, D. C., May 16, 1883. 
Tai L. Thomas brings me the within list of my old colleagues, and a letter, 
dated at the Garfield Memorial Hospital, from that gallant 
officer, Maj. James Belger, whose very integrity has been the cause of all the 
years of penury inflicted upon him and his ly. In that letter he begs me 
to ask such members as I can to give their just consideration to the bill (H. R. 
recite ts sulk ¢ genti I send Major Thomas with this indo 
nable to on you, jemen, I sen w TSC- 
ened asking your special attention to this case of long-delayed and inadequate 
ust 


W. S. ROSECRANS, 


Indorsement written 


H. 
Indorsement from General Hancock, 
GOVERNOR'S IsLAND, N. Y., December 4, 1882, 


COLONEL: In reply to n 
an paneu rnis 1 A printed ar deaet brief” mae eir gran 
H eppareni that you were wrongfully from the military service in 

, and that your restoration by Congress was simply justice in your case. It 
seems to me, however, that in reinstating you as an officer of the Army you 
were manifestly entitled (considering all the facts attending your dismi ) to 
be restored in the grade to which you would have attained at the date of your 
restoration provided you had remained continnously in the service, and in this 
view of the matter I am of the opinion that } by Congress to that end 
would be fully warranted by the circumstances of your case, and this especially 
as such action in your behalf would not increase the number of officers on the 
retired-list (where you now belong) but would only give you that advanced 
grade thereon to which you seem clearly entitled, 

I am, very truly, yours, 
To Col. James BELGER, 
United States Army. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this case is one which has at- 
tracted the attention of the Senate a good many times in the course of 
the last twenty years, and I had supposed that it was finally disposed 
of by the act of 1871, when all the circumstances were brought into 
review and an act did pass providing for Mr. Belger’s restoration to the 
Army in a certain grade, and he was nominated and restored. I be- 
lieve I am right about that, am I not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Restored, I think, as major. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but according to the act of Congress and ac- 
cording to the judgment of the two Houses upon the whole case as it 
was then stated and appeared, and there is nothing new about it, all 
the equities and the supposed injustice—and very likely it was an in- 
iustice, I am not making any complaint of this gentleman—were dis- 
posed of according to the judgment of Congress then, as being on the 
whole the right thing to do; and so it was done. 

Now, after the lapse of time, it is proposed to have an additional retri- 
bution or recompense to this gentleman because Congress in 1871 did 
not give him all the reparation that he and his friends thought he was 
entitled to. Ihave been from the first extremely reluctant, as in the 
case of General Porter, not that I had any personal dislike to him, and 
in the case of a great many other Army and Navy officers, to Congress 
being called upon as a court of ap to be continually reviewing the 
actions or mistakes or wrongs of the administrative department during 
the stress of war and undertaking to make a universal day of judgment 
and leveling up what appears from the er parte representations of the 
friends of gentlemen who think that they had not been fairly promoted 
or had been unjustly dismissed, and all that, during those great opera- 
tions. If we do it unto one we must do it unto every one who appeals 
to us, and come to constitute ourselves a kind of final board of review, 
as in pension cases from the Department; and then having once re- 
viewed when everything was fresh, much more fresh than it is now, 
soon after the end of the war, and when mary of the persons were liv- 
ing who could make counter-explanations, and so on, Congress having 
once disposed of this subject, it does appear to me to be against the 
public interest and the public justice in the sense of applying it to 
everybody—and it must be applied to everybody if it be public justice— 
now to undertake to re-review and reconsider and reprovide for the very 
considerable number of these gentlemen all over the country who think 
they were wronged in the course of the administration of the executive 
department during the war or since the war. . 

Therefore, upon the principle I have stated, and without going at all 
into the question of what Mr. Stanton would say in the way of explana- 
tion if he were living at this moment, or into what President Lincoln 
would say, if living, in the way of explanation, it does not appear to me 
to be wise legislation to be continually reviewing and re-reviewing these 
matters in cases where they have. once certainly been disposed of, to try 
to provide what is supposed to be additional re tion. SolIam com- 
pelled (and it is not necessary to say without the slightest personal ap- 
plication or impngnment of Major Belger) to vote against this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it is necessary after the report has 
been read to discuss this bill. If Major Belger had not been removed 
without proper authority, he would have long since held the rank of 
colonel and would have been retired before this time with that rank. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will permit me to interrupt him, 
when he says that this gentleman was removed without proper author- 
ity, I think he will admitin a moment that he is mistaken, because 
the laws of the United States, as I remember them, positively and 
clearly provided that in a time of war the President of the United States 
might remove anybody, from the General of the Army down, and there- 
fore the act was a perfectly lawful one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Congress has already settled the fact that this was 
an extraordinary act. A great injustice was done to Major Belger, but 
I do not think it is necessary to go into that at all. It is certain if he 
had remained in the Army he would some years since have been re- 
tired as a colonel and been now drawing the retired-pay of a colonel. 
The Military Committee, to which we defer in all matters of this kind, 
have reported in favor of allowing Major Belger the retired-pay of a 
colonel. It seems to me that is a sufficient justification for my vote. 

I know Major Belger and have always sympathized with him. I 
simply ask that this measure of justice, or rather this measure of re- 
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lief if you please to call it, which the Military Committee say should 
be allowed to him, may now be done, I have no familiarity with the 
case, further than the general familiarity which I think any man who 
has been in the Senate during or since the war must have with the case 
of Major Belger. r 

I hope in the few years he has to live—he must be getting to be a 
very old man now—he may receive the retired-pay of a colonel rather 
than that of a major. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont to the fact that the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs is an entire change of the principle upon which the 
original bill was based. The original bill proposed to restore Major 
Belger to his position ‘‘as major and quartermaster by the act of March 
3, 1871,” and that he— 


Be considered as having been continuously in the service from the 30th day 
of November, 1863; and the said James Belger is hereby declared entitled to 
all the rights, a Nags a pay, emoluments, and promotion pertaining to such 
continuous service, deducting from pay due him the amount he has received 
bd employed in the civil service subsequent to said 30th day of November, 


In other words, the bill was to place him back in the position which 
it was supposed by mathematical calculation he would have attained 
had he never been out of theservice; and that theory the Committee on 
Military Affairs thoroughly rejected, and probably as much out of sym- 
pathy as anything else they agreed to place him where he would nat- 
urally have been, in the position of colonel on the retired-list, for the 
few remaining days of his existence. He is quite old and quite in- 
firm, and I believe is now in a hospital here. This bill as amended 
simply gives him the rank and pay of colonel from the day of its pas- 
sage, and while I agree with the remarks of the Senator from Vermont 
in regard to undertaking to overhaul all these matters, yet I agreed 
not to make opposition to this bill if it were reduced to the form in 
which it is now, and all claims as to the past should be abandoned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not objecting to this bill on the ground that 
it will take a thousand dollars, or two or three or four or five thousand 
dollars ont of the Treasury of the United States, justly or unjustly, al- 
though that would be a matter of proper concern for every Senator who 
is disposing of the people’s money; but I do not put it on that ground 
at all, and I do not put it on any ground of want of sympathy with 
this gentleman, who, so far as the evidence goes, I believe myself was 
unjustly treated, as a great many other people must have been and 
were, as we know, in both armies and in both administrations during 


the rebellion, from the public necessities of the military service where | 


the Executive or the persons who had the power had to act upon such 
information as came to them ex parteand instantaneously, and think- 
ing that the poe interest, acting in good faith themselves, required 
the thing to be done, that man must suffer. That is the fate of every- 
thing and everybody in times of that kind. 

The point that I wish to make for the consideration of the Senate— 
of course I know it is perfectly hopeless—is the principle of the thing, 
that this matter once having been thoroughly overhauled, either right- 
fully or wrongfully, and Congress having passed its judgment upon it 
and decided what ought to be done, and all that ought to be done, as 
a matter of principle—for this will be a precedent perhaps for many 
other similar propositions, the putting of people up—we ought not to 
do it. And the fact that this gentleman is infirm and ill, while it 
meets my entire sympathy and sorrow, does not alter the public con- 
duct as it appears to me where the representatives of the States and 
the people ought to exert themselves in having a government of law 
that Me Ser to everybody alike. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I do not fear so much the force of 
this act, if you make it an act, as a precedent. Congress necessarily 
does a great many things as a court of equity, and they are not to be 
called ents unless in the impossible case that somebody shall 
come with precisely the same state of circumstances. 

I want tosay a word or two about this case, because I am an earnest 
advocate of this bill. I admit the objections made by the Senator 
from Vermont; but because I know the whole story from beginning to 
end, and know the old colonel and his wife and the whole of them 
well, I am willing to see this great Government do this act notwith- 
standing the criticisms which may be passed upon it. 

The Senator observed that at this lapse of time persons were not liv- 
ing who could suggest the considerations upon the other side that 
were visible to them at that time. Mr, President, there are no such 
considerations. If Mr. Stanton were here he could have none. I do 
not think there is anybody who could have any consi ions to sub- 
mit that would differ with our opinion that Colonel Belger was treated 
with the greatest possible injustice; and in saying that I do not mean 
to pass any censure upon the great War Secretary, Mr. Stanton, be- 
cause occasional acts, arbitrary and unjust, were inevitable in the man- 
agement of two millions of men in a great war like that. 

In the first place, Colonel Belger is a man whose capacity and integ- 
rity were never doubted by the men who knew him, from the time he 
was a private soldier in the regular Army until he became a major and 

uartermaster and trusted with very great and important positions. 
ey never doubted him. There are plenty of old soldiers still alive, 
including Rosecrans and others, and some who have gone, like General 


Grant and others, who knew the old man well and never did doubt and 
never could doubt him. 

There was a newspaper report that he was unfaithful to his duty in 
Baltimore, in charge of that great purchasing and disbursing station. 
The old major was mad and he demanded an inquiry, and the court 
acquitted him absolutely, as being even without suspicion on the ques- 
tion. Then Mr. Stanton, who sometimes did what was just in these 
matters and was a great organizer of war, with a sweep of his pen—I 
haye not the slightest idea that Mr. Lincoln ever heard of it—sent the 
old man ont by an arbitrary dismissal. The old man would not sub- 
mit, and, I am happy to say, his brave wife would not submit, and 
they brought the case strongly to the attention of the Government, and 
in 1867 the then President undertook to revoke that existing order and 
put Belger back in his place; but the opinion of the law officer stepped 
in and said that that could not be done. 

Then the old man was given a place as clerk in the Treasury De- 
partment to support himself, and after he had been out of office, engaged 
two years and a half in adjusting his great accounts, his accounis were 
found right to adime. Then he wasin the Treasury Department, a 
clerk, a while, and then in 1871 the Military Committee of this Senate 
reported a bill aimed to do all and much more than all that this present 
bill does, to put him back with all his rights exactly as he would have 
stood in the Army; but somebody moved an amendment in the Senate 
to strike out and insert the word ‘‘major;’’ I think that was the only 
change; and rather than have the matter delayed any longer and the 
old man without any commission or pay, that wasaccepted. _As a mat- 
ter of course, in a sense that was a closure of the whole case and an 
estoppel against farther demands; but it was not considered equitable 
then by the men who promoted the bill, including the subsequent 
Vice-President, Wilson, and others; they were not satisfied with it. 

The question whether if would have been as well to submit and let 
it all go is not exactly the question here now, because the colonel and 
his friends would not let it go. They have been to Congress again and 
again asking for a fuller measure of justice. He is now far below in 
rank where he would have been but for that injustice, far below in 
pay. He has been years ont of commission, involved in debt neces- 
sarily in defending his claims, spending two years and a half in set- 
tling his accounts withont any pay for it. This bill simply gives him 
the increase of pay due to the difference between major and colonel. ` 

I admit that rank and commission upon the retired-list are very un- 
equally held. Here we have just made a gallant cavalry commander 
a major on the retired-list. Another man who held high cavalry com- 
mands in many divisions and fought them gallantly has gone back to 
the retired-list, a man more or less broken in health, willing to take 
the place of captain. 

This is not a case to which you can apply logic. It is a case in which 
the Government comes as a great father. Logic or no logic, I am will- 
ing to let the old man have the little differencein pay. He is seventy- 
five or eighty years old, and in the hospital now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Soam I, and I will subscribe for it myself to the 
extent of my means, if the Senator’s views are correct. 

The question is, if we are going to do this thing for this gentleman, 
with what face can we say we are going to do it to rectify the inequal- 
ities that the Senator from Connecticut confesses exist in the retired- 
list now? Let us look at this case as it stood when the President of the 
United States dismissed this gentleman from the Army. The law said 
that in time of war the President of the United States might dismiss 
anybody from the Army, with reason or without reason. If the Pres- 
ident thought that the interest of the public service required him to 
say to me or to my friend—though I was not in the Army except as a 
captain of militia, without a gun, during that time, and my friend was 
at the front all the time—that our service was no longer required, he 
had the power to say it, The law imputed that discretion to the Pres- 
ident of the United States; it was a discretion that was necessary, and 
I suppose in the four years of the war the President of the United 
States dismissed probubly two or three or four or five hundred, or per- 
haps, a thousand officers, going down from general to lieutenant, which 
I believe is the lowest commissioned officer. 

Now, the question is whether the President of the United States, 
having exercised the power that the law reposed in him of dispensing 
with the services of a military or a civil officer, either of those citizens 
has any claim upon Congress to review that action of the President, 
and say you ought not to have turned this man out of the public service 
and remitted him to his condition’ of a citizen of the United States, 
and we are to be a board of appeal higher than the President under the 
Constitution, and say, ‘‘ You did wrong in doing that; the public serv- 
ice would have been better promoted and this gentleman’s emoluments 
and honors would have been greater if you had not doneit, and we will 
therefore pass a law at some Jater time to rectify that error that we 
think you committed.” 

I do not believe you can carry on a government justly and wisely in 
that way. If you undertake to do it, it will become a government of 
bias, of favoritism or prejudice, depending upon the influences that 
can be brought to bear upon me—I will not speak of any other Sena- 
tor or Memberof the House of Representatives—to push this particular 
gentleman’s case because he lives in my State, or because his wife is a 
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very persuasive logician, a sympathetic person who will lead you to 
feel that whatever she may wish at that time is just to her husband, 
and soon. It does not appear to me that government should go on in 
that way; and when the Constitution and the laws vest in the Presi- 
dent of the United States the right to select, and negatively to dispense 
with, the services of public officers, either in military or civil service, 
and he does it, it is no part of the business of Congress to undertake 
to review that action of the President. 

The present Administration has dismissed many persons from the 
civil service of the United States that I believe to have been wrongly 
dismissed, and whose dismissal was injurious to the publicservice. If 
we waive the distinction which I admit does exist to an extent between 
the civil and military service in such matters, every person in the civil 
service who has been dismissed by the President of the United States 
in the last three or four years may come and say to Congress, ‘‘ Now give 
me the pay and the rank of a judge ina Territory, or acollector of cus- 
toms, or a postmaster, or aninternal-revenue officer, or an Indian agent, 
or a consul, or a minister,’’ or whatever may be the whole range that 
is covered by this exercise of a discretion which the Constitution and 
the law have imputed to another branch of the Government than this. 
That is my point. It has no relation to the personal question about 
Mr. Belger at all. It has relation to the broader thing, if we doright 
equally to all men, that we are acting upon a principle involved which 
is highly injurious, as I believe, to the public interests. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just a word more and that is all. 

I can not agree with the Senator from Vermont in saying that Con- 
gress is never to exercise anything like the reviewing power of a court 
of equity. I think it ought reasonably to be expected that when one 
of its great executive officers commits an act appearing and -acknowl- 
edged to be, I may say, an act of great injustice, an act inflicting offi- 
cial infamy, as well as personal loss at the same time, it is within the 
power of the supreme government in those instances to make some sort 
of atonement—or if you do not use the word ‘‘atonement’’ to dosome 
sort of justice to the man. 

If the Senator will go into the office of the Secretary of State he will 
find that Congress itself has not been above repentance. He will find 
an‘act of censure- placed upon a great soldier, afterwards President of 
the United States, which was expunged by ne ot order of Congress, 
and worse than expunged—not erased from the book, but around it 
he will find heavy black lines of a subsequent disapproval and revoca- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. What case is that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The famous Andrew Jackson case. f 

Mr. HOAR. Not expunged by order of Congress, as the Senator 
stated, but by the Senate alone. 

Mr. HA Y. By the Senate alone, then. 
purpose. Iam only speaking of the Senate. This is not the first time 
in the world by any means that Congress has tried to do equity not- 
withstanding the severe letter of law. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, in reply to what has been said by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] I simply desire to read what 
has been stated by General Grant. It seems from his statement that 
the dismissal in this case was not the act of the President of the 
United States, but that of the Secretary of War. While the President 
has the right, of course, to make removals, yet the Secretary of War, 
as General Grant states it, acted without consultation with the Presi- 
dent. I desire to read what General Grant has said upon that point 
in behalf of this gallant old soldier who now seeks some reparation for 
the wrong done him. 

This was written but a short time before the death of General Grant, 
to General Logan, and is as follows: 


That is enough for my 


NEw York Crry, December 4, 1883. 


Dear Senator: I send you inclosed the petition of Col. James Belger, United 
States Army, retired, for restoration of pay and rank claimed to be unjustly, if 
not illegally, withheld from him. 

May I ask that you will give the petitioner a hearing and such action as your 
judgment will approve of after due consideration? One fact stands out clear, 
that Colonel Belger was tried by court-martial and acquitted honorably; that 
the findings of the court were not approved by the Secretary of War—I say 
the Secretary, because I do not believe he presented the case to the President— 
who then dismissed the prisoner by order. It seems his accounts were settled 
prompily, thus affording some evidence of the injustice of the dism: 


ery truly, yours, 
U. S. GRANT, 
Hon. Joun A. LOGAN, 
United States Senate. 

I read that merely in response to what was said by the Senator from 
Vermont in regard to the right of the President to dismiss such officers. 
It seems that this gallant old soldier now tottering on the verge of the 
grave, and I believe in hospital, partly from poverty and perhaps para- 
lyzed, was dismissed from the service dishonorably by an arbitrary 
order. He was sensitive as to his rights and his fame, and his friends 
sympathized with him and they would not let the matter rest. They 
came to Congress and an act was passed during the administration of 
President Johnson, I believe, for his restoration, He was only par- 
tially restored. Something was necessary to be done. General Grant 
states that he would have restored him when President if he had had 
the power and such is the proof in this record. After that he con- 
tinued knocking at the door of Congress for justice, and at last we find 
the Military Committee of the Senate, to which this matter was re- 


ferred, examined all these reports and the letters of Grant and Rose- 
crans and Schenck, under whom he served, and taking all the cireum- 
stances into consideration (though it may bea bad precedentin one sense) 
agreed to make an exception of this case and override former prece- 
dents. So the committee has asked the Senate to recognize the rights 
of this old man even at this late day, and to give him this relief. 

It is very natural fora man who had received the military education 
Belger had, and who has gone along the checkered road he has, to 
prefer to be buried when he dies—and that must bə soon—in the uni- 
form and with the epaulets of a colonel. It is a passion with him, and 
the committee looked at all these things, which did make to some ex- 
tent a strong case of equity. 

I have read, in response to what was said by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, the words of General Grant, written just before his death, and 
I ask in the name of the Military Committee, which I think was 
unanimous—we have heard from the chairman of the committee—that 
this old man be restored to his rights. It is a small pittance to this 
great Government, it is true, but it isa great thing to him. He has 
served the country faithfully, $11,000,000 going through his hands in 
one year, and he settled his accounts without the loss of a penny. 
I say such a. man should be recognized, and it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to provide for him whenever it can be done consistently with its 
law and in keeping with its precedents. 

I ask, therefore, that this old man may get as unanimous a vote as 
possible, even if it comes to a yea-and-nay vote, to sustain him and let 
it go upon the record, and when he dies let him be buried, as he desires 
to be, in the uniform of a colonel, which he has never disgraced. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. HOAR. What is the amendment? Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what is the first proposition. Let the 
original bill be read. ; 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and the amendment of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the committee whether that 
last phrase—it is an unusual and very inartificial, technical one—is at 
all essential to their purpose: 

Andall laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this pur- 
posé only, 

Mr, COCKRELL. That is the usual provision. The President can 
not appoint any officer above the grade of second lieutenant in the 
Army and below that of colonel—from colonel down—except by pro- 
motion from a lower grade; and we suspend the law requiring this ap- 
pointment to be made by promotion. 

Mr. HOAR. But the act of Congress suspends it without saying 


that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the usual form. That has been adopted 
to show that we suspend the law of promotion for this purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not make any point upon it, but it certainly 
strikes me as a very inartificial and clumsy phrase. If wemake a law, 
that is the law, supposing it under the Constitution to be within our 
constitutional power, and that of course prevails over all other laws, 
and it is not necessary to suspend them for this purpose only, I will 
not move an amendment, but I wish to enter my protest. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts is mani- 
festly right, and it is an improper use of language when we makea 
law which has the force and effect of repealing a previous or inconsistent 
statute to say that such previous statute shall be suspended temporarily, 
the law itself having thateffect. ButI think there isanother point that 
should be made in regard to this bill. We sit as judges in a case like 
this, and here is a case where the public faith has been pledged to an 
officer to repair an injustice done him. So this report states, 

The President of the United States himself declared in 1867, as the 
report states, that being convinced of the injustice of the treatment ac- 
corded Major Belger, he reyoked the order of dismissal and restored 
him to theArmy. This order failed of effect, Congressional legislation 
being required to render it effectual. The matter rested until 1871, 
when a bill restoring him to the rank of major from the date of its pas- 
sage became a law. ‘The report also states that the Secretary himself 
would have repaired the wrong. ‘This action of the Secretary of War 

ismissing Major Belger was unauthorized by law, as it was manifestly 
unjust. 5 

Now, with what propriety can the committee recommend or Con 
gress declare that they will not redress a wrong done without author- 
ity of law and therefore of no legal validity, but still effecting all the 
injury that it would have done if it had been done with full authority 
of law? The Senator from Vermont objects to this bill, hecanse he 
says that we should do equal justice to all, and we should commence 
doing this equal justice to all by doing injustice in this particular case! 
Because if we do justice to this man and do not redress every other 
wrong, the justice done will be unequal. That is to say, we shall not 
do justice to any man because justice can not be done at the same time 
toallmen. There is nosound reasoning in this proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Equal justice to all men may be impossible, but the proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont that therefore no justice should be done to 
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any man is a non sequitur, andimpossible, asa rule of either public or 
private morals. ` 

Here is an oficer removed without authority of law and in defiance 
of law, so interpreted by the Executive himself, by the general under 
whose command he served, by every succeeding general, and the propo- 
sition is to restore him to the position of which he was unlawfully de- 
prived. What object of public policy can there be in saying that this 
man should not have the position which was wrongfully taken from 
him and all its emoluments? 

Are yôu going to build up patriotic citizen soldiers in that way, by 
refusing to do them justice, by allowing unlawful and usurped author- 
ity to deprive them of their good names and of their just emoluments? 
The bill ought to pass giving Major Belger the rank and emoluments 
which belong to him by law, hehaving never been lawfully deprived of 
them, and as a question of law and right never having been out of the 
service. A man can not lawfully be deprived of his office by a Secre- 
tary of War without the President’s approval. In this case it is proved 
that the President did not approve the Secretary’s action, and that the 
Secretary himself did not approve his own action in the premises, but 
soucht to reverse and annul if. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope this bill may be finished. I have no dis- 
position to delay it. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. I will yield ifa vote can be had immediately, without 
further debate. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not propose to delay the consideration of this case. 
I only wish to point out the manifest wrong of the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
for further debate? 

Mr. COKE. Iam not willing to yield for further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas objects to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. CALL, I do not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask if the Senator from Florida will not yield 
and let us have a vote? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I yield. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. i 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr, CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House, had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 
ee bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. | 

och; 

A bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William Pihender; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 

A bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of George W. Sampson and Benja» | 
min Henricks, of Austin, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 

A bill (Ji. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. eel granting’a pension to Hannah McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 

A bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd; 

A bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 


Kearney; 
A bill (H. R. 10216) ting a pension to William Fowler; 
A bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 
A bill (H. R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; 
A bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 
A bill (H. R. 10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 
A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder; 
R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 


A bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 
A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 
A bill (H, R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess; 
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A bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to James Metcalf; 
A bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; 
A bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 
A bill (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders; 
A bill ie R. 11586) for the relief of Stephen Williams; 
R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 
R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright; 
. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky; 
R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler; 
. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 
. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A Long; 
. R. 12006) granting a pension to Leonard Schaefer; 
. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 


well; 

A bill (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White Earth 
Indian reservation in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


Geraghty. 
JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Idesire to have some papers printed from the War 
Department concerning a claim that is about to come up. 

I have received from the Ordnance Department some oficial papers 
concerning the claim of Dr. John B. Read, which I ask, with the lete 
ter of the Chief of Ordnance to me, may be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Vermont will be printed, if there be no objection. 
hears none. 


The papers referred to by the Sen- 
The Chair 


ABBY J. SLOCUM. 


Mr. SAWYER. I wish to submit a conference report which will 
take but a moment, because no action of the Senate is necessary. I 
ask that the report be read. : 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 169) granting an 
increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 
€. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 

S. 8. YODER, 

H. J. SPOONER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action by the 
Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11879) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 717) granting an iverease 
of pension to Daniel M. Maulding, agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. LANE, 
Mr. YODER, and Mr. SPOONER managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher; and 

A bill (H. R, 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., throu: the 
Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
amendment to the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to 
Abby J. Slocum. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 
ing officers of the United States Treasury Department, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 3949) to enable the President to protect the interests of 
the United States in Panama; and 

A bill (S. 3865) to provide for writs of error or appeals to the Su- 
preme Court of the United Statesin all cases involving the question of 
the jurisdiction of the courts below, 
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CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported from 
re Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional 

ections. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I propose this morning to proceed with 
as little delay as possible to lay before the Senate additional testimony 
in support of the memorial read two days ago from citizens of Wash- 
ington County, Texas, in reply to the memorial upon which the inves- 
tigation of the Washington County, Texas, disturbances was had, and 
I will ask the Secretary to turn to page 471, testimony of E, P. Curry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


‘TESTIMONY OF E. P. CURRY. 
E. P. Curry, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Evstis : 
Q. What is your full name? 
é = E paik x 
tis your 
. Iam Peele ent 244 years old. 
Where do you live? 
I live in Brenham, bette tom County, Texas, 
How long have you lived there? 
In the county all my life; in Brenham the last three years. 
What is your business? 
. Iam a lawyer. 
What are your politics? 
Tam a Dem: 


>. 


ePerepere 


A. 


A. I was candidate for magere on the People’s ticket, 


% Who defeated you ? 
he Wrrxzss. Do you mean who was my opponent? 

Mr. Evstis. Yes. 

A. Mr. Riggs Hackworth, 

What was the character of the canvass that you had; did you take an 
active in it? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Did ‘goo try to get any negro votes, for instance? 

A. Well, we went around to the meetings that they had in the neighborhood. 

Q. What mectings were they? 

A. Some of them were called ‘‘owl” meetings. They were mostly calls of 
the citizens where they met at school-houses and places of that sort to discuss 
politics, where men talked to the voters and made speeches. 

Q. Do you know whether any of the colored people who went to yote the 
People’s ticket were intimidated by Republicans? 

A. I know segg Sota induced to believe that they would be— 

Mr, Spooner, tis not an answer to the question. 

The Wrrxess. Whether they were intimidated by the Republicans? I was 
going on to explain my ideas and what influence was brought to bear on them. 

Mr. Spoorrr, The point is whether they were intimidated. 

The Wrrvess. I think they were. 

Mr. Everts. You may go on with your statement, 

The Wrrvess. There were speeches made which were calculated to dissatisfy 
the negroes in our county, and make them believe they were not getting the 
rights that be! to them, and they were told if they continued to support the 
Democrats it would finally result in ruin. I heard some of the men tell them 
that cotton would go down to something like 4 cents, and others that they were 
supporting men who did not treat them as equals; that if they went to their 
houses to see them they would feed them out of a wash-pan at the back door, 
and so on; that they had no right to vote for a Democrat; that the Democrats 


were their natural enemies, and the Republicans had freed them; that th 
were going back on their color if they did not support the ticket, That 
about the character of the speeches, 


Q. Appeslug so them that because they were negroes they ought to vote the 
Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; that they were under natural obligations to do so. 

Q. Have you ever been told by colored people that they had a secret society 
there, and swore them in to vote the Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; it is generally und in the county that secret societies were 
organized all over the county, and that they were sworn to support the Repub- 
lican ticket, what was called the Hackworth ticket, and if they did not doit they 
were ostracized and cut off from their hostoei and that they were liable to be 
turned out of church, or that the negroes would not associate with them. 

Q. I suppose the negroes there have all sorts of societies, burial societies, and 
benevolent societies? 

A. Yes, sir, they do; and I think the inference was that they would not be 
recognized among other negroes; they would be cut off and the others 
would have nothing to do with them, 

Q. What do you mean by their being cut off from other societies? 

A. I mean they would not be recognized in the community; that they would 
not have anything to do with them, 

Q. You mean they would be expelled from their societies? 

A. I think they threatened to turn some out of their church, and did do it, 


By Mr. SPOONER: 


Q. Were these threats that you are talking about threats that were made in 
these meetings of secret societies? 

A. It was, as a rule, in secret societies, 

Q. Ars you a member of any of those secret societies? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Then how do you know anything about it? 

A. Isaid Í heard that reported from negroes. 


By Mr, Eustis: 


Q. Did you hear that from negroes ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. o told you? 

A. I think I hearda dozen or more negroes say so in Brenham; some who 
voted with us. 

Q. Do you know S. A. Hackworth? 

A. Ido. 


Q. How long have you known him? 
A. I haye known him about six or seven years. Ihave known him by repu- 
ton ee nen See remember, but personally I have known him for five or 
years, 


Q. What is his standing and general reputation in that community? 
A. It is not good. y 
Mr. SPOONER. For what? 

Q. Do you mean it is bad? 

A. Yes, sir; it is bad. 

Q. What is the general standing and reputation of Mr, Schutze there? 


A. Ido not know very much about Mr.Schutze, but I have heard the Ger- 
mans a of him, and from what they say about him it is not at all good; 
that he had qoe his wife, and so forth, and was not very honorable. 

Q. Do you know what the standing and reputation of Mr. Moore is there? 

A. I have heard a great many say that he would not pay his debts, and thin: 
of that sort. Idonotknowa t deal about Mr. Moore, but I do not think 
bad any business, at least not just before he left. 

Q. Do you think there is any reason, from the mere fact that a man is a Re- 
publican, why he has to leave that cammunity? 

A. I know it is no reason for his leaving. 

Mr, Spooner. The witness’s opinion on that subject does not amount to any- 
thing, or change the facts, Weare F doa to get at what happened. His indi- 
vidual judgment is not important. If you ask about the public sentiment, that 
is one thing, but his individual opinion we do not care anything about. 

The Wirngss, I can give you the opinion of the public generally, if you want it. 

Mr. Evstrs. Very well. 

The Wirsess, Asto whether they would be safe or not there, I have not heard 
of any organized mob which would do anything to them,and I have been right 
in with the Democrats of that county, and I think the mere fact that part of 
them did stay and were never molested is a very good reason to suppose that 
the others were not inany danger. 


By Mr, SPOONER: 


Q. Youssy you think the negroes were intimidated against voting the Peo- 
ple's ticket? 


Q. Do you know whether they were or not? 
were, 
ey ask you if you have any personal knowledge of any negro being intimi- 


A. I have seen them pulled away from the polls by other negroes when they 
wanted to vote, 
Q. You have seen white men pull them away from the polls when they 
wanted to vote? 
A. Ido not know that I have. 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. Pulled away when they wanted to vote what? 


A. When they wanted to vote the Citizens’ ticket. We had no Democratic 
ticket in our county. 


Mr, COKE. I desire to call attention to one fact developed in the 
testimony of this wituess. It is that he was a candidate for the office 
of justice of the peace, and that his opponent was Mr. Riggs Hack- 
worth, who resides in Brenham, Washington County, a brother, as I 
have understood, of the memorialist, Stephen A. Hackworth. Mr. 
Riggs Hackworth was elected and this gentleman was defeated. I call 
attention to this fact to show that Mr, Riggs Hackworth, an active Re- 
publican and a brother of the memorialist, Stephen A. Hackworth, is 
in Brenham now exercising the duties of a magistrate, and is doing 
well. I desire that fact to be remembered in connection with the 
charge of intolerance against the people of Washington County. 

I now ask the Secretary to turn to the testimony of Henry Hodde, 


and read it, on page 486. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The Secre- 


tary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF HENRY HODDE, 
Henry Hodde, being duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Evsris: 
Q. What is your name? 


A. Lam forty-eight years old. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. Liive in Brenham, Ay baat bees County, Texas, 

Q. How long have you lived re? 

A. I have lived there about twenty-seven years, 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Merchandising. 
' Q. What are your politics? 

A. Lam a Republican. 

Q. How long have you been a Republican ? 

A. Ever since I have been in America, > 

Q. What ticket did you vote in 1884—what local ticket? 

The Wrrxess. Do you mean two years ago, or this election? 

Mr. Eustis. I mean two years ago. 

A. I voted the People’s ticket, 

Q. What were the reasons for making up a fo ticket in that county? 

A. Our county heretofore, for many years back, had been badly managed, 
and the good citizens of the county and tax ers agreed to put polities aside 
and make a People's ticket es3 of politics, and select the men, and those 
men were selected and el: K 

Q. Did many Republicans take that view of it? : 

A. Yes, sir; I think the German population, seven-eighths of them, belong to 
the Republican party, and they took the same view and supported the People’s 
ticket—that is, the local ticket. But in national politics the ticket was headed 
either Democratic or Republican, so that they could vote as they pleased; bat 
in local affairs they voted the People’s ticket, 

Q. That was caused, you say, by bad administration in county affairs previ- 
ous to 1884? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What party was in power there in the county at that time? 

A. It was said to be the Republican party, but there were some few Democrats 
also who were elected—for instance, the county clerk, 

Spo you know what is the standing and general reputation of S. A. Hack- 
woi 

A. In the community it is considered not very good. 

Q. Do you know what the standing and reputation of Mr, Schutze is? 

A. About the same; not considered very good. 


Q. Do zon know whether the mere fact that a man is a Republican in that 
ty prevents him from living there peaceably and quietly ? 


commun 


1889. 


A. Under no circumstances. I have freely explained my opinions, 
Q. A man is not molested in his business or social relations on that account? 
A. Not in the least. 

Do you think that Mr. Hackworth, Mr. Schutze, and Mr. Moore could have 

remained there if they chose? 5 N 
A. Ofcourse; that is my opinion. . 
Mr. COKE. I ask the Secretary to turn to page 489 and read the 
testimony of William Thompson. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

William Thompson, haying been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 

By Mr. Evsris: 
Q. What is your full name? 
A. William Thom 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. Llive near Brenham, in Washington County, Texas, 
Q. How far from Brenham? 
A. About two miles and a half. 
Q. How long have you lived there? 
A. Ihave been living two and a half miles from Brenham for sixteen years. 
Q. What is your business? 
A. I purchase cotton for Northern manufacturers, 


By Mr. TELLER: 


Q. You are a cotton broker? 
A. A cotton dealer; yes, sir, 


By Mr. Everts: 

Q. What are your politics? 

A, Ihave always voted the Democratic ticket since the war. 

Q. Do you know Mr, 8. A. Hackworth? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. One ofthe memorialists? 

A. Yes, sir; I have known him for a number of years there. 

Q. What is his standing and reputation in that community? 

A. I know very little about Mr. Hackworth personally, and neyer had much 
association with him, but as an official there,I know he was odious to the best 
sentiment of the community and the county. He was an official only in one of 
the precincts of the county, In our town or justices’ precinct his reputation 
Was not very good, 

Q. Do you know anything about the standing and reputation of Mr. Schutze? 

A. Only from the general reputation of the man in the community. He is a 
man with whom I had no intercourse of any character. Ido not think I ever 
knew a man afflicted with as great an amount of leprosy in my ilfe as Mr, 
Schutze, personally, 

Q. By “leprosy ° you mean moral leprosy? 

A. Yes sir; I mean moralleprosy. As an official he wasregarded ascorrupt, 
and I think his social ostracism from the entire German families of that county 
(and they are very clannish) is complete and perfect. Ido not think there were 
half a dozen families in the county that he would be admitted access to. 

Q. Do you know anything about the stauding and reputation of Mr. Moore? 

A. Yes, sir; I have known Mr. Moore rather familiarly for along time, I 
know nothing on earth against Mr. Moore’s character. Asan official he was 
Hy ded as having discharged the duties of his office always fairly and faith- 

ly. 

Q. Da you know anything about the circumstances of his leaving? 

A. Ido not. 

Q. And he never told you? 

A. No,sir; I never heard him say a word about it, I think the only objec- 
tion that could be raised to Mr. Moore was probably that sometimes in his of- 
ficial intercourse he was not as courteous as he might have been, but I never 
felt the effect of that myself. I think Mr. Moore iss different man from the 
other two, entirely. 

Q. What is your opinion, from what you heard and from everything that has 
occurred and transpired, so far as your observation extends, as to these ple 
being obliged to leave that community simply because they were Republicans; 
do you believe any such thing as that? 

A. I donot know anything of the sort. Ican hardly realize that in acom- 
rounity like ours a man should have to leave on account of his polities. No, sir; 
I do not know that either of those political leaders, Hackworth or Schutze, had 
to leave, and I do not know that I have ever heard Mr. Moore charge that. he 
‘was advised to leave; he bas not testified,I believe. I think those other indi- 
viduals were not odious because they were Repnblicans, but in to Mr. 
Hackworth especially I think it was because he mani the colored ele- 
ment of the Republican party, and thatis only one element of it, because almost 
the entire German community there are Republicans. He manipulated the 
colored element of the Republican party in such a way as to impose upon the 
people of that county office-holders who were obnoxious, and [think the op 
sition to them was chiefly on that account. It gave birth, as has been testified 
here by a number of others, to a People’s party, the People’s ticket, which was 
the result of a fusion between the Republicans and the Democrats in the interest 
of good county government. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to state of this gentleman that I know him 
well. He is an ex-member of the Legislature of the State of Texas, a 
gentleman who stands high in Washington County andeverywhere else 
where he is known. 

Now I ask the Secretary to turn to page 492 and read the testimony 
of Gus Hopkins. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF GUS HOPKINS. 


Gus Hopkins (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. Are you a white or a colored man? 
A. Tam a colored man. 
Q. The reason 1 ask you that, preliminarily, is to get a photograph which has 
to go down in writing. How old are you? 
A. Lam twenty-eight years old, or will be in a few months, 
Q. Wheredo you live? 
A. In Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 
Q. How long have you lived there? 
A. Lhave been there about twenty-seven years, 
Q. What is your business? 
A. Lam eniployed by the city, 
Q. In what capacity ? 
A. Asa cartman. $ 
Q. Whatare your politics? 
A. Iam a Republican. 
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Did yon vote for Blaine and Logan? 
Yes, sir; I voted for Blaine and en a 
What local ticket did you vote, the People’s ticket or the Republican 
z 


Piore 
pugs 


e People’s ticket. 

you vote that ticket im 1884, do you remember? 
rt of it I did. 
mean two years ago? 

. Yes, sir; part of the People’s ticketI voted. 

Q. How did you vote at the last election? 

A. I voted. the People’s ticket straight out and out. 

Q. Why did you vote for the People’s ticket instead of the Republican ticket 
at the last election? 

The Wrrness. Why did I do it this Jast time? 

Mr. Eustis. Yes. 

A. Becanse the’ People’s.administration had shown to me that. it was a more 
fair and honest administration, and was better for the people in general. 

Q. Do you know whether a good many of your colored people wanted to vote 
the People’s ticket? : 

A. Yes, sir; there was a good many who wanted todo it, and there wasa good 
many who did vote the People’s ticket. 

Q. Was it the opinion of yourself, and people like you, who voted the Peo- 
pes ticket, that your rights would be fully protected under that administras 

ion? 

A. Yes, sir; that was the conclusion that a majority of the | nig stg 
large number of them, buf not the majority of the colored people, came to. 

Q. Was it known among the colored people that the administration of their 
school affairs was better for the colored people under the People’s administra- 
tion than under the Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; that was about one of the first things that caused the colored 
people—so many of them—to go that way. We had seen the difference, The 
teachers of the-county never had any trouble in ng their money for teach- 
ing or anything like that since the People’s administration had been in power 


Q. Do you know of any efforts being made by these white Republican lead- 
ers to prevent the colo! people from voting the People's ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; there bad been. some effort made to. prevent it, and it created 
quite a disturbance and excitement among them. 

Q. Among the colored people? 

A. Yes, sir. à 

Q. Haven’t the colored people there a good many societies? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Church and charitable societies? 

A. Yes, sir; there are churches and one or two charitable societies. 

Q. And social organizations? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are not the colored people who want to vote the People’s ticket threat. 
ened with losing their membership in the church and their membership in these 
societies if they vote the People’s or Democratic ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; if they vote the People's ticket. 

Q. They consider it a great hardship, do they not, to be excluded from any of 
their societies? 

A, Yes, sir; from any of their societies at all. 

Q. Do you know a colored preacher named J. RE. Bryan? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Do you know of any trouble into which he got because he advised the 
colored people to vote the People’s ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; 1 think he was notified by some of the members of his church 
that he had better pull up stakes and leave there, because the members. of that 
church intended to starve him out there in this coming year if he staid there; 
that they did not intend to pay him; and he had several insults offered to him 
and was treated very rough by them afterwards, 
iS a that was because he had advised the colored people to vote the People's 

e! 

A. Yes, sir; to vote the People’s ticket. 

Q. You had two brothers who were killed, did you not? 

A. Yes, sir; two of my brothers were ied, 

What were their names? 

A. Oscar Hopkins and Tom Hopkins. 

Q. Do you know whether they voted the People’s ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; they both voted the People’s ticket. 

Q. Did not that cause, so far as you know, a great prejudice against them 
among the colored people? 

A. Yes, sir; itea a great prejudice against them, and was the cause of 
their lives being taken from them as they were. 

Q. Who killed them? 

A. Dan Nelson. 

Q. Who is Dan Nelson? 

A. He is a colored man, and supposed to be a Republican; one of the Repub» 
lican men there. 

Q. Is he an active Republican? 

A. Tolerably active; he is in with them a good deal. 

Q. Were your brothers. killed on the spot? 

A. Yes, sir; they were shot down; one lived ta get home, and the other one 
did not live to get home. 

Q. How were they shot? 

A. The first one was shot right in the center of the back, and when he fell the 
youngest one turned around to stand him upon his feet, and whilst he was 
stooping down to pull him on his feet, they shot him right in the forehead. 

Q. Was it generally known among the colored people that they had voted 
the People's ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; it was generally known. We had been out on several occasions 
playing for them in the band, and we had several insults offered to us about our 
being a Democratic band, and things of that kind. 

Q. Haveany threats been made against you for voting the People’s ticket; I 
mean by eolored people? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. State what threats have been made; state fully what you know about it, 

A. There was aco man, & Republican, anda very prominent Republican 
among them, came tome awhile after my brothers were shot and told me I had 
better goto work and sel! my place np there where I was living at, becau-e I 
didn’t have a friend in that end of the town; and he said that they didn’t in- 
tend to come up to my face and hurt me, but ye would do it like they did to 
the boys, they waylaid them; that bos would kill me just like they killed the 
two boys; and he said that he could have told the boys a week before they 
were killed that they were going to be killed. 

Q. When you say “the boys,” you mean your two brothers? 

A. Yes, sir; my two brothers. He said he knew if I staid there I would go 
the same way, and he hated to see the whole family killed up in that way, and 
if he wasin my place he would sell the place and go nearer in to town, toathicker 
seitlement, where I had some friends living, but if I staid there I would be cer- 
tain to be hurt, and there would be no telling which one would doit. He said 
he could have told me or the boys either, a week before the killing taken place, 
that they would be killed, but he didn’t want to do it because, he said, of a white 
Republican there who always went on his bond and would help. him out of 
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trouble when he was in it; that he didn’t want to lose his friendship by giving 
awa: g Ar that happened in their meetings. He said that they a meet- 


ing in 

and had decided to kill three of us—that was me, e Hunt, and his boy—and 
he said they were going to meet and kill Algie his boy together. One of 
the colored men in the moeng got up and told them that if they killed Algie 
to kill his boy with him, justlike I told you about killing those two young Hop- 
kinses; it would not do to leave him, use they ought to kill me first and 
then kill him. 

Q. What did they want to kill you and Algie Hunt for? 

A, I don't know, sir, unless it was for el ep ay the People’s ticket. Iasked 
him what did they say they wanted to kill us for, and he said it was on account 
of the course in politics that we had taken, 

Q. In supporting the People’s ticket? 

A. Yes,sir. I asked him was there any more that he knew they was going 
to hurt, and he said no, that we three was the main ones they intended to hurt 
if men hurt any more, 

Q. You, Algie Hunt, and Hunt's son? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How old is Hunt’s son? 

A, Eighteen or nineteen years old, as near as I can come atit. He even told 
me, if I remained where I was, if my wife or child would die up there, there 
would never anybody come to us to see it unless it was Algie’s family and Willis 
Bagby, another colored People's-ticket man; that no one would even attend 
the funeral if either one of us was killed. 

That the colored Sor would not come to see your wife if she was sick 
or if your child was sick? 

A. Or if either one of them would die, they wouldn't. 

Q: = ey would not come to their funeral? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you heard any threats made against other colored people; did any 
other colored people ever tell you of threats made against them on account of 
their voting the People’s ticket? 

A. No, sir; notparticularly. Ihaven’t heard of any threats of taking the lives 
of any of us, but there has been several others who have been talked about, that 
they would not be allowed in societies and churches and would be mistreated 
in that way. But for killing any more, I haven’t heard they was going to kill 
any except we three I have mentioned. 

à. But they would not be allowed in their church or societies? 

A. No, sir; in their church or societies, 

Q. For what, if they voted the People’s ticket? 

A. If they voted it, and because they voted it. The most of those threats and 
troubles has been after the election, and a good deal before the election. The 
People’s men were not eyen allowed to speak in their speakings; they would 
have meetings and would not allow them to speak. 

Q. Would not allow who to speak ? 

A. Would not allow the People’s men to speak, and would come to meetings 
held Dy. People’s men—— 

Q. You mean they would not allow the people who weresupporting the Peo- 
ple's ticket to speak? 

A. Yes, sir; and they would come to meetings held iy the People’s men, and 
would holler them down on the stand, and would not let them speak, and re- 
fused to let them when any of the Republicans could get up and speak what they 
wanted to and advocate their cause. 

Q. So I understand you to say that there was a general system of intimida- 
non by colored Republicans against those who wanted to vote the People’s 
ticket? 

A. That is it, yes, sir, 

Q. And that a colored man eame to you and told you what threats had been 
mane see you and your family for having voted the People’s ticket? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Mr.COKE. I call the attention of the Senate towhat every man in 
the South knowsto be true with reference to the intimidation of negro 
voters. Itis that the only intimidation they are subjected to is by 
peopleoftheirown color. The negroes invariably intimidate the people 
of their own color in order to keep them in line politically. Thisman 
tells of intimidation in Washington County. Two of his brothers were 
shot down like dogs because they had voted the People’s ticket. He states 
that they are excluded from the societies of colored people; that they 
are expelled from the churches. He tellsofa minister, Mr. J. R. Bryan, 
who because he voted the People’s ticket had to leave his congregation 
and be assigned elsewhere in another county to preach, 

‘Thatis a phase of political life and warfare which is not understood 
outside of the South. I have never known of any intimidation of col- 
ored voters by white people: I have never heard of it; but there is not 
a county, I venture the assertion, inthe South where everybody does 
not know that the colored people do intimidate and bulldoze each 
other. They make a persenal matter of politics, 

Now, when you put such men as Hackworth and Schutze and that 
sort of leaders among them it is not difficult to imagine the excesses to 
which they may be led. Naturally the negroes are docile and con- 
fiding and not prone to engage in conflict, but when they are led by 
such men as Hackworth and Schutze and Moore have been proved to be 
there is nothing that they can not be made todo. This negro’s testi- 
mony discloses a condition of things in Washington County under the 
leadership of these men that I presume every man here from the South 
can truthfully say he has seen duplicated under similar conditions in 
his own part of the country. 

I ask the Secretary to turn to page 499 and read the testimony of 
Algie Hunt. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF ALGIE HUNT. 
Algie Hunt (colored), having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr. Eustis: 


Q. What is your full name? 
A. Algie Hunt. 
Are you a white or a colored man? 
A. Lam a colored man. 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. I livein Washington County, Texas, 
Q. How long bave you lived there? 
A. About forty-two years. 
Q. Where do you live; at Brenham? 


icke’s ce down there the evening before he told me about it 
Aig 


A. Llive within 2 miles of Brenham, 
Q. What is your business ? 

A. Farming. 

Q. What are your politics? 


& Da eres Blaine and Logan 
$ you vote for an ? 

A. Yes, sir; I did, 

Q. What local ticket did you vote for at the last election? 

A. I voted the ticket that was made up by the people. 

Q. What was called the People's ticket? : 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How came you, a Republican, to vote for the People’s ticket against the 
regular Republican ticket? 

A. Well, the last Republican ticket we had proved so bad that the colored 
and the white people together made up a ticket out of the honest men, and 
when that ticket was made it was elected, I believe, all except one or two can- 
didates; and then the administration of those men proved to be a success to 
the county, and got the county in better condition and taken care better of the 
people’s property, and one thing and another; and this time—this last elec- 
tion—they sent out a petition—the citizens did—got up a petition inviting the 
same candidates to make the run over again, and I signed it, and afterwards I 
sa tee the whole of the People's ticket, 

2. You are a farmer; do you own s farm? ` 

A. No, sir; I work on Col. Tom Swangeon's place. 

Q. Is there much bitterness of feeling between the colored people, those who 
vote the People’s ticket and those who vote the straight Republican ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; there is s right smart of bitterness. 

Q. What is the cause of it? 

A. I think it is a)l caused by those white Republicans there amongst us who 
stir up strife and try to run themselves into office, and all such things as that, 
ve lave got some good, honest Republicans there, but those are the office- 
seekers. 

Q. Who do you mean by some of those white Republican leaders who stir up 
this strife? 

A. I mean such men as Hackworth and Schutze, 

Q. S. A. Hackworth? 


A. Yes, sir; abusing us; and they even sow the seed of discord among the 
women, and they commence talking. 

Q. Isn't it a sort of tyranny that they try to exercise to compel these colored 
ponme to vote the local Republican ticket? 


es, sir. 
Q. You know what ostracizing means, don’t you? 
A. Ithink I do, 
Q. Is there not a general system of ostracism there? 
A. Yes; that is just what it is. 
Q. And these colored people render your life almost unbearable, simply be- 
cause you — with the Democratic party for the People’s ticket? 
A. Yes, sir, 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Secretary to turn to page 502 and read the 
testimony of John Levin. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN LEVIN. 
John Levin, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 
By Mr, Evstis: 

Q. What is your full name? 

A. John Levin. 

Q. How old are you? 
I am fifty years old. 
. Where do you live? 
. I live at Brenham, Washington County, Texas, 
. How long have you lived there? 

A. About twelve years; since 1875, 

Q: Whatis your business? + 

A. Iam engaged inthe newspaper business; Iam part publisher and editor 
of the Brenham Banner. 

Q. What are the politics of that paper? 

A. Democratic. 
ye Do you know Mr., S. A, Hackworth, one of these memorialists? 


Yes, sir. 
Q oe you know Mr. Schutze? 
. Ido. 
Q. Do know Mr. Moore? 


A, Ido. 

Q. What is the general standing and reputation of Mr. Hackworth in that 
community? 

A. It is not goed. 
x aR What is the standing and general reputation of Mr. Schutze in that neigh 

? 

A, It is not good, not good at all. 

Q. Do you mean by that it is bad? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In both cases? 

A. Yes, sir, 


By Mr. TELLER: 


Q. Both of them are bad? 
A. Yes, sir. 


By Mr. Eustis: 


Q. What is the standing and general reputation of Mr. Moore? 
at Mr. Moore has stood reasonably fair in the community up to the last elec- 

ion. 

Q. Do you know what is the reason that the general reputation of Mr. Hack- 
worth is not good there; why is it bad? 

A. Principally on account of politics—that is, his actions politically, and his 
failure to pay his debts, and a genérally meddlesome disposition. 

Q. He has held office there in that county? 

A. Since I have been there he has held the office of justice of the ce. 

Q. How do you account for the bad reputation and standing of Mr. Schutze 
in that community? 

A. His general conduct has been such as to bring him into disrepute. 


oror 
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mblican in that 


Q. poon know wheta: the mere fact of amen banga He penan 


community has anything to do with his business or 

A. None whatever. . 

Q. Do you know that it is a reason for his leaving that community; do you 
know that the mere fact of a man being a Republican isa reason for his leaving 
om 5 acy en ag ? 

s o not, 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Secretary to turn to the testimony of Mr. E. 
Rouse, upon 541, and read it. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TESTIMONY OF E. ROUSE. 
E. Rouse, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Eustis: 

Q. What is your name? 

A. E. Rouse. 

Q. What is your age? 

A. I am forty-six years of age. 

Q. Where do you live? t 

A, In Brenkam, Washington County, Texas, 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. I have lived in the county twenty years. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Iam a mechanic, anda dealer in oils, paints, and colors, 

Q. What are your politics? 

A. Ihave always voted independent; just as I ponesi rej 
J have voted for what I thought was the best man. Ihavevo 
Democrats, and Greenbackers. 

Q. Do you know Mr. S, A. Hackworth? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is his general reputation and standing in that community? 
A. Mr. Hackworth’s reputation is bad, sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Schutze? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is his separates and standing in that community? 

A. Still worse, I think. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Moore? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How does he stand ? 

A. Mr. Moore has always stood very well in our county up to this last elec- 
n. 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Secretary to turn to page 545, and read the 
testimony of J. M. Wesson. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF J, M. WESSON. 
J. M. Wesson, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Eustis: 
Q. What is your full name? 
A. J. M. Wesson. 
Q. How old are you? 
A. Lam twenty-three years of age. 
Q. Where do you live? 
A, In Navasota, Grimes County, Texas. 
Q. What is your business? 
A. Iam a lawyer by profession, 
Q. Are you in the militia? 
A. Yes, sir; I am captain of a militia company there, 
Q = emba last were you and your company ordered to Graball? 
. Xes, sir. 
Q. By whom? 
A, Ireceived a telegram from Adjutant-General King. 
Q. Is he the adjutant-general of the State? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was that telegram ? 
A. I haven't the te! with me, but as near as I remember it—— 
Mr. Spoonrr. See if this was it; I guess it was: 


“ AUSTIN, TEX., November 8, 


ess of y. 
for Republicans, 


“ Capt. J. M. Wesson, Navasota: 


“Put your company under arms and report to J. H. Roberts, secretary of the 

citizens’ meeting. Preserve the peace at all h 
“W. H. KING, Adjutant-General.” 

The Witness, That is the telegram: 

Q. How many men did you e with you? 

A. Sixteen men of my company besides myself. 

Q. You went to Graball at once? 

A. Yes, sir; to Lott’s Store, very near to Graball—a mile and a half on the 
other side of Graball. 

Q. When did you get there? 

A. zo there about half pas 11 o'clock that night. 

Q. t day of the month was it? 

A. It was the Sth of November. 

Q. To whom did you report? 

A. When I arrived there I found some members of the citizens’ committee. 
I did not go to Mr. Roberts’s house; I sentsome of my men there, though. We 
were distributed then among the houses of the citizens in the vicinity. I think 
three of the men went to one house, and they were distributed around in that 
Nig S There was no reporting done to any one that night, though I reported 
to Mr. Roberts next morning at a citizens’ meeting held near Lott’s Store. 

Q. You wentthere armed and equipped? 

A. We went as militiamen to preserve the Re. 

Q. What did you understand from Mr. Roberts or the citizens was the occa- 
sion of your going there? 

A, I underst that they had been alarmed by reports from the negroes in 
the vicinity; that they a trouble with them. 
Q. What do you mean by trouble? 
ba avers apprehended that their houses would be burnedand that they would 


Q. That the white people would be? 
A. Yes, sir; the white people, the white Democrats of the ibeaaes' 
Q. In other words, you understood there would be an uprising of the 
in that locality? 
Mr. Spooner. He is an intelligent man; let him tell. 
Z ver hors me pay hended ha! prehen 
. Yes; s whai ey apprehen or whatthey seemed to d. 
Q. And that is what you understood was the reason and aore Ks of your 
goin nas captain of a militia company? 
3 es, sir, 
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Q ares there by the adjutant-general of the State? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long did you remain there? 

A. We arrived there, as I said, about 11 o'clock on the night of the Sth, and we 
aeines there all day on the 9th, leaving about sundown, and returning to 

Navasota. 

Q. You say you scattered your men around? 

A. I scattered them around that night for lodgings. As Isay, next morning 
we all got together and remained together while we were in the county, 

Q. Where did you remain together, at what place ? 

A. As I said, they had a renee near Lott’s Store, and we left Lott's Store and 
went to Flewellen, where the killing of Bolton had taken place. 

Q. How far is that from Lott’s Store? 

A, I should judge it was about 4 miles. We got there about 10 or 11 o'clock 
the next morning and remained there several hours, and then returned home 
bya apmewhat circuitous route; it was sundown before we got out of the 
county. 

Q. on you left everything appeared to be quiet? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you considered that you had fulfilled your orders? 

A. Yes, sir; I saw no further necessity for remaining. 

Mr. COKE. I desiretosay that this is the captain of a military com- 
pany, who is represented by these memorialists to have been sent to 
Washington County to bulldoze and overawe the Republicans and ne- 
groes. His statement shows that they were in the county only about 
a day and a half; that they were ordered there to preserve the peace, 
and finding that the alarm was unnecessary, they returned home. 

I now ask the Secretary to turn to page 548 and read the testimony 
of B. S. Rogers. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TESTIMONY OF B. S, ROGERS, 
B.S. Rogers, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows; 
By Mr. Evstis: 

Q. What is your full name? 

A. Ben 8. Rogers. 

Q. How old are you? 

A. I am thirty-five years old. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. In Brenham, Tex. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. I have lived in Brenham a little over two years, perhaps three years, but I 
have lived near there for about twenty years. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Iam a practicing lawyer. 

Q. Did you ever hold any office ? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam pee Gece reef of Washington County at the present time, 

Q. How long have you held that office? 

A. Since 1884. 

Q. You were elected in 1884? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And re-elected in 1886? 

A. Yes, sir. 

5 Q. mia you conduct the inquest over the bodies of the three negroes who were 
ung 

A. Yes, sir; I was present during the inquest. 

Q. Were you present there in an official capacity? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Under the law of the State? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Representing the State? 

A. Representing the State in the examination. 

Q. Did you use all proper efforts to discover who the parties were who com- 
mitted that act? 

A. Every possible effort that I could use was put forward in that investigation 
to ascertain who it was who hing them. 

Q = = take an active part in the last canvass? 

. Yes, sir. : 

Q. Did you hear any of those speeches made by the Republican leaders? 

A. I heard a great many of them. 

Q. Were they what = would call incendiary speeches, some of them? 

A. Ido not know that I would term them that. Iher made use of a great 
many expressions and declarations that had a tendency to discontent the negroes 
and make them dissatisfied with their condition. 

Q. I mean did you hear any appeals made to their prejudices as colored peo- 
ple, or to their fears as ignorant people? 

A. Yes, their speeches that tendency. 

Q. Go on and state what you recollect about it. 

A. Ido not know that I could give what each or any of the speakers said 
ticularly, except in a few instances perhaps. Some of the Republican speakers 
made use of the language that “the Democrats won't let you eat with them, 
won't let you sleep with them, won’t let you visit their families, or sit in their 

rlors, or converse with their daughters, and I do not see why you should vote 

for them,” and such expressions as that. 

Q. What else do you remember, if anything, showing the general character 


of their es? 
A. Well, they would go on and tell the magnons that the Democratic tariff was 
the cause of their situation, was the cause of their being poor, and the cause of 
their cotton being worth but 6 or 8 cents, and the cause of their getting a low 
price for peak sree of the cotton, that it was occasioned by the tariff; also that 
the earthq es we were having at Charleston at the time were visitations of 
Providence upon the Democratic party for their treatment of the negroes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was a joke, wasn’t it? 

Colonel Grpprsas. No, sir; it was not. 

Q Do you know anything about that letter which was written to Judge Kirk 
and which has been pa in evidence? 

A. I do not, except that I saw it about the time he received it, 

Q. Did you write it? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Do you know who wrote it? 

A. Ido not know; I have not the least idea, 

= o you know S. A. Hackworth? 

. Yes, sir. 5 
Q. What is his general standing and reputation in that community? 
— Wırsess. In the community at Brenham? 


r. es. 
A. Well, I will say, from the way it is discussed there, it is bad. 
By Mr. SPOONER : 
Q. You are asked what his general reputation is, Do you speak of it priorto 
the excitement of the last election? s 7. p 
A. Yes,sir; I mean ever since I haye known him, 
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By Mr. Evstis: 
It has not improved since, has it? 


. Not that I know of, 
ebaracter, standing, and reputation of Mr. Schutze 


. As bad as it bly could be in the community. 
What is Mr. Moore’s reputation and standing? 
I think he stands better than Mr. Schutze. 
Do you know anything about any threats being made against either of 
tlemen, compelling them to leave there? 
No, sir; I do not. 
Did you hear of anything except what occurred at that meeting? 
I did not hear that; I was not present. 
Did you hear among the leading Democrats there any statements or dec- 
Aroia mada Go Siva eileen tant Meaty seaercien. toexpel those men from that com- 
munity 

A. No, sir. The nearest I heard towards anything of that kind was when 
these men were going around the streets and making thesestatements. George 
Campbell told me that Mr. Potter had just told him that they had carried the 
election, and rather than submit to being kept out of the offices they would re- 
sort to shotguns, or somethingof that kind. That was the only direct and pos- 
itive assertion I heard on that point, but the rumor was that they were going 
around with that report among the negroes, and I had heard Democrats say if 
that was to be the result that such men ought not to be permitted to stay there; 
Ido not know that any names even were called. 

Q. That report did e then, that Mr. Potter had said they would resort to 
the shotgun? 

A. Yes, sir; it was all over Brenham. 

Q. In order to reeover possession of those offices? 

A. Yes, sir; if it was necessary to resort to arms or shotguns that they would 


so. 

Q. There was also a report that those things had been stated to the negroes 
there ; do I understand you to say that? 

A. Yes, sir; that was my understanding from what Mr. Potter told Mr. Camp- 
bell, that that was what they intended to do. 

Q. Did you w that he said that any negroes had been informed of 
that purpose? 

A. No, sir; Mr. Campbell did not state. 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Secretary to turn to page 558 and read the 
testimony of Lewis R. Bryan. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TESTIMONY OF LEWIS R. BRYAN, 
Lewis R. Bryan, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 


By Mr. Eustis: 


Q. What is your full name? 

A. Lewis R. Bryan. 

Q. What is your age? ‘ 

A. Lam Eroniy onni years old. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. In Brenham, Washington County, Texas. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. I have lived in the town of Brenham about six years, but have lived in 
Washington County for twenty-four years, 

Q. What is your ? 

A. Iam a lawyer. 

Q. What are your politics? 

A, Tam a Democrat. 

Q. Have you had any regular Democratic nominations in that county since 
1884? 


A. We have not. Iwill go on and state about that matter, knowing of course 
what you want, and it save time. In 1884, just as the other witnesses have 
stated here.the condition of our county had been, from a tew years atterthe war 
up to 1884,a peculiar one, The county had been mainly under Republican rule. 
I wish to state here that Washington County isa Republican county, It is un- 
derstood that on a party vote on national and State issues the majorities 
in Washington County pope ap 600 to 800 or 900 in favor of the Republicans. 
My recollection is that id gota majority of some 800 votes over General 
Hancock in 1880, and Blaine’s majority was some 600 or700 over Mr, Cleveland. 
The statement was made by some one here 
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The German vote is can with the exception of a few old 
Germans who came there prior to the war. The mostof the Germans in our 
county have come there since the war and they are generally Republicans. 
They are these gentlemen we have here with us as witnesses. We had a com- 
missioner’s court, and from 1882 to 1884 Mr. Hodde was on that court; I forget 
who was with him. Atany rate, there were two men, and they were a sort of 
check on what seemed to have been maladministration prior to that time. 
Things had Ppt oer, Racy were mage to worse until finally we had such an ex- 

ing state of affairs that in 1884 a card was publi: in the Brenham 
Banner (I think Mr. Haynes, one of the witnesses here, signed that call among 
others) calling the citizens to meet in Brenham in the summer of 1884, prior to 
the election, ive of politics, in order to get out a ticket composed of the 
best men of both parties, meeting was held. 

I know there were men therein that , numbers of them, who were 
well known to be rove Seana Of two of those men who were in that meet- 
ing one was a can on the People’s ticket at that time, and at this last 
election I believe they were on the Republican ticket, thus showing that it was 
an independent movement. The ticket was a People’s ticket; there was no 
Democratic ticket her forward, Colonel Giddings and Mr. Eldridge, who was 
a witness here, and other men who are prono: men, believed in an 
organization of the party; the older Democrats, as we them, denounced 
the whole movement and were not in sympathy with us. But it was carried 
forward by the young men of the county, who went into it with the German 
Republicans, A soot many of the negroes also joined in movement. At 
this same election Mr. Moore, who is here, was a bolter from his He did 
not get the nomination for sheriff and he made a split in the ticket and ran as 
an independent candidate, and that, I believe, assisted somewhat in demo: 
ing the Republicans; it was a sort of free fight or race. 

Q. That was in 1884? ° 

A. Yes, sir; to show thatI will state that I voted for R. J. Moore, a ne; 

date for the Legislature, who was in sympathy with usin supporting the 

' ticket. I voted for Lewis Jones for constable in Brenham (he is a col- 

ored man) against two white candidates for the place, tor which I got very 
heartily cursed by the friends of the white men, for voting for a negro Repub- 
lican pns ei both the other candidates were white Í Jemocrats; but what I thought 
was, ewer huey’ & man should vote as he pleased,and vote for the best men—the 
men who we thought were the best ~eadidates before the people, We elected 


our officers on this People’s ticket, and the result, I think, fully justified our 
i I know that in Brenham I 


of Democrats did also. 


By Mr. EVARTS: 


Q. What was the object of that petition; what did you ask to have done? 

A. The petition asked the present incumbents to stand for re-election. The 
object I had was (and many who signed it expressed to us the same statement) 
that as we were satiafied with the county administration of the officers as they 
then stood, taking it as a whole, we wanted to re-elect them; we thought we 
would ask them to stand for re-election again. Times were very hard in our 
county, and they were especially worse at each election because of the demor- 
alized condition of the negroes, their leaving their work and failing to gather 
the aropa in the fall. a baerynee Phi eerie section had a bad effect in that 
way; they were out at nights attending political meetings, neglected gatheri 
their crops, and they didn't give their work the same attention that they praties| 
to. I know thatsome of the merchants there spoke of that; they had made ad- 
vances to them which they could not repay, and the farmers said they napos 
there would be a quiet election, so that the negroes would stay at home and 
gather their crops and attend to their business; that it would be so much better, 
for the county, J know some of the Republicans spoke in same way, busi- 
ness men who signed this petition. I know at thiselection several gentlemen 
told me, Captain Smith and Mr. Conch and other men who were the most pro- 
nounced Democrats and extreme men, too, partisans, that they voted for Lock- 
ett on the Republican ticket. They said they did not consider that there was 
any politics in it, and there was no Democratic ticket in the field. 


By Mr. Evsris: 


Q. Mr. Lockett, I understand, was indorsed by the Republicans. 

A. Mr. Lockett was the regular Republican nominee. Mr. Minkwitz was the 
one who had run before on the People’s ticket, and who was called upon in this 
petition to run; was included in it. 

Q. Do you know Mr, S. A. Hackworth? - 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. How long bave you known him? 

A. Ever since I can recollect, by reputation, and a good many years person- 


ly. 
Q. What is his standing and general reputation? 
A. Itis bad, sir, 

Q. In that community, you mean? 

A. Yes,sir; itis bad. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Schutze? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Medea is his standing and general reputation? 

Q. Do you know Mr. Moore? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is his standing and general reputation? 

A. Mr. Moore, among the Republicans, that is, among the Germans, stood well. 
Mr. Moore stood well among the German Republicans, but am the Demo- 
crats his reputation was little better than the others; he conducted himself more 
decently, however. He had held offices th:t did notrequire the handling of an 
Hona ae was district clerk and was never charged with malfeasance or fos 
administration, 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Secretary to turn to page 582, and read the 
testimony of D. C. Giddings. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF D. C, GIDDINGS, 

D. C. Giddings, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows: 

By Mr. Evstis: 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. I reside in Brenham, Washington County, Texas, 

Q. What is your age? k 

A. Lam fifty-eight years of age. 

Q. Have you ever held any ofice? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What office? 

A. Iwas a member of the constitutional convention of Texas in 1866, and 
served three terms in Congress, in the House of Representatives, in the Forty- 
second, Forty-third, and Forty-fifth Congresses, I think. 

Q. In regard to these out , the raiding on the ballot-boxes and so on, I 
want you to state what possible connéction any of these disturbances have had 
with the Congressional election in 1886? 

A. None whatever. 

Mr. Spooner. You do not mean that, do you? 

Mr. Eustis. Yes, 

Mr. Sroorrr. All right, then. 

The Witness. I meant this, that had the entire vote of Washington County 
either been counted out, or all had been counted in for the opposing candidate, 
for Colonel Mills, he would still have been elected. $ 

Mr. Srooner. You do not mean to say that it did not have any connection 
with the Congressional result? 

The Wrrxess. I say it did not affect the result. 

Mr, Spoonrr, That is another thing; that is what I think. 

Q. Was there any canvass or any excitement with reference to the Congres- 
sional election at all? 

A. Colonel Mills made two or three speeches in the county. There was no 
other canvass, and no particular interest felt; that is, it was regarded that Col- 
onel Mills was so far ahead of his competitor that he was in no danger, and 
that no necessity existed for exertion on his part or on the part of his mds; 
that he was entirely safe in the election. 

Q. That was generally understood, was it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have anything to do in the late canvass? 

A. No, sir; nothing atall. Etook no part in the election. I will state this: 
Iam a Democrat, and have believed in keeping op the Democratic organiza- 
tion and making a square fight, eyen if we got whipped. I took no part in the 
formation of the People's ticket in 1884, and made no canva~s, and took no 
in the election of 1886 except to go to the polls and vote, and was not out of my 
office more than five or ten minutes during y. 

Q. Did you ever, in private, toanybody, advise violence 


y Republicans? 
A. Neveronearth. I will statethis in relation to that El Hall meeting. 
The day those negroes were broughtup, there were quitea number of men from 


the county who came into town, and some of them came into my office and made 
their statements, and among them was Squire Vernon, who held theiinguest. I 
talked with him with reference to the testimony elicited on that on, and 


was informed they were going to have a meeting of the citizens, and I wasasked 


to attend it, and was notified, probably not more than an hour ora half an 
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before the meeting occurred, I was informed, and knew from my intercourse 
with those who came into my office, that there was a deal of excitement, 
The belief there was (and it was universal so far as I know; I heard no contra- 
diction of it) that young Bolton had gone to the polls simply to learn how his 
father was running. is father was candidate for connty commissioner; and 
that he went there alone, unarmed, as a peaceable, quiet citizen, and that he had 
been shot down without any provocation whatever; and it was elicited in this 
examination that it was in pursuance of the instructions given to negroesin that 
community—— 

Q. He was shot down by whom? 

A. By a negro named Polk Hill; and that it was in pursuance of instructions 
they had received from Gilder and Lockett, Republicans, who had been sent 
there to manipulate the vote during the day; that they had given the advice to 
the negroes to come to the polls armed and shoot down any white man who 
might come about here. It was described to me that he knocked at the door, 
and was told to come in by the proprietor of the house, and as the door opened 
that he was shot down right in the doorway, and without any sort of provoca- 
tion; that he was alone; in fact, I never heard anything to the contrary until I 
came here as to anybody being along with him; until it was testified to by wit- 
nesses on the stand. There was intense excitement, and I, in the interest of law 
and order, went to the meeting and advised the observance of law, and although 
this provocation was great, and although the character of the speeches that had 
been made, or represented to have been made, by these parties were, as I thought, 
outrageous, and made to ignorant, excitable, and credulous people as the ne- 

oes are known to be, still that the canvass was over, and, as we believed, the 

eople’s ticket had been elected, and that, too, without regard to any of the 
boxes that had been stolen or destroyed. Whether they had been counted or 
not it would not have changed the result. That was the opinion and belief 
there at the time, 

I went to that meeting and took a leading part in it, advising, notwithstand- 
ing all of these things, notwithstanding the outrages that had n committed, 
that the people should be quiet, should observe the laws, should be guilty of no 
violence and no excesses whatever; and I gave that advice publicly, and one of 
the memorialists, I think, in a circular stated, in effect, that but for a hay ea 
violence would have been done to him and others probably that day. But I 
never gave any other advice either publicly or privately. I have always con- 
demned mob law in every instance and never yet have seen a case where I 
thought mob law wasjustifiable. I have always n determined in opposition 
to mob law or violence of any kind, and was on that occasion, and have inva- 
riably, publicly and privately, condemned it and advised our people to submit 
rely upon the law and the remedies known to the law alone for red and 
statement that I ever advised privately to the contrary isabsolutely 

You are a man of property there, I suppose? 

A. Yes, sir; I own some property. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Iam in the banking business and am a dealer in real estate. 

Q. Has there not been a t deal of dissatisfaction there with the local Re- 
publican administration of affairs in that county? 

A. There has been very greatdissatisfaction. The administration of the local 
affairs of the county has been mainly in the hands of the Republican , ac for 
nearly twenty years, up to 1884; and during nearly all that time there has aun 
complaint of frauds, peculation, and of robbery by the squandering of the peo- 
ple’s money by these men and theirassociatesin office, and attempts were made, 
[epee futile, to sei them to preien And I state here that I do not 

lieve that the unpopularity of these men is attributable to the fact of their 
being Republicans at all, but that it is mainly due to their private characters, 
and to the fact of their manipulating the i; rant colored vote, by which they 
placed themselves and other dishonest and incompetent men in »ffice. 

Q. You speak of that as the rule? 

A. Yes,sir; asthe rule. This movementof the People’s ticket was gotten u 
mainly, I think, by Republicans. I took no part in it, did not attend the citi- 
zens’ meeting that brought out the ticket of 1884, and did not sign the petition 
for the same candidates to run again. I wentto the polls and voted for the men 
on the People's ticket that I thought were competent, and where they placed 
men on it whom I did not think competent I scratched them off, 

Q. There has been some testimony here to the effect that the Republican can- 
didates at the last election, the most of them I believe, were men of good char- 
acter. Has not that, in your judgment, been brought about by the very fact 
that the People’s ticket succeeded in 1884? 

A. There was an improvement in their ticket, but I still think the People’s 
— Posies vastly superior as to the qualification, capacity,and integrity of the 
ca tes. 

g You are acquainted, I suppose, with the prominent German business men 
in Brenham? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that not the prevailing sentiment among them, that there ought to have 
been 2 change, regardless of party lines and regardless of color? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. A large number of them supported the People's ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Q. Men who were Republicans? 

A. Ithink the principal property-holders who are Republicans in and about 
Brenham supported the People’s ticket, and many others through the county 
that Lam acquainted with. 

Q. What isthestanding and reputation of S. A. Hackworth? 

A. It is not good; itis bad. 

Q. How about Carl Schutze? 

A. That is also bad, judging from statements mainly by Germans. I know 
but little personally of Mr.Schutze. I never had any transactions with him, 
e bad but little to do with him, but I know he is very unpopular with the 

rmans, 

Q. What about Mr. Moore's standing? 

A. His standing is bad also. 

Q. Do you know re day about those men being obliged to leave, as they 
claim, on account of their being Republicans? 

A. No, sir; I do not think they are obliged to leave on account of their being 
Republicans. I think they were what is termed there ** Republicans for revy- 
enue only;"’ Republicans for the sake of getting office at the hands of the ne- 

ro vote, and when they failed in that, in 1884, their occupation was gone. As 
ey were eking out a miserable existence making a living, it would seem nat- 
ural that they would want to change their location. They had lost caste with 
the best element of the Republican party, and they ake very naturally want 
to leave; and understanding, as they doubtless do, that they would find sup- 
port in the Senate of the United States, it was the opinion—it was my opinion. 
at least—that they came on here purposely to pose as martyrs, with a view of 
recognition in a Federal position of some sort. 


By Mr. SPOONER: 


Q. They could not expect to get any very remarkable Federal position atthe 
hands of a Democratic administration, even with a Republican Senate? 
A. Ido not know about that, but I know there are a good many Republicans 
holding positions under the Democratic administration. 
By Mr. Evsris: 


Q. You mean by “posing as political martyrs” that they would, by being per- 


= 


secuted, as they claim, have some right of recognition in case a Republican Pres- 
ident was elected? 
A. Yes, sir; I think that is the sole object. 


Mr, COKE. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word with ref- 
erence to this witness, Colonel Giddings. He is a native of Pennsyl- 
vania. Hecame to Texas when he was twenty-two or twenty-three 
years old, a poor young man, but by his force of character, his ability, 
and his business talent he has long been one of the wealthiest men in 
Texas. I suppose his draft among those who know him in New York 
would be as good for a quarter of a million dollars as the draft of any- 
one else there. He has been three times elected to Congress. He is 
known to many gentlemen in this Chamber and in the other House. 
He is a man of great honesty and of the highest character. 

Among all the contributions—and they have been many—made by 
the State of Pennsylvania to the population of the newer States and 
Territories, she has never sent out of her borders a nobler specimen of 
manhood than De Witt Clinton Giddings, the man whose testimony 
has just been read. I now ask the Secretary to turn to the testimony 
of Robert J. Moore, on page 668. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. MOORE, 
Robert J. Moore (colored) sworn and examined. 
By Senator PUGH: 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. In Md asu dopa Washington County, Texas. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. Ihave been there between eighteen and nineteen years; since 1870, 
Q. About what is your age now? 

A. Between forty-five and forty-seven ; I don’t know my exact age. 

Q. Are you in any position in Washington County? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What isit? 

A. I represent Washi 


n County in the twentieth ure, 
Q. Yourepresent W: 


legislat 
ngton County in the Texas Legislature? 


. Yes, sir. 

Q. To what political party do you belong? 

A. Iam a Republican. 

Q ager ever belonged to any other party? 

. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever voted for any other than Republican candidates? 

A. Yes,sir; I have voted for men that were not Republican candidates; I 
have voted mixed tickets, 

Q. Why did you vote atany time for others than Republicans; ifyou hadany 
reasons, what were they ? 

A. Because the Republican ticket didn’t suit me altogether, 

Q. When were you elected tothe Legislature? 

A. I were elected at our last general election. 

Q. Was that last year, 1887, or this year? 

A. No,sir; it was two years ago this fall, 1886, 

Q. How many times bave you been elected? 

A, I have been elected three times. 

Q. You say you were elected as a Republican? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who supported you—anybody but Republicans? 

A. I couldn't tell you who all supported me; I was elected. 

Q. I mean did you have any opposition? 

A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Did any Democratic candidate run you? 

A. Yes, sir; once—well, twice; I don’t know but that there wasa Democratic 
candidate against me every time; I don’t know for certain. 

Q. There were Democratic candidates running against you every time you 
were elected? 

A. Hold, right there. I know there were candidates; whether they were 
brought out by the Democratic party or not I can’t say, but there were Demo- 
cratic candidates against me 
Q. a yoa were elected and declared elected in that county? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. a you there at the election in 1886? 

A. yes, sir. 

Q. wil you tell us all you know about the character of that contest, the clec- 
tion in November, 1885? 

A. Well, sir, I know nothing more than what I have heard aboutit. Iwasa 
candidate, but I never went to but one box, the box I served at; that was the 
Graball box,and I went there and staid perhaps a couple of hours, and then right 
back home, and didn’t go there again until they were counting the votes, some 
three or four or five days afte: I can’t recollect exactly how long. I went 
back home that night and staid at home for three or four or five days until, I 
believe, the last day that they were counting the votes. 

Q. You were a Republican candidate for the Legislature in that election in 


1886? 

A. Yes, sir; I always run as a Republican. 

a bin were elected, were you, that year to the Legislature from Washington 
un 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q Sore was the time you were elected for the term you are now serving? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know anything about the feeling, the excitement, that was gotten 
up, if there was any more than usual? Ifso, what was the cause of it? 

The Witsess. In that election? 

Senator PucH. Yes; in that election of 1886 in that county. Tell what the 
a was, what the contention was, if any, and what officers were to be 
elected. 

The Wirxess, I know of no trouble before the election or during the canvass 
more than just heated debates with one another; that is, before the election. 

; You had a contest, as you always had in such elections; was there any dif- 
erence? 

A. Yes,sir, We canvassed the county as we usually do—one party against 
another—and of course they had some pretty fiery debates during the can 
but there was no fighting that 1 know of; if there was any I didn't know it. 

a A EE whom was the principal opposition made; the county officers, or 
whom 

A. The opposition were altogether against the county officers, pret merally. 
Of course, ke man tried ry elscted. but the poole ih rots ip in- 
terested in the county officers than the State officers, that is, representatives, 

Q. In Washington County? 

A. Yes, sir; in that county, 
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Q. What was the reason there was more excitement about the election of 
county officers? 

A. The reason of that simply was that the county officers paid better than the 
re ntative’s office, and of course they were more interested in it. 

Who were the candidates for the county offices? 

A. I don’t know that I could name them all from memory, but I can name 
some of them. Judge Kirk was on the People’s ticket for county judge, and 
Judge Schutze was on the Republican ticket; well, I can't say that it was the 
Republican ticket, because the way that we have—I will give it to you just as it 
was:, It was not a Republican ticket, as I understood it; in fact, that ticket 
Wasn't made as the Republicans always make a ticket, 

Q. Which ticket? 

A. The ticket that Schutze ran on. He wasin opposition to Judge Kirk; Mr. 
Fricke was in opposition to Mr. Dever for sheriff. I can’t name all of them ex- 
pees A but the county collector and sheriff and treasurer they took more inter- 
est es that election than they did any other county officers, because the offices 

tter. 
"a. Whom did on support in that election for those county offices? 
. I supported every one on the Citizens’ ticket? 


By Senator TELLER: 


Q. The Citizens’ ticket? 
A, The People’s ticket, 


By Senator Pues: 


Q. Give your reasons for voting that ticket. 
A. Simply because every one on the other ticket was voting for me, 


By Senator TELLER: 

Q. The other candidates were working against you? 

A, Yes, sir. I do believe that perhaps there may have been a few candidates 
that were running that perhaps may have supported me, but I didn’t know it, 
because I believe they thought more of me than they did of the man I was run- 
ning against. IfI got any votes among the candidates that were running on 
the ticket—on Judge Hackworth’s ticket—if I got any votes on that ticket at all 
among the candidates, it was the white candidates. Iam satisfied of that, be- 
cause of the two men, I believe, every one has told me as far as I was concerned 
I was in the wrong place, but as men they liked me the best, oras well: Idon’t 
know any white men were running but what preferred meto the man running 
against me, but at the same time they couldn't do better than to make the can- 
“3 gobo posed by Mr. Hackworth, or did h rt you? 

ou were o T. orth, or e support you 

A. I don’t tekis believe that Judge Hackworth opposed me, but, of course, 

he was on the other side, and he worked, of course, me. 


By Senator PUGH: 
Q. You say Schutze was a candidate againet Kirk? Was Schutze nominated 
by the Republicans? 


A. No, sir, 

Q. How did he come to be a candidate? 

A. I will tell you if you will give me time. We usually, in Texas, and have 
been ever since 1870—our counties have been divided up into what is known as 

recincts—and we usually at each precirct have a p net meeting just before 
The ticket is made, and elect delegates to g to Brenham, our county seat, to 
make a Republican ticket. That is what divided Judge Hackworth and me. 
Judge Hackworth and others and Blunt were in favor of just calling a mass 
meeting, and letting people in mass make a ticket. I opposed it. I reasoned 
with the other Republicans and did all I could to keep them from doing it. I 
didn’t think the colored people would understand it, but I could do nothing 
with them, and hence they met and attempted to overrun me the people. 
We called a vote on it when we met in county convention. We made s es. 
But still, when we called the vote the people were with me, and the an 
wouldn’t put the question, but got down out of his seat and went downstairs 
and wouldn’t put the vote, 

Finally, after the people had gone away, in the night, he goes up there, and 

on the street and around town and gets a few of them into the hall again 
Rat night, after telling the people that they would meet again some two weeks 
hence. But he goes back that night and calls a m , and of course then he 
tried to carry a vote for a mass meeting. Then it was strong for him, and 
the meeting broke = arow. Later I had to goto Austin for some purpose. 
I think some weeks later they met there again. I was not in the meeting. I 
got back the very day of the meeting. Several came and invited me up to the 
mecting. I told them I was wearied and worn out and didn’t care to go; that 
I was wearied and worn ont. But the people had told me positively not to have 
anything to do with it, and if I did they would never uphold me again. They 
errre ta this mass meeting to have made this ticket. 

Q. Whom do you mean by “ the people ’—colored people, Republicans? 

A. The Republicans, the colored people that had always supported me for 
twenty years; ever since I had been there. feng told me they didn’t believe 
in a mass-meeting making a ticket, and as such they told me if I had anything 
to do with it they wouldn ee get me, 

Q. You say Schutze was made a candidate in that way? 

A. Yes, sir; in that way. 7 

Q. Tell about the relations of the two races there, the white and black people, 
in Washington County, during the time you haye been there. If there is any 
trouble, or feeling, or contention, or discord between them, what is the cause 
of it? Tell what you know, and about how they stand together in that county. 

A. As much as [ know I will try to tell you. I have been there since 1870—I 
told youthe length of time. We have been electing the Republican ticket right 
straight along up till six or eight years ago, and then we commenced mixing 
our ticket together. That was caused by a split in the Republican . Un- 
til we had this split we have always elected our Republican ticket from bottom 
totop. But our parties became divided, and we have been a divided party ever 
since. 

Q. What are the causes of the division? 

‘The Witxess. You want me to tell you? 

Senator PuGH. Yes; thatis the reason Iask you the question. 

The Witness. Very well; I will take pleasure in Sey, taras We had two 
very Fonnen men in our county, Mr. Harvin and Mr. yton. At the first 


split Í was chairman'of the county convention, and theirnames were presented 
to that convention, Harvin was nominated fairly and honorably and hon- 
estly. 

By Senator TELLER: 


Q. For what office? 

A. The office of county collector, the largest office, as I look at it, and the best 
paying office in the county. Judge Hackworth, for some cause, I don’t know 
what it was, and Blunt and Caine and quite a number of others,/bolted the con- 
vention and run Clayton anyhow. They made up a ticket after we had come 
out of the convention, and run a man by the name of Clayton. That split the 
Republican party. Land Judge Hackworth can the count; one 
another, fought one another politically all over the county, but I thim and 
elected my man, and since that time we have had a little split all the way up. 
I am sorry to say that, while the judge is a good Republican, he was the cause 
of our split Before that there wasn’t a sign of any bolt, but from that time 


they have been bolting more or less ever since. But before that time they 
would vote for any! y that I or Judge Hackworth or any influential Repub- 
lican told them to vote for. 


By Senator PUGH: 


d% I understand you to say that the feeling of opposition and excitement was 
mainly in regard to the election for the office of county judge, _ 

The WityNess. Last election? K 

Senator Pues. And in 1886. 

The Wrrsess, Yes, sir; I believe that was about the only real excitement, 
with one or two exceptions, at precincts. I have heard of it, but I have never 
seen it. Most of the excitement was created, as a general thing, from Mr. 
aca and Judge Kirk, I believe there was great opposition; of course I 

now it, 

Q. The contest between these two men was the cause of the excitement at the 
election that year? 

A. Yes, sir; there was great opposition to Schutze, more than to any of the 
other candidates that were running, I think, The Democratic party didn’tlike 
Schutze, and they were opposed to having him as a candidate, and they did 
everything to beat him. 

_Q. What was the ground of the opposition to Schutze—that he was a Repub- 
lican, or why were they against him? Was it on account of his politics, or on 
account of his character as a man? 

A, All lever heard speak about it opposed him on account of his character, 

Q: On account of his personal character? 

A, On account of his personal character; yes, sir. 

2 ono opposed by many Republicans? 


es, sir. 

Q. About what was the extent of the opposition to him in the Republican 
an Phe & quarter,ora half? How much opposition did he have from 

epublicans for that office? 

A. I couldn’t exactly say. 

Q. What is your best judgment? 

A. All I could give you my best judgment about, sir, is, he was vanced by 
me, for one, and by my influence. 1 didn’t want to see Judge Schutze el $ 
A good many colored people have been against him, I couldn’t say how many, 
and there would have been quite a number voted against Mr. Schutze. We 
taught our Republicans down there not to scratch the ticket, but Judge Hack- 
worth got up aticket—I say he got it up because he told me he did—that 
couldn’t be scratched; you to vote that ticket or not vote it. Ofcourse, all 
the colored men wanted to vote the Republican ticket; then if you scratched it 

‘ou couldn’t insert another name, and many voted for him,and not only for 

im but for others because they couldn't make that change. I know that Mr, 
Schutze got votes that he wouldn't vavo pus had it not been for that ticket. 

Q. You say that Mr. Hackworth e that statement publicly, that they 
couldn’t scratch offany man? 

A. Oh, I never heard Judge Hackworth say that publicly. But all we Re- 
publicans thought it was time to vote the square Republican ticket. Some had 
tickets that had namesof both candidates printed on them so they could scratch 
one name off, If Blunt and I were running against each other, the tickets would 
have both our names on, and then ifthe voters wanted to vote for me they would 
scratch Blunt’s name off, or if they wanted to vote for Blunt they could scratch 
me. That is the way they have been — our tickets. 

Q. You say you opposed Schutze publicly; did you not speak of your ob- 
jections to him in your a 

A. Yes, sir. I believe he is the only man that I spoke publicly against. Dur- 
ing the canvass I was running sort of between the parties; I was running be- 
tween the Hackworth ticket and the People’s ticket, and I couldn't say a great 
deal, But when it came right down to the old adage of “diamond cut dia- 
mond,” I thought it was my duty to say to my people not to support Judge 
Schutze,and I told them on one or two occasions not to doit. But to say to 
make s general canvass him, I did not. 

Q. You state that your reasons for opposing him were on account of his per- 
sonal character? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t say that, I said the opposition of the Democratic Ya 
I believed, was because of his personal character. I knew nothing of his per- 
sonal character, but I did know of his meanness, and I oj 
meanness to my people. His personal character I knew nothing about. 

Q eae do you mean by his meanness to your people—the colored people? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q What was his treatment that you say was mean? 

A. He was once in office there, and I felt that he abused Ass people, and they _ 
feltso. He was the means of many of them running off and leaving everything 
they had, and going to Kansas and other p unning about and causing 
their fathers to spend money that they wouldn’t have had to spend, During 
the time he was attorney he would hire men to go around and play with the 
colored people, because they told me so, 

Q. Play cards? 

A. Play cards among the colored people, and then he would pay them a dol 
lar apiece for reporting them. I thought no honorable officer ought to do that” 


By Senator TELLER: 


Q. So he could indict them, do you mean? 
A. So he could indict them, as a sort of detective. 


By Senator PUGH: 


Q. How many were indicted in that way? 
A. God only knows. 


Q. The opposition from the colored Republicans was from those who had 
been reported by him and indicted, was it not? These persons who opposed 
him did it with knowledge that he had reported them for indictment, and got 
pay from them to stop the prosecution ? 

A. Partly so. But the colored people of Washington County didn't want 
Judge Schutze for county judge. They voted for him, as I stated, because he 
Kir on the Republican ticket, and we had ever taught them not to bolt the 
ticket. 

Q. Not to scratch it? 

A. Yes, sir; not to scratch the ticket. 

Q. What was the ee, feeling, friendly or unfriendly, and what is it be- 
tween the whites and blacks in Washington County? 

A. The general feeling has been very good ever since I haye been in Wash 
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ington County. The feeling has been about as well as it could reasonably be 
expected to be in any Soutbern county, The colored people and the white peo- 
Ric have got along. Of course, occasionally we would have trouble. What I 

ve reference to, there is counties and States—I didn’t see it—where they 
don't allow colored people to hold office, and where they give them a great 
deal of trouble at the ballot-box in voting. In Washington County I don’t 
know of but one instance—I don’t know that, I heard it; where I voted there 
is a very large colored vote, and I am always at the polls, and I have never saw 
in the pare of Washington County where Iam (at Washington) any man come 
up and deny any colored man the right to vote. The general feeling has been, 
except the trouble about Bolton and that trouble, very good. 

I believe I could say ete seven outof every ten colored men that get 
into trouble, as a general thing, have got Democrats to go on their bond. I 
know they went on my bond. For instance, the feeling is like this: A man’s 
father was probably a slaye; the children haye grew up; one of those slaves 

ts into trouble, and they will erally go on their bond and get them-out on 

il. They have did that. And really, don't know what we ple down 
there would do in Washington County, Y don't know about anywhere else, but 
it is pretty general all over Texas, if they didn’t go on our bonds and help us, 
there would be hundreds, yes, I reckona thousand, in the jails of Texas to-day. 
a TUT, go to the white people for assistance whenever they need it, do 

ey 

A. They are bound to do it. 

p = nd pey generally get it? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. And they get it from these white people who used to own their fathers? 

A. They are bound to get it from them ; there is no one else to get it from, as 
a general thing. Republicans in Texas, in Washington County, are generally 


poor men, so far as I know. When I speak of Republicans I am speaking of 


Southern Republicans, 

Q. White Republicans? 

A. No, sir; Lam speaking of Southern Republicans, American Republicans; 
this don’t include Germans and others. Iam s; g of American men, men 
who have been Democrats in time and have come over and joined the Repub- 
lican party. I say asa general thing they are not so numerous down there as 
to give all the necessary bonds and to help and give us the aid that we need at 
times in ‘Texas, 

Q. Where was the principal opposition to Schutze from the colored people; 
In ia Siosbiagten ken rally, precinct 1. 

. In Washington t pretty generally, precinct 
& Washington precinct "That is also th in the Chapel Hill precinct. 
. Washington precinct. e case © cl 

Q. And Graball; where is that? 

A. That is in my precinct, 

Q. Graball is the Washington precinct? 

A. Itis in the Washington precinct. 

Q. Then Flewellen; where is that? 

A. That isin my precinct; that is in Washington precinct. 

Q. Flewellen and Graball beats, as some of them here call them, are where 
the principal opposition from the colored people to Schutze came from? 

A, Yes, sir; right there, especially Graball and Flewellen; they rousted him, 
Ibelieve, there more than they did in any other part of Washington County. 

Q. Do you know anything about the destruction of boxes and all that trouble 
about the rotent 

A. No, sir; I do not know who destroyed the boxes. 

Q. Youdo not know anything about that? 

A. No,sir; Idon’t know who did it. 

Q. How have colored people been treated there by the county officials in re- 

. a jury trials, sitting on juries, their rights in courts, and all that sort of 


ng 

A. I believe they have been treated very well. Ihave never heard any par- 
ticular complaint. Iam hardly ever at Brenham—that is, during court time— 
unless I am summoned there, and I don’t know that I have ever been sum- 
moned there more than once or twice. But I have heard no complaint. 

Q- You have heard no complaiut abont the colored people not getting all the 
rights to which they-are entitled from the Democratic officials in that county? 

A. No, sir; that is, if there is anything of that I know nothing ofit, I know 
that they trci t me the same asa Republican. IfI have business with them I go 
in there, and they treat me just like any other officer would. They have some 
colored men in there, employed there, around about the court-house. They 
have a colored constable there, and other officers, They have never bothered 
us in our holding oftices, or anything like that. We have been beating them 
at elections all the time until five orsix years ago, and then we commenced mix- 
ing upour ticket. This last trouble is the only trouble we lave had amongst 
the officers, that I know of. We did have some trouble at Independence, but I 
didn't know what it was exactly, and that has been a year ago, I want to tell 
the truth as near as I can. 
= Mr. Hackworts. Don’t forget Chapel Hill in 1884. Some men were killed 

Jere. 

The Wrrsess. Yes, sir; there was some trouble there. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas if he will consent that 
I may ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the pending reso- 
lution be informally laid aside in order that the residue of the evening 
may be devoted to the Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES. 


During the remarks of Mr. COKE, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Texas to yield that I may 
submit the report of a committee of conference, which I think it im- 
portant to have acted upon. 

Mr. COKE. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The re- 
port will be read, 

* The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the SE ee. votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 139) to credit and pay to the sev- 
eral States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1951, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
such person as shall in each case apply therefor, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that such applicant was at the time of the sales hereinafter mentioned the 


owner, or is the heir at law or devisee of the legal owner of such lands as 


were sold in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke’s, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, under the said acts of Congress, the value of said lands in the manner fol- 
lowing, to wit: To theownersof the lotsin the town of Beaufort, one-half of the 
value assessed thereon for taxation ef the United States dircct-tax commissioners 
for South Carolina; to the owners of lands which were rated for taxation by the 
State of South Carolina as being usuall y cultivated, § per acre for each acre 

of returned on the proper tax-book ; to the owners of all other lands, $1 per acre 
for each acre thereofreturned on said tax-book: Provided, Thatinall eases where 
such owners, or persons claiming under them, have redeemed or purchased said 
lands, or any part thereof, from the United States, they shall not receive compen- 
sation for such part so redeemed or purchased, and any sum or sums held or to 
be held by the said State of South Carolina in trust for any such owner under 
section 8 of this act shall be deducted from the sum due to such owner under the 
provisions of this section: And provided further, That in all cases where said 
owners hayce heretofore received from the United States the surplus pri 
arising from the sale of their lands, such sums shall be deducted from the sum 
which they are entitled to receive under this act. That in all cases where per- 
sons, while serving in the Army or Navy or Marine Corps of the United Stai 

or who had been honorably discharged from said service, purchased any of sai 
lands under section 11 of the act of Congress approved June 7, 1862, and such 
lands afterwards reverted to the United States, it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to such personsas shall in each case apply therefor, 


-or to their heirs at law, devisees, or grantees, in good faith and for valuable con- 


sideration, whatever sum was so paid tothe United States in such case. That 
before paving any money tó such persons the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 
quire the person or persons entitled to receive the same to execute a release of 
all claims and demands of every kind and description whateyer azainst the 
United States arising out of the execution of said acts, and alsoa release of all 
right, title, and interest in and to the said lands. Thatthere is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $500,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, to pay for said lots and lands, 
which sum shall include all moneys in the Treasury derived in any manner 
from the enforcement of said acts in said parishes and not otherwise appropri- 
ated. That section 1063 of the Revised Statutes is hereby made applicable to 
claims arising under this act without limitation as to the amount involved in 
such claim: And provided further, That any sum or sums of money received 
into the Treasury of the United States from the sale of lands bid in for taxes in 
any State under the laws described in the first section of this act in excess of 
the tax thereon shall be paid to the owners of the land so bid in and re- 
sold or to their legal heirs or representatives,” 
And the House agree to the same. 
* That the House recede from its amendments numbered 8 and 4, 
JOHN SHERMA 


JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the 

L. B. CASWELL, 

GEORGE E. SENEY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio ask for 
immediate action on the report? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference ? 

The report was concurred in, 

Mr. BLAIR subsequently said: I ask the attention of the Senate for 
a moment to a personal request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his request. 

Mr. BLAIR. — I was called from the room on a matter of importance, 
and, being detained some fifteen minutes perhaps, during my absenca 
the direct-tax bill was passed. I requested the Senator who had it in 
charge that when it was called up I might be notified, as I desired to 
say a word upon the passage of that bill, which I opposed and voted 
against when it was first passed by the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent now for not exceeding five minutes to make 
a statement in regard to that bill, and that my remarks be received 
and considered in connection with its passage. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator move to reconsider ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Isimply desire to say a word by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
being entitled to the floor, the Senator from New Hampshire can pro- 
ceed with his consent. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the direct-tax bill has been much dis- 
cussed in the country, and its general provisions are of course thor- 
oughly understood. Theamountof money that will be returned under 
its provisions to the State of New Hampshire is $185,000, but, notwith- 
standing that this is quite a considerable sum coming to our pockets, I 
felt under the necessity of opposing the bill and voted against it. I 
did so without exvlanation or argument, and before it had become to 
any extent or in any sense a party measure. I opposed it purely and 
simply upon its merits. I gave, however, no reasons for my action 
upon the bill. 

Naturally considerable criticism falls upon those who vote that their 
own States shall not receive money from any source and every source 
by which it can be derived by any process short of theft, and this, cer- 
tainly, is not a process of that description. But it seemed to me that 
it was a proceeding unconstitutional in its character and injudicious 
for many reasons, and therefore I opposed it. Ido not wish at this 
time to enter into any discussion of the legality or constitutionality 
of the measure. I had other practical reasons for opposing the bill, 
one or two of which I desire to mention. 

For a long time there have been claims preferred against the General 
Government by various States, of one character and another, to which, 
by reason of their relations with the General Government,there are 
offsets, or offsets in the way of claims whether they be legal offsets or 
not, and this particular matter of the uncollected tax, which is dueor 
supposed to be due from any of the States, has in discussions and in 
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committee-work and in other more prominent work perhaps often been 
urged as a reply to specific claims which it is exceedingly difficult to 
collect or to establish on behalf of those States. Notable amopg these 
are the swamp-land claims which haye been preferred from time to 
time, and to which it has often been lied in committees and else- 
` where by asking payment of this direct tax, and I think it has been the 
+ sgt of protecting this Government against injurious legislation in 
e past. 
By this bill all these matters are to be wiped out; these States go 
scot-free; and those other claims, which may or may not have legality 
in them—perhaps they may have legality, but certainly nothing of jus- 
tice so far as I understand their merits—are left to find their way to sat- 
isfaction out of the national Treasury, as I believe they will inevitably. 

I should have been very glad to have kept this direct tax due and 
owing from the States who preferred these large claims for swamp lands, 
and perhaps for other reasons I should have been very glad to have 
kept them where they were as a sufficient and perpetual bar to pre- 
vent the collection of what I believe to be, if legally right, morally ex- 
ceedingly wrong. 

But I have still another reason. We have nota great deal of money 
to spare in New Hampshire, and this is a proposition to take out of the 
people’of our State at least $300,000, whereas they will receive not over 
one hundred and eighty or one hundred and eighty-five thousand dol- 
lars by the distribution. 

Mr. President, this is not a proposition to repay to the States the 
money that was collected from them. The money has become merged 
in the general funds of the nation, and went, a quarter of a century 
ago, to preserve its unity and its integrity. That money has gone. It 
is proposed now to return to the States, not that money plus the inter- 
est due thereon, but simply the amount that was originally paid. This 
amount of money now in the Treasury and to be taken out of the Treas- 
ury to be applied in this way is money which bnt for its use of that 
character would be applied upon the national debt or to the current 

of the Government, and it is money which must be replaced 
in the Treasury by taxation now existing or to be imposed hereafter. 
In other words, future collections from the people of New Hampshire 
are to take out of the people of New Hampshire the entire amount of 
money which is now to be returned from the Treasury; and beyond 
that, as I have stated, a very considerable sum in advance. Under 
our system of taxation, as we all understand, the funds in the Treas- 
ury are derived not per capita, but are a mortgage or a ‘lien upon the 
consumption of the various States. The money is paid in the form of 
customs dues, which are ultimately paid by those who consume the 
articles which are imported. It is paid in the impositions upon ar- 
ticles subject to internal-revenue taxation, and from those sources the 
money that is now being taken out of the Treasury will necessarily 
zo a short time be replaced by still further impositions and col- 
ections. 

The people of the State of New Hampshire are consumers; as com- 

with the remaining people of this country, to the extent of at 
east $1.50, where the average is $1. Taking the average of the entire 
country at large and fixing it at 100 cents, you will find that the citi- 
zeus of New Hampshire, by reason of the increased consumption of 
our people, pay of the taxation with which this money is to be re- 
placed at least 50 per cent. more than the average citizen of the 
United States. Thus it is that this $185,000 which is to go to my own 
State is simply a loss to us in the te effect of the operation of 
the bill by very nearly $100,600, or one-half of the whole. 

This is one of those practical reasons which apply directly in refu- 
tation or in extinction of the motive which leads to the enactment of 
the bill. Ours is one of those States obliged to pay at least one-half 
more than they receive thus in advance. I was opposed to the bill, 
although I did not take the time of the Senate to express my reasons. 
I was opposed to the bill because it was a wrong to the people of my 
State in the matter of mere money, and because within the next two 
or three years every dollar of this $185,000 or $200,000 which we are 
to receive we shall replace with one-half as much more in addition 
thereto. 

These are the ideas, very briefly expressed, which I desired to state 
more at length if I had been present when the conference rt was 
called up. 1 ask that they be printed in connection with the adoption 
of the conference report. F 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask leave of the Senator from Texas to say a 
word about the refanding direct-tax bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. COKE. I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not present in the Senate when the report 
of the conference committee was acted upon, but from having seen it 
a day or two ago in the newspapers I am very much of the impression 
that it involves a very heavy expenditure by the United States as re- 

certain parts of that bill, which do not rest upon principles of 
justice and will become a mere gift or gratuity not resting upon any 
foundation of freee or justice at all to some of the States of the 
Union. . Had I been present at the time the matter came up I should 
have endeavored to ask the gentleman in charge of it to explain pre- 
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cisely what was meant and what would be the effect of certain phrases 
in the bill as it now stands. ; 

I am very much afraid that we shall all be surprised one, two, or 
three years hence to see what its outcome is as it regards some of the 
States and as it regards the justice of taking money from the Treasury 
upon such considerations. But as I was not present at the time I have 
no right to move a reconsideration. My apology, or rather my justifi- 
cation, for not being present is the circumstance of my being a mem- 
ber of a joint committee of the two Honses concerning the Washi 
Aqueduct tunnel, which was authorized, and in fact required, in this 
late stage of the session, to come to a conclusion as soon as it may. 

‘I now move, as my friend from Texas, I understand, does not care 
to conclude his remarks to-night, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Vermont if we may not haye 
a brief executive session ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As it is Saturday evening, I think we had better 


wait until Monday. 
The Senator from Vermont moves 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 18, 1889, at 120’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 16, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EMPLOYES OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a statement showing the names and compensation 
of the employés in that Department, the time each has been employed; 
and stating that theirservices are indispensable; which was referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION FOR FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
state relative to the appropriation for contingent expenses of foreign 
missions for the fiscal year 1836; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SMITH, PARIS AND DARDANELLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort 
Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from fort Smith, Ark., 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State 
of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments to this bill are merely verbal, 
the substitution of the word ‘‘of’? for “with,” and “amend” for 
“amended.” 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

J. EDWIN PILCHER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher. 

Mr. CARUTH. I will ask, Mr. Speaker, that the Senate amend- 
ment be concurred in. It simply protects more carefully the inter- 
ests of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendment will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. E 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Insert, after the word ‘* Texas,” the words: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall find that said Pilcher's 
claims are within the elass of claims heretofore paid by the United States out of 


the Texas indemnity fund: And provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be satisfied that said bond and money are genuine: And.” 


There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 
DANIEL M. MAULDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 717) granting anincrease of pension to Daniel 
M. Maulding. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the conference 
requested by the Senate be ted. 

The SPEAKER. The House must first dispose of the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask to non-concur in the Senate amendment 
and agree to the conference. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 


The amendment of the Senate was read at length. 
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There being no objection, the amendment was non-concurredin, and 
the request for a conference acceded to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr, 
LANE, Mr. YODER, and Mr. SPOONER. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to submit a resolution at this time for ref- 
erence to the Committee on Accounts, in regard to additional assist- 
ance in the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr, RANDALL. The matter referred to by the gentleman from 
Texas relates to the employment of an extra force in connection with 
the enrollment of bills; and I think it had better be acted upon with- 
out reference to a committee, as it is manifestly. proper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is an important matter in ex- 
pediting the business in the closing days of the session. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to employ 
for the remainder of this session four expert assistants in the enrolling-room of 
the House, at a compensation to be fixed. by the Committees on Accounts, to be 
paid out of the contingent fand of the House, 


The SPEAKER. 
the resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How does this come before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itcomeson the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. Is there objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Ihave no objection, but move an amendment that 
the compensation be not more than $100 per month. 

Mr. RANDALL. They will be employed only about two weeks, and 
they will be at work night and day. 

Mr.SOWDEN. I withdraw the proposition to amend. 
stand they will be required to work day and night. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. KILGORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM ENGLISH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3721) author- 
izing the President to appoint William English an officer in the regu- 
lar Army of the United States, with a Senate amendment. 

a HOOKER. I-ask unanimous consent to have the amendment 
read. 

Mr. REED. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOOKER, I willstate to thegentlemay that the Senate amend- 
ment is a mere restriction on the bill that was passed last year. 

Mr. REED. I-would like to hear the bill read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask unanimous consent to have the amendment 
read, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be thenacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
int Willam Euglish a second lieutenant in the regular y bles of the United 
tates, and to assign him to any vacancy in said rank existing therein, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The amendment of the Sonate is to insert the words ‘‘ nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate;" so that it will read: “That the 
President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Wiiliam English,” ete, 


Mr. REED. Does this require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does, 

“Mr. REED. Then I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Who is it that objects? 

Mr. REED, I do. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is simply s restriction of the bill that passed the 
Honse at the last session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I request that the bill be retained for the present 
on the Speaker’s table. e 

There was no objection, and that order was made. 

NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER also Inid before the House the bill (H. R. 9677) to 
regulate the course at the Naval Academy, with Senate amendment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3877) toamend 
the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; 
which bite read twice, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Colum 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I under- 


JULIET OPIE H, AYRES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3944) grant- 
ing a peusion to Juliet Opie H. Ayres; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Perry, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Toe Mr. Wurrrxe, of Michigan, for this day, on account of sickness. 


a 


E 


SPECIAL EXAMINERS IN PENSION BUREAU, 


Mr. DARGAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there were appointed, underan act of Congress approved March 3, 
18¢, one hundred anid Afty special examiners, at a salary of $1,600 a year tach) 
with a per diem allowance for subsistence of $3 per day each, with the view of 
sending said examiners to the residence of claimants and witnesses, to make n 
personal examination by seeing claimants and witnesses face to face, and ascer- 
taining the merit of each claim referred to them for this arose. Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish to Con: 

a list of the persons originally appointed under this law and astatement show- 
ing how many of them are still in the service of the United States, and whether 
any of them lave been recalled and assigned to other duty; if so, how many, 
and why these changes have been made, x 


The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the 
foregoing resolution, recommend that the same be amended by striking out the 


word “appointed,” in the frat line, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ author- 
ized,” and that the same as amended be adopted. 


Theamendment was agreed to, and the reso) ution as amended adopted. 

Mr. DARGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYES IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DARGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to presenta privileged report, 


which I send to the desk, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will withhold that for the 
present, 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a privileged report; let it be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman from Maine | Mr. REED] withdraws 
his objection to the matter which I desire to have considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I donot. [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed to read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatthe of the Interior be requested to furnish to the House 
of Representatives the following information, to wit: 

1, The number of clerks or employés appointed in his ot gore since 
March 4, 1885, without examination and certification by the Civil Service Com- 
missioners, classifying them as to grades and compensations. 

2. The number appointed as above that are now within the classified service 

and how many of such peranes appointment, been examined and certified 
by the Civil Service Com loners. 

3. The number of divisions existing on March 4, 18S, which were specific- 
ally provided for by law in the several he f aR A Rt or other acts of Con- 
gress, the chiefs of which were not included in the classified service, with name 
of each division and the amount of compensation of chief in each 
4. Number of divisions provided for as above now in ce, naming them. 
5. Number of divisions recognized by the Department March 4, 1885, naming 


om, 
6. Number of divisions now recognized by the De t, 
7. Number of divisions made or A since p hoai 1855, by bureau or 
departmental order and officered by chiefs or clerks In charge by appointments 
made since 4, 1885, without examination and certification by the Civil 
Service Commissioners, 

8. Number of clerks of class 4 ($1,800), providet for in tho several appro- 
priation acts of Congress, Bppoteses since March 4, 1885, from outside the clas- 
sified service without exam and certification by the il Service Com- 
missioners; the number so appointed from each State and Territory, and the 
several duties to which they wore assigned; also givetheforms used in making 
such appointments. 

9. Number of appointments made since March 4, 1885, as clerks, type-writers, 
or assistants to bureaus, or assistant bureau officers, chief clerks, heads of divis- 
fons, and others, without examination and certification by the Civil Service 
Commissioners, stating the position to which each was a inted and the du- 
ties actually performed by each, and the number so pointed that have been 
subsequently transferred or appointed to the classified service, 

10. Number of clerks or employés in all es appointed since March 4, 1885, 
and Rag number so appointed have subsequently promoted or ad- 
van n sa 7: 

ll, How many of the ten clerks designated as principal examiners of land 
claims and contracts in the Bureau of the General Land Office and provided for 
by act of Congress approved July 11, 1885, Fiftieth Congress, first session, ch, 615, 
1888, have been appointed; from what States or Territories were the several 
appointments made; were the persons so appointed examined and certified by 
the Civil Service Commissioners, and were any of the appointments made from 
clerks employed in the Burcau of the General Land Office, and, ifso, how many ? 
Also, are the persons holding appointments under said act of July 11, 1888, now, 
ied departinental construction of the civil-service law and regulations mado 


ler, within the olnssitiod service? 
ns have been s) nted since March 4, 1885, on the per 

uently transf to the classified service without ex- 
San og poe —— reagents yw Civil Service pose cing yr 

` ether, under the of Congress, appro April 2, 1888, entitled “An 
act to amend section 461 of the Revised Statutes,” ctc,, there has been a desi 
tion as receiving clerk in the Bureau of the General Land OMiee, and, if so, 
whether the designation was made of “onc of the employés of the office," as 
required by the act. Also, show when such designation was mado, and if made 
from outside the office state if the appointee or pasos so designated was exam- 
ined and certified by the Civil Borvics € Commissioners. 
14. What amount bas been itted to lapse and revert tothe Government 
since Mrch 4, 1885, by reason of failure to sp t clerks or rary 4 han provided 


for by specific appropriation, and what on of the amount been turned 
into the Trenmare the United States? “i 


[Nors.—Item il is for the Bureau of General Land Office only.) 

Mr. DARGAN (before the completion of the reading of the resolu- 
tion), Task unanimous consent that the further reading of the reso- 
lution be dispensed with and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any objection to adopting the resolu- 
tion and putting it into effect? 

Mr. DARGAN. No objection whatever. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before the House, but the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DARGAN] asks unanimous con- 
sent to nse with the further reading of the resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have-no objection to that, but I want the re- 
port of the committee to he acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. It is now before the House for action. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DARGAN moved to reconsider the yote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 
der is the call of committees for reports. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY,. I desire to present a conference report which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The cominittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. H. 11879) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 39,1890, haying met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede froin its amendments numbered 5, 6,7, 13, 25, 26, and 27, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered I, 2, 3,4, 8,9, 10, 14, 15, 16,17, 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to the 
eame, 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amondments of the Senate 
numbered Iland 12 and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Sub- 
stitute for the sum proposed the following; *' $378,500;"' and the Senate agree 


to the same. 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
CHARLES E. HOOKER, 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F, M, COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House submitted the following state- 


ment: 
ACCOMPANYING STATEMENT OF THE ROUSE CONFEREES, 


The conferces on the part of the House respectfully submit the following state- 
ment: 

The Senate conferees recede from amendment No. 5, which provides an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the survey, improvement, and occupation of the bay 
and harbor of Pago , in the island of Tutuila, Samoa, and for the construc- 
tion of the necessary wharvesand buildings for such oceapation, and for coal- 
ing station therein, An appropriation having been made forthis purpose in the 
Se bill, it is not deemed necessary or proper to include ftin 

s bill, 

‘The Senate conferees recede from the amendments numbered 6, 7, 13, 25, 26, and 
27, the effect of which is to restore the rank of “ consul-general"’ to the consu! 
at Montreal, and to dispense with the allowance for a clerk at Ottawa. 

The House conferees recede from their disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24. 

The first two are simply to make the gross amount appropriated conform to 
amendments. 

The effect of number 3 is “ to enable the President to cause to be paid to the 
Government of Japan, to be by it distributed among the families of the Japan- 
ese subjects accidentally killed or injured by the explosion of shells from the 
United States steamer Omaha while engaged in target practice near the island 
of Ikisima on the 4th of Marcl:, 1887, $15,000, the same to be received as full in- 
demnity for the loss and injuries caused as aforesaid, snid sum to be immo- 
dintely available,” 

This appropriation was recommended by the President in his annual message 
transmitted to the Congress of the United States on the 3d of December, 1583, 
and the amount of $15,000 was recommended by the Secretary of State as being 
adequate to meet the exigencies of the cnse. 

It appears from a report made by the United States consul at Nagasaki, under 
date of March 12, 1887, to the United States minister at Tokio that the United 
States steamer Omaha, engaged in target practice on the 4th of March, 1887, at 
the island of Ikisima, about 25 miles from Nagasaki, and fired about forty shells 
ata floating target below a high bluff on the shore of the island mentioned, So 
far as those upon the vessel were in a position to judge, the shells fired a 
to have cxploded without er any injury, and thereupon the Omaha pro- 
eceded on her voyage to Ni ki. 

After the Omaha had left the natives of Ikisima Island dug op five time-shells 
and ono percussion shell which had not exploded, and while a up of the 
natives were exataining the percussion shell it suddenly exploded and killed 
four persons and wounded seven others. All the persons who were killed or 
wounded were very poor, and some of them have been made helpless oppas 
for life, and the amount payin egies is to be distributed to the families of 
those who were killed and to those persons who were wounded. 

The effect ‘of No. 4 is to appropriate $500,000, or so much thereof as may be 
neocssary, to be expended under the direction of the President and to be im- 
mediately available, for the execution of the obligations and the protection of 
the interests of the United Statcs existing under the treaty botween the United 
States and the Government of the Samoan Islands. 

The House conferees believe that the disturbances in Samoa and the impor- 
tant information laid before Con: by the President in relation to the preser- 
vation of American intorests and the protection of American citizens and their 
property in that distant locality make it proper to Sopropriete the amount 
named, which is to be expended undertle direction of the President only so 
far as may be necessary. 

Nos. 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17,18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 21 refer to increase of the salaries 
of consuls at Ottawa, Apia, Barmen, Nuovo Laredo, Paso del Norte, Piedras 

, Nogales, and Matamoros, Additional business and greater responsi- 
bilities, caused by the construction of railrondsand increasing population, make 
it necessary that co: at tho places named should receive salaries than 
have been allowed them heretobore. 

JAMES B. McCREARY, 


CHAS. E, HOOKER, 
ROBERT R. HITT. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, the statement made by the mana- 
gers of the conference on the part of the House is very full, and I hope 
we shall have immediate action on the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MCMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. 12597) to reduce taxation and simplify the Jaws in rela- 
tion to the collection of the revenue, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported a bill (H. R. 12598) to reduce taxation, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr, REED. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House for consideration. 

Mr. REED. Is there not a report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The report can not be read until the matter is 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. REED. Is there a report with the bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is a brief report. 

Rath PE B EOS, of Kentucky. Yes, there is a report with 
the bill. 
ABBY J. SLOCUM. 


Mr. SPOONER. I rise to present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension 
to Abby J. Slocum, having met, after full and free conference have to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their Lp dare Houses as follows: 

en 


That the House recede from its am nt. 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
8. 8. YODER, 
H. J. SPOONE 
Managers on the part of the House. 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
0. K. DA N 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The following statement, submitted under the rule, was read: 
Statement to accompany conference report upon bill (S. 169) granting an in» 


crease of pension to Abby J. Slocum. 


The a Big: ewer wag aM irae greene e will be to restore: an = of reopen 
roposed e Sena and heretofore recommen: the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions of the House, á 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 


8S. 8. YODER, 
If. J, SPOONER, 
Managers on the pari of the House of Representativcs, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Iaskthe reading of the House 
amendment, from which the conferees recommend that we now recede, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out “50” and insert “30.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, in every case 
(with scarcely an exception, I believe) in which the House has adopted 
an amendment toa Senate bill reducing the amount of the pension, that 
amendment has been receded from by the House conferees. There may 
be an exception to this statement, thongh I donot now recall one. It 
has become a matter of regular procedure that the Senate passes a bill, 
it comes to the House, and if the House reduces the amount it is ac- 
cepted by the friends of the bill without any complaint; a conference 
committee is appointed; and then the conferees on the part of the 
House recede from the amendments of the Honse; and thus by the 
means of a conference report the pension as fixed by the Senate bée- 
comes the law. 

Now, I know nothing about the special merits of this case; but we 
have had with iteration and reiteration almost every week during this 
session and a part of last session the proceeding which I have de- 
scribed; and I protest against the repetition of the practice in this case, 
unless the gentleman on the other side [Mr. Spooner] can show some 
special reason why the judgment of the Senate that this lady should 
receive $50 a month is a wiser judgment than that of the House that 
she should receive only $30, for I presume that both of these sums are 
larger than that which she would be allowed by the general Jaw, and 
the presumption in every case is that the amount allowed by general 
law is the proper amount. While I hold that Congress not only has 
the right, but in certain cases ought to exercise it as n duty, to give a 
larger amount than that allowed by the general law, the tacts of the 
particular case ought to demonstrate that the proper occasion is pre- 
sented for such action. I therefore protest against the adoption of this 
couference re unless the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
SpoonER], who I believe made this report—— 


